RAN is nye el lie TPA BI LATE 0 AEA 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


CONTAINING 


THE PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF THE 


FIFTY-SIXTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION, 


VOLUME XXRXITIT. 


WASHINGTON: 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFIOE. 
1900. 











VOLUME XXXII, PART VIL. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


FIRTY-SIXTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 











ST Se 


f 





1900. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5745 


he would vote as I would vote. I will therefore vote, I vote 
‘* yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to say that I am informed that my pair, the junior Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CLark], has not voted, and I therefore withdraw 


my. vote. 
he result was announced—yeas 32, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—32 
Allison, Daniel, Kyle, Stewart, 
Baker, Fairbanks, Morgan, Teller, 
Bard, Foster, Nelson, Thurston, 
Berry, Frye, Perkins, Tillman, 
Butler, Hanna, Pettigrew, Turley, 
Clay, Hawley, Pettus, Turner, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. uarles, Vest, 
Culberson, Kean, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
NAYS—16, 
Carter, Hansbrough, McComas, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hoar, Mallory, Ross, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Mason, Spooner, 
Gear, McBride, Platt, Conn. Wellington. 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Aldrich, Davis, Lindsay, Scott, 
Allen, Deboe, McCumber, Sewell, 
Bacon, Depew, McEnery, Shoup, 
Bate, Elkins, McLaurin, Simon, 
Beveridge, Foraker, McMillan, Sullivan, 
Burrows, . Hale, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Caffery, Harris, Money, Warren, 
Chilton, Heitfeld, Penrose, Wetmore. 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Platt, N. Y. 
Cullom, Kenney, Pritchard, 


So the amendment of the committee was laid on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer an amendment which is 
simply to carry out existing contracts. I do not desire to debate | 
it. I simply ask that it be read and voted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. | 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, after the word “dollars,” line 9, | 
insert as a separate paragraph: 


For transportation of mail by pneumatic tube or other similar devices, by 
urchase or otherwise, $225,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used in extending such pneumatic service beyoud the service for 
which contracts already are entered into, and no additional contracts shall 
be made unless hereafter authorized by law. 
Mr.DANIEL. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I have heard it stated that there is at present no contract author- 
ized by Congress; that we are under no liability of honor or 
morals or what not to make this appropriation. 1 would be very 
glad, if I am mistaken in this conception of the matter, to be cor- 
rected by the chairman of the committee. , 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression 
of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by ry to the United States by the treaty con- 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask that it may be temporarily laid aside that 
we may finish this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. DANIEL. The information that I have derived on this 
subject in the course of the debate has been to the effect that there 
are no outstanding contracts which impose upon the United States | 
a moral or honorable liability to make this appropriation. I beg 
leave to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads if I am correct in that? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I will state in answer to the 
Senator from Virginia that there are four contracts pending which 
expire simultaneously with the last day of June, 1901. By the 
terms of the contracts they are continuing until that date, and | 
involve the payment by the Government of an amount of annual | 
rental ageregating something over $200,000, the balance of the | 
allowance being for fuel, etc. 
As to the question of law, Iam not ina position to discuss it. 





The question of fact remains that by their terms the contracts 
are extended until that time. The Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General stated to the Committee on Appropriations in his testi- 
mony @ year ago that the contracts were subject to an annual 
appropriation. : 

tr. DANIEL. Thereisno authority of Congress, I understand, 
under which these contracts were made. I beg to make that in- 
quiry. Is there any authority of Congress under which these 
so-called contracts were made? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will refer the Senator from Virginia to the 
Senator from Iowa, in whose committee the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill was at the time the contracts were made. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was no specific authority, I understand, 
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for making the contracts. However, there was an appropriation 
made first for a small amount—that is, an amount which would 
cover perhaps the Philadelphia and Boston contracts—and then 
it was enlarged afterwards. I think we have three times appro 
priated for these contracts made by the Postmaster-Genera!, so 


that whilst perhaps there has been no specific authority, | beheve 
we are fairly bound to make this appropriation and carry out 
the contracts made by the Postmaster-General. Yesterday, when 


I had occasion to make some observations upon this question, | 
stated that I was willing to vote for an appropriation to cover the 
amount of the contracts which will expire at the end of the com- 
ing fiscal year. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President. I do not perceive from the state- 
ments which have been made by the Senators who have just 
spoken that there is any extant law passed by Congress under which 
any contract has been authorized. They are evidently merely 
tentative contracts, presupposing, imagining, that Congress would 
make an appropriation, and are, of course, subject to the action 
of Congress. I shall therefore vote against this proposed appro- 
priation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Lopar}. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us have the yeas and nays on the question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Virginia that I understand the contracts made with these 
companies for transporting mail by pneumatic tubes are made by 
the same authority that the contracts are made with the railroads 
and the other postal contracts for carrying mails. They are not 
made in pursuance of express authority of law saying that a con- 
tract for so many years may be made, but they are made in pur- 
suance of appropriations for conducting the postal service; and 
we ought not to terminate these existing contracts any more than 
we ought to terminate every outstanding contract made for four 
years by the Post-Office Department. I do not think it would be 
wise to set that example of repudiation of Government contracts, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if the committee has not a copy of the contract? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; I have a copy of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think it would be well to have that contract 
read to the Senate. If the contract purports to be a continuing 
contract it has been so far ratified by the previous action of Con- 
gress as that it might impose an honorable obligation to carry it 
out. But I have understood that the contract on its face depends 
upon the annual action of Congress in making the appropriation. 
If that be true, we can terminate it at our will. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What I say to the Senator is that every con- 
tract we have outstanding for carrying the mails is on exactly the 
same condition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And every contract for rent. 

Mr. CHANDLER, And every contract for the rent of a post- 
office is in the same form. They are contracts, I understand, for 
four years, and all of them are subject to annual appropriations 
by Congress. Now, if Congress—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I understand that most of our contracts are 
made pursuant to some general law which authorizes the Post- 
master-General to make a contract to bind the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Only annual appropriations, in my belief. 

Mr. MASON. I hadhereacopy of thecontract. I donot know 
whether the chairman of the committee has it now or not; but I 
passed it up asa part of my remarks, I will say to the Senator 
from Kentucky. I desire to have read a copy of the contract en- 
tered into between the Government of the United States and one 
of these companies. Ido not know whether it is for New York 
or Boston. [introduced it for the purpose of showing the way in 
which the Postmaster-General hat guarded the interest of the 
Government and the service when Mr. Wanamaker was Post- 


| master-General. I offered it as an argument in order to show 


that the Postmaster-General could be trusted to make an arrange- 
ment for Chicago. I do not wish to act the part of the dog in the 
manger. Ido feel that we ought to have had it in Chicago. The 
Government is under contract, and it is not subject to an annual 
appropriation except as all contracts are subject to an annual ap- 
propriation. The Court of Claims, or any court having jurisdic- 
tién, holds that the contract is made in pursuance of a considera- 
tion. The consideration is a tender to the Government. and the 
amount which shall be paid is fixed in the contract. The con- 
tract expires by its terms on the last of June, 1901. 

Mr. DANIEL. Willthe Senator allow me to make asuggestion? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. As I understand it, the Postmaster-General was 
not authorized to make any contract except subject to the future 
action of Congress in respect to its appropriation. 

Mr. MASON. That is true of railway—— 

Mr. DANIEL. In other words, he simply said, ‘If Congress 
shall give me authority to do it hereafter, then this will be done.” 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator allow me a word right 
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there? That is the case with every river and harbor contract that | Mr. BERRY. I simply state that the continuing contracts give 


is outstanding to-day. | specific authority to contract beyond the appropriation that is 
Mr. DANLEL. And on ariver and harbor contract I vote also | then made. They are dependent, as a matter of course, for the 
as I think it is wise. | payment of money upon the appropriation to be made, but the 


Mr. CHANDLER. We insisted upon having a system of con- | authority to contract exists and is given by law. 
tinuous contracts on rivers and harbors, and every one of them is Mr. CHANDLER. Subject to annual appropriations by Con- 
made subject to an annual a gress. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the contract read. Mr. BERRY. There is no word “subject” about it in the lan 
guage of the law. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator about the contracts. 

Mr. BERRY. I have never seen one of the contracts, but as I 
said, in every river and harbor bill specific authority is given by 
law to the Secretary of War to make these contracts extending 
beyond that year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How are the contracts made, as a matter of 
fact, I ask the Senator? 

Mr. BERRY. My information is that under the supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers those contracts are entered into. 


Mr. DANIEL. Therefore it is subject to an annual appropria- | 
tion and every man is free—— 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. DANIEL. When I get through my sentence, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me to finish the sentence. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I say it makes no difference what kind of a 
contract it is, whether about rivers or harbor or anything else, if 
it is only a contingent contract or a conditional contract, de- 
pendent upon the future action of Congress, Congress by its terms 
is left free, without imputation or reproach from any source, to Mr. CHANDLER. How is it as to annual payment? 
do as it may think wise and just in each particular case. The| Mr. BERRY. They are dependent on annual appropriations 
same freedom will be possessed whether railroad, river and har- | for payment. 
bor, or pneumatic-tube appropriation is concerned, by everymem-| Mr. CHANDLER. By the express language of the contract. 
ber of Congress who deals with it; and exercising that especial, Mr. BERRY. There is, first, a certain amount appropriated for 
preserved prerogative, and not thinking it wise to vote for this | the improvement of a certain river. Then the provision says that 
appropriation, I shall vote against it. the Secretary of War, in addition, may enter into contract or con- 

Mr. Berry and Mr. Hoar addressed the Chair. tracts for the continuation or the completion, as the case may be, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Arkansas. | of certain work generally, not toexceed, however, a specified sum, 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. to which he is limited. 

Mr. HOAR. I ay want to put aquestion, if it is proper. I Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say, if the Senator will allow me, 
should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- | that those contracts each contain a provision that they are subject 
tions, who has dealt with this class of contracts, as I suppose, ina 
thousand cases in his appropriation bills, if he will be good enough 
to state to the Senate what they are; whether they bind the Govern- 
ment so that the Government is bound and the party can go into 
the Court of Claims, although the Department gives notice that 
the man will only get his money when Congress appropriates it, 
in which case 1 understand the Senator from Virginia agrees 
with me that our good faith is pledged, or whether the contract is 
voidable or renewable, and does not exist as a binding contract on 
the Government unless Congress makes a future appropriation? 
I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, if I may, to state what is his opinion on that subject? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, there are various provisions re- 
specting these contracts. Take the river and harbor appropria- 
tions. It is expressly provided in the river and harbor bill that 
contracts may be made for the completion of a certain work ina 
harbor, to be paid for as appropriations from time to time may be 
made by law. That is one class of contracts, where the direct au- 
thority of Congress for the contract is had in advance. I take it 
for granted, that if Congress should fail to make the appropriation 
as the work progressed, the contractor would be authorized prac- 
tically to sue in the Court of Claims for the work done, 

Mr. TELLER. No; he would not. 

Mr, ALLISON, The Senator from Colorado says he would not. 
Very well; I did not know; but this is the usual way. This year 
we have a great number of appropriations for rivers and harbors 
in the sundry civil bill, on the theory that the contracts having been 
authorized by law, and made by the Chief of Engineers of the 
Army, we are bound at least to make the appropriations to fulfill | 
the contracts and enable them to be emoniel. 

| 
| 


to annual = ga pe ene by Congress. 
: Mr. BERRY. I simply say I never saw that in one of the con- 
racts. 
Mr. STEWART. I want to have the contract read before I vote 
on the question. Lask if the contract is here? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks that the contract may be read. 

Mr. MASON. I have asked to have the contract inserted in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks for the purpose of showing the 


terms— 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care for what purpose the Senator 
asked to have it inserted. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to finish? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. I asked to have it inserted in the Recorp asa 
ee of my remarks for the purpose of showing the terms the 

ostmaster-General requires of the contractors and owners of the 
tubes. It isnot the contract under which they are now operating. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I do not want it. 

Mr. MASON. It isacontract for only one year, and it was made 
away back in 1892. 

Mr. STEWART. I object toit if it is not the present contract. 

Mr. MASON, It has already gone in the ReEcorD as part of my 
remarks. 

The Postmaster-General stated in his evidence, or in the report 
which I read to the Senate, that these contracts were entered into 
for a term of four years and would expire on the 1st day of June 
next. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator in charge of this bill to 
Now, as respects these tubes, I do not think there has been any | 8&Y that there were four of these contracts existing. . 
authority of Congress to enter into contracts for the use of the| Mr. WOLCOTT. There are four separate contracts. There is 

tubes in advance, but the contracts were made by the Postmaster- | a separate contract for Brooklyn. 

General under his general power for the transportation of the | Mr. ALLEN. For what cities are they? 

mails, and, having made the contracts for four years, I feel myself | Mr. WOLCOTT. I will give them all to you. We have been 
under obligations to vote to execute the contracts, although tech- | over this whole matter, but I will go over it again. 

nically, perhaps, we are not bound to do it. | There are 4.21 miles in operation in the city of New York 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, when I asked the Senator from | proper—the old city—running from the Produce Exchange to the 
Virginia to yield to me, I only desired to state what the chairman | post-office opposite the Grand Central Station. We pay for that 
of the Committee on Appropriations has already stated in answer | service $158,500 annually, or at the rate of $37,738.09 a mile. 
to the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the | There is a contract also with the company between the general 
continuing contracts in river and harbor agers are spe- | post-office in New York and Brooklyn, 1.65 miles in length, for 
cifically authorized by law, The Secretary of War is authorized | which we pay at the rate of $12,242.42 per mile, amounting to 
to enter into a contract or contracts for the completion or for the | $20,200. There is in Boston seventy-four one-hundredths of a 
continuance of certain works. Thereis an expressauthority given | mile, for which we pay at the rate of $12,162.16 per mile, or $9,000. 
to him to make these continuing contracts, and of course the Gov- | In Philadelphia there are 1.46 miles in operation, for which we 
ernment is bound in honor and in every other way to make the | pay at the rate of $23,698.63 per mile, or a total of $34,600, making 
payment. acost of $222,300 upon the four contracts, aggregating 8.05 miles. 

Whether in this contract made by the Postmaster-General the | Mr. ALLEN, hat percentage of the mail is transmitted in 
Postmaster-General had such authority Ido not know. Itseems | these tubes? 
to me that, if he made a contract without authority of law to ex- Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘The first-class mail of the conntry consti- 
tend beyond the time for which the appropriation was made, it is | tutes about 5 per cent of the total mail matter, and it is only the 
not binding upon the Government or upon any Senator in any | first-class mail that is carried in these tubes, except that the post- 
way whatever. master in New York says that sometimes larger packages have 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Arkansas say that | been included in his carrier, which is 8 inches in diameter. As I 
river and harbor contracts do not have, each one, a provision that | have said, only 5 per cent of the total mail is first-class mail, and 
the payments under them depend upon annual appropriations by - about 80 cent of that is carried in these pneumatic tubes. 
Congress? r. ALLEN, One more guestion, if the Senator will permit 
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me. Are we renting these tubes, or does the Government own | Mr. BERRY. Iso understood the Senator. 

em? : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Government owns nothing except the | [Mr. ALLEN] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield 
covtract. We rent the tubes of the companies. | Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator contemplate having the Gov-| Mr. CHANDLER. I admit that there is no contract made 
ernment own these tubes? | : ay which binds the Government to appropriate except from year to 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Nothing has yet been attempted in that line | year, just as the contracts are made for river and harbor improv 

in the way of legislation. | ments. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, a moment ago I paired in favor Mr. BERRY. But the Senator also admits that there is no 
of the amendment of the Senator from Illinois a Mason] ex- | authority in this case, as there is in the caso of river and harbor 
tending this system of pneumatic tubes. I did not know then | improvements, to enter into continuing contracts 
that the Government was engaged in the occupation of renting | Ur. ALLEN. Lonly want to occupy the floor a minute. I can 
tubes from some private individual or private organization, but I | not undertake to settle the dispute between the Senator from Ar- 
supposed the Government intended to enter — the general sys- | kansas {Mr. Berry] and the Senator from New Hampshire { Mr, 
tem of owning and operating these tubes itself. It has come out | CitanpLer]; but it occurs to me that there is a very broad dis- 
tinction between the authcrity granted to enter into river and 
harbor contracts and the authority, or alleged authority, to ent» 
into contracts for these pneumatic tubes, The river and harbor 
act, as read by the Senator from New Hampshire, expressly pro- 
vides for the entering into of contracts for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. Of course that is conditioned upon Congress 
making an appropriation to carry out the contracts when made, 
But I submit tothe Senator from New Hampshire and to the Sen- 
ate that as respects the making of contracts for these pneumatic 

tubes there is no authority whatever, absolute or conditional, to 
'makethem,. There is a very broad distinction between these two 
instances. 

Mr. President, I believe in doing this: Either make this system 
general and apply it to every center of population in the United 
States as rapidly as possible, the Government itself owning and 
operating the tubes, or I believe in abandoning it in every city in 
Mr. ALLEN. I will. which it is to-day used. It is used in Boston, in New York, in 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iwantto say to the Senator from Nebraska | Brooklyn. and in Philadelphia. Why not use it in Baltimore, in 

Mr. ALLEN] and also to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry} Chicago, in St. Louis, and in other great cities of the United 

' 


, 


in the discussion, however, that the Postmaster-General lacks au- 
thority entirely-—that is, he has no authority whatever to enter 
into contracts of this kind. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
who gives the only true solution, I suppose, of the question, says 
that the Postmaster-General has entered into these contracts by 
virtue of his authority to contract for carrying the mails, but I 
submit that that power does not carry with it the authority to 
enter into contracts for the rental of pneumatic tubes for the pur- 
pose of transmitting mails from one station to another. So the 
whole thing isin the air. The contracts are made subject to the 
approval of Congress, by an appropriation, to carry them out, and 
they can have no vitality and no force without action upon the 

t of Congress; and there is no violation of good faith by the 
refusal of Congress to make an appropriation to carry out a con- 
tract which is void ab initio. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 


that that is exactly the case as to our river and harbor improve- | States; and why, Mr. President, above all things, turn over the 
ments. I have here a copy of the last river and harbor act. The | revenues derivable from this system of transmitting the mails to 
clause as to Bridgeport, Conn., which provides for a contract, | an organization that owns these tubes and fixes its own price? 
says ‘‘to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be | Should not the Government of the United States own and operate 
made by law.” these tubes the same as it owns and Operates the mail bags, and 

The provision for improving New Haven Harbor-— in some instances the cars in which mail is transported from place 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is the statute. to place? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘The statute authorized the contract, but it 1 favored the amendment of the Senator from Illinois hoping 
expressly says ‘‘to be paid for as appropriations may from time | that it might be adopted and that it might be followed by the 
to time be made by law.” Government owning these tubes; but if it is simply to be a partial 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me there? system, a few cities to get the benefit of it and a particular organi- 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. zation to derive all the profits from it, the Government ought to 

In the provision for the improvement of the Buffalo entrance to | abandon it entirely or it ought to own and operate it entirely, 
the Erie in and Black Rock Harbor, New York, this language Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President 
is used: ; Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the Senator from Missouri proceeds, 

That a contract or contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War | 1 Wish to say that I shall ask on Monday next, after the conclu- 
for such materials and work as may be necessary for the completion of said | 810n of the routine morning business, that the Senate resume and 
els by ‘ody * to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be | finish the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

6 . 
: 1ES OF BENTON AND BL 

Mr. BERRY. Now. if the Senator will permit me, can he point ah es we — _— — 
to any law which says the Postmaster-General may enter into con- Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, In pursuance of the not ice 
tracts which may be paid for hereafter as appropriations may be | heretofore given, I present a letter from the governor of the State 
made? of Missouri, which I ask may be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not say there is such a law. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 

Mr. BERRY. Then it is entirely different from the appropria- quested. 
tions in the river and harbor bill, because there express authority | The Secretary read as follows: 
is given by law. To the Senate and House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

. CHANDLER. It is not entirely different, because the Sen- GENTLEMEN: In the year 1895 the general assembly of the State of Mis 
ator from Arkansas, when he stated the case, said there was no | fy"hhton and Francis 1” Blair, to be placed sn Stmtuary Hall, im the Capitol 
provision of this sort. at Washington. In the act referred to William J. Stone, Odin Guitar, Peter 

Mr. are No; I beg the Senator's pardon. I said, as I | L. Foy, B. B. Cahoon. O. H. Spencer, and James EH. Birch were constitut da 
remem readin it, it was that a certain amount was ap- is ave —— : e _— a ane p ne oe ~s, now in 
propriated for certain river and harbor improvements. Then it ee ee oe comes 
was provided that the Secretary of War might enter into a con- f have the honor, therefore, as governor of Missouri, to present to the 
tract or into contracts for the continuation or the completion of | Government of the United States, through the Congress, the statues of the 
such work oer, not to exceed a certain limit, which was fo thattiall dedicated to ouch ease a the Capitol. — 
placed in the law. That is my recollection. Very respectfully, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I simply wish to add, as the Senator will 
see, that every contract contains a provision that the payments 
are to be made as appropriations from time to time may be made. 

Mr. BERRY. But that does not affect the fact that there is The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
express authority given the Secretary of War to enter into con- | ate a concurrent resolution of the Houseof Representatives, which 
tracts for works on rivers and harbors, while in this case there is | will be read. 
no authority for the Postmaster-General to contract beyond the The Secretary read as follows: 
one year. I submit that if we go upon the principle that a tu oun House or Rurnuserratives, February |. 1999 

. } 4 ‘ : , SE SSENT. 1s, February 4, 1999. 
Cabinet officer may bind this Government in the absence of law, Recefeed be the Heese of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
and that we are in honor bound to pay for whatever contracts he | thanks of Congress be presented to the Stato ef Missouri for providing and 


may make, we establish a preced m i]- | furnishing statues of Thomas Hart Benton, a deceased person, who has bee: 
Mone of ollars. P ane that may cost us many mil a citizen thereof a< a for his historic renown and for distinguished 
civic services, and of Francis Preston Blair, a deceased person, who has been 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nobody contends for that. a citizen thereof, and illustrious for his historic renown and for distinguished 


Mr. BERRY. The Senator has admitted that there is no law | civic and military services. 








LON V. STEPHENS, Governor. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I[ask that the concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives may be laid before the Senate. 


thori by . Resolved, That the statues be accepted and placed in the National Statuary 
= ‘cHiuntee General to make such contracts, Hall in the Sol eee and that a copy of these resolutions duly authenticated 
. ave not admitted that, _| be transmitted to the governor of the State of Missouri. 











THOMAS HH. BENTON, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, nothing could more clearly show 
how rapidly the bitter memories of the civil war are passing away 
than the fact that Missouri sends to the National Capitol the stat- 
ues of Thomas H. Benton and Frank P. Blair, jr. 

The first great conflict over African slavery in the United States 
occurred when Missouri was admitted into the Union asa slave 

‘ State, accompanied by the enactment of what was known as the 
Missouri compromise, which provided that north of 36° 30’ lati- 
tude slavery and involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime, should never exis:. The next contest over slavery 
came with the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska bill in 1854, the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, and the birth of the Repub- 
lican party upon the distinct issue of free soil and opposition to the 
extension of slavery. 

This was followed by that terrible border war 7 the fron- 
tiers of Missouri and Kansas which depopulated whole counties, 
destroyed towns and villages, and reddened the midnight sky with 
the lurid glare of burning homes. Old John Brown declared upon 
the scaffold at Charlestown, W. Va., that he had invaded Missouri 
three years before he attacked Virginia, and had carried off seven 
slaves from Bates County to Canada without firing a gun. Liter- 
ally he fired no guns, but he murdered in cold blood, with knives, 
one of the best men in Bates County who attempted to prevent 
forcibly the outrage on his property. 

No State in the Union suffered more from internecine strife and 
neighborhood war than Missouri. The wounds inflicted were 
deep and cruel, no man being willing to eeenety when their 
memory would pass away. ut to-da issouri sends to the 
National Capitol and to Statuary Hall the marble images of two 
men whose whole public lives were given to the cause of free soil 
and against the further extension of African slavery. 

Immediately after the Revolutionary war, and even before it 
had closed, emigrants commenced passing over the Appalachian 
Range into the gloomy forests of Kentucky and Tennessee to con- 
test supremacy over the soil with the Indians and wild beasts. 
This emigration was composed ey of Scotch-Irish blood, that 
most remarkable of all the races which have existed upon this 
continent, independent, self-willed, impatient of restraint, yet not 
given to disorder; every man a soldier and his own leader; every 
woman fit to be the mother of heroes. This Scotch-Irish blood 
has given to the Western States, into which they went, blazing 
the paths of civilization with the ax in one hand and the rifle in 
the other, men who have impressed themselves in war and peace 
upon these great communities. 

Nearly all the leading families of Tennessee, Kentucky, and 
Missouri came from this Scotch-Irish lineage, which so 
much of individual and racial antipathies; always determined in 
their own opinions, and with strong passions and high prejudices, 
but at the same time deeply religious, their religion being militant, 
like that of the old Jews, who for forty years went through the 
wilderness praying by night and fighting by oz. always car- 
rying with them the Ark of the Covenant. This Scotch-Irish blood 
has given to these Western States men who molded their institu- 
tions and impressed themselves indelibly upon their destiny—the 
Jacksons, Hardins, Clarks, McCullochs, McClernands, McKees, 
Estills, and Gentrys. Both their ancestors and their descendants 
have been leaders in every community where they became citi- 
zens. 

With this remarkable pioneer migration across the Appalachian 
Range of Scotch-Irish lineage there went also a small contingent 
of Virginians, another most remarkable race. They were the 
cavaliers of England, who, after they lost the cause of the Stuarts, 
and before the restoration of Charles II, came from England to 
Virginia. . They were the men who charged with Prince Rupert 
against the ironsides of Cromwell and knew no fear. Among 
these families, descendants of whomycan be found to-day in the 
Old Dominion and in the two Carolinas, Tennessee, Kentucky, and 
Missouri, were the Lees, known in England asthe Loyal Lees, 
who gave to Virginia Light-Horse Harry in the Revolution, Wil- 
liam Henry Lee in the councils of Congress, and Robert E. Lee, 
the peerless leader of his countrymen in our civil war. Side by 
side with the Lees who charged under Prince Rupert were the 
Bentons. Thomas H. Benton was descended from this family, 
and passed across the Appalachian Range from North Carolina, 
where his father had settled, to cast his destinies with the fron- 
tiersmen of Tennessee. 

Benton's father, unlike the fathers of the Scotch-Irish immi- 
grants, was not an extremely poor man. The Benton family was 
entirely different in its circumstances from that of Andrew Jack- 
son. Jackson's mother was a widow in very indigent circum- 
stances, unable at times to procure the necessaries of life, and 
one of the most pathetic pictures of all our early history is that 
of Jackson’s mother walking more than 40 miles to see her two 
boys, prisoners to the British, begging her way as she went, with- 
out even an animal to ride. Benton's father was a lawyer in good 
practice, and he gave his son a collegiate education at Chapel 
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I a His mother was a Virginian. His father 
came directly from English lineage and his mother indirectly 
through one of the splendid families of old Virginia, that 
furnished warriors and statesmen, the State which is known as 
the mother of States and statesmen. These people are described 
by Theodore Roosevelt, now governor of the State of New York, 
in his Life of Thomas H. Benton—one of the American series— 
in a few lines, and I ask the Secretary to read them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The world has never seen better soldiers than those who followed Lee, 
and their leader will undoubtedly rank as without any exception the very 
grettess of all the great captains that the English-speaking peoples have 
rought forth; and this, althcugh the last and chief of his antagonists, may 
himself claim to stand as the full equal of Marlborough and Wellington. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I make no apology for having this 
quotation read, because it is worthy of this era of fraternization 
and of the gallant soldier who penned those lines. Noman knows 
better the descendants of the old Virginians and the Scotch-Irish, 
the people of the great Commonwealths of the West, than 
Theodore Roosevelt. He led them up that historic hill at Santi- 
ago when closed the Cuban war, and he knows that the 
Rough Riders whom he led were the legitimate descendants of 
those ancestors of whom I have spoken, having simply laid aside 
the ax and rifle for the pistol and lariat of the plains. 

Solonel Benton, as I have stated, was born in North Carolina, 
and his father, dying in middle age, left to the family a large 
tract of land near Nashville, Tenn., to which the widow removed, 
Thomas H. Benton being the second son. Young Benton grew up 
on this tract of land, on which is located the town bearing the 
family name of Benton, and his life was like that of the average 
young frontiersman. He indulged in all the rough and exciting 
amusements and pursuits of that early era. He fought chickens 
and fought the Indians. He ran horses and ran for the legisla- 
ture. He indulged in street brawls and affrays, not entirely cred- 
itable, in one of which Andrew Jackson was his opponent, both 
being badly wounded. No prophet could then foresee that in 
after years Benton, as Senator from Missouri, would pecome the 
great ally of Jackson as President of the United States. 

Benton served two years in the Tennessee legislature, introduc- 
ing a bill to divide the State into judicial districts, which became 
a law, and also a bill, enacted into law, giving to negro slaves 
who were charged with criminal offenses the right of trial by 
jury. This latter measure of legislation shows that Colonel Ben- 
ton did not belong to that extreme Southern class who thought 
that ne Ss were mere chattels, to be bought and sold, and not 
human beings. Benton, although a slaveholder, was never an ad- 
vocate of the institution of slavery. He resented deeply the idea 
of interference from other States whose people had owned slaves 
and then from self-interest had done away with the institution; 
but he did not believe that slavery should be extended or that it 
was beneficial either to the slave or the slave owner. 

He was one of that ciass of national statesmen at the head of 
whom was Thomas Jefferson, and to which belonged Henry Clay, 
Houston, Davy Crockett. and Chief Justice Taney, who delivered 
the celebrated Dred Scott decision. In all his life Benton never 
hesitated to express his opinion in regard to the institution of 
slavery as an economic institution, while at the same time he re- 
sented deeply any intimation that the Southern people were en- 
tirely responsible for its existence. 

Just after the close of the war of 1812 Benton removed to the 
Territory of Missouri and settled in the old French village of St. 
Genevieve, 35 miles below St. Louis, on the Mississippi River. 
Not long since I saw the law office, built of cypress logs, in which 
he practiced his profession and from which you could look out 
across the broad e se of the Father of Rivers. He remained 
in St. Genevieve only a few years. The place was too small for 
his aggressive spirit, and he removed to St. Louis, then giving 
promise of becoming the great empress of the Mississippi Valley. 

Here he almost immediately became actively engaged in the 
practice of law and political life. He was unfortunately involved 
in a quarrel soon after he became a citizen of St. Louis with young 
Lucas, a promising member of the bar and a son of Judge Lucas, 
who was the wealthiest and most influential Whig in the Missouri 
Territory. I do not care to speak at length about personal matters, 
but it would not be perhaps improper to make astatement in regard 
to the tragic event which cast a shadow over Colonel Benton's sub- 

uent life and was the constant source of attack in all his polit- 
ical career. : 

Benton, as I have said, came from that old Virginia stock that 
was extremely sensitive as to personal honor. Noman living ever 
attacked Colonel Benton personally in regard to his integrity 
without being called to account. The lazarone of politics who 





indulge in declamation and general statement fled before him, 
and the man who remained to make the charge was compelled 
sooner or later to meet him face toface, I never agreed with him 
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politically, but standing here to-day I simply state what I know 
to be true, that so far as the world could observe he never knew 
the sensation of fear, either in public or private life. 

At the firstelection after Benton went to St. Louis and offered 
to vote, young Lucas challenged his vote. He challenged it after 
Benton had sworn that he was a bona fide citizen of the city of 
St. Louis and had come there to remain. Benton considered this 
as a charge of perjury, and he declared, the only time I ever heard 
that he mentioned the event afterwards, that it would only be re- 
moved by an abject and full apology or by blood. He promptly 
challenged Lucas. They fought upon Bloody Island, just below 
the city of St. Louis, in the Mississippi River. Lucas was almost 
mortally wounded. Benton waited until he was convalescent and 
challenged him again. In thesecond encounter Lucas was killed. 
Colonel Benton never admitted that in the absence of a full apol- 
ogy, after what Lucas had done, he could retain his self-respect 
or deserve that of others until he killed the man who had attacked 
his honor. 

Mr. President, all this sounds to us now as semibarbarous, and 
vet if we carry ourselves back to the age in which this event 
occurred and place ourselves in the position — men then 
held it will, I think, charitably be admitted that, entertaining 
the opinion he did and in the community he lived, Benton could 
hardly have done anything else, Dueling was then an institu- 
tion. No man could remain in public or social life without os- 
tracism who refused what they called a challenge to the field of 
honor, All the distinguished men of the United States fought 
duels. When Randolph and Clay fought, in sight of this Capitol, 
members of the Cabinet and members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, among whom was Colonel Benton, were present 
asspectators. Jacksonhad killed his adversaryinaduel. Houston 
had fought a duel and wounded his opponent severely. Davy 
Crockett acknowledged the obligations of the duello and partici- 
pated in it, and it was not until Hamilton fell before the deadly 
pistol of Aaron Burr that even the pees of the conservative, 
God-fearing North came to a full realization of the terrible 
nature of this institution. 

Colonel Benton was elected to the United States Senate from 
the new State of Missouri, the second United States Senator, 
David Barton being the first. The Oregon question was then pend- 
ing in the Senate of the United States, and the people throughout 
our country were preparing for war with Great Britain. England 
and the United States had been national tenants in common of 
that vast expanse of country now comprising a large proportion 
of the Vancouver district of British America and the great States 
of Oregon and Washington. The rival interests of the fur com- 
panies, the Hudson Bay Company, in England, and the North 
American Fur Company, under Astor, in the United States, soon 
brought about even armed conflict, and it became absolutely nec- 
essary to settle the boundary line between the possessions of the 
two countries. Colonel Benton when he entered Congress threw 
himself with his usual aggressiveness into the middle of the fight. 
He declared that the United States must hold every inch of the 
disputed territory, and that with 10,000 Missourians he could set- 
tle the question in sixty days. Benton believed in what wascalled 
manifest destiny, which meant that the people of the United States 
had a right to take all the territory that adjoined them, if they 
thought proper to do so. 

In his first speech delivered in the Senate upon the Oregon ques- 
tion, which was addressed to this body in his ore rotundo style 
and with great effusion of classical reference, he stated that the 
United States must take this territory without compromise, with- 
out question, and that it would soon be peopled by millions of 
Orientals, Chinese and Japanese, who would come to our shores, 
adopt our institutions, law, and religion, and become our best citi- 
zens. If Colonel Benton could have lived but a few years more, 
he would have seen those Orientals whom he hospitably invited 
to our shores fleeing at night, shot down by brutal mobs in the 
light of their burning homes. Colonel Benton overlooked, great 
_ as he was, the racial antagonism which is above all human 
aw. 

The Oregon question passed away without armed conflict, but 
leaving unpleasant reminiscences in regard to the negotiations 
between the two countries, and Benton then addressed himself to 
the material interests of the great West, whose representative he 
peculiarly was. He advocated with great power cutting down 
the immense Indian reservations, so that instead of being undér 
the control of the savages they might become the happy homes of 
industrious whites. He above ali other men was entitled to the 
credit for the establishment of our land system, the homestead 
and preemption laws, and the sales of our other lands at $1.25 an 
acre to actual settlers. He opposed vigorously that iniquitous 
system of putting up the public lands to the highest bidder, which 
unguestionably placed them all eventually in the hands of syndi- 
cates and speculators. 

He p through Congress a bill making the old Santa Fe trail 
& national highway, to be defended by the soldiers of the Federal 
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Government, and he terminated in avery few years by that legis- 
lation the bloodshed which for so long had occurred onthe trail be 
tween Independence, Mo., and Sante Fe and Albuquerque, in New 
Mexico, when the Sioux, Apaches, Comanches, and Pawnees at 
tacked every caravan unless it was too strong to be overpowered. 

In 1828 came a great parliamentary contest in which Benton 
bore conspicuous part. Mr. Calhoun then advanced his idea of 
nullification by a State of Federal legislation when the people of 
that State believed the enactment of such legislation was abso- 
lutely destructive of their best interests. Slavery was not in- 
volved in that contest. It was a question of tariff taxation. Cal- 
houn argued with great ability that a State could remain in the 
Union and yet nullify an act of the Federal Congress which even 
the Supreme Court decided to be constitutional. 

I have always regarded Mr. Calhoun as one of the greatest ana 
lytical disputants this or any other country has ever produced. [| 
have studied his works; but I was never able to appreciate his ar 
gument in favor of nullification. Jackson, who was then Presi- 
dent, looked upon it as absolute treason, and declared that if Cal- 
houn undertook to carry it out he would hang him as high as 
Haman, Clayand Webster stood by the side of Benton in defend 
ing the position taken by Jackson, snd although there was a com 
promise without armed conflict between South Carolina and the 
General Government, I have no doubt that the nullification con- 
test of 1828 influenced all the subsequent career of Colone! Benton, 
and the opinions he then formed were responsible for his final po- 
litical overthrow in Missouri. 

Colonel Benton, above all men—I will not say above all men, 
but certainly without any superior in the regard I am about to 
mention—loved the Union. It colored and influenced all his life, 
and he firmly believed that Mr. Calhoun was a traitor and had 
then inaugurated or attempted to inaugurate a scheme to estab- 
lish a Southern confederacy based upon the institution of African 
slavery. Notwithstanding many acrimonious debates, he renewed 
his friendship with Webster and Clay, but never forgave Mr. 
Calhoun. I heard him in 1856, when a candidate for governor of 
Missouri, declare emphatically in a public address that if he had 
been President in 1828, instead of threatening to hang Calhoun, he 
would have hanged him on the eastern exposure of the Capitol, 
and appealed to the people of the United States to vindicate his 
action. 

A few years after the nullification struggle came the great con- 
flict over the old United States Bank, when Jackson, with his 
usual impetuosity and self-will, took the institution out of the 
hands of Nicholas Biddle and removed the deposits. Whether he 
had a right to do that or not, which I do not care now to discuss, 
because it is ancient history, Jackson believed that he was doing 
his duty, and the people of the United States by a large majority 

| vindicated his action. Clay, Calhoun, and Webster attacked the 
Administration on account of the removal of the bank deposits, 
and Benton, single-handed and alone, fought that great triumvi- 
rate day after day in the Senate of the United States until the 
resolution of censure was passed against Jackson. 

Ordinary men would then have given up the conflict, but not so 
with Thomas H. Benton. With him the battle had just com- 

;}menced. After a short pause he introduced his resolution to ex- 
punge the resolution of censure from the records of the Senate. 
The last night of that terrible struggle, the most remarkable in 
our parliamentary history, and which took place in what is now 
the room of the Supreme Court, was signalized by many dramatic 
incidents. Benton said, and I have nudoubt believed, that he was 
to be assassinated upon that night froin the gallery, and he stood 
in the Chamber, throwing open his coat and vest, and daring the 
bank robbers to attack him, 

Then, as now, the Senate of the United States had no previous 
question, and the matter could be determined only by a war of 
exhaustion physically. Bentonstocked the committee rooms with 
provisions and liquors so that starvation might not weaken his 
forces. And, singularly enough, after succeeding in expunging 

the hated resolution, Benton regarded that as the great triumph 

of his life. He never spoke afterwards before the people of Mis- 
souri without declaring that, single-handed and alone, Benton put 
this ballin motion. Asa matter of practical and material legis 
lation it amounted to nothing. As a personal triumph Colonel 

Benton regarded it as the crowning glory of his long and able 

public career. 

Passing over intermediate events, 1 come now to the crisis in 
Benton’s remarkable public life. The question of slavery had re- 
mained not in a quiescent attitude, but not the foremost question 
in the politics of the day until after the Mexican war, whgn Texa 





applied for admission to the Union in 1844-45 as a slave State. 
Colonel Benton opppsed the admission of Texas, and it sounded 
the knell of his fate in Missouri. A young, ambitious, and able 
coterie of politicians had grown up in Missouri while Denton dur- 
ing thirty or nearly thirty years had laboredin Washingion. His 
manners were not suchas tomake him popular. He wasaguressive 
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single instance of his manner of meeting the people: In one of the 
counties of my old circuit when I first commenced practicing law 
was a most excellent, learned, and modest man, not a politician, 
an old Virginian of moderate estate, a gentleman of culture, and 
a Democrat beyond question, who had supported Colonel Benton 
for more than twenty-five years. He saw proper to express his 
disapproval of Colonel Benton's course in regard tothe admission | 
of Texas. After speaking at the county town, and when the 
crowd came forward, as is the custom to-day, to shake hands 
with an eminent speaker, this gentleman, after the press of the 
crowd had disappeared, advanced and in old Virginia style ex- 
tended his hand and saluted Colonel Benton. In the presence | 
of the audience who had not yet dispersed Benton looked at him 
from head to foot without a single evidence of recognition. This | 
gentleman, bowing, said: ‘‘You possibly have forgotten me, 
Colonel Benton; I am Mr, ———.” a himself to his full 
height, Benton replied in tones that could be heard in every part 
of the building, ‘Sir, Benton once knew a man by that name, 
but he is dead; yes, sir, he is dead.” And so he went into every 
county in the State, denouncing every man by name who dared 
to oppose his political action. 

As a matter of course, there could be but one way of determin- 
ing an issue between Colonel] Benton and those who differed with 
him. He made no compromise; he asked none. Every citizen 
must either agree with him or be ranked as his personal and 
political enemy. It was his nature, and he could no more change 
it than he could the color of his hair and eyes. 

Colonel Benton was assailed by his enemies because he had ad- 
vocated the admission of Missouri as a slave State and then op- 

sed the admission of Texas asa slave State. His reply was 
inperfect and not satisfactory. He said he was opposed to the 
extension of slavery; that slavery existed in the Louisiana pur- 
chase when Jefferson bought it from France, but that slavery 
had not existed on the soil of Mexico, and therefore Texas should 
not come in as a slave State. 

Colonel Benton advocated the Missouri compromise, which 
accompanied the admission of. Missouri into the Union. That 
compromise directly declared that slavery should not exist 
north of 36° 30’, but if it meant anything it suggested that 
a State south of 36° 30° conld be admitted into the Union 
as a slave State if the people so desired. Colonel Benton was 
accused by his enemies of being selfishly prompted when Mis- 
souri was admitted, because he expected to be a United States 
Senator. It had its weight with a large number of people in Mis- 
souri, but for myself I never believed the charge to be true, be- 
cause of all the public men I have ever known Thomas H. Benton 
considered less than any other the political effect upon himself. 

He opposed the admission of Texas, as I believed then and be- 
lieve now, because he thought it was a part of Calhoun’s scheme 
to dissolve the Union. Never after the nullification fight of 1828 
did Benton waver in his opinion that there was a conspiracy to 
break up the Union and establish a Southern confederacy upon 
the basis of slavery. 

No man who ever existed in the public life of this country more 
completely and apparently committed suicide than Thomas H. 
Benton, He knew as well or better than any other man what the 
prejudice and opinions of the people of Missouri were on the sub- 
ject of slavery and their sympathy with their brethren from the 
Southern States that had gone to Texas, thrown off the yoke, and 
established an independent State. 

But more than this, he knew there was not a family in western 
Missouri that had not lost father, brother, husband, or son upon 
the Sante Fe trail, fighting those murderous savages who attacked 
every trapper and every caravan too small to resist them, and that 
the people of Missouri firmly believed that the Mexicans had in- 
cited the Indians to make these attacks. It was well known that 
the merchants of Sante Fe, Albuquerque, and Tamaulipas, and the 
other northern Mexican States objected to the trade between Mis- 
souri and New Mexico. It wasextremely lucrative to these Mexi- 
can merchants to have a monopoly of the sale of goods to their 
own people, and whenever any of these murderous Indians were 
made prisoners by the Missourians there were always found 
amongst them Mexicans dressed like the Indians, appealing to 
their passions and prejudices and leading them on to these terrible 
outrages. 

Colonel Benton, knowing all these things, did not hesitate. 
The legislature of Missouri in 1848 passed resolutions censuring 
his course on the Texas question, and declaring that Missouri 
would share the fate of her Southern brethren. The challenge 
was promptly accepted. Benton came back from Washington, 
canvassed the State in a vitriolic campaign such as has never 
been known. If any man amongst his opponents had a weak 
arg in his armor, Benton found it out and agsailed him by name. 

at he lived through this canvass was a miracle, for the men of 
the frontier were quick to avenge an insult or a wrong, and there 
was not a speech made by him in which drawn pistols and knives 
were not brandished in his face. His personal fearlessness saved 


750 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 19, 





his life, for if there was one quality more prized than another 
upon the frontier it was insensibility to personal danger. 

Benton was defeated in his _— to the people in 1849, and 
Henry S. Geyer, a prominent Whig lawyer of St. Louis, was 
elected to succeed him in the Senate by a fusion of the Whigs and 
anti-Benton Democrats. 

Colone! Benton came back to Washington and commenced the 
preparation of his Thirty Years’ View, the most valuable political 
treatise known in our history. 

In 1852 he was elected to the National House of Representatives 
from St. Louis, the only district in the State that had a free-soil 
majority. At the end of two years he was defeated by a Know- 
nothing candidate, and again went back to his literary labor. 

In 1856, when there were three candidates for the Presidency, 
his own son-in-law being the candidate of the Republican party, 
Benton declared himself for Buchanan and became an independ- 
ent Democratic candidate for governor of Missouri. He was the 
third candidate in the race. Trusten Polk, the regular Demo- 
cratic candidate, was elected to this body, and Colonel Benton 
returned — to Washington City for the purpose of finishing 
his Thirty Years’ View and commencing the preparation of his 
digest of debates of Congress from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment down to that time. He also prepared a severe attack, in the 
shape of a pamphlet, against the Supreme Court for its decision in 
the Dred Scott case. 

But his race for governor in 1856 closed his political career for- 
ever, He died here in 1858 and was buried in Bellefontaine Ceme- 
tery, in the city of St. Louis, where he had lived, the funeral be- 
ing attended by over 40,000 people from all parts of Missouri and 
the adjacent States. 

It has been often asked, Mr. President, whether Benton was the 
—_ of his three contemporaries, Clay, Webster, and Calhoun. 

e was not the equal of Mr. Clay as an orator; he was not the 
equal of Mr. Webster as a lawver; be was not the eqaal of Mr. 
Calhoun as a close, analytical debater and disputant; but he was 
the superior of any of the three as a waieslin. all around legis- 
lator, His industry was unparalleled; his honesty above ques- 
tion; his courage morally and physically equal to that of any 
man who ever lived upon this earth. 

Benton was not a Southern Democrat; he was a National Dem- 
ocrat. He appreciated more thoroughly than any man of his era 
the possibilities of that vast country west of the Mississippi des- 
tined to become the seat of empire upon this continent. 1 heard 
him at a little town on the Missouri River, standing with his 
right arm extended, declare, with the air and tones of an 
ancient prophet, “‘ There is the East; there is the road to India,” 
and upon his bronze statue in Forest Park in St. Louis to-day 
upon the pedestal are engraved these prophctic words. He de- 
clared, and men laughed at him when he said it, that this conti- 
nent would be bound together by bands of iron which would carry 
our produce to the Pacific slope to feed the innumerable millions 
in Asia and the Orient. 


FRANK P. BLAIR. JR. 


Benton's political mantle fell logically and inevitably upon the 
shoulders of his protégé, Frank P. Blair, jr. 

Blair was the son of Benton's old friend, Francis Preston Blair, 
who died here some years ago at Silver Springs, almost in sight of 
thiscity. When Duff Green, who wasthe original editor of the old 
Globe, the organ of the Democrats at Washington, had differ- 
ences of opinion with General Jackson as President, the Adminis- 
tration looked around for a younger man of great ability and 
experience in journalism to take Green’s place. 

Preston Blair, as he was termed, was then part owner and chief 
editor of the old Argus, of Frankfort, Ky., the birthplace of young 
Frank Blair. It was what was called in the new and old court 
struggle in Kentucky, the new court organ. But Jackson and 
Benton, who had then become great friends, sent for Preston 
Blair and made him the chief editor of the Globe. It was but 
natural that Colonel Benton should ask his old friend to send his 
youngest boy who had been raised in Washington to the city of 
St. Louis to become the protégé of Benton. And so Frank Blair, 
as he was called in Missouri, became a member of the St. Louis 
bar, and, thoroughly imbued with the political prejudices and 
opinions of his father and Benton and Jackson, became the leader 
of the Benton Democracy in that city. 

After the death of Benton in 1858 Blair became a member of 
the National Houseof Representatives for the district where Ben- 
ton had been defeated. He knew the people of Missouri and 
Kentucky well and that all their prejudices and opinions were in 
behalf of the South. He knew that the State government, all the 
State officers from the governor down, and all the legislature, with 
but very few exceptions, were devoted to the South. He knew 
that the Missourians were a martial people, trained to the saddle 
and the use of arms from boyhood, and he was certain that unless 
vigorous measures were immediately taken to prevent the State 
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from organizing it would throw its vast military power with the | 


side of the Confederate States. ay: 

Blair immediately and secretly commenced the organization of 
seven regiments of Germansin the city of St. Louis, a people trained 
as soldiers in the Fatherland, devoted to the Union, and opposed 
to slavery. He became, having had some experience in the Mex- 
ican war, colonel of the first regiment, and, member of the Na- 
tional House of Representatives as he was, when Lincoln was 
elected, he hastened to Washington and informed Lincoln of the 
situation in Missouri; that the United States arsenal was filled 
with munitions of war and arms and must be seized or it would 
be taken and used to arm the militia of the State. He asked for 
an ofticer educated at West Point to take command of the arsenal 
and of the Federal forces in Missouri. 

Lincoln, acitizen of Illinois and familiar with Missouri politics, 
appreciated what Blair said and immediately sent Nathaniel Lyon, 
of Connecticut, a West Pointer, to take charge of the troops al- 
ready organized and drilled by Blair in St. Louis. Lyon fell on 
Bloody Hill at the battle of Springfield, as it is called by the Fed- 
erals, and the battle of Oak Hill, as it is called by the Confed- 
erates. He fell ina last desperate charge. If he had lived, his 
fame would have rivaled that of any man in the civil war. So 
soon as Blair had conferred with Lyon, the latter adopted the plan 
of campaign which Blair suggested. The State government, de- 
voted to the Confederacy, had formed acamp of instruction in the 
vicinity of St. Louis, composed of young men, ardent advocates 
of the Southern cause. 


On a bright morning, without premonition, Blair and Lyon : 


surrounded these 1,200 State militia with 6,000 Germans. armed 
and drilled, captured them, broke up the camp, and started to the 
city with their prisoners. The mets of St. Louis, taken by sur- 
prise and greatly excited, surrounded the captors and the cap- 
tured. A German captain, aggravated and incensed by the jeers 
and insults of the crowd, ordered his men to fire upon the inof- 
fensive and unarmed people. More than 40 were killed and 
wounded—men, women, and children—and in a few hours the 
State was aflame with indignation. 

Blair, although he was not anticipating what was called the 
massacre, was immediately prepared for action against the conse- 
quences. He knew that the railroad, the only railroad running 
west from St. Louis, would be destroyed by the State government, 
but he seized five steamboats lying at the wharf, put crews upon 
them, went up the river with his German regiments, captured 
Jefferson City, the capital, dispersed the State government, over- 
whelmed the few hundred militia, unarmed and undisciplined, 
who methim at Booneville, and. in ny judgment, caused Missouri 
to divide her forces in the war between the North and the South 
instead of going solidly to the Confederate cause, as but for him 
would have been the case. 

I say here now to-day deliberately from my personal know)l- 
edge of affairs then in the State that but for Frank Blair Missouri 
would have given her solid strength to the Southern cause. I do 
not choose to conjecture what would have been the result. South- 
ern Illinois, Kentucky, and Maryland, as all the world knows, 
sympathized with the South, and the result of the war might 
have been different but for the wonderful fearlessness and 
promptitude with which Blair acted. As it was, the men of Mis- 
souri, at heart in sympathy with the South, were unable to reach 
the Confederate armies except at the risk of their lives. Blair, 
believing that the State was entirely safe to the Union, as he 
informed Lincoln, then took his regiment—the first regiment 
and joined the Army of the Cumberland. He rose to the rank of 
major- general and commanded a corps at the close of the war. 

When he came back to Missouri the attitude of affairs had 
changed entirely. The Girondists, under the leadership of Hatm- 
ilton R. Gamble, had disappeared, and the Jacobins, under the 
leadership of Charles D. Drake, were in possession of the State. 
The Drake constitution had been enacted—the most drastic, the 
most cruel, the most outrageous enactment ever known in a civ- 
ilized country. No man could practice law, teach school, preach 
the gospel, act as trustee, hold any office of honor, trust, or profit, 
or vote at any election, unless he swore he had never sympathized 
with the cause of the Confederacy or any person fighting for it. 
The father who had given a drink of water or a crust of bread to 
his son who belonged to the Confederate forces was ostracised 
and put under the ban of the law. 

The intelligence, virtue, and’ property of the State were driven 
away from the polls, and ignorance, crime, and vice took complete 
control, Old obsolete railroad charters, passed years before, giv- 
ing county courts the right to subscribe for the construction of 
railroads without a vote of the people, were revived. Millions of 
dollars of fraudulent bonds were issued by bonght county courts. 
Nearly $20,000,000 of these bonds were hurricd out of the State, 
sold to pretended bona fide buyers, and, under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, they became commercial 


paper negotiated before maturity for a valuable consideration to 
innocent purchasers. 
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general's uniform, and demanded the right to vote without taki 
the oath. It was denied, and he immediately commen 
against the election officials. Pending that suit,a Cat 

named Cummings, who had instituted a similar p1 edit 
his case adjudicated by the Supreme Court, and it was d led 
that the Drake constitution violated that of the United Stat 


| was a bill of attainder and ex post factolaw. General Bai: t 


satisfied, attacked the Drake party throughout the Commonwealt 
and canvassed it from one end to the other, denouncing the 1 
who were perpetrating these iniquities upon the people of the 
State. He was nominated in 1868 upon the ticket with Seymom 
for the Vice-Presidency, but defeated. He was then elected tothe 
Missouri legislature, and before he had fairly taken his seat Drake 
was made by Grant chief justice of the Court of Claims. and Blair 
was elected to fill out his unexpired term. At the end of that 
term his health was completely shattered, and he was defeated for 
reelection simply upon the ground that he was physically unable 
to discharge his Senatorial duties, 

He had more personal friends than any public man who ever 
lived in Missouri. He had bitter enemies, like all men of positive 
convictions will always have, but even his enemies never doubted 
Frank Blair's sincerity, and always respected him because he was 
open, fair, fearless, honest, and true to his convictions. 

Mr. President, these men sleep together in Missouri soil almost 
side by side, and so long as this Capitol shall stand or this nation 
exist their statues will be eloquent although silent pledges of Mi 
souri's eternal allegiance to an eternal Union. 


THOMAS HART BENTON, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it is exceedingly appropriat: 
that the State of Missouri should provide and furnish the marble 
statues of Thomas Hart Benton and Francis Preston Blair as the 
two deceased persons who have been citizens thereof and illns- 
trious for historic renown and for distinguished civic services, 

Benton was Missouri's great Senator and benefactor, and upon 
his death Blair became his successor in accomplishing many 
measures dear to him. 

Parentage and environments in youth to manhood have great 
influence in developing the elements of character. 

Benton was born near Hillsboro, in Orange County, N. C., ou 
March 14, 1782. 

His father was Co]. Jesse Benton, a lawyer of high standing and 
distinction, who was the private secretary of Governor Tryon, t! 
last royal governor of North Carolina. His mother was A 
Gooch, of Hanover County, Va. 

He was a cousin of the wife of Henry Clay, born Lucretia 
Hart, and was often, by an easy mistake, quoted as a relative of 
Mr. Clay. Benton in his autobiography says: 

**He lost his father before he was 8 years of age and fell under 
the care of a mother still young and charged with a numerou 
family, all of tender age, and devoted herse!f to them 

‘‘She was a woman of reading and observation lid readin 
and observation of the men of the revolution brought together by 
course of hospitality of that time, in which the houses of friends 
and not taverns were the universal stopping places. 

‘* Thomas was the oldest son, and at the age of ten and twelve wa 
reading solid books with his mother and studying the great ex 
amples of history and receiving encouragement to emulate these 
examples. 

‘* His father’s library, among others, contained the famous State 
trials in the large folios of that time, and here he got a foundation 
of British history in reading the treason and other trials with 
which these volumes abound. She was also a pious and religious 
woman, cultivating the moral and religious education of her chil 
dren and connected all her life with the Christian Church, first as 
a member of the English Episcopalian, and when removal to th« 
great west—then in the wilderness—had broken that connection 
then in the Methodist Episcopalian, in which she died. All the 
minor virtues, as well as the greater, were cherished by her, and 


| her house, the resort of the eminent men of the time, was the 


abode of temperance, modesty, and decorum. <A pack of cards 
was never seen in her house. 

‘**From such a mother all the children received the impress of 
future character, and she lived to see the fruits of her pious and 
liberal cares—living a widow above fifty years—and to see her 
eldest son half through his Senatorial career and taking his place 
among the historic men of the country, for which she had begun 
so early totrain him, These details deserve to be noted, though 
small in themselves, as showing how much the after life of the 
man may depend upon the early cares and guidance of a mother. 

He was richly endowed by inheritance from father and mother 
with a robust, healthful body, capable of the greatest possib!: 
labors and endurance, and a strong, active, grasping, and reten 
tive mind, capable of long, continuous, laborious work and of 
holding and storing away information and facts, knowledge for 
use as occasion offered. 

His scholastic education was limited. He attended a grammar 


Blair came back and went to the polls, dressed in his major- | school, and was then a student at Chapel Hill, the University of 





i 
{ 
1 


: 
: 
: 
i 





North Carolina, but did not finish his course of study, his mother 
removing to Tennessee, where his father had acquired 40,000 acres 
of land. 

The family settled upon a choice 3,000-acre tract in West Har- 
peth, 25 miles south of Nashville, the care and management of 
which fellupon him. It was the outside settlement between civi- 
lization and the great southern Indian tribes, which spread to the | 
Gulf of Mexico, and their great trail led through it. Lands were 
leased to settlers, and a colony was soon formed, A log school- 
house, meetinghouse, and mills were erected. 

While his scholastic education had ceased, his studies had not. 
‘‘History and geography was what he considered his light read- 
ing; national law, the civil law, the common law, and finally the 
law itself as usually read by students constituted his studies. | 
And all this reading and study was carried on during the active 
personal exertions which he gave to the opening of the farm and | 
to the ameliorations upon it which comfort exacted.” 

He was licensed to practice law by the three superior court 
judges, began the practice, and was successful. He was promi- 
nent politically, was the friend of General Jackson, and was soon | 
elected to the general assembly of the State and there began his 
career as a true reformer, and was thé author of the judicial- | 


reform act, substituting the circuit for the superior court system, 
and of a humane law giving to slaves the same right to trial by 
jury as the white man had under the same accusation. 

Resuming his practice, war was declared by Congress on June 
18, 1812, to *‘ exist between the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland and the dependencies thereof, and the United States 
of America and their Territories.” 

Volunteers were called for to descend the rivers to New Orleans 
to meet the British. Three Tennessee regiments were quickly 
formed, and **Thomas H. Benton was appointed colonel of the 
Seeond Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, December 10, 1812, and | 
served as of that grade until April 20, 1813.” 

On the first indications of the war he had been appointed aid- | 
de-camp to General Jackson, commanding the Tennessee militia, 
and was active and energetic in organizing the regiments, 

The volunteers descended to the Lower Mississippi; the British 
did not then come, and they returned to Tennessee and were tem- 
porarily disbanded. 

Colonel Benton came to Washington and was appointed lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the Thirty-ninth Regiment United States Infan- 
try, to rank from June 18, 1813, and proceeded to Canada for 
service, 

The treaty of peace was signed at Ghent on the 24th day of 
December, 1814, was ratified and confirmed by the Senate on the 
17th day of February, 1815, and was proclaimed by President 
Madison on the 18th day of February, 1815. Under the act of 
March 3, 1815, for the reduction of the Army to a peace basis, 
Benton was discharged as lieutenant-colonel on the 15th day of 
June, 1815, with three months’ extra pay. 

He at once made St. Louis his home and recommenced his pro- 
fession with success, mingling actively in discussing political and 





—- questions and advocating the admission of the Territory of 
Missouri as a State in the Union. Congress, by act of March 6, 
1820, authorized the inhabitants of that portion of the Missouri 
Territory therein described ‘‘ to form for themselves a constitution 
andState government, and to assume such name as they shall deem 
proper,” for admissio1. into the Union upon an equal footing with 
the original States, fixed the first Monday of May, 1820, and the 
two next succeeding days for the election of representatives to 
form a convention, and the second Monday of June, 1820, for the 
meeting of the convention, and by section 8 prohibited slavery in 
all that territory ceded by France north of 36° 30' north latitude, 
which was called the ‘‘ Missouri Compromise” and adopted after 
a prolonged and bitter controversy. 

The representatives to the convention were elected on the first 
Monday of May and the two succeeding days, being the first, 
second, and third days, and met at St. Louis, Mo., on the second 
Monday in June, being the 12th day of June, 1820, and completed 
their labors on July 19, 1820, and passed an ordinance declaring | 
the assent of Missouri to the five conditions and provisions of the | 
enabling act of March 6, 1820, contained in the sixth section of 
said act, and transmitted to Congress a true and attested copy of | 
such constitution. 

The constitution so adopted on July 19, 1820, required the presi- 
dent of the convention to issue writs of election to the sheriffs | 
directing elections to be held on the fourth Monday—the 28th | 
day—of August, 1820, for the election of a governor, lieutenant- | 
governor, Representative in Congress, State senators and repre- 
sentatives. and county officers. 

It required the general assembly to meet in St. Louis on the 
third Monday—the 18th day—of September, 1820, and on the first | 
Monday in November, 1821, and on the first Monday of Novem- | 


j 


ber, 1822, and thereafter every two years. 

Section 26 of the constitution, referring to the general assem- 
bly, declared: 

It shall be their duty as soon as may be to pass such laws as may be neces- 
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sary to prevent free negroes and mulattoes from coming to and settling in 
this State under any pretext whatever. 

The election for State and other officers was held on August 28, 
1820, and the first general assembly met in St. Louis on Septem- 
ber 18, 1820, and the governor and lieutenant-governor elected 
were duly inaugurated and entered upon their duties, and the 
senate and house of representatives were duly organized and pro- 
ceeded with their business and on October 2, 1820, elected David 
Barton and Thomas Hart Benton Senators from that State, Ben- 
ton being elected by 1 majority. The whole machinery of State 
and county governments was completed and put in operation be- 
fore the State was admitted into the Union. 

On November 14, 1820, the day after Congress convened, the 
President of the United States sent to the Senate a copy of the 
Constitution so adopted. 

On motion of Senator Smith, it was ordered that ‘‘a committee 
be appointed to inquire whether any, and, if any, what legislative 
measures may be necessary for admitting the State of Missouri 
into the Union,” and a committee of three was appointed, and the 
copy of the Constitution was referred to the committee and ordered 
printed. On November 16, 1820, in the House of Representatives, 
Mr. Scott, who was the Delegate in Congress from the Territory 
of Missouri, elected to the Sixteenth Congress and had been elected 
the Representative to the Seventeenth Congress, beginning March 
4, 1821, presented a manuscript attested copy of the Constitution 
to the House, and it was referred to a select committee of three. 

A long and heated controversy arose in the House and in the 
Senate over the clause in the Constitution which I have quoted. 

Many measures were proposed and discussed from time to time. 

Finally, on the 22d day of February, 1821, Mr. Clay moved the 
adoption by the House of a resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part of this House, jointly 
with such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to con- 
sider and report to the Senate and House, respectively, whether it be expe- 
dient or not to make provision for the admission of Missouri into the Union 
on the same footing as the original States, and for the due execution of the 
laws of the United States within Missouri; and, if not, whether any other, 
and what provision adapted to her actual condition ought to be made by law. 

This resolution was passed by the House on the same day by 
yeas 101 and nays 55. 

Mr. Clay moved that the committee consist of 23 members, to 
be elected by ballot, which was agreed to. 

On February 23 a ballot was had, and 17 members were elected 
on the first ballot. Mr, Clay then moved the rescinding of the 
order as to the selection of the remaining 6 members, which was 
agreed to, and the 6 remaining members were appointed by the 
Speaker. 

On February 24 the resolution of the House was reported to the 
Senate, taken up, and passed by yeas 29, nays 7, and a committee 
of 7 cqpentes on the part of the Senate. 

On February 26 Mr, Clay, from the joint committee, reported 
to the House a joint resolution, which was read the first and sec- 
ond times and laid on the table; and afterwards, on same day, 
considered and passed by yeas 109 and nays 50. 

On February 27 the resolution was reported to the Senate and 
read twice by unanimous consent, and was ordered read a third 
time by yeas 26, nays 15. 

On February 28 the resolution was read the third time in the 
Senate, and passed by yeas 28, nays 14, and was approved by the 
President March 2, 1821, and is as follows: 

Resolution providing for the admission of the State of Missouri into the Union 
on a certain condition. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That Missouri shall be admitted into this 
Union on an equal footing with the original States in all respects whatever 
upon the fundamental condition that the fourth clause of the twenty-sixth sec- 
tion of the third article of the Constitution, submitted on the part of said State 
to Congress, shall never be construed to authorize the passage of any law, 
and that no law shall be pesves in conformity thereto, by which any citizen 
of either of the States in this Union shall be excluded from the enjoyment of 
any of the privileges and immunities to which such citizen is entitled under 
the Constitution of the United States: Provided, That the legislature of the 
said State, by a solemn public act, shall declare the assent of the said State 
to the said fundamental condition, and shall transmit to the President of the 
United States on or before the fourth Monday in November next an authen- 
tic copy of the said act; upon the receipt whereof the President, by procla- 
mation, shall announce the fact; whereupon, and without any further pro- 
ceeding on the part of Congress, the admission of the said State into this 
Union shall be considered ascomplete. . 


The governor of Missouri called the general assembly in special 
session on June 4, 1821, which passed *‘A solemn public act, de- 
claring the assent of this State to the fundamental condition con- 
tained in a resolution passed by the Congress of the United States 
providing for the admission of the State of Missouriinto the Union 
on a certain condition,” which was approved June 26, 1821, and 
transmitted to the President. 

On August 10, 1821, President Monroe issued his proclamation 
aes the fact, and Missouri was on that day a State in the 

nion. 

The Seventeenth Congress, March 4, 1821, to March 3, 1823, be- 
gan its first session on December 3. 1821. 

The credentials of Barton and Benton were dated October 9, 
1820, certified their election on October 2, and were for the first 
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time presented to the Senate—Barton’s on December 3, 1821, and | 
Benton's on December 6, 1821—were read, and the oath adminis- | 
tered to each on said days, respectively, when each took his seat. | 

On December 6. 1821, on motion of Senator Parrott, the Senate 
proceeded to ascertain the classes in which the Senators from Mis- 
souri should be inserted. Barton drew No. 2, and wasassigned to | 
class 3, expiring March 8, 1825; and Benton drew No. 3, and was | 
assigned to class 1, expiring March 8, 1827. 

While they were elected October 2, 1820, before the State was 
admitted into the Union, on August 10, 1821, and thefr credentials 
never presented to the Senate till December 3 and 6, 1821, and no 
oath previously administered to them, and no record in the Jour- 
nals of the Senate of their names or presence, the records of the 
Secretary of the Senate, dated March 3, 1821, and signed by John 
Gaillard, President pro tempore, show that they were certified to 
have attended, Barton from November 14, 1820, and Benton from 
November 18, 1820, each to March 3, 1821, and were paid their regu- 
lar per diem salary and mileage just as other Senators were. Col- 
onel Benton was successively reelected for four more terms, and 
served continuously to March 3, 1851, through the Seventeenth to 
the Thirty-first Congress, both inclusive, 15 Congresses. 

The sixteenth general assembly of Missouri met December 30, 
1850, and satin joint convention to choose a United States Senator 
on January 10, 1851, and from day to day till the 22d, when, after 
a protracted and fierce contest, on the fortieth ballot, Henry 8. | 
Geyer, a distinguished lawyer and Whig, was elected by 80 votes 
to 55 for Benton, 18 for B. F. Stringfellow, and 4 scattering. 

In 1852 he was elected a Representative from St. Louis to the | 
Thirty-third Congress, March 4, 1853, to March 3, 1855, and was 
defeated for reelection tothe Thirty-fourth Congress. Mr. Benton 
served in the Seventeenth Congress on Committees on Engrossed | 
Bills, Public Lands, Indian Affairs, and Military Affairs; in the 
Eighteenth Congress, on Engrossed Bills, Indian Affairs, and Mili- 
tary Affairs; in the Nineteenth, Twentieth, Twenty-first, and 
Twenty-second Congresses, on Indian Affairs and Military Affairs; | 
in the Twenty-third, Twenty-fourth, Twenty-fifth, and Twenty- | 
sixth Congresses, on Military Affairs only; in the Twenty-seventh 
and Twenty-eighth Congresses, on Military Affairs and Indian | 
Affairs; in the Twenty-ninth Congress, on Military Affairs and 
Finance; in the Thirtieth Congress, on Military Affairs and For- 
eign Relations, and in the Thirty-first Congress, on Foreign Rela- 
tions only; served twenty-eight yearson Military Affairsand sixteen | 
years on Indian Affairs. 

In the Thirty-third Congress, in the House, 1853-1855, Mr. Ben- 
ton was appointed on the Committee on Military Affairs, 

According to the records, Senator Benton did not introduce 
many bills. In fact, during his term comparatively few bills were 
presented. 

In the Twentieth Congress, 1827-1829, there were presented in 
the Senate 175 bills of a public nature, 73 private bills, and 3 joint 
resolutions; and in the House, 256 public bills, 206 private bills, 
and 26 joint resolutions; 126 public acts, 100 private acts, and 9 
joint resolutions were passed. 

In the Thirtieth Congress, 1847-1849, there were presented in the 
Senate 275 public, 227 private, 71 joint resolutions, and 9 private- 
pension bills; and in the House, 449 public, 382 private, 65 joint 
resolutions, and 4 private-pension bills. 

In the Forty-fifth Congress, 1877-1879, there were presented in | 
the Senate 995 public, 870 private, 72 joint resolutions, and 195 
private-pension bills; and in the House, 2,710 public, 3,899 private, 
250 joint resolutions, and 1,319 private-pension bills; 254 public, 
443 private, and 211 private-pension acts were passed. 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress, 1897-1899, there were presented in 
the Senate 1,597 public, 3,997 private, 261 joint resolutions, and 
1,876 private-pension bills; and in the House, 2,563 public, 9,660 
private, 385 joint resolutions, and 3,768 private-pension bills; 449 | 
public, 884 private, and 684 private-pension acts were passed. 

From 1820 to 1850 Senators had much more time to devote to | 
the investigation and discussion of pending measures, and much | 
less committee work, than in recent years. During his entireterm 
Senator Benton was punctual in attending the sessions of the Sen- 
ate, took an active and conspicuous part in its proceedings. In 
his discussions of pending questions, his thorough investigation, 
eae with the facts, and clear conception of the influences | 
and the effects present and future, were made manifest. He ex- 
a the information and facts touching the subjects he dis- 
cussed. 

When he entered the Senate salt was subject to a tariff tax of 20 
cents per bushel of 56 pounds, and the public lands, by the act of | 
April 24, 1820, had been reduced to $1.25 per acre, cash. 

he question of the occupation and settlement of the Oregon 
Territory on thé Columbia River was pending and received his 
earnest support. He urged the planting of an American colony 
at the mouth of that river, claiming, with great foresight, that it 
would result in the accomplishment of Mr. Jefferson's idea of a | 
commercial communication with Asia through the heart of our | 
continent, and that his efforts in that behalf were ‘‘nothing but 
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the fruits of the seed planted in his mind by the philosophic hand 
of Mr. Jefferson, that man of large and useful ideas, that states 
man who could conceive measures useful to all mankind and in 
all time to come,” 

He opposed the Oregon Joint Occupation Convention with En 
land, a.most alone, but eighteen years later had the pleasure and 
honor of almost unanimous support. 

He opposed, by many speeches at different times, the tariff tax 
on imported salt, neither discouraged nor dismayed, and finally 
succeeded in having it placed on the free list in the tariff law of 
July 30, 1846. 

He opposed the Government leasing the mineral and saline lands, 
and succeeded in having those in Missouri made subject to entry, 
as other lands. 

He strongly opposed the Panama mission, proposed by Pr 
kent Adams, and the confirmation of the nominees. On motion 


i 


of Mr. Van Buren the Senate ‘‘ Resolved to debate the question 


| with open doors, unless, in the opinion of the President, the pub- 


lication of documents necessary to be referred to in debate should 
be prejudicial to existing negotiations.” 

A copy of the resolution was sent to the President for his 
opinion on that point. He declined to give it, and left it to the 
Senate to decide for itself ‘‘the question of an unexampled de- 
parture from its own usages and upon the motives of which, not 
being himself informed, he did not feel himself competent to 


| decide.” 


A heated and intemperate discussion followed, which quickly 
cooled off and died out completely. 

Senator Benton maintained with his characteristic firmness 
the old policy of the United States to avoid entangling alliances 
and interference with the affairs of other nations, so strongly 
impressed upon the country by Washington, Jefferson, and 
others, 

When President Jackson, in his first annual message in 1829. 
raised the question of the constitutionality and expediency of the 
law creating the Bank of the United States, whose charter would 
expire in 1836, Mr. Benton began an unrelenting opposition to its 
recharter and continued it till, success was achieved after a pro 
longed discussion resulting in much bitterness of feeling and in 
other questions equally exasperating, including the resolution of 
censure of President Jackson and the removal of the deposits from 
the bank, 

The resolution of the Senate condemning President Jackson for 
removing the deposits of the Treasury from the bank was pre- 
sented December 26, 1833, was changed twice, and finally read, 
** Resolved, That the President, in the late executive proceedings 
in relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon himself au- 
thority and power not conferred by the Constitution and laws, 
but in derogation of both,” and was passed March 28, 1834, by yeas 
26, nays 20, 

On April 15, 1834, President Jackson sent to the Senate his pro 
test against the resolution, which was read in the Senate, and the 
Senate refused to allow it to be entered upon the records of its 
Journal, 

When the protest was read, Senator Benton gave notice of his 
intention to move an expunging resolution against the sentence 
of the Senate. 

On April 21, 1834, the President sent to the Senate a message 
explanatory of the proper meaning of his protest. 

Mr. Benton, in execution of his unswerving determination, pre- 
sented his expunging resolution time after time, and argued it in 
three or more set speeches, and finally, on March 16, 1837, secured 


| its passage by yeas 24 and nays 19—5 absent. He opposed the 


passage of the law of June 23, 1836, “An act to regulate deposits 
of the public money,” distributing the surplus money in the Treas- 
ury to the States. 

He favored the law establishing branches of the mint at New 
Orleans, La., Dahlonega, Ga., and Charlotte, N. C., and the coin 
age law of January 18, 1837, fixing the standard for both gold and 


| silver coins at nine-tenths fine and one-tenth alloy, which was sup 


plementary to the ‘‘Act of April 2, 1792, establishing a mint and 
regulating the coins of the United States,” our first coinage law, 
and gave to both gold and silver free and unlimited coinage into 
full legal-tender money, independently of all nations, at the ratio 
of 15,988 of gold to 1 of silver, practically 16 to 1, thus reducing 
the quantity of gold in the dollar and leaving the quantity of 412; 
grains of silver to the dollar unchanged. He and his colleague, 
Senator Linn, distinguished and able, secured the passage of the 
act of June 7, 1836, ‘‘An act to extend the western boundary of 
the State of Missouri to the Missouri River,” on the extinguish 

ment of the Indian title and the consent of Missouri. And that 
magnificent country, comprising six rich and populous counties 
in northwestern Missouri, became a part of Missouri by the Presi 

dent's proclamation of March 28.1837, He opposed the )ill to re- 
pealorrescindthe Treasury circularknownasthe*‘speciecircular,” 
issued under President Jackson, requiring gold and silver coins in 
payment for public lands, which was passed and vetoed, 
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He favored the establishment of the independent treasuries for 
the deposit of public funds and the divorcement of the Govern- 
ment from the banks. He opposed the law of September 4, 1541, 
for the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of public land, 
and the bills to charter a national bank vetoed by President 





Tyler, and the assumption by the United States of the debts of 


the States. He opposed the Texas annexation treaty and favored 
the recognition of the independence of Texas and the taxation of 
bank-note circulation. 

True and faithful to the policy of settling Oregon Territory with 
Americans, he favored the Oregon land-donation act of Septem- 
ber 27, 1850, and was an earnest advocate of a railroad to the 
Pacific Ocean. 

On February 7, 1849, Senator Benton asked leave to introduce 
‘‘A bill to provide for the location and construction of a central 
national road from the Pacific Ocean to the Mississippi River, 
with a branch of said road to the Columbia River,” and in expla- 
nation said: 


When we acquired Louisiana Mr. Jefferson revived this idea of establish 
ing an inland communication between the two sides of the continent, and for 
that purpose the well-known expedition of Lewis and Clarke was sent out by 
him. * * * About thirty years ago I began to turn my attention to this 
subject. * * * I followed the idea of Mr. Jefferson, La Salle, and others, 
and attempted to revive attention to their plans. * * * 1 then expressed 
the confident belief that this route would certainly be established immedi- 
ately with the aid of the American Government, and eventually, even with- 
oat that aid, by the progress of events and the force of circumstances. * * * 

I go for a national highway from the Mississippi to the Pacific, and I go 
against ali schemes of individuals or of companies, and especially those who 
come here and ask of the Congress of the United States to give themselves 
and their assigns the means of making a road and taxing the people for the 
use of it. * * * I propose to reserve ground forall sorts of roads, railway, 
plank, macadamized. More than that, room for a track by magnetic power, 
according to the idea stated, I believe, by Professor Henry, and, to me, plausi- 
bly pursued by Professor Page, of the Patent Office, if that idea ripens into 
practicability, and who can undertake to say that any idea will not become 
practicable in the presentage? * * * : 

An American road to India through the heart of our country will revive 
upon its line all the wonders of which we have read and eclipse them. The 
western wilderness from the Pacific to the Mississippi will start into life 
under its touch. A long line of cities will grow up. Existing cities will take 
anew start. The state of the world calls for a new road to India, and it is 
our destiny to give it, the last and greatest. Let us act up to the greatness 
of the occasion and show ourselves werthy of the extraordinary circum 
stances in which we are placed by securing, while we can, an American road 
to India—central and national—for ourselves and our posterity, now and here- 
after, for thousands of years to come. 


He advocated the right of preemption to settlers upon the public 
lands, to induce their occupation by individuals, and the gradua- 


tion of the minimum price of $1.25 per acre to $1 for all lands in | 


the market undisposed of for ten years, 75 cents per acre for all in 
market fifteen years, and so on down to 12} cents per acre. 

The graduation act was passed August 4, 1854, while he was a 
member of the House, and the homestead law was passed May 20, 
1862. 


During his illustrious career his most prominent characteristics | 


were his devotion to the Union of the States and his burning 
antipathy to nullification, secession, and any and every other 
measure that might endanger the Union, and to the recharter of 
the United States Bank and to the charter of a national bank 
under President Tyler. He favored the maintenance of the 
‘Missouri Compromise” of 1820, and aggressively opposed its re- 
veal, holding that all measures in that direction were ‘‘fire- 
Coeie calculated to increase and embitter sectional prejudices, 
which might lead to disunion. 

The friend and defender of President Jackson, he fully sus- 


tained him in his firm and unwavering course in regard to the | 


* Nullification ordinance” passed by the State convention of South 
Carolina on November 24, 1832. Against this nullification ordi- 
nance President Jackson issued his celebrated, and patriotic 
proclamation of December 10, 1832, and his message to Congress 
of January 16,1833, both of which found in Mr. Benton an ardent 
and able supporter. 

During the discussion of these and Mr. Calhoun’s nullification 
resolution Mr. Benton formed the conclusion that Mr. Calhoun's 
ulterior object was the dissolution of the Union, and was ever 
thereafter on the alert for any movement in that direction and 
ready to combat it. 

On January 15, 1849, State Senator C. F. Jackson reported to 
the senate of the general assembly of Missouri ‘‘resolutions on 
the subject of slavery,” known as the ‘‘ Jackson resolutions,” de- 
nying any right ‘‘on the part of Congress to legislate on the 
subject so as to affect the institution of slavery in the States, in 
the District of Columbia, or in the Territories,” and asserting ‘‘ the 
right to prohibit slavery in any Territory belongs exclusively to 
the people thereof and can only be exercised by them in forming 
their constitution for a State government or in their soverei 
capacity as an independent State,” and ‘‘that in the event of the 
pasmege of any act of Congress conflicting with the principles 

erein expressed, Missouri will be found in hearty cooperation 
with the slaveholding States in such measures as may be found 
necessary for our mutual protection against the encroachments 
of Northern fanaticism,” and “that our Senators in Congress be 
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| instructed, and our Representatives be requested, to act in con- 

| formity to the foregoing resolutions.” 

ns They were passed by the Senate January 26, 1849—yeas 23, nays 

6—and by the House March 6—yeas 53, nays 27—after warm and 
protracted debate in each body. 

| Senator Benton's fifth term was to expire on March 3, 1851,and 

| he was a candidate for reelection. 

The resolutions were in direct conflict with the opinions of 
| Colonel Benton, ofttimes expressed during his service, and 

were advocated by many of those who were well-known oppo- 
nents of Benton, and then called anti-Benton Democrats. A 
_ resolution was then passed requiring a copy of the resolutions to 
be transmitted to the executive of each State and to each of the 

Senators and Representatives from Missouri, and was approved 
March 10, 1849, 

They were presented to the Senate of the United States by Sen- 
ator Atchison, of Missouri, on January 3, 1850, and read by the 
Secretary and ordered printed. 

When read, Senator nton addressed the Senate, strongly op- 
posing the principles and policies therein expressed. He said: 

This is the proper time for me to say what I believe to be the fact, that 
these resolutions do not express the sentiments of the people of Missouri. 
They are a law-abiding and a Union-loving people, and have no idea of enter- 
ing into combinations to resist or to intimidate the legislation of Congress. 
The general assembly has mistaken the sentiment of the State in adopting 
these resolutions, and many members who voted for them, and the governor 
who signed them, have since disavowed and repudiated them. 

Senator Atchison said: 

I have but one word to say, and that is merely to express an opinion that 
the people of the State of Missouri, whon the time arrives, will prove to all 
mankind that every sentiment contained in these resolutions, from first to 
last, will be sustained by them. 

I quote from the History of Missouri, by Col. William F. Switz- 
ler, one of the oldest and most prominent pence editors of 
the State, then actively in politics and a Whig, who, in writing 
of the excitement over the passage of the resolutions, says: 

The popular ferment was much increased by the subsequent course of 
Colonel Benton. He cpyoeed the resolutions, appealed from the legislature 
to the people, and on the 26th of May, 1849, in the hall of the house at Jeffer- 
son City, opened a canvass against them which set the State ablaze. He 
maintained that the spirit of nullification and disunion, of insubordination 
to law, and of treason lurked in the Jackson resolutions, especially in the fifth; 
that they were a mere copy of the Calhoun resolutions offered in the United 
States Senate February 19, 1847, and denounced by him at the time as fire- 
brands and intended for disunion and electioneering purposes. 

He could see no difference between them but in the time contemplated for 
dissolving the Union, Mr. Calhoun's tending “directly’’ and the Jackson 
Missouri resolutions “ultimately ’’ to that point. He maintained they were 
in conflict with the Missouri Compromise of 1820 and with the resolutions 
passed by the Missouri legislature February 15, 1847, wherein it was declared 
that ‘‘ the peace, permanency, and welfare of our National Union depend upon 
a strict adherence tothe letter and spirit’ of that compromise, alsoinstruct- 
ing our Senators and Representatives in Congress on al Ce which may 
come before them in relation to the organization of new Territories or States 
to vote in accordance with its provisions. He denounced them as entertain- 
ing the covert purpose of ultimately dissolving the National Union and of mis- 
leading the people of Missouri into cooperation with the slaveholding States 
for that purpose. 

During his extensive canvass of the State in 1849 he delivered 
many abie and exhaustive speeches, often interspersed with bitter 
denunciations and withering sarcasm, being master of both. 

The result was a division of the Democratic party, which for 
| thirty years had loyally supported him, into two parties, usually 
called Benton and anti-Benton Democrats, and his defeat for 
reelection. é : 

After his service in the House of Representatives, March 4, 1853, 
| to March 3, 1855, and his defeat for reelection in 1854, he was the 
candidate of his wing of the Democratic party for governor in 
1856, and was defeated by Trusten Polk, of the anti-Benton wing. 
This was his last political campaign. 

He was a close, laborious, and constant student from boyhood 
to his death and acquired and possessed a greater fund of informa- 
tion and knowledge, general and historical, than any statesman of 
our country, from which he drew largely in his discussions of all 
questions. — = ‘ ‘ 

Apace with his increasing years he grew in knowledge and fore- 
sight and in his uncompromising devotion to what he honestly be- 
lieved to be the very best interests of our common country and the 
toiling millions of our people, and was the friend of the people. 
Believing he was right, he never sneqeet to count the strength of 
the opposition, but moved to the attack with unyielding determina- 
tion and renewed force. General Blair was selected to deliver the 
address at the unveiling of the Benton statue in St. Louis, and 
said of Mr. Benton: 


He not only admired and believed in our form of government, but he was 
of that Democratic school which insisted ou restraining the Government in 
the exercise of its powers to a strict and literal interpretation of the Consti- 
tution, not only because they believed the framers of the Government were 
wise and ious men and knew how to employ language to describe the 
powers which they sought toconfer on the Government, but they were upon 
principle opposed to a strong government, and sought in every way to limit 
its powers and to make each of the different branches a check upon the 
others. They were profoundly convinced that “ the world was governed too 
much,” and that the best government was that which least intermeddled 
with the affairs of the citizens. There never lived a man with more instinct- 
ive patriotism than Benton. He was a man of strong, sometimes of unruly, 
passions, but his paramount passion was love of country. 
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He devoted to his country the best and ablest efforts of his life. 





| 


His untiring industry and close application enabled him to com- | 


plete the two volumes of Thirty Years in the United States Senate, 
styled by him “the thirty years’ view,” and sixteen volumes of the 
Abridgement of the Debates in Congress, from 1789 to 1856, both 
of which are invaluable publications and will be read and referred 
to by students and statesmen in coming ages. He was strictly 
temperate in all his habits—a splendid exemplar for the young 
men of our country. 

In his autobiographical sketch in ‘‘ the thirty years’ view” refer 
ring to his entrance in the Senate, he writes: 


From that time his life was in the public eye and the bare enumeration of 
the measures of which he was the author and the prime mover would be 
almost a history of Congress legislation. The enumeration is unnecessary 
here, the long list is known throughout the length and breadth of the land 
repeated with the familiarity of household words from the great cities on the 
seaboard to the lonely cabins on the frontier—and studied by the little boys. 
who feel an honorable ambition, beginning to stir within their bosoms, and a 
laudable desire to learn something of the history of their country. 


These expressions of self-adulation may be overlooked in astates- 
man of his unblemished character for integrity, his acknowledged 
abilities and attainments, and his useful, patriotic, and illustrious 
career; while in men of smaller caliber they would become ridicu- 
lous and justly offensive. 

Great as he was, strong-willed and ambitious, he could not in 
his younger days divest himself of the influence of his environ- 
ments and restrain his anger. He was imbued with a fearlessness 
and courage, physical and moral, never questioned, and became 
involved in personal difficulties about which I quote from his 
autobiography: 


While in the early part of life at Nashville and at St. Louis duels and 
affrays were common, and the young Benton had his share of them. A very 
violent affray between himself and brother on one side and General Jackson 
and some friends on the other, in which severe pistol and dagger wounds 
were given, but fortunately without loss of life: and the only use for which 
that violent collision now finds a reference is in its total oblivion by the 
parties and the cordiality with which they acted together for the public 
good in their subsequent long and intimate career A duel at St. Louis 
ended fatally, of which Colonel Benton has not been heard to speak except 
among intimate friendsand to tell of the pang which went through his heart 
when he saw the young man fall, and would have given the world to see him 
restored to life. As the proof of the manner in which he looks upon all 
these scenes and his desire to bury all remembrance of them forever he has 
had all the papers burned which relate to them, that no future curiosity or 
industry should bring to light what he wishes had never happened. 

Colonel Benton was married. after becoming Senator, to Elizabeth, daugh 
ter of Col. James McDowell, of Rockbridge County, Va.,and of Sarah, his 
wife, born Sarah Preston. 


Of his wife he says: 
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| Territory of New Mexico, compiled under the direction of General 


She was a woman of singular merit, judgment, elevation of character, and 


regard for every social duty, crowned by a lifelong connection with the 
church in which she was bred—the Presbyterian Old School. Mrs. Benton 
died in 1854, having been struck with paralysis in 1844, and from that time 
her husband was never known to go to any place of festivity or amusement 

Of his devotion to his wife I quote from General Blair's ad- 
dress: 


I trust that I may not be thought to tread on ground too holy in alluding 
to the gentle care, the touching solicitude, with which he guarded the last 
feeble pulses of life in her who was the pride and glory of his young ambi 
tion, the sweet ornament of his nature, fame, and best love of his ripened 
age. 

Full of years, full of honors, this illustrious statesman, on April 
10, 1858, in this city, passed away from the earthly scenes of his 
combats and triumphs to life immortal, mourned by a nation, 


FRANCIS PRESTON BLAIR. 


Mr. President, it is eminently proper that the statue of Blair 
should stand by the side of Benton's. Blair was his most trusted 
friend and delivered the address on the occasion of the unveiling 
of the statue erected to his memory in St: Louis. 

Francis Preston Blair was born in Lexington, Ky., on the 19th 
day of February, 1821, and bore his father’s honored name. 

Vhen he was 9 years old his father removed from Lexington, Ky., 
to this city to assume editorial control of the Globe newspaper, 
the organ of President Jackson’s Administration. He attended 
Chapel! Hill College, North Carolina, and afterwards graduated 
from Princeton College, studied law in this city, and then returned 
to Kentucky and continued his studies in the office of Louis Mar- 
shall. His health failing, he visited his brother, Mon gomery Blair, 
in St. Louis—afterwards Postmaster-General under President Lin- 
coln—and then returned to Kentucky and graduated from Transyl- 
vania University law school. He then opened a law office in St. 
Louis and there ever after made his home. 

His health again failing, he made a trip to the Rocky Mountains, 
and in 1845 accompanied Bent and St. Vrain to their post in New 


: . . | 
Mexico, now Colorado, and was there when the war with Mexico | 


began and took an active part in the military operations under 
Gen. Stephen W. Kearny. 

On August 22, 1846, General Kearny issued his remarkable 
rociaination, after having taken possession of the capital—Santa 
e—of the Department of New Mexico on August 18, 

On September 22, 1846, he published an ‘Organic law for the 
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Kearny,” and on the same day wrote to the Adjutant-General, 
saying: 

[ take great pleasure in stating that Iam entirely indebted 
to Col. A. W. Doniphan, of the First Regiment of Mis ri Mount \ 
teers, who received much assistance from Private Willard P. Ha 
regiment 

On the same day he appointed a governor and other office: 
among them ‘Francis P. Blair, to be United States distri 
attorney.” 

If he ever accepted the appointment, he only held it for a few 
days, as Hugh N. Smith was appointed to that position on Octo 
ber 1, 1846, and claims to have acted for two years and fou 
months, although the offices of United States district attorney 
and marshal ‘‘ were considered as abolished by instructions from 
the War Department bearing date January 11, 1847. 

In 1847 he returned and resumed the practice of his profession 
and married Miss Apolline Alexander, of Woodford County, Ky 
on September &, 1847. 

In 1852 he was elected a representative from St. Louis in the 
Seventeenth general assembly of Missouri,and was reelected in 
1854, and was again elected in 1870. 

In 1856 he was elected a Representative in Congress asa Re- 
publican, and was in 1858 a candidate for reelection and was de- 
feated by J. R. Barrett, Democrat, and contested Mr. Barrett's 
election and was given the seat June 8, 1860, by yeas 93, nays 91, 
and served until that session of the Thirty-sixth Congress ad 
journed, June 25, 1860. Feeling himself vindicated, he resigned 
his seat for the remainder of the term—the last session of the 
Thirty-sixth Congress, 

In the summer of 1860, in the election for the remainder of the 
term in the Thirty-sixth Congress and for the full term in the 
Thirty-seventh Congress, he was defeated by Mr. Barrett for 
the short term and elected by a large majority over Mr. Barrett for 
the term in the Thirty-seventh Congress, and was reelected to the 
Thirty-eighth Congress, March 4, 1863,to March i865. His 
election was contested by Mr. Samuel Knox, who was on June 10 
1864, declared entitled to the seat by yeas 70, nays 53, and was 
sworn in and seated June 15. This contest was pending in the 
House from the beginning of the session. 

W hen the session began Blair was a major-general of volunteers 
in the field. commanding a corps, and about the last days of 
October, 1863, his brother, Hon. Montgomery Blair, consulted 
President Lincoln as to his wishes whether General Blair should 
take his seat in Congress or remain in the field. 

On November 2, 1863, President Lincoln wrote Hon. Montgomery 
Blair: 

My wish, then, is compounded of what I believe will be be 
and best for him, and it is that he will come here, put his 1 


atforthecountry 
litary commi 


| sion in my hands, take his seat, go into caucus with our friends, abide the 


| is rising in military skill and usefulness 


| of War: Please have General Halleck make the 





nominations, help elect the nominees, and thus aid to organize a House of 
Representatives which will really support the Government inthe war 
result sha!l be the election of himself as Speaker, let him serve in that position; 
if not. let him retake his commission and return to the Army He 
His recent appointment to the 
command of.a corps by one so competent to judge as General Sherman 


Ifthe 


proves this. In that line he can serve both the country and himself more 
profitably than he could as a member of Congress upon the floor. The for 
going is what I would say if Frank Blair were my brother instead of yours 


General Blair, on January 1, 1864, tendered his resignation as a 
major-general, United States Volunteers, which was accepted Jan- 
uary 12, 1864. 

On March 15, 1864, President Lincoln suggested to Lieutenant- 
General Grant the assignment of General Blair to the command 
of acorps. On March 50 General Grant telegraphed General Sher- 
man: ‘*Gen, F. P. Blair will be assigned tothe Seventeenth Corps, 
and not the Fifteenth.” On April 9, General Grant telegraphed 
General Halleck, chief of staff, to ascertain if General Blair was 
to be sent to General Sherman, 

On April 20 General Blair wrote to President Lincoln request 
ing assignment to the command of the Seventeenth Corps, and on 
the 2ist the President referred the same to ‘* Honorable Secretary 
proper order in 
this case.” 

On April 23 General Blair wrote the Secretary of War: 


I respectfully request to withdraw my resignation as ma eral of the 
United States Volunteers, tendered on the 12th day f Jar ul Isti4 

And President Lincoln wrote the Secretary of War April 23 

l 

According to our understanding with Maj. Gen. Frank } slairat the time 
he took his seat in Congress last winter, he now asks to withdraw bis resig 
nation as major-general, then tendered, and be sent to the fleld. Let this 
be done. Let the order sending him be such as wh me to-day by the Ad 
jutant-General, only dropping trom it the na of Maguire and Tompkin 


The order assigning him to the Seventeenth Army Corps was 
made that day. 
The records of the War Department ‘‘show that Frank P. Blai: 


was mustered into service to take effect April 26, 1861, as colonel 
First Missouri Militia, to serve three years. This regiment was 
reorganized as the First Missouri Infantry Volunteers, and Colonel 


Blair was mustered into service with the regiment upon its re 
organization, June 26, 1861, to take effect June 12, 1861, to serve 
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three years. After this muster into service as colonel for three 
years, he repaired to Washington, D. C., and took his seat as a 
member of Congress from the State of Missouri July 4, 1861, and 
served as chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, House 
of Representatives. It does not appear that he thereafter re- 
joined his regiment, the designation of which was changed Sep- 
tember or October, 1861, to the First Regiment Missouri Light 
Artillery. 

‘On July 4, 1862, the Secretary of War authorized him to organ- 
ize a brigade of volunteers, and he we brigadier-general 
of volunteers August 7, 1862, and accepted the appointment August 
21,1862. He was commissioned major-general of volunteers March 
13, 1863, to rank from November 29, 1862, and accepted the com- 
mission April 6, 1863, and was honorably discharged the service, 
to take effect November 1, 1865, in orders dated October 28, 1865, 
upon tender of his resignation. 

‘“‘ During the period of his service as brigadier-general and major- 
general of volunteers he was in command of the First Brigade, 
Fourth Division, Right Wing, Thirteenth Army Corps, of the 
First Brigade, First Division, Fifteenth Army Corps, of the Sev- 
enteenth Army Corps, and of the Department of Missouri, par- 
ticipating in the siege of Vicksburg and of Atlanta and in Sher- 
man’s march to the sea. A leave of absence was granted him 
September 15, 1864, and during the remainder of September and 
the month of October, 1864, he was engaged in organizing the 
defenses of the city of St. Louis, Mo.” 

March 14, 1866, he was nominated by President Johnson for col- 
lector of internal revenue, First Missouri district, and his nomi- 
nation referred to committee March 16, 1866, and reported favor- 
ably by Senator Fessenden April 10, and rejected May 4, 1866— 
yeas 8, nays 21. 

On March 25, 1867, President Johnson sent his nomination for 
minister to Austria to the Senate, vice Edgar Cowan, rejected. 
Senator Sumner on the same day reported the nomination ad- 
versely, and it was rejected March 28—yeas 5, nays 35. 

He was afterwards appointed a commissioner of the Pacific Rail- 
road, of the construction of which he had always been an able 
and earnest advocate. At the national Democratic convention 
at New York, in the summer of 1868, he was nominated for Vice- 
President of the United States on the ticket with Governor Ho- 
ratio Seymour for President, and was defeated. Elected to the 
general assembly of Missouri in 1870, which met in 1871, he was 
in the same month elected to fill the vacancy in the United States 
Senate caused by the resignation on December 13, 1870, to take 
effect on December 19, 1870, of Senator Charles D. Drake, to ac- 
cept an appointment to the Court of Claims, 

Te was sworn in and took his seat in the Senate on January 25, 
1871, for the unexpired term ending March 3, 1873. He partici- 
pated actively in behalf of Horace Greeley for President and B, 
Gratz Brown for Vice-President in the campaign of 1872. 

On November 16, 1872, he was stricken down by paralysis, from 
which he never recovered. 

Largely, if not entirely, owing to his stricken condition he was 
defeated for reelection to the Senate in January, 1873. 

There were three distinctively marked periods in the life of 
General Blair which make him illustrious for historic renown 
and for distinguished civic services. 

The first period extends to the beginning of the civil war, the 
second to the close of that war, and the third to his death. 

He was a Southern man by birth, family connection, and resi- 
dence; the young friend of President Jackson, during whose 
Administration he was of the susceptible and formative age, and 
imbibed largely of his views on national and political questions. 
He was the friend of, and unfaltering in his devotion to, the prin- 
ciples and policies of Benton, whose mantle fell upon his shoul- 
ders—a Democrat of the Jackson, Benton, and Van Buren:school. 

In 1848, when the * Wilmot proviso” — the country, he 
took a decided stand in favor of the free-soil movementand against 
the nominees of the Democratic party for President and Vice- 
President, opposed the extension of slavery, and argued and la- 
bored to remove slavery from Missouri. 

He warmly espoused the cause of Benton in his appeal from the 
Jackson resolutions to the people, and in 1852 was elected to the 
legislature on the Benton ticket. In 1856 he was elected to Con- 
gress as a Republican from a slave State. 

He fearlessly maintained his opposition to slavery extension and 
advocacy of removing slavery from Missouri, notwithstanding the 
censure and obloquy attached to such a course in a slave State, 
se established a high character for moral courage and great 
ability. 

His greatest prescience and force of character were made man- 
ifest when the lowering clouds of civil war portended a dissolution 
of the Union. Equally with Jackson and Benton, uncompromis- 
ing in his deyotion to the Union and in opposition to nullification 
or secession, he foresaw plainly that war was inevitable and be 
preparations in advance of hostilities and organized the ‘‘ Wide- 
awakes” in St. Louis, and other forces, He was the soul, the will, 


the controlling power of the Union men in Missouri, determined 
at all hazards and all risks that Missouri should stand by the Union. 

Believing that the State administration, under Gov. Claiborne F, 
Jackson, who had, as a State senator, reported the Jackson resolu- 
tions, was aiming to lead Missouri into cooperation with the seced- 
ing States, and having the confidence of President Lincoln, he 
determined to drive the administration from the State, and, as the 
adviser and coleader with General Lyon, the United States Army 
officer placed in command through his influence, had United 
States forces marched into Missouri from St. Louis, as the center, 
and from Leavenworth, Kans., on the west, and quickly occupied 
the railroads and the Missouri River. He toagreater extent than 
any other man held Missouri in allegiance to the Union and 
caused her to contribute to the Union armies 108,778 soldiers (a 
greater number than any of the States except New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, and Massachusetts), as brave and 
fearless as those from any State and surpassed by none. 

Not only this, but by the heroic movements he inspired, Mis- 
souri was prevented from cooperation with the seceding States to 
the full extent of the sympathy of her people. 

During the four long, weary years of that war of the wars of all 
the ages, when the citizen soldiers met each other in fierce com- 
bat, with father against son, brother against brother, neighbor 
against neighbor, and friend against friend, all true to their honest 
convictions, Blair never said ‘‘ go,” but always ‘‘come.” 

He 4. remarkable military abilities and skill, and justly 
rose to the highest rank in the volunteer service, surpassed by 
none and equaled only by one—Maj. Gen. John A. Logan. 

With the close of the war began the third marked epoch in Gen- 
eral Blair's illustrious career, during which he displayed a moral 
courage and heroism equal to if not greater than that displayed 
at the beginning of the war. 

A State convention assembled in Jefferson City September 1, 
1863, and passed resolutions requesting Governor Gamble and 
Lieutenant-Governor Hall to vacate their positions and urging 
the President to remove General Schofield from the command of 
the department, and appointed a committee of seventy to present 
their grievances to the President. 

The committee presented their address to the President on Sep- 
tember 30, 1863, and four supplementary addresses on October 3. 
The President replied on October 5. The demands, as epitomized 
by the President in his reply, were: 

First. That General Schofield should be relieved and General Butler be ap- 
pointed as commander of the military department of Missouri. 

Second. That the system of enrolled militia in Missouri should be broken 
up and national forces substituted for it. 


Third. That at elections, persons might not be allowed to vote who were 
not entitled by law to do so. 


The President's reply shows clearly the conditions then and sub- 
sequently existing in Missouri, He said: 


We are in civil war. In such cases, there always is a main question; but 
in this case that question is a perplexing compound—Union and slavery. If 
thus becomes a question not of two sides merely, but of at least four sides, 
even among those who are for the Union, saying nothing of those who are 

inst it. Thus, those who are for the Union with but not without slavery, 
those for it without but not with, those for it with or without but prefer it 
with, and those for it with or without but prefer it without. Among these 
again isa subdivision of those who are for gradual but not for immediate, 
and those who are for immediate but not for gradual extinction of slavery. 

Itis oo to conceive that all these shades of opinion, and even more, may 
be sincerely entertained e honest and truthful men. Yet all being for the 
Union, by reason of these differences each will prefer a different way of sus- 
taining the Union. At once sincerity is questioned and motives assailed. 
Actual war omens. blood grows hot and blood is spilled. Thought is forced 
from old channels intoconfusion. Deception breeds and thrives. Confidence 
dies, and universal suspicion reigns. ch man feels an impulse to kill his 
neighbor lest he be killed by him. Revenge and retaliation foliow. Andall 
this, as before said, may be among honest men only. But this is not all. 
Every foul bird comes abroad, and every dirty reptile rises up. These add 
crime to confusion. Strong measures, deemed indispensable but harsh at 
best, such men make worse oy maladministration. Murders for old grudges 
and murders for pelf proceed under any cloak that will best cover for the 
occasion. These causes amply account for what has occurred in Missouri, 
without ascribing it to the weakness or wickedness of any general. 


The President refused the first and second demands and con- 
curred ‘in the third. The bitterness and contentions among the 
Union men, divided into Conservatives and Badicals, subse- 
quently called Democrats and Republicans, increased. So, also, 
between the Union and Southern men. On January 6, 1865, a 
State constitutional convention assembled in St. Louis, adopted 
an ordinance abolishing slavery in Missouri, which as a practical 
fact had ceased to exist for some time previous, and adopted a 
constitution to be submitted to a vote of the people on June 6, 
1865, for adoption or rejection, which was adopted by 43,670 votes 
for to 41, against it; majority, 1,862. The convention ad- 
journed April 10, 1865, 

This constitution by proclamation of the governor took effect 
July 4, 1865, was called the Drake constitution, from Hon. 
Charles D. Drake, vice-president of the convention, and its re- 
puted author. 

It contained the most stringent and proscriptive provisions in 
regard to the test oaths required of voters—persons capable of 
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holding any office or position of honor, trust, or profit, State, cor- 
porate, municipal, institutional, or fiduciary, and of attorneys, | 
and teachers in our anor. —_— = female, and even ministers 
of the gospel of peace and good will, 

, ‘ Goneal'Blair took a bold and fearless stand against such meas- 
ures and all proscription, refused to take the oath in order to vote, | 
and brought suit in the courts to test his right. With General 
Blair the Union was the main question. When the Union arms 
had triumphed, an indissoluble Union of indestructible States had 
been secured, secession with slavery and all opposition to the 
Union had been forever buried in the grave of the dead Confed- 
eracy beyond resurrection, and our old flag waved in honor, glory, 
and power from ocean to ocean, and from the lakes to the Gulf, 
every tongue confessing and every knee bowing to its peaceful and 
rightful sway, General Biair believed that humanity, Christianity, 
the wisest statesmanship, as well as the very best interests of our 
common country demanded peace, reconciliation, and fraternity, 
that the wounds and bruises of the war might be healed, its wastes 
and devastations repaired, and our people, North and South, East 
and West, become one people, citizens of our common country in 
fact as in law, with like sympathies, feelings, aspirations, inter- 
ests, and rights. He did not believe that proscription was the 
proper method to such ends, 

He warmly supported General Grant's intercession in behalf of 
General Lee and other paroled Confederate officers and soldiers on 
the ground that their paroles, so long as they obeyed the laws, pro- 
tected them from arrest and trial. 

General Blair's efforts to restore to the proscribed people of Mis- 
souri equal rights of citizenship were equally as heroic and fear- 
less as were his efforts to preserve the integrity of the Union and 
to overthrow all opposition to it. 

So intense and embittered were the feelings of the extreme radi- 
cal element in many counties that freedom of public discussion 
did not exist, and public meetings were broken up and threats 
made that no Democrat should address them. 

General Blair, in the early summer of 1866, made a series of 
speeches in many different counties in Missouri. _At many places 
efforts were made to break up his meetings and prevent him speak- 
ing and even to take him from the stand. He never quailed nor 
flinched, but boldly and defiantly denounced those creating the 
disturbances in the bitterest and most withering terms, and never 
failed to speak as long as he chose and to say whatever he pleased, 
and by these efforts removed every hindrance to the utmost free- 
dom of public discussion ever thereafter. I refer to these inci- 
dents in his illustrious life to show his heroic and courageous 
natureand. his uncompromising devotion to what he believed to 
be right, and not to revive the dead embers of hate and bitter- 
ness engendered by that fratricidal war, for ‘‘anathema mara- 
natha” be tohim who would rekindle the dead embers of hate and 
sectional animosities. 

In addressing a large public audience in Memphis, Tenn., on 
September 20, 1866, General Blair said: 

The utmost freedom of public discussion is the rock upon which all true 
liberty isfounded. If that great bulwark is overthrown, or if public speakers 
seek only to express such views as are in accordance with public sentiment, 
the wa i, thrown wide open to the destruction of every guaranty of freedom. 
Hence I regard it as unworthy of myself and especially dishonoring to you to 


attempt an apology for anything I may advance because it may not meet your 
concurrence, 


General Blair was a dutiful son, a loving, faithful husband, a 
kind and affectionate father, a true, steadfast friend, generous to 
a fault and often to his uniary loss, genial and attractive in his 
personality, forceful and impressive as a speaker, personally and 
officially honest and incorruptible, without even the suspicion of 
a stain upon his integrity. 

He was open, frank, bold, and aggressive in the expression of 
his views and the advocacy of his principles, whether popular or 
obnoxious at the time, and yet so tempered them with geniality 
and magnanimity that few could keep from admiring him and few 
indeed were his personal enemies. 

The good people of Missouri have erected a pure standard bronze 
statue of General Blair in Forest Park, St. Louis, of heroic size, 
to poooetante the remembrance and appreciation of his great 

bilities and his distinguished services to our common country 
and to his adopted State. 


I quote from the address of Rey. Dr. T. M. Post on the occasion 
of the unveiling of that statue: 


Happy is it when, from an heroic grave, there is an outlook to the land 
immortal, and loyalty to country is consummated in loyalty to God—happy 
for our personal love and for our hope for our country. We believe a truth 
from a higher world came to our friend in that solemn, serene, and ut- 
terly real realm that lay, through months and seasons, before the open gates 
of the Everlasting; that in those solemn hours when time's shadows flee away 
and its pomp and pride are pot pageents of a passing dream voices came to 
him from out eternity and the Highest revealed Himself, and that the lesson 
and confession of allegiance to the Eternal One came in to correct and con- 
summate the utterances of his life. That lesson and confession are among 
the things that shall not away. The heroic form typed by yonder statue 

ears ago crumbled into dust, the bronze and the granite shall in time fol- 
Ww; but this last utterance is above and beyond change, a truth and a force 
which, we trust, shall blend with the destinies of this nation forever. 
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Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is hardly necessary, after the 

| wonderfully eloquent and ample tribute in memory of these two 
sons of Missouri, that any other voice should be heard. [ hays 


been asked, however, because, as I suppose, I represent in part 


| that section of the Union farthest in situation and farthest in 


opinion from the people whom Benton loved and served, to say a 
few words in support of the resolution, and especially with refer 
ence to him, 

The statute of 1862, which sets apart the beautiful chamber in 
the Capitol as a gallery for the statues of famous citizens, leavi 
the se!ection to the absolute discretion ot 


the States. But the 

whole country approves the choice of Missouri. 
The whole country remembers freshly the great career, the chiv- 
alrous character, the dauntlessspiritof Blair. But when the figure 


of Benton is unveiled the genius of Missouri—rather, the genius of 
the West—has come. He is tostand among his peers, the repre 
sentative, the embodiment, of a great history. He remembered 
the men of the Revolution. He was born before the war of the 
Revolution ended. He lived to greet Charles Sumner when he 
came into the Senate, to survive all the great leaders of the time 
before the war, and to see the sure signs of the coming conflict 
of arms between freedom and slavery, 

Missouri did well that she waited nearly half a century after his 
death before electing him tothe greater and perpetual Senate, 
which is to sit forever in yonder chamber. It would be well if 
this example were always followed. No party spirit, no influence 
of friendship, no mere personal gratitude, no temporary or fleet- 
ing popularity has influenced the choice. We know now what 
manner of man Missouri, by her deliberate choice, delighteth to 
honor and what manner of man the American people delight to 
honor. 

Thomas H. Benton was a sturdy and courageous champion. 
He understood, as no other man ever understood, the interest of 
the great West. He is, beyond all question, without competitor 
or rival down to this moment, the foremost statesman of the 
States beyond the Mississippi. From 1820 to 1850 he was one of 
the four great leaders of the Senate. If in some special quality 
he was surpassed by each of the great triumvirate—Webster, 
Clay, Calhoun—yet neither of these men, perhaps not all to- 
gether, exerted so powerful an influence upon the action of 
the Senate or of the people during that time. He was indus- 
trious, wasting no moment of time; earnest and indefatigable, 
pressing like a steel spring upon the armor of his opponent; trying 
every joint; sure to find the weak spot; untiring; courageous, 
never shrinking or flinching from the face of any antagonist; un- 
selfish, striving for the public good as he understood it; loving his 
people, loving his State and section and country with a supreme 
and most disinterested love. 

The statesman or the student of history to-day can investigate 
few subjects which interested the people during the first seventy 
years of our history under the Constitution without coming upon 
the work of Benton. By three or four things, however, he is spe- 
cially known to his countrymen and will keep his place in their 
undying memory. One is his passionate personal attachment and 
devotion to Andrew Jackson. Another is his belief in a money of 
intrinsic value, gold and silver, and his utter detestation and con- 
tempt for any substitute of paper or credit. Another is his at- 
tachment to the union of the States, an attachment which no 
party feeling, no feeling asa Southern man ever for a moment 
weakened or impaired. Another was his brave resistance in his 
early life to the great intellectual champions who were arrayed 
against him in the Senate; and a resistance, braver stil!, in his 
old age, to the currents of popular delirium which swept away 
his own State and his own party into the attempt to extend slav- 
ery and what he deemed a wicked and unconstitutional war 
against Mexico. 

He was eminently a man of the people. He liked 
plause. He was a man of intense party spirit. Yet he was able 
to stand alone. He had his foibles, to which his distinguished 
successor [Mr. VEST] has so well alluded; but, after all, there was 
never an American citizen towhom that tributeof the Latin poet, 
often quoted, but which we may well repeat, would better apply 


iopular ap- 


“Justam ac tenacem propositi virum 
Non civium ardor prava jubentium 
Non vultus instantis tyranni 

Mente quatit solida, neque Auster 
Dux inquieti turbidus Hadriaw, 
Nec Fulminantis magna manus Jovis; 
Si fractus illabatur orbis, 
Impavidum ferient ruin.” 


“Integer vite scelerisque purus.” 

“Cui Pudor, et Justitize soror. 
Incorrupta Fides, nudaque Veritas 
Quando ullum inveniet parem: 

He loved Missouri. He loved the West. He loved the South. 
From his coming into public life, indeed, from his first coming to 
manhood, there was scarcely a pulsation of the popuiar Western 
heart which he didnotehare. Yet when the time came for him to 
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choose between office, party, his State, popularity, the love of old 
friends and companions, influence, power, the master passions of 





This is the character, Mr. President, which the great State of 
Missouri, speaking through her governor and honored Senators, 


his soul, as it seemed, on the one hand, and freedom and country | gives to the American people to-day, in this time of her sober 


upon theother, he did not hesitate in thechoice. His latest biogra- 

er, Governor Roosevelt, describes the conditions thatconfronted 
Bent on when the decline of his life came on. Benton had resisted 
what to most men in a republic is irresistible—the passions ex- 
cited by a great war, the stirring and excited appeals to the love 
of the flag, the Anglo-Saxon ganas for empire, as well as the 

irit of a party of which he had been, for more than a generation, 
the greatest leader in the State of which he was the brightest 
ornament and foremost citizen. . 

Governor Roosevelt, writing in 1895, a little more than four 
years ago, described the public feeling which Mr. Benton had to 
encounter, and gives due praise to the lofty and noble courage 
with which he encountered it. He says: 

The man of the West stood where he was because he was a conqueror; he 
had wrested his land by force from its rightful Indian lords; he fully intended 
to repeat the same feat as soon as he should reach the Spanish lands lying to 
the west and southwest; he would have done so in the case of French Loui- 
siana if it had not been that the latter was purchased and was thus saved 
from being taken by force of arms. This belligerent or, more properly 
speaking, piratical way of looking at neighboring territory was very char- 
acteristic of the West and was at the root of the doctrine of “manifest des- 
tiny."’ (Page 17.) 

Governor Roosevelt goes on: 

The general feeling in the West upon this last subject afterwards oe 
lized into what became known as the “manifest destiny’ idea, which, re- 
duced to its simplest terms, was that it was our manifest destiny to swallow 
up the land of all adjoining nations who were too weak to withstand us; a 
theory that forthwith obtained immense popularity among all statesmen of 
easy international morality. (Page 40.) 


Governor Roosevelt states Mr. Benton's doctrine upon this ques- 
tion, and the doctrine of the conscience and morality of the Amer- 
ican people of that day, as follows: 


Of course no one would wish to see these, or any other settled communi- 
ties, now added to our domain by force; we want no unwilling citizens to 
enter our Union; the time to have taken the lands was before settlers came 
into them. European mations war for the possession of thickly settled dis- 
tricts, which, if conquered, will for centuries remain alien and hostile to the 
conquerors; we, wiser in our generation, have seized the waste solitudes that 
lay near us, the limitless forests and never-ending plains, and the valleys of 
the great, lonely rivers, and have thrust our own sons into them to take pos- 
session; and a score of years after each conquest we see the conquered land 
teeming with a people that is one with ourselves. (Pages 266,267). 


Governor Roosevelt states this issue between imperialism, or as 
he terms it, ‘the piratical way of looking at neighboring terri- 
tory by statesmen of easy international morality,” on the one side, 
and Republicanism on the other, as represented by Mr. Clay on 
the one hand and Mr. Polk on the other. says: 

Almost every good element in the country s behind Clay: the vast 
majority of intelligent. high-minded, upright men supported him. (Page 
290.) 

He adds: 

Three men—Calhoun, Birney, and Isaiah Rynders—may be taken as Szpee 
of the classes that were chiefly instrumental in the election of Polk, and that 
must therefore bear the responsibility for all the evils attendant thereon, in- 
a among them the Goody and unrighteous war with Mexico. (Page 

) 


The worthy biographer quotes, with em hatic approbation, 
Benton’s indignant denunciation, when the Mexican war was ap- 
proaching, of the want of manliness in our treatment of a weak 
republic, He says: 

Would we take 2,000 miles of Canada in the same way? I presume not. 
And why not? Why not treat Great Britain and Mexico alike? Why not 
march up to “ fifty-four-forty ” as courageously as we march upon the Rio 
Grande! Because Great Britain is powerful and Mexico is weak, a reason 
which may fail in policy as much asin morals. (Page 308.) 


Mr. Benton himself adds upon this subject: 


Tam nst all disguise and artifice, against all pretexts, and especially 
weak and groundless pretexts, discreditable to ourselves and offensive to 
ethers; too thin and shallow not to be seen through by aay beholder, and 
merely invented to cover unworthy purposes. (Pages 309-310.) 


Governor Roosevelt speaks of this period of Benton’s life with 
zealous and eloquent approbation. He says: 


He had now entered on what may be fairly called the heroic part of his 
career; for it would be difficult to choose any other word to express our ad- 
miration for the unflinching and defiant comrege with which, pense only 
by conscience and by his lovin, nora to the Union, he battled ene 

de, although by so doing he jeopardized and eventually ruined his politica 
prospects, being finally, as punishment for his boldness opposing the domi- 
nant faction of the Missouri Democracy, turned out of the Senate, wherein 
he hati passed nearly half his life. Indeed, he was one of those natures that 
show better in defeat than in victory. (Page 319.) 


Mr. Benton's opposition to the Mexican war was followed by his 
opposition after it ended to any form of the extension of slavery, 
which he declared he deemed an evil and “ would neither adopt 
it nor impose it on others.” (Page 836.) 


When the fugitive-slave act of 1850 was passed, through the help of some 
Northern votes, Benton refused to supers it; and this was the last act of 
importance that he performed as a United States Senator. He had risen and 

wh steadily all through his long term of service; and during its last period 

did greater service to the nation than any of his fellow-Senators. *¢ 
He always rose to meet a really great emergency; he oar continually 
better work throughout his term of public service, or sh himself able 
to rise to a higher level at the very end than at the beginning. (Page 439.) 


second thought, as the best she has to offer. If it be the best she 
have to offer, no other State surely has anything better. We are 
likely to receive nothing better from any quarter. Certainly 
Massachusetts feels herself and her great children of the days of 
the Puritan and the days of the Revolution honored by the com- 
panionship. Sam Adams, if need be, will draw a thought more 
nigh to John Winthrop to make room for him. Webster will greet 
his old antagonist. The marble lips of Charles Sumner, whom 
Benton welcomed in the Senate in 1851, will return the greeting 
now from yonder stately antechamber. The old strifes are for- 
gotten. he old differences have vanished. - But the love of lib- 
erty, the love of justice, the love of national honor, the spirit that 
prizes liberty and justice and honor above gain or trade or em- 
pire—the spirit of this great statesman of the West—abides and 
shall abide forever more, 


[Mr. ELKINS addressed the Senate. See Appendix. } 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I move the adoption of the 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to 
the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to, 


STATUE OF GENERAL GRANT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication, which will be read, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
COMMITTEE ON GRANT MEMORIAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 19, 1900. 

Srr: In accordance with the ‘Joint resolution to accept from the na- 
tional encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue (and pedes- 
tal) of the late Gen. Ulysses S. Grant,” approved August 14, 1890, the commit- 
tee of the Grand Army appointed to that end have caused such statue to be 
executed, and the same is now placed in the Rotunda of the Capitol. 

The statue is an original work modeled by Mr. Franklin Simmons, an 
American artist having his studio in Rome. 

A brief recital of the origin and purpose of this memorial work seems 
proper. 

General Grant, as were others of the leaders of the Union armies—includ- 
ing Generals Sherman and Sheridan—was a comrade of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, having been mustered into Meade Post, No. 1, Department of 
Pennsylvania, on the 16th day of May, 1877. He wore its badge on proper 
a ~~. sympathized with its objects, and fraternally mingled with its mem- 

p. 

It was natural, therefore, upon his decease at Mount McGregor, New York, 
on the 23d day of J uly. 1885, that his comrades of the Grand Army, whilst min- 
g their grief with that of all of his countrymen, should desire in some 
special manner to signalize their personal regard for and devotion to their 
comrade and their deep appreciation of the inestimable services he had ren- 
dered to his country and to his age. Accordingly, on the 24th of Septem- 
ber, 1885, the then commander in chief of the Grand Army of the Republic 
addressed a circular to the posts and departments of the order, suggesting 
the creation of a fund by voluntary contribution, no more than 15 cents to be 
received from any contributing comrade, for, as stated in the circular, ‘the 
erection of a monument which, avoiding all exaggeration or mere motive of 
display, shall be in keeping with the simplicity of the life and character of 
our great leader; of such intrinsic excellence as shall commend it to the care 
of the nation, and thus, through all succeeding generations, be our memorial 
as well as a monument to his fame.” 

At the succeeding national encampment the project was laid before it, met 
with hearty commendation, and steps were taken to facilitate its accomplish- 
ment. 

By directions of succeeding national encampments the work was continued 
until the finished result was brought within the shelter of the Capitol, and 
is now presented for acceptance. 

The fund contributed for the announced pu represents the offerings 
of more than 70,000 of his comrades, most of whom had served in the field 
under his command, and all of whom had hailed him as a comrade in the 
later day of peace. : 4 

In their behalf we who now survive commit this semblance of his person 
to the careand seeping of the nation whose walls he helped to make stronger, 
rejoicing in the knowledge that the memories it will invoke are of good will 
“— and will be of concord through all coming time. 


ery respectfully, 

SAMUEL 8. BURDETT, 
Chairman. 

ROBT. B. BEATH, 

Secretary. 

SELDEN CONNOR. 

EDMUND 8. GRANT, 

R. A. ALGER, 

HORACE 8. CLARK, 
Committee. 

Hon. WILLIAM P. Frve8, 
President of the Senate. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I offer the concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers a concurrent resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hovwse of Representatives concurring), That the 
Gee sesarese be ere tothe Grand Army of the Republic for thestatue 
of Gen. . Grant. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted and placed in the Capitol, and that a 
copy of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers cf the Senate aud 
the House of Representatives, be forwarded to the chairman of the commitiee 
of the Grand Army of the Republic on the Grant memorial. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I congratulate my comrades of 
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the Grand Army upon the successful progress of their most praise- | 


worthy enterprise. 


The wise purpose is very excellently set forth | 


in the paragraph which I must do myself the credit of emphasizing | 


by repetition. 

It is for the erection of a monument which, avoiding all exaggeration or 
mere motive of display, shall be in keeping with the simplicity of the life and 
character of our : 
it to the care of the nation, and thus through all succeeding generations be 
our memorial as well as a monument to his fame. 

And further the committee say: 


In their behalf we who now survive commit this semblance of his person 
to the care and keeping of the nation whose walls he helped to make stronger, 
rejoicing in the knowledge that the memories it will invoke are of good will 
to-day and will be of concord through all coming time. 

Thus say 70,000 veterans, representing hundreds of other thou- 
sands. 

This noble gift will be accepted with sympathy and gratitude. 
ITscarce know how to come to the discussion of the character of 
Genera! Grant, but I will first refer to his genealogy, if you will 
permit me. : s 

Matthew Grant, of Scotch extraction, came from Dorsetshire, 
England, in 1630, one of the first settlers in Dorchester, in the 
Massachusetts Bay Colony. In afew years he removed to Wind- 
sor, Conn., in which he and several generations of his descendants 
resided. Samuel Grant, son of Matthew, was born in Dorchester 
November 12, 1631. Samuel Grant, second, was born in Wind- 
sor, Conn., April 20, 1659; Noah Grant was born in Windsor, 
Conn., December 16, 1692; Noah Grant, second, was born in To!- 
land, Conn., July 12, 1718; Noah Grant, third, was born in Cov- 
entry, Conn., and removed to Pennsylvania in 1790. Jesse Root 
Grant, who lived to see his son President of the United States, 
was born in Westmoreland County, Pa., January 23, 1794. The 
elder son of Jesse R. Grant was born at Point Pleasant, Clermont 
County, Ohio, on the 27th of April, 1822, and was baptized Hiram 
Ulysses Grant, but we knew him as Ulysses S. Grant. 

neral Grant was not a vain man, nor in the ordinary sense of 
the word an ambitious man. What were his charaeteristics? We 
think of him first, perhaps, as a silent man, but many know how 
cheerfully and happily he could talk in acircle of men and women 
who knew each other and knew the subjects about which talk was 
not desired. To idle observations and questions or semiinter- 
rogative suggestions or inappropriate approaches, he opposed no 
discussion, but a deadly, immobile silence, and nothing on earth 
could have more completely quenched the designs of interfering 
and meddling men. 

He was reproved for withholding military intelligence from 
the people of the United States, but those who have studied the 
art of war know perfectly well that a large measure of reticence 
on the part of a commanding general is imperatively demanded. 
Itisaduty. To conduct himself otherwise would be a wrong to 


his soldiers and his country. 

General Grant was brave. Yes. He never made any display 
of it. He was unconsciously brave; perfectly calm; always steady. 
As to his decisions and purposes, he was dominated persistently 
by a'senseof dutytoGod and hiscountry. A singular fact is that 
his yea was yea and his nay was nay, more on than I 
could say of any man I ever knew. I am told by officers who 
lived with him for years that he never was known.to use any 
words of profanity, even the simple phrases ‘‘ By George” or ** By 
Jove,” or anything of that sort. When he said a thing he said it. 
He said it without even emphasis. 

At Appomattox you well know what he said to show that he 
was not animated by any wicked or revengeful purpose. He said: 


Each officer and man will be allowed to return home, not to be disturbed 
by United States authorities so long as they observe their paroles and the 
laws of the places where they reside. 

This was not the hasty impulse of a moment. It was the result 
of deliberate forethought, as we are assured by the secretary who 
stood nearest to him, It sent a welcome sense of relief through- 
out the South. 

And here let me quote something that I am afraid is almost for- 
es. if it has ever been published otherwise than in the book I 

old. Some eleven days after the assassination of Mr. Lincoln 
and a few days after the surrender at Appomattox, General Grant 
went to Raleigh, as we remember very well, in order to perfect 
the surrendér and the practical close of the war. He wrote a let- 
ter to his wife, which that very noble lady presented to Mr. Secre- 
tary Badeau. He says in this private letier: 

hy Re phering that must exist in the South the next year, even 
with the war ending now, will be beyond conception. People who talk of 
further retaliation and punishment, except of the political leaders, either do 


not conceive of the suffering endured already, or they are heartless and un- 
fealing and wish tostay at home out of danger while the punishment is being 


Love and kisses for you and the children. 


This is an inside view of the man, as warm hearted as any I 
ever knew, a most devoted husband, a loving father, an obedient 
50n, by no means the butcher that some people called him, by no 


| vention that gave him his first nomination for the Presidency 
; accordance with usage I came here to Washington, where hi 


pang was ; residing, at the head of a delegation, to go through the formalities 
reat leader; of such intrinsic excellence as shall commend | : 


| 








means the rough and uncultured man, for he had the finenes 
all things that makes a perfect gentleman 

I had the honor to become somewhat acquainted with him after 
the war. It fell to my fortunate lot to be president of the con 
In 


wis 


of announcing to him his nomination. I called on him the even 

ing I arrived to learn when he was willing to see us and what the 
proceedings wouldbe. Hemademesitdown. Helookedinamedi 

tative, almost absent-minded way for a while, and said: ** Haw 

LEY, 1 did not want this. I would have escaped it if I could. 
Think of it. Iam at the very height of any man’s military ambi 

tion in my chosen profession; at the very height! The people of 
the country in general speak kindly of me. I can pass, I think 

an honored old age here in the great office which | now hold. A 

President, I should certainly become liable to unkind, perhaps 
bitterly unjust, criticism. 1 would be satisfied to live a private 
life, but I do not see how I can avoid the acceptance of this nomi- 
nation.” 

I believe he spoke sincerely. I am proud of another recollec 
tion. In writing to me the letter of acceptance he put in those 
famous words ‘‘ Let us have peace,” and no man who has followed 
his history during those few years with any closeness whatever 
doubts that it was emphatically his desire to let us have peace. 

Mr. President, I am unfit to-day to discuss General Grant's 
character as I should like to do. I should like to put upon his 
monument these happy words, devised for some unknown hero 
in England: 

Patient of toil, serene amid alarms, 
Inflexible in faith, invincible in arms 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, to be permitted to say a few 
words in commemoration of the virtues of the great hero for whom 
this statue is erected is a high honor, and I do so with a full heart 
and with the utmost sincerity of purpose and thought. 

Mr. President, here and there in the centuries of a nation’s life, 
now and then in the long course of a nation’s history, are seen, 
few and far apart, great figures that are the landmarks of the 
ages. Brought out by the storm and stress of appalling disaster 
and national need, they are at once the succor and the refuge of 
the people. In them are seen the composite results of the whole 
nation’s life and character. As by the fixed stars we measure the 


| flight of a world through space, so by these great and isolated 


characters we measure the march of humanity. By them we may 
estimate and measure the potent influences of heredity and envi- 
ronment, as these all-powerful factors do their work in molding 
and forming, upbuilding or destroying anation. These infiuences, 
acting upon the particles, slight and insignificant individually, 
that make up the mysterious ocean of humanity, determine tho 
character and tendencies of a nation’s life. 

The man whom we honor and reverence to-day was above all an 


American. He was typical of all that goes to make this nation 
great. He was the product of a life wholly American. His ances 


tors were sturdy men and women who had gone on their way o! 
plain living and high thinking, ‘far from the madding crowd.” 
unattracted by tinsel, unawed by pomp. Duty to themselves, to 
those around them, and to their country was the fixed and un 
swerving star by which they settheir course. Their environment 
was such as to slowly deepen and intensify this steadiness, this 
faith, this devotion. 

Let us thank God that in this land of ours there are thonsands 
of such plain, simple homes, thousands and thousands of mother 
and fathers, calm and self-contained, who are living the samo 
lives and teaching the same lessons to thousands and thousands 


| of boys whose environment is the same as was that of the boy 
| Grant. 


On this we may rely with more confidence for the future 
than on all the ‘‘ boast of heraldry” or “ pomp of power” or ‘‘all 
that wealth e’er gave,” 

To ride, to shoot, to tell the truth, was the wisdom of the great 
Persian, andit has not been bettered in twenty-five centuries, if you 
would rear men. It means simplicity, self-control, courage, and 
honesty in thought and action. Tothese add gentleness, modesty, 
candor, and manly purity, and behold the man, It could not but 
be, then, that he was superior to every circumstance, At the head 
of a matchless army, in the midst of the mad rush and whirl and 
roar of battle, in the supreme hour of victory, hearing the tramp 
‘and shouts of his victorious legions in that grand triumphal 
review, as President of the great Republic, as the honored guest 
of flattering sovereigns, it was always the quiet, self-contained 
man; always the strong soul which calmly rested upon itself, 
whose virtue and courage was uniform and fixed, because it looked 
for approbation only from Him who is the same yesterday, to-day, 
and forever. 

I pass over the glorious period, Mr. President, when all the 
world was at his feet, when there seemed no honor too high for 
him, a period which could only be described by an Iliad, to a still 
more heroic and deeply interesting period of his life. When the 
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dark days came, betrayed by false friends, distressed and tortured | 
by incurable disease, grieved by thoughts of the future for those | 


he loved, this sublime soul lost none of its steady radiance and 
shone on through the clouds, as through all the tremendous con- 
trasts of his life, the same. 
Constant as the northern star, 
Of whose true-fix'd and resting quality 
There is no fellow in the firmament. 
Great as he was in the day of his meridian splendor, it was in 

the last sad years of his life that men saw the true stature of his 
soul, the true depth of his heart, Another has said of him that— 


Suffering almost ceaseless pain and with the death shadow upon him, he | 


sat down to write his autoblography for the benefit of his wife. He com- 
plained not at all, and allowed nothing to stand in the way of his work. He | 
wrote on steadily up to the very day of his death, long after the power of 
speech was gone, revising his proofs, correcting his judgments of com- 
manders as new evidence arose, and in the end producing a book which was 
a marvel of simple sincerity and modesty of statement and of a transparent | 


clarity of style. It took rank at once as one of the great martial biographies 
of the world, It redeemed his name and gave his wife acompetency. It was 
a greater deed than the taking of Vicksburg. 
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and labored effort. But he was so constituted, so well balanced, 
that every task was performed with seeming euse. In his make-up 
he might be compared to some exquisitely constructed engine that 
runs without noise and does its work without friction. His great 
achievements were accomplished with so little effort he seemed 
scarcely to realize that he had done anything out of the ordinary. 
I am told by those who know he believed in his great campaigns 
that the work could be done and the result accomplished as readily 
and successfully by many of his subordinates as by himself, and 
so little vanity had he that it was difficult for hitn to understand 
| how it was that he was chosen for the high offices he filled so well. 
I remember, Mr. President, that amongst the rank and file of 
| the Confederate soldiers General Grant occupied a different posi- 
| tion from most of the other Union commanders. Toward some of 
those commanders we entertained feelings of bitterest personal 
hostility. But I think I can safely say no Confederate soldier en- 
tertained any such feeling toward General Grant. The kindness 
and simplicity of his nature, of which I have spoken, seemed to 
have made itself felt even amongst his enemies. We felt that 


In those long hours, laborious days and sleepless nights, his | there was no hatred in his breast nor enmity in his soul against 


thoughts went out from the lonely summit of Mount McGregor to 
the divided nation. His soul brooded over the problem and with 
the Angel of Death waiting at his side, his words of peace and gen- 


tleness and reconciliation were those of a man standing in the | 


presence of his God. 
position to the Union, and now he sought to reunite and compact 
forever into patriotic brotherhood those who had followed and 
those who had opposed him. Hardly had the roar of the last gun 
at Appomattox died away among the Virginia hills when it was 
seen that this was the second great purpose of his soul. He 
thought of the poverty and helplessness of the gaunt and ragged 
heroes who had fought to the last, and he sought to relieve their 
hard condition; and from the bitterness of those who knew war 
only afar off he protected them when their only shield was his 
word, and they found it sufficient. 

So begun, the glorious work was completed from Mount Mc- 
Gregor, and when men read his last words, ‘‘I feel that we are on 
the eve of a new era, when there is to be great harmony between 
the Federal and the Confederate. Ican not stay to be a living 
witness to the correctness of this prophecy; but I feel it within 
me that it is to be so, The universally kind feeling expressed for 
me at a time when it was supposed that each day would prove my 
last seemed to me the beginning of the answer to ‘Let us have 

yeace,’”’ all hearts were touched and softened. Like a prayer, 
ike a prophecy, like a benediction, those words came from lips 
ionahel by the hand of God. 

In the years to come young and ardent spirits looking upon this 
statue will stand in awe of the arms of the great military hero, 
yet the thoughtful man, the lover of his country, will see and re- 
vere the greater and more noble patriot who abhorred war, who 
loved peace, and with his dying words reunited the hearts of his 
countrymen, and gave them an immortal and perpetual inspira- 
tion of fraternal love and patriotism. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, in one respect.it has always 
seemed to me that the historians and biographers have been un- 
kind to Washington. They have portrayed him to us as one 
apart from us, as one created in a different mold, as an exalted 
being free from those weaknesses and frailties which characterize 
the ordinary man. I know now that this is not the truth. But 
the impressions which were instilled into my youthful mind can 
not be eradicated, and I shall ever regard Washington as aman 
different from all other men, and the sentiments his memory in- 
spire are those of reverence and adoration rather than of love and 
affection. 

Not so with Grant, Mr. President. I can only give my own 
impressions of him, and I do not intend to institute any compari- 
son between him and Washington. To me he has always seemed 
one of us—a man among men, withalla man’s faults, but with more 
than one man’s share of virtues. It may be because he is nearer 
to us,a partof ourowntime. Washington has always embodied to 
me the idea of justice and right. In Grant I have always felt 
that justice was largely tempered with mercy and kindness. In 
all his dealings with men he seemed most considerate of those 
shortcomings and faults which are a part of human nature. 

Mr. President, I have always been impressed with the grand 
simplicity and kindliness of his nature. He was, if I understand 
his character, as unostentatious and unassuming as it was possi- 
ble for a self-respecting gentleman to be. And his loyalty to his 
friends and to those who trusted him was beautiful in the ex- 
treme. This part of his character may have often led him into 
mistakes, but it isa quality which all mustadmire. Show me the 
man, Mr. President, who is loyal to his friends, and I will show you 
a man who is true to the core and is loyal and honest in all other 
relations, both private and public. 

General Grant, if I read his character correctly, was a man who 
almost unconsciously did the right thing at the righttime. Some 
men who are really great accomplish their work only after great 


He had broken and destroyed all armed op- | 


us, and we thought he was fighting us because he felt it was the 
right thing to do under the existing circumstances, just as we 
were fighting because we believed we had the right on our side, 
I do not mean that we then entertained kindly or friendly feelings 
for him, but we esteemed him, and there was no bitterness in our 
hearts for him. But for many years past the sentiments of the 


_ex-Gonfederates and the Southern people toward the memory of 
| this truly great man have gradually changed from those of com- 


|/ man and one man alone, our immortal Lee. 





| here? 
/a mighty and devoted army and a great people whom he could 


| tederates, but of the victorious North rested with him. 


parative indifference to warm affection and esteem. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood, Mr. President. He does not 
occupy every niche and corner of our hearts. There is in the 
heart of every Confederate soldier, as there will be in the hearts 
of our children and our children’s children, an inner chamber— 
a sanctuary of sanctuaries—sacred to the memory and name of one 
You on the other 
We love him be- 
incarnation of our cause and because he 
suffered with us and for us. We love himasno other people ever 
loved aman before. We love him in sorrow, we love him with a 
love purified by suffering and chastened by defeat, with a love 


side would think less of us if it were not so. 
cause he was the ver 


| which “ passeth all understanding” and defies all power of expres- 


sion or description. 

Mr. President, I think General Grant first found his way into 
the hearts of the Confederates when we came to understand and 
appreciate his conduct at Appomattox. 

In the life of every nation there comes a time when its fortune 
and destiny lie in the hands of one all-powerful man. That time 
came to this country when Lee surrendered to Grant. The war 
had been inaugurated to save and restore the Union, but in the 
bitterness engendered by the long contest the views of many of 
the Northern leaders had changed. When the end finally came, 


| the question was, How were the Southern States to be treated? 


were o~ to be treated as conquered territory and their people 
subjected to confiscation and punishment, or were they to be 
brought back into their proper placesin the Union? It is to bere- 
membered that in all previous civil wars, even amongst our Anglo- 
Saxon ancestors, the victors had imposed upon the vanquished the 
severest punishment. Such conflicts had always ended in execu- 
tions, exiles,and imprisonment. Was sucha policy to be pursued 
The issue rested with General Grant. He behind him 


The fate not only of the defeated Con- 
If he had 
raised the cry of treason and demanded that Confederate blood, 
which had watered every hill and valley and mountain side in the 
South, should still flow as an expiation and in ignominy and dis- 

race, who could have stayed his hand? As we now know, the 
fife of the great Lincoln was ane its close and there was no 
other man in all the land that could have successfully opposed 
Grant in any course he might have chosen to take toward the 
South. 

We all realize now that to the magnanimous spirit shown by 
Grant, the liberal terms granted to Lee and his men, and the sen- 
timents instilled into the Army and people of the North by their 
great commander is greatly due the speedy and happy restoration 
of the Union, and for this we love and esteem him. Ido not know, 
Mr. President, that Grant reasoned out these things at that time. 
Doubtless he did, but it is more pleasing to me to believe that his 
conduct and course on that great occasion were dictated by his 
heart. I know, Mr. President, that when he rode dut that morn- 
ing to accept the surrender of the knightliest soldier the world 
has ever known he was not filled with thoughts of his own glory 
and his own t achievements. On the contrary, I believe his 
heart was full of sympathy for the agony of his great antagonist, 
and that in every starved and ragged Confederate he saw an hon- 
ored brother in arms and a fellow-citizen of a common country, 
Verily the glory of all his great victories pales into insignificance 


sway and bend at will. 
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before the glory of his chivalrous conduct on that eventful occa- 


sion. ey 

Mr. President, I do not think of him so much as a great com- | 
mander, nor as President of this country, nor as in his time the 
foremost man of the world. I prefer now to remember him as 
the galiant soldier, the simple, kind-hearted, honorable gentleman, 
the friend of Lee, and the defender and protector of the Confed- 
erate soldiers when they sorely needed such a friend and pro- 
tector; and it is as a private from the Confederate ranks, as one 
who believed in the justice and righteousness of its cause, that I 
now pay this tribute to his memory. : 

Mr. PERKINS, Mr. President, the statue which is accepted 
by us to-day is that of a man who belongs to the whole country. 
No section of our land can claim exclusive right to do him honor. 
He stands, and will always stand, with Washington and Lincoln— 
one of the great Americans, I therefore think it fitting that those 
who are not members of the Grand Army of the Republic, whose 
gift to the nation this statue is, should add their tribute to the 
memory of Ulysses S. Grant. But I may urge my claim to this 
privilegeon an additional ground. Californiais closely connected 
with one period of General Grant's life. He was once an officer of 
a military post in the then forest wilderness of Humboldt County. 
It was there that he entered upon his duties after his first promo- 
tion, and it was thence that he sent the resignation of his com- 
mission as captain in the United States Army. And during the 
war, from which he emerged the greatest military leader of the 
time, it was California to which he looked longingly as a place 
where he desired to pass the remainder of his days. It was Cali- 
fornia, too, which gave to him the first welcome home after what 
was almost a triumphant progress around the world—a welcome 
so heartfelt, so enthusiastic, and so proud that there was left no 
chance to doubt the gratitude and affection of the Republic. 

In his career General Grant exhibited those qualities which are 
ever found in great men whose work lives after them. Patience, 
courage, unselfishness, steadfastness, faithfulness to duty, loyalty 
to ideals, persistence in the effort to accomplish the end in view— 
all were manifested in his lifeand in his works, ‘None are better 
able to attest to the truth of this than his comrades in arms who 
give this statue. 
bodied these very virtues. It is not alone Grant the victorious 
general that the Grand Army of the Republic intends this statue 
to recall. Itisnotsimply the Grantof Donelson and Appomattox. 


To them it were as though the marble itself em- | 


It is the Grant of Mexico and California; of St. Louis and Galena; | 
of Washington, New York,and Mount McGregor. Throughouthis | 


whole career and amid circumstances and experiences varying from 
the peace and calm of tilled fields to the rage and storm of battle 


grounds, there was always found that soldierly quality which | 
shows itself in ability to suffer and todo for duty’s sake, and | 


which appeals particularly to the soldier, but which is not lost | 


upon the men outside the ranks, 

General Grant was not the first or the only one who has had to 
fight his way to an opportunity to make his power for usefulness 
known and recognized; but he was one of the few who, confident 
in themselves, press on in spite of obstacles and discouragement 
and conquer success. No part of his career appeals more to our 


| 


sympathy than that during which he struggled bravely but inef- | 


fectually to provide for his family after his resignation from the 
Army. It was the struggle of a loyal and courageous man—of a 
man loyal to those who trusted in him and courageous in the face 
of a world which seemed to be his enemy. 
was not defeated. His face was always to the front, and he was 
always ready for advance. 
war. 
Army of which he was in a few years to be the head. But the 
foothold secured, the qualities which he possessed rendered the 
subsequent course of his career certain. 


Though checked, he | 


His opportunity came with the civil | 
It was with difficulty that he secured a foothold in that | 


} 


There was work for | 


honest, loyal, earnest, and conscientious men to do, and he was | 


one of those in whom these qualities were notable. 


vation of the Union. 

Rank was not desired for its political or social prestige, but that 
he might have more freedom to exercise all his powers for the 
nation’s welfare. Donelson and Shiloh were not won through 
pride in gold lace and a delight to be on men’s tongues. They 
were won through an unselfish devotion to duty, which is the sol- 


dier’s highest quality, and an unfaltering determination that such | 


work as lay to his hand should be done. The Grand Army of the 
Republic knows what a leader of that kind means. 


one in the ranks of the veterans of to-day ever hesitated to go 
where Grant showed the way. The men who gained Vicksburg 
for him and who followed him through the Wilderness, leaving a 
trail of blood behind, had imbibed his unselfish loyalty, his per- 
sistence in a high aim, and his realization of the character and 
magnitude of the issue, They were brave men, as he was a brave 
leader, and that bravery was no more conspicuously shown than 
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v It knows that | 
such a leader is an army in himself, and under him thousands of | 
comrades went willingly to their death believing in him, and not | 


With him it | 
was not a question of military glory; it was a question of preser- | 








--_ e 
odd © l 
at Appomattox, where his dismissal of the Confederate soldiers to 
their homes won a greater victory than any he had gained in the 
field by force of arms, 

The terms granted the oppesing army upon surrender, that 
“each officer and man will be allowed to return to their homes, 
not to be disturbed by the United States authority so long as they 
observe their parole and the laws in force where they reside,” and 
the further provision releasing all c'aim on the captured horses 
that the animals might be used in the cultivati 


n of the owners’ 


farms, marked the human, tender spirit of the man of war. 
General Lee’s prediction that ‘‘ this will have a most h ippy 
effect upon my army” was fully realized. It was the last, the 


greatest, and the decisive victory of the long struggle. Ly none 
except by a man having the highest human cualities could such 
a victory have been won. 

Twice after the close of the civil war General Grant was called 
to the highest place within the gift of the people. As President 
he entered upon asphereof life which was strangetohim, Trained 
in youth to be a soldier, and his later experience being that of 
camps and battlefields, he shrank not from the cares, the toils, the 
thanklesslabors of the Chief Magistrate of the nation. He brought 
to his new station the same conscientiousness, the same steadfast- 
ness, the same devotion to duty that had distinguished him asa 
soldier, and with them thesoldier’s courageand directness, Though 
Without political training, he became the head of a party, and in- 
spired within it the same loyalty to himself which had been mani- 
fested by the Army under his command. As there had been sol- 
diers who would have marched with him into any danger, so were 
there political followers who would stand with him against all 
odds. He was still the man of Shiloh and of Chattanooga, though 
the battles weve fought with ballots and not with bullets. 

But in no period of his life was his greatness so conspicuous as 
in those years when he had thought his labors would be ended, 
He had fought a great fight and had been victorious. He had 
served the people as their highest representative, and had returned 
to private life bearing with him their love and confidence, which it 
was notin his nature to betray. He looked forward to a calm 
en ,oyment of a well-earned rest. But, as we know, misfortune 
came—a double misfortune—wrecking fortune and bringing death 
suddenly near. Stripping himself of everything for honor's sake, 
he began anew, with the soldier's courage, to build up a support 
for those he loved and trusted and who depended on him. Searcely 
bad he commenced when he learned that his days were numbered, 
But what he had set his hand to do must be done, and despite 
physical and mental agony he pressed on. 

It was again the Wilderness in another guise, and, like the 
Wilderness, the struggles led to victory. When he was carried to 
Mount McGregor he had performed his work, but he had few 
days to live; yet in those few days shone out as never before the 
greatness of the man. His last thoughts were of that union and 
peace which he so earnestly desired for the country he loved so 
well—peace and happiness and concord among all men within its 
borders; union of all the interests, ambitions, and desires of all 
the people from ocean to ocean, And he spoke of no one but asa 
friend. The fierce enmities engendered by political war and civil 
conflicts had no place in his mind. All were forgiven and for- 
gotten, and he died with his heart filled with love for those who 
had despitefully used him, Who, who'shall say that his greatest 
victory was not won on the summit of Mount McGregor? 

To the members of the Grand Army of the Republic belongs the 
high honor of having served under the command of Ulysses $, 
Grant. But now not only they but every American is under the 
command of that great general's precept and example, and as long 
as we yield obedience so long will the Republic mark the furthest 
limit of human progress. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, the plowshare of the husband- 
man has obliterated from the bosom of mother earth most of the 
scars of the civil war, and the art of the landscape gardener has 
transformed the grim outlines of many of our domestic battlefields, 
on which brother contendedagainst brother,into beautiful pleasure 
parks in which all may meet to do homage to American valor 
there displayed on both sides in that great conflict. This phys- 
ical transformation has but followed and does but typify the trans 
formation which has taken place in the feelings of the people of 
both sections of our common country. 

The wounds in their hearts, more enduring even than those in- 
flicted on physical nature by pick and spade and shot and shell, 
which long marred our national life, have also happily disap- 
peared. Suchas had not been softened and assuaged by the hand 
of time to the point of obliteration were suddenly healed by the 
crisis which came on the country two years ago, not great in it- 
self, but so moving and compelling in its influence that it loosed 
the springs of patriotism in every heart and swept away, as if by 
magic, the brooding memories of thirty-five years, never, I hope, 
to return again. 

We live now in the vital, throbbing, arduous duties of the pres- 
ent day, not forgetting the past or the memories of valorous 
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achievements which it carries for men of both sections, but hold- 
ing them rather as an incentive and spur to patriotic endeavor in 
behalf of a country united not in name alone, but in the very 
hearts of a brave, generous, sympathetic people. It is peculiarly 
fitting that such a time should have been chosen by his comrades 
of the Grand Army of the Republic to erect in our national Ro- 


tunda, where it may be seen by all men for all time, the magnifi- | 


cent statue which we have seen this day of the great silent soidier 
who sleeps on the banks of the Hudson. 

As he was first in war, so was he first in peace. As he struck 
the hardest blows in conflict, so was his the hand to pour the heal- 
ing balm when the conflict was over. The passions of the hour 
took possession of other men and couaperted them, but he never 
forgot through it all that it was his brothers against whom he had 
been compelled to draw his sword. He said to General Lie at 
Appomattox, after the preliminaries of the surrender of the Army 
of Northern Virginia had been agreed on: 

I will instruct my paroling officers that the enlisted men of your cavalry 
and artiliery who own their horses shall be permitted to retain them, just as 
the officers do theirs. They will need them for their spring plowing and 
farm work. 

Twenty years later, his life work over, as he stood at bay con- 
fronted by his on'y conqueror, his thoughts reverted to the dark 
days through which the country had passed, and his last message 
to the American people was one of thankiulness that he had been 
spared long enough to enable him to see for himself the happy 
harmony which had so suddenly sprung up between those engaged 
but a few years before in deadly conflict. These two expressions— 
the one made in the flush of health and in the moment of supreme 
victory; the other in the solemn hour, when, sick and dispirited, 
he was closing his account with the world—mark the spirit which 
at all times animated the great heart of this great patriot, soldier, 
and statesman; and because of that fact the heart of this nation 
responds to-day in sympathetic approval of this memorial to his 
achievements and his virtues as it would not respond for any 
other man, however eminent in war or peace, in the history of our 
country. 

Although only an obscure young man in his day, I knew him 
very well and received many characteristic kindnesses at his 
hands. 1am proud to have the opportunity now to lay an hum- 
ble wreath on his tomb and to assist in voicing the universal 
sentiment in grateful remembrance of the virtues exhibited by 
him and the great services rendered by him in the service of the 
nation. 

Mr. President, this is neither the time nor the place to engage 
in a critical examination of the military career of General Grant, 
nor to claim for him over his contemporaries on either side suprem- 
acy asa commander. Time would not suffice for the one and the 
occasion is inopportune for the other. But that he was a great 
commander, ranking with the greatest in either ancient or mod- 
ern history, all who are familiar with his campaigns must admit. 
If | were to assign him a rank among the world's great solders, I 
should say that he wasa Moltke and a Wellington combined in 
one. 

He planned his campaigns with all the care and precision of the 
former, and followed them up with all the stubborn persistency of 
the latter. It has been said of him that he was “ direct as a thun- 
derbolt, tenacious asa bull dog,” and such, indeed, was the fact. 
He had the faculty of seeing clearly where he could strike most 
effectively, and having seen his objective, nothing was permitted 
to divert him from detivering the blow with all the strength at his 
command, Although not a student of military history or versed 
in the art of war, I have been struck with one marvelous fact in 
reading the campaigns of General Grant, and that is that he was 
never balked of his ultimate purpose in any of them and that he 
was but rarely checked. In confirmation of this fact, I beg to 
refer very briefly to some of the results achieved by him; but [do 
this in no invidious spirit, and I am certain that all who hear me 
will acquit me of a purpose to wound tender susceptibilities or to 
violate in any degree the proprieties which should mark this 
memorable occasion. 

He undertook to open up the Tennessee River in the Middle 
West and to force back the frontiers of the Confederacy to the 
northern line of Alabama and Mississippi. He accomplished this 
in a ser’es of engagements so brilliant and successful that im- 
mediately he became the military idol of the North. His work 
there was never undone at any period during the continuance of 
the war. He next undertook to cut the Confederacy in two on 
the line of the Mississippi River. How he accomplished this, 
fighting and defeating his adversaries in detail, crowning his 
work with the capture of Vicksburg and the army of General 
Pemberton, which he had forced within the defenses of that city, 
is a twice-told tale which I need not repeat. 

His final and crowning task was the defeat and capture of the 
Army of Northern Virginia. His victories in the South and West 
had made this possible. He had sapped the reserve strength of 
that army and destroyed its recuperative powers, Henceforth 
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his objective was General Lee and his army.and this objective he 
pursued relentlessly and persistently, sometimes checked but never 
turned aside, sometimessuifering terrific loss, as might be expected 
from such an adversary, but always advancing in the accomplish- 
ment of his purpose, until finally he received the surrender of that 
great soldier, thereby bringing the war to a close and resvoring 
the blessings of peace to his desolated country. He did’his work 
well, and it is now seen and admitted by ail, I imagine, that it is 
well he did his work well. 

Mr. President, I shall not stop now to show how the work of 
the soldier was supplemented by that of the statesman. To do so 
would open up a field of investigation too extensive to be entered 
on here and now. It is sufficient to say that the old commander 
brought to the performance of his civil functions the same clear- 
ness and singleness of thought and the sume tenacity of purpose 
that had always characterized his military operations, and if we 
are strong to-day where before we were weak, and if concord has 
succeeded discord in the hearts of our people, it is attributable 
largely to his wisdom and courage as a statesman, and to his 
broad and generous influence in softening the asperities which 
followed the close of the civil war. That he made mistakes may 
be admitted. Who has not? But his reputation is safe, and it 
will last as long as the Amer can Republic endures. 

This memorial which we have received from his comrades is 
useful and valuable in that it gratifics their desire to mark and 
honor his achievements and in that it presents to his countrymen 
in visible form, to move and inspire them, the personality of one 
of our greatest national characters. But it is not needed for ‘his 
fame. Far fromit. The corroding tooth of time will wear away 


| and destroy brass and marble, but so long as history endures and 


virtue is honored in the land he served so well the name and fame 

of Ulysses S. Grant as patriot, soldier, and statesman will find a 

memorial in the hearts of his proud and grateful countrymen 

phen neither time nor any of its vicissitudes can wear away or 
estroy. 

Mr. President, on the death of General Grant, Gen. Samuel S. 
Burdett, of the city of Washington, then the commander in chief 
of the Grand Army of the Kepullic and now the chairman of 
the committee of that organization participating in these cere- 
monies. issued an order expressive of the sense of himself and his 
comrades on the happening of that sad and desolating event, That 
order is found in the published proceedings of the Twentieth An- 
nual Encampment. It is a chaste but moving and eloquent tribute 
to the heroic dead, and as that fraternal and patriotic organiza- 
tion has been silent thus far in these proceedings, save in its letter 
presenting this statue to the nation, I send the order of General 
Burdett to the Secretary’s desk and ask that it may be read asa 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


General Orders, No. 3. 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 1885. 


Expressing the profound grief of his comrades every where, the commander 
in chief periorms the duty of tormally announcing the death of Comrade 
Ulysses 8S. Grant, late a member of George G. Meade Post, No. 1, Department 
of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, which occurred at Mount Mc- 
Gregor, New York, on the 23d instant at 8 o'clock and 9 minutes a. m. 
Comrade Grant was born at Point Pleasant, Ohio, April 27, 1822; entered 
the United States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., July 1, 1839, and 
was graduated therefrom and appointed brevet second lieutenant, Fourth 
Infantry, | 1, 1843; promoted second lieutenant September 30, 1845; bre- 
vetted first lieutenant September 8, 1847, for gallant and meritorious con- 
duct inthe battle of Molino del Rey, Mexico. and captain September 13, 1847, 
for gallant conduct at Chapultepec: promoted first lieutenant September 16, 
1847, and captain August 5, 1853; resigned July 31, 1854. 

(pon the breaking out of the war of the rebellion he offered his services 
to his country without condition, and was commissioned colonel Twenty-first 
Illinois Volunteers, June 15, 1861; brigadier general, August 5, 1861; major- 
general, United States Volunteers, February 16, 1862: major-general, United 
States Army, July 4, 1863; Lieutenant General, March 2, 1804: and ¢ ieneral, July 


The Secretary will read as re- 


25, 1866, which last commission he he!d until vacated, March 4, 1869, by reason 
of his inauguration as President of the United States. 

Upon the demand of his grateful countrymen he was, on March 3, 1885, 
again made General United States Army (retired), end so died, as was most 
fitting, with the harness of his country upon him. 

He bore the commission of the United States in active service for nineteen 
years; for seven years he was in the presence of actual war. 

Measured by the number of engagements in which he ‘ticipated; by 
the physical difficulties met and overcome: by the numbers engaged in 
actual battle under hisleadership; by his masterly comprehension and quick 
adaptation of the changing and theretofore untried conditions resulting 
from improvements in arms; by the vastness of his strategic combinations 
he wisely conceived and successfully guided, and by the results achieved for 
his country, for his countrymen, for liberty and law everywhere, he was the 
peerless soldier of his own age and without a superior in any other. 

His title to a high place among the statesmen of all time was established 
by the supreme wisdom which in the day of final triumph dictated those 
terms of surrender which in the compass of an hour well-nigh healed the 
wounds of four years of war. z 
Called by the imperative voice of his fello 7-citizens to the office of Presi- 
dent of the United States, for eight years he stood in their chief place and, 
surrendering then his trust, left to his successor a country which in every 
element of present strength and promise of future prosperity and glory sur- 
passed the am'of the most sanguine. 


Seeking in travel abroad the rest and recreation he had so well earned, 
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with only the title of American citizen tocommend him, the great in station, 


in learning, and in achievement of every land sought to do him honor, whilst 
the humble, crowding his pathway, invoked for him the blessing which their 
empty hands could not bestow. : 

‘he chief citizen of a Christian land, he adorned the greatness of his pub- 
lic life by the practice of those simple virtues which is the fulfillment of the 


“The sunctities of home—the chief pillars of our State—found in him devout 
observance. In other days the mothers of the land builded altars to such 
e.° 

Oe iy marching over the road where only his footprints linger, and 
toward the goal he has now reachec, his comrades of the Grand Army make 
to his memory this their last fraternal salutation. 

It is recommended to department commanders that a day be announced 
in orders upon which the posts in their several jurisdictions may meet in 


open session or otherwise, that each comrade may have opportunity to pay | 


the tribute of respect his full heart prompts. 

Let the colors at national and department headquarters and of the posts 
be draped, and the usual badge of mourning be worn by all comrades for sixty 
days. 

By command of 8. S. Burdett, commander in chief: 

JOHN CAMERON, Adjutant-General. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, public joint resolution No. 34, 
approved by the President August 14, 1890, recites the desire of 
the posts of the Grand Army of the Republic to testify their 
affectionate and patriotic regard for their late comrade, Gen. 
Ulysses 5. Grant, by presenting a marble statue of General Grant 
to the Congress of the United States, to be placed in the Capitol 
of the nation. In sympathy with that patriotic desire it was pro- 
vided by the resolut:on— 

That a statue in marble, with a proper pedestal, of the late Gen. Ulysses 
S. Grant, tendered by the national encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, shall be received and erected in the Capitol of the United States, 
and shall thereupon become the proeenty of the United States: Provided, 


That the design of such statue and pedestal shall first be submitted to and 
receive the approval of the Joint Committee on the Library. 


By unanimous consent, we to-day lay aside the unfinished busi- 
ness of the tenate to formally accept the statue presented to 
Congress in pursuance of the resolution adopted ten years ago. 

This tribute of respect to the memory of the ‘‘great com- 
mander” of the Union armies in the war of the rebellion very 
appropriately comes to the nation as the offering of the survivors 
of the mighty armies directed by him in the most deplorable and 
the most destructive war the world has ever known. ‘To recount 
the actions and the achievements which gave to the name of 
Ulysses 8. Grant a guaranty ot imperishable renown would involve 
a mere recital of historical facts known to the whole civilized 
world. In the dreadful struggle of war and during the period of 
tempestuous passion following the return of peace every phase of 
the character ot General Grant was tested in the crucible of fierce, 
hostile, and merciless criticism. 

Men of all parties and from all sections of our reunited country 
now agree with one accord that his character has emerged from 
that test unalloyed by any base or unworthy e!ement. Without 
note of discord from any source, we accept the gift of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and assign to the statue of General Grant 
a merited place under the Dome of the Capitol of the nation his 
vaior and devotion so materially aided in preserving united, un- 
der the Constitution framed by our fathers. As visiting delega- 
tions of the present and coming generations pass under the great 
central Dome of this Capitol, the splendid marble statue o! the 
generous victor of Appomattox there standing will recall to them 
heroic deeds of war and distinguished service in civil life, per- 
formed with dauntless courage and unaffected simplicity. 

The sculptor could not select from the galaxy of our great men, 
living or dead, a subject better suited to illustrate simplicity. 
directness, truthfulness, bravery, and lofty courage than is found 
in the features, the life, and the achievements of General Grant. 
Unaffected as a child, incapable of telling or acting a lie, wholly 
without knowledge of physical fear, and possessed of courage to 
follow the path of duty through pitiless storms of passion and evil 
report, this remarkable man acquired and will ever hold the affec- 
tionate regard of his countrymen. In a special manner his name 
and fame will always be treasured by the members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic and their descendants. To the Grand 
Army man Grant was a comrade, an associate, and a friend. 
His name is to his comrades in arms consecrated by the memory 
of common dangers, triais, and sufferings. 

To those of our brethren who wore the gray, recollection of his 
relentless action on the field of battle was obliterated by his chiv- 
alrous generosity at the dawn of peace. Compelled to plead for 
peace through the dreadful logic of the cannon s mouth, General 
Grant sought to relieve his antagonist from any sense of personal 
humiliation in the hour of defeat. To his generous impulse as 


_— as his valor we owe the speedy reunion of the once warring 
es. 


With the cause of sectional discord removed, we now enjoy the | 


blessings of a union based on mutual respect and affection. As 
the centuries come and go, the lessons of our civil war will remain 
to admonish each succeeding generation that through the ways of 
ae alone can vexed problems be worked out in the United 

tates. As long as the history of that war remains to tell of the 
sacrifice of life and treasure, of broken hearts and ruined homes, 
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our children and their children, North and South, E: 
will abide together in peace and unity. 

Charity and forbearance will always avert resort to arms. As 
we now accept the statue of our distinguished countryman, it 
surely the fervent prayer of all that Ulysses S. Grant may be r 
corded by the world’s historian as the last commander of Federal 
armies during a civil war in the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, | knew nothing of this servi 
until perhaps an hour or more ago, and it might be we!l for me, 
if I consulted my own interest, to permit the occa: 


ist and West, 


on to pass in 


silence. Yet as an humble soldier, who servedin the ranks under 
General Grant at atime beiore he had risen to national. fame. 
and as a member of the Grand Army of the Republic, | feel that 


1 ought not to let this opportunity pass without dropping 
observation. It was my itortune to know General Grant as 
private soldier of tender years would know the distinguished 
commander of the army of which he was a part. 

Mr. President, Grant wis an ideal soldier. He was not an im 
pulsive man. He was 2 man of deliberation, of conviction. and 
judgment, and what ver he conceived to be his duty he did, re 
gardless of all obstacles that might be thrown in his way and 
regardless of all persuasion to the contrary. It must be remem 
bered, in considering the character and lite of this eminent citi 
zen of our Republic, that he had the rare faculty of calling to his 
assistance and gaining the conficence of the ablest men in his 
army. Sherman, Thomas, Sheridan, the Smiths, Logan, all serv- 
ing in the West-rn ariny. were his devoted friends, and carried 
his orders inio execution with unerring accuracy. Whatever mis 
takes they nay have mae, those mistakes were looked upon in a 
kind]y spirit by the commander in chief. It is due, perhaps, to 
this fact as much as toanvthing «lse that General Grant gained the 
reputation throughout the nation and throughout the world of 
never seeing any fau ts in his f:iends. 

Concerning his civil career | know no more than any other citi 
zen who read of hisadministration of the Governimentas its Pres- 
ident for two successive terms. Asa military man he was in my 
judgment agenius. Napoleon, I think, is accredited | y the intel 
lectual and the military world with be ng perhaps the most bril- 
liant of all the military chieitains produced in ancient or modern 
times, but Napo eon made his mistakes. When Napoleon went 
south of the Pyrenees Mountains and invaded “pain it was a mili- 
tary mistuke, and the world now recognizes that fact. When he 
left the proper scene of action ani invaded Moscow it was a mistake 
that cost him isolation und deathat St. biel if men are to be 
tested in this world by success, Grant was u greater military chief 
tain than Napoleon, 

When Grant, in commant of the western army, sought to re- 
duce Vicksburg, in which others had failed, he did not invade it 
from the norih, but, passing ov the west bank of the Mississippi 
River down to the little town of Bruins urg, below Port Gibson, 
he there crossed his troops and his trains, and there severed his 
communication with the author ties at Washington. Between 
Port Gibson and Jackson and Vicksburg Grant wedged his army 
between those of Johnston and Pembertonanud Gardner. Fighting 
in the rear of Port Gibson, he soon drove Gardner back into his 
fortifications, and then, moving with unusual celerity to Jackson 
the capital of Mississippi—he there engaged Johnston and drove 
him east of the Pearl River. Without waiting for his troops to 
rest more than an hour he retraced his steps, and, mecting Pem- 
berton at Champion Hill. he defeated him, driving him west of 
the Black River and finally into Vicksburg, which culminated in 
a surrender onthe 4th of July follow ng. In my judgment no 
other genera! who lived and took part inthe great civil war could 
have accomplished that great feat. Against Napoleon's mistake 
in Spain, Graut met with victory in his first effort to crush out 
the Confederacy along the Mississippi River. 

From that grew his fame, and his services were demanded to 
take command of the Army of the Potomac. When he took com- 
mand of that maxnificent army that had been mustered and 
drilled by McClellan and other military chieftains of great rr 
nown, failure was predicted. Yet with good judgment and indom 
itable courage he fought the wonderful battle of the Wilder- 
ness, forcing Lee back slowly, but nevertheless surely; then 
Spottsylvania: then Cold Harbor. Then came that which aston- 
ished the authorities at Washington: he passed south of the James 
River, leaving but a few men between Washington and Rich- 
mond, and laid siege to Petersburg, which resulted in the com- 
plete rout in the course of time of Lee's army and the surrender 
at Appomattox. ‘Lhose two campaigns, in my judgment, stamp 
him as a military genius who far outshines any man in modern 
times. 

Mr. President, General Grant was a kindly disposed man. He 
was generous and magnanimous to his subordinate commanders. 
He was always just to his soldiers, He was not a martinet. He 
was never on parade. He waseasily approachable by the humblest 
man inthe ranks. He listened with patience to any complaint 
made tohim. He had it in his power when he rose to the com- 
mand of the Army in chief to crush out subordinate commanders, 


an 
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His generosity to Thomas at Chattanooga stamped him, Mr. 
President, not only as a great military chieftain, but as a most 
generous and manly man, for when sent to take charge of the 
Army, he did not remove that great soldier, but, inspired by him, 
Thomas led his forces out of Chattanooga, and the wonderful bat- 
tle or series of battles at Missionary Ridge ensued, with victory 
to our cause, 

So I might, if the time would warrant and the occasion permit, 
point out instance after instance of the singular generosity and 
magnanimity of this great chieftain of ours, whose memory we 
commemorate at this time and whose statue we accept to be placed 
in this Capitol. But above all and beyond all Grant was a hu- 
manitarian. In war imagination becomes inflamed and i 


speak harshly of those in authority; and yet Grant lived long | 


enough to demonstrate to those whom he was compelled to con- 
front in grim-visaged war for over five years of our national ex- 
istence that he was their devoted friend in time of need. In all 
the annals of warfare there can not be found a more generous or 
humane action than the orders of Grant at the close of the cam- 
paign and the surrender at Appomattox. All these things stamp 
him, in my judgment, as one of the greatest men of the age. 

I do not believe it is given to one man to know all things; I do 
not believe it is given to one man to be a great statesman and at 
the same time a great soldier; and yet, perhaps more nearly than 
any other man we have produced in this country, General Grant 
blended those qualities. He was not, Mr. President, ferocious in 
his nature, He was as mild as a woman, kindly to the faults of 
others, disposed to make life’s pathway as smooth as possible. He 
was not unjust or ungenerous to his soldiers, 
them to go where he did not lead. 


Mr. President, in all the singular career of this great military 


star of the Western Hemisphere he did not forget the lesson so 
splendidly taught by Gray: 
The boast of heraldry, the pomp of pow’r, 
And all that beauty, all that wealth c’er gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour— 
The paths of glory lead but to the grave. 

Grant knew the great truths contained in that stanza. He 
knew—as we al) know, as the world knows—that all these serv- 
ices rendered in behalf of humanity, sometimes unpleasant as 
they are, all lead in the performance of our duty to the mysterious 
realm to which we are ail rapidly hastening. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow ninaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution extending the thanks of Congress to the 
Grand Army of the Republic for the statue of Gen. Ulysses 38. 
Grant; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, May 19, 1900. 

Resolved by the Howse of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of Congress be given to the Grand Army of the Republic for the statue 
of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted and placed in the Capitol, and that 
a copy of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, be forwarded to the chairman of the com- 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic on the Grant memorial. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate concur in the 
resolutions of the House of Representatives. 

The resolutions were unanimously concurred in, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
that I presented at the beginning of these proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
Intions are withdrawn. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 48 minutes 
p- —— Senate adjourned until Monday, May 21, 1900, at 12 
o'clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 19, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry 
N. Coupen, D, D.: 

O Thou to whom myriads lift their hearts daily in adoration 
and praise, God of our fathers and our God, we come with our 
tribute of praise and gratitude for all the blessings which Thou 
hast bestowed upon us, grateful that we are citizens of the United 
States of America, incomparably ter than all other republics 
upon the face of the fair earth. e remember with fervency all 
the men who under Thy providence conceived, resolved, and main- 
tained it through all its vicissitudes to the present moment—W ash- 
ington, Warren, Adams, Jefferson, Lincoln, Grant, Garfield, and 
that innumerable host who toiled and sacrified even unto death 


He did not ask | 


I ask leave to withdraw the resolutions | 


Without objection, the reso- |! 
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that it might live. The splendid gift of the Grand Army of the 
Republic to the nation to-day reminds us of the stalwart, patriotic 
| soldier and statesman to whom the nation owes a debt of grati- 
tude which can never be canceled; gentle yet strong, mild yet 
| aggressive, with indomitable courage and perseverance he moved 
| on to the end a relentless force; yet, generous as he was brave, pa- 
tient as he was courageous, magnanimous as he was bold, he 
| became the man of peace when peace was most needed, an example 
not less to the world than to those he led to victory. 
| Bless, we pray Thee, the widow whom he has left to us. Grant 
| that she may be comforted in these hours by the splendid tribute 
| that his comrades, in their gift to the nation, offer to him, and by 
the memory of his precious life. 

God be with us ever more; guide us as a nation and keep us 
strong and wise and true, an example to the nations of the world, 
| through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
| The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
| 








GAMBLE for ten days, on account of important business, 
GRANT MEMORIAL EXERCISES. 


The committee of the Grand Army of the Republic having in 
charge the presentation of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant to 
the Government of the United States were announced and con- 
ducted to seats prepared for them in front of the Speaker's desk, 

The SPEAKER, A few days ago this great body, without one 
dissenting voice, adopted the resolutions which the Clerk will now 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On April 27: 

“On motion of Mr. McCLEARY, by unanimous consent, ‘Resolved, That the 
| exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance from the Grand Army 
| of the Republic of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant, to be erected in the 

Capitol, be made the special order for Saturday, May 19, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal.’” 
On May 15: 
“ Resolved, That during the exercises on the 19th instant, incident to the 
reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant, the commit- 
| tee of the Grand Army of the Republic on the Grant Memorial, the present 
| commander in chief of the Grand Army of the Republic, the senior vice- 
commander in chief, the junior vice-commander in chief, the surgeon-general, 
the chaplain in chief, the adjutant-general, the quartermaster-general, the 
Snepostey general. the judge-advocate-general, and the senior aid-de-camp 
= oo of staff of the Grand Army of the Republic be admitted to the floor 
of the House.” 


On May 16: 

* Resolved, That during the exercises on the 19th instant, incident to the 
| reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant, the gallery 
on the north side of the House bo set apart and reserved for the guests of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, who shall be admitted thereto by card, 
countersigned by the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives.” 


The SPEAKER... The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota, chairman of the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, 1 send to the Clerk’s desk, to 
| be read, the communication from the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic making this presentation. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the communication to 
the House, 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
COMMITTEE ON GRANT MEMORIAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 19, 1900. 


Str: In accordance with the “ Joint resolution to accept from the national 
| encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic a statue (and pedestal) of 
the late Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant,” approved August 14, 1890, the committee of 
the Grand Army appointed to that end have caused such statue to be exe- 
cuted, and the same is now placed in the Rotunda of the Capitol. 

The statue is an original work modeled by Mr. Franklin Simmons, an 
American artist having his studio in Rome. 

A brief recital of the origin and purpose of this memorial work seems 
yroper. 

Goneral Grant, as were others of the leaders of the Union Armies, includ- 
ing Generals Sherman and Sheridan, was a comrade of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, having been mustered into Meade Post, No. 1, Department of 
| Pennsylvania, on the 16th day of May, 1877. He wore its badge on proper 
occasion, sympathized with its objects, and fraternally mingled with its 
mem DP. 

It was natural, therefore, upon his deceaseat Mount McGregor, New York, 
on the 23d cavet July, 1885, that his comrades of the Grand Army, whilst min- 
gling their grief with that of all of hiscountrymen, should desire, in some spe- 
cial manner, to signalize their personal regard for and devotion to their com- 
rade, and their deepappreciation of the inestimable services he had rendered 
to hiscountry and to hisage. Accordingly, on the 24th of September, 1885, the 
then commander in chief of the Grand Army of the Republic addressed a cir- 
cular to the posts and departments of the order suggesting the creation of a 
fund by voluntary contribution, no more than 15 cents to be received from 
any contributing comrade, for, as stated in the circular, “the erection of a 
monument, which, avoiding all exaggeration or mere motive of Senter. 
be in keeping with the simplicity of the life and character of our great leader; 
of such intrinsic excellence as shall commend it to the care of the nation, and 
thus, through all s g generations, be our memorial as well as a monu- 
ment to his fame.” : 

At the succeeding national encampment the project was laid before it, 
-—_ ney commendation, and steps were taken to facilitate its accom- 

men 
. By directions of succeeding national encampments the work was contin- 
ued until the finished result was brought wi the shelter of the Capitol, 
and is now presented for acceptance. 

The fund contributed for the announced pu represents the offerin 





of more than 70,000 of his comrades, most of whom had served in the field 
| under command. 
later day of peace, 


, and all of whom had hailed him as a comrade in the 
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In their behalf we who now survive commit this semblance of his person | That gentleman was from New England, careful and exa 


seare and keeping of the nation whose walls he helped to make stronger, mee ; . D 
oreo the knowledge that the memories it will invoke are of good will his statements. p ‘ . 
to-day, and will beet concerd through all coming time. os American from farther West, let us say from Ohio, 
very respectiuly | arose. and s . 
_— ' SAMUEL S. BURDETT, eee 
Chairman, | When we are giving boundaries of the United States, w! 
ROBT. B. BEATH, | eyeof prophecy? Here is to the United States, bounded } th ’ 
Secretary, | North Pole, on the south by the South Pole, on the east by t rising of the 
SELDEN CONNOR, | sun, and on the west by the setting thereof. , 
| 


EDMUND 8. GRANT, 
t. A. ALGER, 5 Then a tall, slender gentleman from the breezy 
HORACE 8. CLARK, Ww est, rose and said: 


Committee. 


Hen. DAvip B. HENDERSON, : | When we are indulging in prophecy, why not see with fu prehen . 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. |} ness’ Here is to the United States, unded on the n t Au ' 
Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, I present the resolutions which | Borealis, on the south by the precession of the equinox Naeiaeding. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk primeval chaos, and on the west by the day of judgment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota presents the { Laughter. } 
resolutions which will now be reported to the House. That is a banquet picture, playful, but in a certain sense des 
The Clerk read as follows: tined tc: be true. It is not difficult of belief that the children 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the | children of men now living will see the time when the United 
er Guana om to the Grand Army of the Republic for the statue | States, under the process which I have undertaken to describe, 
of Gen. sses 5. Gis q " PP » "i a m a oe 7 ; 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted and placed in the Capitol, and that | W iil exte nd from pole to pole and from the rising to the setting of 
a copy of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers of the House of the sun. By and by international questions will be settled, as we 
Representatives and the Senate, be forwarded to the chairman of the com |; now sett'e questions between States, by having ar 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic on the Grant Memorial. P ‘ > Ya 


epresentative 
body assembled at some convenient place, as this Congress assem- 
Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, the House of Representatives | bies here, to consider in the forum of peace questions that are in- 
has set aside this day to accept, with proper ceremonial from the | ternational. Then will be realized the dream of the poet, when 
Grand Army of the Republic, a statue of its most distinguished : 
comrade, Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant. The occasion is graced by the 
presence of the lady who was his loved and honored companion 


The war drum beats no longer, 
And the battle flags are furled 
In the parliament of man, 


through life, with her daughter and her granddaughter and grand- The federation of the world. 
son. ee ear aia ; 
The statue, which is in itself a fine piece of art, showing the Thus we see something of the true significance and dignity of 


great military leader in his uniform asa general, is a tribute of the United States of America. The civil war was the supreme 
the affectionate regard of his old companionsinarms. They take | test {odetermine whether “a nation so conceived and so dedicated” 
honest pride in his fame, which is in part theirown, and feel that Could “longer endure.” And every man who had any part, how- 
it is fit and proper that his form and features should be preserved | €VeT humble, in the preservation of that Union is entitled to the 
in marble beneath the Dome of this Capitol. gratitude of the world. Hence the propriety, the eminent pro- 

On this occasion representatives of all parties and sections will P™e'y, of enshrining within this Capitol, the temple of the great 
pay tribute to the memory of the great commander, for we all | P&ctic principle of the representation to which I have alinded,a 
feel that his fame is the common heritage of this nation, and that | Statue of the great commander through whose genius the (non 
in it we can all take pride. was preserved, : anus 

In the spring of 1865 more men moved obedient to the command The statue, worthy alike of the genius which it commemorate 
of General Grant than were commanded by Napoleon in al! his @nd the brave men whose cheerful contributions produced it, wil 
campaigns, from the beginning of his meteoric career, on the | be accepted and it will be preserved in honor through the coming 
plains of Italy and before the pyramids of Egypt, until his sunset Centuries. | Loud applause. | d 
at Waterloo; and the area of Grant’s operations exceeded the area Mr. RICHARDSON, : Mr. Speaker, Ulysses 5. Grant does not 
covered by Napoleon from the vine-clad hills of France to the need a statue in this Capitol or at any other place on earth in 
snowy steppes of Russia. order that his name and fame may be perpetuated. Long after 

But to appreciate the real dignity and worth of General Grant's | the marble figure of him this day presented to the nation shall 
services to mankind, and those of his companions in arms, they | have decayed and disappeared, his deeds will survive and the work 
must be considered in the light of universal history. His genius of his hand be manifest. I believe it is true that history shows 
was exercised to save tothe world its most precious secular pos- that every nation and people and tribe that has gone before us, 
session, I measure my words, sir, when I say that the most valu- 0% that now has an existence, has made a hero, if not an idol, of 
ab'e secular possession of this world to-day is the Union of the | that man who in its great wars has proven himself to be its most 
American States. [Applause.}] Hundreds of thousands of lives successful soldier. Our own Republic is a conspicuous example 
and thousands of millions of treasure have been expended to pre- 0! this historical fact. 


S 
L 


serve it; but in its potency for good to the world itis worth in- When the United States emerged from the war of the Revolu- 
finitely more than it has cost. tion the soldier of that great struggle who had won highest re- 


What is the spectacle which this country presents to the world | 2own was George Washington. ‘The most exalted honor in the 
to-day? Itis that of forty-five little nations, each self-governing | #'! ol his countrymen was immediately and lovingly bestowed 
in all matters pertaining to itself individually, living side by side "PO" him, and he became the first Chief Magistrate. The war of 
in peace; no fortresses on their frontiers; nostanding armies within | |5!2 with Great Britain had its illustrious hero in the person of 
their borders, He who studies history aright will see that this Andrew Jackson, and in due time he received the saiue reward as 
nation is constructed on a great pacific political principle. It is that bestowed upon Washington. The great Indian wars of the 


the practical working out in the affairs of men of the idea which West developed a hero in the person of William Henry Harrison, 
He came eighteen hundred years ago to bring, that of ‘* Peace on whom a generous people raised to the Presidency, 
earth and good will toward men.” The war with Mexico gave the country a President in the per- 


What is that principle? It is the principle of federation based | Sn of General Taylor, The greatest of all our wars, the late war 
upon representation, a principle which had its origin in the for- | between the States, was not an exception to this rule, and likgwise 
ests of Germany, a principle unknown to Asia, unknown to Rome | produced its hero, That hero we here and now delight to honor. 
when she was nistress of the world. It is not only historically true that each of our wars has produced 

The nations of Europe, burdened with the weight of standing | One Soldier who became its most conspicuous figure, but it is 
armies, will yet learn through the example of this country the | farther true that the hero thus developed has each time been re- 
great lesson which it was created to teach. They will disband warded by his appreciative countrymen with the gilt of their 
their armies, tear down their fortresses, and establish the United highest office. 

States of Europe. Already we have the Dominion of Canada| _, The hero of the war between the States was born in Clermont 
framed on the principle of this Government. Australia is just County, Ohio, April 2, 1822. He was of Scotch ancestry, but his 
about to form a government like ours, and the principle is extend- | family had been Americun in all its branches for several genera- 
ing its operation and will yet possess the earth. tions. He was a descendant of Mathew Grant, who arrived at 

On the 4th day of July, 1863, a group of Americans were assem- | Dorchester, Mass., in May, 1630. His father was Jesse R. Grant 
bled in Paris. They were met in honor of the natal day of their | 4224 his mother Hannah Simpson. In the fall of 1825 his parents 
nation. Atthat banquet toasts were proposed. One of the toasts | Temoved to Georgetown, the county seat of Brown County, Ohio. 
was “The United States.” The toastmaster, in presenting it, From an early age until 17 years old he attended the subscription 
said: ; schools of Georgetown, except during the winters of 1836-37 and 

Here is tothe United States, bounded on the north by the British possessions, | 1858-89, which were spent at school in Maysville, Ky., and Ripley, 
bounded on the south— Ohio. 

And, oh, how much that meant— in the spring of 1839, at the age of 17, he was appointed toa 


by Mexico and the Gulf of Mexico, bounded on the cast by the Atlantic, and cadetship in the Military Academy at West Point, and entered 
on the west by the Pacific, a the Academy July 1, 1839, He graduated from the Academy in 








5166 


1848, twenty-first in a class of 39 members. July 1, 1843, he was 
attached to the Fourth United States Infantry as brevet second lieu- 
tenant; was appointed second lieutenant in the Seventh Infantry 
September 30, 1845. During the Mexican war he took part with 
his regiment, the Fourth Infantry, having been transferred to 
that regiment, and was in all the battles fought by Generals Scott 
and Taylor except that of Buena Vista. He was several times 
promoted during the war with Mexico. On the 22d day of August, 
1848, he married Miss Julia Dent, of St. Louis, Mo., and who, 
blessed with long life, honors us with her presence and lends 
queenly grace to this occasion. 

In 1852 his regiment was sent to the Pacific coast, and August 
5, 1843, he was appointed captain. In 1854 he resigned from the 
Army and went to live on a farm near St. Louis,Mo. In 1850 
he removed to Galena, Ill., and became a clerk in his father's 
store. In April, 1861,a{ter President Lincoln's call for troops, he 
presided at a public meeting in Galena, which resulted in the or- 
ganization of a company of volunteers which he drilled and accom- 
— to Springfield, Il. He was employed at once by Governor 
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made a journey into foreign countries, and in all of them visited 
by him he was received with great distinction and pomp by the 
governmentsand peoples. An earnest effort wasmade tonominate 
him fora third term, but it failed. By special act of Congress 
passed March 3, 1885, he was placed as general on the retired list 


| of the Army. 


I have necessarily spoken very briefly of the leading facts in the 
life and career of this truly great American soldier. The most 
extravagant and fulsome eulogy that can possibly be bestowed by 
human lips upon General Grant does not in the slightest degree 
derogate from the pure and matchless fame of the hero and idol 
of those who fought against him, and of all true Confederates, in 
that bloody period during which his marvelous character was 
developed, and which gave him the opportunity to win everlast- 
ing renown. But for the indomitabie courage and va'or of the 


| Confederate soldier there would have been no opportunity for his 


‘ates in the adjutant’s office and appointed mustering officer. | 


May 24, 1861, he offered his services to the National Government 
in a letter he then wrote, but no answer was ever made to it. 

June 17, 1861, he was appointed colonel of the Twenty-first Tlli- 
nois Volunteers, and served until August 7, when he was appointed 
brigadier-general of volunteers by the President. Was assigned 
September 1 to command the district of southeastern Missouri. 
On September 4 he established his headquarters at Cairo, and on 
the 6th captured Paducah, Ky. On the 2d of February, 1862, he 
advanced from Cairo, and on the 6th captured Fort Henry and 
on the 16th Fort Donelson. 


commission dating from February 16, 1862. 
the battle of Shiloh, April 6 and 7, 1862, and was second in coim- 
mand to General Halleck during the advance upon and the siege 
of Corinth. He was placed in command of the district of West 
Tennessee, and in September fought the battle of Iuka, Miss., and 
in October the battie of Corinth. January 29, 1863, he took com- 
mand of the troops on the Mississippi River opposite Vicksburg. 


development and for the proof of his giant strength. 

Asan ex-Confederate soldier I revere his memory and demand, 
and have a just right to demand, to share in the honor and glory 
which cluster like jeweled diadems around his name and render 
him conspicuous above his contemporaries as an American soldier 
and citizen. [Loud applause.] Confederates can and do honor 


| him because in battle he was a foeman worthy of their steel. He 


| iron will, and for this we honored him. 


said on one familiar occasion, ** We will fight it out on this lineif 
it takes all summer.” This sentiment showed his lion heart and 
When the day of Appo- 


| mattox came, and the bravest of the brave under Lee laid down 


their arms forever, he said, ‘‘ Let the men take their horses and 
go to their homes; they will need them with which to raise a crop 


| for the women and children.” 
Soon afterwards he was made a major-general of volunteers. his | 


He commanded at | 


| plause. } 


If many honored him for the one sentiment I have quoted, many 
more loved him for the tenderness he displayed in his victory and 


| for that touch of nature which made them feel that they were 


akin and that their conqueror was a true American soldier. [Ap- 
The magnanimity then displayed by him to the Confed- 


| erates won tor himself from them ther warmest gratitude. His 


After a number of minor engagements with the Confederates | 


in that department, they retired their armies into Vicksburg, and 
that city was besieged by General Grant, and it finally surren- 
dered, July 4, 1863. On that day he was commissioned a major- 
general in the United States Army. In October he was assigned 
to the command of the military division of the Mississippi, which 
included Rosecrans’s army at Chattanooga. He went, to Chatta- 
nooga and commanded in the battle of Missionary Ridge in No- 
vember. For his successes Congress, in December, 1863, passed a 
resolution of thanks to him and the officers and soldiers of his 
command, and presented him with a gold medal. The bill re- 


storing the grade of Lieutenant-General became a law in Febru- | 


ary, 1864, and on March 1 he was nominated for the position and 
was confirmed the succeeding day. 

On March 12 he assumed command of all the armies of the 
United States, and immediately began the plan of campaign that 
kept all the armies in motion until the war ended. About May 4. 


1864, this campaign—the greatest of the war—began, and lasted | 
During | 


until the surrender of the Confederates in April, 1865. 
this period there were fought some of the bloodiest battles in the 
wor.d’s history. On April 9, 1865, the war was virtually closed 
by the surrender of the armies under General Lee at Appomattox, 
Va. On the closing of the war his attention was directed to mus- 
tering out of service the great armies under his command, and 
the disposal of the enormous quantities of stores of the Govern- 
ment. 

In the discharge of his duties he visited different sections of the 
country and was received everywhere with genuine enthusiasm. 
The citizens of Philadelphia presented him with a handsome resi- 
denge in that city; his old neighbors in Galena gave him a pretty 
home in their town; the people of New York presented to him a 
check for a large sum of money; and everywhere there were un- 
mistakable evidences of the high esteem in which he was held. 
In November and December, 1865, he traveled through the South- 
ern States, and made a report to the President upon the condi- 
tions there, 

In May, 1866, he submitted a plan to the Government for the 
reorganization of the Regular Army of the United States, which 
became the basis of reorganization. July 25 Congress passed an 
act creating the grade of General of the Armies of the United 
States, and on the same day he was appointed to this rank, Au- 

st 12, 1867, was appointed by President Johnson Secretary of 

yar ad interim, which position he held until January 14, 1868. 

At the national convention of the Republican party which met 
in Chicago on May 20, 1868, he was unanimously nominated for 
President on the first call of States, and was duly elected in No- 
vember of that year. Was renominated by his party in national 
convention in Philadelphia, June 6, 1872, and was again success- 
ful. He retired from office March 4, 1877, and soon thereafter 


magnanimity will always be remembered by Confederate soldiers 
and will stand conspicuous in history so long as nobility of char- 
acter shall be appreciated by mankind. It was hardly reasonable 


| to expect, when he was called without experience in civil life to 





the highest and most responsible position in the Government, that 
his career would be manhed by that superlative degree of success 
which had added so much luster to his name asasoldier, Yet 
his administration of the office gave satisfaction to the country 
and was so successful that he was indorsed and reelected, as [ 
have already stated. 

During his eight years in the Presidency, legislation was almost 
completed for the restoration of the Southern States to their orig- 
inal positions in the Union, the reunion of the States was about 
perfected, and all sections of the land admitted to full and free 
representation under the Government. Much of the bitterness 
engendered by the war, and which had been left alive at its clos- 
ing, and which was not appreciably diminished during President 
Johnson's term was almost dissipated, certainly much softened 
during his Administration. 

An examination of his state papers will show that he dwelt es- 
pecially upon the duty of paying the national debt in gold and 
returning to specie payments; that he urged upon Congress with 
great zeal a proposition to annex Santo Domingo; that during his 
Administration the ‘‘ Quaker peace commission ” was appointed to 
deal with the Indians, the fifteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was proclaimed, the treaty of Washing- 
ton was negotiated, and, with a subsequent arbitration at Geneva, 
a settlement was provided of the dilticulties relating to the Ala- 
bama claims and the fisheries; that in 1870 and frequently at later 
dates he urged upon Congress the need of reform in the civil 
service. 

His appeal secured the passage of the law of March 8, 1871, under 
which he appointed a Civil Service Commission. This commission 
framed rules, which were approved by the President. They pro- 
vided for open competitive examinations and went into effect 
January 1, 1872, and out of these grew the present civil-service 
rules. One of his most important papers was the message vetoing 
the “inflation bill.” The closing months of his public life cov- 
ered the stormy and exciting period following the Presidential 
election of 1876, when the result, as between Mr. Tilden and Mr, 
Hayes, was so long in doubt. There is scarcely anything, how- 
ever, in any Presidential paper of that period to indicate the great 
peril to the country and the severe strain to which our institu- 
tions were subjected in the memorable contest. 

President Grant died July 23, 1885, at Mount McGregor, New 
York, and his ashes peacefully rest at beautiful Riverside Park 
on the banks of the Hudson River, New York City. His burial 


place is marked by a splendid mausoleum, to which many of his 
admiring countrymen make frequent pi grimage, that they may 
pay loving tribute to his memory and testify afresh their appre- 
[Loud applause. } 


ciation of his heroism and devotion to duty. 





Siar tele eterna 











1900. 





Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, Illinois has the honor of having 
iven Ulysses 8. Grant to the Volunteer Army of the United States. 
n accepting, as a representative of that State, the invitation to 

speak of him on this occasion I appreciate my inability, the in- 
ability of any man, eeny to voice his greatness and his worth. 

As a citizen, as a soldier, as a statesman, he was preeminent; 
and the fact is more and more understood and appreciated as the 
years go by, as we study and understand his character, his acts, 
words, and his writings, as time demonstrates the correctness 
of his strategy and the wisdom of his civil Administration. 

He was true, pure, gentle, and loyal as husband, father, and 
friend: and the most difficult word for him to utter was the word 
‘“No.” Truly he had malice toward none and charity for all: 
and throughout his wonderful career, with its vicissitudes and 
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triumphs, to all who knew him, he remained Ulysses 8. Grant, a | 


good, kind, considerate, lovable man. His earlier misfortunes 
did not depress him, and his later successes did not elate him. 
He did his duty as he understood it, msdestly, in an honest, ear- 


nest, straightforward way, and accepted what our good Father | 


gave him without complaint or exultation. 

And what a wonder his life's history! The more truthfully told 
one hundred years hence the more will it appear like fiction. 

Having been graduated from West Point and advanced to the 
rank of captain in the Regular Army, from which he had resigned, 
almost at middle life he found bimself, with a family, in eastern 
Missouri desperately endeavoring to keep the wolf out of the door 
by clearing and farming a small tract of land and by peddling in 
St. Louis the wood cut by his own hands. A little later, to better 
that condition, he obtained of his father a clerkship, at a limited 
salary, in a small store in Galena, [1]. Within one year he was in 
command of an army of his country, and demanded and accepted 
the surrender of General Buckner, with 15,000 men, at Fort Don- 
elson. 

Within less than three years he demanded and accepted the sur- 
render of General Pemberton, with 32,000 soldiers, at Vicksburg. 
Within four years his victorious army swept over the crest of Mis- 
sionary Ridge and opened the way to the sea. Within five years 
he was in command of all the armies of the United States; the 
Army under hisimmediate command had moved, by the left flank, 
down through the Wilderness. General Lee had tendered him his 
sword and surrendered to him the gallant Army of Northern Vir- 
ginia, and ourcountry was saved and unitedforever. Within eight 
years he was President of the United States; and butashort time 
thereafter all the potentates of the world felt honoredin standing 
uncovered before the modest, unassuming American, the former 
woced chopper and country clerk. To-day his statue honors the 
Capitol of the greatest nation on earth. 

Verily, with his life's history before him, no one, at any age, in 
this country of ours shou!d despair of final success. 

it was my good fortune to see him, when he was known as Cap- 
tain Grant, at the State capitol in Illinois, assisting the adjutant- 
general of that State in organizing its volunteers for the civil war, 
and later when he was colonel of the Twenty-first Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and when he wascommanding the district of Cairo, 
and at Fort Donelson and Shiloh; and during the campaigns of 
Mississippi and Vicksburg and his spormeaty of the Executive 
Mansion here in Washington I had the honor often to meet and 
know and be known by him, and he was ever and always the 
same kind, courteous, lovable gentleman. He voluntarily did me 

ersonal kindnesses when I was a boy subaltern under him, and I 
oved him and I revere his memory. 

As a military commander he was patient, firm, earnest, and 
persistent. In action, under fire, he was quiet and impassive, 
seemingly intent only in working out victory, and utterly obiiv- 
ious of personal danger. He abhorred unnecessary b.oodshed; 
but thought it more merciful, when the opposing forces were 
within striking distance, to bring on a decisive battle than to 
allow his soldiers to be decimated by the diseases of idle camps; 
and when his victory was won his conquered opponents had no 
truer friend than he. He fought battles, not for the purpose of 
killing men, but for the purpose of saving his country; and when 
a battle was over he wished to take his enemies to his heart and 
make them his and his country's friends. I do not believe he ever 
had an unkind feeling for any man, living or dead, whether l.e 
wore the blue or the gray; and I do believe his great heart went 
out to all. 

When General Buckner, at Fort Donelson, asked that commis- 
sioners might be appointed to consider the question of capitula- 
tion, General Grant answered that such commissioners were 
unnecessary, and demanded immediate and unconditional sur- 
render, adding that he purposed to move immediately upon their 
works, That was Grant the general. General Buckner surren- 
dered unconditionally; and that night, after “taps,” General 
Grant found and entered General Buckner’s tent, and taking out 
his pocketbook, said: ‘General Buckner, you are a prisoner and 


| services here to-day? 


| shame was ashamed to sit. 
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rid 
with us, and I wish to share mine with you.” 
the man. [Loud applause. | 

Again, before the commencement of the final campaign of 
Vicksburg, he called Sherman and others of his generals about 
him, and informed them that he proposed to put his army acro 
the river, south of Vicksburg, cut loose from his base of supplies 
and communication with the North, move into the interior ot 
Mississippi, and then attack Vicksburg from the high ground at 
its rear. None approved his plan: and Sherman, to put himself 
on record, wrote and delivered to General Grant an ofticial letter 
protesting against the proposed operation. General Grant dis 
regarded the opinions of his generals, the protest of Sherman, and 
executed the movement, fought the battles of Port Gibson, Ray- 
mond, Edwards Station, Jackson, Champion Hills, and Black 
River, and cooped the Confederate army up in Vicksburg, with 
its capture an absolute certainty. That was Grant the general. 
When the success of the movement was assured, instead of fo 
warding this letter in the regular way to the Adjutant-General 
of the Army, the usual course, he handed it to Sherman and told 
him he had better burn it. That was Grant the man. 

Again, at Vicksburg, General Grant gave General Pemberton 
to understand that uniess he surrendered his works would be as- 
saulted on the 4th day of July. That was Grant the general. 
Pemberton surrendered, and General Grant set all the gallant 
Confederate army at liberty and allowed them to go to their homes 
on their words, That was Grant the man. | Applause. } 

Down in Virginia, his order was to fight it out on that line 
forward by the left flank. That was Grant the general. When 
General Lee surrendered, General Grant, on his own motion. stip 
ulated that the brave men of thatarmy should take with them to 
their homes, to aid in cultivating their fields, the animalsthev bad 
used in trving to destroy himandhisarmy. lurther, when Presi- 
dent Johnson proposed to arrest Genera! Lee and try him for trea- 
son on account of the part he had taken in the rebellion, General 
Grant notified the President that if he did so he (General Grant) 
would resign his commission in the Army, That was Grant the 
man. {Loud applause. | 

Lastly, when through his confidence in his fellow-men he had 
lost all his property and was dying at Mount McGregor, he waited 
an early and certain death without a murmur of complaint, and 
used his fast-failing vitality in writing his immortal Memoirs in 
the hope that their sale might bring his loved ones a litt e some- 
thing after he should be gone. That was the soldier, the hus- 
band, the father, and the friend. That was Ulysses 8. Grant. 

Is it strange that all in this broad land, North and South, in 
blue and in gray, love him and join in person or in spirit in these 
They would not be Americans if they did not. 

His life is a lesson, a hope, an inspiration. Our country is 
stronger and the world is better and hope is brighter that he 
lived, and it is fitting and proper that his statue shall forever 
honor the Capitol of the country he did more than any other man 
to save. [Loud applause. | 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire particularly to speak of 
General Grant asa soldier. He was the highest type of a soldier; 
not such as the yrenius of Shakespeare has described in his seven 
ages, but a soldier far more lovabie and admirable; a soldier who, 
like Lincoln, his august commander in chief, was carved out of 
the common clay of the Republic by the fingers of the Almighty 
to preserve this nation and serve as an object lesson to the wor'd, 
He was the personification of loyalty, Truly tempered in the 
Military Academy of the people, where his illustrious opponent 
also received his education, he never swerved from his duty when 
the nation in its dire emergency required his services. 

It was asa true soldier of the people that he won the esteem 
and admiration of the world. It depends upon the soldier himself 
whether he is to be esteemed or admired. He shows different 
qualities at different times and under different circumstances, 
Cromwell at Naseby and Cromwell at Drogheda contrast as the 
glorious sunrise to Cimmerian darkness, There are no such con- 
trasts in Grant's career. He was asoldier of perfect symmetry in 
character, judgment, performance, and humanity. 

It is the cause no less than the temper that makes the true sol- 
dier. The inspiration of Grant is found in the cause for which 
he fought. And the same, strange as it may seem, may be said 
of Lee. Two more knightly spirits never met. On their brows 
Yet they met in the shock of battle, 
and negotiated from what appeared to be exactly opposite stand 
points. It was our times that molded them into different types. 
Grant had faith in the wholesome grandeur of anational growth; 
Lee in the confederacy of political entities. Both believed in 
popular rule. The divergence came at the application. One was 
the champion of a cast-off political faith, once dear; the oth 
a new and glorious dawn in political progress. ‘his made eacha 
patriot from his own standpoint.and with unswerving constancy 
each held on to ‘‘the great argument of arms,” as Longstreet puts 


That was Grant 
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will be sent North. I presume you have no money that iscurrent | it, until the verdict was awarded, 











Grant was a model soldier. At the beginning he had tostruggle 
through thick darkness. It would have daunted a less determined 
soul. At Belmont he was nearly obscured. It took the glory of 
Donelson to carry him through the first day's disaster at Shiloh. 
His sun reappeared at Vicksburg, and got fairly above the clouds 
at Chattanooga. He was a great soldier, but he never dreamed 
he was great. He was not warring for greatness, nor for conquest, 
nor glory, but for a united people on acommon patrimony. Seated 
on a log in the Wilderness, in a common soldier's blouse, loosened 
and unbuttoned, with a cigar in one hand and a pencil in the 
other, receiving reports, sending off orders, listening to the guns, | 
and pressing the desperate game to a final result, but one thought 
inspired him—the ioe of his country and the happiness of a 
mighty people. As a soldier he has not yet attained his height. 
As centuries wane his figure will assume colossal proportions. His 
statue will be one of the most conspicuous on the grand plaza of 
American history. Standing on the pedestal of national appre- | 
ciation, surrounded by the figures of Sherman, Sheridan, Meade, | 
Hooker, Thomas, Hancock, Sedgwick, Logan, McPherson, and | 
others of his generals, it will exemplify one of the greatest qualiti- | 
cations of a soldier—a true appreciation of his chieftains and of 
their abilities on the battlefield. 

Grant more than fills the popular conception of a soldier. It 
was reserved for him to make the glory of Appomattox a common 
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victory. He knew the war was closed, and he determined to 
make the triumph of his arms a victory for the whole people. 
He showed no taint of animosity. His action was a revelation to 
the nation, a surprising revelation to Lee aid the South. When 
the two heroes met, forgetful of the wearisome struggle, Grant 
fell into conversation with Lee as with an older brother in arms. 
Memories of battles far away, where both had fought under the 
same flag, engrossed him. Lee, remembering his starving sol- 
diers, twice reminded him of the occasion that called them to- 
gether. With ready pen Grant then wrote out the terms of sur- 
render. In them there was no suggestion of humiliation. They | 
climaxed his glory asa patriot and soldier. They must have con- | 
vinced his chivalrous opponent that he had not fallen into the 
hands of any enemy, but into the arms of a brother. Rations | 
were issued to the starving Confederates. All their private prop- 
erty was allowed them, including their horses, which Grant said | 
they would need in planting crops torepair the destitution caused | 
by the war. He even forbade a salute in honor of the victory. | 
The generous and unexpected terms were gladly accepted, and 
enemies of an hour agone mingled together as friends. The war 
was indeed over. Grant at Appomattox began the healing proc- 
ess that restored the Union and revivified the cause of liberty 
throughout the world. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, he had all the characteristics of an American 
soldier—the highest type of the profession. Brave, but not rash; 
energetic, persistent, strategic, silent, aggressive, steady, patriotic, 
just, untiring, resourceful, patient, and uncomplaining, he is an 
ideal soldier. He abhorred delay; he was always ready; respon- 
sibility never fell on more willing shoulders. Yet the ravages of | 
war were hateful to him. When the thander of the guns had 
ceased, and babble grew sharp about the nature of the strife, he 
exclaimed almost beseechingly: ‘‘Let us have peace.” Magna- 
nimity is the highest virtue of a soldier—that sort of magnanimity 
that when an adversary confesses himself overthrown brings the 
victor to his side with every healing remedy that brotherhood can 
suggest, and, putting aside the cause of quarrel, invites him to a 
common fellowship and a common patrimony. 

This did Grant. It was the crowning achievement of the war. 
The Union was not only preserved, but was cemented in the 
bonds of universal brotherhood. Sectional lines were washed 
away, and the nation to-day, one and indivisible, tov,ers sublime 
among the realms of the earth. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, the Commitiee on Library has re- 
quested me to participate in this particularly interesting occasion, 
dedicating the statue of the dead warrior, General (rant, whose | 
heroic deeds are part of our country’s hisicry aud will live while 
the Republic lives or its annals are perused by coming genera- 
tions. The beautifal work is the gift of the soldiery upon whose 
valor the reputation of commanding officers are built. A genera- 
tion has come and gone sizce the close of the civil war. The num- 
ber left who participated in its desperate encounters are rapidly 
becoming less and less, The remnantis slowly but surely tottering 
down the hill of life, and will soon, in the course of nature, ‘‘ sleep 
together at its base.” Being among the number of those who 
followed the furled flag of ‘* the lost cause ” is the reason, no doubt, 
for my taking part in this ceremony. The command to which I 
was attached surrendered to General Custer on the 6th day of 
April, 1865, just three days before the cartel between Generals | 
Lee and Grant was signed at Appomattox. I was pardoned by 
President Johnson and admitted again to citizenship. 

There was a period when we did not all keep step to the music 
of the Union, when two flags were given to the breezes of our | 
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of modern times. The Confederate has been furled forever—not 
in dishonor. May the other never cease to wave, the emblem of a 
united and inseparable country. 

As we recur to that struggle two great strategists and masters 
of war naturally suggest themselves—General Grant and General 
Lee, graduates of West Point. Indeed, the men whoaccomplished 
most that was of rea! service in the civil war on either side received 
their training at the National Military Academy. What an argu- 
ment is this In a country like ours, where there is a fixed antipa- 
thy to a large standing army, that such an institution should be 
liberally supported and broadened in its sphere that we may always 


| have such men to organize and lead our armies when necessity 


arises, 

Those were eventful days and years between the firing upon 
Fort Sumter and the final surrender of the Confederate army at 
Appomattox. A continuous battle, regardless of seasons; armies 
either in conflict or maneuvering for position. 

The bravest and best blood of the country was freely poured out 
for the vindication of the cause which the respective combatants 
espoused, 

The pages of our history are blazoned with the heroic deeds of 
fellow-countrymen who met in that fearful fratricidal conflict. 
W hen peace came two veteran armies returned to their homes to 
resume again the arts of peace. The Southern men went back to 
deecolate firesides and disorganized State governments and applied 
themselves to building up the waste places. Its cost in life and 
treasure was something terrible to contemplate, but it had its good 
results. It taught the North and the South mutual respect, and 
demonstrated that there were no geographical lines bounding the 
bravery and patriotism of this country, but that the Anglo-Saxon 
of the Mississippi Valley and of the mountains of New Hamp- 
shire were alike courageous. 

Every year brings us in closer sympathy by the increasing 
bonds of blood and commerce. 

Iron bands tie the Pacific and the Atlantic oceans, the Lakes, 
and the Gulf together, with one flag triumphantly waving over 
every foot of our broad domain. 

Never since Revolutionary days was there less of sectional 
feeling and the people more united than just new. If there had 
existed a doubt before 1898, it was finally and forever removed 
when the men of the cotton States touched elbows with the men 
of New England in the charge at San Juan Hill fighting beneath 
the folds of the Star Spangled Banner. 

The blue and the gray 
In fierce array 
No local hates dissever. 
Strike hands once more 
From shore to shore 
The North and South forever. 

Yankee Doodle and the Southern battle song Dixey are the 
property of one united glorious country. Dixey was among the 
assets at Appomattox. ‘They were both played with the army in 
Cuba, and heard from the decks of our ironclads that destroyed 
Cervera’s fleet and at Manila on May |, 1898. Spanish journals 
predicted a renewal of strife between the North and South when 
war was threatened with Spain. How little they knew of the tem- 
per of our people. Each section was vying with the other as to 
who should be first at the front and in the post of danger. The 
contest was brief and sharp. Its results have been beneficial to 
our country, stimulating the patriotism of our people and dem- 
onstrating to the world that our military prowess is equal to any 
demand that can be made upon it. 

We have by reason thereof assumed a new position among the 
powers of the earth, and new and unexpected responsibilities have 
been thrust upon us as a nation. We have some complicated 
propositions to unravel, but I have no doubt we will be equal to 
the occasion and carry the blessings of liberty to the Tropics. 

The institution of slavery gone, there is no issue left that could 
divide us on geographical lines. We can face the future with 
confidence—a thoroughly united people. 


No more the thirsty Erynis of this soil 

Shall daub her lips with her own children's blood; 
No more shall trenching war channel her fields 
Or bruise her flowerets with the armed troops 
Of hostile paces: Those opposed eyes 

Which, like the meteors of a troubled heaven, 
All of one nature, of one substance bred, 

Did lately meet in the intestine shock 

And furious close of civil butchery, 

Shall now in mutual, well-beseeming ranks, 
March all one way and be no more opposed 
Against acquaintance, kindred, and allies. 


An attempt in these halls to revive the animosities of the civil 
war are greeted with jeers and hisses. The President, in this 
same spirit of reconciliation, has recommended the care of the 
graves of those who wore the gray. And why not? 

They gave the best evidence man can give of his devotion to 
principlein baring their breasts to the storm of battle. Some years 
after the war had closed, and it was concluded that the graves of 


country, precipitating the most bloody and stupendous conflict | all soldiers, Union and Confederate, should be remembered on 














190. 





Decoration Day, a Union soldier who was in the desperate fight at 
Chancellorsville, and saw the boys in blue and gray with their 
bayonets crossed in death, wrote these lines: 
On the moss-covered dell, 
Side by side as they fell, 
We have tenderly laid them at rest. 
Who shall tell us to-day 
Which is blue, which is gray, 
From the sods that lie cold on their breast? 


Bloom the roses as red 
On their moss-covered bed, 

And the mocking bird carols as free; 
Droops the willow as low 
O’er friend as o'er foe- 

Sighs the zephyrs as soft to the sea, 
Lightly tread on the grave 
Where were buried the brave— 

Scatter roses and gariands for all; 

As we think how they died, 
Let us kneel by their side, 

And remember ‘tis heroes who fall. 
Were they right, were they wrong, 
*Tis to God they belong, 

‘Tis His to reject or receive; 

Ours to honor the clay 
Of the blue and the gray, 
Doubly ours to forget and forgive. 


And now comes the State of Maryland with an invitation tothe 
dedication of a monument on the bloody field of Antietam to the 
Union and Confederate soldier; who will question that we are a 
united people? 

Let us, as we gather about this statue, resolve to devote our- 
selves to the arts of peace and triumpthere. In peaceful compe- 
tition conquer the markets of the world, The busy manufactories 
of the East are finding new demands for their multifarious prod- 


ucts. Theiron and steel industries of the United States are dic- 
tating prices everywhere. We build bridges for Africa, send 


railroad iron and supplies to Russia; locomotives to Great Britain. 
The iron of Alabama finds sale in the Mediterranean. 
can supply herself with coal at Mobile cheaper than she can 
mine itat home. We will not only feed the world from our gran- 
eries, but supply it with fuel. The agricultural South is building 
up manufactories for ber great staple. 


bales as thecrop of lastyear. The triumphant commercial march 
of our country in the last few years is a matter of just pride to 
every patriotic American. 

The financial condition of our country was never better. 
imports for the fiscal year were eight hundred and fifty millions in 
excess of all past records; our exports, one billion four hundred 
millions, giving the safe balance of five hundred and fifty mil- 
lions. Such figures guarantee wealth and prosperity to our coun- 
try and startle the foreign world, who are ever seeking new mar- 
kets. 
ments. 


The delusion that only | 
slave labor could producecotton has been dissipated with 11,000,000 | 


Our | 


Our receipts are six millions a month beyond our require- | as : 
| his great qualities with some embarrassment. Lt 





What keen pleasure would it give to him whose statue we dedi- | 


cate here to-day to look upon his beloved country in its present 
condition. The name of Grant will stand out in the annals of 
history as one of the great military geniuses of the closing cen- 
tury. The campaigns of Grant and Lee along the waters of the 
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Visitors to our national Capitol wonder that there is no monu 
ment to commemorate the name and character of this bray 
The people have awakened from their seeming lethargy. ¢ 
gress has taken steps to repair an apparent neg! nad w 
a dissenting vote have appropriated $10,000 to secur ce 
| shail express in a fitting way their veneration for on t 
greatestsons. Could he look upon the scene here to-day and ki 
that the men he so gallantly led are showing the ratitude and 
appreciation of his services, it certainly would re m for every 
sacrifice he made for the country he so devotedly loved. 
{[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the House. See Ap l 
Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, without the memories and graves 
| of the world we would indeed be poor. Grant's recorded thought 
will refresh and strengthen those who search for wisdom, | 
edge, and understanding for centuries to « if nothing wv 
in existence except one war paper which he wrote without tive 


minutes’ thought at Appomattox, he would take rank among the 





world’s great thinkers. That article has only five periods: 
APPOMATTOX CouRT-Hovust} 

GENERAL: In accordance with the substance of my letter to y stl 
instant, | propose to receive the surrender of t Army Northern \ 
on the foliowing terms, towit: Rolls of all the officers a it ) l 
duplicate, one copy to be given to an officer to be designated by n j 
to be retained by such officer or officers as you may designate; the ofti 
give their individual paroles not to take up arms against the Governn 
of the United States until properly exchanged; and each 1 ny 
mental commander sign a like parole for the me their und 
arms, artillery, and public property to be parked and stacked, and ! d 
over to the officers appointed by me to rece hem This will not em eo 
the side arms of the officer wv their private hor or ba I 
each officer or man will be allowed to return to } me, ‘ t | 
by United States authority solong as they observe their par und t! i 
in force where they may reside. 

U. 8S. GRANT, J te ul, 


Gen. R. E. Lee 


General Grant possessed the rare mental excellence of express- 


England | ing himself with technical accuracy in the fewest words possible, 


Not a word can be taken from this great war paper without mar 
ring its beauty and perfection. If 1 were to attempt an analysi 
of his intelleciual being, I should say he had two eyes and but one 
tongue. {|Laughter.| He saw much and expressed it tersely. It 
is a common infirmity of orators to possess two tongues and one 
eye. They talk about matters which their mind's eye has never 
penetrated, 

Grant was even greater with the sword than with the pen, 
While possessing a combination of the greatest moral and intel- 
lectaal qualities that made him a great President, his fame as 
one of the very greatest leaders of armies entities him to rank as 
the world’s greatest hero, except possibly our own beloved Wash- 
ington. 

Being one of the vanquished in the great war in which General 
Grant was the greatest character, | approach the discussion of 
rarely happens 


that the vanquished can find it in their hearts to think well of the 
victors. When armed cohorts march at the drumbeat with fly- 
ing colors and join in deadly conflict on the field of carnage, tiie 


| shouts of victory by the conquering army are not relished by the 
| vanquished. 


James and the Rappahannock will be the theme of students in the | 


art of war for all time. 


May I be excused just here for saying one word for the modest | 


soldier, General Lee, who resisted the Federal Army with such 
consummate skill; who, when he realized that it would be murder 
to keep up the struggle, surrendered his tattered and emaciated 
army and accepted the final arbitrament of the sword? 


None | 


recognized more than the people of the South the chivalrous char- | 


acter of General Grant. 
ordering his wagon train to bring 25,000 rations to his men, in 
whose haversacks he had found only a few grains of parched corn; 
his directing that the captured army retain their horses, saying, 
“They will need them on their farms,” all evidence his magna- 
nimity. His sincerity is manifested when, in his final report to 


His refusal to take Lee’s sword; his | 


Secretary Stanton, he said, ‘‘Let them hope for perpetual peace | 


and harmony with that enemy whose manhood, however mistaken 
the cause, drew forth such heroic deeds of valor.” Every Southern 
soldier should and does respect the man who uttered such senti- 
ments tovanquished foes. Hewastheembodiment of grim-visaged 
war while the fight progressed, but he was humane and magnan- 
imous when the enemy surrendered. None knew this better than 
General Lee. 

His example will be an inspiration to the manhood of America. 
Truly might we apply to him the language of the poet: 


Were a star quenched on high, 
For ages would its light, 
Still wandering downward through the sky, 
Beam on one mortal sight. 
So when a great man dies, 
For years beyond one ken 
The light he leaves behind him shines 
Upon the paths of men. 


The superb judgment, courage, and magnanimity of Grant, the 
three great excellencies that make up great character, will ever 
command the respect of the true Southern hero. Grant was 
great in performance without pretension. At the breaking out 
of the war between the States Grant wrote to the Secretary of 
War: “I think I am capable of commanding a regiment.” This 
letter was never answered. Grant's modesty was such that h 
capacity was hidden from the gaze of the world fora great while. 
His statement as to how he felt upon the first advance upon the 
enemy proves his candor and loyalty to truth. Few warriors 
ever admit that they fear anything. 





My heart kept getting higher and higher untii it felt to me as thon, 
was in my throat: when [ found that the enemy had retreated, 1 heart 
sumed its place. From that time to the end | never exper Lt la i 
upon confronting an enemy, though I always felt more or less anxiety 


Grant was then 41 years of age. Within three years a bil! re- 
newing the grade of Lieutenant-General was passed by Cong: 
and Grant was made Lieutenant-General and commanded an army 
of 700,000 men on the field. With this immense force he planned 
two campaigns to be simultaneously directed against the most 
vital points of the Confederacy. Meade was marching against 
Richmond, Sherman against Atlanta. 

In the short period from his confirmation by the Senate to the 
surrender at Appomattox, thousands of the heroes whom Grant 
commanded had perished, and Grant stood in the presenc 
General Lee, whose army he had subdued, as great in sympathy 
for the fallen as he had been courageous in battle. Mr. Speaker, 
in the human heart itself is hidden the secret fountain which re- 
freshes or saddens its sweet or bitter waters. Courage, knowl- 
edge, and the broadest philanthropy combined to make Grant one 
of the world’s greatest characters, A bright day with Grant 
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“brought forth no adder.” Honor crowned him in the popular 
heart ** without putting a sting in him.” His affection for man- 
kind ‘‘ held equal sway with his reason.” When he reached the 
highest round in the ladder of fame, he scorned no agency by 
which he did ascend. No,my countrymen, at no stage of Grant's 
ofticial life did he disregard the obligation that rested upon him 
before hi gh Heaven ** to love his friends.” 
midst of the highest official honors this Republic can boast of one 
Chief Executive who never forgot or neglected a friend, [Ap- 
plause. | 

A great general can not be properly judged without knowing 
much of the foe whom he has vanquished. Upon the principle of 
contrast and comparison we measure with technical accuracy the 
greatness of the military hero. Napoleon and Wellington, Wash- 





ington and Cornwallis, Grant and Lee. will ever appear in the | 


popular mindin some way associated. Neither of the three great- 
est warriors could be properly judged without the knowledge of 
the true character and strength of the foe vanyuished. General 
Lee was the almost idolized hero of the dashing, gallant sons of 
the South, as General Grant was the darling of the steady, cour- 
ageous soldicrs of the North. It was left to the lamented Blaine 
to delineate in perfect truth the character of the men of the South. 
Their domestic relations imparted manners that were haughty 
and sometimes offensive; they were quick to affront, and they not 
infre;uently brought needless personal disputation into the dis- 
cussion of public questions; but they were almost without ex- 
ception men of the highest integrity and courage. These great 
warriors and so'diers of the South underrated the courage and 
power of the North. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, we said to the people of the North, What will 
you be when emasculated by the withdrawal of fifteen States and 
warred upon by them with active and inveterate hostility? The 
courageous men of the South hurled this statement into the ears 
of the North with the utmost candor and sincerity. Every sea 
will swarm with our privateers, the volunteer militia of the ocean. 
We believed the Confeceracy was right. 
ating the men of the South and their hopes of success which made 
them a dreaded foe against any human power on the earth appears. 
Six hundred thousand snch men led by Generals Robert E. Lee, 
Stonewall Jackson, and James Longstreet constituted a military 
force probably as formidable to resist invasion as any that the 
world’s history has ever known. The subjugation of so powerful 
an army and so courageous a people by any military organization 
that could be brought upon the field of battle, and whose move- 
ments could be directed by any one commander, entitles Grant 
torank with Julius Cesar, Hannibal, Napoleon Bonaparte, or our 
own heloved Washington. 

The moral courage displayed by General Grant in the very mo- 


ment of victory touching his dealings with the vanquished was | 


almost godlike. 

Jugurtha, a Numidian king, appeared before the great city of 
the wor.d and hurled this remarkable exclamation against it: 

Behold a city for sale if she could but find a purchaser. 

This insult being resented, armies were organized, but Jugurtha 
surprised and cut them to pieces. Finally Marius, whom Mr. 
Froude calls the gnarled and knotted oak, with an immense army, 
met Jugurtha, defeated him in battle, made slaves of his soldiers, 
and put him behind iron prison bars, where he starved to death. 
The tiashing intellect of Sallust has made the historical pages of the 
Jugurthine war glitter as with diamond splendor, yet the greatest 
character of the vanquished in that great war starved to death in 
an iron prison, as the proper exercise of the rights of a conqueror 
over the vanquished. Regulus, whom General Lee resembles 
very much, aiter he had deteated a Carthagenian fleet of 350 sails 
under Hamilcar and repulsed three Carthagenian generals in three 
great battles in the mountains, as Lee did before the battle of 
Appomattox, said to the Carthagenians who sued for peace: 

You who are good for anything should either conquer or submit to your 
betters. 

3ut a short while thereafter the strong, lion-hearted Regulus, 
being overcome in battle by the Carthagenians, suifered death at 
the hands of the victorious Carthagenians by being placed ina 
barre!, which was afterwards perforated with sharp iron bars, and 
the unhappy, vanquished Regulus hurled over a precipice in this 
condition, and thus he perished. My Southern comrades in arms, 
our ideal military leader, Gen. Robert Edward Lee, the worshiped 
hero of the strong men of the South, inflicted heavier and deadlier 
blows upon our strong adversary than both Jugurtha and Regulus 
were capable of doing. and he stood, as chief of the vanquished, in 
the presence of the victorious conqueror, Gen, Ulysses 8S. Grant, 
as free from insult or violence or humiliation of any sort as the 
great mind of the matchless hero of American armies was free 
from any disposition to exercise arbitrary power even against a 
fallen foe. |{Applause. | 

The honor which this hour of victory bestowed upon Grant 
would have excited the vanity of almost any other human being 
in the universe, Grant had listened to the death rattle of more 
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Thus the motive actu- | 
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| than a hundred thousand of the brave soldiers whose deeds of 
| daring had made his name immortal and saved this nation of the 
| free from disintegration and death. The earth was then drinking 
| the warm blood of the dead and dying heroes who followed him 
and the cause he represented with a loyalty never surpassed in the 
great performances of the human family. 

As the heart of Grant bled in indescribable sympathy and 
| anguish for the loss of these heroes, no doubt his great soul felt 

resentment toward the vanquished. Poor, frail humanity even 
with the great Grant could not claim exemption from this weak- 
ness, if weaknessit be, but Grant rose above this influence, poten- 
tial as it wasin this greatest hour of his life, and by an act of sov- 
ereign virtue enthroned himself in the hearts of every vanquished 
Southern soldier worthy and able to bear a helmet. The sweep 
and range of his intellect and the dominion of his conscience took 
notice ot everything that would claim the attention of man, to 
say nothing of the world’s matchless, conquering hero. 

As the windows of his soul rested upon the pallid faces, tattered 
garments, and b'eeding feet of the surviving warriors, sons of the 
South, Grant uttered these expressions: 

Let them take their horses home with them; they will need them to bring 

| on their spring crops. 

When the surrender of Lee came, Grant said: 

I felt like anything rather than rejoicing at the downfall of a foe who had 
fought so long and so valiantly, and had suffered so much for a cause for 
which there was the least excuse. 

When Grant heard from General Lee, at the time of the surren- 
der, that the Southern army had been living on parched corn for 
some days, he invited General Lee to send his quartermaster to 
the Federal commissary for 25,000 rations tor the 25,000 survivors 
of the Confederate army. When the news of the surrender of 
General Lee became known the United States Army began to 
make preparations for the firing of a salute of a hundred guns in 
honor of the victory. General Grant directed it to be stopped, 
saying, ‘*The Confederates are now our prisoners, and we do not 
want to exult over their downfall.” 

Under the conditions stated these expressions established for- 
ever the claims of the admirers of the great warrior that in judg- 
ment, courage, and philanthropy Grant stands single and alone, 
without an ejualin the universe. No wonder that asa legitimate 
result of the treatment by General Grant of Genera! Lee at Ap- 
pomattox so many of the survivors of that great national tragedy 
have seen the nation’s heart swell and laugh at the march of 
Shafter at Santiago, a Northern hero, and Joe Wheeler, a battie- 
scarred son of the South, at elbow touch in the defense of the 
honor of our common country, the world’s best hope. 
| ’Tis ended; Grant's radiant course is run, 

For Grant's course was bright. 
His sou! is like the glorious sun— 
A matchless, heavenly light! 

{Loud applause. } 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the American civil 
war from 1861 to 1865 is the most prominent event of the nine- 
teenth century. While tragic interest in the great drama itself 
may at first attract, the important questions settled will longest 
hold the attention of the intelligent observer. From the forma- 
tive period of our Government there were two recognized diffi- 
culties, each portentons of evil, the peaceful and permanent solu- 
tion of which bafiied the skill of the wisest statesmen our country 
has produced. One of these gave origin to the motive, the other 
justification to the act, which in later years well-nigh disrupted 
the Republic. 

Under the Constitution the doctrine of supremacy, represented 
in the legislative, executive, and judicial departmentsof the United 
States, as against the reserved rights and sovereignty of the indi- 
vidual States composing the Union, early gave rise to two schools 
of statesmen and to two great and varying issues, far-reaching in 
their consequences. Washington had not yet descended to his 
grave when men whose patriotic services in a common cause ren- 
der luminous the pages of our country’s earlier history ranged 
themselves on the one side or the other of a controversy which, 
taken up by their successors, was waged for more than sixty 
years, always with spirit and often with acrimony, evolving suc- 
cessively from the earlier tenet of reserved rights the principle 
of State rights, State sovereignty, nullification, and armed re- 
| bellion. 

While it is true that it remained for one portion of our country 
| rather than another to sectionalize and unify sentiment, to ripen 
nullification into secession and secession into a hostile attempt to 
| destroy the Government, it is eyually true that prior to 1861 the 
principle of nullification, so perilous to national unity and na- 
tional supremacy, had its advocates north as well as south of 
Mason and Dixon’sline. Federal enactmentsand Federal decrees 
had been repeatedly set at defiance in both sections of the country. 
Such seemed the inevitable drift of events that there were not 
wanting those in the North or South, at home or abroad, who con- 
| fidently predicted an early dissolution of the Republic and a con- 
sequent failure of self-government on the American continent. 
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| 
The shot that echoed across the waters of Charleston Harbor on | 


that eventful April morning in 1861 transferred the conflict, 


which had waged successively about the standards of Hamilton | 


and Jefferson. of Webster and Calhoun, of Lincoln and Douglas, 
from the forum of debate to the field of battle. It called to arins 
vast numbers of brave men, who struggled with consummate 
devotion for the mastery. Sir, I shai! not undertake to compare 
the fighting qualities of the Federal and Confederate armies. It 
is enough for either to say that the military glory of the one is 
but the reflected valor of the other, and that both were, are now, 
and ever will be Americans. 


I shall not undertake to compare the military merits of Grant | 


with those of the acknowledged leaders on either side further than 


tae ea | 
to say that he succeeded where other Union generals failed, and | t s ; , 
; mark him as the colossal figure in the historic web of war's won 


that the great chieftain, before whose well-directed blows every 
other Federal commander recoiled, came to Grant asking for 
terms of capitulation. I prefer, rather, to direct the attention of 
the House to some of the abiding results of that war in which, 
from the beginning to the end, the military genius of Grant shone 
with a steady and increasing splendor, results which best serve to 
crown his fame and perpetuate his name as the greatest of Amer- 
ican commanders of men. 

I trust I wi!l not be misunderstood, now that the passions of the 
hour have cooled and the stirring events of a generation ago have 
passed into history, when I say that while deprecating war, yet, 
when the Government was assailed, there was for loyal men no 
honorable alternative but toaccepttheissue. Tohave done other- 
wise would have proved us unworthy of our heritage. It would 


inevitable divisions and subdivisions of territory. It would have 
placed side by side, with no natural barriers intervening, two gov- 
ernments representative of two irreconcilable civilizations, the 
corner stone of the one freedom; of the other,slavery. A cowardly 
assent to dismemberment of the Union without a heroic and de- 
termined effort to preserve it would have visited upon us the just 
contempt of thecivilized world. [Applause.] ‘It would have made 
the republican form of government a byword and a reproach 
among the nationsof theearth. But inseparable from the defense 
of the Government was the settlement of certain great funda- 
mental questions, the constant agitation of which was a perpetual 
menace to the Union. In the arena of debate discussion of these 
questions had been exhausted, and now in the appeal to arms they 
were present for final adjustment. 

The war determined beyond controversy that in the United 
States of America the Federal Constitution is the supreme law of 
the land and that the primary allegiance of every citizen of the 
Republic is to the General rather than to the State government. 

The war eliminated nullification as a factor from American pul- 

itics by causing th» Federal Supreme Court to be conceded the 
ultimate authority in the construction of law. and that the law as 
so construed must be respected and obeyed by all alike until 
changed by constitutional and not by revolutionary methods. 
The war settled forever the question of State sovereignty by de- 
claring that in the relations existing between the National and 
State governments the latter are integral but subordinate parts 
of the former. The war put a permanent and unqualified pro- 
hibition upon the right of a State to secede from the Union; and 
never again, if a State should attempt to secede, will any Chief 
Executive hesitate as to bis course of duty nor question the au- 
thority of the General Government to coerce until such rebellions 
member resumes its normal relations. When the war closed we 
were a nation, a Union of States, one and inseparable. Each and 
every one of these propositions, now irrevocably settled, was an 
open question when Grant first buckled on his sword at Galena, 
kissed his wife and children, and went forth to battle for his 
country and, as it was destined, to win imperishable renown. 
_ I shall not dwell on the moral issue involved in that war. It 
is sufficient to say of it that when the flag of our country has 
been furled for the last time and laid away in the archives of na- 
tions dead—and may that day be distant a thousand years and 
more!—every intelligent child on the planet will know that in a 
great war during the nineteenth century of the Christian era, in a 
country known as the United States of America, a race of God- 
created, God-endowed beings were liberated from bondage, and 
that while the battle for treedom raged the hands of Abraham 
Lincoln were stayed up by those of Ulysses S. Grant. 

On this day, when the North and the South join in common 


| and forces with which this marvellous man reared the fabric 


oti 


mon foe, ready to do or die in behalf of a common country, whil 
80,000,000 of Americans would join in glad acclaim 
Forever float that standard sheet 
Where breathes the foe but falls before us, 
With Freedom's soil beneath our teet 
And Freedom's banner waving o'er us 


ions applause. | 
fr. BROSiUS. Mr. Speaker, the ceremony of this day afford 
an occasion for a review ot the character and career of Ulysses 
Grant. It may be that the time has not come for history to seal 
the verdict which shall irrevocably fix his place in the ranks of. 
fame. Yet the judgment of mankind on a general view of th 

totality of his character and achievements, within the limitation 

which the time and the sphere of his action impose, distinctly 


i 


derous weaving. 

As constant as the Northern Star. 

Of whose truelixed and resting quality 

There is no fellow in the firmament 

As you dwell with me for a brief space upon the characteristics 

of 
his greatness, your patience will be rewarded by the consolatory 
and instructive reflection that gratitude to public benefactors is 
the common sentiment of mankind, that the fame of noble men is 


| at once the most enduring and most valuable pubiic possession, 


and that the contemplation of the heroic dead exerts a salutary 
and ennobling influence uponthe living. It was such an influence 


| that led a young Greek, two thousand years ago, while walking 
have invited rather than averted war as a consequence of futare 


| 


| 


over the fields upon which a Grecian warrior won his victories, to 
exclaim ‘*The trophies of Miltiades will not let me sleep.” 
with the contemplation of the great career of our dead hero may 
come an incantation that will conjure spirits of high principle 
and exalted patriotism round about us until, like Hector’s son, 
we catch heroic fire from the splendid courage, sublime devotion, 
and lofty genius of our illustrious soldier. | Applause. | 

General Grant presents from every possible point of view an 
extraordinary career and a singularly unique character. In some 
of his attributes, and not a few of the characteristic exhibitions 
of his rare powers, he is without a parallel in American history. 
His acknowledged preeminence in no sense arose, nor was it in 
any degree promoted, by the conditions of hislife. Neither birth, 
nor rank, nor fortune aided his advancement. Allowing for the 
national exigency which presented a field for the exercise of his 
powers, his achievements were due entirely to principles, quali 
ties, and forces which summed up a remarkable personality, and 


so 


| in some respects the most imposing and collossal character of 


| nevolent in feeling. 


| in perfect command. 


modern times. [Applause. ] 

He possessed an imperious will, sound judgment, stupendous 
endurance, and a courage that never quailed. In deportment he 
was thoughtful, quiet and unobtrusive, a stranger to ostentation 
or egotism, simple in his tastes, elevated in sentiment, and be- 
He thought with alertness, observed with 
clearness, executed with promptness, and never left off until he 
was done. He was fertile in expedients, rich in resources, and 
under every extremity of circumstance held all his best powers 
He was ready to obey and willing to com- 
mand, content to execute the orders of others or give them him- 


| self, as his duty required, and his elevated soul never knew the 
| taint of jealousy or envy. 


He was firm and resolute of purpose and a signal example of the 
highest fidelity to conviction, devotion to duty, and loyalty to con 
science and country. As Cicero said of Cesar, he was generous 


| to his friends, forbearing with his enemies, without evil in him- 


| self, and reluctant to believe evil in others. 


Prosperity never 
made him arrogant; elevation never turned his bead or made him 
forget the obligations of duty, the claims of friendship, or the 
restraints of moral principe. He maintained a high standard of 
personal character, possessed a vigorous moral sense, and an in 


| tegrity of heart that kept him a stranger to moral delinquency 


through the severe strain of adverse circumstances with which a 
hard tate in his declining years tried the superb metal of his 
manhood. 

With such an assemblage of qualities inhering in the man he 
grew likean oak, self-developed, into the extraordinary combina- 


| tion of working forces which he was able to employ with such 


tribute, if the marble lips of the silent chieftain in yonder hall | 


could but break into speech, | doubt not they would give utter- 
ance to feelings of gratitude that the sentiments of peace and good 
will between the sections, once the hope of his patriotic heart, are 
now the realization of all his countrymen. [Applause.] If yon- 
der image of the illustrious dead were this day animate with life, 


| upon no man’s arm. 


the placid face would glow with the thought that not only im his | 


beloved America, but in Cuba and Porto Ricoand far-away Luzon 


oe eae a of the Confederate gray and the Federal blue stand 
side 


signal advantage to his country on the most extended and elevated 
theater of action that ever called out the might and courage of 
man or witnessed the splendid achievements of his heroism. 
There were in his character two forces which made his great 

ness possible. One was a sublime and lofty self-trust. He leaned 
He walked erect in every path of exertion 
he was called to pursue. When in command he assumed the re- 
sponsibility which accompanied duty and advanced with firm and 
stately step; his march centered on bis great soul's consciousness 
of rectitude, power, and leadership. The other principle which 
had a large agency in molding his life was that there is no royal 


by side beneath a common flag, with their faces set to a com- | road to eminence; that the best thing a man can do under any 











772 


circumstances is his duty. If Schiller’s poetic soul had put to him 
the question, *‘ What shall I do to gain eternal life?” his kindred 
spirit would have answered back in the poet’s own glowing 
words: 
Thy duty ever 
Discharge aright the simple duties with 
Which each day is rife ea, With thy might. 

He dedicated his powers with rare singleness and devout self- 
consecration to the work before him. The obligation imposed by 
each day's duty was to hima “ thus saith the Lord;” and his faith 
in the result was half the battle. Sherman once said to him: 
** Your belief in victory I can compare to nothing but the faith 
of a Christian in his Saviour.” 

Prior to the war there was nothing in Grant's career that ar- 
rested public attention. He had found no field for the exercise 
of those amazing aptitudes for war which he so promptly dedi- 
cated to his country’s service when the national struggle sum- 
moned the genius and patriotism of America to that ultimate 
arena whereon the ** wager of battle,” by the most unexampled 
heroism and endurance and the most stupendous efforts of mar- 
tial genius witnessed in modern times, was to solve the problem 
of our destiny. 

At an age when Alexander Hamilton had laid the corner stone 
of the most splendid financial system the world ever saw and 
reached the summit of his fame; an age when Garfield had filled 
the chair of a college president, worn the glittering stars of a 
major-general, and occupied a seat in the National Congress; and 
an age at which Napoleon had vanquished the combined armies 
of a continent and was master of Europe, Grant was unknown. 
He had not even discovered himself; was living in safe obscurity, 
one of forty millions under the curse of Adam, earning his bread 
by the sweat of hisbrow. But within the four corners of his being 
God had lodged endowments of the rarest kind, forces which 
needed but the open air of opportunity and the solar energy of a 
majestic cause to hurry them on to bloom and fruitage. 

He was not a soldier from taste. His education at West Point 
was accepted rather than sought. His appointment to the Mili- 
tary Academy was an accident. When Lincoln issued his call for 
75,000 men, Grant responded. A public meeting was held in his 
town, over which he presided. By prompting and with a stam- 
mering tongue he was able to state the object of the meeting. 
This was his first great day. It made possible his future career 
of usefulness and glory. He tendered his services to his country 
through the Adjutant-General of the Army. The letter was never 
answered, not even filed, and after the war was rescued from the 
rubbish of the War Department. Later, however, he was commis- 
sioned colonel of the Twenty-first Ilinois Regiment. In a short 
time, through the recommendation of the Illinois delegation in 
Congress, he was commissioned a brigadier-general. His career 
now commenced. Said one of his eulogists: ‘‘He had gained a 
place to stand, and from it he moved the world.” [Applause.] 

The war opened to him the gatesof hisopportunity. It did not 
make him, but it enabled him to make himself, It was the fire- 
proof that tested the metal of the man. 

In the reproof of chance 
Lies the true proof of men. The sea being smooth, 
How many shallow bauble boats dare sail 
Upon her patient breast, making their way 
With those of nobler bulk. 
But let the ruffian Boreas once engage 
The gentle Thetas, and anon behold 
The strong-ribbed bark through liquid mountains cut. 
Where then's the saucy boat 
Whose weak, untimbered sides but even now 
Co-rivaled greatness! Either to harbor fled 
Or made a toast for Neptune. 

How well this high philosophy was exemplified during the war 

has passed into history. One by one the brightest stars in our 


military galaxy, our worshiped chieftains, succeeded each other | 


in the demonstration of their incapacity for the command of so 
immense an army on soextended a field, until the tanner of Galena 
received his commission, accompanied by the benediction of our 
great war President, and rose at once to the supreme height and 
filled every condition of the most stupendous undertaking that 
ever challenged the exertions of martial genius. 

We value a chain by the measure of its strength at the weakest 
point; but we value a man, it has been wisely said, by the meas- 
ure of his strength at the place where he is strongest. Grant's 
strongest points were those which qualified him for a military com- 
mander. 

On the field of war, as the leader of armies and fighter of battles, 
he won his chief distinction and reached the summit of his splen- 
did fame. 

To explain how men succeed, to analyze the amazing exploits 
of genius and lay bare to the mind's eye the elements which com- 
bine to make them possible, is a difficult task and one not suited 
to this occasion. But no observer of Grant's career could have 
failed to note some of the more obvious qualities which fitted him 
for successful war, They were displayed with brilliant effect and 
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| startling emphasis in that succession of incomparable achieve- 


ments from Belmont to Appomattox. True, the former and prac- 
tically his first battle was lost; but Cesar lost Gergovia, and it is 
said of him that the manner in which he retrieved his failure 
showed his greatness more than the most brilliant of his victories. 

So the success of Grant in covering his retreat and protecting 
his army at Belmont showed a high degree of dexterity and skill 
in the management of men, a remarkable celerity of movement, 
coolness, and perfect self-command under circumstances calcu- 
lated in the highest degree to produce confusion and dismay. M, 
Thiers, in his History of the French Revolution, suggests as the 
crucial test of a great captain “the power to command a great 
mass of men amid the lightning shock of battle with the clear- 
ness and precision with which the philosopher works in his study.” 

It is said that in every decisive battle there is a moment of cri- 
sis, on which the fortunes of the day turn. The commander who 
seizes and holds that ridge of destiny wins the victory, This re- 
quires a swiit and sure-footed faculty of observation, capable of 
covering the possibilities of a situation, discovering the key point 
of a battlefield and the weak point of the enemy’s position with 
the sweep of the eye, as by a lightning flash. The possession of 
these high capabilities in a most conspicuous degree gave Grant a 
preeminence all his own. 

The day of the battle of Belmont may be called Grant’s second 
great day, for his qualities as a commander were subjected to the 
first severe test. That battle was first won and then lost; lost by 
losing the discipline of the army. The genius of the commander 
alone saved it from dispersion or capture, General Grant was 
the last man to leave the field, and he escaped, I have somewhere 
read, by running his horse from the bank of the river to the boat 
across a single gangway plank. 

Early in the spring of 1862 Grant reached the conclusion that 
the effective line of operations was up the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land rivers, on which were situated Forts Henry and Donelson. 
In less than twenty days after he had obtained Halleck’s assent 
to the projected movement these two forts had surrendered to 
this intrepid commander, together with 15,000 prisoners of war. 
This has well been called Grant’s third great day. It established 
him in the confidence of the people and confirmed his title to the 
distinction of being a great soldier. 

His letter to General Buckner, in answer to a proposition for an 
armistice, someone has said reads like the letter of Cromwell to 
the parsons of Edinburgh, and is one of the most remarkable epis- 
tles in the military literature of the world, 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY IN THE FIELD, 


CAMP NEAR Fort DONELSON, 
February 16, 1862. 


Sir: Yours of this date, proposing armistice and appointment of commis- 
sioners to settle terms of capitulation, is just received. No terms except an 
immediate and unconditional surrender can be accepted. I propose to move 
immediately upon your works. 

iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
U. S. GRANT, Brigadier-General. 

Gen. S. B. BUCKNER, Confederate Army. 

From that day forward he commanded the respect, admiration, 
and affection of every loyal citizen of the Republic. Yet, curi- 
ously enough, General Halleck suspended him on the 4th of March 
following. In nine days he was restored to hiscommand, These 
nine days were sad and tearful to the chieftain, who felt the wrong 
like a scorpion’s sting, but no word of complaint ever escaped his 
lips. [Applause. ] 

The pian of operations which led to the capture of Vicksburg 
was conceived by Grant and executed with great celerity and 
splendid success. The small space of thirty-three days witnessed 
a notable succession of brilliant movements, when the forces of 


| the enemy within a circuit of 50 miles numbered 60,000 men; the 


capture of Port Gibson, the victories of Raymond,'of Jackson, of 
Champion Hill, and Black River Bridge, culminating in the in- 
vestment of Vicksburg, whose capitulation later on closed the 
memorable campaign and covered with glory the sagacious chief- 
tain whose martial genius achieved the splendid triumph. 

After the fatal battle of Chickamauga the Confederate authori- 
ties, notably Jefferson Davis, who had visited the seat of war 
early in October, expected the surrender of our army ina few days. 
But on the 24th of October General Grant arrived. An offensive 
movement was at once inaugurated and the battle of Missionary 
Ridge fought and won, with a trophy of 6,000 Confederate pris- 
oners,, 40 pieces of artillery, and 7,000 stand of arms. The Army 
of the Cumberland was saved, the siege of Chattanooga was raised, 
and Chickamauga avenged. 

Grant then succeeded to the command of all the armies of the 
Union, numbering a million men, a larger army it is believed than 
was ever before commanded by one man. The field of its opera- 
tions was commensurate with its number—from the Mississippi 
River to the Atlantic, thence south to the Gulf of Mexico, and 
west to Texas, one army cutting the Confederacy in two and 
another laying siege to its capital city, all by the direction of this 
matchless warrior without as much as a council of war, Such 
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consummate strategy, such masterful leadership could lead to but 
oneresult. Richmond fell, Lee’s army surrendered and the Union 
was saved. [Applause. | 

These stupendous achievements and surpassingly splendid stra- 
tegic movements which led to the glory of Appomattox all fur- 
nish tothecuriousin such matters the most striking and convincing 
exhibitions of an exceptionally high order of martial genius. 

What place will ultimately be assigned General Grant in the 
military constellation of history the judgment of the future must 
determine. For his contemporaries to place him in the company 
of Alexander, Cesar, and Napoleon is fulsome adulation in which 
I have no disposition to indulge. To elevate any modern hero to 
a share in the glories of the battlefield with these phenomenal 
characters would be as unsuitable, Dr. Lord would say, as to di- 
vide the laurels of Homer, Dante, and Shakespeare with the poets 
of recent times. 

Excluding these, however, from the comparison, the well- 
guarded judgment of dispassionate men will not rank our illus- 
trious leader below the most successful and conspicuous masters 
of the art of war the world has ever seen. His fame can lose 
none of its lustre by comparison with Wellington, Marlborough, 
Gustavus Adolphus, Frederick the Great, Maurice of Nassau, or 
Henry of Navarre. A just analysis of the aptitudes of these men 
for war wiil show more points in which Grant excels than falls 
below them, and there can be no doubt that when history shall 
make its final assignment of rank he will stand either in their 
company or above them. 

As acivil administrator he will hold eminent rank among the 
wisest and best; but the fame of thestatesman will ever be eclipsed 
by the glory of the soldier. His eight years of administration 
were vexed and harassed by problems of greater difficulty and 
magnitude than had ever before been encountered by any Govern- 
ment in times of peace. The reconstruction of the Southern 
States presented questions with which nostatesman had ever grap- 
pled. When he became President the situation of the United 
States was engaging the attention of the civilized world. Seven 
only of the eleven States lately in rebellion had been readmitted 
to the Union. 

The previous Administration had been enfeebled and embittered 
by an unseemly controversy between the executive and legislative 
branches of the Government. The progress of reconstruction had 
been retarded, business interests were languishing, and the pub- 
lic credit was impaired. Foreign complications with Spain and 
Great Britain also confronted us, so that it may be said that Grant 
encountered at the beginning of his Administration difficulties of 
a very po and threatening character. The power of generaliz- 
ing and forecasting is one of the first qualities of statesmanship. 
Grant ssed this power. 

In his first inaugural he outlined with great clearness the ques- 
tions that would come up for settlement during his Adiministra- 
tion and implored his countrymen to deal with them without 
So. hate, or sectional pride. On the financial question he 

ad aclear judgment and a fixed purpose. He insisted that na- 
tional honor required every dollar of Government indebtedness to 
be paid in gold unless otherwise stipulated in the contract. ‘Let 
it be understood,” said he, ‘‘that no repudiator of one farthing of 
our public debt will be trusted in public place.” This was a 
prophecy. It became a triumph. He adhered steadfastly to the 
policy he had announced, and at the close of his Administration 
one-fifth part of the public debt had been paid and the public 
credit reestablished. 

His foreign policy was equally wise and statesmanlike. ‘I would 
deal with nations,’ said he, ‘‘ as equitable law requires individuals 
to deal with each other.” He served notice on ambassadors, kings, 
and emperors in these words: 


If others depart from this rule in their dealings with us, we may be com- 
pelled to follow their precedent. 


At the close of his Administration there were no international 
questions unadjusted. 

On the vexed , nee of suffrage he was wise and farseeing. 
In his inaugural he emphasized the urgency with which the rati- 
fication of the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution appealed 
to the best judgment of the nation as the only just and practi- 
cable settlement of the question of suffrage. He had an invin- 
cible conviction that the amendment embodied the fundamental 
idea of republican government and American liberty. 

The experiment of popular government had not been completed 
before the war, but now every citizen was a member of the ruling 
as well as the subject class, The transition from the old régime 
to the new was sudden and great. With the overthrow of the 
Confederacy went the downfall of slavery and the extreme doc- 
trine of State rights. With the triumph of the Union came the 
— equality of menin the States and of States in the Union. 

ere was now a true national sovereignty and a true national 
citizenship. Every man was a sovereign, whether qualified for 
his kingdom or not. The nation welcomed the new ideas, and 
went promptly to work to create new institutions suited to them, 
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Concérning the principles which were to fashion the new fa 
Grant had well-defined convictions and statesmanlike views. The 
problems to be solved were intricate and difficult, calculated, 
many of them, to appall the stoutest hearts and bafile the wisest 
heads, and yet at all points at which the Executive came in con- 
tact with these perplexing problems, which he helped to lift up 
until they comprehended in their scope the equality of citizenship 
and the elevation of a race, he treated them with a fullness and 
completeness of consideration, breadth of comprehension and rec- 
titude of judgment, and disposed of them with such preeminent 
wisdom as to fairly establish his title to rank with the more emi- 
nent of American statesmen. 

In one aspect of his character Grant had probably but one rival 
to share his laurels in the history of human greatness. He was a 
consummate master of a sublime and imposing silence. And this 
was a valuable auxiliary to the soldier, though it would have d 
qualified him for the Senate, where, it is said, the first duty of 
man is to speak. He accomplished more with less waste of vocal! 
energy than any other man since William the Silent; but when 
he did speak, his utterances were notable, as potent as his silences, 
His words were cannon shots, half battles. ‘They carried conster- 
nation with them like dazzling bolts from the darkened heavens, 

They were ponderous, falling on his foe 
As fell the Norse god's hammer blows 

Some of his laconic expressions and terse dispatches will outlive 

the most brilliant of Cxwsar’s and the most crushing of Napoleon's. 
Men will be fighting out their battles ‘‘on this line if it takes all 
summer;” will be‘ moving imm: diately upon the enemy’s works,” 
and ‘**demanding unconditional surrender” to the end of time. 
[ Applause. } 
The stars that glittered on General Grant’s brow, like those 
that deck the heavens, were not all of the same magnitude, They 
differed in glory and had rank among themselves. There is one 
attribute of his character which removes him from the ranks of 
the illustrious leaders and statesmen in whose company he will 
in most respects go down to posterity and secures him a preemi- 
nence enjoyed by no other warrior in human history; a point of 
character at which the soldier and the statesman meet; an excel- 
lence which adorns the one and qualifies the other—a matchless 
magnanimity. 

From no point of view does the greatness of his character shine 
with more supernal splendor. The ancient Romans dedicated 
temples to the highest human excellences. Our great soldier- 
statesman bowed before the temple which enshrined the divine 
attribute of magnanimity. Ultimus Romanorum was written 
upon the tomb of Cato and, if among the epitaphs which 
shall perpetuate the glories of General Grant there should be no 
expression of this transcendent perfection, the silent marble 
would break into speech to declare to posterity that in this phase 
of his character, at least, he was the noblest Roman of them all, 
[ Applause. } 

Grant and Appomattox are the two halves of one of the most 
interesting and impressive situations which history records. They 
constitute an historical unity that can never be severed, They 
are held in the enduring embrace of a happy conjunction of 
place and event which made the former the theater and the latter 
the star performer of one of the grandest dramas in the tide of 
time. That they are so linked in perpetual association in the 
public mind finds some denotement in the ease with which Sena- 
tor Conkling took captive a national convention with the crude 
but clever rhyme: 

And when asked what State he hails fr 
Our sole reply shall be: 
“He hails from Appomattox 
And its famous apple tree.” 

From Appomattox he sent on wings of lightning tothe Secretary 
of War the message which carried joy to more hearts than any 
previous one in human history: 


ym 


APRIL 9, 1865—4.30 p. m. 
Hon. E. M. STANTON: 


General Lee has surrendered the Army of Northern Virginia this afternoon 
on terms proposed by myself. 
U. 8. GRANT, Lieutenant-Gener 
When this magnanimons chieftain laid his conquering sword 
on the capital of the Confederacy, received Lee's surrender and 
the curtain fell before the tragedy of the rebellion, he said to the 
vanquished armies: ‘‘ Lay down your arms and go to your homes 
on your parole of honor, and take your horses with you to culti- 
vate your farms, but come and take dinner with us before you 
go.” Wereever before the vanquished thus treated by the victors? 
At the fall of Toulon a French warrior wrote: ‘‘ We haveonly one 
way of celebrating victory; this evening we shoot 213 rebels.’ 
How resplendent by contrast appears the conqueror of the rebel- 
lion! 
Who in the fear of God didst bear 
The sword of power, a nation’s trust! 
* Let us have peace!" said the soldier 
Who grasped the sword for peace 
And smote to save. 





From the hearts of patriots everywhere attuned tothe same 
melody is \ifted up the giad refrain; celestial choirs prolong the 
joytul chorus until the spirit of our statesman-warrior sends back 
the swelling anthem, ‘* Let us have peace,” — 

As | contemplate the last of earth of this rounded and com- 
pleted character, passing from the sight of men in that beautiful 

mark bv the river side, a vision bursts upon my imagination, and 
j see the open grave over whose portals rests the casket waiting 
its descent into the darkness of the tomb; on either side stand 
with bowed heads the great chieftains who led the opposing ar- 
mies in our civil war, the conquerors and the conquered, paying 


equal tributes of honor to the savior of the Union, and between | 


them I see the great spirit of our dead, resplendent in the glory 
of immortality, reaching down his spirit hands and clasping those 
of the recone led warriors, and I hear his celestial voice saying: 

Americans, children of a common country, brethren in the bonds of patri- 
otism. joint heirs of a heritage of glory, peace, blessed peace, be and abide 
with you evermore! 

If a firmer and more indissoluble Union, a better understanding 
and more cord al relations between the sections, and a permanent 
and abiding peace, founded upon true respect for each other and 


veneration and affection for our common country, should be the | 


fruition of his great example; if his surviving countrymen will 
but emulate his high character wherein it is most worthy, avoid- 
ing the faults which saved him from perfection, and will rededi- 
cate themse ves with bis singleness of purpose and self-consecration 
to the maintenance of his lofty standard of personal character and 
exalted patriotism, and thus, through the develias of the citizen, 
secure throughout the Union he loved and saved the supremacy 


of virtue, honor, patriotism, and public reason, then the victory of | 


his death will outshine the splendor of the greatest of his life: 
and as was said of the strong man of the olden days, so it may 
be said of our mighty and strong, that ‘‘ The dead which he slew 
at his death were more than they which he slew in his life.” 
And though the affection and veneration of hisadmiring country- 
men have commemorated him in costliest marble and splendid 
mausoleum and elaborate epitaphs have summed up his virtues 
and will transmit to future generations the records of his im- 
perishable renown, the fittest, noblest, most permanent. and 
abiding monument to this distinguished citizen, eminent states- 
man, and illustrious soldier will be his country’s peace. {Lond 
applause. | 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I would very much have pre- 
ferred to be silent on an occasion like this, when the o d comrades 
of General Grant and representatives of the Confederate army 
have been paying these tributes to his memory; and I would not 
consent to say a word now except upon the request of the com- 
mittee in charge of the ceremonies, who have been kind enough 
to suggest that there is a sense in which I may be said to speak 
for the generation born since 1850, which had not the privilege of 
bearing even a humble part in the national defense. In that year 
Thomas Carlyle, in a pamphiet, fierce and barbarous, called the 
**Present Time,” wrote these words, curiotsly made up of sym- 
pathy and of sneer: 

America’s battle is yet to fight; and we sorrowful. though nothing doubt- 
ing, will wish her strength for it; and she will have her own zgony and her 
own victory, though on other terms than she is now quite aware of. What 
great human soul, what great thought, what great noble thing that one could 
worship or loyally admire has yet been produced there? 

it is not certain that the belated prophet, crying in the wilder- 
ness of the Old World, lived long enough to revise this opinion of 
the new; but it iscertain that he lived to see America find strength 
to fight her battie, to bear her agony, and to win her victory on 
such terms as were appointed; that he lived to see the grave of 
Abraham Lincoln become a shrine for the pilgrimage of the hu- 
man race and to hear the name of Ulysses 8, Grant saluted in all 
the languages of the earth; and had his days been lengthened but 
a little he would have seen the canon of Westminster open the 
doors of that venerable monument to admit the silent American 
soldier into the household of English-spoken fame, [Applause. } 

The unchallenged place of General Grant in history expresses, 
as far as such thing can be expressed, the value of his service to 
his own nation and to his own age, and to all nations and all ages. 
Without a trace of selfish ambition in his entire career, he was in 
a high sense, from his youth up, guided by an inward monition 
that he was to playa decisive part in the arena of national affairs. 
At least twice in his life, by his own modest statement, he felt 
within himself a distinct intimation of the future—once, on the 
day he graduated at West Point, and afterwards, on the day that 
Vicksburg fell. 

It may be anidle fancy, but it is not hard to believe that every 
step he took, from the farm to the Academy, from the Academy 
to the frontier, from the frontier through the Mexican campaign, 
and thence to private life, a life of toil and self-suppression, from 
which, with a timid ard hesitating request for a small command, 
he emerged into the Union Army, was part of the preparation, the 
post-graduate course, for the full equipment of this mysterious 


5774 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 19, 


man, The greatest of his lieutenants said: ‘‘To me he is a mys- 

tery; and I believe he is a mystery to himself.” If he had said to 
| his classmates, ‘‘1 will one day take Scott’s place on review,” he 
| would have been laughed out of the Army. 

If, after Vicksburg, he had announced that he was the one gen- 
eral in the Army able to bring the rebellion to an end, he would 
have gone the way of all the others. Yet both these thoughts 
were in his head, and we can not regret that in the shadow of the 
end, when in pain and anguish he was writing for posterity the 
story of his public life, he was moved to throw this light upon 
| the inner life he lived within himself. There are those who im- 
peach the whole social fabric because it imposes upon all a strenu- 
ous struggle for existence, and we have often heard that oppor- 
tunity alone makes the difference between failure and success. 
That is the philosophy of a little world; for we know that with- 
out burdens there is no strength and that in exposed places, open 
to the storms of all skies, the frame of manhood takes upon itself 
the rugged fiber which is the master of opportunity, a victor over 
| circumstances, a crowned athlete in the games of fortune and 
| achievement, 
| General Grant belongs to the new departure, which dates from 
1860. Though a man of mature years, he can scarcely be said to 
have lived before that time. He did not take enough interest in 
the Army to hold on to his commission; nor in his Missouri farm 
to make a living out of it: nor in the leather store in Galena to 
| go back and lock it up after he heard of the fall of Fort Sumter. 
| In asense he had no politics. He voted for Buchanan in 1856, 
| a'though he states in his Memoirs that he did it not out of affection 

for Buchanan, but because he had an old grudge against Fremont. 

|Laughter.] His politics were even more ambiguous than some 

of the heroes of later times. [Laughter and applause.| With 
| the inher.tance of a Whig, he joined a Knownothing lodge; and 
while his sympathies were with Douglas, he spent that fail drill- 
ing the ** Lincoln Wide Awakes.”’ It almost looks asif Providence, 
needing him for the new age, kept him clear and free from the 
confusion of tongues that preceded it. 

It is well-nigh impossible, even with the history of our country 
| in our hands, to make our way through the political wilderness of 
| fifty yearsago. The most pathetic thing in the development cf the 
nation is the picture of our fathers poring for generations over the 
musty volumes of the old debates, wearing the Federalist and 
Madison Papers to the covers, in their vain and hopeless search 
| for the foundation of the faith. Washington grandly compre- 
hended the Constitution he had helped to make; but that did not 
keep the legislature of Virginia from disowning the national au- 
thority while he yet lived in honored retirement at Mount Vernon. 

Daniel Webster, supreme among the giants of those days, vin- 
| dicated the national institutions in speeches that have become 
classic in the literature of our tongue; yet even our schoolboys 
can not recite them without asense of humiliation that his great an- 
tagonists were able to dog the steps of that lofty argument with 
minutes of the Hartford convention, showing Massachusetts on 
the edge of the precipice before she had finished building Bunker 
Hill Monument. Andrew Jackson quit the game of politics long 
enough to swear his mighty oath, “By the Eternal, the Union 
must and shall be preserved;” but that did not prevent the State of 
| South Carolina from organizing her people against the national 

authority while old soldiers of the Revolution still survived 
among them. 

Little by little the nation had shriveled and diminished and the 
important States increased, until, as the older men on this floor 
can remember, the bonds of the United States offered for sale, 
were bid for in the money centers of Europe, and especially by 








the bankers of Holland, on condition that they should be counter- 
signed by the State of Virginia. They knew that Virginia was on 
the map before the United States was, and they had a dim sort of 
suspicion that they might be able to locate the State of Virginia 
after the United States of America had disappeared from the map 
of the world, [Laughter. | 

I would not heedilessly disparage any State, or any section, or 
any of the statesmen of that period. If they were called to deal 
with a situation to which they were not equal, it was one for which 
they were not responsible. James Buchanan was in no sense an 
ordinary man. He was all his lifetime a leader of men, though 
he was left at the end of his generation impotently trying to 
answer elemental and volcanic questions with the dead phrases of 
an obsolete vocabulary. 

The conclusion had come. The time for rewriting the charter 
was at hand. The joint debate of lawyers, long a nuisance among 
men, had at last become an offense to heaven. Thedarkness upon 
the path of the Republic had grown too dense towalk in. Yetthe 
wath-wen never altogether without witnesses; there were always 
some eyes that could see and some ears that could hear. But the 
mobs that threatened William Lioyd Garrison in the streets of 
Boston, that drove John Greenleaf Whittier out of New England 
villages—what did they care for the testimony of John Quincy 
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Adams, still eloauent in the grave? And the champions of free- 
dom, worn out by their long vigil in the night of slavery, fran- 
tically denouncing the Constitution as *‘a covenant with hell ”"— 
what had they learned of that great son of New Eng and, who, in 
the debate with Hayne, had filled the old Senate Chamber, where 
the Supreme Court now sits, with the splendor of his unrivaled 
renius? 

’ A new era was at hand, and the events became dramatic, with 
the swiftest changesin the scenery; for within two years fromthe 
day the militia of Virginia paraded about the scaffold of John 
Brown the soul of that poor, old, immortal madman was marching 
before the mightiest armed host the world ever saw, upon whose 
banners had been written the sublime promises of public liberty. 
[Applause. | ; : 

That was our heroic age, and out of it came forth our ideal he- 
roes—Lincoln, and the trusted counselors who sat by his side; 
Grant, and the generals who obeyed his orders: and behind them 
both and back of all, thecountless ranks of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, ready and eager for that strange sacrifice of blood by 
which our weary and heavy-laden century has been redeemed. 
[Applause ] 

It would not be possible, even if it were appropriate at this hour, 
to speak at length of General Grant's relation to those torn and 
bleeding years. Memory is still rich with the thoughts and emo- 
tions of that epoch, while for the youth of the nation the story of 
that rising reputation is handed down in pages more fascinating 
than the legends of chivalry. 

He came into the Union Army without a friend; he left it above 
all rank. His brave but undistinguished service in Mexico had 
been forgotten, so that when he presented himse'f for duty they 
did not even answer his letters. He earned every promotion that 
he ever had, and asked for recognition only in the language of 
what he did. Lpreivans | The woods around the old church at 
Shiloh showed the field soldier at his best. 

At the end of the first day, when his army, 30,000 strong, was 
in confusion, General Beauregard felt warranted in announcing 
to the Davis. government a complete victory. Before another 
nightfall Beauregard had obtained ideas on the subject of victory 
of a mostinstructive kind. |Laughter.| Hehbad learned that he 
was dealing with a man who had the art of crowding two battles 
into one; the fixed habit of making no report until the thing was 
over. [Laughter and applause.] When General Buell, miles in 
advance of his troops, came upon the field and found scattered 
thousands of Grant's army huddled under the cover of the river 
bank, he said: ‘‘ What preparations have been made for the re- 
treat?” ‘I have not despaired of whipping them yet,” said Gen- 
eral Grant. ‘‘But if you should be compelled to fail back you 
have transports for only 10,000 men.” ‘If I retreat,” said the 
grim soldier, ‘‘10,000 men is all I shall need transports for.” [Ap- 
plause. | 

A recent writer in a leading French review, commenting upon 
Gen. Horace Porter's Memoirs, takes occasion to deny to General 
Grant any place in the society of the world’s great captains, and 
with a complaisance that amounts almost to jocose satire, in view 
of what has lately happened in this world, refuses even to our 
civil war a place among the great conflicts of history, stating 
that it was more akin to the rude combats of antiquity than to 
modern European warfare. But ‘‘such a criticism of military 
skill,” if you will allow me to use the words of James G. Blaine, 
‘‘is idle chatter in the face of an unbroken career of victory. 
When he was appointed Lieutenant-General and placed in com- 
mand of all the armies of the Union, he exercised military control 
over a greater number of men than any general since the inven- 
tion of firearms. In the campaigns of 1864 and 1865 the armies of 
the Union contained in the aggregate not less than a milion men. 
T he movements of all these vast forces were kept in harmony by 
his comprehensive mind, and in the grand consummation which 
insured Union and liberty his name became inseparably associated 
with the true glory of hiscountry.” [Ageienes.) 

I have heard the names of N apoleon and of Cesar and of 
Alexander referred to on this floor to-day. I care nothing about 
Alexander or Cesar or Napoleon. So far as I can make out, not 
one of them is entitled to the respect of civilized men; not one of 
them represented an idea that was worth fighting for, much less 
worth dying for. The Duke of Weimar used to tell his friends 
when they talked to him of Napoleon to ‘‘be of good courage, 
this Napoleonism is unjust, a falsehood, and can not last.” It did 
not last; and to-day there is hardly a trace of the little Corsican 
adventurer in Europe except his grave. 

There can be no great soldier without a great cause; and no 
cause is great that is not right. [Applause.] It was the sublime 
fortune of Ulysses 8. Grant to rise to the chief command of an 
army whose line of march was upon the highway of human prog- 
ress, Which carried with its muskets the future of civilization and 
in its heart the inviolable will of God. 

The French military critic, to whose grotesque comment on 
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General Grant as a soldier I have before alluded, discerns in him 


at least one thing for grudging eulogy. He says that ‘he was 
good citizen.” Without intending it and without being so con 
stituted as ever to know it, he has touched the secret of this unique 
career, both in the field and in the capital—the secret of all real 
service of mankind—the thing that is making kings ridiculous and 
thrones unnecessary; the thing which has abolished the aristoc- 
racy of the sword and made that awkward and absurd weapon 
no longer the master, but the obedient servant of the St ite. 

The feature of our civil war least comprehended by foreien crit 
ics, and only partially comprehended by ourselves, was the fact 
that as soon as a conflict was over, all sides were willing to put 
an end to strife and to take up the broken relations of civil lite 
in harmony and good will. From ahuman standpoint the advice 
of General Scott to Mr. Seward, to ‘* Let the erring sisters go in 
peace,” contained a measure of wisdom: for it must have made 
men sick at heart to th nk of civil war with its awful ministry 
of blood and its legacy still more terrible of feud and passion and 
sullen malice left over to plague the nation long ater the victory 
of arms was won. 

A mere statesman in the place of Lincoln and a mere soldier in 


| the place of Grant might, indeed, have maintained the Govern 


ment at Washington and overthrown the rebellion in the field. 
But the world was entitled to a larger outcome of these four tem 
pestuous years—the new birth of freedom, the new national unity, 
the new outlook of the Republic in the midst of the ages, There 
were voices heard that lifted the civil war above all bloodshed of 
history; one at the beginning, saying, with tender eloquence, ** We 
are not enemies, but friends:” the other at the end, in words 
that transfigured the face of Victory with a divine iilumination, 
saying, ‘‘ Let us have peace!” [Applause. | 

Is it any wonder that within a single generation every evil pas- 
sion of the strife is dead, every bitter memory of the past for- 
gotten? Isit any wonder that the boys who cheered the defenders 
of Vicksburg 2s they stacked their arms, who divided their rations 
with the Army of Northern Virginia, while Grant and Lee sat 
down to talk together as countrymen and friends, have done their 
part, with the boys in gray, to bring in the new era of American 
patriotism? {Applause. | 

We have often heard the details of the war discussed, and I read 
not very long ago a book devoted to the subject, *‘ Why the Con- 
federacy failed.” There have been endless disputes as to which 
army was victorious in this engagement or in that, and I have 
heard it said on this floor that the Confederate army was never 
really whipped; that it simply wore itself out whipping General 
Grant. But here is a victory in which both armies have a share 
that rich and splendid conquest of the hearts of men; nobler and 
worthier in the sight of heaven than captured trophies or the 
spoils of war! [Applause. | 

It was once a fashion in some quarters to exaggerate the repu- 
tation of General Grant as a soldier as a sort of background on 
which to draw a mean picture of his figure in civil lite. IL have 
no sympathy with any such opinion. It is not credible that God 
endowed a man with the faculties required to order the steps of a 
million men in arms and at the same time left his eyes holden that 
he should not see the needs of his age and the destiny of his coun- 
try. What manof his time had aciearer appreciation of the value 
of the public credit or did as much as he to estabiish the disor- 
dered finances of the civil war upon a safe foundation? [Ap- 
plause. | 

When he took the oath of office in 1869 he found the country 
filled with clamor about the payment of the public debt, some de 
manding its settlement in depreciated notes; others calling for 
new issues of paper promises, the cheap and easy preduct of the 
engraver’s art, with which to wipe out the bonds which had been 
issued for the common defense. Into that noisy controversy came 
this calm and immovable man and from the east portico of the 
Capitol uttered words that have become part of the national 
character: ‘‘ Let it be understood that no repudiator of one far 
thing of the national debt will be trusted in any public place.” 
And from that hour the national credit of America, without limit 
and without terms, has been as good as gold in all the markets of 
the earth. [Applause. | 

I count it also as a part of General! Grant's place in history that 
he gave the sanction of his office to the most benignant treaty 
ever drawn between two nations, the treaty by which a deep- 
seated international difference was submitted to a high tribunal 
instead of being made acause of war between two kindred peo- 
ples, which ought to stand side by side for the freedom of the 
world. [Applause.| Thus the man of war becomes the advocate 
of the world’s peace, and turning to his own countrymen in his 
second appearance to take the oath as President, he makes a con- 
fession of his faith in the future of our race so serene and devout 
that it reflects the inspired visions of old and gives reality to the 
rapt aspirations of the poets and prophets of all centuries. 

In his last annual message General Grant laments the fact that 





et a. Paattk 


: 





5776 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 19, 





he was “‘called to the office of Chief Executive without any pre- 
vious political training.” He was too busy in the years that inter- 
vened between his auction of stock and farm machinery on the 
little Missouri homestead and his entrance into the White House 
to study politics either as a science or an art. But there was one 
thing which he brought with him into civil life more important 
than anything else, and that was a firm confidence in the Ameri- 
can people and a settled faith that in all great emergencies they 
may be trusted to sacredly guard their own interests and the pub- 
lic welfare. 
it was that steady confidence which enabled him, when the Santo 
Domingo treaty was rejected by the Senate, in a storm of vitupera- 
tion from which even his own high office did not escape, to appeal 
to the people of the United States, and in the language of his 
special message seek a decision from ‘‘that tribunal whose con- 
victions so seldom err and against whose will I have no policy to 
enforce.” 
Because he believed in his countrymen he had faith in his coun- 
try, and he expressed his belief that the civilized world was tend- 
ing toward government by the people through their chosen repre- 
sentatives. *‘Il donot share,” said he in his second inaugural, *‘ in 
the apprehension hela by many as to the danger of governments 
being weakened or destroyed by reason of the extension of their 
territory. Commerce, education, rapid transit of thought and 
matter by telegraph have changed all this.” It is not possible to 
think of him in the midst of such problems as now beset our 
affairs, deliberately adding to the national burden by defamin 
his country in order to exalt the motives of a mob of swift-foo 
barbarians in the Philippine Islands. 
At least once in his Administration, at a crisis in the Cuban 
situation, he ordered the Navy to prepare for action, and if the 
brief conflict with Spain, which the present Government was not 
able to avoid, had come in his time, it would simply have antici- 
pated the grave events of recent years; leaving us twenty years 
ago, with vastly less preparation, exactly where we are to-day. 
In that case who can imagine General Grant directing the Navy 
to throw its victories into the sea, or ordering our brave little 
armies of occupation to run headlong for their transports, leaving 
life and property and the social order in the keeping of half-naked 
tribes? 
It does not requirea very difficult feat of the imagination to hear 
the voice of the old commander, the voice of the battlefields upon 
which the American flag has been sanctified to the service of civi- 
lization, bidding his countrymen go forward in the fear of God, 
hopeful and courageous under the burdens of their day and gen- 
eration. His comrades have presented to this Capitol his statue, 
a beautiful thing in itself, a thing, I believe, unheard of in the 
military traditions of any country except our own. It stands 
yonder in the Rotunda among our historic treasures. It will pre- 
serve his features and the inscription of his name until the 
heavens be nomore. When the nation of America shall build in 
this capital, as it one day will, a monument to General Grant, it 
need not show forth the image of his person, it need not contain 
the record of his fame, for like the olues of Waterloo pro 
for Wellington in the graphic and noble 
Hugo's fiction, it shall not r aloft the figure of a man; it shall 
be the memorial of a nation, the statue of a people. [Loud and 
prolonged applause on the floor and in the galleries. | 
The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to the resolutions. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 
Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, there are many other members 
of the House who would like to lay their laurels upon the brow of 
the great commander. I therefore ask that leave to print be ex- 
tended to all who desire to avail themselves of it for ten days. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that all who desire may print remarks on the life 


tion of Victor 


and character of General Grant for ten days. Isthere objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Speaker, asa further mark of respect 
to General Grant, his memory, his family, and the Grand Army 
of the Republic, | move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
as a further mark of respect to the memory of General Grant, to 
his family, and to the Grand Army of the Re 
now adjourn, 
The motion was to. 
_ Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed., 


public, this House do 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. EDDY, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R, 10664) granting permission to the Indians on the Grand 
Portage Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to cut and 
dispose of the timber on their several allotments on said reserva- 
tion, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 


report (No. 1588); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LENTZ, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6172) for the relief of 
Robert W. Caldwell, First Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Vol- 
unteers, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1589); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6735) for the relief of legal 
representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1590); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11714) permitting 
building a bridge across New River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R, 11715) providing for the designa- 
tion of ports of entry for aliens along the boundary line between 
the United States and foreign contiguous territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11716) authorizing a survey and 
estimate of cost of dredging a channel through Shallowbag Bay, 
State of North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. ATWATER: A bill (H. R. 11717) to authorize the con- 
struction of a macadamized road from the city of Raleigh, N. C., 
to the national cemetery near said city—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 11718) for the appointment of 
a commission to inquire into the status of the Narragansett, Shin- 
necock, Mohegan, and Montauk Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 11719) amending sec- 
tion 5270 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 11720) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and adjudicate the claim of 
Lonis Scofield, jr., son and assignee of Louis Scofield, deceased—~ 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 11721) to correct the military 
record of Charles M. Mayberry—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 11722) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie A. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 11723) granting an increase of 


—- to William K. Grayson—to the Committee on Invalid 
nsions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11724) granting relief to Elizabeth 
A. Nalley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11725) for the relief of 
Michael A. Dace—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11726) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Hester A. Furr—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H, R. 11727) granting a 

nsion to Nelson Pooler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11728) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Maguire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R, 11729) granting an increase 


¢ pension to Ransolier Hurd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ons, 
Also, a bill (H, R, 11780) granting a pension to James Wat- 


mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11731) for the relief of 
Thomas Reiley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11732) granting a pension to Elizabeth M, 
Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


kins—to the Co: 











Also, a bill (H. R. 11733) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
Weida—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11734) granting a pension to John H. Greg- 
ory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 11735) granting an increase of pension to 
J. V. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Dubuque Typographical Union, 
No. 22, of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 
9814, in the interest of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petitions of C, E. Ward and 21 other 
citizens of Cumberland and L. W. Dyer and 17 others, of Falmouth, 
Me., in favor of the Grout bill increasing the tax on oleomarga- 
rine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of A, H. Coussens, druggist, 
and 10 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for the repeal of the tax on medi- 
cines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Pattern Makers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., 
for the building of one or more new war ships in Government 
navy-yards—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. , 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of William Niestle, of Wilming- 
ton, N. C., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of A. J. Fulton and 
other druggists of Blaine, Me., for the repeal of the tax on medi- 
cines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7580, grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel N. Haskins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Sister Louise, in charge of 
Providence Hospital, Washington, D. C., asking for an appropria- 
tion to build and equip an addition to the hospital—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petitions of 2,300 citizens of Chicago, Il., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 4351, for the classification 
. —- clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
Fannie A. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of Robinson Post, No, 261, 
Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, affidavit to accompany House bill No. 11560, to increase 
the pension of Ralph D. Parsons—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Resolutions of the South- 
ern Industrial Convention, Huntsville, Ala., favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in the Phila- 
delphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. T. Douglas & Bro., of Bennettsville, S. C., 
for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 





SENATE. 


MonpDay, May 21, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. ALLEN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
ticn, will stand approved. 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m e from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 


Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 


In response to the following resolution of the Senate of April 28, 1900: 
Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform the Senate whether General Tor- 
ces, one of the officers of the Philippine army, came to General Otis with a 
of truce on February 5, 1899, the day after the fighting commenced be- 
tween our forces and those of the Filipinos, and stated to General Otis that 
General Aguinaldo declared that fighting had been begun accidentally and 
was not authorized by him, and that Aguinaldo wished to have it or red, 
and that to bring about a conclusion of hostilities he proposed the establish- 
ment of a neutral zone between the two armies of a width that would be 
bie to General Otis, so that during the peace negotiations there might 
no further danger of conflict between the two armies, and whether Gen- 
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eral Otis replied that fighting having once begun must go on to the grim end 
Was General Otis directed by the Secretary of War to make such an answer? 
Did General Otis telegraph the Secretary of War on February 0, 1800, as fol- 
lows: ‘Aguinaido now applies for a cessation of hostilities and conferer 
Have declined to answer!’ And did General Otis afterwards reply Was 
he directed by the Secretary of War to reply, ani what answer, if any, did 
he or the Secretary of War make to the application to cease fighting 


“The President is also requested to the Senate whether 


1 I e ‘ 
vy Admiral Dewey or any of the 







the Philippine republic was ev aluted | 

vessels of his fleet at any time si May 1, 1508. Did Admiral Dewey, at the 
request of Aguinaldo or any office nder him, send the vessels Concord and 
Raleigh to Subig Bay to assist Aguinaldo's forces in the cay re of the Span 
ish garrison at that place? Did said vessels assist in the capture of the Span- 
ish garrison, and after the surrender did they turn the pri rs thus taken 
over to the Philippine forces?" 

I herewitn transmit a copy of a cable dispatch to General ¢ ited April 
30, 1900, and of his reply, dated May 1, 1900. 

General Otis was not directed by the Secretary of War to make such an 
answer as is set forth in the resolution, nor were any answers to communica 
tions upon the subject of the cessation of hostilities prescribed by the Secre 
tary of War to General Otis, but he was left to exercise, in respect there 
his own judgment, based upon his superior knowledge of the conditions sur- 
rounding the troops under his command. 

I also transmit a copy of a cable dispatch from General Otis, sent from 
Manila February 8, 1899, received in Washington February 9, 1s00, bei: 18 
same dispatch to which he refers in his reply of May 1, 190. as mislea 
So far as | am informed, General Otis did not afterwards reply, exe 
set forth in his said dispatch of May 1, 1900. He was not directed by the > 
retary of War to reply, and no answer was made by him ort secretary of 
War to an application to cease fighting. There appears to have been no such 


= | farther transmit a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy to 
Admiral George Dewey, dated May 14, 1900, and acopy of the Admiral’s reply, 
dated May 17, 1900. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 19, 1900. 

MILK AND CREAM IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 19th ultimo, a let- 
ter from the health officer of the District of Columbia, accompa- 
nied by a detailed report from J. P. Turner, V. M. D., inspector 
of live stock and dairy farms, and also a detailed report from J. D, 
Hird, M. A., inspector of dairy products and chemist, relative to 
the quality and condition of milk and cream sold in the District 
of Columbia; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 321) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Samuel Tewksbury, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 427) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Tellisse W. Wil- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 827) for the relief of the trustees of the Presbyto- 
rian Church of Dardanelle, Yell County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 1860) for the relief of the trustees of Carson- 
Newman College, at Mossycreek, Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1871) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix of 
the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of the trustees of Holston Sem- 
inary, at Newmarket, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. .R. 1959) for the relief of the heirs of George W,. 
Saulpaw; 

A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of A. T. Hensley, survivor of 
Fuiton & Hensley, doing business under the name of Lavaca 
Wharf Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2619) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon; 

A bill (H. R. 3020) for the relief of Rev. William T. McElroy; 

A bill (H. R. 3599) for the relief of Lewis M. Millard; 

A bill (H. R. 3799) for the relief of Stanley Snodgrass, of Jeffer- 
son County, Miss.; 

A bill (H. R, 5264) for the relief of the estate of Maj. Guy How- 
ard, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5355) for the relief of John D. Hale, of Tilford, 
Meade County, S. Dak.; 

A bill (A. R. 5755) for the relief of William Wolfe; 

A bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of Robert Smal!s; and 

A bill (H. R. 7483) for the relief of James T. Ellis, of Rankin 
County, Miss. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H, R. 231) for the relief of John Dailey; 

A bill (H. R, 628) for the relief of Hamilton M. Sailors; and 

A bill (H. R. 1136) for the relief of parties for property taken 
from them by military forces of the United States. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: 

A bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 5874) to pay H. P. Dyer for carrying mail. 

The bill (H, R. 149) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
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letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 
The bill (H. R. 3204) to refer certain claims for Indian depreda- 
tions to the Court of Claims was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 
GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] gave a notice, which stands on the Calendar, that he 
would address the Senate to-day at 2 o'clock upon the unfinished 
business. The Senator from Wisconsin has asked me to state that 
although he fully intended to speak to-day at that hour, and was 
prepared to do so, he is unavoidably and imperatively detained 
from the Senate to-day, but that he wishes to renew the notice for 
the same hour to-morrow. He will address the Senate on the un- 
finished business at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of the North Carolina 
Dental Association, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 269, 
to amend the statutes relating to patents; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, CHANDLER presented sundry petitions of citizens of New 
Jersey, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 4252, forthe pre- 
vention of the denial or abridgement of the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote, on account of color; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of De- 
troit, Mich., anda petition of the Epworth Leagueand the Woman's 
Friendly Missionary Society of Paw Paw, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Sullivan County, N. H., praying for 
the enactinent of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Patriotic Federa- 
tion, remonstrating against any further appropriation being made 
for Providence Hospital, and praying for the establishment of a 
municipal hospital for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the State League of 
Local Building and Loan Associations of Missouri, praying that an 
appropriation of $5,000,000 be made for the holding of the World's 
Fair in 1908 at the city of St. Louis, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Young People’s Chris- 
tian Union, of Canton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Towanda, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Deer 
Loige, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the desecration of the national flag; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented resolutions adopted by 
the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Connecticut, fa- 
voring the passage of the bill (S. 2861) to relieve pensioners and 
Congress by the establishment of a court of pension appeals, and 
for other purposes; which were referred tothe Committee on Pen- 
sions, to accompany the bill. 

He also presented a petition of the United National Association 
of Post-Office Clerks of New Haven, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the classification of clerks in first 
and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Crockery Board of Trade of 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing that the maximum limit of pay of examiners at the port of 
New York shall be $4,000 instead of $2,500; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the congregations of the 
Baptist, Congregationalist, Methodist, and Methodist Episcopal 
churches, all of Belchertown, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the National Executive Board of 
United Mine Workers of America, praying for the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
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ADDRESS ON IMPERIALISM. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Iask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp an extract from an address delivered by Mr. Jus- 
tice Brewer before the Liberal Club of Buffalo on the subject of 
imperalism. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Texas is that there be printed in the RECORD an address by 
Mr. Justice Brewer on imperalism. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I used to serve upon the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 1 see no end to this printing in the Rrcorp 
of stray addresses and newspaper articles. I consider it on the 
whole an abuse. 

ees PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
objects. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, BACON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
an amendment providing for the distribution to each of the places 
where terms of circuit or district courts of the United States are 
held of one complete set of Federal Cases, with digest, intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3572) for the relief of Henry C. Rhoades, 
soporte it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 11th 
instant, directing the Secretary of War to furnish one complete 
set of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate armies 
to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to —— adversely for indefinite postponement three sev- 
eral bills. They are reported adversely because the subject-mat- 
ters have been taken care of in other bills. 

The bills were indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

A bill (S. 4511) concerning allotments of pay of enlisted men of 
the Army; 

A bill (S. 20) making an appropriation to enlarge the ey 

ost of Fort Meade, near the city of Sturgis, in the State of South 
akota; and 

A bill (8. 8285) to provide permanent buildings for the military 
post at Fort Meade, near Sturgis, 8. Dak. 

Mr. LINDSAY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4259) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Worthington Winthrop, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7950) for the exten- 
sion of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3205) for the relocation of certain tracks of street railways 
in the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 4781) relat- 
ing to certain railway corporations owning or operating street 
a in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the amendment submitted by Mr. CLARK on the 18th in- 
stant, proposing to appropriate $318 to reimburse William A. 
Richards, late surveyor-general of Wyoming, for losses incurred 
by him through a cloud-burst in the Shoshone Indian Reserva- 
tion, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on rene and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit a supplementary report from the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals, to accompany the bill (H. R. 
2538) to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the 
waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and also present certi- 
fied copies of three acts of the legislature of New Jersey. I move 
that the reportand accompanying papers be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McBRIDE, trom the Committee on Coast Defenses, re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $92,680 for ma- 
terial, power lathes, tools, etc., for repairs to guns and carriages, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and 
moved that it. be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported an 
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amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 to enable the Secre- 
tarv of the Interior to ascertain what persons made entry to lands 
within the limits of any wagon-road or railroad land grant in the 
State of Oregon, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Finance. to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 880) for the relief of L. O. Maddux, doing busi- 
ness 1s Maddux, Hobart & Co., reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


LANDS AT NAVAL ACADEMY, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. McComas 
on the 15th instant. reported it without amendment; and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the papers from the authorities of the city of 
Annapolis, State of Maryland, which include certain correspondence of the 

roper United States naval authorities relative to the acquisition of certain 
ands adjoining the United States Naval Academy grounds, submitted to the 


Senate January 24, 1900, be printed, without maps or diagrams, as a Senate 
document. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT BULLETIN, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committes on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution from the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 17,500 copies of Bulletin No. 20o0f the Division of Vegetable Physiol- 
ogy and Pathology, United States Department of Agriculture—Peach Leaf 
Curl: Its Nature and Treatment—the same to be printed from the stereotype 

lates in the Government Printing Office, 10,000 copies to be distributed by 

he Department of Agriculture, 2,500 copies to be distributed by the members 
of the Senate, and 5,000 copies to be distributed by the members of the House 
of Representatives. 


CRUISE OF REVENUE CUTTER BEAR, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I amdirected by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution from 
the House of Representatives for printing copies of the Cruise of 
the RevenueCutter Bear and the Overland Expedition for the Re- 
lief of the Whalers in the Arctic Ocean from November 27, 1897, 
to September 13, 1898, to report it with amendments. I ask for 
its present consideration. ; 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 8,500 copies of the Cruise of the U.S. Revenue Cutter Bear and the 
Overland Expedition for the Relief of the Whalers in the Arctic Ocean from 
November 27, 1847, to September 13, 1898, being Treasury Department Docu- 
ment No. 2101, Division of Revenue-Cutter Service, 5,000 copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, 2,500 copies for the use of the Senate, and 


1,000 copies for the use of the Division of Revenue-Cutter Service, Treasury 
Department. 


The amendments of the committee were, in line 3, to strike out 
8.500” and to insert ‘*5,000;” in line 11, to strike out ‘*5,000” 
and insert, ‘2500; and in line 12, before ‘‘thousand,” to strike 
out ‘‘two” and insert ‘ one.” ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the concurrent resolution be read 
as proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as proposed to be 
ainended, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
there be printed 5,000 copies of the Cruise of the United States Revenue Cut- 
ter Bear and the Overland Expedition for the Relief of the Whalers in the 
Arctic Ocean, from November 27, 1897, to September 13. 1898, being Treasury 
Department Document No. 2101, Division of Revenue-Cutter Service, 2,500 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 1,500 copies for the use of 
the Senate, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Division of Revenue-Cutter 
Service, Treasury Department. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, 


REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printin , to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] on the 


16th instant, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of 
each of the rompaining volumes of the Philippine Commission's report there 
shall be printed and bound 15,000 copies, 5,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 10,000 copies for the use of the loess of Representatives; 

That. in addition thereto, there be printed 1, 
of the Philippine Commission; 

That, for the special use ef the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on by ym paper and bound in half morocco; and 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be printed, for 


the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco. 


The amendments of the committee were: 


On line 4, strike out all after the word ‘*bound " down to and including the 
word * Representatives,” on line 6 


On line 7, strike out the words “that, in addition thereto, there be printed.” 


copies of each for the use 


e 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5779 


On line 12, after the word “and,” insert “500 copies of the second and sub 
sequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, uniform with the first volumy 
for distribution by the Department of State.’ 

On line 16, after the word “ morocco,” add “ Provided, That the printing 
and binding of the report of the Philippine Commission under the concurrent 
resolution of February 23, 1900, shail not include this supplement 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the resolution read as 
it is proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution as proposed to bo 
amended, as follows: 


Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 62 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu That of 
each of the remaining vclumes of the Philippine Commission's report there 
shall be printed and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Commission 

That, for the special use of the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on 70-pound paper and bound in half morocco; and 
500 copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, 


uniform with the first volume, for distribution by the Department of State 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be printed, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1,50) copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of the report of the 
Philippine Commission under the concurrent resolution of February 23, 1900, 
shall not include this supplement. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The concurrent resolution will 
go to the Calendar, 

COURTS IN TEXAS, 

Mr. PETTUS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8369) to detach the 
county of Concho from the western judicial district of Texas 
and attach the same to the northern judicial district of Texas, and 
for other purposes, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and recommend that it be presently considered. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
tro] the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 10 whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Ross (for Mr. Procror) on the 
{8th instant, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, April 23, 1900, relative to pro- 
posed pure-food legislation, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

HEARINGS ON POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Wo.Lcorr on the 15th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on the bill (H. R. 10301) mak 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, 

J. M. RICHARDSON, DECEASED, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MaLLory on the 16th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Sarah H. Merchant and Irene I. McCreary, sisters of 
J. M. Richardson, deceased, late a clerk to the Hon.S. R. Mallory, of Florida, 
a sum equal to six months’ salary at the rate paid by law to said clerk, said 
sum to include funeral expenses and all other allowances. 

EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM on the 16th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings heldand 
to be held by the Committee on Interstate Commerce be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PLatt of New York on the 10th 
instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the testimony taken 


by the Committee on Printing in relation to the Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was submit- 
ted the resolution submitted by Mr. Suour on the 17th instant, 
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reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings held and 


to be held by the Committee on Territories, on bills referred to that commit- 


tee, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 
ISTHMIAN CANAL INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. lam instructed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Alabama {Mr. MorGaAn] on the 18th instant, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolutions to investigate the dealings of persons and corporations with the 
sroposed ship canals in the Isthmus of Darien through Panama and through 

Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 

Resolved: SECTION 1. That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals be, and 
are hereby, instructed to inquire, examine. and report whether any and what 
combination of persons or of any corporations is formed, or is in process of 
formation, or is engaged in any plan or enterprise having for its purpose the 
monopoly or control of any ship canal or railway across the Isthmus of Darien, 
at Panama, or in the States of Nicaragua and Costa Rica; that said commit- 
tee will ascertain and report whether such combination or agreement is ob- 
structive of the policy of the United States to own and control a ship canal 
across the Isthmus of Darien, or whether it is designed or contemplated by 
such agreement to interfere with or to hinder or obstruct the United States 
Government in its diplomatic or other intercourse with any foreign govern- 
ment on the subject of a ship canal across such isthmus, or whether such 
action on the part of such persons would have such effectif it is or shall here- 
after be carried into execution. 

Sec. 2. Said committee is instructed to inquire and report whether such 
jlan or purpose as is mentioned or described in section 1 of these resolutions 
»a8 the sanction of the laws of the State of New Jersey or any other State of 

this Union, and whether under such laws such corporation, or other associa- 
tion of persons, claims the authority to interfere with the laws, or to control 
the rights of the people of France, or any other foreign country, in respect 
of any isthmian canal, or to exercise any corporate or other powers, right- 
fully or otherwise, in every such country; and whether the toleration of such 
pretensions and efforts by the Government of the United States is calculated 
to embarrass the friendly intercourse of the United States with France, or 
any other foreign country. 

Sec. 3. That said committee is further directed to inquire and report 
whether every such plan or effort as is mentioned or described in section 1 
of these resolutions is being promoted or has been promoted by the use of 
money in the United States, or elsewhere, or by issues, or promises to issue 
the bonds, or stocks, or scrip, or debentures of any corporation in the United 
States, or in France, or in any other country; and, generally, to investigate 
such transactions, so as to reach the real merits of the same and the conduct 
and purposes of the persons or corporations engaged in the same, toascertain 
whether the same are honest or dishonest, or are lawful or unlawful. 

Sec. 4. In executing the orders contained in these resolutions said com- 
mittee may hold its sessions during the sessions of Senate, or in the vacation 
or recess of Congress; and such sessions may be held, on the call of the chair- 
man of the committee, at any place in the United States. 

Sec. 5. The committee is empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
to examine witnesses under oath, to be administered by the chairman, or by 
any member of the committee; and for the purpose of conducting the exam- 
ination of witnesses, and by order of the committee, three members thereof 
shall constitute a quorum. 

Suc. 6. The committee may employ stenographers to take down and report 
the testimony of the witnesses, and may cause the same to be printed, from 
time to time, and in confidence, for the use of the committee, at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, in Washington, D. C. 

Suc. 7. The necessary expenses of travel of the committee, its clerk, and 
stenographer, and for stationery, and for the attendance and travel of wit- 
nesses shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, on the certifi- 
cate of the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. TELLER. What is the purpose of the proposed examina- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an examination to be 
made by the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr, TELLER, I think the resolution had better be read again. 
I do not think anyone heard it. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR, I suggest to my honorable friend from Alabama 
that instead of saying, ‘‘Three members of the committee shall 
constitute a anorum,” the phrase be, “‘Any subcommittee of their 
number shall have the power of the full committee.” That is the 
fashion now, and it has the advantage that two subcommittees 
may sometimes be in session at the sametime. It is very conven- 
ient in these investigations to have that done; and it also makes 
it really a committee, and not a subcommittee of the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have nine members of this committee, and 
we could have three subcommittees if we wanted to have subcom- 
mittees conduct the examination. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but if the Senator says that three 
shall constitute a quorum you can only have 

Mr. MORGAN. A quorum to conduct the examination. 

Mr. HOAR. You can not have three quorums of the same com- 
mittee going on at the same time. 

Mr. MORGAN, I think we could. 

Mr. HOAR. I do notthink so. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, I move to amend by striking out, in lines 13 and 14 
on page 3, the words: 

Three members thereof shall constitute a quorum. 


And inserting the words: 


Any subcommittee of said committee shall have the powers of the full 
committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
| BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate. in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 283) in reference to the civil service 
| and appointments thereunder. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1101) to provide for 
the holding of a term of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States at Superior, Wis, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 

| signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham: 

A bill (S. 906) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Esther, of New Orleans: 

As bill (S. 1066) granting an increase of pension to Margaret B, 
Shipp: 

A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E, 
Tradewell; 

A bill (5, 4129) to detach the county of Dyer from the eastern 
division of the western district of Tennessee and to attach the 
same to the western division of the western district of said State 
of Tennessee; 

A bill (5S. 4291) to constitute Durham, N, C., a port of delivery 
in the customs collection district of Pamlico, and to extend the 
privileges of the seventh section of the act of Congress approved 
June 10, 1880, to said port; 

A bill (H. R. 92) to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to taking depositions de bene 
esse; 

A bill (H. R. 527) granting a pension to Lucy D. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 548) granting a pension to Edward Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1858; 

A bill (H. R. 1625) granting an increase of pension to Mary B, 
Douglass; 

A bill (H. R. 2621) granting a pension to Ida Wiederhold; 

A bill (H. R. 2634) granting an increase of pension to Erasmus 
Darwin Steen; 

A bill (H. R. 2708) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia 
B, Chauncey; 

A bill (H. R. 2824) to pay certain judgments against John CO, 
Bates and Jonathan A. Teckley, captain and first lieutenant in 
the United States Army, for acts done by them under orders of 
their superior officers; 
=~ (H. R. 3490) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

. Farr; 

A bill (H. R. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Mary A, 
C. Kargler; 

A bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to Ellsey A, 
Stone; 

A bill (H. R. 4086) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Lockwood: 

—— bill (H. R. 4355) granting an increase of pension to Oren E, 
arber; 

A bill (H. R. 4898) granting a pension to Julius Vogt; 

A bill (H. R. 4422) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Brookins; 

A bill (H. R. 4440) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
L. Hughes; 

A bill (H. R, 4649) granting a pension to William Bates; 

A bill (H, R. 4760) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Stein; 

A bill (H. R. 5552) for the relief of Northrup & Chick and also 
of Thomas N. Stinson; 

A bill (H. R. 6494) granting an increase of pension to Dorus N, 


Fox; 

A bill (H. R. 7180) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
A. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 7230) granting an increase of pension to Roxie B, 
Salter; 

A bill (H. R. 7740) to amend section 8 of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Fort Smith and Western Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Choctaw and Creek nations in the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes;” 
A bill (H. R. 7975) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to Nancy W. Hadley; 

A bill (H. R, 8389) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
D. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 8799) granting an increase of pension to William 
Feek; 

A bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of pension to William 
H, H, MacDonald; 
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A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Furguson M. Benton; 

A bill (H. R. 9559) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, 8. Dak.; 

A bill (H. R. 9643) granting a pension to Ada E. Whaley; and 

A bill (H. R. 9751) granting an increase of pension to David 
H, Drake. 

CIVIL-SERVICE APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just re- 
turned from the House be recommitted to the Committee to Exam- 
ine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. Iam authorized by 
the committee to make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(S. 283) in reference to the civil service and appointments there- 
under, returned from the House of Representatives in compliance 
with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, That 
committee reported the bill originally. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ESTATE OF THOMAS P, BLAIR, DECEASED, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays a bill before 
the Senate from the House of Representatives, and calls the at- 
tention of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. StTEwaRrtT| to it. 

The bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, adminis- 
trator of Thomas P. Blair, deceased, was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. STEWART. A Senate bill in the same language, reported 
by the Senate Committee on Claims, is on the Calendar. I ask 
that the House bill be substituted for the Senate bill, and that the 
House bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Oliver M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. Blair, de- 
ceased, late of Cumberland County, Pa., the sum of $32,000, being for 23,000 
bushels of oats at 80 cents per bushel, and 12,000 bushels of corn at $1 per 
bushel, sold and delivered to the United States Government. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have some expla- 
nation of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I can explain it inasecond. Blair was or- 
dered by the War Department, under an arrangement made with 
the officers, to deliver this oats and corn at a designated ware- 
house. The Government furnished the bags in which to put it. 
After it was delivered at the warehouse the Department appre- 
hended that it might be captured by the Confederate forces, and 
sent word to him to have it shipped to Harrisburg, and before 
that could be accomplished Lee’s army captured the oats and corn. 
He afterwards applied to the War Department for pay for it, but 
was told that it would rejuire some action by Congress. The 
claim appears to be perfectly straight. The oats and corn were 
delivered in the bags provided by the Government and put in the 
warehouse designated, and captured before the Government had 
made use of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was this? 

Mr. STEWART. Ican not give the exact date, but it was in 
the summer of 1863, just before the battle of Gettysburg. It was 
when Lee's army moved up there. 

Mr, MASON. I should like to ask the Senator if the bill has 
been considered by the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. STEWART. It has been: it was discussed there at length 
and reportedfavorably. Thereport was pretty nearly unanimous, 

Mr. MASON. The Senate Committee on Claims? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senate Committee on Claims. It was 
net discussed there and favorably reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary | 


to report back favorably without amendment House bill 9879. It 
is a mere change of the districts of California, and I ask unan- 
imous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 9879) to detach certain coun- 


ties from the United States judicial district of northern California | 


and to annex such counties to the United States judicial district 
of southern California, to divide said southern district of Cali- 


fornia into two divisions, and to provide for holding the terms of | 


court at the city of Prescott and the city of Los Angeles, 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I should like, with the permis- 
sion of the chairman of the committee, to make an inquiry re- 
garding the bill, which is prompted byexperience. In the case of 
the United States vs, Rosencrans, which was a prosecution for 
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| 
the robbery of the mails in the northern division of the district of 
Montana, the indictment was found in the southern division. 
The question was as to whether an indictmentin the southern divi- 
sion, which was made up of certain stipulated counties, was valid 
when based upon an offense committed in the northern division. 
That case was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States, 

| and owing to the peculiar wording of the Montana statute creat 
ing the divisions, the Supreme Court held that the indictment was 
good in that case, but a perusal of the opinion of the court makes 
it quite clear that with a slight variation of language the in- 
dictment would have been held invalid. 





ois 


There is another feature connected with this division matter, 
which arises from the experience of two divisions in one district 
that is, the transfer of a cause from one division of a district to 


another division for the trial; and, second, the inability of the 
court sitting in one division to pass upon an interlocutory motion 
for the purpose of bringing causes to issue that are pending in 
another division of the district. It will be found, I think, that 
the business of the court will be greatly expedited if, while the 
court is in session in the southern division, a demurrer or a motion 
pending in the northern division may be presented to the court 
sitting in the southern division, and that authority be given to 
enter the proper order. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator’s point; and I think he 
will find the matter referred to is ta\en care of in the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask for information. 

Mr. HOAR. The Constitution of the United States provides in 
substance—I can not quote the exact language at this moment 
that no person shall be tried for any offense except in a district 
previously ascertained by law. As to all offenses committed after 
this act goes into effect, of course there will be no difficulty, and 
as to all offenses committed before the act goes into effect they 
are to be tried in the district—in one or the other of the divisions 
of the district—according as the offense was committed, but those 
divisions are both entirely contained in the old previously ascer- 
tained district. So that there would be no constitutional diffi- 
culty about the matter. 

Mr. CARTER, I understand from the Senator, then, if an of- 
| fense is committed in the northern division—I believe the desig- 
nations are the northern and southern divisionsof the district 

Mr. HOAR. Then it must be tried there. 

Mr. CARTER. The indictment must be found in the northern 
division and the accused must be tried there; and the further 
proposition presented is, Can the defendant under this act pro- 
cure a change of venue to the southern division of the district? 

Mr. HOAR. He would have the same right of change of venue 
as is provided for under the general statutes of the United States. 
There is nothing in this bill which deals with the question of 
change of venue at all. 

Mr. CARTER. But the point is, I think, that the division of 
the district ought not to interfere with the right of a defendant or 
a litigant to secure a jury selected from the district at large, It 
sometimes becomes quite apparent, particularly in criminal pros- 
ecutions, that a transfer from the immediate vicinity where the 
crime is committed is desirable; and now, if this defendant can 
not secure a transfer of his cause to the other division of the dis- 
| trict, it would work a hardship. Where an offense is committed 
in Montana a transfer can be secured. 

Mr. HOAR, It can be transferred to either district under the 
general law. 

Mr. CARTER. I think we procured, with the approval of the 
Judiciary Committee, an amendment to the Montana act which 
provided that causes might be transferred in the interest of jus- 
tice from one division to the other. 

Mr. ALLEN. Il risetoa pariiamentary inquiry, Mr. President, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN, Under what order is this debate proceeding? 

Mr. HOAR., It is proceeding, as I understand, under an order 
of the Senate, given by unanimous consent, that the bill be now 
considered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot so understand. 

Mr. HOAR. But I certainly shall not undertake to abuse that 
privilege if the bill is to lead to extended debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has unanimous consent been given for the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not, 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it had been. I was, however, going on 
| to say that I should not undertake to abuse such a privilege if the 
bill should lead to a long debate. 

Mr. ALLEN, Iceall for the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow me to finish my 
sentence. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order is the re- 

| quest of the Senator from Massachusetts for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

| Mr. HOAR. MayI be permitted to say that I shoul’ not under- 

| take to avail sayeelt of such an order to go on with debate? If it 
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shal] turn out that any Senator wishes to debate the bill at length, A bill (8. 4783) granting an increase of pension to Charles Stack- 
I will withdraw the matter at once, | house. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it is rather an abuse to take up the morn- Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4784) to correct the mili- 
ing hour in the consideration of contested bills when there is other | tary record of George Kappes; which was read twice by its title, 
business which should be pay transacted at this time. If, | and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
however, the bill does not lead to any further debate, I shall not | on Military Affairs, 


object. | Mr, HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sev- 

Mr. HOAR, I will withdraw the request for the consideration | erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
of the bill if it leads to further debate. | pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions; 

Mr. CARTER. My inquiry was directed for the purpose of A bill (S. 4785) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
getiing information as to what the bill provided. | Willis: and 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is in the ordinary form of such bills. | A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to John Wise, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska | Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4787) to authorize the 
[Mr. ALLEN] has demanded the regularorder, The regular order | appointment of Thomas Lutz Stitt as an officer in the Navy; which 
is the request made by the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. | was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Hoar] for unanimous consent for the present consideration of | Naval Affairs. 
the bill reported by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the | severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
Whole. on Pensions: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered A biil (S. 4788) granting an increase of pension to George P. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Beach; and 

SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DIVISION OF IOWA, A bill (S, 4789) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 

Mr.HOAR. Lam directed bythe Committee on the Judiciary, to | Wagner (with an accompanying paper). f 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2537) to create the southern Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. TURLEY) introduced the following bills; 
division of the southern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, | which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
and to fix the time and place for holding court therein, to report | the Committee on Claims; 
it favorably with sunomaesete, I ask unanimous consent for the | _ 4 bill (S. 4790) for the relief of W. W. Schoolfield, executor of 
present consideration of the bill. the estate of Louis Hanauer, <eceased; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-| A Dill (5S. 4791) for the retief of Mrs. Ada G. Bankhead; 
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the | _ A bill (8, 4792) for the relief of B. J. Young (with accompany- 
bill reported by him, which will be read in full for the informa- | !°S papers); 


tion of the Senate. A bill (8. 4793) for the relief of the estate of A. W. Harris, de- 
The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- ceased ( with accompanying papers) ; , 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. A bill (S. 4794) tor the relief of Joseph B. Johnson (with accom- 


The first amendment reported by the Committee on the Judici- | Panying papers); ~ 
ary was, in section 1, page 1, line 10, after the word “ year,” to A biil (S. 4795) for the relief of F. A. Jones, administrator of 
statins atahe R. S. Jones, deceased (with accompanying papers); and 
Each of said terms to continue so long as necessary to dispose of the busi- A bill (S. 4796) for the relief of James Boro, Mary Boro, and the 
ness at any time pendingin said court: Provided, however, That suitable rooms estate of James Poro, deceased (with accompanying papers). 
and accommodations are furnished for the holding of said courts free of ex- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (by request) introduced a bill (S. 
panes to the Goverament ereae's oa ee 4797) to refer to the Court of Claims the claims of the Peoria, 
_ as - — - peer mae ee ee tae ee oe Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankeshaw Indians against the United 
rat the counties of Lucas, arke, Union, air, ams Tremont, a’age, 2 ° ; “ s : 5 
Taylor, Ringgold, Decatur, Wayne, and Appanoose shall constitute the a — purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
southern division of the southern judicial district of Iowa; and a term of a | 4nd referred to t 16 Committe eon Indian Affairs. f 
cirenit and district court for said district shall be held in said division here Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4798) for the relief of the es- 
by created at Creston, in ae ae on the third Monday of May and the | tate of Milton S, Shirk, deceased: which was read twice by its 
~The cannenieaneee 4 — title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ame . per ? Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4799) relating to 
ay > “4 9 99 7 . 2 . : " 7 : . : 
Tt aPrmemteey pen be —— section 4, page 2, line 22, after the the case of Cruz against Fitchie; which was read twice by its title, 
ee h . shone the absence of the clerk and marshal, shall exercise all and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 
cach o . » } 2 ros: e9 . . ° 
of the powersand perform all of the duties of his principal within the division | . Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a biil (S. 4800) to require the Pres- 
for which he shall be appointed. ident to cause to be surrendered to the governing authorities of 
So as to make the section read: Cuba, or any of the possessions of the United States, fugitives from 
Sxo. 4. That the clerk of the circuit ang district courts for said southern | justice, and for other purposes; wh:ch was read twice by its title, 
district oe ae ae of ae — shall o*. poem a See. who | and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
shall reside and maintain an office at Creston, in Union County. ppoint- TIQ : ; : s : 
ment of such deputy shall be approved by the court for which they shall be | ,, Mr. DAVIS introduc ed a bill (S. 4801) to amend an act entitled 
respectively appointed, and thvy may be removed by such court at pleasure; An act for the erection of a public building at St. Paul, Minn., 
and the clerkand marshalshall be responsible for the official acts and neglects approved February 16, 1891; which was read twice by its title, 
of all their deputies. and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 126) to 
authorize the governor of Porto Rico to provide temporary rates 
of internal-revenue taxation; which was read twice by its title, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 
CUBAN EXTRADITION, 


ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time, 
The bill was read the third time, sed, 

enti Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S, 4802) to provide for extradition 
and rendition of fugitives from justice from the island of Cuba; 

which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. HOAR. This is a very short bill, and it relates to a very 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 1 o'clock p.m.). The Chair 

important subject in regard to which Senators will be obliged to 
make up their minds at a very early day. I ask, therefore, that 


lays before the Senate a resolution, which will be read, He calls 
the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. CHANDLER] 
it be printed in the Rrcorp as if it had been read. 
The bill was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred 


to it. 
The Secretary read the resolution a by Mr. CHANDLER 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That so long as the island of Cuba shall remain under 


from the Committee on Privileges and Elections April 23, 1900, as 
the authority of the United States any person who shall commit or whoshall 


follows: 
Resolved, That William A. Clark was not duly and legally elected to a seat 
have committed any offense against laws established by the United States 
or its officers for the control of the government of said island or against the 


in the Senate of the United States by the legislature of the State of Montana. 
Mr. CHANDLER. At the oy cee of the other members of 
criminal laws recognized by the United Statesasin force therein, whoshall de- 
rt or flee, or who has heretofore departed or fled, from justice therein, shall, 


the Committee on Privileges and Elections, I move that the reso- 
lution be ee until Thursday next at 1 o'clock. 
phe = aoe : . ' 
The F RESIDENT pre tempore. : The question is on the motion if found in the United States, be liable to arrest and detention, and on the 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the resolution be post- | written requisition of the governor or other chief officer of Cuba shall be re- 
turned to the authorities in control in Cuba for trial under such laws. All 
the provisions of sections 5270 to 5277 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


poned until Thursday next at 1 o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to. States, inclusive, so far as aponae. shall govern the proceedings, except 
as herein otherwise provided. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
—_e . 1 7 Ves s Such accused person shall be taken before a judge or justice of the circuit 
Mr. PENROSE introduced the follow ing bills; which were sev- or district cuart ot the United States in the district in which he is arrested, 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on | who shall order his return and surrender on evidence establishin probable 


err 


Pensions: cause shat be is peilty of the ofens charged: and thereupon he hall be are: 
; =g9 gran i increase pen i . | turne: surrende o the autho! n Cuba on the order o e : 

A bill (S. 4782) ting an inc of sion of Gorge Ziegler; retary. of State of the United States: Provided, That such return and sur- 
and render, as hereinbefore provided, shall be made only in the case of persons 











CONGRESSIONAL 


1900. 





charged with the commission of one or more of the following crimes, to wit: 
Murder, and assault with intent to commit murder; counterfeiting or alter- 
ing money, or uttering or bringing into circulation counterfeit or altered 
money; counterfeiting certificates or coupons of public indebtedness, bs nk 


notes, or other instraments of public credit,and the utterance or circulation | 


of the same; forgery or altering, and uttering what is forged or altered; 
embezzlement or criminal malversation of the public funds, committed by 
yublic officers or depositaries; robbery; burglary, defined to be the breaking 
and entering by night time into the house of another person with intent to 
commit a felony therein; and the act of breaking and entering the house of 
another, whether in the day or night time, with the intent to commit a fel- 
ony therein; the act of entering, or of breaking and entering, the offices of 
the Government, and public authorities, or the offices of banks, banking 


houses, savings banks, trust companies, insurance or other companies, with | 


the intent to commit a felony therein; perjury or the subornation of per 
jury: rape; arson; piracy by the law of nations; murder, assault with intent 
to kill, and manslaughter, committed on the high seas. on board a ship owned 
by or in control of citizens of Cuba and not under the flag of the United 
States or of some other government; malicious destruction of, or attempt to 
destroy, railways, trams, vessels, bridges, dwellings, public edifices, or other 
buildings, when the act endangers human life: And provided, That nosuch sur- 
render or return shall be made of — charged with offenses of a political 
character: And provided further, That before ma®ing such order for surrender 
and return, the judge shall be satisfied that proper provision exists to secure 
to the defendant a fair trial for such offense before a civil judicial tribunal, 
where he will be represented by counsel; that the offense with which he is 
charged will be fairly and distinctly described to him, and that he will have 
an opportunity to be confronted, at his trial, with the witnesses against him. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $3,000 for improving the mouth of Warroad River, Minnesota, 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 


bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and | 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $3,500 to pay W. R. Austin & Co. for materials 
furnished to the Interior Department for use in the Eleventh 
Census, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mir. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 


ate $209,000 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase | 
the necessary machinery for the United States mint at Denver, | 
Colo., intended to be proposed by him tothe sundry civil appropri- | 


ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 
THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of 
a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CLAIMS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment, intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of cer- 
tain claims; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PAYMENTS TO VOLUNTEERS, 


Mr. SULLIVAN. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Lesolved by the United States Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he ishereby. requested to transmit tothe Senate, for its information, 
a statement showing whether the volunteer officers and soldiers serving in 
the late Spanish-American war have been paid more than one time for their 
service between the time of their enrollment and their muster in, or for any 
other service connected with said war; and if such payments bave been made, 
what officers and soldiers have been so paid, and upon what authority. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
the word ‘‘ requested” and inserting the word ‘‘ directed.”’ 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. Is there objection to the consideration of the resolution as 
modified? 

Mr. LODGE. Let the resolution be again read. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY, I make no objection to consideration; but I 
wish to say that that whole matter has been most thoroughly and 
exhaustively considered within a week or two by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and I think the committee can give the neces- 
sary information. 1 move that the resolution be referred to that 
committee. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Who is the introducer of the resolution, Mr. 
President? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missisippi 
{Mr. wuuavan). 

Mr. SULLI AN. I want to say in that connection that I ap- 
plied to the Auditor for the War Department a day or two ago, 
when I ‘was informed that a number of officers and soldiers had 
been paid twice for the same service. 
statement, and desiring more authoritative information on the 





I was so astounded at the | 
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subject, that I determined to introduce this resolution, so as to 
ascertain, if the statement be true, how it is and by what author- 
ity payments have been twice made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
| ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest, under the strict phraseology, the 
| senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] not being here, 

that the soldiers were paid twice if they were paid ou two differ- 
ent occasions. The Senator from Mississippi does not ask in his 
| resolution whether or not they have been paid twice for the same 
| service, but whether they have been paid more than onetime. If 
| the paymaster had been around twice, the Secretary of War would 
have been bound to report that the soldiers had been paid more 
than onetime. I suggest that the resolution be changed so as to 
contemplate the inquiry which the Senator desires to make, as to 
whether they have been paid twice for the same service. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. So far as that is concerned, the object is 
simply to see whether or not they have been paid twice, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, for the same service. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. HAWLEY] moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other reso utions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, which will be read 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 1!th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That Abraham Fischer, C. H. Wessels, and A. D. W. Wolmarans, 
| commissioners of the Orange Free State and the South African Republic, 
| accredited to the United States, are hereby accorded the privileges of the 
floor of the Senate during their stay in this country 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on Saturday last Lintroduced this 
resolution and asked for its present consideration. An objection 
was made by the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY}, and, 
under the rule, the resolution passed over until to-day. 

I want to read at this time from the CONGRESSIONAL Rev 
Saturday the proceeding respecting this matter. | 
pa.e 6179 of the Recorp: 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
| send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

** Resolved, That Abraham Fischer, C. H. Wessels, and A. D. W. Wolmarans, 
commissioners of the Orange Free State and the South African Republic, 
accredited to the United States, are hereby accorded the privileges of the 
floor of the Senate during their stay in this country."’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to submit an observation before-— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objectionis made. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. President, I read that simply for the purpose of accentuat- 
ing the haste with which an objection was made to the consider- 
ation of the resolution. Ordinarily in this body when a Senator 
desires to submit observations pertinent to a resolution of this 
character he is permitted to do so without objaction. On this 
occasion an objection was made with lightning-like speed, not 
only to the consideration of the resolution, but to the submission 
of observations in its support. 

Of course, the relations between the Senator from Connecticut 
and myself are such as to preclude the idea that there was any- 
| thing personal in the objection, and the objection must have gone 

to the fact that the distinguished Senator did not desire to hear 
| the names of these commissioners mentioned in the Senate Cham- 
| ber or that they should receive the slightest recognition at the 
hands of this Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1! wish the Senator would allow me a word, 

Mr. ALLEN. I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I saw instantly when the resolution was pre- 
sented that it would give rise to discussion, and I thought there 
ought to be a little time for both sides of thai discussion to con- 
sider the matter. Therefore I objected toits consideration on that 
day. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the precedents for the 
resolution are unbroken and without exception in the history of 
the Senate, I could not understand the objection of the honorable 
| Senator from Connecticut, unless it was based upon the theory 

that this Government must have nothing whatever to do with the 
Boer commissioners. 

Two years ago Lord Herschell was in this city and died here. <A 
Canadian commission came here for the purpose of determining, 
asmembers of the joint commission between Great Britain and the 

| United States, certain disputed questions between the two Gov 
ernments. They were accorded the privileges of this floor without 
the slightest objection upon the part of anybody. I remember 
| distinctly meeting them and being introduced to them on the floor 
| of the Senate. A few years ago John Stewart Parnell, a member 
| of the English Parliament, came to this country and was accorded 
the privileges of the floor of both Houses and was permitted to de- 
| liver a public address in the Hall of the House of Representatives, 
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te House and the Senate attending in number. I am informed 
by those who have been in this Chamber for a great many years 
that there is not an instance in our history where distinguished 
gentlemen coming from a foreign country to this country in an 
official capacity were nut accorded the privileges of the floor of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives. 

I can not understand why these gentlemen should not receive 
the ordinary courtesies extended to the representatives of all other 
governments who visit the capital city of the United States. It 
might be claimed, and possibly will be claimed, that if we should 
permit these gentlemen to come on the floor of the Senate, it would 
be an indirect recognition of the political independence of the 
Orange Free State and the South African Republic. Ido not pro- 


pose to debate that question at all, for | do not regard it as ger- | 
It is perhaps not for us, at this time at least, to enter into | 


mane, 
the disputed question between Great Britain and these Republics, 
whether Great Britain retains the relation of lord and master over 
the Republicsornot. We have just ratified a treaty between Great 
Dritain and the United States and some twenty other powers, by 
which it is declared that it shall not be regarded as an offense for 
one nation to offer to mediate between two contending nations. 
I will read Articles [1 and III of the Hague treaty: 

In case of serious disagreement or conflict, before an appeal to arms, the 
signatory powers agree to have recourse, as far as circumstances allow, to 
the good offices or mediation of one or more friendly powers. 

Articce [IL 

Independently of this recourse, the signatory powers recommend that one 
or more powers, strangers to the dispute, should, on their own initiative, 
and as far as circumstances may allow, offer their good offices or mediation 
to the states at variance ; 

Powers, strangers to the dispute, have the right to offer good offices or 
mediation, even during the course of hostilities. 

The exercise of this right can never be regarded by one or the other of the 
parties as an unfriendly act. 

The commissioners from the South African Republics now in 
this city, as is well known, have been accredited by their re- 
spective Governments to this Government with full powers to act 
for the Governments they represent, and they are here, as I un- 
derstand it, for the purpose of laying the facts of the controversy 
between their Governments and Great Britain not only before the 
Administration, but before the American people. Mr. President, 
the world knows also that the only bone of contention between 
Great Britain and these Republics is whether the autonomy of the 
Republics shall be destroyed and Great Britain shall exercise un- 
restrained sovereignty over the territory now embraced in these 
small Governments, 

We ought not to forget that it was the ancestors of these peo- 


ple who in our Revolutionary struggle gave us material aid and | 
comfort and who determined the question largely in our favor | 


whether we should continue as vassals and colonies of Great 
Britain or become a powerful nation such as we are. They come 
here, Mr. President, to lay before this country the facts of the 
controversy that has resulted in a war between Great Britain and 
theirown Governments. They are nothere asking anythingexcept 
the friendly offices of the greatest Republic upon the face of the 
earth and that natural sympathy which should be extended by a 
republican form of government to a people who have been in- 
duced by ourexample to pattern after our institutions and estab- 
lish Republics in southern Africa. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator 
from Alabama? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will the Senator please tell me what meaning 
he attaches to these words?— 

He 

The President— 
shall receive ambassadors and other public ministers. 

Mr. ALLEN. I declared long before the Senator came into the 
Chamber what I thought about those words. Not deeming it 
germane to the discussion at all, I decline to answer the Senator's 
question. 

l am not questioning the right of the President to receive pub- 
lic ministers and ambassadors. It is plain to me—it may not be 
plain to the honorab!e Senator from Alabama—that that is an ex- 
ecutive power with which we have nothing to do, but that is an 
entirely different question from the question whether these rep- 
resentatives of the South African republics shall be accorded the 
privileges of the floor of the Senate of the United States; and if 
the Senator from Alabama sees any synthetic relation between 
the two propositions he sees more than I am able tosee. I do not 
know that it would make any particular difference to the commis- 
sioners whether we admit them to the privileges of the floor of the 
Senate or not, but in the whole course of our national existence I 
should dislike to see an exception made for the first time in the 
case of the representatives of the smallest, if not the youngest, 
republics upon earth, seeking to be accorded the ordinary privi- 
leges granted to monarchical and all foreign powers, 
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| Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the resolution in question upon its 
face purports to and does recognize these gentlemen as the com- 
missioners from another government to this country. Their ad- 
mission to the floor of the Senate under the phraseology of the 
resolution would be a recognition of their function, which does 
not belong tothis body at all. As suggested by the very pertinent 
question of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Prerrus], that recog- 
nition, whether it should be granted or denied, is exclusively con- 
fided to the President of the United States. There is not a foreign 
minister or a diplomatic representative who, under the rules of 
the Senate, is entitled to admission to the floor of the Senate. 

| Mr. ALLEN. They do it, however. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not recollect it ever having been done in the 
case of a foreign ambassador; but under the peculiar circum- 
stances of this case, knowing what we do, considering the mission 
| which has brought these gentlemen here, in the immature condi- 

tion of the entire question so far as their endeavors are concerned, 
| I move to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion 
until the question can be debated. 

Mr. DAVIS. If any Senator desires to debate it, I will with- 
draw the motion, of course. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves to lay the resolution on tae table, which is not a debatable 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN, 
the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did we not last year asa body invite the com- 
missioners of the Canadian government here to the floor of the 
Senate? Did we not meet them here and shake hands? Itisa 
mere courtesy. It is not an official recognition. 

Mr. LODGE. They were not the representatives of Great 
Britain. They were members of a joint commission, on which 
were our own commissioners. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lord Herschell and the others who were invited 
were not accredited to this Government. They were the repre- 
sentatives of Great Britain for the purpose of adjusting some 
questions concerning our northeastern boundary. But however 
that may be, there was no such question between Great Britain 
and the United States as that which has brought these gentlemen 
here to state their case to the Executive and to the American peo- 
ple atthe same time. I can not understand, it is not at all piain 
to me why, under the conditions which envelop this entire busi- 
ness, gentlemen coming here from abroad, who have not been 
recognized by the Executive Department, who have not even, so 
far as I know, tendered their credentials, the Senate of the United 
States should make haste to admit them to the floor of the Senate 
| a8 commissioners, as diplomatic representatives, when such a 
| privilege does not exist as to any ambassador or diplomatic repre- 
sentative accredited to this nation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Nosuchrequest has been made. The resolution 
does not ask that they be admitted as commissioners. 

Mr. DAVIS. This resolution declares and defines these gentle- 
men as commissioners. 

Mr. ALLEN. It says they are commissioners, but it does not 
ask that they be admitted here as commissioners, 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a contradiction in terms. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; it is not a contradiction in terms, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do, for a moment. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the Senator from Minnesota. a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator used the expression that there was no 
such question pending in regard to the Canadian commissioners 
| as is now pending between England and the United States. What 
question is now pending between England and the United States? 
I do not understand that we have any. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam sure the Senator must have misunderstood 
me, or I spoke very carelessly. I did not mean to say that. 

Mr. VEST. That was the language used by the Senator. I 
know nothing about this matter except what is seen in the pub- 
lic prints. It has been stated, and that is all I know, that these 
gentlemen are here to ask peaceable mediation on the part of this 
country; and that is no question between us and Great Britain. 

Mr. DAVIS. That was not the intention of my remark. Ido 
not think I said it. 

Mr. VEST. 1 did not choose that that sort of statement should 
go forth without some explanation. 

Mr. DAVIS. lam glad the Senator called my attention to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Minnesota is entirely mistaken 
as to the scope and purpose of the resolution. Theresolution does 
not ask that these gentlemen be admitted to the — of the 
floor of Senate in an official capacity. It recite their 


I ask the Senator from Minnesota to withdraw 
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names and does say that they are commissioners accredited to this 
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| we have recognized this African republic in the only way that it 


country, but that is simply descriptive of the individuals and does | could be, probably; that is, by an act, a declaration, 


not undertake to bind the Senate or the Government to a recog- 
nition of their official capacity. 





Since I have been a member of this body I have seen the rules | 


suspended, and messengers who brought in the returns from a 
Presidential! election admitted to the floor of the Senate. In 1893 
Isaw Mr. William Wirt Henry admitted to the floor of the Sen- 
ate. I have seen a number of instances where distinguished gen- 
tlemen have been by the action of the Senate accorded the privi- 
leges of the floor of the Senate. Now, whatever may be the merits 
of the controversy between Great Britain and these African re- 
pubtics, it does not come with very good grace from any gentle- 
man bere to say that these men, representing their Governments, 
or distinguished gentlemen of the country from which they come 
and in which they live, shall not be accorded the ordinary privi- 
leges accorded to private citizens. 

I presume the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
believes that some complications may arise by this act of the Sen- 
ate, I have no desire to put my country in a false attitude before 
the world. I think lam just as much determined to prevent its 
good name from being sullied and to prevent it from being put in 
a false attitude as the Senator from Minnesota. I come from an 
ancestry that settled in this country two or three hundred years 
ago, and I have as much respect and love for the country as any 


| 


mancan have. Yet, Mr. President, I wou!d think the balance of | 
my life that I had done wrong, after these gentiemen had jour- | 


neyed across the ocean and had visited many European countries 
and had visited the United States of America—distinguished gen- 
tlemen who hold high rank in their respective countries—if I had 
not willingly sought to have accorded to them the ordinary decen- 
cies and amenities of life. 

Mr. MASON and Mr. DAVIS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. MASON. I desire to take just a moment on this matter. 
Tam willing to wait until the Senator from Minnesota concludes, 

Mr. President, I can never hear the proposition of law made by 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
made without feeling that 1 must enter my protest againstit. I 
confess it seems somewhat bold to invade the field of international 
law and dispute with him upon questions which seem to him to 
have been settled. The recognition or nonrecognition of belliger- 
ent rights of other nations or nations in revolt is not purely an 
Executive act. The writers upon that subject make clear the prop- 
osition of international law that the recognition or nonrecognition 
may be a cause of war, and it is not the settled rule of interna- 
tional law that the Executive and the Executive alone has the 
power to recognize or fail to recognize any foreign nation or peo- 
ple struggling for recognition. 


Mr. Clay took the position when he sought an amendment toan | 


appropriation bill to recognize the Grecian republic. Mr. Web- 
ster took the position in his debates and all along, and the writers 
upon international law agree, that where the executive power may 
be used for a casus belli, that is, as I understand it, for a reason 
for war, then it is beyond the executive power to recognize or fail 
to recognize. For instance, when France recognized us in the 
Revolutionary war it was held to be a cause of war, and a decla- 
ration of war immediately followed. 

It might be a cause of war to-day between England and the 
United States if we should recognize the independence of the 
South African republics. What international lawyer upon this 
floor will claim that the executive department may exercise with- 
out constitutional authority that executive distinction and dis- 
crimination which may or may not lead to war, thus placing in the 
executive branch of the Government the power of declaring waror 


what amounts to a declaration of war? But, Mr. President, I do | 


not care to discuss the theory or the practice of international law. 

I simply rose to say that even assuming to be correct the position 

taken by the distinguished Senator from Minnesota, and assum- 

ing to be the law that the President, as the executive power, has 

the power to recognize these commissioners, yet certainly the 

Aes has no power to say who shall have the privileges of this 
oor. 

My proposition is that even though the Executive has the sole 
power, which I deny, to recognize or not recognize the South 
African republics, | believe Mr. Clay was right in his proposition 
that it is not purely an Executive act, and that the time may come 


gressional act, and that Congress, evén the lower branch of Con- 
gress, he contended. hada right to be consulted, because they pass 
upon the appropriation which pays the minister or the diplomatic 
representatives from this country to some other. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 





Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have aconsul there, too. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to add also that Great Britain 
has treated with it upon the basis of an independent nation, and 
Mr. Chamberlain declared that it was a foreign power. Great 
Britain has sent her diplomatic agents there. 

Mr. ALLEN. We have. 

Mr. TELLER. We have sent ours, and other nations have sent 
theirs. 

Mr. MASON, Yes: and under the treaty of 1884, made by Mr. 
Gladstone when he was the leader of the Liberal party and when 
he closed the war at that time with the Transvaal State, the 
name was changed from the Transvaal State to the South African 
Republic; the suzerainty that England had was entirely removed, 
and the only contract under the treaty of 1884 was that the South 
African Republic should make no treaty or alliance with any 
otuer nation excepting the tribes adjoining or other States in 
South Africa, F 

I am warned that the mover of the resolution desires a vote 
upon it. Ihave nothing further to say, except that we have ex- 
tended these courtesies to other distinguished people. It is nota 
recognition in any ollicial way, but is proposed to be tendered to 


| these people, who are representing a struggling and a somewhat 


discouraged people, with ten men to one against them in the field 
as a courtesy. They are not here asking for our interference 
They are not asking for anything but a word of sympathy and 
some consideration for their situation, and 1 hope they may be 
tendered some little courtesy to show that the Senate of the 
United States agrees with the people of the United States, who 
have met them in New York and who will meet them froin one 
ocean to another, to make them welcome and to wish them God- 
speed on their mission. 

Mr. DAVIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. THURSTON. Will the Senator from Minnesota permit 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have no desire to internose 
any remarks upon this resolution, but I desire to place in the 
RECORD an extract from the message of Thomas Jefferson of 
October 17, 1803, which is as wise and as certain to secure the 
best interests of the United States at the present time as it was 
when it was delivered to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the ex- 
tract will be received and placed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Separated by a wide ocean from the nations of Fur ind from the polit 
ical interests which entangle them together, with p: i“ ns and wants 
which render our commerce and friendship useful to them and theirs to us, 
it can not be the interest of any to assail us, nor ours to disturb them. Woe 
should be most unwise indeed were we to cast away th ngular blessings 
of the position in which nature has placed us, t opportunity she has en 
dowed us with of pursuing, at a distance from foreign contentions, the paths 
of industry, peace, and happiness, of cultivating general friendship, and of 
bringing collisions of interest to the umpirage of reason rather than of force. 
How desirable, then, piust it be in a government like ours to see its citizens 
adopt individually the views, the interests, and the conduct which their conn- 
try should pursue, divesting themselves of those pa ns and partialities 
which tend to lessen useful friendships and to embarrass andembroil us int 
calamitous scenes of Europe. Confident, fellow-citizens, that you will duly 
estimate the importance of neutral dispositions toward the observa of 
neutral conduct, that you will be sensible how much it is our duty to look on 
the bloody arena spread before us with commiseration indeed it with no 
other wish than to see it closed, [am persuaded you will cordially che h 
these dispositions in all discussions among yourselves and in all communica 
tions with your constituents; and I anticipate with satisfaction the meas 
ures of wisdom which the great interests now committed to you will give 
you an opportunity of providing. and myself that of approving and of carry- 


ing into execution with the fidelity I owe to my country 
TH: JEFFERSON 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I do not know that anybody has 
ever denied that the Orange Free Stateand the South African Re 
public are and have been independent nations. That is not the 
question. It is a fact that neither of those States has ever be! ore 
attempted to send diplomatic representatives to the United States, 


| It is not the fact that the United States has ever sent diplomatic 


representatives to either of them. 
Mr. TILLMAN. We have a consul there, though. 
Mr. ALLEN. Did we not recognize them by sending a consul 


| there? 
when it amounts to a declaration of war, and there!ore a Con- | 


Mr. DAVIS. Thatis just the mistake of theSenator, A consul 


| is not a diplomatic officer at all and never has been. 


Mr. ALLEN. Does not-—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I decline to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN, All right; I will reply at some other time. 

Mr. DAVIS. I say a consular officer is not a diplomatic agent 
and never has been. 

Now, what is the situation, and what is this resolution? The 
situation is this: Those Republics for the first time have sent com- 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to remind the Senator from Illinois that ' missioners, who are diplomatic representatives, to the Unjted 
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States, seeking to enter into international relations with us, as it is 
understood, of a certain character, and to ask for certain action on 
the part of thisGovernment. Before any recognition of that kiud 
can be made by the United States, these gentiemen must be re- 
ceived in the capacity in which they come, and under the Consti- 
tution that is purely an executive act for the President of the 
United States. 

I am not speaking about the power or capacity to recognize bel- 
ligerency or nationality, but of the narrow and special question 
now lefore us, which is the recognition of the capacity and diplo- 
matic character of the gentlemen who thus present themselves. 
It is no part of the function of either body of Congress, it is en- 
tirely out of the jurisdiction of either of them, to attempt to de- 
cide one way or the other, and especially under circumstances 
like the present, upon the diplomatic character of such agents, or 
as to whether they shall be received or not. 

Now, what does this resolution propose to do and what is its 
phraseology? 


Resolved. That Abraham Fischer, C. H. Wessels, and A. D. W. Wolmarans, 
commissioners of the Orange Free State and the South African Republic, 
accredited to the United States, are hereby accorded the privileges of the 
floor of the Senate during their stay in this country. 


Mr. ALLEN. 1 should like—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Not as individuals—— 

Mr. ALLEN. To make a suggestion to strike out everything 
descriptive of their title, and then adopt the resolution. 

Mr. DAV#S. Not as individuals, but as public characters rep- 
resenting independent governments and accredited to this Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, Mr. President, these gentlemen have recently arrived here. 
The people of the United States have been repeated|y and copiously 
informed by them what their mission is. Without attempting in 
the least degree to disparage their efforts or to draw away any 
sympathy from their cause, I feel bound to say that they have 
proceeded in a manner entirely irregular, entirely premature, en- 
tirely improper, under all the circumstances. Before they have 
ascertuinod what the disposition of the executive department of 
this Government is toward them, before they have even done 
themselves or it the honor of presenting themselves to that de- 
partment, it has been proclaimed by them in public meetings not 
only that their mission is to the executive department, but that 
it is to cnlist the American people in their cause, and bring the 
pressure of public American opinion to bear upon this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, to such efforts as that the extract from the mes- 
sage of Thomas Jefferson, just read, was directed, and for less 
than these gentlemen have done Washington, Jefferson being 
Secretary of State, I think, at the time, sent Genet out of the 
country. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not intend to bring into question at 
all the merits of the controversy between those Republics and 
Great Britain, Ido not intend to bring intoquestion any matter 
of sympathy in this business, I simply content myself with the 
proposition that here is a resolution which by its very terms and 
for its very reason proposes to admit these gentlemen to tne floor 
of the Senate as the accredited diplomatic representatives of two 
other republics. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] a moment ago, if I 
overheard him correctly, asked me if I would be content to have 
these words of diplomatic signification stricken out of the resolu- 
tion and then pass it. I say no, because then they become merely 
private individuals. What is the use, Mr. President; what is the 
necessity 

Mr. ALLEN. Are there any circumstances under which the 
resolution can in terms be made acceptable to the Senator? 

Mr. DAVIS. Where is the reason in a case like the present, a 
case of great interest, to signalize the advent of these gentlemen | 
here by a resolution of this character? 

I renew my motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota | 
moves that the resolution be laid on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. ALLEN. Let us bave the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were aioe. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Chair whether this resolution 
is not a resolution to amend the rules, of which notice must be 
given? Rule XXXII is absolute, and the rule in regard to amend- 
ing the rules is absolute. 

Mr. ALLEN. I! desire to suggest that the motion to lay on the 
table is not open to debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam notdebating it; I am asking the Chair a par- 
liamentary question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not even open to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘lhe Chair understands that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is raising a question of order upon 
the consideration oi the resolution, 
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Mr. ALLEN. That leads to debate, of course. It opens the 
whole subject to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not debatable. 

Mr. BACON. I submit that the question of order possibly now 
is whether a motion to lay on the table is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us take the vote on the motion to lay on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let us vote on the question. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Chair to rule whether it is a motion to 
amend the rules. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheChair thinks the resolution 
is in order. It certainly is not repugnant to the practice of the 
Senate on various occasions; and while there may possibly be 
some ground to say that technically it is not in order, it has been 
too frequently done in the Senate, I think, to rule that a resolution 
of this sort is not in order. The Secretary will call the roll on the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CuiLron]. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. FrRYr’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was necessarily called away from the 
Chamber, I had forgotten at the time when I voted that I am 
paired with him on all questions of this character. I therefore 


| ask leave to have my vote withdrawn, and I will announce that I 
| am paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer]. If I were 


at liberty to vote. I would vote * nay.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called), I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. Ifhe 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called), Ihave a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. if he were pres- 
ent, I shou!d vote “ yea.” 

Mr, TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. If he were 
present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If 
e were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. CHILTON] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
who is absent unpaired, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BERRY. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye} to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BACON*(after having voted in the negative). I inquireif 
the junior Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. WETMORE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. BACON, I have a general pair with that Senator, but 
under our agreement, in matters not political either is authorized 
to vote. As in this instance my vote would not change the result, 
I will permit my vote in the negative to stand, although the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is absent. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the negative). I am in- 
formed that the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. QUARLES] is paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. eee If satisfactory 


| to him, we will both vote, and the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuL- 


BERSON] will stand paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE}. 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well; I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I transfer my pair with the junior Senatcr from 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] to my colleague [Mr, ELKINS] and 
vote. I yute ‘* yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Allison, Gear, McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Hanna, McComas, uarles, 
Bard, Hansbrough, McMillan, 088, 
Burrows, Hawley, Morgan, Scott, 
Clark, Hoar, Nelson, Sewell, 
Davis, Kean, Penrose, Shoup, 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Perkins, Stewart, 
Foster, Lindsay, Pettus, Thurston, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
NAYS—21. 
Allen, Clay, Kenney, Tillman, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Mason, Vest, 
Bate, Daniel, Money, Wellington. 
Berry, Harris, Pettigrew, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Rawlins, 


Cattery, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
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NOT VOTING—2. 


Aldrich, Depew, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Elkins, Mallory, Turley, 
Carter, Foraker, Martin, Turner, 
Chandler, Frye, Pritchard, Warren, 
Chilton, Hale, Proctor, Wetmore. 
Culberson, Jones, Nev. Simon, 

Cullom, McCumber, Spooner, 

Deboe, McEnery, Sullivan, 


So Mr. ALLEN’s resolution was laid on the table. 
THE POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILIx 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression 


of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Is- | 


lands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded 
at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 


Mr. LODGE. Iask that that may be laid temporarily aside, so | 


that the Senator from Colorado may proceed with the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 
Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. The Senate can vote on it. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well,then. I move that the Senate take up 
the Post-Office appropriation bi!l; and I'give notice that to-morrow 
at 2 o'clock I shall move to take up the Philippine bill, on which 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has given notice that 


to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of | 


the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10301) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1201. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the | 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LopGer], upon which question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Before the Senator proceeds, I simply wish 
to state formally that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr} 
had intended to address the Senate at this time, but has given 
way for a motion to take up the Post-Office appropriation bill, and 
he may perhaps follow at the close of the consideration of the bill. 

I understand the pending motion is upon the adoption of the 
amendment presented by the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loner], and I ask that it may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After line 9, page 17, insert: 


For transportation of mail by pneumatic tube or other similar devices, by 
purchase or otherwise, $225,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation 


shall be used in extending such pneumatic service beyond the service for | 


which contracts already are entered into, and no additional contracts shall 
be made unless hereafter authorized by law. 


Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on thequestion. Will the Senate agree to this amendment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, owing to the fact that in order 
to get any vote at all we had to stop the debate a moment ago on 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. 
ALLEN], I shall pursue the course that has been common in the 
Senate of discussing one subject when another is up. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The unfinished business being before the Senate, I call for the 
regular order 

Mr. LINDSAY. That does not cut off debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; that does not cut off debate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I simply raise the question of order. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the appro- 
priation bill, and the pending question is the amendment which 
S —— the Senate. There is no motion pending which precludes 

ebate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. When the yeas and nays have been ordered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until the roll call has been 
commenced. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Then I will appeal to the Senator from South 
Carolina. This is an important appropriation bill; there are only 
two or three little amendments yet to be disposed of; we will get 
through in a few minutes; and I think it will facilitate the trans- 
action of the business of the Senate if he will allow the bill to be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam going to take but very little time, and I 
should like to get my remarks as close as possible in the REcorD 
to the proceedings on the resolution. I do not want any matter 
that cancome between my remarks and the discussion on the reso- 
lution to be spun out any further. I want to say a few words. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I can only appeal to the Senator. I think 
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we can get the bill through in half an hour and get it over to the 
House and into conference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The exigencies of the situation are not such 
that this bill must go to conference or be passed in the next twenty, 
forty, or fifty minutes. I am not going to talk long, but | want 
to talk now. 

Mr. WOLGOTT. I can only appeal to the Senator. If he does 
not see fit to give way, I can not help it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Usually I have been willing to yield to any 
Senator in any matter of courtesy; but this is not a matter of 
courtesy or right. . It is merely a question of opinion as to whether 
the public business is so pressing that a Senator shall yield his 
right to speak on a subject before the Senate. , 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But, Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
to state in advance that he was going to speak on a subject not 
before the Senate. It was for that reason that I ventured to ask 
him if he would not let the appropriation bill be first considered; 
that was all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. While the resolution itself has just been voted 
down, the resolution is before the country; and I simply want to 
throw a little additional jight on conditions which now exist and 
those which have ex:sted in the past, and in order to show what 
has been dene in England ip the past on this question of paying 
courtesy and honor to distinguished men who have been in rebel- 
lion against their governments, and with which governments 
England at the time was on friendly terms, while this is a much 





‘ j . | stronger case, because these men are not in rebellion against Eng- 
he will speak at that hour. [ now move that the Senate proceed 


land. ‘They are defending their homes, their firesides, their gov- 
ernment, and their country from invasion and subjugation. 
They have sent their envoys to this country, and we have just re- 


| fused to give them any courtesies whatever, 


I therefore send to the desk a copy of to-day’s New York Sun 
and ask to have read a communication setting forth facts which I 
have not had time to verify, but I am sure they are correct, show- 


| ing what happened when Kossuth, the Hungarian exile, who had 


risen against Austria and set up a government, a republic, of his 
own, but was overthrown by Russia, reached that country. I 
want to let this modern Americanism which is coming in here 
see how England herself has behaved in similar conditions, except 
that it is a much stronger case that we have than the one which 
existed at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the arti- 
cle referred to by the Senator from South Carolina will be read at 
the desk. 

The Secretary proceeded to read, and read as follows: 

To the editor of the Sun: 

In view of the general attack now being made by the British press upon 
America and Americans 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire, without the slicht- 
est—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will read the article myself if the Senator 
insists. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Itis not that. I would not make a trifling 
object'on of that kind. In what I say | am animated by not the 
slightest personal feeling, as the Senator from South Carolina 
well understands; but what I do desire to raise as a question of 
order is this: When a question is pending before the Senate and 
a Senator rises to speak upon that question, when he is upon his 
feet he may say that which his discretion and his judgment prompt 
him to say. That is undoubtedly true. No man can regulate 
that which comes from another man's brain. LEut in the first in 
stance when he rises to discuss a question it must be avowedly to 
discuss that question. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina, with that 
frankness and directness which always characterize him, stated 
in the very first instance as he rose to his feet that he rose for the 
purpose of following a practice which he has noticed prevails here 
in the Senate; and that instead of discussing the Post-Office appro 
priation bill, which is before the Senate, he proposes to discuss the 
Boer resolution. 

Mr. President, it is laid down in Jefferson's Manual that no one 
is to speak impertinently or beside the question, superfluously, or 
tediously. Now, the Senator from South Carolina never speaks 
impertinently, superfluously, or tediously; but in this instance he 
has openly avowed his intention tospeak beside the question; and I 
do say, as a question of good order and of the fair conduct of public 
business, inesmuch as the Senator has stated in advance his inten- 
tion not to discuss the question before the Senate, that the Chair 
shall determine the question of order. Then, if afterwards the 
Senator is willing to say that he rises upon the Post-Office aypro- 
priation bill to discuss the question of admitting the Boer dele- 
gates on the floor, nobody can question it; but I ask for a ruling 
on the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understazids that it 
can not limit a Senator as to the matter of which he shall speak 
upon any question pending before theSenate. It a'so understands, 
although the Senator from South Carolina said that his remarks 
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might be applicable to another subject, that he is addressing the 
Senate upon the pending amen«.inent; and if that be so, the Chair 
can not limit the Senator as to what he shall say. 1t depends only 
upon a Senator's sense of taste and propriety as to what line of 
remarks he shall adept. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I expected nothing else from 
the Chair: and I leave to the Senate and to the country whether 
what I shal! say before I get through is as worthy of its consider- 
ation as pneumatic tubes. I hope the Secretary will go on and 
read what I have sent to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

KOSSUTH AND THE BOER ENVOYS—ENGLAND'S FRIENDLY RECEPTION OF A 
REPRESENTATIVE OF WARFARE AGAINST A FRIENDLY NATION, 
To the editor of the Sun; 


Sin: In view of the general attack now being made by the British press 
upon America and Americans, by reason of our treatment of the envoys from 


our fellow-republicans in South Africa, it may be of interest to cite some 
British precedents as authority for our behavior. — 
In the autumn of 1851 the Hungarian insurrection had been crushed by 


the armies of Russia. The British minister to Turkey, Sir Stratford Can 
ning, was busily engaged in exasperating Russia by persuading the Sultan 
that “ Codlin is the friend, not Short,’ and the feelingsof the English toward 
Russia were about what they are at present. It was under these circum 
stances that Louis Kossuth came to England to carry on his propaganda 
against Austria, a friendly nation so far as England was concerned, and, in- 
cidentally, against Austria's ally, Ruasia 

Kossuth landed at Southampton on October 23, 1851, and was escorted to 
the residence of the mayor,from the balcony of which he delivered an ad- 
dress 

On October 24 he was the guest of the mayor at his country residerice. 

On the 25th he was the guest of the corporation of Winchester, when 
speeches were made by Mr. Cobden and other prominent public men. He 
shen remained in seclusion for a short time, under medical treatment 

On November 10 he was received at Birmingham with almost royal honors 

On November 11 he was the guest of the corporation of Manchester and 
delivered an address at the town hall. 

On November 12 he returned to Birmingham, where he attended two re 
ceptions, one at the Musical Fund Halland the other at the residence of Mr 
Henry, M. P. 

On all these occasions he delivered the most incendiary orations possible 
against Austria and Russia, two nations then at peace with Great Britain. 

November 13 and l4 he spent in London, where he was lionized by the popu- 
lar leaders to an extent theretofore unknown. 

On November 15 he went to Southampton to embark for the the United 
States. A farewell banquet was given to him by the mayor and corporation, 
and he made a speech advocating war with Russia. He landed in New York 
on December 4. On December 5 he was the guest of the city and reviewed 
a military parade from the steps of the city hall 

On December 12 he was entertained by the corporation of the city of New 
York at the grandest banquet which this country had witnessed since the 
visit of Latayette 

On all possible occasions in this country he made bitter speeches against 
Austria and Russia, nations friendly to the United States. 

On December lb he was entertained by the press of New York at a banquet 
presided over by William Cullen Bryant. 

On December 18 he was dined by the bar of New York, and on December 
20 a reception was given to him in Brooklyn at Henry Ward Beecher's 
church 

From December 23 to 26 Kossuth was the guest of Philadelphia, where he 
was entertained at two banquets and had a reception at Independence Hall. 

rom there he went to Baltimore, where he was received at the hall of the 
Maryland Institute. 

On December 30 he arrived at Washington and was met at the depot by a 
duly appointed reception committee of United States Senators. 

He was honored with a reception by President Fillmore at the White 
House, was formally invited to visit both Houses of Congress, and was the 
guest at a Congressional dinner. 

He was received with similar honors in almost every large city in the 
United States. 

In all this we were acting under due English precedent, and the English 
orators and newspapers of the day duly applauded our action. We are now 
engaged in showing similar attentions to our brother republicans from the 
Transvaal Republic and the Orange Free State, and I most confidently claim 
that, under the well-known doctrine of equitable estoppel, our British friends 
are shut off from finding any fault, and that, under the equally well recog 
nized principle of consistency, we are entitled to their applause. 

IRVING WARD. 

New York, Man 16. 


Mr. TILLMAN, That is a brief outline of the treatment Louis 
Kossuth received in England and in the United States in 1851. As 
I said a moment ago, Kossuth had risen against the Austrian Gov- 
ernment to throw off its yoke and secure by arms the freedom of 
Hungary, his native land. He had measurably succeeded in 
whipping the Austrians, at least he had them by the throat, when 
the Russians caine in, as one despotism always seeks to assist 
another in maintaining its power, and his army was destroyed. 
He and some four or five thousand of his dispersed and beaten fol- 
lowers took refuge in Turkey. The demand was made upon the 
Sublime Porte to surrender these men, and he was threatened with 
dire consequences by the combined monarchies of Europe if he 
did not give them up, but with that courage that has always char- 
acterized the Turk, the Sultan refused todo it. Notwithstanding 
the menaces which were thrown at him by his neighbors, Kossuth 
and his ee remained in safety. 

Now, I will send to the desk and have read an extract from 
Wharton's Digest, which will explain more fully and in better 
terms than I can what happened here. It is shown in the mes- 
sages of the President and letters of the Secretary of the State. I 
ask that this be read, so that we may better get this whole thing 
down historically, 1 ask the Secretary to read, beginning on page 
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208, where I have marked, down to the cross on page 206, which 
embraces Mr, Clayton's communication, as Secretary of State, to 
Mr. Marsh, an extract from President Fillmore’s message, and a 
communication from Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, to Mr. 
Marsh, showing just how the Americans of that day felt about 
paying courtesies to distinguished strangers from Europe who 
were seeking their liberties and fighting for them, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLinGcer in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


(4) HOSPITALITY TO POLITICAL REFUGEES. 


Sec. 48. You are well aware that the deepest interest is felt, among the 
ople of the United States, in the fate of Kossuth and his compatriots of 
ijungary, who have hitherto escaped the vengeance of Austria and Russia 

by seeking an asylum within the Koundarinn of the Ottoman Empire. The 
accounts respecting them have been so conflicting—sometimes representing 
them as having escaped, and at others as being captive—that we have not 
known what to credit, and have, therefore, declined to interfere in their 
behalf; nor do we now desire to interfere by entangling ourselves in any 
serious controversy with Russia or Austria. But we can not suppose that a 
compliance with the dictates of humanity, now that the contest with Hun- 
gary is over, would involve our friendly relations with any other power. 
Should you be of the opinion that our good offices would avail anything to 
secure their safety and their escape from the hands of those who still pursue 
them, it is desired by your Government that you should intercede with the 
Sultan in their behalf. The President would be gratified if they could finda 
retreat under the American flag, and their safe conveyance to this country, 
by any one of our national ships which may be about to return home, would 
be hailed with lively satisfaction by the American people. (Mr. Clayton, Sec- 
retary of State,to Mr. Marsh, January 12,1850. MSS. Inst., Turkey.) 

By a dispatch of my predecessor you were instructed to offer to the Sub- 
ime Porte to receive Mr. Kossuth and his companions on board of one of the 
national ships of the United States, to convey them to this country. 

It would ts extremely gratifying to the Government and people of the 
United States if this proposition could have been at that time accepted; but 
it is understood that its not having been complied with by the Sublime Porte 
did not arise from a wish on his Imperial Majesty's part to detain them, or 
from any unwillingness that they should proceed to the United States, but 
was in consequence of the Sultan's offer to Austria to detain these persons 
for one year, at the expiration of which time, unless further conventions 
should be entered into to prolong their detention, they should be at liberty 
to depart. 

Lf this be so, the time is near at hand when their release may be expected, 
and when they may be permitted to seek an asylum in any part of the world 
to which they shall be able to procure the means of transportation. 

It is confidently hoped that the Sublime Porte has not made and will not 
make any new stipulation with any power for their further detention, and 
you are directed to address yourself urgentiy, though respectfully, to the 
Sublime Porte on this question. 

You will cause it to be strongly represented that while this Government 
has no desire or intention to interfere in any manner with questions of pub- 
lie policy, or international or municipal relations of other governments, not 
affecting the rights of its own citizens; and while it has entire confidence in 
the justice and magnanimity and dignity of the Sublime Porte, yet ona mat- 
ter of such universal interest it hopes that suggestions proceeding from no 
other motives than those of friendship and respect for the Porte, a desire 
for the continuance and perpetuity of its independence and dignified position 
among the nations of the earth, and a sentiment of comniiseration for the 
Hungarian exiles, may be received by the Porte in the same friendly spirit 
in which they are offered, and that the growing good feeling and increasing 
intercourse between the two Governments may be still further fostered and 
extended by a happy concurrence of opinion and reciprocity of confidence 
upon this as upon all other subjects. Compliance with the wishes of the 
Government and people of the United States in this respect will be regarded 
asa friendly recognition of their intercession, and asa proof of national good 
will and regard. 

The course which the Sublime Porte pursued in refusing toallow the Hun- 
garian exiles to be seized upon its soil by the forces of a foreign state or to 
arrest and deliver them up itself to their pursuers was hailed with universal 
approbation, it might be said with gratitude, everywhere throughout the 
United States, and this sentiment was not the less strong because the demand 
upon the Sublime Porte was made by governments confident in their great 
military power, with armies in the field of vast strength, flushed with recent 
victory, and whose purposes were not to be thwarted or their pursuit stayed 
by any obstacle less than the interposition of an empire prepared to main- 
tain the inviclability of its territories and itsabsolute sovereignty over its 
own soil. 

This Government, jealous of its own territorial rights, regarded with great 
respect and hearty approbation the firm and lofty position assumed by His 
Imperial Majesty at that time,and so proudly maintained under circum- 
stances well calculated to inspire doubt, and against demands urged with 
such gravity and supported by so formidable an array. His Imperial Maj- 
esty felt that he should be no ooner an independent prince if he consented 
to be anything less than the sovereign of his own dominions. 

While thus regarding the political position and conduct of the Sublime 
Porte in reference to other powers, His Majesty's generosity in providing 
for the wants of the fugitives, thus unexpectedly and in so great numbers 
throwing themselves upon his protection, is considered equally worthy of 
admiration 

» * + * * . * 


For their attempt at independence they have most dearly paid, and now, 
broken in fortune and in heart, without home or country, a band of exiles, 
whose only future is a tearful remembrance of the past, whose only request 
is tospend the remainder of their days in obscure industry, they await the 
permission of His Imperial Majesty to remove themselves, and all that may 
remain to them, across the ocean to the uncultivated regions of America, 
and leave forever a continent which to them has become more gloomy than 
the wilderness, more lone and dreary than the desert. 

The people of the United States expect from the generosity of the Turkish 
monarch that this permission will be given. They wait to receive these exiles 
on their shores, where, without giving just cause of uneasiness to any govern- 
ment, they may enjoy whatever of consolation can be afforded by sympathy 
for their sufferitgs and that assistance in their necessities which this pecvle 
have never been late in offering to any, and which they are not now for the 
first time called upon to render. Accustomed themselves to high ideas of 
national independence, the people of the United States would regret to see 
the Government of the vast empire of Turkey constrained, by the force of 
circumstances, to exercise the duty of keeping prisoners for other powers. 

You will further say to the Sublime Porte that if, as this Government hopes 
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and believes, Mr. Kossuth and his companions are allowed to depart from the 
dominions of His Imperial Majesty at the expiration of the year commencing 
in May, 1850, they will find conveyance to the United States in some of its 
national ships now in the Mediterranean Sea which can be spared for that 
purpose, and you will, on receiving assurances that these persons will be per 
mitted to embark, ascertain prowenty their numbers, and immediately give 
notice to the commander of the United States squadron on that station, who 
will receive orders from the proper authorities to be present with such of 
the ships as may be necessary or can leave the station to furnish conveyance 
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for Kossuth and his companions to the United States. (Mr. Webster, Secre- | 


tary of State, to Mr. Marsh, February 28, 1851. MSS. Inst., Turkey.) _ 

On the 3d of March last both Houses of Congress passed a resolution_re 
questing the President to authorize the employment of a public vessel to 
convey to this country Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity. 

The instruction above referred to was complied with, and, the Turkish 
Government having released Governor Kossuth and his companions from 
prison, on the 10th of September last they embarked on board of the United 
States steam frigate Mississippi, which was selected to carry into effect the 
resolution of Congress. Governor Kossuth left the Mississippi at Gibraltar 
for the purpose of making a visit to England,and may shortly be expected in 
New York. By communications to the Department of State he has expressed 
his grateful acknowledgments for the interposition of this Government. in 
behalf of himself and his associates. This country has been justly regarded 
as a safe asylum for those whom political events have exiled from their own 
homes in Europe, and it is recommended to Congress to consider in what 
manner Governor Kossuth and his companions, brought hither by its au 
thority, shall be received and treated. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it will be seen that this Gov- 
ernment not only sympathized with Kossuth, but that it sent its 


own war vessel, by authority of Congress and of the President, to | 


take him out of Turkey and bring him to an asylum of safety. 

The resolution, after he reached this country, extending to him 
the courtesies of the nation and inviting him to the floor of the 
Senate, he being met by a special committee of both Houses of 
Congress and dined by the President at a grand dinner, shows 
the difference that has come over us asa people in dealing with 
the liberties of other people. 


Who were the leaders in that movement to honor this man? | 


Whois the man who iniroduced the resolution in Congress looking 
to his entertainment’ William H. Seward. Who was the most 
eloquent man who defended and advocated it in the face of the 
mugwumps of that day, who were afraid to give any recognition 
to a foreigner who had rebelled against his country? Charles 
Sumner. Now, we have the Republicans of this day and time 
afraid to offend England by extending the same courtesies to the 
South African envoys, who are here seeking friendly interposition 
and mediation on our part to stop England's war of subjugation 
and the destruction of the two republics in South Africa, while 
this, the greatest republic of the world, looks on approvingly, 
refusing to speak through its Executive, and when a vote is taken 
here looking to simply extending the same courtesies to these 
envoys—no Official recognition, but admission to the floor of the 
Senate—Republicans get up here, and men who are the official 
descendants of Sumner and of Seward disgrace themselves, in my 
judgment and in the judgment of the American people, by cow- 
ardly truckling to England’s influence. 
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about the condition we see to-day? Is that not the reason we are 
so careful and cautious in this matter? 

Mr. HOAR. I am bound to say that I think the attitude of 
this country in regard to the people of the Philippine Is!ands has 
stifled and throttled the expression of sympathy which ought to 
go out to the Boer Repubiic. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Presid nt, I do not desire to debate this 
question, as 1 want to save the time of the Senate, but I have here 
certain papers pertaining to affairs in South Africa, among them 
an article signed by the ministers of the Dutch Reformed Church 
of South Africa. I[ want to have these papers printed a locu- 
ment, and not published in the ReEcorp; butrif the request to 
have them printed as a documentis denied, I shall fee! compelled 
to read them and have them go into the Recorp. IL have looked 
them over, and there is no reason why they should not go into the 
RECORD, except I think we had better save the Record somewhat, 
and put them in the shape of a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado re- 
quests that the papers submitted by him be printed asa document. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I think that it is due at 
this point to have a li‘tle article on this subject, which I clipped 
from a newspaper the other day, read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without objection, the Secre- 


| tary will read as rejuested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


AMERICANS IN SOUTH AFRICA THEIR OPEN LETTER TO AMERICAN NA- 
TIONAL CONVENTIONS AND AMERICAN P i i 





CapPpr Town, May 16, 1 

“A number of Americans residing in Soutb Africa are sending an open let 
ter to the American national political conventions and to the American yx 
pl it begin 

* We, though differing upon the merits of the controversy culm 
the present war, entirely agree that the cause of humanity 
be best served by our fellow citizens in America observing stric 
As Republicans and Democrats we deeply regret the eff n 
in our country to drag this unhappy matter into politics, re« il ‘ 

cha conrse can benefit neither belligerent, but is calculated to prolon 8 


strife by raising false hopes 


* We appeal to all the political parties in the United States in the name of 
humanity to refrain from cruelly playing with this matter for political 
poses, b ving that there is not, has not been, and never will be tl 

| chance of our country departing from its traditional p y by terveni 
in this foreign quarrel. We are convinced that if this truth were fully 1 
ized in South Africa, as it must eventually be, the war would soon termi ‘ 
and thousands of lives would be saved. Hence we earnestly appeal the 
men of all parties to eliminate this matter from the coming cam pai 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think there is a man in | 


this country who has a more hearty admiration for the Boer Re- 
as or greater sympathy with it in its gallant fight than have 

. I think, as I said once before, it has done the best fighting 
which has been done on this planet since Thermopylae. I do not 
think there has been any fighting in a holier cause; and if Oom 
Paul Kruger and Joubert, if he were alive, should come to this 
country, and England should undertake to get hold of them for 
the purpose of imprisoning or slaying them, | should eagerly join 
in any welcome that the American people, or any branch of the 
Government, might extend to them. But this is a diplomatic 
mission of these gentlemen; and under our Constitution and cus- 
tom the function of recognizing or receiving diplomatic missions, 
arr foreign countries as independent States, belongs pri- 
marily to the President. The Senate's relation to the diplomacy 
of the country comes at another stage and at another time. 

If we admit to the floor of the Senate these gentlemen, we are 
extending to them in their capacity of diplomatic agents of a for- 
eign state, before that state has been recognized by the President, 
acourtesy which we extend to the representatives of no other power 
onearth. Therepresentative of Switzerland, the representative of 
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Great Britain, the representative of Prussia, is not admitted to | 


the floor of the Senate under its rules; and we are undertaking to 
do a particular thing which has a diplomatic significance, which, 
in my j@dgment, we have no right todo. Therefore, while 1 shall 
express my opinion about this brave resistance, a resistance on all 
fours with that which the people of the Philippine Islands are mak- 
ing against another attempt to crush them out, I do not think that 
the particular step of invitation to their diplomatic envoys, which 
we accord no other power on earth whatever, ought to be taken. 


Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will kindly answer me one | 


question before he sits down I shall be very glad. Does not the 
Senator believe it is the hypnotizing influences that brought on 
ourown war of conquest in the Philippines—the disgraceful attitude 


we occupy in the eyes of the world in regard to those people—that | 


has caused this paralysis of that honest American love of liberty 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, it may be well to get back 
to the subject under consideration, which is the pending amend- 
ment to the Post-Office appropriation bill. On Saturday last | 
voted against the committee amendment appropriating $725,000 
for the extension of the pneumatic-tube service. I voted that way 


| upon the same ground that 1 voted in favor of the establishment 
| of an armor plant by the United States. 


l believe that we ought, 
if we are to continue the business of the pneamatic-tube service, 
to build our own tubes, to own them, and control them, Iknow 
of no more reason why we should rent a pneumatic tube, used 
only for the purpose of conveying our inails, than we should rent 
post-office boxes in our own post- offices. 

But, Mr. President, the question before the Senate now is some- 
what different. Three years ago our Postmaster-General entered 
into a four-years’ contract for pneumatic-tube service in four of 
our principal cities. It is suggested here that that contract was 
beyond the power of the Postmaster-General to enter into; that it 
was, as the lawyers say, ultra vires his authority. That perhaps 
is strictly and technically true. Iam of the legal opinion that if 
we see fit to terminate this contract to-day the parties with whom 
we have contracted will have no legal claim capable of enforce- 
ment in our courts against the United States. But, Mr, Presi- 
dent, that evades the real question. We knew that our Post- 
master-General entered into a four-years’ contract for this service, 
and after he did it we renewed two annual appropriations to pay 
for this service under his four-years’ contract. It is evident to 
every thoughtful man that our Postmaster-General, in making 
such contracts, is enabled to secure a more favorable annual 
rental or compensation by entering into an arrangement for a term 
of years than he would be if he entered into an arrangement for 
one year only, leaving the question of its renewal open for further 
negotiation. 

lt is true with every contract entered into with our railroads 
for the transportation of the mails. If our Postmaster-General 
were to go tothe railroads of this country and insist upon a one- 
year contract only for the transportation of our mails there is no 
question in the world but that he would be obliged to pay a larger 
annual rate than he would if he entered into anarrangement with 
the same roads for the same servicefora period of years. Ins‘ ru- 
mentalities with large capitalization, having expensive plants to 
operate, can not afford to take short and limited contracts at the 
saine terms that they can for longer periods of time. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the faith and honor of the 


and patriotism wherever a man is striving for it that has brought | United States are pledged, by its acquiescence for two years in 
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these contracts, to see them faithfully and honorably carried out. 
While I am opposed to any continuance of the pneumatic-tube 
service under existing conditions, unless this Government sees fit 
to construct lines for itself, I do feel that we ought to make this 
last appropriation to carry out and relieve ourselves from the 
obligation of the contracts entered into by the Postmaster-General, 
and I am in favor of the amendment now proposed. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I have a copy of the contract 
on account of which it is claimed the pending amendment ought 
to be adopted. : ; 

Mr. STEWART. I — the Senator will have it read. I have 
been trying to find out whatitis. — ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. Ishall read certain excerpts from it, and then 
I shall ask to put the contract in the Rrcorp. rae ; 

This contract relates to the pneumatic-tube service in the city of 
Philadelphia. It provides, among other things: 

The said party of the second part, to wit, the United States of America, 
acting by its Postmaster-General, under the authority granted to him by the 
act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898," approved March 3, 1897, 
and in consideration of the premises and the other covenants and undertak- 
ings of the party of the first part herein contained, covenants and agrees with 
the party of the first part as follows: 

1. To pay the said party of the first part the sum of $17,600 per annum in 
equal quarterly payments for the period hereinbefore mentioned; said pay 
to be subject, however, to reductions as hereinafter provided, or to _be sus- 
pended and withheld in case of the delinquency of the said party of the first 
part. 


The act approved March 3, 1897, provided, among other things: 

For mail-messenger service, $1,000,000. And the Postmaster-General may, 
in his discretion, use not exceeding the sum of $150,000 of this amount in the 
transportation of mails by pneumatic tube or other similar devices, by pur- 
chase or otherwise. 

The authority was itself confined to the time covered by the ap- 
propriation for 1898, and the bill for which was approved on the 
3a day of March, 1897. Realizing the want of authority in the 
Postmaster-General to make a contract for four years, this pro- 
vision was inserted in the contract by that officer: 

It is fully understood and agreed that the payments under this contract 
beyond the period of the current fiscal year shall be contingent upon future 
appropriations provided by Congress therefor. 

So the Government is under no obligation, legal or moral, to 
carry out this contract beyond the particular time to which this 
particular appropriation shall apply. 

I was in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois, as amended by the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, upon the idea that this pneumatic-tube serv- 
ice had proved a success and that steps were to be gradually 
taken to introduce it into all the great cities of the United States, 
but the decided vote by which the amendment was laid on the 
table, including the amendment offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, indicates a disposition upon the part of the Senate of 
the United States to abandon this service as soon as it can be 
abandoned. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator if there 
is any pretense that any part of the services for which this appro- 
propriation is made has been performed? None has been per- 
formed, as I understand, and will not be until the next fiscal year. 

Mr. LINDSAY. None of the services have been performed. It 
is an appropriation made in anticipation of the performance of 
these services during a coming and not during the present fiscal 

rear at all, 

: if the business of transporting the mails by the pneumatic serv- 
ice is to be abandoned, I see no reason why Boston and New York 
and Philadelphia and Brooklyn shall enjoy an advantage that the 
Senate has decided no other city in the United States shall enjoy. 
So if we are to commence de novo the pneumatic service by build- 
ing, constructing, operating, and owning the pneumatic tubes 
ourselves, I can see no reason why these cities shall not share the 
disadvantages of the want of such service with the other cities of 
the United States. Being under no obligations, moral or legal, to 
carry out this contract any further, I shall vote against the pro- 
posed amendment. 

Task that the contract may be printed as a supplement to my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made, 

The contract referred to is as follows: 

Contract fo pneumatic-tube mail service between Philadelphia, Pa., post-office 
and Station No. 20, Bourse Building. 


This article of contract, made and entered into this 10th day of March, in 
the year of our Lord 1898, by and between the Pneumatic Transit Company, 
a corporation created and existing under the laws of the State of New Jer- 
sey, by William J. we its president, party of the first part, and the United 
States of America (acting in this behalf by James A. Gary, its Postmaster- 
General), party of the second part: 

Witnesseth, That the said party of the first part undertakes, covenants, and 
agrees with the said party of the second part: 

First. To maintain and operate a line of pneumatic tubes in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, now constructed and owned by the said 
party of the first part, connecting the main post-office in the city of Philadel- 
phia with the branch post-office known as Station No. 20, located in the 
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Bourse Building, Fourth street, in said city of Philadelphia, for the purpose 
of conveying the United States mails to and from the placesabove named for 
the term beginning on the 10th day of March, 18%8,to and including the 30th 
day of June, 1901, at the rate of $17,600 per annum. 

Second. To promptly make all alterations, changes, and repairs that may 
be necessary in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, either by reason of 
breakage, defects in the tubes or other apparatus used in the operation of 
the service, or from any other cause whatever. 

Third. To maintain and keep in good order the tubes, air compressors, and 
all other apparatus and appliances used in the service during the entire term 
of this contract, and to remove the same if required to do so by the Post- 
master-General at the expiration of said term at the expense of the said party 
of the first part, without damage to said building. 

_ Fourth. To furnish, erect, and maintain all necessary, new, or additional 
air compressors that may be required in the opinion of the Postmaster- 
General, at each of said terminal points, capable of supplying the necessgry 
air to operate the said pneumatic tubes, and to transport the carriers con- 
taining mail matter. 

tiftn. To furnish, erect, and maintain at each of said terminal points all 
necessary and any new or additiona! sending and receiving apparatus of all 
kinds, tanks, pipes. and all other mschinery and appliances of every nature 
and kind, as may be required, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, tosuc- 
cessfully operate the pneumatic tubes, and to transport all mail matter capa- 
ble of being introduced into the carriers between said points. 

Sixth. To provide a sufficient number of steel carriers to perform the 
meee required, their general style and construction to be similar to those 
now in use. 

Seventh. To makeall necessary and additional steam connections that may 
be required, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, to the boilers or other 
steam supply on the main post-office building or building occupied by the 
branch post-office; also to make all connections with the exhaust pipes and 
drains in said buildings which may be necessary to operate and run the air 
com pressors. 

Eighth. That all material used in the construction, alteration, and repair of 
the tubes or other epparetes used in the operation of said service, and all 
work thereon, shall be of first class character and quality. 

Ninth. To furnish all labor necessary, in the opinion of the Postmaster- 
General, to properly conduct the service herein provided for, including engi- 
neers to attend the compressors, and all necessary employees at each ter- 
minal point to load and unload the carriers, handle all mail matter dispatched 
— vessnved, attend the transmitters and carriers, and their proper dispatch 
and receipt. 

Tenth. To furnish men and regulation wagons to transport the mail be- 
tween said post-office and branch post-office, and so perform the service that 
is regularly performed by means of the pneumatic tubes, in default or failure 
of the tubes to operate at any time from any cause whatever. 

Eleventh. Not to commit the care and transportation of the mail to any 
person under 16 years of age, nor to any person not of good moral char- 
acter, or who has not taken the oath required by law, or who can not read 
and write the English language, and to discharge any employee engaged in 
= — of the service when required to do so by the Postmaster- 

reneral. 

Twelfth. To save the party of the second part harmless from all damages 
because of accident or other cause occasioned in the operation, repair, or 
construction of any i of, or apparatus or appliance connected with, said 
pneumatic-tube service. 

The said party of the second part, to wit, the United States of America, 
acting by its Postmaster-General, under the authority granted to him by the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898,” approved March 3, 1897, 
and in consideration of the premises and the other covenants and under- 
takings of the party of the first part herein contained, covenants and agrees 
with the party of the first part as follows; 

1. To pay the said party of the first part the sum of $17,600 per annum in 
equal quarterly payments for the period hereinbefore mentioned; said pay to 
be subject, however, to reductions as hereinafter provided, or to be suspended 
and withheld in case of the delinquency of the said party of the first part. 

2. To furnish all steam power necessary to operate the air compressors 
and other apparatus connected with the proper operation of the said pneu- 
matic tube service. 

It is fully understood and agreed that the ares under this contract 
beyond the period of the current fiscal year shall be contingent upon future 
oppeeeaaes provided by Congress therefor. 

t is further understood and is hereby agreed between the parties to this 
contract that the tubes, air compressors, sending and receiving apparatus, 
carriers, piping, and all [pre used shall be and at all times remain the 

roperty of the party of the first part; but during the period of this contract 
the United States shall have the exclusive use of such tubes for the purposes 
set fort 

It is further understood and agreed by the said yee of the first part that 
for any failure or delay in the delivery of the mail not beyond its control, or 
for carrying the mail in a manner different or inferior to that hereinbefore 
apecified; for suffering the mail to be wet, injured, lost, or destroyed, or for 
any other delinquency or omission of duty under this contract; for all or any 
of which tie said party of the first part ll forfeit, and there may be with- 
held from its pay, such sum as the Postmaster-General may impose as fine 
or deduction, according to the nature and frequency of the failure or delin- 

uency. 

. It ie further understood and agreed that the Postmaster-General may an- 
nul this contract for repeated failures, for violating the postal laws, or for 
disobeying the instructions of the Post-Office Department. 

In witness whereof the said Pneumatic Transit Company, by its duly au- 
thorized officer, has hereunto set its hand and seal of the corporation the 
day and year first hereinbefore written, and the said Postmaster-General 
caused the seal of the Post-Office Department to be hereto affixed, and has 
attested the same = signature. 


Signed this 10th day of March, 1898. 
PNEUMATIC TRANSIT COMPANY, 
SEAL. By WILLIAM J. KELLY, President. 
a CHARLES T. HARROP, Secretary. 


Signed by the Pneumatic Transit Company in the presence of— 
EDWARD FELL LUKENS. 


F. L. WILson. 
igned this 15th day of March, 1898. 
~—_ er JAS. A. GARY, 
[SBAL.] Postmaster-General, 


Signed, sealed, and delivered by the Postmaster-General in the presence 
f W. S. SHALLENBERGER. 
Approved as to form: 
H. J. BARRETT, 
Acting Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Ofice Department, 


of 
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Know all men by these presents, that the Pneumatic Transit Company, of 
Canaan. State of New Jersey, principal; William J. Kelly, of Philadelphia, 
Pa.:; Charles T. Harrop, of Philadelphia, Pa., and John K. Gittens, ir , of Phil 
adelphia, Pa., as sureties, are held firmly bound unto the United States of 
America in the just and full sum of $20,000, lawful money of the United States. 
to be paid to the said United States of America or its duly appointed or au- 
thorized officer or officers; to the payment of which, well and truly to be 
made and done, we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, and administrators, 
jointly and severally, firm] by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals, subscribed and dated this 10th day of March, 1898. 

Whereas the above-bound Pneumatic Transit Company has entered into 
contract with the United States of America to furnish and maintain pneu 
matic tubes and to transport the mail by said pneumatic tubes between the 
main post-office in the city of Philadelphia, and the branch post-office known 
as Station No. 20, located in the Bourse Building, in said city, for the term be- 
ginning March 10, 1898, and ies June 30, 191, which contract is hereto 
annexed, bearing date of the 10th day of March, 1898, thereby binding itself 
to maintain and equip said pneumatic tubes and all necessary apparatus for 
the operation of the same, and to transport the mails according to the terms, 
conditions, covenants, agreements, and stipulations in the said contract con- 
tained. 

Now, the conditicn of this obligation is such that if the above-bound Pneu 
matic Transit Company shall well and faithfully perform in all things all 
and every one of the covenants, agreements, and stipulations of the aforesaid 
contract on its part to be performed, then, and in that case, this obligation shall 
be void; but if said Pneumatic Transit Company shall fail or refuse to per- 
form all or any of the said covenants, agreements, and stipulations of said 
contract, then, and in that case, this obligation shall be of full force and ef- 
fect, and the said Pneumatic Transit Company and its sureties shall be liable 
for the amount of this bond as liquidated damages to be recovered in an action 
of debt on this said bond. 

In witness whereof we have hereuntoset our hands and seals this 10th day 
of March, A. D. 1898, 

PNEUMATIC TRANSIT COMPANY, 


SEAL. By WILLIAM J. KELLY, President, Contractor. 
SEAL. WILLIAM J. KELLY, Surety. 

SEAL. C. T. HARROP, Surety. 

SEAL. JNO. K. GITTENS, JR., Surety. 

Witnesses: 


EDWARD FELL LUKENS, 
F. L. WILson. 
OATH OF SURETIES. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 

On this llth day of March, A. D. 1898, personally appeared before me, a 
notary public, William J. Kelly, Charles T. Harrop, and John K. Gittens, jr.. 
sureties on the foregoing bond, to me known to be the persons named in said 
bond as sureties, and who have executed the said bond as such, who, being by 
me duly sworn, depose and say, and each for himself deposes and says: He 
has executed the within bond; that his place of residence is correctly stated 
therein; that he is the owner of real estate worth the sum hereinafter sct 
opposite hisname over and above all debts due and owing by him, and al! 
judgments, mortgages, and executions against him, after allowing all exemp- 
tions of every character whatever, the total sum thus assured amounting to 
$40.000, being double the amount of the foregoing bond, as follows: 

SEAL. WILLIAM J. KELLY, $30,000. 
SEAL. CHARLES T. HARROP, $5,000, 
SEAL. JNO. K. GITTENS, Jr., $5,000. 
Subecribed and sworn to before me this llth day of March, A. D. 1898. 
(SEAL. ] EDWARD FELL LUKENS, 
Notary Public. 
CERTIFICATE OF POSTMASTER. 


I, the undersigned. postmaster at Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, 
after the exercise of due diligence to inform myself of the pecuniary ability 
and responsibility of the principal and his sureties in the foregoing bond, do 
hereby approve said bond, and certify that in my belief the said sureties are 
sufficient to insure the payment of double the amount of said bond; and I do 
hereby certify that the said bond was duly signed by the contractorand sure 


ties before signing this certificate. y 
THOMAS L. HICKS, Postmaster. 
PHILADELPHIA, March 12, 7898. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, as regards the maintenance of 
the existing status of the pneumatic tube in the city of Philadel- 
phia, where I believe its success and economy are admitted, and 
in fact it is admitted that there it has been more successfui than 
in any other ‘ace, and in justice to the gentlemen who have in- 
vested their money in the company, I ask that a short communi- 
cation be read, addressed to the Senator from Montana [ Mr. Car- 
TER], who is nct present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE PNEUMATIC TRANSIT COMPANY, 
Philadelphia, May 21, 1900. 


In the absence of objection, the 


Hon. Tuomas H. Carter, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: As the representative of the Post-Office Committee, 1 respect 
fully and urgently ask that you use your influence to protect this company, 
which operates the pneumatic postal service for the Post-Office Department 
in Philadelphia. from practical ruin and confiscation, as proposed in the sen- 
ate ou Saturday. No ter injustice to innocent holders of stock could 
be imagined than the a rogation of our contract at the present time. 

As you are awate ours is the pioneer company to operate large tubes for 
the transmission of mail. We were the first to acquire the rights to use the 
Batcheller and other systems. Our stockholders consisted of about 60 repu- 
table citizens, some of them men of moderate means. Our total capitaliza- 
tion was $500,000, 

It is exactly the same to-day. It has never been “ watered.” 
that has not been paid for remains to-day in the treasury. 

When John Wanamaker was Postmaster-General under President Harri- 
son he caused an edvertisement to be published calling for propositions for 
the construction of a pogumatio postal service. It was open to all competi- 
tors. One of the conditions imposed was that the work must all be done at 
the expense of the company whose bid was accepted and that the system 
should be operated free of expense for the Post-Oftice Department so long as 
the Postmaster-General deemed necessary. It was one of the most drastic 


Every share 


contracts ever entered into by a Government contractor, as you will see by 
reading its provisions as they appear in the Recorp of Saturday's proceed 
ings. The only company to comply with these provisions was ours — the 
Pneumatic Transit Company of Philadelphia. It undertook and carried out 
suecessfully the construction of a 6-inch line in Philadelphia between t) 


Bourse and the general post-office of that city, and never issued a bond tocarry 
out the work. 

When finished the Government insisted upon the use of the line for a year 
without any cost whatever. This was agreed to by the company. At the 
end of the year the Poet-Office Department insisted upon a four years’ trial 
for the nominal sum of $3,400 per annum, not enough to pay the operations 
At the end of the fifth year the Post-Office renewed the contract for $17,500a 
year, the existing rate. 

So much for the iniquitous birth of the enterprise and its sinful coucep- 
tion, so far as we are concerned 

Since the completion of the Bourse line, this company has constructed an 
8-inch line, connecting the Pennsylvania Railroad station and the Reading 
Railroad with the general post-office. We receive for our entire service in 
Philadelphia $40,900 annually, out of which we pay the cost of wagons— one of 
these contracts, by the way, was formerly, I balleve, $14,000—the number of 
which we have steadily reduced from a dozen or more toa point where the 
entire untubable mail can be transported in a couple of automobiles, and 
oo for the room and power space in the two railroad stations men 
tioned, 

We are now taking care of our fixed charges and this year will earn about 
1} per cent on our capital stock. 

here has never been a breath of scandal connected with our history or 
achievements, and to treat us in the way proposed by certain Senators, who 
are Goubtless laboring under misapprehensions, would be a revolting wrong, 
entirely out of harmony with the traditions of the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WM. J. KELLY, President. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, speaking for myself alone, I 
wish to disclaim the fact attributed to my vote on Saturday last. 
By voting against an increase of the appropriation for the pneu- 
watic-tube service I certainly did not intend to vote against the 
policy of continuing and enlarging that character of mail service. 
in a general way I believe init. I think we are to come toit. I 
feel certain that in our great cities it can be used to advantage. 
What I meant by my vote was that I believed in extending this 
service by the United States of America through the construction 
of its own plants, thereby insuring, as I think, the greater economy, 

Mr. President, I did not intend to vote against continuing be- 
yond this year the service through the existing companies in the 
tour cities named if at the expiration of our present contracts we 
can renew arrangements with them on reasonable and just and 
satisfactory terms. Our contracts all expire in a year, and then 
we will be in a position either to build our own lines or to demand 
and secure reasonab:e terms from these companies. We will be 
in a position then, as suggested by the Senator from Colorado, 
very advisedly, I think, of saying to other municipalities, ** Fur- 
nish us with the facilities at a reasonable price under arrange- 
ments that will guarantee the utmost economy in service, or we 
will do one of two things, either put in our own plant or else re- 
fuse you the pneumatic service.” 

wut, Mr. President, while I admit that the existing contracts 
are not legally binding upon the United States of America, while 
we can make the present contract a three years’ instead of a four 
years’ contract if we choose, I do not believe it is consistent with 
the good faith of this Government, which has known of the ex- 
istence of this contract with a four years’ term and which has ap- 
propriated for its payment for three years, to stop it now. See 
what it will do. It will stop the pneumatic service entirely in the 
four great cities of our country. Ido not believe we can afford 
to stop it. To continue it for another year will enable us to put 
ourselves in a position not only to continue the service economic- 
ally thereafter, but to enlarge it in the best and cheapest pos- 
sible way. Therefore I am in favor of paying up under our 
contract and of continuing this service to the end of the four 
years’ term, between now and which time we can safely and prop- 
erly adopt an economical policy as to the continuation of the 
pneumatic-tube service. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT of Connecticut in the 
chair). Is the Senate ready tor the question on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Lopar}, 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Chair have the question stated? 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask thatthe exact amendmext which we are 
to vote upon may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 

The Secretary, 
sert the following: 


The amendment will be stated, 
On page 17, after line {, it is proposed to in- 


For transportation of mail by pneumatic tube or other similar devices, by 
purchase or otherwise, $225,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used in extending such pneumatic service beyond the service for 
which contracts already are entered into, and no additional contracts shall 
be made unless hereafter authorized by law. 


Mr. CULBERSON, Mr, President, I understand that a while 
ago the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] read certain 
portions of the contract pertinent to this inquiry. Not having 
teen in the Chamber at that time, and desiring to hear them, I 
ask that the extracts from the contract read by the Senator from 
Kentucky may be read by the Secretary. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as re juested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

First. To maintain and operate a line of pneumatic tubes in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, now constructed and owned by the said 
party of the first part connecting the main post-office in the city of Phila- 
delphia with the branch post-office known as Station No. 20, located in the 

sjourse Building, Fourth street, in said city of Philadelphia, for the purpose 
of conveying the United States mails to and from the places above named 
for the term beginning on the 10th day of March, 1898, to and including the 
BOth day of June, 1901, at the rate of $17,600 per annum—— 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Texas did not ask that the 
whole contract be read, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He wants read the clause wherein it is under- 
stood and agreed by the parties that it is subject to annual appro- 
priations by Congress. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Thatisit. Itis embraced in the pencil marks, 
I think, on the third page. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The said party of the second part, to wit, the United States of America, 
acting by its Postmaster-General, under the authority granted to him by the 
act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898," approved March 3, 1897, 
and in consideration of the premises and the other covenants and undertak- 
ings of the party of the first part herein contained, covenants and agrees 
with the party of the first part, as follows: 

a ~ 4 we * * * 

It is fully understood and agreed that the payments under this contract 
beyond the period of the current fiscal year shall be contingent upon future 
appropriations provided by Congress therefor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Lopaer], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to ca!l the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Texas {[Mr. CuiILTon]. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor]. I 
do not know how he would vote on this question, and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mc- 
LAvuRIN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” I do not know how he would 
vote. I should like to know. ; 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER]. 
If he were present, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. TURNER’s name was called. The Sena- 
tor from Washington |Mr. TURNER] is paired on this question 
with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON, lLannounce my pair with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Wrermore}. 

Mr. BERRY. On this question I am paired with the Senator | 
from Maine [Mr. Frye}. I transfer that pair to my colleague | 
{Mr. Jones of Arkansas] and will vote. I vote * nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 

















Allison, Gallinger, McBride, uarles, 
Burrows, Gear, McComas, Ross, 
Caffery, Hanna, McMillan, Sewell, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Mason, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morgan, Stewart, 
Clark Hoar, Penrose, Thurston, 
Deboe, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Wellington, 
Elkins, Kean, Pettus, Wolcott. 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Piatt, Conn, 
Foster, Lodge, Platt, N. ¥. 
NAYS—20. 

Allen, Clay, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, 
Bard, Cockrell, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Bate, Culberson, Lindsay, Teller, 
Berry, Daniel, Money, Tillman, 
Butler, Harris, Nelson, Vest. 

NOT VOTING—22 
Aldrich, Depew, McLauria, Spooner, 
Bacon, Foraker, Mallory, Sullivan, 
Baker, Frvre, Martin, Taliaferro, 
Beveridge, Hale, Pritchard, Turley, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Turner, 
Cullom, McCumber, Scott, Warren, 
Davis, McEnery, Simon, Wetmore. 


So Mr. LopGr’s amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. STEWART. I offer the amendment which I send to the | 


desk. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator kindly yield? There are 


just two other committee amendments. 


Mr, STEWART. 


committee amendments, 





May 21, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I thonght so, too, but one of them is formal, 
and the other one I have been instructed by the committee to re- 
port. Laminstructed by the Commitice on Post-Offices and Post- 

toads to report an amendment which will come aiter the amend- 
ment which has just been adopted. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER,. The Senator from Colorado, from 
the committee, reports an amendment to follow the amendment 
already adopted, which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY, Following the amendment just adopted, it is 
proposed to insert: 

_ For the investigation by the Postmaster-General of the cost of construc- 
tion, operation, and utility of pneumatic mail tubes, including fuil details 
and maps, as wellas the cost of stations and their operation and all facts 
bearing upon the use of said tubes in connection with the mail service, to 
enable Congress to determine whether the service should be owned, leased, 
extended, or discontinued by the Government, $10,000. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I voted against the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts to appropriate 
$225,000 for the use of pneumatic tubes now in operation. I did 
so because, in the first place, these contracts were made by the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General without any authority on 
the part of Congress, and, I believe, at a very excessive price. 
The average of the rent for the use of the present pneumatic tubes 
is over $28,000 a mile per year, which, in my opinion, is fully 
$20,000 a mile more than the service is worth, even if the rental 
covered the cost of operating the tubes. 

We have been unable, in every inquiry which we have had, to 
ascertain what it costs to lay these tubes from the parties who 
have put in the plants or to get any information whatever with 
regard to the cost of operating the plants. We have also been 
unable to get from them any proposition to sell the patents to the 
Government of the United States, so that we could put in the 
plants ourselves. 

Therefore 1 believed if the amendment was defeated no injus- 
tice would be done, because the people who already own these 
tubes have received in rentals more money than the entire plants 
cost, and I believe many times over more money than the entire 
pants cost. 

In the second place, the plants would be there and it would be 
a subject of negotiation in the future, which | believe would re- 
sult ultimately in the Government purchasing these plants at a 
fair and reasonable price, and also with it securing the right to 
put in plants in other cities if it is found that it is best to do so. 

I am not in favor of the pending amendment as | understand it, 
because it seems to me that it contemplates the extension of the 
system in the hands of thiscompany. I do not believe we ought 
to build up inthis country another corporation receiving from the 
jovernment its principal compensation in the way of rent, and 
thus enabling it to pay dividends upon a vast amount of stock 
which has been issued without any consideration whatever. 

I think it was a mistake that the Government did not purchase 


| years ago the telegraph system of the country. ‘To-day the peo- 


pleof the United States pay interestand dividends upon $130,000,000 
for a telegraph plant that could be reproduced for $25,000,000. If 


| the pneumatic tube is a good thing, then let us purchase it and 


own it, and thus prevent the people of this country from being 
taxed enormous sums of money to pay dividends upon stock for 
which no consideration has been paid. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Dakota to the fact that this proposition to make an 
inquiry is in the broadest possible form. It instructs the Post- 
master-General to find out whether pneumatic tubes should be 
owned, leased, extended, or discontinued by the Government, 
Therefore, if he is right in his views, there will be a report made 
by the Postmaster-General on that subject. 

Mr. MASON. May I ask if the information whether the Gov- 
ernment shou!d own it or not will be given? 

Mr, CHANDLER. It covers the whole ground. The Senator 
from South Dakota said that the amendment contemplated the 
extension of the system. It does not contemplate the extension of 
the system necessarily. The Senate has voted that no additional 
contract shall be made, and it is now proposed to provide for an 
inquiry as to whether the system shall be extended or wholly dis- 
continued and, if extended, whether the Government shall own 
the tubes or lease them. SoIthink that the Senator from South 
Dakota ought to vote for this amendment. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the first appropriation made 
for pneumatic tubes was a smaller sum than that carried by this 
bill, and the amendment to the appropriation act read: ‘ For ex- 
tending the pneumatic-tube service by purchase, lease, or other- 
wise.” When I objected to this and held that the Government 
should purchase the right and put in its own plant, the argument 
made in the committee always was that the amendment provided 
that the Government might purchase it, the language being ‘* b 
purchase, lease, or otherwise.” It was a thin guise under whic 
the increased appropriations were secured to extend the private 


I thought the Senator had disposed of the | plants and then rent them at exorbitant prices. 


This amendment is of the same character, and no more good will 


hie nel somal 
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come of it, if we can judge by our past experience with the Post- 
Office Department. No effort was ever made by the Department 
to purchase or otherwise under the provisions of the appropriation 
actsof the past. We never could secure any information from the 
Postmaster-General or his subordinates or from anyone else upon 
the subject of the cost of purchasing the right to put in the plant. 
No wonder we are paying $37,500 per mile per year for the use of 
the plant in New York City. If they could continue the system 
at that price, it was too profitable to offer any encouragement 
whatever for the Government to accept it. 

This company employing, as it did immediately after he ceased 
to be Second Assistant Postmaster-General, that officer as an offi- 
cer of this corporation, it seems to me the course of the company 
bas been such that it is entitled to no consideration at our hands. 
Do we want to ask the Postmaster-General whether it is a good 
scheme for us to continue to rent of a private company and turn 
a portion of the post-offices built by the Government over to their 
use, or whether it is a better policy for us to purchase the plant 
and own itourselves? Itseems to methat we need no advice upon 
that subject. Our experience with building up these corporations 
in the past ought tobe warningenough. For my part, | desire no 
information, or advice, rather, for it is not information upon that 
particular subject. 

Therefore I believe the amendment ought to be defeated and 
that this matter ought to be taken up in a proper way. An 
amendment ought to be put on instructing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to ascertain at what price he can purchase the right to put in 
plants and also to purchase the existing plants, and no other ques- 
tion ought to receive consideration. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, every question and every sugges- 
tion made by the Senator who has just taken his seat is covered 
bythis amendment. Itis requested by the Post-Office Committee. 
Every member of the Post-Office Committee joined in the request 
to make this investigation. We in Chicago who have been anx- 
ious for this system found everyone opposing it, saying, ‘‘ We have 
no information.” ‘Hew much does it cost?” ‘How much does 
it cost to operate it?” ‘Is there any other way to doit?” ‘Can 
not the Government own it?” After you have decided to go on 
with the contracts that are already in force, we simply ask to give 
you the information that every Senator who opposed the system 
asked for when he took his place on the floor in this Chamber, 
They said, ‘‘ We have no estimate.” 

Now, this amendment is not for the company known as the 
Batcheller Company. I prepared an amendment practically the 
same as this, without consulting the company or anyone else. 
There is not a Senator here who likes fair play but what knows 
that what we want is information. You have defeated the plan 
for Chicago to have the service that Boston, New York, and 
Brooklyn have, and all upon the ground that you do not know 
anything about it. Now, the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads have asked (and it is a committee amendment unani- 
mousl ine upon, so far as I know) that the Postmaster-Gun- 
eral shall report what it does cost, how much the patents will 
cost, and whether the Government ought to own it. 

I will say to you now nothing would suit me better, and I be- 
lieve nothing could be done so easy and so cheap as to have the 
Government of the United States own the plant which goes into 
the city of Chicago. I believe the citizens of Chicago and the 
board of aldermen would give the right to the Government to lay 
its _ there without any question, without any trouble. 

So far as Iam Gencornes, { want the Senate to understand that 
this amendment calls for just that investigation, so that when we 
come back here at the next term of Congress the Department will 
state in its report how much it costs a mile and whether it is an 
advantage to the Government to own it or not, or whether we 
“— to rent it. 

en we are not bound by that report. It is simply a request 

that I may stand in my seat at the next session of Congress and 
furnish the information to you, gentlemen, who say you are the 
friends of the enterprise if it is wise and expedient. If it is not 
of utility to the Government the Postmaster-General can so re- 
peek and if itis of utility to the Government he can so report. 
f the Senator does not believe that report, he is not bound by it; 
but I think as a matter of fair play to the city I represent he 
should let us have the facts which Senators say they want. Every 
Senator in this Chamber has asked how much is it worth? How 


much have we paid these corporations? Have we been paying |: 


them too much? If so, let us stop it; but after you have fur- 
nished the cities of Boston, New York, Brooklyn, and Philadel- 
phia with a continuance of the contract, do not say that you pro- 
se to close the door and not even permit the city of Chicago to 
ave the advantage at least of information upon the subject, so 
that we may present, possibly, a plan whereby the Government 
may own the plant there. You may be able to start there on that 
plan. 1 shall be satisfied and the people there will be satisfied. 
We verily believe that if the Department takes hold of it, as I 
believe it will, we can establish the plant through Government 
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ownership. That course may be economical. The chairman of 
the committee has offered this as a committee amendment, and 
you ought not to refuse this information, it seems to me, if 
you believe in fair play. If you intend that we shall not have 
the information, so that you can stand in your places next session 
and say, ‘‘We do not know anything about it,” then of course 
you can object to the information and use your lack of informa- 
tion at the next session of Congress as a means of defeating this 
service again. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, two years ago we passed a 
resolution, or amendment, I think, to an appropriation bill, which 
authorized the appointment of a commission composed of four 
members of each House to secure this identical and specitic in- 
formation. 

Mr. MASON, The Senator, I think, is mistaken 
formation being identical and specific. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It covered the whole operation of the 
Post-Office Department, and it covered this field. It was fully 
within the power and province of that commission, as two mem- 
bers of it have suggested to me within a few moments, to investi- 
gate this whole subject and cover this entire question. 

Now, Iam hesitating between two opinions, as to whether it is 
safer to trust the Postmaster-General or this commission; whether 
in the one case we will not get information that will mislead us, 
and whether in the other case we will ever get any information at 
all, Ithink we ought to have the information. The post-office 
commission do not seem disposed to furnish it and will not even 
print the testimony that has been taken before them. I under- 
stand that they are making an effort now, or somebody is, to have 
the testimony doctored and changed that was taken before the 
commission, because of the fact that it may be in some cases a 
little damaging to the railroads. I do not charge the commission 
with being a party to this, but I do charge that it is within the 
knowledge of some members of the commission that this is the fact. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let me say to the Senator that I never heard 
of such a suggestion in the world. There is not a single word of 
anybody's evidence that has ever been taken down that has ever 
left the commission or is not at the inspecticn of everybody. I 
do not think the Senator would seriously charge that any mem- 
ber of this commission is going to doctor or change any testimony, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not charge it, and I do not under- 
stand that they knew of it, but some members of the commission 
knew that there was an effort in that direction, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I never heard of it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not charge that the Senator knew of 
it, and he is a pretty sharp fellow, too. 

Now, I do not know that I blame the Senator from Illinois for 
wanting to seek some other source for getting information, and 
I do not know that I particularly object to the amendment if it 
shall contain a provision that we shall have information also upon 
what the patents can be purchased for, in order to put in and 
operate the plants on the part of the Government. 

Mr. MASON, Iam willing to have that amendment made with 
the consent of the chairman of the committee, 

Mr. WOLCOTT, All right. 

Mr. MASON. Insert in the next to the last line 
cost for the use of any patents.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; ‘at what price the Government can 
purchase the right to put in plants of this kind.” 

Mr. MASON. ‘At what rate the Government can purchase 
the right to useit.” I want all the information we can get; then, 
if we can not get it cheap enough, we can abandon it, but we will 
not abandon it owing to lack of information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Illinois 
state what his amendment to the amendment is? 

Mr. MASON. The chairman of the committee will insert it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Isuggest that we add ‘also the cost at which 
the Government may acquire the existing plants or necessary 
patents.” Will that cover it? 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

Mr. MALLORY, Ishould like to hear the amendment to the 
amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY, 
lowing: 

Also the cost at which the Government may 
necessary patents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There isa formal amendment. On pave 3, 
lines 18 and 19, after the words “three at $2,000,” the word *‘each” 
should be inserted. That word was omitted by an oveisight of 
the Clerk. After the word ‘‘dollar,” in lines 18 and 19, I move to 
insert “each,” so as to read “three at $2,000 each.” 


about the in- 


‘‘and also the 


The amendment to the amend- 


Add at the end of the amendment the fol- 


acquire existing plants cr 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Now, Mr. President, this disposes of the 
committee amendments and leaves pending the amendment of- 
ferred by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], a member of the 
committee, and which has been printed, and an amendment of 
which the Senator from Nevada gave notice. 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer my amendment now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada offers 
an amendment, which will be read. . 

_—— SECRETARY. Line 22, page 24, after the word “criminals,” 
ert: 

And provided further, That all deficiencies in the postal revenne of Cuba 
resulting from criminal or unlawful appropriation of money by officers ap- 

inted by or under the authority of the United States and not recovered 
rom said officers or upon their bond shall be reimbursed by the Postmaster- 
General, and the amount_necessary for the purpose is —— appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer an amendment, to come in after line i1 
on page 26, at the end of the bill, as a proviso to the committee 
amendment. 

The Secretary. Add as a proviso, following the word “‘com- 
mission,” at the end of line 11, page 26, the following: 

Provided, however, That all testimony heretofore taken by said commis- 
sion shall be at once inted, and that all testimony hereafter taken shall 
also be printed from thme to time for the use of Congress. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the commission has taken 
something more than 2,000 pages of testimony. It has not pub- 
lished the testimony yet, because the testimony is not complete, 
not only as to subjects, but it is not wholly complete as to wit- 
nesses. For instance, the statistician, the expert of the commis- 
sion, has given testimony on several different branches of the sub- 
ject, He is now preparing further testimony on another branch. 

rom time to time there may be additions made. There have 
been statements made by Mr. Acker, for instance, followed by 
subsequent statements by Mr. Acker, as new developments have 
taken place. 

When there has been a new weighing by the Department it is 
sure to be followed by expert testimony, or testimony on both 
sides of the question. We have printed a copy for the use of each 
member of the committee, and every page, every word taken, has 
been printed exactly as taken except for the correction of gram- 
matical errors, and it all stands as the testimony of the witnesses. 
It has not been edited. It has not been indexed. It is not ina 
position to give out, because it is not complete. It is intelligent 
as far as it goes, but it is not comprehensively taken yet, and it is 
not finished. 

There is no objection, if the Senate sees fit, to appropriate the 
money to publish all this testimony. It will all be printed later 
in a different form with the testimony of witnesses separately ar- 
ranged and differently arranged and properly indexed and prop- 
erly headed. There are 2,000 pages of it. The objection to the 
proviso is not in the slightest degree that anybody objects to the 
whole world seeing it, but it is only to spending the money of 
the Government in printing the testimony before it is in proper 
shape. There has not been an attempt to refer the as to 
the proper committee until it was completed; that is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Senator if it will cost as much as 
$8,000,000 to publish it? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; but I do not know how much it will cost. 


The chairman of the Committee on Printing is not here. Some 
expert can tell. There are something over 2,000 pages, and it is 
not completed. Everybody getting these 2,000 pages would throw 


it away when the final testimony is taken, because the other will 
not be published as supplemental. I only wanted the committee 
to know the fact. I suppose, under the rules of the Senate, such 
a resolution should go to the committee, the cost being over $500. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the only objection the chairman 
makes to this amendment is the cost. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Thecostand the inutility, thatisall. It will 
be utterly useless when the subsequent testimony shall be printed. 
But the question is in the hands of the Senate. Itis a matter of 
indifference to every member of the commission, of course, except 
that we do not like to give you that which is not complete. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, we can examine now what tes- 
timony there is, and it will then take less time to examine it when 
complete. The commission is not to report under thisamendment 
until the ist of next Jan » We have another appropria- 
tion bill here right on the ls of that report, before we sball 
have time to examine the testimony, and we will be asked to pass 
= next appropriation bill before we shall have time to exam- 

it, 


ei 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If the Senator will permit me, it is entirel 
in the hands of the Senate, and it is a matter, as I said, of indif- 
ference to every member of the commission; but I su that 
the Senator could frame the amendment so as to specify the num- 
ber of copies. It is a very vague and indefinite quantity, What 
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will he have done? Will there be so many thousand 
the use of the Senate and so many for the use of the 
be done with it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The usual number will be printed and supplied 
to the document room. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If will say to the Senator that I think there is 
no usual number under such a provision. 

Mr. BUTLER. The law provides that the document room shall 
be supplied with a certain number. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Is it to be printed as a document, shall we 


rinted for 
ouse, and 


say? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is intended to be printed for the use of the 
two Houses, as a document for the two Houses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator that 450 copies, one 
copy for each Senator and one copy for each Representative, of the 
incomplete testimony might be sufficient. 

, =— UTLER. I will modify the amendment by calling for 
5 jes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let us have a thousand copies at least. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection to a thousand copies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator state where 
his pr modification is to come in? 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be for 1,000 copies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as 
modlfied. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, however, That 1,000 copies of all testimony heretofore taken by 
said commission shall be at once printed, and that 1,000 copies of all testimony 
hereafter taken shall be printed from time to time for the use of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we had had that testimony I have no doubt 
the Senate could have reduced the railway mail pay some, for 
there is testimony in the hearings, I am informed, that would 
have been very valuable in the discussion of the question of the 
reduction of the railway mail pay, and yet we were not able to 


t it. 

oo PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator a question, 
if he will permit me. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like toknow whether the Senator 
has any information in regard to a recommendation by Mr. 
Adams, the expert of the commission, for a reduction of the 
railway mail pay, and what that is, if there is any such recom- 
mendation? 

Mr. BUTLER. I have been informed, and I believe reliably so, 
that Mr. Adams, the expert employed by this commission, after 
giving a large mass of facts and data, reported as his conclusion 
that there should be a reduction of the railway mail pay; that he 
reported a certain reduction that should be made for all railroads, 
and then advised that as the amount of railway mail matter in- 
creased the reduction should be increased and made larger and 
larger. I have not seen the testimony and have not been able to 
get it; but, whatever it is, we ought to have had it when this bill 
was pending, and I think, even though it is partial, we ought to 
have had the benefit of it. Ihave not been able to use it, but I 
understand there is such testimony, and I think it is correct. 

Mr. GALLINGER, If the Senator will permit me, I will ven- 
ture to s t to him that a provision on the Post-Office appro- 
—— bill for the printing of testimony is a very unusual thing. 

take it, if this testimony is to be printed, if provision is made 
for it on this bill, that the Post-Office Department would be ex- 

ted to print it out of the appropriated funds, Does not the 
conater think it would be better to offer what is contained in his 
amendment as a Senate resolution and have it passed through, and 
in that way get the information? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will say to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that if he will offer it as a Senate resolution, I shall be glad 
to facilitate it, and I have no doubt we shail all be glad to facili- 
tate it in every possible way. That is the proper form in which 
the matter should be pons. not in the ap riation bill, 
where it will go to the Office Department to print testimony 
in the hands of a Senate or a House committee. If the Senator 
will offer it as a Senate resolution, it can be at once and 
there will be no objection to it; but it ought not to be placed on 
the riation bill, as it seems to me. 

Mr. LER. Wecan change it so that it will be printed by 
the Senate. It is very easy to change the pending amendment so 
as to have the same effect as a resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The resolution would have to be a joint 
resolution, because 3 ne would exceed the limit of cost, 


Mr. W TT. if printed as a document, 
Mr. GREW. Yes, it would. 
Mr. BUTLER. The printing of the testimony will be secured 


by having the provision on this bill; and I ask that the question 
amendmen 


be we on the t. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 


as modified. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to, 








1900. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a further amendment offered by the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr, CLay], which I should be glad to have 


d. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Sec proceeded to read the amendment submitted by 
Mr. CLay on the 18th instant. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I willstate that I offered the amend- 
ment on Friday evening last, and that it will be found printed in 





full on pages 6148 and 6149 of the Recorn of the 18th instant. I | 
do not think it is necessary to read it again, unless some Senator | 


rticularly desires it. I understand the Senator from Colorado 
intends to make a point of order against the amendment. 
Mr. WOLOOTT. Mr. President, 1 desire to make a statement 


which will probably do away with the necessity for reading the | 


amendment. 

This is an amendment which has been offered for the reclassifi- 
cation of the railway postal clerks. I simply want to call the 
attention of the Senate to the facts. 
Senators, for I know we have all been approached by some mem- 
bers of this industrious and efficient order. 

Under the present status of the bill as it came from another 
Chamber, and as it isnow before the Senate, the provision for the 
employment of railway postal clerks alone has been increased 
$785,370. Of this amount $541,870 is for annual clerks as the bill 
came from another Chamber; $243,500 as an increase of salary for 
the present clerks, of which the Senate, upon recommendation of 
its committee, has added $54,700. 

So, Mr. President, by this bill 1,632 postal clerks have been put 


back from $1,150 to $1,200, and 200 at $900 each per annum have | 


been increased to $1,000 each per annum. 

There are five classes of railway mail clerks, at $800, $900, $1,000, 
$1,200, and $1,400. Ata time when the Department was running 
behind some years ago, under an or¢er. | think, of Postmaster- 
General Key, the $1,200 class were dropped vack to $1,150, and 
the $1,400 s to $1,300. This continued tor many years. The 
proposed legislation of Congress upon this bi)l will put those back, 
so that all these clerks will receive $1,200 insiead of $1,150, and 
$1,400 instead of $1,300. 

The $800 class is one of form only. As soon as a clerk has been 
six months in the service he is at once promoted to the higher 
grade, his service as a substitute clerk has passed, and he is then 
classed as a regular clerk. So that practically few, if any, rail- 
way postal clerks serve at any time for $800 a year. The present 
average pay of the railway postal clerks of the country is $1,056. 

We have gone a long way toward meeting the wishes of those 
representatives of the railway postal clerks who call for the re- 
classification of the clerks. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia is a 
measure that does not belong to an appropriation bill, It has 
been introduced as a separate measure; and it was not deemed 
advisable either in another Chamber, where it was first introduced, 
or here, that it should be dealt with at this Congress. Our ap- 
So. as I say, have lifted up many of these clerks to 

igher salaries, and it did not seem best to us in the Senate com- 
mittee that we shou!d deal further with this subject at this time; 
certainly that it should not be dealt with on an appropriation 
measure. 

For that reason I feel it my me, to raise the question of order 
upon the amendment. It is new legislation; it is legislation not 
. estimated for, and it is not reported from a committee. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, just a word before the point of 
order is passed upon. 

This amendment was introduced before the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and defeated by a tie vote. I will not, 
however, refer to what happened before the committee. 

We have 5 classes as the law now stands: Class 1, who draw 
a salar; not exceeding $800 a year; class 2, who draw a salary not 


exceeding $900 a year; class 3, who draw a salary not exceeding | 


$1,000 a ror class 4, who draw a salary not exceeding $1,200 a 
year; and class 5, who draw a salary not exceeding $1,400 a year. 

The Post-Office Department for a number of years has recom- 
mended that there be a reclassification. The amendment which I 
have offered has been recommended by the Post-Office Department 
for more than a dozen years. The Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General has recom it time and again, and so has Superin- 
tendent White; and their letters making the recommendation will 


be found in the Recorp at the time the amendment was introduced, | 


on Friday last, 

I desire to say, while it is true that there has been an increase 
made by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in regard 
to the railway mail clerks, this increase largely has reference to 
those already ie ies. 

I have before me a list of those who were increased. There are 
11 clerks who were ene Rm per year, who will now get 
$1,800; there are 85 clerks who were drawing $1,400, who will now 
get $1,600 under this increase; there are 1,227 clerks who were get- 
ting $1,300, who will get $1,400 under this increase; there are 1,632 
clerks who were getting $1,150, who will get $1,200 under this 
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increase, whilst those clerks who were drawing $800 and $900 and 


$1,000 per year, who would be provided for under the amend- 
| ment which I introduced, are not reached at all by the increases 
| which have been made by the bill. In other words, the bill as it 
| came from the House of Representatives selected those who are 
| getting good salaries and left off those who were drawing smaller 

salaries, but who really do as much work as those drawing the 
| larger salaries. 
The Senator makes the point of order on this amendment that 
it changes the classification law as it now exists. I desire to call 
attention to the fact that this bill as it came from the House, and 
as it came from the Senate committee also, changes the classifica 
tion law. The maximum amount fixed by the law as it now 
stands was only $1,600 per year. Wehave changed it slready and 
| made it $1,800 per year. If the rule which the Senator invokes in 
| this case shall be applied in this instance, I desire to call his at 
tention to the fact that more than two-thirds of the salaries of the 
officers in the Post-Oftice Department and the Railway Mail Ser, 
ice have beenchanged from those fixed by existing law. Wehave 
already changed the law and given them $1,800 per annum cash, 
while they were only entitled under the old law to draw $1,600 
per annum. 
| Mr. President, to come in here and select three or four classes, 
| and simply say that they shall be changed and draw more salary 
than the old classification law gives, and then go down to the 
bottom, and when you undertake to change those who have not 
the same influence as those who are drawing good salaries and 
say that the rule shall not apply, is manifestly unjust. 
I say the reason why Lintrodaced this reclassification measure 
as an amendment to this bill is that it has been pending here the 
entire session, and we have been unable to get it acted upon. So 
as a matter of justice to this class of employees | offer it as an 
amendment to this bill. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, there is no class of postal 
employees whose salaries I would be any more willing to raise 
than the postal clerks on the cars. They run great risks of loss 
of life, and they ought to be an especially favored class of em 
ployees of the Government; but the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads not only have before them this bill for reclassify 
ing the postal clerks, but they have also bills for reclassifying the 
clerks in the post-offices and bills for reclassifying the letter car- 
riers. It is manifest that if we undertake to put one reclassifica 
| tion upon the Post-Office appropriation bill we ought, in justice 

to put the others, the second and the third reclassification bills, 
| upon the Post-Office appropriation bill; that is to say, if we believe 
| it is just to make the reclassification. 

The committee has not undertaken to do this. No member of 
the Senate has undertaken to move these other reclassification 
bills; and if the point of order had not been made by the chair- 
man upon this amendment, of course these other bills would have 
been offered as amendments, and then this appropriation bill 
wonld have been made what an appropriation bill is not intended 
to be—a bill of general legislation in reference to the subject- 
matter of the bill. 

1 think the rule of the Senate isa wise one. Certainly we ought 
not to signalize the first session at which the appropriation bills 
have been distributed, and some of them taken away from the 
Committee on Appropriations and given to the special committees 
having the particular subjects in charge, by loading the appropri 
ation bills down with general legislation. I say that with all re- 
spect to the wishes of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLay], and 
being, I think, in favor of that bill as a separate measure, 

In the Committee on Nava! Affairs there were various proposi- 
tions of legislation, some half dozen of which commended them 
| selves to the judgment of the Committee on Naval Affairs, but 
that committee by an express vote decided that it would not put 
legislation of that kind upon the naval appropriation bill; and 
| such, in substance, was the action of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads on this bill. 
| Therefore, Mr. President, without regard to the point of order, 
| in great sympathy with the postal clerks, and with a general de 

sire to better the condition of all these employees of the Post-Office 
| Department, I express the wish to the Senator from Georgia that 
| he will withdraw the amendment, instead of asking the Chair to 
| rule upon it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is ready to rule on 
| the point of order. 
| Mr. TILLMAN, 


I should like to get a little light from the 
chairman of the committee |Mr. Wo.Lcorr| or the Senator from 
| New Hampshire [Mr. CuanpLer], if the Chair will indulge mo 
| for amoment, as to the method which was pursued of increasing 
| the salaries in the bill. Was it under a law, or did you just in- 
| crease them haphazard or without any regard to law? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will tell the Senator when this measure 
came to us from another Chamber we accepted as legal and bind- 
ing whatever provisions we found upon it, The Senatecan make 
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its own rules; it may live up to them and observe them or disobey 
them; but it can not make rules for anotherChamber. Therefore 
we assumed the bill when it came to us to have been legitimately 
and legally passed. We then took it and raised, in accordance 
with law, 694 clerks who were getting the $1,150 a year each to 
a class under which they would draw $1,200 a year and from the 
drawing of which they were cut down in poorer days by the order 
of the Postmaster-General. So that we have not changed the 
classification. We have reinstated them in the class to which 
they belonged, and that is all we have done. We then took 200 
out of the $900 grade and raised them to $1,000. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question 
right there? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that the classification act, as it now 
stands, fixes the maximum salary of the clerks at $1,600 per an- 
num and that this bill, if we pass it as it stands, will change the 
classification law and fix the maximum salary at $1,800 per annum? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is not by any act of the Senate. 

; _. — But the classification law has been changed by 
this bill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Then we took 200 clerks at $900 each and increased them to $1,000 
each, all within the classification act. So Ican say to the Senator 
from South Carolina that nearly 40 per cent of the post-office 
clerks of the United States to-day have got their salaries raised 
by this bill. There are 8,650 clerks, and of these 8,650 clerks, 3,155 
have their salaries raised by this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The question I wished to ask the Senator from 
Colorado and the Senator from New Hampshire, if they were 
ane to answer it, is why they make fish of one and flesh of the 
other? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will say to the Senator that if he will read 
the testimony he will find that as to some of the higher salaries 
pechens it will be interesting to him to know that 11 men under 
the bill are taken from a salary of $1,600 and raised to a salary of 
$1,800, 85 men are taken from a salary of $1,400 and raised to 
$1,600, 1,227 are raised from $1,300 to $1,400, 1,632 are raised 
from $1,150 to $1,200, and 200 from $900 to $1,000. 

Now, I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that ina 
few instances, where the larger salaries are voted, it has been for 
these reasons: The number of important junction points where 
railroads meet and exchange postal cars, exchange facilities, and 
distribute the mail, and the termini of postal routes are constantly 
increasing in the United States. As the postal business increases 
the commerce increases, and the transmission of the mails and in- 
telligence increases. There are, therefore, more head clerks and 
superintendents needed—far more than formerly; and from year 
to year there must be an increase in their number. 

Where a man is taken from the high class of the best postal 
clerks and put in charge of a station, in charge of a route, or in 
charge of a terminus, his salary is raised by this bill so that he 
may receive the same pay that his associates received when they 
were fewer in number than they are now. Thatisall. There is 
no making fish of oneand fleshofanother. Itis an honest attempt 
to deal by the Post-Office Department with entire fairness to its 
employees. 

I desire to call the ee of the Senator to the fact that the 
average of a postal clerk is $1,056 a year. 

Mr TILLMAN. The Senator has notanie itclear tomy mind, 
at least, a some of these men who are going to do the same work 
do not also have their pay increased. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, The reason why a large number of these 
»eople get their pay raised $50 is because their pay never ought to 
have been reduced. It is merely to put them back where they 

rc10Ong. 

Mr, TILLMAN. But this puts up some men $200 and some $100. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have explained twice to the Senator from 
South Carolina that the only men who have gone up are those put 
in charge of terminals, those who are in charge of routes, and 
those who are engaged in most responsible work. There is no 
making fish of one and flesh of another. 

Mr. TILLMAN, TheSuperintendent of the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice having recommended this reclassification, why not leave it to 
his discretion to select from among his subordinates those who 
are entitled to go into certain classes? I do not see why the Sen- 
ate should arbitrarily make these selections and grant increases to 
some and not to others. Why not leave it to the Superintendent 
to determine who should go up and who should not? 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that the Post-Office Department for 
twelve years—under Mr, Cleveland's Administration, under Mr. 
Harrison's Administration, and during Mr. McKinley’s Adminis- 
tration—have recommended the reclassification which I have pro- 

ed here in the form of an amendment? I have also produced 
etters from the Department, which were inserted in the Recorp 
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last week, from the Second Assistant Postmaster-General and 
from Superintendent White in favor of the identical classification 
which I have proposed. 

Mr, TILLMAN. The Senator says so, and I take his word for 
it. I am not on the Post-Office Committee, and I have not exam- 
ined this matter, and so can not say; but I know the Senator is 
correct in his statement. Why should these increases not be 
made under some proper regulations, instead of picking up arbi- 
trarily some employees here and there and increasing them $100 
and $200 a year? Why not allow the Superintendent of the Rail- 
way Mail Service to designate and reclassify and divide out this 
additional compensation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads took up this bill item by item. They made 
certain changes in it, and they may, for all I know, have changed 
existing law; but they did not put a whole reclassification bill in 
one section or two sections upon this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has it reclassified the clerks? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. eagraed | 
could have moved every one of these specific appropriations, an 
the committee would have passed upon them, 

Mr. President, I should not make the point of order that the 
existing law could not be changed on the recommendation of a 
Senate committee, for it can be. I should not make a point of 
order that there can not be some increases of salary upon an appro- 
—— bill; but I make the point of order that that is the privi- 

ege, under the rules, of a committee; that when the committee 
have done their work as well as they can and the bill is before the 
Senate, upon motion of a single member, not backed by the au- 
thority of a committee, you can not increase an appropriation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

a PENROSE, I call for the ruling of the Chair on the point 
of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is ready to rule upon 
the point of order, but he will listen to the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to submit simply an ob- 
servation on this question. I only wanted to say that in my judg- 
ment the logic of the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
| Mr. CHANDLER] will not bear inspection. He objects to the adop- 
tion of this amendment of the Senator from Georgia because he 
says that there are other clerks in the Post-Office and in other De- 
partments who should be reclassified. If that is true, the reclassi- 
fication of all these different clerks should come upon this bill, 
not only the reclassification of the clerks mentioned in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia but the reclassification of the 
clerks in the post-offices proper. Because the adoption of this 
amendment would lead to the adoption of other amendments 
which are in the right direction is no reason why a point of order 
should be raised against this amendment or an objection made to 
its adoption. 

Another thing the Senator from New Hampshire finds which 
he believes to be an insuperable objection to the adoption of this 
amendment is that it is general legislation. Mr. President, there 
are as many rulings in this body on the subject of general legisla- 
tion as there have been occupants of the chair. Each one of them 
is contradictory of the other. I dare venture the remark that the 
ruling that will be made by the Chair to-day will be overruled in- 
side of a week by some other occupant of the chair, 

No one has ever yet, since I have been a member of this body, 
defined the distinction between general and special legislation. 
That is a mere work of caprice. If the occupantof the chair does 
not want an amendment adopted, he sustains the point of order; 
if he is in favor of its adoption, he overrules the point of order, 
and a vote is taken upon it. 

Mr. President, anything that pertains to the subject of post- 
offices and post-roads is germane to this bill, and is not general 
legislation. I venture the remark that there has not been an 
appropriation bill adopted in this Senate for twenty years that 
has not carried with it general legislation. The Senator from 
New Hampshire can not point to one of the dozen or more appro- 
priation bills that are poms annually by Congress that does not 
carry upon it general legislation that is entirely foreign to the 
title or the purpose of the bill. Of course, the objection is made 
simply to stifle the accomplishment of this act of justice to this 
class of clerks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the point of 
order is well taken. The Secretary will read the clause from the 
first section of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the 
bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out 
the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolu- 
tion previously passed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same 
be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or 


aw in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Depart- 
men 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that this 
item is not estimated for; that it is not moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee, and that it increases an item of ap- 
propriation already contained in the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator 
from Georgia {[Mr. CLAY], who comments upon the unfairness of 
this appropriation bill, and to the Senator from South Carolina 

Mr. TILLMAN], who, as I understand, also comments upon its un- 
ecen: that if they desire to move to strike out the increases 
which the Senate has put in this bill, I stand ready to meet them. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iwill dothat. Let us put it back as the law 


is now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are changes made in the existing law in 
the bill as it came from the other Chamber; for instance, there is 
the provision,on page 18, line 22, for ‘‘938 clerks of class 4b, at 
$1,200 each; 694 clerks of class 4a, at $1,150 each.” If the rates 
proposed are thought to be too high, the Senator can go back and 
move to change them. 

Mr. TILLMAN, IftheSenator will accept such an amendment, 
I will move it. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. But I want to get the House back to the law. 
Let the Senate go back to the law and let the House go back to 
the law and let the question of the Railway Mail Service and the 
reclassification of the clerks stand on its own merits, and not let 
part of them get an increase of one hundred or two hundred dollars 
and leave the balance out in the cold. Let the fight be made to 


have the whole service reorganized and reclassified, and let justice | 


be done to all or let none of them get any increase. 

I will move to strike out the Senate amendments increasing the 
number, and then I will move to strike out the House amendment 
increasing the salaries. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me just 
a moment? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say, in reply to the in- 
terrogatory of the Senator from Colorado, that I am in favor of 
the reclassification act in its entirety. I believe that the Post- 
Office Department recommended wisety when it recommended its 
adoption. This amendment will simply embody in this bill a part 
of that recommendation. I am in favorof the entire thing. The 
amendment proposed by the Senate Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads goes to the lower grade, and if you simply strike 
out the amendments of the Senate committee you destroy the 
only benefit that the lower grade receives at all from this bill. It 
would be undoubtedly a great injustice to strike out that and to 
leave in the House provision. 

Now, so far as Iam concerned, I desire to be perfectly consist- 
ent. As I have said before, I am in favor of the reclassification 
act, and I meant just what I said. 

Mr. MASON. r. President, it would be a mere waste of time 
to attempt to reconsider the amendments made by the committee. 
They were made after due investigation. I am in favor, as a 
member of the committee, of the new classification, but it seemed 
at the time that we did not have a majority of the committee to 
report that bill, and it is new legislation; but there was a way 
suggested without violating any existing law in which there 
might be a change, 7 consolidating the two classes as explained 
by the chairman of the committee. That was recommended by 
the Post-Office Department. It would be almost worse than 
childish to attempt to undo what we have done. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not care to discuss the matter further. 
The amendments of the committee having been adopted, I move 
that the—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator was willing to strike 
= the Senate amendments and the House amendments to the 

ill. 

Mr.WOLCOTT. I waswilling that the Senatorshould move the 
amendment. , 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iam willing to move it and let it be voted on; 
and I do nfove it. 

bo PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the Senator’s amend- 
ment: 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Yes; what is the amendment? 

_ Mr. TILLMAN. Tostrike out the Senate amendments increas- 
ing the number and then the House provision which increases the 
salaries of certain clerks without giving a reclassification. I do 
not know where to put the phraseology or how to put it, as I have 
not had time to examine the bill carefully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks can not understand 
the amendment in the way in which it is proposed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This matter sprung up here without my havy- 
ing had a chance to prepare the amendment. I would not be will- 
ing to have the Senate amendment reconsidered unless the House 
provision was stricken out, too. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion. 
It would simply reopen the whole bill for discussion. 








~~ =_ _ 
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Mr. TILLMAN. It amounts simply tothis: The Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads would not report the classification 
bill and give the Department the chance to do this thing decently 
and inorder. They come in here and report some increases on 
those that are already high up on the list, and the House has al- 
ready reported an increase of those high on the list. The reclassi- 
fication is done arbitrarily and without any regularity, or, as I 
can see, any orderly supervision by the superintendent who knows 
who is properly being compensated now, 

Mr. MASON. But there is no violation of existing law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is violation of existing decency and 
honesty in the business. 

Mr.MASON. That is the judgment of the Senator. 
admit that he is the sole judge. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido notclaim to be. 
however. 

Mr. MASON. You always have that delightful opportunity, 
and you never fail to express it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina must either reduce his motion to writing or inform the Sec- 
retary of the particular amendment which he desires to have made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. AsI have just informed the chairman, | do 
not know that I can state the amendment unless he will give me 
some little time to look the matter up and prepare the amend- 
ment, by letting the matter go over until to-morrow, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair doubts whether a 
motion to reconsider the amendment is now technically in order, 
more than two days having elapsed since it was adopted. It is 
not in order at this stage, but when the bill comes into the Sen- 
ate the question will be on concurrence in all the amendments 


We donot 


I express my opinion, 


| adopted as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwill speak to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina as to the form of the amendment. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in con- 
nection with this discussion. As a member of the Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads Committee I was present and attended every ses- 
sion of the committee when this bill was under consideration. I 
made as strong an effort as I could to have the classification prop- 
osition, as offered by the Senator from Georgia as an amendment 
here, adopted. I went further. I endeavored to have adopted as 
a part of the bill, as an amendment to it by the Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads Committee, the bill for the reclassification of the 
Post-Office clerks as well. 

I think the members of the Senate who have been discussing 
this matter are not quite advised as to the exact status of the case. 
When the bill came from the House and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post Roads, the committee found in- 
creases of salary as stated by the distinguished chairman of the 
committee. The committee, failing to get a reclassification as 
provided for by this amendment, did the next best thing they 
could do, and that was to add to the clerksof the lower class—the 
class of clerks who are drawing the lower salaries—a certain 
amount, to which the distinguished Senator from Georgia called 
the attention of the Senate as the only benefit that came to the 
lower grace of clerks. 

It seems to me it would bea great outrage upon these men to 
move to strike out that amendment put on by the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KENNEY. One minute. We have proceeded to increase 
the salaries of the clerks on a line of reclassification, and we have 
accomplished thus much so far. If we leave it stand as it is to- 
day, next year we can get the balance of them taken care of, and 
in that way discharge our duty to everybody. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator give us assurances that his 
committee, or by his efforts, he, at least, will next year undertake 
to do the fair thing by those who are now left out in the cold? I 
can see some reason why we should not reduce the pay of those 
who have been taken care of. The only thing Iam complaining 
of is the injustice, unfairness, and inequality here. 

Mr. KENNEY. Iagree with the Senator in every particular; 
and I do promise him, so far as I am concerned, that I shall do 
all I can to bring about a complete reorganization of the classi- 
fication. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg to suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that until this year the railway postal clerks were appro- 
priated for in a lump sum, in this language: 

For railway post-office clerks, $8,765,000. 

This year we segregate them into classes, so as to appropriate 
for a specific number in each. If, therefore, we should strike out 
the Senate increases, that could be definitely accomplished, be- 
cause we know how many we increased; but if the Senator fol- 
lowed up his motion, as he necessarily would have to do, by a 
motion to strike out the House amendment raising, we would have 
to change the whole character and phraseology of the bill and have 
experts, and segregate from the lump sum enough to account for 
the number of clerks included in this bill at the lower salaries, 
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In view of the statement made by the Senator from Delaware and 
the Senator from Georgia, in which opinion I share, I suggest to 
the Senator that, for the purpose of facilitating the passage of this 
bill at this time. he withdrew the proposed amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In view of the fact that the Senator who is in 
charge of the bill says we can not reach the House amendments 
because of the phraseology of the provision, and therefore our 
hands are tied, so far as concerns reducing that without remodel- 
ing the bill, I wili have to submit and withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to amendment. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. 
desk. 

The SecrETARY. On page 18, lines7 and 8, strike out the words 
‘‘thirty-three million eight hundred and seventy thousand dol- 
lars” and insert in lieu thereof ‘$30,483,000; and the Postmaster- 
General is hereby authorized and directed to readjust the com- 





I offer the amendment which I send to the 


pensation to be paid from and after the 1st day of July, 1900, for | 


the transportation of mails on railway routes by reducing the 
compensation to all railroad companies for the transportation of 
mails at least 10 per cent per annum from the rate fixed in sec- 
tion 1002 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by act of July 12, 
1876, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, 


and for other purposes,’ and as further amended by act of June | 


17, 1878, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes,’ for the transportation of mails on the 
basis of the average weight; and the above amount appropriated 
shall cover full compensation for railway mail transportation.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is the same amendment identically that 
was offered when the bill was in the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole and upon which we voted. I ask the Senator from 
North Carolina if this is not the same amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is exactly the same amendment, but we have 
some new information since. We did not know that there had 
been any recommendation made by the statistician of the com- 
mission in favor of a reduction. Now, I will ask the chairman of 
the commission if that is not true? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is partially true and partially not true. 
The statistician of the railway mail commission said that, in his 
opinion, the dense routes were paid too much, with the testimony 
amend produced; that he was of opinion—I am stating it from 
memory—that there could be a horizontal reduction of 5 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. On all roads? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On everything. Then he stated that before 
he could reach a definite conclusion it was essential that more tes- 
timony be taken as to the volume of mail that could be carried in 
postal a cars and upon other subjects. lam stating it very 
crudely, but | am stating the substance exactly. In other words, 
up to this time he thought there might be a reduction of 5 per 
cent, but he felt that we did not have enough testimony to act 
upon evidence in making the recommendation. 

Mr. BUTLER. There can be a reduction of 5 per cent on all 
roads and a greater reduction on those which carry large amounts 
of mail. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; but he thought there should be a grada- 
tion on those carrying from 20,000 pounds up. But it is all tenta- 
tive, and it was not a final conclusion at all. It wasnotsuch that 
the commission felt at liberty to act upon it, because the expert 
hiniself testified that we had not testimony enough to base it upon 


evidence. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask a question. Did he 
make the statement at the time he made his recommendation or 
afterwards? Was it on reconsideration? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no; I mean in the same examination, 
The subsequent examination I have never read. The subsequent 
examination modified or changed that somewhat. I did not hear 
all of it. Ihave not gone over it myself, but in the same report, I 
assure the Senator, in which he made the recommendation he also 
stated that we did not have testimony enough to base any recom- 
mendation upon the evidence. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he did not 
as his conclusion say it was evident there ought to be a re- 

uction?: 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; he said he thonght the statistics showed 
that the dense routes were being overpaid; but whether out of the 
— Ned whether at the expense of the light-carrying roads he did 
not state. 

Mr. BUTLER. A reduction of 5 per cent horizontally on all 
the roads, and then a graduated reduction on roads that a 
large amount of mail would make a greater reduction than this 
amendment provides. It would make a reduction of more than 
10 per cent. That is clear to everybody. 


The billisin the Senateand open | 
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Now, on the sparse-carrying roads, the roads that carry the 
least mail, he was of opinion that we ought to have 5 per cent re- 
duction, and then scaling up, up, up on the roads that carry a 
large amount. Take the mail in this country and that will make 
clearly a reduction of over 10 per cent, and therefore on the rec- 
ommendation we have and on the information we have it is a 
greater reduction than this amendment provides for. I am sorry 
we have not the report of the commission. I have been begging 
for it each year, trying to get it. But the information we have 
from the partial report, which is direct and authentic, and which 
the chairman admits, shows that this amendment is inside of the 
bounds, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there has been a feeling 
among a great many people for a long time that there ought to be 
a reduction of railway-mail pay. Two years ago we appointed a 
commission to investigate this subject, and it appears that the 
expert whom they eee recommended that a reduction of 5 per 
cent be made, that the testimony already received and the infor- 
mation alresidy secured warranted that much of a reduction. As 
I understand it. he believes a further investigation might lead to 
a further reduction and a different adjustment; that he was war- 


| ranted in recommending a 5 per cent reduction on the roads that 


carry the greatest bulk of mail. 

These two items together would make a reduction, in my opin- 
ion, of over three million. Five per cent would certainly make a 
reduction of over a million anda half. It seems to me that this 
sum is worth saving to the Treasury of the United States; and 
under these circumstances and in the face of this recommenda- 
tion—all, it appears, we have been able to get out of this commis- 
sion—the Senate ought to adopt this amendment and save this 
sum to the Treasury. I believe that the amount paid to the rail- 
roads for carrying the mails of the United States is $20,000,000 a 
year in excess of the amount of money it is worth to do the serv- 
ice they perform. 

Iam thoroughly convinced, after investigating the matter for 
several years, that lam well within the bounds of reasonable com- 
pensation, and I base my conclusion largely upon the fact that 
they carry express matter on the same trains for about one-tenth 
per pound what they charge forcarrying mail matter, and if they 
should carry the mail at the same rate they carry express the re- 
duction would be far more than $20,000,000; it would be some- 
where in the neighborhood of $30,000,000. Now, we ask simply 
to save a little over three million of this excessive sum to the 
Treasury, and it seems to me it is reasonable and proper that it 
should be done, and then let the commission go on and furnish 
further evidence for the other proper reductions which must fol- 
low unless the Government is to pay an excessive sum for this 
service. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, it has been twenty-two years 
since there has been a reduction of railway-mail pay. During 
that twenty-two years the quantity of mail matter has nearly 
trebled. Therefore the quantity of matter that we furnish the 
roads would justify a 10 per cent reduction in the amount paid. 
The great volume that we give them to carry would justify this 
reduction. But during those twenty-two years passenger rates 
have been reduced from 20 to 30 per cent, freight rates have been 
reduced from 30 to 50 per cent. There is noreduction here, while 
the quantity of mail has nearly trebled. Even if there had been 
no reduction in freight rates, if there had been no reduction in 
passenger rates, there ought to be this much reduction on account 
of the quantity of mail the Government sends over the roads. 

Mr. resident, this amendment does not propose half the reduc- 
tion that justicedemands. It is inside the mark safely, and every 
.uan who favors any reduction at all and who has thought of it 
must fee! that way. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on es to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretar proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. KENNEY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. PENROSE], 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 1 have a general 

r with the senior Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor]. 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called), I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Mc- 
Laurin]. If he were present, I should vote a 

am paired with 


Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If he were present, 
On this 


I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. ee oe anee we ny ie 

question nator from pahing ton [Mr. TURNER 

with the Senator.from Wyoming [Mr. Wannen), 


Iam paired with 
I therefore with- 
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The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SCOTT. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Florida 
[Mr. TALIAFERRO]. Otherwise I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. On this question [ am paired with the Senator 
from Maine {Mr.Fryr]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. WreTMORE}, and therefore withhold my 


ote. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. Iwill not 
again make the announcement during the day. 

Mr, CAFFERY. {[ wish to inquire whether the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Being paired with that Senator, I withhold my 
vote; 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 


Allen, Culberson, Lindsay, Teller, 
Bate, Gallinger, Morgan, Tillman, 
Butler, larris, Pettigrew, Vest. 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pettus, Wellington. 

NAYS—33. 
Allison, Hanna, McMillan, Sewell, 
Bard, Hansbrough, Mason, Shoup, 
Carter, Hawley, Money, Stewart, 
Clay. Hoar, Nelson, Sullivan, 
Deboe, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Thurston, 
Elkins, Kean, Platt, Conn. Woleott. 
Fairbanks, Kyle, Platt. N. Y. 
Foster, Lodge, 8 iarles, 
Gear, McBride, Ross, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Aldrich, Cullom, McCumber, Simon, 
Bacon, Daniel, McEnery, Spooner, 
Baker, Davis, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Depew, Mallory, Turley, 
Beveridge, Foraker, Martin, Turner, 
Burrows, prye Penrose, Warren, 
Caffery, Hale, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark, Proctor, 
Clark, Kenney, Rawlins, 
Cockrell, McComas, Scott, 


So Mr. PETTIGREW’s amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SOLDIERS’ HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 9140) providing that entrymen | 


under the homestead laws, who have served in the United States 
Army. Navy, or Marine Corps during the Spanish war or the 
Philippine insurrection shall have certain service deducted from 
the time required to perfect title under homestead laws, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no unfinished busi- 
ness before the Senate, it is unnecessary for the Senator from 
North Dakota to ask unanimous consent. The Senator from 
North Dakota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
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with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and | 


insert: 


Thai sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2304. Every private soldier and officer who has served in the Army 
of the United States during the recent rebellion for ninety days, and who 
was honorably discharged and has remained loyal to the Government, includ 
ing the troops mustered into the service of the United States by virtue of 
the third section of an act approved February 13, 1862, and every seaman. 
marine, and officer who has served in the Navy of the United States or in 
the Marine C during the rebellion for ninety days, and who was honor- 
ably dischar; and has remained loyal to the Government, and every pri 
vate soldier and officer who has served in the Army of the United States 
during the Spanish war, or who has served, is serving, or shall have served 
in the Army during the suppression of the insurrection in the Philippines 
for ninety days, and who was or shall be honorably discharged; and every 
seaman, marine, and officer who has served in the Navy of the United States 
or in the during the Spanish war, or who hasserved, is serving, 
or shall have served in the said forcesduring the suppression of the insurrec- 
tion in the Philippines for ninety care. and who was or shall be honorably 
discharged, shall, on compliance with the provisions of this chapter, as here- 
inafter modified, be entitled to enter upon and receive patents for a quantity 
of public lands not exceeding 160 acres, or one quarter section, to be taken in 
compact form, according to legal subdivisions, including the alternate re- 
served sections of public lands along the line of any railroad or other public 
work not otherwise reserved or appropriated, and other lands su to 
entry under the homestead laws of the United States; but such homestead 
settler shall be allowed six months after ——s his homestead and filing 
his declara’ statement within which to make his entry and commence his 
settlement improvement. 
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“Spec. 2205. The time which the homestead settler has served in the Army, 
Navy. or Marine Corps, shall be deducted from the time heretofore required 
to perfect title, or if discharged on account of wounds received or disability 
incurred in the line of duty, then the term of enlistment shall be dedu 1 
from the time heretofore required to perfect title, without reference tot 
length of time he may have served; but no patent shall issue to any |! 
stead settler who has not resided upon, improved, and cultivated his } 
stead for a period of at least one year after he shall have comme 


improvements.” 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands to offer an amendment in the form of section 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read, 


The Secretary. Insert at the end of the amendment, as see- 
tion 2, the following: 
Sec. 2. That the provisions of section 2306 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States shall not apply to persons who served in the Spani 
the suppression of the insurrection in the Philippines 


Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have 
amendment just offered. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The amendment which I have just 
fered is in lieu of a section under which soldiers’ scrip has been 
issued heretofore. The object of the committee was to provide 
against the issuance of scrip to the soldiers of the Spanish war. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment to come in as section 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add as section 3, at the end of the bill as 
amended, the following: 


h war or in 


an explanation of the 


ing to 


on agret 


Sec. 3. That the title acquired by the town-site occupants and all others 
under and by virtue of the soldiers’ additional homestead entry of lot | of 
section 18, in township 10 south, range $4 west of the sixth principal meridian, 
adjoining the patented town site of Aspen, in the State of Colorado, is hereby 
confirmed: Provided, That no valid adverse claim existed when the entry 
was made. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment is not technic- 
ally in order. Isthere objection toits being received? The Chair 
understands that itis to be received as an amendment to what 
has already been adopted. 

Mr. TELLER. I have offered it as a separate section. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It will be a separate section, section 3, 

Mr. TELLER. It is in order as a separate section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will 
be accepted. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to put in the Recorp, as the bill is to 
go back to the House, a certificate from the General Land Office 
and a letter from a prominent gentleman of Aspen, so that the 
House may be acquainted with the facts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
papers referred to will be received and inserted in the Recorp 
without reading. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE 

Washington, D. C., February 2, 1900 

I, Binger Hermann, Commissioner of the General Land Office 
certify that the annexed copy of release signed by James M. Dills, mayor of 
the city of Aspen, Colo., in the matter of soldiers’ additional homestead entry 
No. 85, is a true and literal exemplification of said paper on file in this oftice 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name, and caused 


do hereby 


| the seal of this office to be affixed, at the city of Washington, on the day and 


year above written. 
[SEAL SINGER HERMANN, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


Whereas the city of Aspen, in the State of Colorado, by Thomas Latta, 
mayor pro tempore, filed its protest in the United States Land Office against 
the soldiers’ additional homestead entry made by Edgar W. Ensign, of lot | 
in section 18, township I) south, range 4 west, at the Glenwood Springs 
Colo.) land office, and containing 13.8) acres. more or k and whereas th« 
title of the said Edgar W. Ensign in and to the surface of all town lots within 
said tract of land has been conveyed since the date of said entry to the mavor 
of the said city of Aspen, in trust for the occupants thereof according to 
their respective interests: Now, therefore 

The said city of Aspen, by its mayor, Jame 
said conveyance, does hereby release unto the | 
the said described tract of land and withdraws al! 
thereof by the said Ensign. 

Signed and sealed this li4th day of March, A. D. 1994 

THe Ciry ov Aspen, Coo. 
By JAMES M. DILLS, Mayor. 


No. 100. 
NOTARY'’S ACKNOWLEDGMENT. 
STATE OF COLORADO, County of Pitkin, ss: 


f, Biers Reatard. 0 notery pubic in and for said county, in the State afore- 
said, do hereby certify that James M. Dills, mayor of the city of A spen 
Colo., whois personally wn tome to be the person whose name issubseribed 


lis, in consideration of 
{ States all its claim to 
opposition to the entry 


sM.D 
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to the annexed release, appeared before me this der in person and acknowl- | senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] is paired with 
edged that he signed, sealed, and delivered the said instrument of writing as the senior Senator from Wyoming Mr WARREN | 
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his freeand voluntary act for the uses and Est, 9038e8 therein set forth. ’ : 
Given under my hand and none ee this 12th day of April, A. D. 1804. — lt aoe I a h the Se 
My commission expires February 21, 1897. Pr. . On this question Iam paired with the Senator 
(SEAL. } EDGAR STALLARD, Notary Public. i P 


from Maine [Mr. Frye]. I transfer that pair to my colleagne 
— ye pa 4 tee Mr. Jones of Arkansas}, and vote ‘‘ yea.” If the Senator from 
ASPEN, COLo., February 23, 1900. laine were present, he would vote “nay.” 


DEAR Senator: In reply to your recent letter requesting my views upon : : of . s : aant 
a proposed amendment to Senate bill No. 156, I would say that such logtala- Mr. HANSBROUGH. | I will transfer my pair with the senior 


tion fs, in my opinion, desirable and necessary in several cases. In this city, | Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] to the senior Senator from 
adjoining the s ready patented town site, the town improvements extended Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
over the greater part of a fractional subc vision containing some or 2 Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative) Iwish to know 
acres, Which was subsequently entered with soldier's additional homestead | : F : -” . . ‘ 
scrip, so called, and the title thus acquired was conveyed by the scripee to | if the senior Senator from Kentucky (Mr. DEBOE] has voted? 
the mayor, in trust for the town-site occupants, according to their respective The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
interests. ‘The proposed legislation would in effect confirm the title of such | has not voted. 
cosspante, mae va - adverse claim to the tract existed when the entry was Mr. BATE. I withdraw my vote 
tnade, anc now of none, - P e ° 
Very respectfully, Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
Hon. H. M, TELuxn. United States Senat J. M. DOWNING. | general pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
a SS ees Senn ree eee » Dek WETMORE]. I desireto suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
Mr. CARTER, I ask the Senatcr from South Dakota to allow | ; Mr, Scott], who is pan with the junior Senator from Florida 
the bill to go o~er until to-morrow. 1 have an amendment to pre- | [Mr, TaLiaFERRO], that we transfer our pairs so that each may 
sent to the bill, which is authorized by the Committee on Public | yote, 
Lands to be attached to the bill, but I have not the amendment | Mr, SCOTT. Very well. 
here at this moment. The bill has been read and amended, and Mr. BACON. The Senator from West Virginia consents to that 
is ready to be put on its passage. Iask the Senator to let it go | arrangement. and therefore my vote will stand. 


over until to-morrow. Mr. SCOTT. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. In view of what the Senator from Mon- The result was ain aie —yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 


tana says, I feel obliged to allow the bill to go over. I know that 


the amendment he proposes will be a very important one. YEAS—21. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The further consideration of the | ajjen, Culberson, McBride, Pettus, 
bill will be postponed until to-morrow. Bacon, Foster, Mason, Sullivan, 
Bard, Harris, Money, Tillman. 
SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD, perry. ane 3 sorgan, 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration | Clay, * Kyle, ° Perkins, 
of a bill (H. R. 2864) to create a commission to make settlement NAYS-—28 
and adjustment with the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- : ashe 
pany of its indebtedness to the Government of the United States. | Allison, Gear, poComas, foots, 
Mr. PETTIGREW, I object to the consideration of the bill at | Givfery.” a -- —— ceome. 
this time. Carter, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Teller, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. One objection does not carry eepdion, Kean, Platt, N.Y. Thurston, 
the bill over. The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate pro- Gallinger a: maaan, Wanott 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. , , ot : 
Mr. ALLISON. I wouid be glad to have the bill taken up, NOT VOTING—3. 
unless there is some special reason why it should go over. Aldrich, Deboe, McEnery, Stewart. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that I shall object after | Beer, ew: src aerin, eres 
to-morrow or the next day. I wish to examine the bill. 1 think Seaniete Martin’ Somes 
twenty-four hours will be all Ishall want. ThenI shall not object Frye, . Penrose, Warren, 
to the consideration. I do not know that I shall favor the bill. a Hale, Pritchard, Wellington, 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will not press it now. Golhee” conse, Oem. proctor. Watenare, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa with- | Daniel,’ Kenney. Simon, 
draws his motion. Davis, McCumber, Spooner, 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of 
a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. 

Mr. LODGE. r. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator ‘froin Alabama 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2538) to provide for the construction of 2 Jone! connecting 
the waters of the Atlantic and Paciiic oceans, 

Mr. LODGE, I understand—— 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business, After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 22, 1900, at 12 m. 





aeceminegenigpantaanneamestianenadinre 

Ame 
SFE 
soe 
4 
4s 

3 

=o 2 
wee 
Fes. 
PE 

3 

$ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion ir: 22¢ debatable. eloearepenenineiag 
Mr. LODGE. I understand if that bill is te‘ken up it wii! be- Executive nominations received by the Senate May 21, 1900. 
come the unfinished business of the Senate. POSTMASTER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 
Mr. LODGE. I shall have to ask for the yeas and nays on the Henry L. Eads, to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, in the county 


motion of the Senator from Alabama. of Daviess and State of Missouri, in the place of John H. Heath, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. deceased. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY, 


of the Senator from Alabama to proceed to ths cs»zideration of 


the Nicaraguan Canal bill, upon which the yeas 2nd nays have Charles Norman Fiske, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an as- 


sistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 15th day of May, 1900, to fill 





lered. ecg 
vere tie proceeded to call th» roll. a vacancy existing in that corps. 
Mr. HANNA (when his name ws called). I am paired with SECRETARY OF PORTO RICO, 


the Senator from Utah [Mr. Raw1ins]. I trimsfer that pair to 
the senior Senator from Rhode I4land [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote 


oe 


William H. Hunt, of Montana, to be secretary of Porto Rico, 
; namie a a of the act “ ge om entitled on act tem- 
Mr. MALLORY (when his name was cal!2d). I have a general | poratily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
nair with the mi. Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If aS purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, to fill an 
e were present, I should vote * yea.” 8 y: 


Mr. McBRIDE (when Mr. Smon’s nanic was called). My col- ee eo 
league [Mr. Sr10Nn] isabsent from theChamber, Ifhe were pres- | John R. Hazel, of New York, to be United States district judge 
ent, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” for the western district of New York, an original appointment 


Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I havea general | under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, SPOONER], and there- | amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
fore I withhold my vote. northern district of New York, to divide the same into two dis- 

Mr. HEITFELD (when Mr. TurNeEr’s name was called), The | tricts, and provide for the terms of court to be held therein, and 
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the officers thereof, and the disposition of pending causes,” ap- 
proved May 12, 1900. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, 


Charles H. Brown, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of New York, an original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘*An act 
to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
northern district of New York, to divide the same into two dis- 
tricts, and provide for the terms of court to be held therein, and 
the officers thereof, and the disposition of pending causes,” ap- 
proved May 12, 1900. 

George B. Curtiss, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of New York, an original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act 
to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the northern district of New York, to divide the same into two 
districts, and provide for the terms of court to be held therein, 
and the officers thereof, and the disposition of pending causes,” 
approved May 12, 1900. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


William R. Compton, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of New York, an original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the northern district of New York, to divide the same into two 
districts, and provide for the terms of court to be held therein, 
and the officers thereof, and the disposition of pending causes,’ 
—— May 12, 1900, 

heodore L. Poole, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of New York, an original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled “An 
act to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the northern district of New York, to divide the same into two 
districts, and provide for the terms of court to be held therein, and 
the officers thereof, and the disposition of pending causes,” ap- 
proved May 12, 1900. 

Frank M, Chandler, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Ohio, vice Matthias A. Smalley, whose 
term expired February 17, 1900. 


CONSUL, 

Thornwell Haynes, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Rouen, France, vice Thomas T, Prentis, appointed consul 
at Batavia, Java. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Lon E, Foote, of Arriba, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Hugo, Colo., vice Frederick C. L. Hachenberger, removed. 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
William R. Edwards, of Fargo, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 


lic moneys at Rampart City, Alaska, vice Nicholas J, Trodo, re- 
signed, (New Rampart City land office.) 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn May 21, 1900. 


William H. Hunt, of Montana, having been this day nominated 
as secretary of Porto Rico, his nomination as agent of the United 
States under the conventions for a claims commission concluded 
between the United States and Chile, August 7, 1882, and May 27, 
1897, which nomination was sent to the Senate on May 3, 1900, 
is hereby withdrawn. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exceutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 21, 1900. 
SECRETARY OF PORTO RICO. 
William H. Hunt, of Montana, to be Secretary of Porto Rico. 
CONSULS, 
Charles 8. Winans, of Michigan, to be consul of the United 
States at Iquique, Chile. 


Harry P. Dill, of Maine, to be consul of the United States at 
Port Hope, Ontario, Canada. 


Ernest A. Wakefield, of Maine, to be consul of the United 
States at Orillia, Ontario, Canada. 


POSTMASTERS. 
Willis A. Pitre, to be postmaster at Westlake, in the county of 


Calcasieu and State of Louisiana. 


Perry C. Hill, to be postmaster at Virden, in the county of Ma- 
coupin and State of Illinois. 


i 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, May 2/, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS AT SUPERIOR, WIS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11081) to 
provide for the holding of aterm of the circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Superior, Wis., with Senate amendments, 
which were read. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr.Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 

RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following request 
of the Senate; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 17, 1900 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate 283, entitled “An act 
in reference to the civil service and appointments thereunder.” 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
By unanimous consent, the following change of reference was 


made from the Committee on the Public Lands to the Comittee 
on Indian Affairs: 


A bill (S. 2493) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patents for land in certain cases, 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution, which I asked to have read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 


on Wednesday, the 6th day of June, at 3 o'clock p. m. 


The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. [Applause. | 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill 6882, with committee amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey, chairman 
of the Committee on Labor, moves to suspend the rules and pass 
with amendments the following bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6882) limiting the hours of daily services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed upon the public works of or work done for the 
United States, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That each and every contract hereafter made to which 
the United States, any Territory, or the District of Columbia is a party. and 
every such contract made for or on behalf of the United States, or any Ter 
ritory, or said District, which may require or involve the employment of 
laborers or mechanics, shall contain a provision that no laborer or mechanic 
doing any part of the work contemplated by the contract, in the employ of 
the contractor or any subcontactor contracting for any part of said work 
contemplated, shall be required or permitted to work more than eight hours 
in any one calendar day; and each and every such contract shall stipulate a 

wenalty for each violation of the provision directed by this act of $5 for each 
Chore or mechanic, for each and every calendar day in which he shall labor 
more than eight hours; and any officer or person designated as inspector of 


| the work to be performed under any such contract, or to aid in entorcing the 


| 


fulfillment thereof, shall upon observation or investigation report to the 
proper officer of the United States, or any Territory, or the District of 
Columbia, all violations of the provisions in this act directed to be made in 
each and every such contract, and the amount of the penalties stipulated in 
any such contract shall be withheld by the officer or person whose duty it 
shall be to pay the moneys due under such contract, whether the violation 
of the provisions ot such contract is by the contractor, his agents or em 
ployees, or any subcontractor, his agents or employees. No person on behalf 
of the United States, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, shall re 
bate or remit any penalty imposed under any provision or stipulation herein 
provided for, unless upon a finding which he shal) make up and certify that 
such penalty was imposed by reason of an error in fact. 

Nothing in this act shall apply to contracts for transportation by land or 
water, nor shall the provisions and stipulations in this act provided for affect 
so much of any contract as is to be performed by way of transportation, or 
for such materials as may usually be bought in open market, whether made 
to conform to particular specifications or not. The proper officer on behalf 
ofthe United States, any Territory, or the District of Columbia, may waive 
provisions and stipulations in this act provided for as to contracts for mili- 
tary or naval works oF supplies during time of war or a time when war is 
imminent. No penalties shall be exacted for violations of such provisions 
due to extraordinary emergency caused by fire, flood,or danger to life or 
property. Nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify chapter 
302 of the laws of the Fifty-second Congress, approved August 1, 1542, or as an 
attempt to abridge the pardoning power of the Executive 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill limiting the hours of daily services 
of laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United States, 
or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, thereby securing better pro- 
ducts, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I demand a second, 
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Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. lask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unan- 
imous consent that a second may be considered as ordered, Is 
there objection? {After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to have some 
explanation of the bill. It is quite along bill. I did not demand 
a second with any view to opposing the measure, but with a view 
to having some explanation of its features. 

Mr. GARDNER of NewJersey. As to the features of this bill, 
Mr. Speaker, it has but a single feature. It is to carry the law of 
1892 where it was intended to go. Congress by a series of legisla- 
lation, as shown in the report. has time after time adopte the 
theory of the eight-hour day for Government work. Congress 
has passed a number of statutes all directing the eight-hour day, 
and yet it has always so fallen out that the main part of the work 
done for the United States was not reached by the statute. 

Now, the feature of this bill is to provide in all contracts by or 
on bebalf of the United States or any Territory or the District of 
Columbia that the work done under contract shall be done on the 
system of an eight-hour day, and for the violation of that, instead 
of directing the people to the criminal courts, the Department is 
directed to do that which they now do in the case of — build- 
ings, buoys, light-houses, and light structures, simply to retain a 
moderate penalty from the compensation, to wit, $5 a day. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
New Jersey a question. Is twis precisely the old law except that 
it assesses a penalty instead of a fine? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. This is precisely the old law 
except the penalty of $5 a day instead of $500 fine, with one excep- 
tion. The old law was staried with the phraseology, ‘‘ On any of 
the public work of the United States,” but in the report, and the 
statute itself reads, as contractors and subcontractors ‘‘on an 
public works of the United States.” The ‘‘s” being added to the 
word “ work” operates, as the gentleman will see, to that extent 
to limit its provisions or application to things judicially deter- 
mined to be public works under legal definitions of public works. 
This bill is not, therefore, precisely the old law, but it is the old 
principle of the law extended to work done for the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Was there not some ruling of the De- 
partment that rendered the old law or the law as it stands to-day 
practically inoperative? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. On the contrary, the ruling of 
the Department of Justice infused into the law of 1892 almost all 
the value that it has ever had; in other words, changed a ‘“‘ gold 
brick” into a statute. 

The act, as stated on the floor by the committee, reads, as the 
gentleman has often read it, without doubt, ‘‘ No laborer or me- 
chanic in the employ of the United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia, or any contractor or subcontractor on any of the public 
works of the United States,” which operated to absolutely limit 
every provision in the bill to “‘ public works” of the United States 
and District. But theenrolled bill had no comma after ‘‘ subcon- 
tractor,” in consequence of which the Department of Justice did 
rule that it applied to every workman and mechanic in the em- 

loy of the Government, in the employ of the District of Colum- 
ia, and the workmen and the m nics in the employ of con- 
tractors and subcontractors on the public works. 

Without that ruling of the De ent, the bill applied nowhere 
except on “public works.” us vitality was oo it by the 
Attorney-General’s opinion, and yet the contrary opinion has al- 
Ways been promulgated all these years. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman inform the House 
why they seek to eliminate the fine andsubstitute a penalty? Has 
the committee concluded that the old law is too harsh? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, i desire to be as frank 
with the gentleman as he would be with me. The bill imposes a 
penalty for the violation of a contract because we believe that if 
ane is any constitutional difficulty it is more easily met in that 

orm. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Is there not a serious constitutional 
difficulty when Congress undertakes to deny an American citizen 
the right to contract for his personal services? 

Mr. GARDNER of NewJersey. As tothe powerof the United 
States to give any direction to its officers, who are its agents, that 
it may see fit, limiting the hours of daily services, there is no longer 
any doubt, because the Supreme Court has passed upon that. As 
to the power of Congress to a bill authorizing indictment 

inst the contractor and su tractor who violates the act of 
1892 on work being done on ground owned by the United States, 
that petowe is now beyond question, however the gentleman and 
myself may have heretofore viewed it, because the district court 
ef the United States in San Francisco has sustained such an in- 


t. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I think there is no doubt that the Gov- 
ernment of the United Siates can e any rule or ulation 
which is necessary and proper in erecting its public buildings or 
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constructing any public work, but I do not believe it is anecessary 
and proper regulation to deny an American citizen the right to 
contract as he chooses for his own personal services. I think there 
is a very serious question about the power of Congress to make it 
a crime for an American citizen to sell ten hours of his labor a day 
if he chooses to do it. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The act that makes it a crime 
has been on the statute book for several years, and I have never 
a any bill from the gentleman from Texas or others to re- 
peal it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. “And yet you are trying to modify it 
by taking out the criminal feature and assessing a penalty. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. On the contrary, the gentle- 
man from Texas is making an assumption on a notion and not 
on facts. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I asked the gentleman if this bill was 
not the old law except that it substituted a penalty for a fine, and 
he answered it was. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. With certain exceptions. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas (continuing). With the exception that 
it omits an ‘‘s,” and that, he admits, does not vary the principle. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. This act provides specifically 
that it shall not be construed as repealing the act of 1893. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It repeals it pro tanto so far as it con- 
flicts. Does the gentleman mean to tell the House that if this 
bill becomes a law the fines of the old Jaw will remain instead of 
the penalties of the new law? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, there is a great deal in 
the old law which will remain. It will remain in the navy-yard, 
on the public ne, in the Printing Office. The old bill applies 
there. This bill applies to nothing but contracts. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I should be glad to hear the gentleman 
from New Jersey or his committee advance such reasons as moved 
them to deny an American citizen, if he desires to work for ten 
hours a day, the right to engage his services for that length of 
time. This is an abridgment of the right of contract on the part 
of an American citizen with respect to his personal service. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, if the operation 
of the act develops a condition that those who object to it are 
found to be the oppressed laborers who desire to work more than 
eight hours a day—if the question is raised in that form—the gen- 
tleman will get a decision directly on the point which he raises. 
I wish to suggest to him, however, that he will have to bring that 
precise case himself, for in all the opposition that will ever come 
to this bill there will be no laborer who has been deprived of the 
opportunity to contract under it appearing in court seeking to 
set itaside. The opposition will not come from that source. If 
the bill operates in a way to oppress anybody, the laborer is not 
the man we will find seeking legal redress. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The fact remains, however, that this 
bill does make it unlawful for an American citizen who may de- 
sire to do so to contract for more than eight hours’ daily service 
upon any public work of the United States. Though the con- 
tractor may be willing to give him one or two dollars extra for an 
extra hour or twoof labor, yet under the provisions of this bill 
the contractor dare not engage him for such extra work. Is not 
that true? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. This bill, instead of depriving 
anybody of any right, gives the precise power to the Government 
that the gentleman from Texas now has—the right to exercise by 
an act of the sovereign government the right to have contracts 
executed under whatever terms it pleases. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas; But thatdoes not answer my question. 
Does the gentleman from New Jersey think that it does? I asked 
the gentleman—and in order that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing I will repeat the question—does not this bill make it unlawful 
for an American citizen who desires to do so to engage more than 
—_ hours of his service in any day to any contractor on a public 
work? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. This act says to all citizens 
of the country, ‘‘ The Government hereafter will have its work 
done on the eight-hour-a-day plan. If you are unwilling to work 
on the eight-hour-a-day system you do not want our job.” 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Suppose the laborer is inclined to work 
ten hours a day and the contractor is willing to give him $2 
additional for the extra two hours work, could the employee under 
this bill enterintosuch a contract, though both the contractor and 
the laborer weet be anxious to make the agreement? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Suppose you wanted to vio- 
late any contract you had made? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman must surely know that 
his case is a weak one if he will not make a more direct reply 
than that. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. On the contrary, I know it is 
strong, but I wish to reserve a moment of my time, . If I have any 
left over, you shall have it. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Tt BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I believe no man in this 
body is more sincerely in sympathy with every effurt of organized 
labor to improve and elevate its conditionthan Iam. I believe— 
and I think that there is no dissent from that belief—that the 
institutions, the glory, the progress, and the prosperity of this 
country rest at last upon its great laboring millions. But I never 
have given and I never will give my consent to degrade the Amer- 
ican laborer to a condition lower than that of a child, and deny 
him the right to contract for his own personal services as his 
judgment or his necessities may require. 

Under this bill, if an American citizen whose family lie sick 
needs the extra compensation that may be allowed him for an extra 
hour. or two of work should apply for the privilege of working 
that extra hour or two, a penalty is imposed upon a contractor 
who may engage an American laborer for such time as the laborer 
himself may desire to work. Gentlemen, you may think you flat- 
ter the pride of the Au erican laborer by reducing him to acondi- 
tion of pupilage and denying him the right to make his own con- 
tracts for his personal services, but 1 think you insult him. 

I recall with much satisfaction that I was one of the twenty- 
seven members of this House who voted against the enactment of 
the present law. After voting I discovered that I was paired; but 
not willing to see such miserable demagoguery as that pass with- 
out recording my protest, I said in withdrawing my vote that I 
had voted ‘‘no.” And within the last three months I have been 
called to account for that vote in a circular widely distributed all 
over the State of Texas; but instead of apologizing for it, I stood 
face to face with those who were arraigning me, and declared that 
not only had I voted against that act, but that I would vote 
against every such law so long as I might be privileged to cast a 
vote in Congress. 

1 will never agree that an American citizen is incompetent to 
make his own contracts about his own personal services. That 
is precisely what this bill assumes. It simply reduces an Ameri- 
can citizen who happens to be engaged in creating the wealth of 
the nation to a condition of pupilage. You allow a man who 
does not have to sell his own labor to sell his professional services 
without any limitation on his right; but you deny to the Ameri- 
can citizen the right to sell his own labor upon his own terms; 
and when you do so, you insult his intelligence and self-respect. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iyield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the tendency of all enlight- 
ened legislation is to improve the conditions of labor throughout 
the country, to limit the Sears of labor, to improve the sanitation 
of the factories in which labor is conducted, to restrain and pre- 
vent child labor, and to im other restrictions upon employers 
in the interest of laboring classes. The Government of the United 
States, following out this enlightened line of legislation, has de- 
clared by law that in its capacity as an employer it will only work 
men eight hours a day, and this the laboring classes of the coun- 
try themselves have requested. 

Now, the United States Government, going one step further, 
declares in the pending bill that when it enters into a contract 
with an individual for the construction of a public building or 
for any public work the contractor shall work the men only eight 
hoursa day. In other words, by law the United States instructs 
its employees, the contractors, that they shall work their laboring 
men only eight hoursaday. Now, I ask, what objection can there 
be tosuch alaw? Is there any one of us, acting as an employer 
of labor, who could not exercise the right of determining that his 
employees should work only —- hours a day? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is there any one of us who in entering into 
a contract with a man for the construction of a building could 
not place in that contract a stipulation that the contractor should 
work his men only eight hours a day? And the Government as 
an employer of labor and as an employer of contractors has the 
same right, in the interest of humanity, that any individual has, 
and that is all that this law means. 

see SRRAREE. The time of the gentleman from Nevada has 


expired. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NEWLANDS, I would gladly yield if my time could be 
extended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I dislike 
very much to with my friend from Texas [Mr. Bar_zy] 
on the position he taken on this bill. I am strongly in favor 
of the eight-hour day on Government work, whether the work is 
done by contract or by direct labor. 

I have the greatest faith in the doctrine that the individual 
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should be accorded the greatest amount of individual liberty, but 
conditions are such to-day as to demand the protection of the 
Government in some instances if free labor is to secure its proper 
reward. 

There is a great deal of difference between conditions existing a 
hundred years ago and those of the present time. 

An employer who employed a dozen men at that time was a 
large employer of labor, while at the present time, owing to the 
marvelous changes in the conduct of business, it is not an uncom- 
mon case to find ten and fifteen thousand men employed by the 
one concern. What protection has the individual laborer com- 
veting against such a combination as this, with its millions of cap- 
ital behind it? The individual employer has passed away and the 
laborer becomes the prey of concentrated capital and wealth. and 
only prospers as far as the laws of the Government afford him 
protection and relief. 

I know full well the history of labor legislation in my own State; 
and although it is, 1 believe, the most advanced State in the Union 
in that respect, these laws were never enacted except after the 
— persistent endeavor and fighting of the workingmen them- 
selves. . 

We have an eight-hour law now on our statute books governing 
the direct employment of labor, and I do not hear any complaint 
that the Government does not get proper return fromall branches 
of work where this law is in operation. 

Here at the Washington Navy-Yard, where some of the best 
guns in the world are manufactured; at the Springfield Armory, 
where our rifles are made, and at the Charlestown Navy- Yard, 
where the equipment for the Navy is turned out, the eight-hour 
law is in force, and splendid results are achieved. No one can 
dispute the fact, either, that the work is done as economically as 
it is in private concerns where longer hours prevail. 

Too many people have the idea that cheap laborers mean cheap 
labor. The best and most productive labor is the contented labor, 
and this is true in all parts of the world. It is theteaching of all 

litical economists that the short-hour laborer is the cheaper 

aborer in the end, and the history of every industry in the world 

confirms this view. The cheap wages and the long hours exacted 
by contractors are the bane of our civilization, and the Govern- 
ment should set the pace in putting an end to this system. 

Millions of dollars have been appropriated by this present Con- 
gress for public works in various sections of the country, and prac- 
tically the whole of this work will be done by contract labor, 

What does this mean? It means simply that the contractors 
who are looking for the work will figure upon the cheapest labor 
to be found, as the lowest bidder is to receive the contract, and it 
can very easily be seen what show the ordinary American laborer 
will receive. In my own city to-day thousands of American citi- 
zens are walking the streets whose families are almost in a desti- 
tute condition, while the employment on our public works is 
farmed out to the cheapest labor that can be obtained. Itis time 
for this practice to stop. The money to pay for this work comes 
out of the toil and sweat of the American workingman, and it is 
the American citizen laborer working on an eight-hour basis and 
a two-dollar-a-day minimum wage that should be chosen to per- 
form the work. 

The world stands aghast to-day at the progress of the American 
people. Our commerce is the greatest in our history and dis- - 
tances all other nations on the face of the globe. Our manufac- 
tures and machinery are sold in the most distant points of the 
earth, and our cereal products feed the starving millions of India 
and the Far East. 

The American flag floats supreme and invincible on our war 
ships in every part of the known world, and America’s glory was 
never greater than that which she enjoys at the present time. 
She has removed the shackles that bound the Cuban and Porto 
Rican to the unjust exactions of the Spanish nation. Let her now 
relieve the bondage of the American laborer and burst asunder 
the shackles that bind the brow of the American workman. Let 
us have eight hours for work, eight hours for sleep, and eight 
hours for recreation. [{Applause. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield five minutes to my colleague { Mr. 


er: 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, this law does not compel any man 
to work on our public works. It compels no man to make a con- 
tract to work on our public works. He voluntarily agrees to work 
on them; and of course he mnst, as he volunteers, work under the 
conditions and limitations of the party who employs him—the 
Government official or its agent. So it takes from no man his 
liberty. This bill, it is explained, siinply says the Government of 
the United States, which wants the work done, which pays the 
money for the work when it is done, has and shall have the right 
to control the undertaking. In effect, it simply says to a man, 
“Tf you work on this work, which is being done by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, you shall not work more than eight 
hours a day.” It does not at any place, as I understand, say that 
@ man shall not work at all. Of course such a law would be 
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ridiculons, But it does say, “If you work on the building which 
1 have ordered, the architecture of which I control, then you must 
work only eight hoursa day. If not, you can not work at all on 
this public work. If that takes away any man’s liberty from him, 
I can not see it. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic party was the first party to rec- 
ognize the union labor working organizations of thiscountry, and 
this eight-hour legislation is the outgrowth of that plank inserted 
in the Democratic platform of 1868, which reads as follows: 

Resolved, That this convention sympathizes ontnity with the workingmen 
of the United States in their efforts to protect the rights and interests of the 
laboring classes of the country. 

We know, Mr. Speaker, that Seymour was defeated in 1868 by 
General Grant, but this principle lived. [Applause. ] 

ge the hammer fell. 

r. RICHARDSON. yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Golorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I wish tostate in regard to the eight-hour system 
that we have one State in the Union to-day, the State of Utah, 
which allows no man to work in a coal mine, in a metalliferous 
anine, or in a smelter more than eight hours a day. 

The Industrial Commission sent a subcommittee, of which I 
was a member, to Salt Lake to find out what the conditions were 
and to learn the result of this experiment. We examined the 
great employers of labor in the coal mines, we examined the great 
employers in the metalliferous mines, we examined the great em- 
ployers in the smelters, and they were unanimously agreed that 
they got more work out of the men where they worked them eight 
hours than they formerly did in ten hours. They said the men 
that are working coal mines by the ton produced as much in eight 
as in ten hours, and you will find it reported in our hearings to 
the effect that when they changed from ten to eight hours the 
men who dug the coal put out as nrch, and the men who ran the 
cars ran out as many tons in eight hours as they did in ten. And 
as strange as it may seem, they say they broke as much with 
machines in eight hours as in ten hours, showing that men may 
soldier with machines, They pronounced it a complete success. 
They said that men had so much muscle to expend, and if they 
worked eight hours they started in with an eight-hour stroke, and 
if ten hours, with a ten-hour stroke, They went at it with a dif- 
ferent heart if the hours were short, and the employers had con- 
cluded that this result conclusively showed that ten hours is exces- 
sive, and that the short work day had come, and come to stay, and 
not a man in Utah indicated a desire to return to ten hours. 

They said that they could get better work and they could get as 
much work in eight asin ten hours; that the men were inclined 
to read in their leisure hours or go to their familes and little gar- 
den patches and enjoy their leisure; and not only that, but the 
entire committee that visited Utah pronounced Utah as having the 
most exalted condition of labor of any State in the Union. They 
have never had a strike in the State since this law was passed. 
They have no labor organizations of any consequence in the State. 
And they attribute this tranquil condition largely to the fact that 
they have a shorter working day, and this greater legal consid- 
eration extended to them pleased the laborers and encouraged 
them to negotiate and agree with their employers. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. I have one minute yielded to me by the gentleman 
from New corean Dee GARDNER}. 

Mr. GARDN of New Jersey. I yield the gentleman one 
minute. 

Mr. BELL. The eight-hour workday is but a verification of 
the wisdom of the old philosophical division of the day into eight 
hours for work, eight hours for sleep, and eight hours for recrea- 
tion. The evolution of the higher civilization is now up to the 
shorter workday and the more intelligent, happy, and contented 
workman, and the extension of this boon should not be obstructed. 
In the mines and in the smelters the employment is exceptionally 
dangerous to the health of the employees, and the State legisla- 
ture justly shortened the hours; the Supreme Court of the United 
States has held that such a law is constitutional. 

In the coal and iron mines of the East and in the State of Colo- 
rado, where I live, by agreement between the men themselves and 
the employers, a t abundance of work is done under the eight- 
hour system; and it has come with us and is coming in every part 
of the United States to stay. The old division of eight hours for 
labor is the logical conclusion; and I am sorry that anv man upon 
the minority side may feel that it is necessary toobject to this. 1 
most heartily welcome the extension, and hope it may become 
universal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield that or so much as the gentleman 
desires to the gentleman from Texas [| Mr. BAILEY}. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I yield one minute of that to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. JETT}. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Speaker, I have for some time been familiar 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 21, 





with the provisions of this bill, and have had an opportunity to 
examine it minutely; and as to this system, I am very familiar. 
I know, in our State, that since the eight-hour system has been 
put in vogue, and it was put in operation in the mines of [Illinois 
on the 1st of April, 1898—from that time to this this system has 
proven exceedingly satisfactory; and from my observation and my 
experience, I believe the eight-hour system has done more for the 
laboring people than any other measure that has been in vogue 
for sometime. I am therefore in favor of the passage of this Dill, 
and intend to vote for it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I fully realize the futility of attempt- 
ing to resist what is supposed to be a very popular demand; yet I 
have sought the time remaining to say first, to my friend from 
Nevada [Mr. NEwWLANDs], that I would be the last man here or 
elsewhere to ef any employer of labor the right to vy! to his 
employee, ‘‘I will not engage you for more than eight hours a 
day.” I would be the last man here or elsewhere to deny to the 
laborer the right to say to his employer, ‘‘I will not engage to 
work over eight hours in any one day for you.” But I protest 
against a law which denies to both the employer and employee the 
right to make a contract for over eight hours. The moment you 
pass a statute like this it destroys the right of labor to make a 
contract for personal services, and that is paternalism run mad. 

I wonder how many of you gentlemen could efficiently serve 
your constituents by working eight hours aday? 1 have no doubt 
that many who support this bill could make excellent representa- 
tives by working three hoursa day. If aman can make a good 
living by working four hours a day, and he wants to stop after 
having worked that long, he should have the right todoso. If 
the exigencies of his family require that he should work ten hours 
a day, and he would rather work that length of time than see his 
wife and children suffer, he should certainly have the right to do 
so, and no law is a just and proper one that denies that right to 
him. I ask you gentlemen who represent agricultural districts 
how many of your constituents could live and pay their taxes to 
this Government under the provisions of this bill. 

Let your wheat growers and corn growers of the West attempt 
to work only eight hours a day, and how long will they be able to 
pay the taxes that pays the contractor who pays the wages to the 
men who work for the Government? How long will the cotton 
planters of the South be able to respond to the demands of the 
Government against them, if they so require their help to leave 
the field at the end of eight hours? Gentlemen, your great corn 
fields of the West would grow weeds instead of corn, and the cot- 
ton patches of the South would yield less than half acrop. Ifthe 
men who pay to this nation the money that keeps the great wheels 
of its machinery a are compelled by the necessities of their 
families to work more than eight hours a day to get the money to 
pay their taxes, why shall the Government say that the men who 
receive those taxes shall only be permitted to work eight? 

However anxious the laborer may be to work nine or ten hours, 
and however willing the contractor may be to pay him for the 
extra work, this law denies both the right to make a contract, 
which was never unlawful in the history of the world until made 
so by the folly of an American Congress. True, they except the 
railroads, and why? 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

et The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I now yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. spore, I was delighted when I rec- 
ognized the genius of the gentleman from Tennessee again discov- 
ering an act that had been accomplished by the Democratic party. 
He referred to the platform of 1868, in which the Democratic con- 
vention “* resolved that this convention sympathizes cordially with 
the workmen of the United States in their efforts to maintain the 
rights and interests of the labor classes of the country.” And 
then he said that out from that little seed, that ‘‘handful of corn 
upon the top of the mountain,” had grown up to this mighty de- 
mand for an eight-hour law. That was thirty-two years ago. 
Since that time we have had the Democratic party in full posses- 
sion of both branches of Congress and in the Executive chair, and 
no sign of an eight-hour law ever came to encourage the laboring 
men of the country. I submit that if it has taken thirty-two years 
to bring from sooth lanted as was that no greater result than the 
laboring men have from the Democrats of this country, they 
ought not to trust the Democratic party. 

Thirty-two long years have rolled by, and no Democrat in Con- 

or anywhere else ever carried to a successful result any 
eight-hour-law proposition anywhere, He never tried to do it, he 
never wanted to do it, and yet, when it is likely to be done by the 
action of the Republican party here, my friend from Tennessee 
goes back and recognizes the seed that was planted thirty-two 
years ago and never sprouted. [Laughter.] 1t was worse than 
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the worst seed that was ever distributed _ the Agricultural De- 
partment of this country, as is alleged under the most scathing 
attack ever made upon the floor of the House of Representatives. 
{Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I now yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I shall support 
this bill fortwo reasons. In the first place, because it accords with 
the spirit of the legislation of my own State, which, under forty 
vears of unbroken Repubiican legislative rule, has been the pioneer 
and is to-day the leader in legislation affecting the hours of labor of 
those over whose hours of labor the legislature has constitutional 
control; in the second place, because I believe it is another step 
in the realization of the aspiration of every intelligent working- 
man in the country for an eight-hour day for all. And in illus- 
tration of that fact I desire to quote two instances. Under our 
Massachusetts law the legislature regulates in mills the hours of 
employment of minors and women only. Yet the hours fixed for 
them compel the same hours for all who work with them. 

The SPEAKER, Thetime of ths gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Inowyield the remaining time 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr, CUMMINGs], 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, here is one Democrat who re- 
sents the charge made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
NoR] that the Democrats are opposed to the eight-hour bill. It 
certainly does not apply to the New York Democracy. I can also 
say that every Democrat on the Labor Committee voted for this 
bill. The eight-hour law was passed in 1868 under a Republican 
Administration. Theemployees in the arsenal and elsewhere were 
choused out of their rights by the action of Government officials, 
and a Republican President, Gen. U.S. Grant, saw fit to issue two 
proclamations requiring these officials to obey the law. They did 
it, but the men never received one cent for the work they did under 
protest by order of these officials, Their claims are still await- 
ing settlement. We passed another eight-hour law, intended to 
accomplish what this bill will accomplish. We thought it was 
constitutional and all right, but under the rulings of Cabinet offi- 
cers and other officials it was alleged that it would not hold water. 
The workingmen were robbed of the privileges obtained under the 
law. We have now brought forward another eight-hour law on 
the line of the old law—one we believe to be constitutional and 
one that will hold water. The workingmen ask for it officially, 
and they are going to haveit. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules so as | 
to adopt the amendment and pass the bill as amended. 

The question was put. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair—— 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 151, noes 24. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
that no quorum is present. The Chair will count the House. 
{After the count.] Two hundred and seventeen members are 
present—more than a quorum. The ayes have it; and in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
bill is passed. 

PROTECTION OF FREE LABOR FROM PRISON COMPETITION, 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass, with the amendments of the Committee on Labor, the bill | 
(H. R. 5450) to protect free labor from prison competition. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no person shall knowingly transport or cause to be 
delivered for transportation, for commercial purposes, from any State or 
Territory in which they are in whole or in part manufactured, any goods, 
wares, or merchandise in whole or in part the product of convict labor in 
any penitentiary, prison, or reformatory or other establishment in which 
convict labor is employed, into any other State or Territory or into the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That all goods, wares, and merchandise made or manufactured, in 
whole or in part, in any State or Territory by convicts, and all goods, wares, 
and merchandise in whole or in part the product of convict labor in any peni- 
tentiary, prison, or reformatory or other establishment in which convict la- 
bor is employed, in every State and Territory.of the United States, as well 
the separate pieces of said goods, wares, and merchandise, as also the pack- 

sand parcels containing the same, shall be branded or stamped in a legi- 

b e and permanent manner, where it can be plainly seen and easily read, 
Prison made,” ** Made by convicts at .” giving the name of the peniten- 
tiary, prison, reformatory, or penal institution, and of the city, town, or vil- 
lage, and State or Territory where made. 

Sec. 3. That all wares, and merchandise in whole or in part the 
product of convict labor, and transported or delivered for transportation in 
violation of section 1 of this act, and all goods, wares, and merchandise in 
whole or in part the product of convict labor and not branded or stamped as 
provided for in section 2of this act, shall be forfeited to the United States; 
and every person who violates or aids or abets in violating this act, or any 

t thereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
hereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $250 nor more than $500, 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, at the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 4. Thatit shall be the duty of the several United States district attor- 
neys to prosecute all violations of this act, or of any part thereof, when any 
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peveon shall make the complaint under oath, and the same shall be heard be 
ore any district or circuit court in the United States or Territorial court 
holden within the district in which the violation of this act, or any part 
thereof, has been committed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of three 
from and after its passage. 

Theamendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

* That all goods, wares, and merchandise, manufactured wholly or in part 
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory, transported into any State 
or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage, 
shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject tothe operation and 
effect of the laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the 
same manner as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been manu- 
factured in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom by 
reason of being introduced in original packages or otherwise.’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to limit the effect of the rv 
of interstate commerce between the several States in goods, wares, and mer 
chandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any prison 
or reformatory.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules so as 
to agree to the amendments reported by the committee and pass 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I demand a second. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. MADDOX. I object. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey and Mr. RICHARDSON were ap- 
pointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 9. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to 
consume any time unless some gentleman wishes an explanation 
of the provisions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does any gentleman desire to be heard in 
opposition? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. Mappox]}. 

Mr. MADDOX, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey 
does not feel disposed to take up any part of his time on this bill. 
I want to say to him 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. What I said was that I did 
not desire to consume any time unless some one wished some ex- 
planation of some provisions of the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to understand what is in the bill, 
Bills are brought up in this House frequently with no notice to 
anybody, although they involve matters of very great importance, 
and they are rushed through simply upon a motion of this kind. 
I do not know whether I am for this bill or against it. Il would 
like to know what it is intended to accomplish. It appears to be 
a very important measure as affecting the State that | represent. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. This bill attempts to accom- 
plish this—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Ihave been accorded five minutes. I should 
be glad if the gentleman from New Jersey would occupy such por- 
tion of his time as he may see proper in an explanation to the 
House of what the bill means and let me resume my time. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MADDOX. Very well; I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, this bill attempts 
to withdraw from operation as against State power the interstate- 
commerce power conferred on Congress by the Constitution as to 
prison-made goods and goods made in reformatories only. This 
bill copies as nearly as could be with propriety the act known as 
the Wilson Act, which withdrew the operation of the interstate- 
commerce power of Congress over alcoholic productions and 
made them subject to the laws of the States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If this bill is so framed as to accom- 
plish its design in regard to convict-manufactured goods, then 
why did not the committee include a similar provision with re- 
spect to these trusts that are chartered in the State of New Jersey? 
As a matter of fact, the trust-made goods are inflicting vastly 
more injury upon the American people than the convict-made 
goods. Why should not the committee have reported also a pro- 
vision of that kind? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the gentleman from Texas was once a candidate for Speaker of 
the House of Representatives; and as he aspired to that office, I 
presume he had perfect knowledge of the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittees of this House. Now,I presume that the present Speaker 
did just what the gentleman from Texas would have done if occu- 
pying the chair—he referred all measures pertaining to trusts to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Not necessarily so. The trust-made 
goods involve the question of labor as much as the convict-made 
goods. Convicts are not laborers. They are not to be mentioned 
in the same breath with self-respecting American laborers. It is 
the labor question—— 
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Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I trust the gentleman will 
not consume time in inquiring why the committee did not do 
something. If he wants to inquire why the comrflittee did this 
thing, I will be glad to tell him. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I merely wanted to make it apparent 
to the House that the committee was more in favor of protecting 
labor against convict-made goods than against trust-made goods. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, there is nothing in the 
situation to show that that is true. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I should like to suggest to the 
gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes, I yield for a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understand the —— of the 
measure is to clothe the States with the power to regulate prison- 
made goods. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And that is the only purpose of it? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. That is the only purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, And it makes a provision on the 
subject of prison-made goods which, if applied to trusts, would 
be operative, as suggested by the gentleman from Texas [{Mr. 
BaiLey]. I will favor the bill upon that theory, so far as it is a 
regulation in the same line which, if applied to a trust regulated 
by the same power, would in my judgment be effective. I want 
to know the gentleman’s judgment on that subject, if he will 
kindly respond to that. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Well, “the gentleman from 
New Jersey” will not go into that extensively, for he thinks there 
is a very different question arising as to the police power of the 
States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. lunderstand that the gentleman's 
committee have no jurisdiction over trusts. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. There isa very different ques- 
tion as to the police power of the States over prison-made goods 
and trust-made goods, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should liketo ask the gentle- 
man from New Jersey if he would be willing to give me an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment to insert the words “‘ by trusts or” 
between the words “ part” and “ by,” in line 10, on page 3 of the 
bill? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. No, Mr. Speaker; I would not 
consent to that. First, I do not think it is germane to this bill, 
and secondly, it is very questionable whether it would not destroy 
this bill. Such an amendment would assume that the States had 
the same police pou over a!l goods manufactured by what State 
legislatures might be pleased to call trusts as it had over the goods 
manufactured in State prisons, Every lawyer on the floor knows 
that two very different things are involved, and the two things 
have no relation to each other and would not be germane to the 
same bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Absolutely germane—abso- 
lutely identical. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Do not the States have to de- 
clare who are criminals—— 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. There is no question of crimi- 
nality in it necessarily. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Of course they do. I do not 
think the gentleman understands my remark. You can not con- 
vict a man under the State law unless there is a statute defining 
the offense and pee the penalty which the State imposes. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I should like to give time to 
the gentleman from Kentucky to define the distinction between 
what concerns the police powers of States and what does not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The point of my question is 
this: I was calling attention to the fact that the States must define 
what constitutes a criminal, and the States have the same rights 
to define what constitutes a trust. So they have equal power to 
define convict-made goods and trust-made 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I wish to say to gentlemen 
that if they will introduce a bill on that subject and refer it to 
the Committee on Labor it will be reported on Friday. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. LENTZ, Will you consent to asking unanimous consent 
to insert the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Wir.iams]? would obviate the difficulty. 

r. GARDNER of New Jersey. It would not obviate the diffi- 
culty at all. The question in this bill, which the legal talent on 
the other side do not seem to understand, is that the legislation 
that the States may enact under this bill must necessarily come 
within their police powers. You pro to insert ing or 


other that the court might hold was beyond the power of the 
State under any circumstances, and so weight down and destroy 
the whole act. - 

Mr. LENTZ. ‘Will the gentleman tell me in what particular 
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the manufacture of a dozen brooms by a convict is a question of 
police power, if the manufacture of a dozen brooms by a trust is 
not a question of 7 power also? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. As to the powers of the State, 
the two are entirely different things. Now, I do not propose to 
—— that any further. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. LENTZ. I think the gentleman does not want to discuss it. 

ae GARDNER of New Jersey, Oh, I do not want any guffaw 
about it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield to me now for a 
question about the bill? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. MADDOX. This bill, as 1 understand, provides— 

That all goods, wares, and merchandise, manufactured wholly or in part 
by convict labor— 

And so forth. Now, what does that mean? Does that mean 
raw materials—fer instance, coal, cotton, lumber, and euch 
things? Would they be :onsidered manufactured articles, or 
goods, wares, or merchandise? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. The only thing the gentleman 
has mentioned that could ibly raise any question would be 
lumber, and on a pretty full discussion of that question recently 
it was determined that lumber was not a manufactured article 
unless made aecording to specifications. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then you do not think it includes coal and 
agricultural products? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Not by any possibility; be- 
cause it only relates to manufactured products. 

Mr. MADDOX. And your opinion, then, and the opinion of the 
committee is, that lumber would not be considered a manufac- 
tured article? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Lumber is not a manufac- 
tured article. 

Mr. MADDOX. I am asking these questions in good faith, in 
order to learn about the bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. And Iam answering in good 
faith. The State of Georgia was very much interested in this 
question. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. And I think the gentlemen 
interested have gone home, satisfied that lumber is not a manu- 
factured article. 

Mr. MADDOX. And the bill would not include iron ore, iron 
mines, or coal mines? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. There is no possible relation 
to them, because it relates ony to manufactured articles. 

Mr. THROPP, I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
on that subject. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Very well. 

Mr. THROPP. Do younotconsider anyarticle amanufactured 
product after labor has been placed upon it, if it is the finished 

roduct of the industry directly connected with its preparation? 

‘or instance, iron ore, after it has been taken from the mines, 
where it first existed in the condition inwhich God created it, and 
has been mined, washed, sorted. and put on the cars, is not that 
iron ore the miner's finished product? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. No; I do not admit that defi- 
nition. 

Mr. THROPP. We would have difficulty in maintaining some 
of our protection doctrines if we do not admit that. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. A finished product need not 
be a manufactured product. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey reserves the 
balance of his time. The gentleman from Tennessee—if no gen- 
tleman desires to take the floor, the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINEs]}. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, a few minutes ago, when I hap- 
pened to be responding to the card of a caller at the door, the dis- 
tinguished — from Ohio [Mr. GRosvVENOR] commented 
upon what I said with reference to the resolution passed by the 
Democratic convention in 1868, by which it expressed its sympathy 
for the workingmen of the country. I therefore did not hear the 
gentleman‘s remarks. I want to state, Mr. Speaker, that that was 
the first recognition that any party in its platform ever gave to 
the union w en of this country. And I want to say, fur- 
thermore, that the Republican party had its convention on May 
21, 1868, and was appealed to to do the very same thing, but the 

icans tu a cold shoulder to the — 

president of this workingmen’s union that was undertaking 
to sow the seed from which the eight-hour labor laws have sprung 
up in Federal and State legislation happened to be one of the 
leading printers down here in the Government Printing Office, or 
at all events holding some high public office here, and he was 
called to account by his superior, who happened to be a distin- 
guished Republican, because he had threatened to go to New 
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York with his committee and appeal to the Democratic party to 
give recognition to the eight-hour system, the seeds of which were 
then being’sown. ’ 

The aforesaid Republican leader, the superior of this printer, 
went to him and said, “Sir, I understand you are trying to turn 
your official influence, your party influence, ageinst the Repub- 
lican party and in favor of the Democratic party, and to fasten 
upon this country the eight-hour labor law.” And he says, *‘If 
you keep up that undertaking, sir, you will lose your job under 
the Government.” 

Like a patriotic American citizen that he was, he said to him, 
‘J am an American freeman, and shall go,” as he did, *‘ with my 
committee to New York City, and appeal to the Democratic con- 
vent'on” for the relief which is announced in the Seymour plat- 
form, that I read in your hearing this morning, to wit: 

Resolved, That this convention sympathizes cordially with the working 
mon of the United States in their efforts to protect the rights and interesis 
of the laboring classes of the country. 

The Republican platform of 1868 is silent as the tomb on this 
subject. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, the very first eight-hour labor 
law that was introduced in the American Congress was intro- 
duced by a Democrat from the State of New Jersey, Mr. Rogers, 
in 1866; and although it was subsequently made law through the 
vigilance of the Democrats, it met an untimely death at the hands 
of a Republican committee of this House, in which it was first 
introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the State of Penn- 
syivania has always had considerable trouble when this sub_ect 
came before it, by reason of the fact that it was hard to frame leg- 
islation by which the importation of goods from other States 
would not absolutely nullify any act that that State might agree 
to. This, I believe, will remove that objection. Many States have 
now framed laws which they can not enforce without the passage 
of legislation of this kind. Many of them will enact laws of a 
similar character as soon as this law, or a law of this nature, is 
enacted by Congress. This law may not be everything that is 
asked in that line; but I believe that it will greatly assist the 
States of this Union that desire to control convict-made goods to 
secure that control which they desire; and it must be apparent to 
any man’s mind that it will not interfere with the importation of 
convict-made goods into any State that desires no restriction. 
Therefore I can not see any good reason that can be assigned for 
delaying the ge of the measure at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LENTZ]. 

Mr. L Z. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the purpose of this 
bill, it is to prevent injury by reason of shipping convict-mace 

from the prison of one State into another State and there 
oing an injustice to the labor which is shut out of employment 
by reason of the competition of the cheaper goods produced in the 
rison of an adjoining State. Now, the reasonableness of this 
aw, it seems to me, is apparent on the face of it. Each State 
ought to be willing to take care of the product of the labor of its 
convicts as well as take care of itsconvicts. The two propositions 
ought to go together; and the cheap labor of the prisons ought 
not to destroy the wages of labor out of the prison in any adjoin- 
ing State. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER], resisting the 
amendment proposing to put in the word “trusts,” reminds me 
of the fact that in the Ways and Means Committee for some rea- 
son we have resistance there by the majority of that committee 
against bringing out from that committee a proposition to limit 
the evil of the paper trust by putting paper on the free list; and, 
strange to say, we can not get that before the House to pass it. 
We could and should remain here until the 24th of July, as we 
did two years ago, and pass measures inst the evils of trusts; 
and we would if the majority side of this House were not in league 
with the trusts. Now, that is the way it seems to me, gentlemen; 
and, so far as I am concerned, I think we ought to take up this 
bill first and amend it, and pass a bill to prevent trusts from 

oing into the State of Ohio or the State of Michigan and there 

estroying an institution that is dependent on and employing 
labor. 
We find now that by the cheap production and by the control 
and monopoly of the trusts of the country they are ruining plant 
after plant in almost every State of the Union; and the purpose 
to be served by this bill does not prevent 1 per cent of the injury 
done to labor and small capitalists when compared with the injury 
being done by the trusts of the country to-day. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House now say that this committee have not 
the power to put in the word “trusts.” But we say on this side 
that there is no objection on our part to unanimous consent being 
given to an amendment inserting the words “‘a trust or,” in line 
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10, page 3, after the word “‘by.” There ought not to be a man 
here unwilling to allow the States to pass their own laws and to 
regulate the products and the disposition of the products manu- 
factured by trusts within the boundaries of the State. 

It is a very simple proposition. I know that the Committee on 
the Judiciary comes in with a bill proposing to increase the penalty 
on trusts. You have penalty enough now under the Sherman 
law, penalties such as you have never been willing to enforce. It 
is @ mere subterfuge. The whole purpose of it is to deceive the 
people. Here is an opportunity by the insertion of three words to 
limit and regulate the power of the trusts of the United States, 
and I hope that you will not object on your side to give unani- 
mous consent to that proposition. If you are sincere on your 
side, the way is open and a broad highway is before you, down which 
you can drive by putting in three words, and in the next twenty 
minutes you can limit the evil of trusts. Will you doit? Dare 
you do it? You will say ‘‘no,” you can not do it, because the 
trusts, to whom you offer up your daily prayers for a corruption 
fund to be used in the coming campaign, will not permit you to 
putin the three words ‘‘oratrust.” |Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time have | remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Thé gentleman has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. {f yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr, NEWLANDs]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS., It has been the custom of the various States 
to legislate regarding goods made by convict labor. Such laws, 
however, have only been operative as to goods made in the State 
and have not been operative as to goods made by convict labor 
outside of the State. The control of the Federal Government over 
interstate commerce has prevented the States from taking action 
with reference to the invasion of convict-made goods. 

The purpose of the pending act is to enable the States to take 
the same action with reference to convict-made goods produced 
in outside States as to goods made within their own limits, and 
compels each State to take care of its own convicts as well as the 
goods produced by them, and enables sister States to exclude 
convict-made goods which are sought to be introduced in compe 
tition with the domestic products of free labor. 1 welcome this 
bill as a precedent which will apply to the regulation and control 
of trusts. We all know that these trusts consist of gigantic cor- 
porations created by the laws of the various States, and that these 
States have absolute control over domestic corporations and can 
destroy or limit or restrain them; but in endeavoring to meet the 
trust question they are powerless as to trust-made goods intro- 
duced within their States from the other States. 

Now, the Wilson Act sought to give the States control over 
packages of liquors introduced from neighboring States and sub- 
ject them to the same police power as was exercised in regard to 
domestic liquors, and the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
clared that act was constitutional in giving States to that extent 
control over interstate commerce, with a view to protecting them- 
selves in the exercise of their police powers. 

The same principle, if applied to trust-made goods in foreign 
States, will give the local legislatures in every State the power to 
legislate as to trust-made goods offered for sale in the domestic 
markets, whether made in the State or outside of the State, and 
will make it perhaps unnecessary to appeal to the Federal Goy- 
ernment for relief under its powers relating to interstate com- 
merce. Iam one of those who believe that power should be kept 
as near as possible in the hands of the people, in the municipali- 
ties, in the county governments, in the State government, and 
that the General Government should exercise only those powers 
necessary for the general welfare. 

I believe that this great evil can be regulated and controlled by 
the States if we will give them the same control over the trust- 
made products of other States offered for sale in domestic markets 
as is sought to be given to them by this act over convict-made 

roducts from other States; and I suggest to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, inasmuch as they are presenting a bill on this subject 
which will soon come up for action, that they put in their bill a 
provision identical with this provision, identical with the provision 
in the Wilson Act relating to whisky and other liquors, a provision 
which will enable the States to legislate comprehensively regard- 
ing the trusts and their products without subjecting such laws to 
the risk of being invalidated as an invasion of the interstate-com- 
merce powers of Congress. 
Here the hammer fell. | 
ir. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I now yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from New York | Mr. CumMMINGs}. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, there are only ten lines in this 
bill, and it seems to me that any gentleman with a minimum 
modicum of common sense can read the ten lines and understand 
them. In New York the legislature some years ago passed a bill 
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regarding prison contract labor. The bill practical] y abolished 
the system. The matting and otherindustries in Brooklyn and in 
New York City were revived. Adjoining States, however, under 
prison contract labor, manufactured hundreds of thousands of 
dollars’ worth of mats and other goods every year and sent them 
into New York, where they were sold at a low price in competi- 
tion with the work of honest men, destroying the matting indus- 
try of both Brooklyn and New York City, and throwing hundreds 
of artisans and mechanics out of employment. 

Now, in this bill it is oe to confine the selling of these 
mats to the States in which they are made, and not to send them to 
New York to destroy our industrial interests there. But the New 
York bill did not reach far enough. Under the present contract- 
labor bill prisoners were allowed to work for the State. The result 
has been that the New York militia are to-day clothed in uniforms 
made by prison labor, and I believe I voice the unanimous senti- 
ment of the militia when I venture to say that they feel degraded 
whenever they don them. This bill will forbid the making of 
goods in prison in California, Georgia, or other States, and send- 
ing them to New York for sale in competition with honest labor 
when our own State prison birds are not allowed to manufacture 
such goods. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield two minutes more to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CumMMINGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ow, Mr. Speaker, nobody has broached the 
matter of politics in regard to this bill. But the remark that I 
made concerning the action of the Labor Committee regarding 
the eight-hour bill holds good here. Every Democrat on the com- 
mittee voted for it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Did not every Republican vote for it? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Every Republican who was there, Iam glad 
to say. 

I find the following labor plank in the State Democratic plat- 
form of 1882: 

We reaffirm the policy always maintained by the Democratic party that 
it is of the first importance that labor should be made free, healthful, and se- 
cure of just remuneration. The convict labor should not come in competition 
with the industry of law-abiding citizens. That the labor of children should 
be surrounded with such safeguards as their health, their rights of educa- 
tion, and their future as useful members of the community demand. That 
workskLops, whether large or small, should be under such sanitary control as 
will insure the health and comfort of the employed and will protect all against 
unwholesome labor and surroundings. That laborshall have the same rights 
as capital to combine for its own protection, and that all legislation which 
cramps industry or which enables the powerful to oppress the weak should 
be repealed; and to res the interests of labor, we recommend the collec. 
tion of statistics and information respecting the improvements, needs, and 
abuses of the various branches of industry. 

From that day to the present, Mr. ene, the Democracy of 
New York have always stood staunchly and steadfastly by the 
rights of labor, and I again refute any statement that may be 
made to the contrary so far as the New York Democracy is con- 
cerned, I do not claim to represent the National Democracy, but 
I do claim to represent the genuine, simon-pure, rock-ribbed Tam- 
many Hall Democracy of New York City—a Democracy that has 
stood by the South ever since the war for the Union in its efforts 
to prevent their being overawed, overslaughed, and overridden by 
Federal legislation. It is irrevocably committed to the eight-hour 
bill and the priscn-contract labor bill, regardless of political action 
elsewhere, and it will stand by its pledges. [Applause. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson}. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, the people of Tennessee are very 
much interested in this question by reason of the fact that the 
State employs its convictsin the mining of coal. In that way the 
State has managed to reduce the price of coal mining down to a 
point that has become very oppressive to the free miners of that 
State. In consequence of that fact 1 introduced in this House on 
the first day of the present session a bill upon this subject, the 
third section of which is almost identical with the bill reported by 
the committee, except that in my bill coal mined and marble 
quarried by convicts are included, while in the committee report 
the mining of coal and the quarrying of marble are omitted. 
Whether this bill, in its phraseology, will apply to the mining of 
coal or not, Ican not say. I hope that it will. But be that as it 
may, it isa step in theright direction. Iam in favor of putting a 
brand upon all goods, wares, and merchandise, and all other out- 

uts of work done by convicts, so that wherever throughout the 

Jnited States the product of such labor comes into competition 
with the product of free labor the community shall be able to 
discriminate between the products of convict labor and those of 
free men, and may act accordingly. This bill accomplishes that 
purpose, provided the State will give it effect. There can be no 
objection to the bill, because it does not operate in any State un- 
less that State is willing to have it operate within its borders, 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 believe havetwo minutes left. I y‘eld 
the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a moment ago I 
asked the gentleman from New Jersey whether he would yield for 
me for the purpose of offering an amendment the purport of which 
I then stated. For fear the House has not understood what that 
amendment was, I shall take advantage of my present occupation 
of the floor to ask unanimous consent of the House for the purpose 
of offering this amendment, namely, to insert after the word 
‘‘part” and before the word “by,” in line 10, page 3, the words 
‘by trusts or;” so that the bill will read: 

That all goods, wares, and merchandise, manufactured wholly or in part 
by trusts or by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory, transported 
into any State or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, 
or storage, shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the 
operation and effect of the lawsof such State or Territory to the same extent 
and in the same manner as though such s, wares, and merchandise had 
been manufactured in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt there- 
from by reason of being introduced in original packages or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from ae 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I object, and want to tell why. 
The amendment in that connection would mean absolutely noth- 
ing. Its effect would be that the State should have the same 
jurisdiction over the products of trusts manufactured outside the 
State as it would have if they were manufactured in the State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand the gentleman 
to object? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman has stated his 
objection at such length as to about consume all my time. I did 
intend to say a few words as to why this amenedment ought to be 
adopted, but I have not now the time. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am amazed that there is 
in the United States of America a State that dares to lease a coal 
mine and then put its convicts into the mine, and have their con- 
vict labor compete with that of the free coal miners of the United 
States. I would like to see some Democratic State march a body 
of such laborers into the district Ihave the honor to represent and 
try to play Democracy of the Tennessee order and see how long 
they would stay there. Mining coal in the interest of the State 
of Tennessee and selling it at a price to drive out all free labor! 
This is Democracy! 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman trom Ohio i 
GROSVENOR] will allow me to interrupt him right here, I will say 
that the State of Tennessee does not lease any coal mines. She 
goes further than that. She owns the coal mines she operates, 
‘Tennessee has purchased about 10,000 acres of coal land, and has 
established a branch of the penitentiary on these lands, and uses 
hundreds of her convicts in mining.the coal. The State of Ten- 
nessee, under Democratic rule, has gone into the business of min- 
ing coal with convict labor and selling it in competition with 
coal mined with free labor, to the impoverishment of the free 
miners and the diminution of their work and wages. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. That is far worse. A Democratic State 
buys the coal mines, puts conyict labor into them, and then un- 
dertakes to force the price of coal down to the cost of its produc- 
tion under such circumstances, and in that way destroy the wages 
of freelabor. Isubmit{o my friend from Tennessee [Mr. GaIngs], 
who has spoken in reg*.rd to the platform of 1868, that he had 
better commence his missionary efforts in the State that he has 
the honor in part to represent, and see what reforms he can pro- 
mote at home. 

Mr. GAINES. The Republicans were the first to begin the 
penitentiary lease system in Tennessee and run the State heels 
over head in debt. The Democrats made it pay when they took 


charge. 

Mr GROSVENOR. Yes, and it was filled with convicts, and 
you have put them in the mines to break down labor. If I were 
to propose an amendment to this bill, I would add, in line 11, after 
the word “reformatory,” these words: 

Or any coal mined therein. 


So that a State that would take its convict labor and mine coal 
with it should find its market within the State where the outrage 
was committed. How earnestly the Democratic party always 
works for the interests of free labor! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Garp- 
NER] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. I will consume but a moment, 
and then ask for a vote. I simply want to call attention to one 
fact so that it will go into the Recorp: That the proposed amend- 
ment, for which gentlemen appear to be so earnest and push with 
such enthusiasm, not only would mean nothing within itself for 
the purpose for which they profess to offer it, but might so change 
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the character of the bill as to endanger the validity of the whole 


f it. 
P I sce the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] smiles. 
Will he give me his attention fora moment? This bill provides, 
as to prison-made goods, that the legislation of the State shall have 
the same effect in all cases as though the goods had been manu- 
factured within the State legislating. We know that every State 
now has the power to determine what shall be manufactured in 
its prisons and reformatories, which are under police control, and 
as to what shall be done with the product until it has gone beyond 
State control. But you propose to write above the words ‘‘the 
same effect as though they had been manufactured in the State” 
a provision about trusts. The State has no power over goods 
because they have been manufactured by a trust, but it has over 
prison-made goods, Your amendment is absolutely meaningless. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Take the State of Texas, for 
example, where a trust isacrime, The State of Texas has as full 
power over goods manufactured by trusts there as over the goods 
manufactured in its prisons. Now all she asks—— 

Mr. GARDNER ot New Jersey. Stop right there, because you 
are making a statement founded in a total misapprehension of the 
law, and as a lawyer you will not say that the State of Mississippi 
has jurisdiction over good8 manufactured by a trust, inside or 
outside of that State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Not beyond the State, nor has 
it jurisdiction over convict-made goods made in another State, 
except so far as we give it to them. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules, 
adopting the amendments proposed by the committee, and passing 
the bill as amended. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that in the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in favor of the mo- 
tion, the rules were suspended, the amendments recommended by 
the committee agreed to, and the bill as amended passed. 


STREET RAILWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 11650) relating to certain railway corpora- 
tions owning or operating street railways in the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 
pany, the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Columbia, the 
‘apital Railway Company, the City and Suburban Railway Company, the 
Co'umbia Railway Company, the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway 
Company, Se Metropolitan Railroad Company of the District of Columbia, 
and the amengicn and Great Falls Electric Railwa Compaen may, under 
the authority of this act, and the Washington and Rockville Railway Com- 
pany, the Washington, Woodside and Forest Glen Railway and Power Com- 
pany, and the Washington and Glen Echo Railroad Company may also, if not 
neonsistent with the laws of Maryland, from time to time, by their respec- 
tive boards of directors, enter into contracts with each other, or with any 
of the others, or with = other street railway corporation owning or oper- 
ating any street railr or railroad route, wholly or partly within the 
District of Columbia, for the use of their respective roads or routes, or any 
t thereof. No such contract shall take effect until the same shall have 
m approved by the written consent of the owners of record of at least 
three-fourths of the capital stock of each corporation, or by the vote of the 
owners of three-fourths of such capital stock represented at a special meet- 
ing called and held as prescribed by law: Provided, That in case any cor- 
poration enters into any such contract it is hereby authorized to change its 
corporate name to any other corporate name not then lawfully used by an 
existing corporation incorporated or organized in the said District. Suc 
change may be made by a certificate signed and acknowledged by a major- 
ity of the directors of such corporation and filed with the recorder of deeds 
for the District of Columbia. 

Src. 2. That the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company 
may acquire and hold stock in any street railway corporation specifically 
named above with which it is authorized by the terms of this act to enter 
into a contract for the use of its road or route, and may provide for payment 
for the same by issuing additional amounts of its own capital stock in such 
classes and with such preferences as it may determine, or by issuing its 
bonds, or other obligations, or by issuing both such stock and bonds or other 
obligations to an amount not exceeding the amounts of the actual considera- 
tion paid or payable for the stock so acquired, and may also issue further 
aroounts of its stock or bonds or other obligations not exceeding the amounts 
of the actual consideration paid, or to be paid, for any equipment or exten- 
sions of any such road or route or for electric ores therefor. Whenever 
the said Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company shall have 
acquired a majority of all the stock issued by any such corporation, it shall 
have power to guarantee the bonds or other obligations of such corporation 
and to perches such bondsor other obligations. The Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company may also agree with any corporation with 
which it is authorized by this act to enter into a contract for the use of its 
road or route for the purchase of the estate, property, rights, and franchises 
of such other corporation, and for payment for the same in cash or in the 
stock or bonds or other obligations of said Washington and Great Falls Elec- 
tric Railway Company, to be issued in the manner and subject to the limita- 
tion hereinbefore provided; and each such corporation is hereby empowered, 
with the consent in writing of the owners of three-fourths of its capital stock, 
— into such contract of purchase and sale through its board of di- 

rs. 

Upon the execution of such contract of purchase and the payment or de- 
livery of the consideration therein agreed upon the estate, propert rights, 
and franchises of the corporation seling the same shall vest in anc be held 
and enjoyed by the Washington and Great Falls Klectric Railway Company 
as fully and wee. without change or diminution, as the same were before 
held and enjoyed by the company selling the same, and sha!l be managed 
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and controlled by the board of directors of the said Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company in itscorporate name or in such other name 
as it shall adopt by the filing of a certificate as hereinbefore authorized: Pro 
vided, That the existing liabilities of the selling corporation and the rights 
of its creditors shall not be affected thereby: And provided Jurther, That no 


action or proceeding to which any corporation whose estate, property, rights, 
and franchises shall be acquired as herein provided is a party shall abate in 
consequence thereof, but the same may bo continued in the name of the 
party by or against which the same was begun, unless the court shall order 
the said Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company to be sub- 


stituted in its place. 
The approval of stockholders herein provided for may be given by the 


consent in writing of the owners of record of three-fourths of the capital 
stock of each company, or by the vote of the owners of three-fourths of the 
capital stock of each company, represented at a special meeting called and 
he!d as prescribed by the by-laws of the respective companies or by law. 
Whenever a certificate shall be filed with the recorder of ia is for the Dis 
trict of Columbia, signed and acknowledged by a majority of the board of 
directors of each of the corporations to be affected thereby, showing that a 
contract of purchase and sale has been made and approved as | n pro 


vided, such certificate shall be presumptive evidence of the facts therein 
forth. If within thirty days after the filing of such certificate any stock 
holder of any of the companies affected thereby shall give notice in writing 
to the said Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company that he 
dissents from such contract, it shall be the duty of the said company, within 
sixty days after the filing of such certificate, to institute a proceeding for the 
appraisement of the shares of such dissenting stockholder. If any stock 
hoider shall omit to give such notice of dissent, he shail be deemed to have 
assented to such contract. 

Said proceeding for appraisement may be begun by filing with the su 
preme court of the said District a petition praying for the appointment of 
three persons to appraise the value of such stock. ‘The court shall thereupon 
appoint three such appraisers, and designate the time and place of their first 
meeting. The court may fill any vacancy in the board of appraisers occur 
ing by refusal or neglect to serve or otherwise. The appraisers shal! meet at 
the time and place designated, and they, or any two of them, after being 
sworn honestly and faithfully to discharge their duties, shall appraise such 
stock at its full value, without regard to any appreciation or depreciation 
thereof in consequence of such contract of purchase and sale; and said award, 
when confirmed by the court, shall be final and conclusive on all parties. 
The charges and expenses of the appraisers shall be paid by the said Wash 
ington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company. If the person entitled to 
receive the amount of the award shall refuse to accept the same, or if for 
any reason it shall not be possible to make payment of the amount of the 
award to such person entitled to receive the same, without unreasonable de 
lay, the court may direct the same to be deposited in court. When the said 
company shall have paid or deposited in court the amount fixed by the ap- 
praisers as the value of the shares of the dissenting stockholder, such stock- 
holder shall cease to have any interest in said appraised stock or in the prop- 
oe or franchises represented thereby, and the said Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway Company shall receive back from the corporation 
whose estate, rights, property, and franchises it has acquired, that portion 
of the consideration for such sale, or of the proceeds thereof, which other- 
wise would have been distributed to such dissenting stockholder. 

If such payment or ae is not made within thirty days from the con- 
firmation of the appraisal, the amount of the award, with interest from the 
date of confirmation, shall be a judgment against the said Washington and 
Great Falls Electric Railway Company, and may _ be entered, docketed, and 
collected as other judgments in said court are by law collectible. If the said 
company shall omit to institute the proceeding hereinbefore required, within 
the time hereby limited, the stockholder giving such notice may institute 
such proceeding by a proper petition on his own behalf, or, at the election of 
such stockholder, the estate, rights, property, and franchises of the selling 
corporation shall revest in such corporation, and the consideration received 
therefor shall be repaid to the said Washington and Great Falls Electric Rail- 
way Company. 

It shall be the duty of a!l street railway companies in the District of Colum- 
bia to station flagmen at such rapid-transit crossings in the city of Washing- 
ton as may be designated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
the same to be in lieu of special policemen now required by law. 

All obligations imposed by law upon the Washington and Great Falls Eleo- 
tric Railway Company in respect to the time and mode of constructing its 
railway, or the motive power to be employed, or the speed or frequency at 
which cars are to be run, or in respect to any other matter affecting the in- 
terests of the United States, or of the general public, or the people of the said 
District, except as such obligations are expressly modified or repealed by 
this act, shall continue to be applicable to the road or route now Schematen 
to said corporation, and shall be confined thereto: Provided, That the Wash 
ington and Great Falls Electric Railway pon ae on the purchase of the 
property or franchises of any or all of said railroad companies as in this bill 
authorized, shall be empowered to charge over the said route or routes thus 
acquired the rates of fare now authorized by law to be charged thereon by 
the respective companies owning or operating the same, and no more: And 
provided further, That the right or privilege granted by section 1 of the act 
approved July 2%, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and 
Great Falls Electric Railway Company,” by which said company is author- 
ized to charge a fare of 10 cents per passenger for transportation over the line 
of railway authorized and described by said act, be, and the same hereby is, 
amended so as to limit the rate of fare on said line of railway to 5 cents per 
yvassenger, and said Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company 
s hereby required to sell tickets at the rate of six for 25 cents, each good for 
the transportation of one passenger over the whole or any part of its said 
line of railway authorized and described by said act within the District of 
Columbia. 

All stentless imposed by law upon any corporation whose road or route 
is acquired in accordance with the provisions of this act, except as the same 
ma expressly modified or repealed by this act, shall continue to be appli- 
cable to such acquired road or route and shall be confined thereto, and 
such road or route shall be acquired subject to such obligations and with 
all the rights and powers possessed by the selling corporation. 

Sec. 3. That the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company 
may acquire and hold shares of the capital stock or other securities of any 
comgane supplying or under contract to supply electric power in the opera- 
tion of its railway to it or to any of the corporations whose shares of stock 
or whose property and franchises it is authorized to acquire under this act; 
and as a part of any contract for the supply of sxid power the said Washing- 
ton and Great Falls Electric Railway Company may exchange its stock and 
securities for the stock ana securities of any such electric power company, 
and may guarantee the securities of any such power company, but in no 
event shall said railway corporation be authorized to receive a transfer of 
the property or franchises of such electric power company 

Sxro. 4. That the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company 
is hereby authorized from time to time to make such changes in the number 
of its directors as its by-laws may provide, and also to limit and regulate in 
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its bylaws the times and conditions of the examination of its books and 
records by stockholders: Provided, That the stock and transfer books shall 
at all times, during business hours, be open to the inspectior: of stockholders. 





Sec. 5. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 
Sec. 6. That Congress reserves the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia were read: 


Page 2, lines 3, 4, and 5, strike out the following: “or with any other street 
railway corporation owning or operating any street railroad or railroad route, 
wholly or partly within the District of Columbia.” 


Page 3, line 2, after the word “ bonds,” add the words “secured by mort 
gage or deed of trust upon its right of way, property, and franchises." 

— 5, line 10, after the word “for,” strike out ~y ~~ and insert in 
lieu thereof a colon, and add tho following: “* Provided, t the capital stock 
of said company shall at no time exceed §15,000,000." 

Page 5, line 16, insert after the word “corporation ™ the words “specifically 
named above.” 


Page 5, line 10, after the word “forth,” add the following: “ Upon the filing 
of such certifieate a notice shall be mailed to each stockholder of record in 
such corporations, setting forth the time when and place where such certifi- 


cate was filed, and.” 
Also strike out the capital ‘‘I” in the word “if” and insert in lieu thereof 
a small letter **i.” 


Pago <, line 11, strike out the word “ filing” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘mailing.” Also strike out the word “ certificate " and insert the word 
‘notice.’ 

Page 6, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “ they, or any two of them.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit one morecom- 
mittee amendment, to be pending with the others. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk willreport the amendment offered 
by the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of line 25 on page 7, and ali of lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 8. 


Mr. MUDD. I ask the Clerk to read what is proposed to be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words: 

**Tt shall be the duty of all street railway companies in the District of Co- 
lumbia to station flagmen at such rapid transit crossings in the city of Wash- 
ington as may be 4 ted by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, the same to be in lieu of special policemen now required by law.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a motion to suspend the rules. 
This is the regular order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
aside from the committee amendments. __ f 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “ more,” in line 21, page 8, the following: 

“And said company shall establish and maintain a system of transfers, to 
be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, at all con- 
necting points on said lines, giving a continuous ride over such lines for one 
fare.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CowH8ERD] such time as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to 
discuss the amendment? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; I want to be heard upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, the House will at once recog- 
nize that this is a bill providing for the consolidation of the lines 
in the Metropolitan system. This includes, as I remember it, 
some eleven lines. I have never thought that the best service was 
to be obtained by consolidation, but under the amendments of the 
committee this permits a consolidation only of the Metropolitan 
lines and cuts out any right to consolidate with the Capital Trac- 
tion Company, thus giving us two competing systems, which I 
think will secure all the benefits to the public service that can 
be gotten from competition. 

ow, it seems to me that the aes system can afford to 
ive to the people of the District a ride over that system for one 
are, provided the regulation is so hedged about that a man can 
not double back on them, or, as they call it, ride in a circle. Now, 
I have attempted to cover that in this amendment. Itis a very 
difficult thing to word properly, because, of course, you can not 
regulate a transfer system in a little amendment toa bill. For 
that reason I have put in the provision that this system of trans- 
fers must be arranged to give a transfer at all connecting points 
on all the lines mentioned in the bill, and the system must be sub- 
mitted to See of the District -* — for their 
approval. Ido this purposely, attempting to leave a discretion in 
the Commissioners, . order that the public may receive the best 
service, and in order that no oppressive transfers may be put upon 
the ay 

Now, I should like to have the attention of tlemen of the 
committee. This isa matter of a good deal of to the peo- 
ple of the District. The gentlemen now interested in the road 
claim that they ought not to be compelled to give any arbitrary 
transfers; that it ought to be left to them to arrange. I submit 
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to the members of the House that nearly every man here repre- 
senting a city will be able to state that under the arrangement in 
his city the people can ride practically from one part of the city 
limits to another for asingle fare. As was stated before our com- 
mittee, this will compel at the longest a ride of about 11 miles, 
That is equaled, I know, in St. Louis. I believe it is more than 
equaled in Chicago, and it is almost equaled in Kansas City; 
and, as I say, it is practically equaled in every city in the coun- 
try. Isubmit that that is little enough to ask this consolidated 
— to give to the people for the privileges we give them in this 
hal. 

Mr. MUDD. I should likes to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. I notice the language of this amendment says that 
it shall provide for a continuous ride over the whole system. [| 
should like to knowif it is not a fact that each of these roads 
which are to be consolidated under the provisions of this bill do 
not now give a transfer over other roads of the system. Would 
not your amendment provide just what you are endceavoring to 
prevent, namely, a circuit ride around the whole system? That 
seems to me to be the objectionable character of your amendment. 

Mr. COWHERD. No; I have attempted to limit it. It is a 
very diflicult matter, I admit, to express in general terms. Ihave 
attempted to limit it by leaving it to the approval of the Commis- 
sioners of the District. Now,they do give transfers at nearly 
every connecting point; but the gentlemen back of this measure 
contend that it is a hardship upon them. They say that they 
ought not to be compelled to do it, and they say that they have 
gone wild on the transfer system. They propose to make some 
changes. What, I do not know. I propose by this amendment 
to regulate it so that whatever changes they do make they can 
not change it so that a man can not ride continuously as long as he 
keeps going in one direction—perhaps it would be better to make 
it one direction—but let it be a continuous ride, to be regulated 
by the Commissioners. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will so frame his amendment 
as to leave the matter of what transfers shall be provided to the 
Cou missioners, I think it would be unobjectionable. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; in the transfer system. I think that 
won'd be satisfactory. Ido not think it would be objectionable. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Is the purpose of this amendment that one 
fare would give transportation to any part of the city, say to For- 
est Glen or Cabin John Bridge, or other termini of these roads? 

Mr. COWHERD. As I understand the matter, we do not regu- 
late the fares outside of the District. The purpose of the amend- 
ment is that a man for one fare shall ride from any one point in 
the District to any other point in the District, so long as it is a 
continuous ride and he does not ride in a circle. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I must differ with 
my distinguished colleague on the committee. I have a very 
high opinion of his judgment, but on this subject I believe that I 
have had an opportunity to secure more information than he. In 
previous years and Congresses, this subject has been taken up by 
the District Committee on several occasions and fully discussed 
by the Commissioners and by gentlemen representing the railroad 
interests of the District, and we found, Mr. Speaker, and it has 
been the experience here in the District, that the citizens have 
had more liberal treatment, and more transfers have been given 
by the roads, through their desire to induce travel, than anything 
that Congress can do. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, under this grand system which we have here 
in the last year they carried 8,000,000 more passengers than they 
did in the previous year, and their receipts were less. Now, un- 
derstand, y carried 8,000,000 more passengers, and the receipts 
were less than the previous year. Why? Becauss they have in- 
troduced here in what we term ‘‘the consolidated lines” a more 
liberal system of transfers than is known in any other city in the 
country. Mr. Speaker, I have criticised it as being liberally fool- 
ish; and I think to-day that this isa matter that should be left 
entirely for the present to the gentlemen operating the lines that 
have shown such a liberal policy. Now, why? It is impossible 
for my friend's amendment to cover the ground that we want to 
do. If it becomes necessary to pass a law of this kind, the matter 
should be taken up by the committee intelligently and put in such 
ae as to cover every intersection in the city. This will not 

0 

Why, under the present system, Mr. Speaker, on the Capital 
Traction road I have known of instances where parties have rid- 
den practically all day and heave been transferred around and 
across and ak and back again. The president of the road told 
me he would rather carry those few people who wanted to put in 
their time riding than attempt to change this transfer system. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be a matter of but a few days if Con- 


gress should at any time find that the companies are abusing their 
privileges and rights, and if anything is 


e it should be taken 
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Speaker, at this time | will move the previous question on the 
amendment and the bill to its final passage. 
Mr. COWHERD, Will the gentieman allow me two minutes 
st? 
“= BABCOCK. I will withhold that demand for two minutes, | 
of course. 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I have no pride in the verbiage of this amendment at all, and if 
any gentleman has any suggeston to make, as the gentleman from | 
Maryland has done, covering the question, 1 will be very glad to | 
accept it. I want to say this for myself, that this matter is not | 
brought up hastily, because I suggested it in committee and re- | 
served the right to offer the amendment. It has been talked about | 
in committee, and offered in committee, and objected to there—at | 
least gentlemen declined to accept it. 
Now, the gentleman says that in a few days, if we are not satis- | 
fied, we can bring it up and change it. I appeal to you, gentle- 
men, and your experience will bear me out, that when this legis- | 
lation is arranged satisfactory to the men controlling the railroad 
it is a very difficult thing to bring it up and change it in the | 
House. e know well enough that in the stages of legislation | 
one man can practically hang upa bill. There is such a thing as | 
j 
} 
} 


courtesy that stops the passage of a measure, and I have heard 
the distinguished chairman of the committee say—I think on the | 
floor of the House, but certainly in the committee—that the time 
to get legislation in this kind of a bill was when the company was 
asking something at the hands of Congress, This is the best time 
in the world to take care of the people. 

Now, if the House shall find that the amendment which I have 
offered is not properly worded, if it would bemore satisfactory to 
leave it to the Commissioners of the District, I have no objection; | 
but I do say that at this time and place the very fact that the 
street-car companies are saying that they are giving too many 
transfers and can not keep up the system is sufficient for us to | 
put something in the bill tocompel them to give a good system of 
transfers. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my motion for the 
previous question on the amendment and bill to its passage. 

Mr. COWHERD. I hope the gentleman will permit me, if the | 
House votes down this amendment, to ofter another amendment | 
in the same language, except leaving it to the Commissioners. I 
want to put both propositions to the House, 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. | 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amendment | 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHErp]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CoWHERD) there were—ayes 20), noes 49, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask permission to 
offer the amendment striking out the words “ giving a continuous | 
ride over said lines.”’ 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the same objection applies to that 
amendment, and I can not consent to it at this time. 

Mr. COWHERD. It seems to me that in giving these advan- 
tages to this company we should at least keep some check on the 
transfers. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin consent 


| 
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that the gentleman from Missouri shall offer the amendment? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I can not consent, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. COWHERD, I hope the gentleman will not refuse me this 
privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 


Rorinson of Indiana) there were—ayes 55, noes 11. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent 
that at this stage the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
may be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri may be considered. This will also involve unanimous 
consent for vacating the vote whereby the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. Is there objection to both prop- 
ositions? [Afterapause.}| TheChairhearsnone. The Clerk will 
report the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after the word “move,” in line 21 of page 8, the Sowing: and said 
ooribe tu shall establish and maintain a system of transfers to approved 
y 


= Commissioners of the District at all connecting points on said line for 
one fare.” 


ew SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men . 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CownERD) there were—ayes 31, noes 50. 

Mr. COWHERD, I ask for tellers, Mr. Speaker, 


oSil 


up intelligently and brought before Congress practically. And, | The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of taking the vote by 
z 


tellers will rise and stand until they are counted. | After count 
ing.| Five gentlemen rising—not a sufficient number—tellers are 
denied, and the amendment is disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim: 
and being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Ray}. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a rv 
quest for wnanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imons consent to a request, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that H. J. Res. 138, with the amend 
ments thereto reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, be ma ‘ 
special end continuing order for three days, commencing immediately aft 
the disposition of the Alaska bill, not to interfere with conference report: 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is the House joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
empowering Congress to pass laws regulating and controlling 
trusts and monopolies, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the minority of the Judiciary Com- 


| mittee consented to this request? 


Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know whether they have or 
not. 

Mr. TERRY. Let us hear what the request is. 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will again read the request. 

The request of Mr. Ray of New York was again read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the joint resolution by 
its title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 138) proposing an amendment to the Consti 
tion of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TERRY. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
look at this matter a moment. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. While the gentleman is doing that I 
wish to inquire whether this involves the passing by or super- 
seding of Friday for the consideration of pension bills? 

The SPEAKER. As it is drawn it might do so, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Then I object. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will modify it by excepting pension 
Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I suggest that on a matter of this kind 
there ought to have been a conference among the members of the 
Judiciary Committee, and I shall object for the present, 

NATIONAL WHITE CROSS. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Iask the consideration of the bill (S. 2581) to 


incorporate the National White Cross of America, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Jane B. Creighton, of Oregon; Mrs. Horace Thiel- 
son, of Oregon; Mrs. Margaret Lord, of Oregon; Mrs. Pear] Creighton Snyder, 


| of Oregon; Mrs. Cicero N. Idleman, of Oregon; Mrs. Laura Schwichtenberg, 
| of Oregon; Malcolm A. Moody, of Oregon; Mrs. Magaret Dickens, of the Dis 
| trict of Columbia; Mrs. Nelson A. Miles, of the District of Columbia; Mr 


George C. Thomas, of the District of Columbia; Mrs. H. O. S. Heistand, of 
the District of Columbia; Mrs. Richardson Clover, of the District of Colum 
bia; Mrs. Annie P. Thomas, of the District of Columbia; Mr. John W. Ro 


| of the District of Columbia; Mrs. Cornelia Clay, of Washington, District 


Columbia; Mrs. Sarah A. Hatch, of Washington. District of Columbia; Miss 
Isabel Chamberlin, of Washington, District of Columbia; Miss Bell Laune: 


of Washington, District of Columbia; Mr. Edward ©. Patten, of Washington, 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr District of Columbia; Mr. J.C. V. Smith, of Washington, District of Colum 
esti . ; aait > y af, 


bia; Mrs. Angie F. Newman, of Nebraska; Miss Ellen T. Gallaher, of Omaha 


Nebr.;: Mrs. Mary C. Larned, of Omaha, Nebr.; Mra. John C. Cowin, of 
| Omaha, Nebr.; Mr. Edgar ©. Snyder, of Omaha, Nebr.: Mrs. Emily Rose 
| Snyder, of Omaha, Nebr.; Miss Georgie Krug, of Omaha, Nebr.: Mrs. Donald 

McRae, of Council Bluffs, Iowa; H. O. S. Heistand, of the United States 

Army; Capt. Frank W. Dickens, of the United States Navy; Mr. John Ir 

land, of Minnesota; Mrs. Charles E. Pearce, of Missouri, and their associat 


| 


and successors, are hereby created a body corporate and politic, in the 
trict of Columbia, by the name and style of the National White Cr« 
America, for charitable purposes, the object and purpose of which oryvar 
tion shall be general emergency and relief work, the raising of funds b 

eral contributions and voluntary gifts, and the engaging in such pursuit 
cident to charitable relief work as may be determined upon. Said National 
White Cross of America shall use the funds arising from contributions and 
collections made to it, or sach part thereof as may be necessary, in the relief 
ot soldiers in the field, in assisting in general field and hospital work, procm 
ing, training, and educating nurses to be used in the care of the sick and 
wounded, and in doing all things in time of peace or war for the benefit and 
relief of soldiers, sailors, and their families, and all others that may be 
deemed worthy of assistance as may be proper and necessary; and in ma 
taining and operating hospitals, dealing in merchandise for hospital purpo 
necessary to carry into effect the objects of the organization, and in doing 
any and all things necessary or expedient to be done im carrying on and 
maintaining a general relief emergency hospital and charitable work, and 
in the raising, acquiring, gathering, and accumulating funds therefor and 
for their disbursement. 

Sec. 2. That the said National White Cross of America may adopt acon 
stitution and by-laws not inconsistent with this act, and it may also adopt a 
seal if deemed expedient. It shali have its headquarters or principal place 
of business at Washington, in the District of Columbia. 
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Sxc. 3. That said National White Cross of America shall report annually 
to the Secretary of War concerning its proceedings, together with a detailed 
statement of all receipts and expenditures, which shall be by him transmit- 
ted to Congress and printed. It shall perform such relief work as may from 
time to time be assigned to it by the Secretary of War or the Secretary of 
the Navy, if the means therefor are placed at its disposal, and it may per- 
form its work of charity at any place in the United States or in any foreign 
country or province as it may deem wise and proper. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Mupp]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I should like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Mupp) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(8.2581) to incorporate the National White Cross of America, and for other 
parnesen, beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said 

vill do pass. 

The purpose of this legislation is to incorporate the National White Cross 
of America, and the objectsand purposes of this association are fully explained 
in the language of the bill. 

The Senate passed this bill on April 5, 1900. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, How does this come before the House? 

The SPEAKER, It is called up as a District of Columbia bill 
on District of Columbia day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I should like to know from the gentleman 
in charge of the bill what its object is? 

Mr. MUDD. The bill has passed the Senate—unanimously, as 
Iam informed. The object of the bill is thus stated in section 1: 


The object and purpose of which organization shall be general emergency 
and relief work, the raising of fands by general contributions and voluntary 
gifts, and the engaging in such pursuits incident to charitable relief work as 
may be determined upon. 


Further on the object is stated to be: 

The relief of soldiers in the field, in assisting in general field and hospital 
work, procuring, training, and educating nurses to be used in the care of the 
sick and wounded, etc. 

This is an entirely charitable organization. 1 do not see that it 
can conflict with any other organization in the world. I under- 
stand that the distinctive difference between this organization 
and what is called the Red Cross Society is that the scope of the 
work of the Red Cross is international, while this is national, 
There is no conflict between them at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Who are the corporators? 

Mr. MUDD. A number of well-known, public-spirited ladies 
and gentlemen—many of them residing in this city—among them 
Mrs, Nelson A. Miles, Mrs. Richardson Clover, and many others. 
The bill was unanimously reported by the committee. We all 
thought it would be a very good thing if it could be put into suc- 
cessful operation. 

Mr. MAHON, I see that under the provisions of the bill the 
reports of this society are to be made to the Secretary of War and 
the Government is to print those reports. We have within afew 
days passed a bill incorporating a society of this same character, 
with a similar provision in regard to the making and printing of 
reports. I want to know what this Government has to do with the 
printing of reports of private corporations? 

Mr. MUDD. Speaking for myself, I have no objection to hav- 
ing that provision struck out. 

Mr. MAHON, It ought to have been struck out of the other 
bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, this is the first time I have 
been able to get a copy of this bill—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ban- 
cock] contrels the floor. 

Mr. BABCOCK. If the 
more thoroughly, I will 
ments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to delay it. 

Mr. MUDD. I suggest that the cr in regard to printing, 
to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has objected, be 
stricken out. 

Mr. MAHON. And also the requirement as to reports being 
made to the War Department. 

Mr. MUDD. Yes; we might strike out that whole provision 
from lines 18 to 22 on page 3. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment of that kind will be in order 
when the bill comes up again. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
| Mr. Bascock] asks that the bill be temporarily laidaside. With- 
out objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

GRADES OF TWENTIETH STREET. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 

10740) to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, and for other 
ur s. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to regulate the des of the streets in 
the vicinity of Twentieth street and Woodley road, the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized to abandon Hamp- 
ton place and shift the location of Buckingham place, in T. E. Waggaman’'s 
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ntleman desires to examine the bill 
that it be laid aside for a few mo- 
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subdivision of Pretty Prospect, Widow's Mite, and Kalorama, and to change 
the location of the street line at the southwest corner of Woodley road and 
Connecticut avenue extended, so as to make said corner round instead of 
angular, as at present: Provided, That the land within the lines of Hampton 
place which it is proposed to abandon and the land within the proposed cir- 
cular corner of Woodley road and Connecticut avenue extended shall revert 
to the original owner or his assignees, and that the land within the lines of 
the new location of Buckingham place and the land outside the said circular 
corner of Woodley road and Connecticut avenue extended shall be dedicated 
to the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 2. That in order to facilitate the extension of streets and encourrge 
the donation of land in accordance with the plans for the permanent system 
of highways, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized, whenever in their judgment it may seem ph aa to ac- 
cept the dedication of streets shown on said plans, and record same, under 
the following conditions, namely: Streets which are shown as 90 feet in width 
on said plans may be accepted with a width of not less than 60 feet: Provided, 
That the parties dedicating same agree to establish building restriction lines 
to agree with the street lines as shown on said plans; and streets shown on 
said plans as 120 feet or more in width may be accepted with a width of not less 
than 90 feet: Provided, That the parties dedicating same agree to establish 
building restriction lines to agree with the street lines as shown on said plans: 
And provided further, That the space between the street lines, as established 
under the terms hereof, and the building restriction lines shall be considered 
as private property set aside and to be used for parking purposes: But pro- 
vided further, That the parties so dedicating shall agree that said parking 
shall be subject to the regulations of said Commissioners in regard to the 
height of parking and the projection of buildings beyond the building line, 
and that the District of Columbia shall have a right of way through said 
parking for sewers and water mains free of cost, and to lay thereon side- 
walks, if, in the judgment of said Commissioners, the space between street 
= is not sufficient to admit the construction of such sidewalks within said 

ines. 
_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was iaid on the table. 

NATIONAL WHITE CROSS OF AMERICA, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration 
of Senate bill 2581, which was laid aside. 
an SPEAKER. Is that the bill that was just reported to the 

ouse? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; the bill to incorporate the National 
White Cross of America. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin again callsup 
the bill referred to, which has been read, 

Mr. MUDD. _I move to strike out section 3. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will i the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, strike out all of section 3. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That will leave the bill simply providing 
for the organization of another cross society, geoomeny a repro- 
duction of the ideas of the Red Cross Society. The section stricken 
out relieves the bill very largely of its most objectionable feature, 
which undertook to make it an international affair also, extend- 
ing its jurisdiction to foreign countries, and made it a part of the 
war establishment of the Government practically. That has all 
gone out of it on the amendment; but I still think the bill ought 
not - pass, although the most objectionable feature is now elim- 
inated. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestionis ona 
offered by the a from Maryland [Mr. Mupp]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish the gentleman in charge of this bill 
would give us something of its history, so that the House may 
know something about it. I have an idea that it grows out of 
certain jealousies and troubles, certain oppositions to the Red 
Cross Society, that the newspapers were filled with a year ago. 
Now, of course, it is desirable that all people should have an op- 
portunity to be charitable. There is no one named in this bill 
who may not become a member of the Red Cross Society and un- 
der its auspices exercise their charitable purposes; but if this is 
rivalry, if there is a urpose of antagonism in this, I think we 
ought to know something about it. If it is to do harm rather 
than good, to divide effort rather than to unite it, I think it is 
proper that that should be stated here. 

tr. MUDD. Iam frank to say—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield to 
the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I understood when I called the bill up that 
the gentlemen had agreed toit. I will now ask that the bill be 
withdrawn from present consideration. 

Mr. MUDD. Let the amendment first be agreed to. 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to withdraw the 
lil. 
COLLECTION OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 1136) to 
regulate the collection of taxes in the District of Columbia. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter, beginning with the fiscal year commenc- 
ing July 1, 1900, the whole tax on real and personal property in the District 
of Columbia shall be due and payable in the month of May of each year; and 
if said tax upon real and personal property shall not be paid before the first 
day of June in each year, the same thereupon shal! be in arrears and delin- 
quent, and there shall then be added, to be collected with said tax, a penalty 


eeing to the amendment 
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m the amount thereof, and a like penalty on the first day 
ing month until parment of said tax and penalty; and the 


of 1 per cent u 
of each succe 
whole together shall constitute the delinquent tax, to be dealt with and col- 
lected in the manner now provided by law: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to advance to the disbursing 
officer of the District of Columbia, in the manner now prescribed by law, out 
of any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropri- 
ated, such sums as may be necessary from time to time to meet the general 
expenses of said District, and to reimburse the Treasury for the one-half 
advances payable by said District out of the taxes and revenues collected as 
herein provided for. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REFORM SCHOOL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 3490) in relation to admissions to and dismissions 
from the Reform School of the District of Columbia, 

The bill was read as amended, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That sections 8, 9, and 15 of the act entitled “An act re- 
vising and amending the variousacts establishing and relating tothe Reform 
School of the District of Columbia,” approved May 3, 1876, be, and they are 
hereby, amended as follows: 

Amend section 8 so that it shall read as follows: 

“Src. 8. That whenever any boy under the age of 17 years shall be brought 
before any court of the District of Columbia, or any judge of such court, and 
shall be convicted of any crime or misdemeanor punishable by fine or impris- 
onment, other than ners for life, such court or judge, in lieu of 
sentencing him to imprisonment in the county jail or fining him, may commit 
him to the Reform School, to remain until be shall arrive at the age of 21 
years, unless sooner discharged by the board of trustees. And the judges of 
the criminal and police courts of the District of Columbia shall have power 
to commit to the Reform School, first, any boy under 17 years of age who 
may be liable to punishment by imprisonment under any existing law of the 
District of Columbia, or = law that may be enacted and in force in said 
District; soeend ony boy under 17 years of age, with the consent of his parent 
or guardian, against whom any charge of as any crime or misde- 
meanor shall have been made, the punishment of which, on conviction, would 
be confinement in jail or prison; third, any boy under 17 Zeare of age who is 
destitute of a suitable home and adequate means of obtaining an honest 
living, or who is in danger of being brought up, or 1s brought up, to lead an 
idle or vicious life; fourth, any boy under 17 years of age who is incorrigible, 
or habitually disregards the commands of his father or mother, or guardian, 
who leads a vagrant life, or resorts to immoral places or practices, or neglects 
or refuses to perform labor suitable to his years and condition, or to attend 
school. And the president of the board of trustees may also commit to the 
Reform School such boys as are mentioned in the foregoing third and fourth 
classes upon application or complaint, in writing, of a parent, or guardian, 
or relative having charge of such boy, and upon such testimony in regard to 
the facts stated as shall be satisfactory to him; and for taking testimony in 
such cases, he is hereby empowered to administer oaths.” 

Amend section 9 so that it shall read as follows: 

“Src. 9. That every boy sent to the Reform School shall remain until he is 
21 years of age, unless sooner discharged or bound as an apprentice." 

Amend section 15 so that it shall read as follows: 

“Sc. 15. That the board of trustees may make such by-laws, rules, and 
regniations for their own government and that of the institution, its officers, 
employees, and inmates, the employment, discipline, instruction, education, 
removal, and absolute, temporary, or conditional release of all boys commit- 
ted to the school, as they may deem necessary and proper, and as are not 
contrary to the Constitution and to the laws of the District of Columbia.”’ 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: 

An act to amend sections 8, 9, and l5of the act entitled “An act revising and 
amending the various acts establishing and relating to the Reform School in 
the District of Columbia,” approved May 3, 1876. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


INSPECTION OF FLOUR IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Icall up for consideration the bill (S. 4048) 
to amend an act regulating the inspection of flour in the District 
of Columbia, approved December 21, 1898, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act entitled ‘An act regulating the 

inspection of flour in the District of Columbia,’ approved December 21, 1898, 
be amended by striking out the last clause of said section and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 
“And no barrel, half barrel, or sack of flour not examined and branded by 
thei ctor as aforesaid shall be sold within the District under fine of $1 
for each and every barrel, half barrel, or sack, to be collected as other fines 
and penalties are collected.” 


The bill was ordgred to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PRIVATE CONDUITS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, [ call up for consideration the 


bill (8S, 124) regulating permits for private conduits in the District 
of Columbia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and Shey ove hereby, authorized to grant permission to lay conduits for the 
transmission of electric power and pipes for the transmission of steam in 
olleze ta the District of Columbia, under the following conditions, namely: 

conduits or pipes shall be laid entirely within a square or block, and 
shall not cross or enter any avenue, street, or highway. 

The conduits and pipes shall be located as directed by said Commissioners 
and be laid under their inspection; and the cost of such inspection, together 
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with the cost of replacing all improved pavements disturbed in connection 
with said work, shall be paidin advance by the party desiring to lay said 
conduits or steam pipes. 

The conduits or pipes shall be used only to connect the premises owned 
and operated by the permittee, and no power or steam shall be supplied 
therefrom for any other purpose than the use of the permittee 

The permittee shall not rent the conduit or pipe or any portion thereof 

Sec. 2. That on violation of any of the above provisions or restrictions, the 
said Commissioners shall require the permittee, after thirty days’ notice, to 
abandon the use of said conduits or pipes and remove them from the alley or 
alleys in which they are located, and if said permittee shall neglect or refuse 
to remove said conduits or pipes and place the surface of the alley in good 
condition within sixty days alter the date of said notice, the said permittee 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be liable to a fine of $10 
for each and évery day that said conduits or pipes are allowed to remain in 
the alley, or the said alley shall remain out of repair, which fine shall be re- 
covered in the police court of said District, in the name of said District, as 
other fines and penalties are now recovered in said court. 

Sec. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ALLEYS IN WALBRIDGE SUBDIVISION OF INGLESIDE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9827) to close all alleys in block 8 of the Walbridge subdivision of 
Ingleside, in the city of Washington, ~ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to abandonand close all the al- 
leys in block No. 3 of the Walbridge subdivision of Ingleside, in the county 
of Washington; the land in the said alleys to revert to the present owners of 
the said block. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr, BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

WATER-MAIN TAXES, 

Mr. BABCOCK, Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8498) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize reassessment of 
water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 8,1898, This bill is reported by substitute, 
and I ask that the reading of the bill be omitted and the substitute 
be read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the reassess- 
ment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 8, 1898, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out the following words at the end of section 2 thereof: *‘ That said water 
main tax or assessment or reassessment shall be due, payable, and collectible 
on each lot or parcel of land or premises on and after the date on which the 
connection is made from the water main to the said lot or parcel of land or 
premises,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: “ That hereafter when- 
ever a water main or mains shall be laid in the District of Columbia, the 
water-main assessment or tax authorized by law shall be assessed within 
thirty days after such water main or mains shall have been laid, and the 
owner or owners affected by this assessment or tax shall be notified that the 
same has been assessed bya notice inserted daily, Sundays excepted, for two 
weeks in two newspapers published in the District of Columbia. and such 
assessment or tax shall be payable in four equal installments, the first of 
which shall be payable without interest within thirty days of the date of the 
last publication of said notice, the second within one year, the third within 
two years, and the fourth within three years from the date of the last pub- 
lication of said notice, and interest at the rate of 10 per cent per annum 
shall be charged on allamounts which shall remain unpaid at the expiration 
of thirty days from the date of the last publication of said notice: Provided, 
That if the assessment or tax is paid in full at any time within thirty days 
after the last publication of said notice, an abatement of 6 per cent shall be 
allowed on the entire amount of said assessment. The cost of publication of 
the notice herein provided for shall be added to the amount of said assess- 
ment and collected in the same manner that said assessment is collected.” 

Sec. 2. That in all cases where a water main has heretofore been or may 
hereafter be laid in a public street or way, and in order to secure the laying 
of such main the cost or a part thereof has been paid to the District of Colum 
bia prior to the laying of said main by any person or corporation, there shall 
be repaid from time to time to such person or corporation, out of the collee 
tions from the assessment for such main, all of the amounts sc paid over and 
above the assessment chargeable against the land owned or controlled by 
said person or corporation. , 

Sec. 3. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute recom- 
mended by the committee. 

Mr. STEELE, I should like to make an inquiry about this 
bill. Do I understand that unimproved property is to pay water 
rent, whether connections with the water main have been made 
or not? It seems to be so from the reading of the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS, I will say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that that is not the object. 

Mr. STEELE. What does it mean? It strikes out the pro- 
vision that they shall pay from the time they have made connec- 
tion with the water main and says that it shall be from the time 
the main has been laid. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that a great deal of trouble has been experienced here by the Com- 
missioners in laying water mains to reach new subdivisions. Per- 
haps they would run along for a quarter of a mile on a street 
where there were no improvements, to reach a subdivision where 
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there were improvements and where the water was paid for. 
Now, before this main was laid the parties have been obliged to 
come in and put up the money to pay the expense of laying that 
water main that went across that vacant property. In one case 
they had to deposit $2,000. Now, as this is im- 
proved and connections are made with it, money is paid into 
the treasury of the District of Columbia for that connection, and 
they want fhe money back. Otherwise the District gets a double 
payment. The principal object of the bill is to equalize that and 
to ll gg ide against the District being paid twice for the water 


ie STEELE. I only had the report. I understand the object 
is to have them pay the expense of laying the main, but no water 
rent? 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no water rent until the water is used. 

Mr. STEELE. I have nothing further to say, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee by way of a substitute. 

The question was taken; and the on was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was cnnsuliieai read the third 
time, and 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following tit les: 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

8. 4494, An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to constract and maintain a across the 
Warrior River between the counties of Walker and Jefferson, in 
wo tion 35, township 17, range 7 west, Alabama; 

2489. An act to provide for the further distribution of the re- 
meate of the Supreme Court; and 

S. 4688. An act granting an increase of pension to James U. 
Childs. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H, R. 2156. An act for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administra- 
tor of Thomas P. Blair, 

H. R. 6634. An act to enlarge the powers of the Department of 
Agriculture ne the transportation by interstate commerce 
of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other 

H. R. 8369. An act to detach the County of Concho from the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the 
northern judicial district of Texas,and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 9879. An act to detach certain counties the United 
States judicial district of northern California and to annex such 
counties to the United States judicial district of southern Cali- 
fornia; to divide said southern district of California into two di- 
visions, and to provide for the holding of terms of court at the city 
of Fresno and city of Los Angeles. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

711) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other P 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments House concurrent resolution of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 

H. C. Res. 24. To print 8,500 of the of the U. S. 
Revenue Cutter Bear and the d Expedition f. “4 the Relief 
of the Whalers in the Arctic Ocean November 27, 1 

The message also announced that the Senate had ee with- 
out amendment resolutions of the following titles: 

H. C. Res. 39. To print 17,500 copies of the Bulletin No. 20 
United States Department of Agriculture, Division of Vege table 
Physiology and Pathology—Peach-Leaf Curl, its enero and 
Treatment. 

House Concurrent Resolution No. 48: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
thanks of s be given to the Grand Army of the Republic for the 
statue of Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant. 


Resolved, That the statue be and placed in the Capitol, and that a 
copy of these resolutions, signed by the officers of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, be Sox shall to the chairman of the com- 
mittee of the Grand Army of the Republic on the Grant memorial. 


Also: 


Resolved by the House of Beprecontativee (the Senate Torprovidtig That the 
thanks of Congress be presented to the State of Missouri a yoo fur- 
nishing statues of Thomas Hart Benton, a deceased person, wh been a 
citizon thereof and illustrious for his historic renown and for ‘istingaiohod 
and of Francis Preston a deceased person, who has been a 

and neateious for his historic renown and for distinguished 


se 

Resolved, That the statues be and placed in the National 
Hall in the 
be transmi 


accepted Statuary 
tol, and thata y of these resolutions duly authenticated 
to the governor of the State of Missouri. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 
Resolved, Tha: the Secretary be directed to request the House of 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1006 ) entitled “An act gran ~ 
an increase of pension to Margaret M. Badger.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret M. Badger; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 


EXTENSION OF METROPOLITAN RAILROAD. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill H. R. 8665. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is reported by substi- 
a - ask for the reading of the substitute instead of the origi- 
nal bi 


~~ ame pam Without objection, the substitute will be re- 
ported. 

There was no objection. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


A bill (EL R. 8665) authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street. 
it enacted, etc., 7 the Stvcetien Railroad pan a of the District 
of Osimonbae be, and the same is here by, authorized an uired to oxtend 
by double tracks the lines of its ~ > aa fe electric c railroad from its pres- 
= terminus at the intersection of Eighteen and Columbia road east- 
y along Columbia road to the present Sixteenth s street NW., thence north 
= Sixteenth street to Park street: , That no cars shall be 
aera in the strects after the idles: of et years from the passage of 
act. 

Suc. 2. That before such ain shall be constructed Columbia road and 
the present Sixteenth street shall be widened to the width of 100 feet along 
the of the said railway as extended by the ueeeenens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the said Commissioners shall institute proceedings for 

the condem of so much land as may be requived dor Che andl widenine 
which shall be instituted in Ene supreme court of the District + ot 
Col under and in accordance with the provisions of sections 257 to 267, 
vised Statutes of the: United States to the 
That the said Commissioners are authorized 
of the railroad 


and empowered to locate the lines r of said compen within the 
area so to be acquired provided further, T operation 
of tan Railroad within the Caniiol er shall be 


the oe bs 
the lines of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany herein provided for shall be completed and put in operation within one 
year from the date of the with the said highways as herein provided, and 
said company shall deposit with collector of taxes of 
lumbia such sums as are necessar per Oe cost 7 of said work. 
Szc. 4. That of the amount found 


i 


parcels of groun on ose portions o 
Columbia road and Sixteenth street . that are to be weeeese, § - extend 
ing eh a depth of 250 feet, measured on each side from ee ae 

ys i ; and in case the jury should a that 
a 5 at eel ce oe a exceed the benefits =. 
the same by reason of the widenin said street, then this proceeding all 
fail a this act shall be null and void: . That if the use of aparsonly 
fa or parcel of shall be condemned, the juryin deguemining 
its shall not take into consideration an y benefits may accrue to 
the remainder thereof from the of | aaid streets, but such benefits 
—= 5 Se crtione in determining what assessments shall be made on or 
nst such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as here- 
inbefore provided. 

Sec. 5. That when confirmed by said court the assessments on lands as 
aforesaid shall severally be a — on the land assessed, and shall be collected 

as special improvement taxes in the District of Columbia, and shall be pay- 
able in four Sonat annual installments with interest at the rate of 4 per cent 
oe until paid: Provided, That payment of sum or sumsof money 
adjudged to be due and pa for lands taken under the provisions of this 
act shall be made by the T urer of the United States, ex-officio commis- 
sioner of the einiing fund of the District of Columbia, upon the warrant of 
a Me oe ott age! the a a - = y 

sufficient sum su ,seeeeen and awards is hereby a ria 
out of the aa mes of the ct. _— 

Sec. 6. That no appeal b ony ie interested party from the decision of the 
supreme —_ of the ct of Columbia confirm: the assessment or as- 
sessments for beaeite-an or damages provided 
ceedings at law or in equity raed such party against the confirma’ of such 
assessment or —. shall delay or or prevent the payment of the award 
to others in to th “teen emned nor the wide - —_ 
streets: Provided, however, That upon the final determination of 
or other proceeding at law or in oqutier the amount found to be due me — 
able as damages sustained by reason of the widening of the streets under tho 
provisions hereof shal! be paid as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec. 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agrecing to the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HEN Se C. SMITH, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer amend- 
—_ to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his amendments, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Tn lines 2 and 8, in section 2, il, strike out the words “along the lines 


of the said railway as extended” and substitute therefor the follow ing: 
“Said widening to be wholly from the lands on the westerly side thereof.” 
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Also the following amendment: , 

After the word widening, in line 6, section 2, page 11, add the words fol 
lowing: “ From the westerly side thereof, as aforesaid.” 

Also the following amendment: 

In line 4, section 4, page 3, strike out the word “of,” after the word “ that,” 
and in lines 7 to 14 inclusive, page 3, section 4, erase the words following: 

“ Not less than one half thereof shall be assessed by said jury in said pro 
ceedings against all those pieces and parcels of ground situated and lying on 
each side of those portions of said Columbia road and Sixteenth street NW 
that are to be widened and extending toa depth of 250 feet, measured on each 
side from the building line of the said highways as widened, and the re 

inder.”’ 
iin. in line 15, said section, strike out the words “as special assessments 
are collected.” 

Also the following amendment: 

In lines 17 to 22, inclusive, section 5, page 3, the following words be erased: 

“The assessments on lands as aforesaid shall severally be a lien upon the 
lands as assessed, and shall be collected as special improvement taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and shall be payable in five equal installments, with in- 
terest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum until paid: Provided, That.” 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman’s amendmentsare outof order 
as an amendment to the amendment that has been agreed to, and 
the question is upon the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the noes 
appeared to have if. 

fr. BABCOCK.,. Division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes, 44; noes, 42. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Thirty gentlemen have 
arisen—not a sufficient number; tellers are refused; and the bill 
is passed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move to reconsider. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Iraise the point of no quorum, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. BABCOCK, The gentleman is too late. 

The SPEAKER. That point can not be made after the demand 
for tellers. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin any further busi- 
ness? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Nothing further, Mr. Speaker. I move to 
reconsider. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 


EXTENDING TERM OF PATENT NO, 287230. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 move to suspend the rules 
and pass the following bill: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5711) extending the term of patent No. 287230. 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the term for which letters patent No. 287230 here- 
tofore, to wit, on the 23d day of October, 1883, were granted to James H. 
Burnam, of Fayetteville, Tenn., for two-room heating fireback and frame be, 
and said term is hereby, extended to and for the full term of ten years from 
the 22d day of October, A. D. 1900; the said James H. Burnam to have and 
enjoy all the rightsand privileges under and in virtue of the extension herein 
and hereby granted that he would or could have enjoyed had said letters 
patent been originally and by authority of the United States granted for the 

ull term covered by and embraced in thisextension: Provided, however, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed or operate to affect the rights of 


| fession. [Laughter. | 


ately or immediately from the said James H. Burnam, or hisassigns, the right | 


or privilege to use said invention, but said right and —y,~ so acquired by | 
J 


such person or persons as aforesaid shall not be affected 
tained in this act. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask unanimous consent that a second 
be considered as ordered. 


y¥ anything con- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- | 


mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe thereis a quorum, 
and I certainly will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, and a second is con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman does not want to 
make on engrnation of his bill, I want to say something con- 
cerning it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will explain it with a great deal of 
pleasure. I thought you were all ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill merely extends the letters patent of a 
fireback, a grate. A gentleman, one of my constituents, living 
down in Tennessee, invented a patent back for warming two rooms 
with one fire. He was a poor man, and made a contract with a 
Chattanooga manufacturer. It was a very unwise and improvi- 
dent contract. That manufacturer, after getting his contract, 
sat down and never manufactured a grate, and yet held to the 


| up this valuable invention for seventeen years. 


| 
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contract. The seventeen years will expire in October, and this 
simply extends this man’s letters patent ten years. It is nota 
monopoly, Mr. Speaker. It is not a case where a man has made 
money and is seeking to make more. There has never been « 

of his grates sold, 

Mr. CANNON, Does the gentleman think they will be sold in 
great quantities? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know about that, The gentle 
man who invented it thinks it is a good patent. 

Mr. CANNON. Because I want to suggest to the gentleman 
that if this is to heat two rooms with one fire it is not in the in- 
terest of the men who mine the coal. Would it not be a big loss 
to the coal miners? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is in the interest of the poor people 
who have got to heat their rooms, which is of more importance 
than the interests of those who have coal to sell, as there are so 
many more of them. I hope there will be no objection to this bill 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether thoss 
people who bought the patent have been manufacturing grates 
during seventeen years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think not; I do not think that they 
manufactured any. 

Mr. PAYNE, Was it not used as a cover for the manufacture 
of grates? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I think not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Have you any idea of the nature of the contract 
this poor inventor made? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was acontract by which this concern 
had the exclusive right to manufacture and sell these patent backs 
or grates, and a right which he declined to use and did not use. 
He did not manufacture any grates. The patenteesought to have 
his contract modified or canceled, so as to permit him to make a 
contract with other persons, but he could notdo so under his con- 
tract, and therefore he has never had an opportunity to manufac- 
ture a single one. 

Mr. PAYNE. He must have got some consideration in some 
Way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He would have got a consideration or a 
royalty if they had manufactured, but there were none manufac- 
tured, and therefore he did not get any royalty. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, this would be a very hard case on this man to refuse him 
the right to have his patent extended for ten years. Nobody can 
be injured by it, it seems to me, and it will enable him to make a 
poor living possibly in his old age. I know him personally and 
have known hima good many years. He is aman without estate, 
and is not himself a manufacturer. He belongs to the legal pro 
I hope there will be no objection to the 
bill. TIreserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think any legislation extending 
the terms of a patent, under any circumstances, is vicious legis- 
lation and sets a bad precedent for Congress to follow. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is very liberal in these matters; if 
grants a man who makes a valuable invention seventeen years ex 
clusive right to his invention. 

Now, it is not the province of the Government to add to that 
and endow a man with brains enough to make a contract, if he 


| has a valuable patent, to take care of his patent, not even when 
any person who may have, prior to the passage of this act, acquired medi- | 


heisalawyer. [Laughter.] The Government is not called npon 
to do that. They leave it to himself. They exclude everybody 
else from using it for seventeen years. They have excluded the 
country from this valuable patent which enables a person with 
one fire to heat two rooms. 

Now, I think the people of this country ought to have the benefit 
of this patent after waiting seventeen years, because it not only 
gives this monopoly to this man, but it prevents anybody else 
going into the field of invention and getting a patent on an idea 
of this kind. The public is excluded from it. Pris man has tied 
It is claimed that 
he got no consideration for it. If he did not, he ought to have 
been lawyer enough to have broken the contract. The courts 
were open to him; the whole field was open to him. We have no 
knowledge but what this extension of ten years will belong to the 
same hard-hearted men who have made the contract where they 
overreached the sharp lawyer from Tennessee and in making the 
contract have gotten this valuable invention away from him. 

The public has no assurance but that it will be tied up ten years 
longer, and a long-suffering people will have to pay coal bills for 
having a fire in each room, whereas this patent, if they were able 
to get hold of it, would enable them to heat two rooms with one 
fire. Unless the gentleman from Tennessee succeeds in extending 
this trust and monopoly for ten years ths people of this country 
will have the benefit of this patent and will be able to heat two 
rooms with one scuttle of coal at the same time. The people 
ought to haveit. Besides that, there are other patentees knock- 
ing at the door of Congress, men who have had only one year, men 
who have had litigation, and people who have had other troubles, 
and people having difficulty in taking care of their property. 
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They all seek relief. 
better to say by law that every man who has had a patent and 
enjoyed it seventeen years, and did not succeed in getting over five 
hundred or a thousand dollars out of it—his patent should be ex- 
tended ten years longer and let him try the experiment and see 
if he can not get something out of it. 

If a man has had a patent for seventeen years, I can see no excuse 
for allowing it to beextended. When the seventeen-year law was 
first enacted, it was with the idea that the patent was not to be ex- 
tended. Theoldlaw gavethem ten ortwelve years—I donotexactly 
remember thenumber—and at the end of that time, if it was a valu- 
able patent, it might be extended to make it seventeen years. 
When Congress passed this law it was with the understanding that 
seventeen years was to be the limit; and if a man had that as the 
price of his labor and invention, it was thought to be sufficient in 
this great country with 70,000,000 people to use a valuable inven- 
tion. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that this motion will not prevail. 

Mr. CORLISS. r. Speaker, in addition to the objections 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] I want to 
state, as a member of the Committee on Patents, that never in the 
history of our country since the law was enacted extending to the 
inventor an exclusive right for seventeen years has a patent been 
extended by an act of Congress; and in my judgment this should 
never be done. 

There are, Mr. Speaker, a great many just such measures pend- 
ing before this House, some of them unfortunately reported favor- 
ably, and waiting on the Calendar for a precedent that will justify 
the members having such measures in charge in asking of this 
House their consideration, If we grant this one application, we 
will have urged upon us not only the bills of like character al- 
ready favorably reported, but Congress will be flooded with just 
such applications for all time in the future. Iconcur in the view 
of the gentleman from New York that this measure should be 
defeated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want only to say in reply 
that each one of these cases ought to stand on its own merits and 
its own facts. If itis right and proper to extend this particular 
patent, the general argument which may be made against exten- 
sions of patents ought not to be applied. 

Mr. CORLISS. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CORLISS. As I understand, the reason urged in the pres- 
ent case for an extension of the patent is that this party madea 
bad contract. Now, that is similar to the plea set up in all the 
other cases pending before the committee. If you extend this 
patent, it may as well be understood that Congress is to be the 
guardian to os parties thus situated and insure their receiv- 
ing the benefit of their patents. 

r. RICHARDSON. There will not be any such general de- 
mand as that. Congress has not been annoyed in any very large 
degree by applications of this kind. Here is a case which I think 
ought to stand on its own merits, and upon the particular facts 
of thecase. There may bea general objection to the extension 
of patents. Where a patentee has succeeded in getting his pat- 
ented article on the market, and has already rea’ the benefit of 
his genius, his inventive talent—where he already been com- 
pensated in some degree, if not fully—there may be strong consid- 
erations against any extension. But in this case there has never 
been one of the patented articles sold. The inventor has not 
grown rich outof hisinvention. Heimprovidently made this con- 
tract with a manufacturer who refused to proceed with the manu- 
facture, and thus denied the patentee the benefit of his invention. 
Now, unless Congress extends the patent the inventor will be de- 
nied the advantage that he ought to have from his invention. 

I do not think there can possibly be any such danger as has been 
suggested by my friend from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss]. There 
will not be general applications for the extension of patents; and 
if any such application be made in a particular case, that case 
ought to be tried on its merits and upon its special facts; it ought 
not to be ruled out upon any general prejudice against extension 
of patents. I hope very much that we may have a favorable vote 
upon this measure; and inasmuch as this is the first time I have 
ever asked the House to authorize the extension of a patent, and 
inasmuch as I never expect to ask it again [laughter], the House 
will not be annoyed by any claim on my part of a precedent which 
may be set up by this case. I hope my friend from New York 
. PAYNE] will withhold his opposition and let the House pass 

he bill, as I believe it wishes to do. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules), The —_ appear to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 78, noes 17. 

So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the motion to suspend 
the rules was agreed to, and the bill was passed. 

HENRY BIEDERBICK AND OTHERS. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 


bill (S. 1988) to place Henry Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, 


If you are going into this thing, it would be | Francis Long, and Maurice Connell on the retired list of enlisted 


men of the Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
cause Henry Biederbick, Julius R. Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice 
Connell, survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition, to be enlisted as 
first-class sergeants of the Signal Corps of the Army and to place them on the 
retired list of the Army, with the pay and allowances, from and after the 
passage of this act, of first-class sergeants of the Signal Corps who have been 
retired after continuous active service of fifteen years. ; 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I demand a second. 

Mr, OVERSTREET. Iask unanimous consent that a second 
=a be considered as ordered. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I object. 
, Mr, OVERSTREET and Mr. BaILEy of Texas were appointed tel- 
ers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 42. 

The SPEAKER, On this question the ayes are 41, the noes 42, 
The House declines to second the motion to suspend the rules, 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER, 


Mr. GRIGGS. I move to suspend the rules and pass, with the 
amendments of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
the bill (H. R. 10308) to give certain publications the privileges 
of second-class mail matter, as to admission to the mails. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all periodical publications issued from a known 
place of pubtiontion at stated intervals as frequently as four times a year 
xy State boards of health, State boards of agriculture, and State experi- 
mental and scientific stations shall be admitted to the mails as second-class 
mail matter: Provided, That such matter shall be published only for the pur- 
pose of furthering the objects of such State boards and stations: And pro- 
aoe Ly cw ah That such publications shall not contain any advertising matter 
of any kind. 


Theamendmentsreported by the committee were read, as follows: 


arent the title by striking out the word “ give” and inserting the words 
“extend to.” 

In line 5 strike out the words “State boards of health;"’ and after the word 
“boards,”’ following the word “State,” add the word “ departments,”’ so as 
to read * by State departments of agriculture.” 

. n line 6 strike out the words “and State experimental and scientific 
stations.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “ State boards and stations” and insert the 
word **departments.” 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Iask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, it is _ for me to say in the 
beginning that the bill under consideration was drawn by my 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. KitcHin]. Some time since I 
introduced a bill extending the franking privilege to State depart- 
ments of agriculture, which idea was considered by the committee 
as not feasible at this time. At the suggestion and request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin], I then introduced 
this bill, which is unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. do not know that I can more 
clearly explain the bill than by reading to the House the report of 
the committee, which, as I have just stated, is unanimous: 


The legislation proposed by this bill is the extension of the pound-rate 
rivileges of the mails now accorded to newspapers and periodicals to the 
= partments of agriculture of the various States. 
n many, if not in all, of the States the departments of agriculture, by 
whatever name called, e a practice of issuing monthly, bimonthly, or 
uarterly publications, in the nature of helps to the farmers. They are 
fiilea with advice to the agricultural) classes on practical lines by experts 
employed by the States for that purpose, and properly circulated would 
undoubtedly be of incalculable benefit to the farmers of America. The cost 
of distributing these bulletins now is probably more than the cost of publi- 
cation, if forwarded through the mails, costing from 1 to 2 cents a copy, 
whereas if sent through the express companies the distribution must be in- 
trusted to some person in every community, who, having no interest in the 
same and feeling no responsibility, sometimes distributes them and often 
does not. The first is too expensive; the last is too uncertain. Under this 
bill the departments of agriculture can use the mails just as the newspapers 
use them, and can in that way reach all the farmers of the State easily, cer- 
tainly, and promptly. 

If objection should be made to the poanage of the bill on account of pecu- 
niary loss to the Government in handling same, we would suggest: 

First. Very few of these reports will ever go beyond the limits of the State 
wherein they are published, and therefore the haul would be a short one, 
averaging probably not more than 50 miles, or even less. 

Second. The diffusion of education and the spread of intelligeuce among 
the people has in all times been considered one of the highest objects of gov- 
ernment, and this bill but seeks to render it easy for the States to give needed 
aid on this line to the farmers. An educated and intelligent agricultural 


I demand a second on the 


class means a prosperous, happy, and free —:-. and your committee believe 
as as bill will greatly conduce to this end ‘“aconsummation devoutly to 
Ww Hod 


fAgeromee. 
do not believe now that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] will further oppose the bill. At least, I hope he 
will not. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Is it understood that the pro- 
visions of this bill are confined to the publications of State de- 
partments of agriculture? ; 
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Mr. GRIGGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
vate institutions? 

Mr. GRIGGS. No; the bill applies exclusively to State de- 
partments of agriculture, and the bulletins or other publications 
of such department, issued at least four times a year from a known 
office of publication. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does this have the approval of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. GRIGGS. It has. It was reported to the House by the 
committee unanimously. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. While I dislike very much to 
see the privileges of the pound rate extended at all, yet if they 
are to be extended, apparently this is a case where they should be 
extended. I have no doubt that the publications that will be is- 
sued under this bill deserve the exceptional privileges of the second- 
class rate very much more than the great body of matter that goes 
through the mails now at that rate; and while, as I say, I dislike 
to see that exceptional privilege extended at all, I shail make no 
further o = to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina |Mr, SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to extend 
to publications of State departments of agriculture the privileges 
of second-class mail matter. The promoters of this bill contend 
that the publications should have the privileges of pound rates 
similar to periodicals and newspapers. I have made no conten- 
tion against the adoption of this bill, but, upon thecontrary, I am 
heartily in favor of conferring this advantage upon the agricul- 
tural interests. 

The various State departments of agriculture are accomplish- 
ing much benefit, resulting in the dissemination of valuable in- 
formation which enables the farmers to adopt improved methods 
in the prosecution of their work. Any aid, therefore, which the 
Government can render by cheapening the distribution of docu- 
ments and bulletins published by State departments of agricul- 
ture is well deserved and should be encouraged. 

I have been of the opinion, however, that the privilege conferred 
by this bill could well be extended. I think that official publica- 
tions of State geological surveys and mining bureaus should also 
be accorded the privilege of second-class mail matter. With the 
object of so securing the amendment to this bill I went before 
the House Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and found 
the committee favorably inclined to consider the amendment; 
but the friends of the measure were of the opinion that if the 
bill should be so amended and presented to the House such an 
amendment would jeopardize its passage. Not desiring to place 
any obstacles in the way of legislation intended to benefit our 
agricultural interests, I abandoned the proposed amendment for 
the present time. 

However, as the proposition to submit official publications of 
State geological surveys and mining bureaus to the mails as 
second-class matter will at some future day be pressed upon the 
consideration of this House, I desire to submit some observations 
and statistics bearing upon the quantity and value of the mineral 
products in the United States. There has been an increase in the 
value of the annual mineral products of the United States from 
$400,000,000 in 1883 and $650,000,000 in 1896 to nearly $1,000,000,000 
in 1899, 

This increase in our mineral products from year to year has 
been accompanied by geological work both by Federal and State 
geological surveys, and as the products have increased such re- 
sults have increased the demand for work by both of these agencies. 
In the meanwhile the current appropriation for the Government 
Survey is but little larger than it was ten years ago and less than 
it was in 1897-98, As affording an interesting exposmon of the 


It does not include any pri- 


increase of mineral products from year to year I shall append to | 


my remarks a table which has been compiled by the United States 
Geological Survey, giving the quantity and the value of the sev- 
eral mineral products of the United States for the years 1889 to 
1898, inclusive. 

There was during the year 1899 a most gratifying increase in 
the production of coal in the United States, and the increased 
value of this _— during that year was even more gratifying. 
I am enabled, by the courtesy of the United States Geological 
Survey, to submit some figures bearing upon the increased pro- 
duction and valuation of coal during 1899. 

According to returns, representing between 80 and 90 per cent 
of the total tonnage, the production of coal in the United States 














in 1899 is estimated by Kdward W. Parker, statistician of the | 
United States Geological Survey, to have amounted to 230,838,97% | 


long tons, equivalent to 258,539,650 short tons. Ascompared with 
the production in 1898, when the product amounted to 196,405,953 
long tons, or 219,974,667 short tons, this indicates an increase of 
over 34.000,000 long tons (about 38,500,000 short tons), or 17.5 per 
cent. The estimates are based upon a compilation of the reports 


| $10 per ton. 
| crease of $51,000,000 in the value of the coal product makes a total 
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received from mines producing over 80 per cent of the tonnage in 
1898, and calculating a proportionate increase for the delinquent 
mines. 

These figures exceed by 15,000,000 short tons the outside esti- 
mates heretofore made on the coal tonnage for 1899. The produc- 
tion of 220,000,000 short tons in 1898 was nearly 20,000,000 in excess 
of that in 1897, and both of these years were banner years in the 
industry. It is not impossible that the figures for 1899, as esti- 
mated, may be somewhat reduced by later and more complete re- 
turns, and in fact this may be predicted as probable; but even a 
reduction of 5,000,000 tons would not amount to 2 per cent of 
error in the total. The total value of this enormous product is 
estimated at $259,435,412, an increase of over $51,000,000, or prac- 
tically 20 per cent, over the value of the product in 1898. 

The part that anthracite coal played in this unprecedented pro- 
duction was an increase from 47,663,075 long tons, or 53,382,644 
short tons, in 1898, to 53,857,496 long tons, or 60,320,395 short tons, 
in 1899, with an increase in value from $75,414,537 to $88,123,493, 
a gain of nearly $13,000,000. Bituminous production (including 
semianthracite, semibituminous, cannel, block, and lignite coals) 
shows an increase of over 31,600,000 short tons and a gain of 
nearly $39,000,000 in value. There were only three States that 
did not participate in the general increase. These were Arkansas, 
Georgia, and Idaho. In the former the production was cut down 
by strikes, which kept some of the largest mines idle a good part 
of the year, the decrease in Georgia was very small, and the 
entire product of Idaho has no effect on the total, 

Another interesting and unusual feature of coal production in 
1899 was the fact that there was an advance in prices, the first 
instance of the kind in ten years. 

The production of coal in 1898 and the estimated output fos 
1899 are shown in the following table: 


Coal product of the United States in 1898 and 1399, by States. 





































1898, 1800 
Btate. Total pro- | Total | Total pro Total 
| duction. | value. duction. value. 
—_— citations | ; ce 
| Short tons. Short tons 
Alabama ..........22--.00+-- | 6,535, 283 4, 932, 776 7,234,558 | $7,971,366 
ee | 4,205,479 | 1,238,778 911,342 1.015. 708 
California and Alaska ....... 160, 288 | 405, 915 | 160, 335 | 128, 203 
SID iri caruciduaves ones | 4,076,347 | 4,686,081 | 5,425,618 | 6,115,336 
Georgia and North Carolina 255, O82 212, 537 | 260, 008 | 268, 300 
Ev ccansnvoes eeceeneoes niall 1,039 2, 675 | 20 | 100 
Ti Dcccaihbetedeucesseeceve! Benen 14, 567, 508 445 18, 408, 470 
re 4,920, 743 3, 904, § 520,826 | 5,884,514 
Indian Territory 1, 381, 466 1, 7,100] = 2,302,337 
il a annie . 4, 618, 842 fi 415, 480 | 
DT < ccondbe Gadaouene sedate 8, 406, 555 s 197 | 
GONE cacccenccccessecsees 3, 887, 908 375 
OS SS seen 4, 674,8 368 
Michigan ...... tie eine aeons 315, 722 OS4 
int pamenean ammenities | 2,688,221 46 
Nic ivncns dtgenatacewas | 1, 479, 803 300) 
New Mexico .......... aint O02, 288 668 
TROTCR DRROCR co cece cece cccese | &3, 895 920 
0 Ee | 14,516, 867 RRO 
CIPO 5 cocqreccteucoasnescees 58, 184 202 
Pennsylvania .......-...... ..| 65, 165, 133 vt | 
Ss deine enaedeeben 8, 022, 806 160) 
RID. wcucecvescensasccsaccese] 686, 75 iOS 
SP castiibenewadauseies wanes | hs 
0 | 627 
Washington. ..... ) 
West Virginia a 
ere 733 
Total bituminous ...... 255 | 171,811,919 
Pennsylvania anthracite -. 60, 329,305 | 88, 123, 493 


‘ 

Grand total ............) 219,974, 667 | 208,000, 850 | 
The production and consumption of coal is so closely associated 
with that of pig iron and of manufactured iron and steel that it is 
worth while to note what effect the record for 189 made by these 
commodities will have upon the total mineral production for 1899. 
The production of pig iron in 1899 was 13,700,000 long tons, against 
11,773,934 long tonsin 1898. The average price for pig iron in 1899 
was about $18 per ton, making the total value about $216,600,000, 
against $116,557,000 in 1898, when the average price was less than 
This makes an increase of $130,000,000, and the in- 


258, 530,650 | 250,435,412 


increase of $181,000,000, which, without any increase in the other 
mineral productions, would make the total value of the mineral 
products in 1899 about $860,000,000, 

This increase in the development of the mineral resources of the 
country during the past vear has very greatly increased the urgency 
and number of demands on the several surveys for topographic 


| and geologic maps and for reports covering many different portions 


of the country, the demands for information covering an increas- 
ingly great variety of mineral products and for special investiga- 
tions in many new regions not yet surveyed. 

This development entails the investment of an enormous capital, 
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| 
and it becomes increasingly important that this work of the geo- | cific explorations or investigations which can not be finished by 
logical surveys in all their branches should be pushed forward | any given date; and yet the results should be published as soon 
more rapidly in order that the results obtained may serve asa as the work has been finished. 
guide to the most advantageous investment of this capital. Thus The sending out of these State reports as second-classmail, while 
in the Lake Superior country, perhaps the richest iron region of not thus appreciably affecting the postal service, will yet greatly 
the world, puemeely no recent large investments have been made | facilitate work of these State scientific bureaus, for the reason 
in iron property without first carefully consulting the published that in practically all cases the expense of mailing these reports 
reports of the United States Geological Survey, and in developing | is borne, not out of the General Treasury, bnt out of the appropri- 
these properties the companies are following the principles laid | ations for actual investigations, and to this extent limits both the 
down by the Survey. The course of investors in being guided by | investigations and the distribution of their results. 
the work and the resultsof the several geological surveys, thesame | It should be understood that a large — (one-third to four- 
being more freely followed each year in the great mining indus- | fifths) of all these scientific reports published by the several States 
tries of the country, in the irrigation plans, and in the measure- | are distributed among citizens of other and widely separated 
ment of streams, and in borings for artesian water supplies. | States and are of benefit to the nation as a whole. And having 
The main fault found with the geological work in the past is as their highest aim the public good, they are entitled to the most 
the slowness with which the work an and the delay in favorabie consideration by the Government and to the lowest 
furnishing and publishing the results of such work, including postal rate granted by the Government. 
the publication of topographic maps, and the a number of | These products which are taken out of the bowels of the earth 
— interested have manifested very considerable impatience. are a most important factor in our material progress, and they 
is slowness, due to ee appropriations, has to a consid- enter into the manifold forms of life among the people. They 
erable extent given rise to agitation in portions of the country | furnish the two money metals upon which our currency is based; 
for the establishment of a large bureau or cabinet department of | they furnish the fuel which warms our homes, which drives our 
mines in the hope that these large and important industries would | locomotives, and which sends the leviathans of the sea across 
then receive more adequate and prompt attention in appropria- | the pathless deep. There is scarcely a vocation adopted by the 
tions from Congress. breadwinners into which mineral products in some form are not 
Fully two-thirds of the States have appropriated considerable | a necessity in daily use. The wonderful material progress of the 
sums for investigations somewhat similar to those carried on by | United States and the capacity of our people for creating wealth 
the Government and with these same general purposes in view, | would cease if deprived fez one year of the products of the earth. 
but the distribution through the mails of the State reports em- Not only are these products necessary for our existence in the 
bodying the results of these investigations is so —— as to | piping times of peace, but *hey are even more essential in times 
seriously limit the extent of the benefits that should result from | of war. They enter into the construction of our great battle shi 
them. Many of these benefits should and would be national in | and swift cruisers, and witheut them not a gun could be fired in 
their extent if their distribution were made easier. At the present | defense of the fag. Without these products the world would be 
postal rate it is found cheaper to distribute many of these State relegated back to the ways of barbarism, and civilization would 
reports through the express companies. _ be lacking its most useful factor. The a of the iron and 
he investigations by these State surveys include a wide range | steel industries is to-day regarded as the index in a large degree 
of subjects, such as drinking-water supplies, water powers, min- | of the prosperity of the country, because when these two great 
eral deposits, forests, and general natural-history resources, and | products are in ready demand the indications point to a general 
they thus interest and should reach large, varied, and widely | degree of prosperity. 
distributed classes of citizens. Therefore the Government should extend every aid inits power 
These reports are not sold by the States for public or private | to increase the products of our mines and to foster science in 
gain; most of them are for free distribution. ey do not ad- | adopting new remedies for the utilization of the raw products. 
vertise the property of specific individuals. Their purpose is the | Accordingly the United States Geological Survey is accomplish- 
same as that of similar publications by the General Government, | ing much good work: yet it is freely admitted that the similar 
viz, the judicious development of the country’s material resourees. | work performed by the States has been a most efficient local aid 
These reports are usually of small size and of limited number; | in the work of the central bureau and in the development of our 
and their aggregate weight (including all the States, during one | mineral products. Let us hope that when our postal laws are re- 
year) woul rdly equal that of one or two private publications | vised, when the inequalities which are now said to exist in the 
(such as the large er almanacs), and hence this addition | postal laws are eliminated, and the cheap pound rate is —— to 
to the second-class mail matter would not be felt by the United | other deserving objects, that proper encouragement will be given 
States postal service. to the State geological surveys and mining bureaus by admittin 
These reports can not be published at regular stated intervals, | their official publications to transportation in the mails at second- 
for the reason that each such report embraces the results of spe- ' class rates. 
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Mineral products of the United States—Calendar years 1889 to 1898. 
























1889.1 Is, 1891. 1892. | 1893. 
Products. Se ny pater iere 
Quantity. | Value. | Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value. | Quantity. | Quantity.| Value. 
METALLIC. 
rig iron (spot value *)_...long tons *_. 608,642 ($120, 000, 000 $131, 161,089 | 47, 124, 502 | $84, 810, 426 
ver, coining value *....troy ounces..| 51,354,851 | 66,396,988 | 82,099, 150 | 60,000,000 | “77, 575, 757 


Gold, coining value * -... 


incetedeiahe al 33, 000, 000 
Copper, value at New York City,’ 


1, 739,081 | 86,950,000 














TN NEE ER 28, 907, 800 /286, 116, 133 ’ , 971, 5 82, 054, 601 
Lead, value at New York City, short 
ST atten oa: amen teammate 13, 704, 235 | 11, 839, 590 
Zine, value at New York City, short 
I ei cline heidi ten adn tai 5, 791, S24 6, 308, 560 
Quicksilver, value at San Francisco, 
SE” cndnhibecninticeided teeies ated 1, 190, 500 1, 108, 527 
Aluminum, value at Pittsburg, 
I nin Aiea nail tak ae baal 07, 335 266, 903 
Antimony, value at San Francisco, 
STEED, dcipdintapns abteie Seibkbimeniaied 28, 000 45, 000 
Nickel, value at Philadelphia, 
TD peteenubiuitinaiamnsiapaieatned 151, 508 223, 488 92, 26: 22,197 
AEN OE pounds. ene, CON lieecsbenniil 125, 25, 058 . ; 
Platinum, value (crude) at San - 
C8800, CHS CUMGE omen cc cce sens cee 2,000 517 
Total value of metallic products.|............| 267 a, G8 | 249, 981, 866 
NONMETALLIC (SPOT VALUES ®). 
Bituminous coal '* ._......short tons... 94, 504, 745 420, 801 122, 751, 618 
Pennsylvania anthracite.._long tons. 65, 870, 514 883, 772 85, 687, 078 
RL OMELET ALES BRR ETE 42, 808, 706 000, 000 88, 885, 573 
Petroleum... .- barrels '* 26, 963, 340 265, 105 28, 932, 326 
IE ietnint van cceteminnemniesheatntinaiianmeds ae 742, 725 14, 348, 250 
DEAREST CE. SINR Ti aE. 8, 000, 000 500, 000 9, 000, 000 
Clay (all other than brick) long tons. . . 635, 578 756, 000 900, 000 
COMORES... cis ecsccun scatman as 5,000, 000 000, 060 6, 262, 841 
Mineral waters..........gallons sold... 1, 748, 458 600, 750 {ot 
Phosphate rock ............ long tons... 2, 937, 776 213, 795 4, 136, 


ie 








a mo 




























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mineral products of the United States 





























Calendar years 


1889 to 1898 





Continued. 





1892, 


Quantity 


Sta) 


72,114 | 


7, 
25, 250 
000 
1, 704 
225 
87, G80 


3, 908 


1,500 
7, 360 
1, 004 
14 
100 
60, 000 


Quantity 


+9, 652, 
53, 860, 


oo 
000 
Why 


274 


}, 648 
4,000, 000 
11756 


> oF 
23, 70% 


None 


1) 


147, 608, 985 
46,974,714 


OO, 475, 516 


B12 |... 


| 10, 989, 4638 
238, 255, 911 
gee 
Mb . 973 202 
4, 247, 688 
2), O00 
oR" OR? 
16, 000, 000 
6,913 


009° 
5 





1889. 1890. 1391 
Products. —— en - 
| Quantity. Value. Quantity, Value. Quantity Value. 
NONMETALLIC —* ALUES)—con- | | | 
tinue | | 
MS aah ana .--- barrels? 8, 005, 565 $4,195,412 | 8,776,991 | $4,752,286 | 9,987,945 | $4,716,121 
Limestone for iron mee ee | So 3,1 159,000 | 5,521,622 | 2,760,811 | 5,000,000 2,300, 000 
WIGS... ccceva--- cocces short tons. 6,970 | Se iinet s museums 1, 600, 000 | 23.700 | 3, 600, 000 | 
Riiembcatceds: o<accvontese --do.....| 267, 769 | 3] = 182,095 | 574,523 | 208, 126 | 628. 051 | 
NE tlle Risiwaccasicnwetn pounds ..| 8,000,000 500,000 | 9,500, 000 617, 500 | 13,380,000 | 869, 700 | 
Mineral paints......-.--- short tons *'. - 34, B07 | 483, 766 | 47, 78 681, 992 49, 652 } 678, 478 | 
IID datas <n cunewemesen « dee - Scenes cement | 450, 000 |... 476, 118 
Fibrous talc ...............Short tons..| 23, 746 | 244,170 | 41, 354 359, 196 | 53, 054 | 193, 068 
Asphaltum ....---.------ -.--.--- do....| il, 7a | 171, 87 40, 841 | = 416 45,054 | 242, 204 
Soupstone......-- es do.| —-12°715 231'708 | —-:13, 670 252) 300 | 16,514 243,981 | 
Precious stones . - S easiei-aaieiiall 188,807 |............| 118, 838 |. cannatines : 
Pyrite .....--. -..-..10ng tons 93, 705 | 202,119 09, 854 | 273, 745 106, 586 
Corundum andemery ....short tons__| 2,245 105, 565 1,970 80, 805 2 265 | 
Oilstones, WB. 20---. ---------- penne | §, 982, 000 32, 980 ee ae 69,908 | 1,375,000 | 150, 000 
Garnet for abrasive purposes, short | | 
| 
ee a ee a | . . 
AES ee pounds._!} 40, 500 50, 000 | 60, 000 75, 000 75, 000 100, G00 
Barytes (crude)........... short tons-.| 19; 161 | 106, 313 | 21,911 88, 505 31 O89 118, 363 
SD laa wen 6 pounds. 418, 891 | 2h, O87 387, 847 104, 719 343, 000 4, 880 
Finorspar ...............-.Short tons 9/500 | 45, 835 8) 250 5, B28 | 10, 044 | 78. 330 
Feldspar-..................-long tons 6,970 | 39, 870 8, 000 | £5, 200 | 10, 000 50, 000 
Manganese ore................-- i scdesn 24, 197 240, 559 25, 684 219, 050 | 23, 416 | 239, 129 | 
BME a -nnnnnn-o--e enon nomen do} 21,113 89, 730 13,000 | 57,400} 15,000} 60, 000 
IE eeruccencccownsenucsad pounds > __- Bu nwccnspecoes | (44 anaciansinaedl 13 De eile | 
a... Dad | ar faéa |... -| 2797, ‘al.’ | 110, 000 
Bauxite..............-....--long tons-__| n 2, 366 | 1, 844 | 6,012 | 3, 503 11,675 
——— _short tons... 1,150 7, 850 (8) a 1,200 39, 600 | 
J | See do....} ee a (15) ate “ | (13) Be | 
ahs erernsatsawideme 6 ae.... 139, 522 63, 956 153, 620 | 69, 880 | 135, 000 67,500 
Infusorial earth and tripoli-.... do.... 3, 466 238, 372 | 2, 582 50, 240 | on 21, 988 
Sy Eee ee Se | — scale 
NALS INE ETT MAH ental aiasing 23, 720 | td 16, 587 
Chromic iron ore..........- long tons... 2,000 30, 000 | 3, 599 53,985 | 1,372 4), BRO 
CR nwses cnccaccerene pounds 13,955 31, 092 6, 788 16, 291 7,200 18, 000 
pe ae short tons Cr < Mixed email (33) seeinlsiniing te salen 430 4,390 | 
Ms Hes bcccccccecntade do.... 30 1, 800 | 71 | 4, Hi) | 65 3, 960 
RU cite ene ---cow~so- -Qeunee...| 1, 000 | 3,000 | 400 1,000 300 800 
Ozocerite, refined............... do 50, 000 2, 500 | 350, 000 26,250 | 0, 000 7,000 
Total value of nonmetallic min- a 7 pies aie | 
eee I tak eenne Gata EE be wcececcesee | 812,776,508 |. . . R21, 707, 846 
Total value of metallic produc | Ree AE SEE Dinicncomeineon | 905, 786,670 |..........- B00, 232, 708 
Estimated value of mineral products | | 
I nono dinccnscinnninincieitnes — S| ES: | | dE Bivwiensasers 1, 000, 000 
— —7?_—EE — en 
I inssnnssisictresbinnidinen Et | 880,870,845 |.......-.... | 619, 512, 173 ; 623, 000, O44 
| 
1894. 1895. 18% 
Products. —_—___—_—__— —__—_——— 
| Quantity. | Value. Quantity. | | Value. Quantity Value. 
| | } 
METALLIC. | 
| | 
Pig iron (spot value*) .....long tons *..| 4 6,657,388 | $65,007,247 | 49,446,308 ($105,198, 550 | 48,623,127 | $90, 250,000 
Silver, coining value®...troy ounces..| 49,501,122 | 64,000,000 | 55,727,000 | 72,051,000 | 58,834, 800 | © 76, 069, 236 
Gold, coining value *.._.. troy ounces..| 1,910,816 | 39,500,000 | 2.254.760 | 46,610,000 | 21538,182 | 53) 08,000 
Cae ee ee eee ee 7 hort | 808 | 33,141,142 392,659,964 | 38,682,347 460,061,490 | 49, 456, 608 
sead, value at New York City, shor | 
Come... .caste 159, 381 9, 042, 254 170, 000 11, 220, 000 188, 000 10, 528, 000 
Zinc, value at New York City, short 
eee a cies cecitnmenl | 75, 328 5, 288, 026 89, 686 6, 278, 020 81,499 6,519, 920 
Quic erat, value at San Francisco, 
ae * ee : es peitientd 30, 416 934, 000 36, 104 1,337, 131 30,765 | 1,075,449 
anna value at ittsburg, 
pounds me Ts. tans eeaweneee 550, 000 316, 250 920, 000 464, 600 1, 300, 000 | 520, 000 
Antimony, value at San Francisco, | 
newt = = Pi ai 200 36, 000 | 11450 | 68, 000 11601 84, 200 
ickel, value a ii elphia, !2 | | | ’ 
prem. Pahibatennee si 9,616 | ane 10, 302 3, 091 17,170 4,464 
PR “pounds. .| NN hn incistatodin | None. a? os ieee None. | 
Platinum, value(crude) at San Fran | 
cisco, troy a a 100 | 600 | 10 | 900 163 O44 
Total value of metallic’products |... - | 218, 168, 788 |............| 281, 913, 689 287, 596, 906 
= ‘ 1 ae a a 
NONMETALIAC (SPOT VALUES?). | 
| 
Bitaminous coal ™ ........ short tons. ./118,820,405 | 107,653, 501 1135, 118,193 | 115,749,771 (137, 640,276 | 114,891,515 
Pennsylvania anthracite._long tons _.| 46,358, 144 78. 488. 063 61,785,122 | 82,019,272 | 48,523,287 | 81,748,651 
te cene  * t | ee 83, 319, 151 30, 142, 661 
Petroleum .................. barrels }¢__| 49,344,516 | 85,522,005 | 52,892,276 | 57,602,296 | 60,000,361 | 58,518, 700 
a —-—-- wnoe-| reser eeeees LD 1. 833 econ | 13,006,650 |......--- 13, 002 
ET Th no ecennn candlesttbmeesned RO aa DED Bacecenc ceca ¥, 000, 000 
Clay (all other thin brick). long tons..| 360, 000 "300, 600 |" "360,000 | "800,000 |" “RAO, 000 #00000 
ent eaeteatcrasireneens - arrels — J 218 0 te of f = | 6,482,254 | 9,513,473 6, 478, 218 
rs gallons solc Zi, r 3, 741, 846 | 21, , DAP 4,254,237 | 25,795,312 | 4,136, 1% 
Seaevnate rock long tons. 996,949 | 3,479,547 | 1,088,551 | 3,606, 094 | |“ 930,779 | 2,808, 372 | 
are OE Ct 7, 417 4,789,285 | 13,660,649 4,423,084 | 13,850,726 | 4,040,839 
Limestone for iron flux..__long tons. 7 698 550 1,849,275 | 5,247,949 2,623,974 | 4,120,102 | 2,060,000 
Zinc <a ictal eieaiticin’ short tons 218, 987 1, 399, 090 20,710 | 1,449,700 le 20,000 1, 400,000 | 
Gypsum...... ee a, hea | 259, 312 761,719 265, 508 807, 447 224/139 573, 344 | 
Borax ...... Rovdbsbchadbbipsoed pounds..| 14,680,130 974,445 | 11,918,000 595,900 | 15,508, 000 675, 400 
a a short tons 2". 41, 926 498, 0983 50, 695, 621, 552 is 48, 082 530, 455 
aa et eee nines 205, 768 hibalhvenitbeirinte 826, 826 
Fibrous tale.........._... short tons. 39,906 | 435, 060 39, 240 370,895 | 46, 089 | 399, 443 
Asphaltum............ eee do.... 60, 570 2353, 400 68, 163 348,281 | 80, 503 | 577, 563 
ta ccehkbn calc wkkoiccses do 23, 144 40/1, B25 21, 495 266, 49% 22,183 | 354, 06% 
Precious stones .........._...__. ao a J............. epee 97, 850 
Ciena n-- ano cone long tons. 105, 940 363, 1 99, 549 S22, 845 115, 488 | &20, 163 
rundum and emery." short toms. 1,495 908 2" 402 108, 258 2' 190 | 113,246 
ih 6 Saosin Keak ee |= SE Baocncnccece ad a ciiithalaintietaie 27, 098 
Guan for abrasive purposes, short , — | — 


1, 980 | 


21,923 | 


Value 


) 

3.20 ino 
2 a0 000 
605, 492 
woo oop 





100, uo) 


130,05 


(He  o02 
88, 000 
7h, 000 
129, 5a6 
30, 000 


~” 104, 000 
34, 185 
a. O40 


65, 000 
15,055 


23, 417 
25, 000) 
15, 738 
10,040 
6, 416 

B00 
8, 000 


339 
B07, 


958, R42 
716,: 





, 000, 000 


648, 675, 081 


307, 


Value 


$95, 122, 200 
, 


» 69, 687, 172 
57, 863, 000 
54. O80, 180 
14, 885, 728 
, O00 
3, 445 


OOO 


7, 825 


900 | 


BO, 108, 5 


0,655 | 





11,816, 772 | 








osi9 


>t 054, OOS 


3, O68, ORD 2, 574, 83 
24,050 1, 8M, 420 
VA Oo 606, O15 
* O80 000 G2. 425 
a. aA 5D AR 
M8, TRT 
yh, se 103, 436 
‘ 72, 233 
91 | on ty 
2 Ol 
Ga, aaa wii, 5 
1,718 14 
185.1035 
iw. 1 Be ee 
™ O70 RR Oh 
MA OOD 14, 520 
12. 400 84, 000 
Ls, BH) WH, ot 
7,718 66.614 
28, 671 108, S48 
130,000 7. OO 
843, 108 tk 
9,079 | 20, DN 
1,200) 1? (4K 
it 
75, 000 40.000 
» , 
» 16,05 
1,450 21,70 
8, 422 10, 846 
7 (4 7.00 
0 | 2, OU 
) 
} 
823, 318, 020 
. £0, O81, SHG 
1.000.000 
4 200 ‘ 
LSOR 
Quantity Valu 
| 
| 
111,775, 954 $116, 557,000 
4. 458.000 70. 384. 48 
118, 30 64, 463, 000 
526, 512. 08 61, 865. 276 
»> (ha) 16, 650. 000 
115,300 10, 385, G10 
31, 002 1, 188, 627 
| 5, 200, 000 1, 716, 000 
| 
111 12% Is4, OF 
13,411 1,004 
None 
| 
wr, 1.9 
#45, 400,055 
166,502,023 | 132,586,315 
47, 005, O75 7, 414, 537 
i, GOT, 204 
55, D4, 2 44.103, 050 
15, 206 3 
4000, 000 
‘ 1,000, 000 
12,111,208 9, 850, 501 
25, 808, 404 8,001, S33 
WK SAD 5, 455, 400 
; , 6, 212, it 
5, x10 638.000 
33, 000 y 810, 000 
291, 638 755, 280 
16, 000, 000 1. 120. 000 
55, 850 (4, BO 
a 180, 710 
D4, BO 411,439 
76, 337 675, 49 
22, 231 287,112 
‘ 1 oe 
193, 364 3, 801 
4,004 40, OOF 
180, 738 
| , 067 | 86, 850 
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NONMETALLIC (SPOT VALUES)—con- 




















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| Quantity. | Value. | Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value. | Quantity. Value. 


May 21, 


Mineral products of the United States—Calendar years 1889 to 1898—Continued. 





| 1896. | 1897. 1398, 





| 
Quantity. | Value. F 

















tinued. 

‘ ae ee 2 220 me oe f 22 $65,441 22.82. 676 ), 774 | 22129, 520 108, 534 
Blica.. } pounds... Powek ee es | $52, BBS .---2--- ee $55, 831 }...... 2 anna i 23) 750 23 740 "7 233,999 $ 27 564 
Barytes (crude)......-.--- short tons..} 23, 335 86, 983 21,529 68, 321 17, 068 46,513 26, 042 58, 205 31,306 108, 339 
Bromine ........ .-.. pounds. ‘| 379, 444 102, 450 517, 421 134, 343 546, 580 144, 501 487,149 129, 094 486, 079 126,614 
Fluorspar .. short tons 7,500 47,500 4,000 24,000 6,500 62,000 5, 062 37,159 7,675 63, 050 
Feldspar .... -long tons..| 17,200 98, 900 23, 200 133, 400 9,114 85, 200 11,175 43,100 12,000 82, 395 
DSSS GED. nccnovacinncntinad ee 6, 308 53, 635 9, £47 71, 769 10, 088 90, 927 11, 108 95, 505 15, 957 129, 185 
Flint ninaiait ena do... | 38, 000 145, 920 36, 800 117, 760 11, 124 24, 226 11, 952 26, 227 19, 130 42,670 
MENG 1. Lencncnccnnnmarsia pounds. 546, 855 36,193 | 1,573,000 137, 150 30,000 1, 500 44, 000 1,980 | — 250,776 13, 542 

26597, | on > e590 « 
ON ie sehnaecans do... 918,000 RT cies tances ge, 5a |{ **SB FS |} 48, 400{/2 Sot soe (pS, r7{)** #900, } 7%, 200 
OO long tons | 11, 066 35, 818 17,069 44, 000 18, 364 47, 338 20, 590 57,652 25, 149 75, 437 
Sulphur .......-. .- short tons...) 500 20, 000 1, 800 42,000 5, 260 87, 200 2,275 45, 590 1,200 82, 960 
i PTT. ..cesssémascukinbeien ae (*3) salina te iain hla 6, 900 41,400 9, 872 59, 360 17,113 112, 272 14, 860 106, 500 
Marls...... SEAS em 75, 000 40, 000 60, 000 30, 000 60, 000 30, 000 60, 000 380, 000 60, 000 30, 000 
Infusorial earth and tripoli.....do-.... 2, 584 11,718 4, 054 20,514 3, 846 26, 792 8, 833 22, 835 2, 733 16, 691 
IID os nostmeeane call Iti sisi dasiapinnees datictcouashdl enceietenela Gcnedidiniad i icdoints eee aptaibkie aeinirn at ieille idedteain teaeandaltnaedin é-theaieaia OS Dittdie aude 600 13, 200 
SS EO OS eS, ee ae AT he can wahinatd DME isitnane wma PEED Eninecadcvacad SRE Ne censs seacee 25, 934 
Chromic iron ore..........-. long tons. -! 3, 680 53, 231 1,740 16,795 | 786 6, 667 None. None. None. None. 
Oobait oxide.....ccc00<cee---- Pounds. .| 6, 768 10, 145 14, 458 20, 675 10, 700 15, 301 19, 520 81, 232 7,848 11,772 
REEL REEE short tons 1,440 10, 240 2,200 17,000 1,500 11,000 1,143 13, 671 1,263 19, 075 
PD nck dbndinbensutbermnancettccss B25 4,463 795 13, 525 504 6, 100 580 6, 450 605 10,300 
Dn»: cktncengseerenkenswias 150 450 100 350 100 350 100 350 140 700 
Ozocerite, refined.............-.-do.... (37) (7) None. None. None. None. None. None. None. None. 
Total value of nonmetallic min- 

a SORE See) KC ee OUD DOE BEE Bo ncccceccucn BU GE Ee Newcdce cacced 327,655, 427 |. ccc cccess 353, 419, 765 
Total value of metallic products......|............| 218, 168, 788 |............ DUR AGED Badccccoecnes ER Bc nnesnncaced 908, 196, KS |.......2.-.. 343, 400, 955 

Estimated value of mineral products 
IRIN 9s cauntetiehedscconteaiitinune nxenenssd > EEE Boyeneccncct BOERS hicccce nscass RE Tisistweennens SGT fon cccacactes 1,000, 000 

ee | 





526, 624, 139 | ail ----| G21, 250, 000 | Sadbaaienl | 622, 583, 216 Jeaseseossee 630,853,929 |......-..... | oor, $20, 720 





‘The results for 1889, with the exception of cement, salt, zinc white, borax, bromine, and rutile, were obtained through ‘the ‘Eleventh United States 


Census. 
2 By “spot value” is meant value at the point of production. 


‘Long tons are tons of 2.240 avoirdupois pounds; short tons are tons of 2,000 avoirdupois pounds. : 
Iron ore—1892: 16,206,666 long tons; value at mines, $33,204,896. 1893: 11,587,629 long tons; value at mines, $19,265,973. 1894: 11,879,679 long tons; value at 
0 


mines, $13,577,825. 1895: 15,947,614 
at mines, $18,953,221. 1898: 19.433,716 long tons; value at mines, $22,060,887. 


ng tons; value at mines, $18,219,684. 1896: 16,005,449 long tons; value at mines, $22,788,069. 1897: 17,515,046 long tons; value 


*Figures of production furnished by the Bureau of the Mint, Treasury Department. Coining value, $1.2929 per troy ounce. Commercial value: 1895, 


$36,445,000; 1896, $39,655,000; 1897, $32,316,000; 1898, $32,118,420. 


* Figures of production furnished by the Bureau of the Mint, Treasury Department. Coining value, $20.6718 per troy ounce 


7 Including copper made from imported pyrites. * The product from domestic ores only. 


1° Including aluminum alloys. 
12 Including nickel in copper-nickel alloy, and in exported ore and matte. 


® Of 76} avoirdupois pounds net. 


11 Includes antimony smelted from imported ores, in 1898, 80 per cent. 


13 Not reported. 


14 Including brown coal and lignite, and anthracite mined elsewhere than in Pennsylvania. 16 Not including limestone for iron flux, or grindstones. 


16 Of 42 gallons. 


1? Estimated from census returns. Value of clay products in 1894, $64,575,385; 1895, $65,319,806; 1896, $63,110,408; 1897, $62,359,991; 1898, $71,597,380. 
1® Prior to 1889, potters’ clay only. 19 Of 300 poenes for natural cement, and 400 pounds for artificial Portland. 


2° Of 280 pounds net. The reduced price in 1893 is due to omitt 


ng cost of packages. 


21 Including metallic paints, ocher, umber, venetian red, sienna, ground soapstone, ground slate, and mineral black. 


22 Sheet, pounds. 


23 Scrap, tons. 
2° Crystalline, pounds. 


2¢ Amorphous, tons. 


24 Value of the crude product. 
*7 Included in asphaltum. 


2* Including building sand, glass sand, iron ore used as flux in lead smelting, tin ore, nitrate of soda, carbonate of soda, sulphate of soda, and alum clays 


used by paper manufacturers. 


Total value of the mineral products since 1880. 
| Metallic | Nonmetallic! 


ee ce 
products. | products. omeperen Total. 








$190, 039, 865 $173, 279, 135 $6, 000, 000 | $369, 319, 000 
192, 892,408 | 206, 783, 144 6, 500, 000 406, 175, 552 
219,755,109 | 231,340, 150 6, 500, 000 457, 595, 259 
208, 128,859 | 243,812,214 6, 500, 000 453, 441, 073 
186, 109,599 | 221,879, 506 5, 000, 000 412, 989, 105 
181,586,587 | 241,312,093 5, 000, 000 427, 898, 680 


214, 897,825 | 230, 088, 769 800, 000 445, 786, 504 
248, 925,054 | 270, 989, 420 800, 000 520,714, 474 
253, 731,822 | 286, 150,114 900, 000 540, 781, 936 


267,247,033 | 282,623,812} 1,000,000} 550,870,845 
805, 735,670 | 312,776,503 | 1,000,000 | 619, 512,173 
800, 282,798 | 321,767,846 | 1,000,000 | 623, 000, 644 
320,958,842 | 1,000,000} 648, 675, 081 

249,981,866 | 323,318,020) 1, 
218,168,788 | 307,455, 351 1, 
281,913,639 | 338,345,361 1, 
287,596,906 | 333,936,310} 1, 
302, 198,502 | 327,655, 427 1, 
343, 400, 907 353,419,765 | 1, 
" Mr. GRIGGS. In my motion I neglected to state that the 
amendments to the bill were included. The motion is to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, with the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] desire to be heard? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Idid not hear the amendments, 
so I should like to hear them read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendments, 

The amendments were again read. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachu8etts. I understand that the effect of 
the amendments is to limit the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. GRIGGS. To confine the bill exclusively to State depart- 
ments of agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments and passing the bill as amended. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that, in the 
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in favor of the mo- 


tion, the rules were suspended, the amendments of the committee 
agreed to, and the bill as amended passed. 


MIDDLE JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4345) to create a new 
‘ederal judicial district in Pennsylvania, to be called the middle 

district, which bill has been reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Lackawanna, Wyoming, Bradford, 
Monroe, Wayne, Pike, Susquehanna, Carbon _ = Potter, Cameron, Clin- 
ton, Lycoming, Center, Union, Snyder Miffin, uniata, Northumberland, 
Montour, Columbia, Sullivan, Luzerne, Dauphin, Lebanon, Perry. Hunting- 
don, Fulton, Franklin, Adams, York, and Cumberland, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, are hereby detached from the eastern and western districts of said 
State and shall henceforth constitute and compose a judicial district to be 
known as the middle district of Pennsylvania, and a circuit and a district 
court of the United States are hereby established therein. 

Sec. 2. That the said middle district of Pennsylvania shall be attached to 
and constitute part of the third judicial circuit, and terms of said circuit and 
district courts shall be held therein as follows, to wit: At the city of Scranton, 
in the county of Lackawanna, on the first Monday of Marchand first Monday 
of October of each year; at the city of Williamsport, in the county of Lycom- 
ing. on the second Monday of January and second Monday of June in each 
year; at the city of Harrisburg, in the county of Dauphin, on the first Mon- 
Gey of May and second Monday of November in each year, the sessions of 
said courts to continue for such periods of time as the jud thereof shall, 
by their prior order, determine; and adjourned terms, sittings, and sessions 
mer be —_ en the business shall, in the opinion of such courts, respec- 

vely, uire 

Src. 3. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, shall appoint for said middle district a district judge, a marshal, and 
district attorney; and clerks for the said circuit and district courts shall be 
——— in the same manner as is now provided by law with regard to such 
officers in the wester. district of Pennsylvania. 

Sec. 4. That the courts and judges of said middle district shall, within 
said district, ively possess the same jurisdiction and powers, civil, 
criminal, equitable, or otherwise, and perform the same duties as are now 
re ively yossessed and performed by the circuit and district courts and 
judges of the United States of the western district of Pennsylvania. 

Sec. 5. That the district judge of the said middle district shall receive the 

















1900. 





same compensation as is now by law provided for the district judge of the 
western district of seperavan a; and the marshal, district attorney, and 
clerks of the circuit and district courts shall severally possess the powers 
and pertorm the duties lawfully possessed and performed by the like officers 
in the said western district, and shall be, respectively, entitled to like fees, 
compensation, and emoluments; and until otherwise provided by law the 
salaries herein prescribed or provided for shall be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 5 

Sec. 6. That the said circuit and district courts, or either of them, may 
from time to time, in their discretion, appoint special terms of court, civil or 
criminal, and require grand, traverse, or petit juries, or all of them, to attend 
the same, by an order to be enterec. of record thirty days before the day at 
which such term shall convene, and that such special terms shall have all 
the powers which they respectively have at the regular terms appointed by 
law: Provided, however, ‘That no — term of said circuit court shall be 
appointed except upon the order of the circuit judge or of the associate judge 
of the supreme court allotted to the third judicial circuit. 

Sec. 7. That the jurisdiction and authority of the courts and officers of the 
eastern and western districts of Pennsylvania over the territory embraced 
within the said middle district shall continue as heretofore constituted and 
established up to the day of the organization of the courts of said middle dis- 
trict, but shall thereafter cease and determine, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided in regard tocrimes and misdemeanors theretofore committed therein; 
but any lien acquired by virtue of a decree, judgment, execution, attach- 
ment, seizure, or otherwise upon property situate or being within the said 
middle district shall not be divested or affected by this act: Provided, That 
to enforce the same, certified copies of the record thereof shall be taken and 
entered in the proper court of the said middle district, and thereafter like 
proceedings shall be had thereon as though the same had been originally en- 
tered in such court. 

Sec. & That the jurisdiction of the courts and officers of the eastern and 
western districts of Pennsylvania as now constituted and established is 
hereby reserved to the same, respectively, over all crimes and misdemeanors 
which shall have been committed within the territory embraced in the said 
middle district prior to the organization of the courts thereof the same as 
though the said middle district had not been established; and the respective 
courts of the said eastern and western districts shall have the right to sum- 
mon grand and petit jurors from the body of the districts as now consti- 
cuted respectively, for the purpose of inquiring into such crimes and mis- 
demeanors, and prosecuting and trying indictments founded thereon, until 
every of such crimes and misdemeanors shall have been inquired into, prose- 
cuted, and tried: Provided, That such offenses shall be inquired into, prose- 
cuted, and tried at special terms or sessions to be convened, and upon special 
writs of venire facias juratores, issued by said courts, respectively: Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this section shall affect the jurisdiction of the 
courts of said middle district over crimes and misdemeanors committed 
therein after the organization of the courts of said middle district. 

Sec. 9. That all local actions, suits, and proceedings pending in any of the 
courts of the eastern or western district of Pennsylvania at the time of 
the organization of the courts of said middle district, and which relate 
to property embraced within the territory of the said middle district, shall 
thereafter be no further proceeded with in the courts where the same are 
depending, but upon petition of either or any of the pertes thereto such 
local action, suit, or proceedings shall, upon the order of such court, or of a 
judge thereof in vacation, be removed to the proper court of the said middle 
district, and the original files thereof and a certified copy of the docket en- 
tries shall forthwith be delivered tothe clerk of the court to which the same 
is so removed, who shall enter the same in file and of record, respectively, 
and like proceedings shall thereafter be had thereon as fully and completely 
as though the said action, suit, or proceeding had been originally begun in 
such court of said middle district; and like removals may, in the discretion 
of the courts of said eastern or western districts, or of a judge thereof in 
vacation, be had in all transitory actions, suits, and proceedings, upon peti- 
tion of the defendant or defendants therein, or either of them, where such 
petitioner resides within the said middle district. 

In like manner all local actions, suits, and proceedings pending among the 
records of the courts of the western district of Pennsylvania at Williamsport 
or Scranton at the time of the organization of the courts of said middle dis- 
trict, and relating to property embraced within the territory of the said 
western district as hereby constituted, shall, and all transitory actions, suits, 
and proceedings where a defendant resides in said western district may, be 
removed tothe proper court of such western district; but all other actions 
pending in the courts at Williamsport or Scranton not so removed or prop- 
erly removable under the provisions of this section, and all records of said 
courts there remaining, shall be proceeded with, held, and regarded as though 
originally begun and depending in the ee courts of said middle 
district. The costs of removal in every case provided for in this section, 
where such removal shall be ordered, shall be taxed and paid as part of the 
costs of the action, suit, or proceedings so removed. 

Sec. 10. That the organization and first session of the courts of said middle 
district shall be held at the city of Scranton, in the county of Lackawanna, 
on the first Monday of March next, A. D. 1900, and it shall be the duty of the 
marshal of said middle district, when appointed, to provide a suitable place 
for the temporary accommodation of sald courts at the several cities herein- 
before appointed for holding the same, and also safe and convenient offices 
for the proper keeping of the records thereof. 


The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr, TERRY. Mr, Speaker, I dislike very much to object to a 
request for unanimous consent made by my distinguished friend 
from naeeaee Mr. Grow], but this is a public bill, creat- 
ing @ new Federal district, providing for a new judge, marshal, 
district attorney, and other officers. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary have recommended quite a number of bills creating new 
divisions for the convenience of the people, but I do not think we 
have passed any bill for the purpose of creating new officers, 
judges, and so forth, and so I will object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, I report the bill H. R. 4345, just read, and ask 
ty poms . and I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask, Mr. Speaker, before that 
request is put, whether or not the Committee on the Judiciary in- 
structed the gentleman to make this motion? 

The SPEAKER. That was the statement of the gentleman. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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Mr. WARNER. No; mystatement was that the Committee on 
the Judiciary directed me to report the bili and ask for its passage. 
They made no limitation as to how it snould be passed. My duty 
is simply to have this bill passed, if Ican in an orderly way, and 
I have authority under the rule, as I understand it, and under my 
instructions, to have it passed by unanimous consent, by suspend- 
ing the rules, or in any other way. They did not direct me to ask 
for a suspension of the rules, I will say, nor for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. TERRY. I demand a second. 
Mr. DALZELL. Let us have a decision first. I think the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has hardly come within the rule. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois state sp 
cifically what authority he had from the committee and how it 
was given, 
Mr. WARNER. My authority was simply to report the bill to 
the House and ask its passage, to endeavor to have it passed, with- 
out the means or the procedure being stated. 
The SPEAKER. Without any reference to suspending the 
rules? 
Mr. WARNER. Without any reference to the method or any- 
thing else, simply to have the bill passed, if I could obtain the 
passage, Any way that I could get it passed, it was my duty to 
on it passed. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the opinion that the motion 
to suspend the rules on committee suspension day must be specific- 
ally authorized by the committee. On individual suspension day, 
of course, it is different, because then it is an individual privilege. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I donot know what this is, but by a 
vote of the Judiciary Committee any member of that committee 
is specifically authorized to bring up a bill reported from that 
committee on suspension day or any other day that he can get 
recognition, or to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
The authority is just as broad as it can be made. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the committee break the rules of 
the House whenever they make that practice. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know what bill this is. 
Mr. PAYNE. The committee must authorize the bringing up 
of that bill, not all the bills reported, but of a bill, a specific bill, 
under motion to suspend the rules, 
Mr. WARNER. I submit there has never been a resolution of 
a committee of this House to ask a member to move to suspend 
the rules. 
Mr. DALZELL. Any number of them, 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes. 
Mr. WARNER. As thechairman of the committee says, there 
is a general rule of the committee, a general order, authorizing 
any member to ask the suspension of the rules ona bill. Under 
that general authority I would have authority to ask to suspend 
the rules in this case under my specific authority to have the bill 
passed. Of course the member reporting the bill has charge of it. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the committee rule 
that has been referred to is one of a general nature, and not one 
directing the calling up of a particular bill. If there has ever 
been such a resolution I do not recollect of it. 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this is the day for 
committees to move tosuspend the rules. If the majority of a 
committee therefore has reported a bill, they have the right to-day 
to move to suspend the rules the same as any member has on gen- 
eral suspension day. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of a good 
deal of importance. I have no well-grounded opinion about it, 
but I know the practice of the committees, especially one of the 
committees to which I belong, has been to authorize by s»ecific 
resolution the member taking charge of a bill to procure its pas- 
sage, to offer it to the House by any of the modes of procedure by 
which a bill can be broughtup. If that is not sufficient we ought 
to know it and adjust ourselves accordingly. 
The SPEAKER. This isa matter that ought to be thoroughly 
understood by the members of the House. The Chair is aware 
that some committees have usually at the commencement of their 
work passed a resolution to the effect that any bill reported from 
that committee favorably should be subject te control of the 
party reporting it, so that he could call it up vu, cuanimous con- 
sent or on a call of committees, if on the House Calendar, on 
committee or individual suspension day by any and all methods 
known under the rules. 
The Chair is aware of one committee where this was done in 
two Congresses. Of course no question was ever raised on this 
method; and when a member of the committee, the chairman or 
others, rose and stated that he was authorized by the committee 
to report a certain bill and ask ita passage under suspension of 
the rules, no question was made. The gentleman from Illinois in 
calling up this bill used the expression that is customary; and the 
Chair has during this session in many instances, where parties 
proposed calling up a bill under suspension on committee suspen- 
sion day, cautioned them to get authority of the commiitee to 
pass a specific bill—a specific authority; and the Chair is of the 
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opinion, from what examination he has given to the question, 
that that is the method that should be pursued. 

There are two authorities, which will be found in Hinds’s Book 
of Rules, on pages 837 and 838, which the Chair has just read, and 
which are thoroughly summed up in what may be termed the 
caption of the decision; 

Tae motion to snspend the rules on a committee suspension day must be 
formally and specifically authorized by a committee. 

That certainly contains the thought that the committee must 
have in mind that particular bill when that particular action is 
taken. Although in the past the present occupant of the chair 
has used the other method, by a general rule or motion adopted 
by the committee of which he was chairman, and which was 
never called in question, still, when brought face to face specific- 
ally with this rule, the Chair feels constrained to hold that in 
order to move to suspend the rules on a committee suspension day 
on any bill that bill should be specially considered by the com- 
mittee reporting it and that the authority to move to suspend the 
rules on suspension day should be given by the committee. The 
point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DatzELL) 
is sustained. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
report on the Agricultural appropriation bill, and ask to dispense 
with the reading of the report, and that the Clerk read the state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks to dis- 
pee with the reading of the report, and that the statement be 
read. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10588) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 3v, 
1901, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


ws: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 12, 13, 
17, 26, 34, 50, 51, 68, and 72. 

That the House recede from its d nt to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22. 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 
#0, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, BO, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 5S, 
00, 61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 71, and 74, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' $28,500; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$17.500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 70), and » to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert “$388,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 73, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert **$439,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
J. W. WADSWORTH, 
E. STEVENS RENRY, 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

FRANCIS E. WARREN, 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as foliows: 


In explanation of this report, your conferees beg to state that they have 
4 to the following increases proposed by the Senate: 

Office of the Secretary, increase of $1,000 agreed to for laborers and char- 
women in the care of the building, and deemed necessary by the Secretary. 

Division of Botany, $10,000: Division of Entomology, $2,500; Division of 

Chemistry, $5,000; Division of Forestry, $40,000; eee eRe eee 
These increases have been allowed after personal conference with the Secre- 
tary. who deems them necessary for the proper and efficient management of 
the Department. 

A pew item of $10,000 for establishment of experimental farm at Arlington, 
Vv: as allowed, to begin to carry out the provisions of an act passed during 

resent Congress. 
e increase of $15,000 in irrigation was acceded to en the urgent uest 
of the ~one Senators repens Te arid regions of the country, to whose 
ve the subject of irrigation is o' © greatest importance. 
ae increase of $700 was allowed in salaries in Weather Bureau—$500 addi- 
tional for Chief of Bureau and $200 additional for expert mechanician. 

All the other amendments agreed to by the conferees bear upon the 
phraseology and j nation of the bill, having for their object the making 
more distinct and specific the intent and purpose of and also mak- 
ing more clear and definite the questions of audit of the accounts of the 
Agricultural Department by the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

The net increase allowed by your conferees is $86,700, making the total of 
the biil $4,023,500, as against O22, the amount appropriated for the cur- 


rent fiscal year. 
J. W. WADSWORTH. 
E. 8S. HENRY. 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I move the adoption of the report. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a oi. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does this conference report 
adopt the amendment for the construction of a laboratory? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. It does not. The bill does not contain 
that item. We understand they are going to provide for that in 
the sundry civil bill, 
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The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the report of the committee of conference was agreed 
to was laid on the table. 


CONFERENCE REPORT ON ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report upon 
the Army appropriation bill, and ask unanimous consent that the 
statement only may be read. 

The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 682) making appropriation 
for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1901, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommed to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 47. 

That the House recede from its di eement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,5, 6,7,8.9, 10, 11, 12,15, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20,21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 31, 82, 33, 34, 35, 36. 37, 38,39, 40,41, 42,43, 45, 46, and 48; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted 4 the Senate amend- 
mént and in lieu of the matter stricken out insert the fo ene 

“For the purpose of connecting headquarters, Department of Alaska, at St. 
Michael, by miiitary telegraph and cable lines with other military stations in 
Alaska. $450,550." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, 
after the word “owned” the following: “wholly or in part;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘seven hundred thousand; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: “four million eight hundred 
thousand;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “dollars” at the end of the amended 
paragraph insert the following: ‘*: Provided, That the Secre of War is 
empowered to appoint as many hospital stewards as in his ju nt the 
service may require, not to exceed an additional 100; but no more than one 
hospital steward shall be stationed at one post or station without special au- 
thority from the Secretary of War;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30,and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“For additional pay for increased rank when in command by competent 
authority, $50,000: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be used for pay 
of officers assigned to higher command than their rank in the Army anile: 
such service shall be continuous for a period of not less than three months.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the closing words of the paragraph, as 
follows: “transportation now made, and such other expenses as are neces- 
sary “ and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘current expenses;’’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment. 

Amendment numbered W: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the act approved January 12, 1899, granting ‘extra pay to officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Volunteers,’ shall extend to all volun- 
teer officers of the general staff who have not received waiting-orders pay 
prior to discharge, at the rate of one month to those who did not serve be- 
gone the limits of the United States and two montbs to those who served 

yond the limits of the United States; and officers and enlisted men of vol- 
unteer organizations who have served honestly and faithfully in the Volun- 
teer Army of the United States during the war with Spain and have been 
honorably a ae ge without furlough, or by reason of their services being 
no longer required, or atany time by reason of wounds received or disabilit 
contracted in the service and in the line of duty and who have not receiv 
the extra pay granted in said act or in subsequent acts of Congress supple- 
mental thereto; and this act shall be deemed toapply to officers of volunteers 
who resigned and enlisted men of volunteers who were discharged upon their 
own applications subsequent tothe issue of orders for the muster out of their 
organizations and prior to the dates of muster out.” 

J. A. T. HULL, 
B. F. MARSH, 
THOS. M. JETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reading of the report 
will be omitted, and the statement will be read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT ON THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The conferees of the two Houses have reached an t. The House 
recedes from its di ement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
1, 5, 6, 7, 8. 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 31, 82, 
33, 34, 35, 36, 87, 38, 89, 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, and 48, and agree to the same. 

No. lis simp sleomth at o—_ and 7 nes Serer on the +4 

of service pay for officers, an ouse ee to 
the Senate amendment, leaving the law as it is now. n 

No. 6, given by the Senate, affects the law for allotments of pay of enlisted 

men of the United States Army, and is necessary to carry out the original 


Ww. 
Nos. 7,8, 9, 10, 11, increase pay of old clerks at department headquarters, 


“a 
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making their pay ome eee nae a8 pp mye ~— a Usvertment. Mr. HULL. No; the Senate incorporated an amendment ap- 
akes no increase nber of cle ) eases 3 clerks a Sati 5 , g i g { uil 

cae each, and 6 clerks $200a year each, and leaves the others as they are now pro lating $5,000 for the re nting ane fitting Up of a building for 
provided for by law, and leaves the number of clerks at headquarters the | & library for a year. The | eop.e of the United States, on the so 
same ns now provided for by law. licitation of the military authorities at Manila, have contributed 


No. 12 is a restoration of the law as it has existed for some years, au- . " ; * , » tomes a oe 4 oie a 
thorizing the Secretary of War to employ and assign messengers and clerks a large number of books. They hav ° also contribute da ouside 
at headquarters. | able sum of money that has maintained the library up to this 

No. li er eae yorncnent law for the ‘pay of re imental sergeant time. Mrs. Greenleaf, wife of the surgeon, has been an active 

iors and regimen quartermaster-sergeants of artillery and infantry, 7 —— > Tamme Gindl ales . ane ati "+ 
which was omitted from the law for the permanent military establishment wormer in the Red Cross Society, and she got don er to the 
of the United States. library and made such reports to the Senate committee that they 

No. 14 simply gives to tho enlisted men of the Spanish war what has been | inserted this amendment to help out this public benefaction. 
eres SS enka of ontictel mon ee CORY Tee Seems Greta They have already a large number of books shipped there by 
No. 15 is new legislation to reimburse contract nurses who gave their serv- charitable people of the United States, and they have also received 
ices before the law was passed authorizing their employment. They gave | quite a sum of money by voluntary contribution, and they simply 
good service which was accepted by the War Department, and their claims ask the Government to help them out for one year, when the 
would be paid by the War Departinent but for the fact that at the time of a be Fully c idered 1 tak : . ’ ’ ee 
such service no law authorized the payment of their salary or expenses. matter can be more fully considered and taken care of, and fur- 

No. 16 provides for the rental and preparation in Manila of a suitable build. | nish to our people in Manila and vicinity a free circulating librar™. 
ing for a library for the soldiers. ‘The people of the United States have sent Mr. MADDOX. And the Red Cross Society has nothing to.) 
over large numbers of books and donations of cash, which has established and with it? 
up to this time supported a small library for the use of our soldiers. The : a : feat 
local authorities strongly recommend the appropriation of $5,000 for the main Mr. HULL. I do not know whether the Red Cross Society has 
tenance of this library for one year, and the House conferees believe that it | anything todo withitor not. The amendment of the Senate pro- 
is eminently proper the Government should do its part in this work. rides that th > shall be ex led bv tl * ee 

No. 17 is entirely new legislation to establish an Army war college corre- | V!2°5 that the money shall be expended by the trustees of the 
sponding to a similar establishment which has long béen in use for the Navy. | library there, subject to the approval of the general commanding. 

No. 18 is the readjustment of the clerks’ salaries, for clerks for the pay-| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Where does the money come 
masters of the United States Army, and is an increase of $400 a year for all | from? , 
clerks who have served over fifteen years continuously, and of $2a year to | 4 r ms ‘ 
clerks serving continuously over ten years. Astheseclerks are compelled to | Mr. HULL. Out of the Treasury of the 1 nited States. 

| Mr. MADDOX. There was a similar proposition before our 

committee the other day, and it was stated that it was for the pur- 

poses of the Red Cross Society. We incorporated them within 

the last few days, and now, in less than a week, we are called upon 
to assist it. 


from point to point with the paymaster, they are at greater expense, and 
fis puts them on an equality with clerks in Washington. | 

Nos. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26all apply to mileage of officers, and the amend- 

ments made _— Senate, it is believed, will bring the matter in harmony 

between the sury and Pay Department, so that hereafter we will not be | 

called u to make changes in this difficult Feopention. | 

é | . es . ° ° 

received one day's pay of his rank for each 20 miles’ travel,and each enlisted | , Mt. HULL. This provision has been in the bill ever since the 
man Giochanged one day’s pay for each 20 miles’ travel, and allows them 4 | bill passed the Senate, and it has been before the House for sev- 
cents a mile for both officers and men. The ——_= largely made with the | eral weeks. The bill passed the Senate some weeks ago, and it 
officers and leaves the enlisted men receiving about the same as they re- pete he 


No. 27 is a repeal of the old law passed in 1 vy which discharged officers 


ceived betare. has been before the House all that time with that provision in it. 
No. 28 increases the contract surgeons from $400 to not to exceed $480. Mr. MADDOX. Talk about precedents! We are about to es- 
No. i Setnpl a change vor a — aa : tablish one right here at the beginning of this business. It was 
oon simply insertion of quotation marks and does not change the | insisted when it was proposed to incorporate this society that this 
No. 33 is simply inserting the word “‘it."’ | would be one of the effects of it. It was denied then, but now we 


No. 3¢ inserts the word “civil” to make it clear the pay for arrest of de- | have the proof of it within a week right here on the floor. 


serters can not go to Army officers. 7 vt , Paw « . . nen a - 

Noo SS and 6 Simply chamaes the qremmar. oa. I “ae ry so nee : rne ner looke d 
No. 37: Simply makes clear the amount was appropriated. upon it with some ¢ ouDdt @S an advisa e thing to ¢ o at this time, 
Nos. 38, 39, and 40: Simply changes the grammar. but I stood practically alone, and I yielded, I think, to argu- 
Nos. 4l'and 42: Simply the transposition of some words, striking them out | ments that were good; that the books and material that have 

at cue peoge and inserting them in another. } : h bv tl 7 le of the United State ; ee 
No. 43: Provides for the issue of ammunition for use at burials of sailorsand | been sent there by the people of the United States, sent out to out 

pp ye pouagans to extend to State homes the same supplies as | people in Manila, were of such a character that I believed that 

given to ational Homes. y ypropriati oO preserve it and render i 
No. 45: For morning and evening gun service at State homes. ‘we — to make an appropriation to preserve it and render it 
No. 46: Permission that one member of the Board of Managers can admit | &V4liabic. : Ne Nes a , 

to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in place of requiring Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Willthe gentleman from lowa 


three members of the Board of M ers. ia i 9 
ae a, eee any - to the Home who served in any war in which the = ome os | — 
country has been en ; . . a ee 
To ali the f img the House agrees to the same. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not under- 


bo See EET a, coscudentn We chain peeved ter ores oe stand from the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that this 
same s " ovides for connecting St. wer thi = » Dad Cunes Gaclete 
Michael, Department of Alaska, with other military posts in Alaska, leaving | “Ppropriation has anything to do with the Red Cross Society, 
the details to be worked out by the Department. r. MADDOX. But it has, all the same. 
win? 3: Se Soase rooutes from te pengrecmens and sarees to the ome Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is nothing in this bill 
amendment, which strikes ou e words “who. or in part,” so i : ; re > ro atate . o ins 
would not deprive foreigners from owning stock in con perediets; but it is | Which shows it. _ The ge ntleman from lowa states that this is a 
uired that the corporations shall be operated and controlled by citizens of | direct appropriation from the Treasury of the United States for the 
the United States. iene sacine is ‘ni purpose of aiding and assisting a public library, a public cireu- 
0. 4! 8 ouse recedes trom its ‘eement and «,,rees to © SAaInG ; i . ile D ‘ 335 ietyv is . j rv 
with amendment, making sppropriation of five million seven hundred thou- lating library, in eg a Cross coy ty i not , \ nt _— L 
sand. The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same with in connection wit it, nor cou an pr $51 xle author ity ye drawn 
amendment, which makes appropriation of $4,800,000. from the Red Cross Society charter bill offered here the other day 
No. = The House recedes from its & pecmens te whe amendment and | for this or any similar appropriation. 
War is SAEEEE ts copaiah net cnecedheer ho hospital at the Secretary of | Having said that sank, I want to say that I hope that we may 
No. 30: House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same | have a separate vote upon this particular part of the conference 
vith amendment which provides that no payments shall be made to officers | report and that the House may vote it down. I think if we begin 
three montiee a ene © for a period of not less than | +)6 business of making appropriations for all sorts of domestic 
No. 44: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same | purposes in Manilaand in Luzon and the other Philippine Islands 
foes toe ieee: pe hat the Sordi or end of Se paragraph end | out of the Treasury of the United States, we have begun to travel 
nt expenses,’’ so that the Soldiers’ Home may pay for the trans- sad ated sé 
Serteblenttaliaieend cannon for the Homes out of Current expenses. a road of endless expense and endless uncertainty, 
No. 49> The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to same with I think this conference report ought to be sent back unless this 
ae emnooment ves = . en 7 ee Sa pee particular part of it can be acted upon separately and disagreed 
repeals the law which shuts out soldiers o: e Mexican war from 7 . ‘2 ms . : « Ene 
any privileges of the Home, and making it so that hereafter such soldiers can | . by the House, and I hope that if that can not be done the Hous 
be admitted to the Home. will disagree to the conference report and send it all back with, 
wine BW: Lee pecuiios Svem, Ha Sengrepeens.cnt pose be ee une instructions to the committee to insist upon the position of the 
w Ww u officers 0) e Mne and sian o ne V Ol- ; ; > ia ¢ > , 
bela dnvr oan ‘Army on eens iti. on fur an extra pay on discharge is con. House and disagree especially to this amendment. ” 
cerned, with those heretofore having this pay, and puts the Virst, Second, Why, Mr. Speaker, I can not imagine where we are going to 
Ce tases oaateee sareley, together with those omer enpenizations of the | end if we begin to do in Manila and the Philippines what we can 
orces eretofore receiving it, on e same Sas to j . Tnite ; 26 rings > Terri Vv" 1)- 
on discharge that other troops of the United States bave had. pay | not do in any State of the United States or in any Territory—ap 


J.A.T. HULL propriate directly out of the Treasury money for the purpose of 
B. F. MARSH. founding and carrying on or housing a public library. 
THOS. M. JETT. Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will permit me, I will read the 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move to adopt the conference re-| provision. I think he has a wrong impression about it. 
rt. Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have not read it; | have sim- 
Mr. MADDOX. Before that is done I want to ask the gentle- | ply gathered its purport from the statement of the gentleman 
man 4 question. I aoa I heard in this report something about | himself. 
Cfo meee of $5,000 for a seeaiasing ibrary at Manila. I} Mr. HULL (reading)— 

ere) een that is for the benefit of the Red Cross Society 


an a 

‘wo : 

which For rental and preparation at Manila, Philippine Islands, of a sultable 
incorporated the other day? building for use as a eemey for books already donated by the people of the 
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United States or that may hereafter be acquired, and also for pay of a libra- 


rian upon the approval of the commanding general of the army in the Phil- 
ippines for a period of one year, $5,000, to be expended by the trustees of said 
library, to be immediately available. 


The minority member of the House conferees was in favor of 
that provision; on this point I yielded to my two associate con- 


ferees. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I congratulate the gentleman | 
upon his position, and I am very sorry the representative of the | 


minority took a different position. 

What the gentleman has just stated does not change my objec- 
tion to the provision. it seems that I was mistaken in thinking 
it was for the purpose of founding a public library; it is for fur- 
nishing the home of a library, the renting and preparation of a 
building for that purpose. I repeat that if we ever begin on this 
line of legislation, there will be noend toit. We shall be renting 
or erecting buildings for public libraries in Porto Rico, the Phil- 
ippines, and everywhere else, Such a thing is much more objec- 
tionable in the case of the Philippines than anywhere else, because 
Congress has not yet acted upon the question of fixing the legal 
status of the Philippine Islands, as Congress alone is empowered 
by the treaty with Spain todo. Until Congress does act, we do 


not even know whether those islands are or are not a part of the | 


United States. 

Mr. HULL. I will say to my friend from Mississippi that that 
consideration would not make so much difference, because this 
appropriation is only for the expense of maintaining the library 
during the year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, but why not 
maintain it out of the amount collected in the Philippine Islands? 
That might berightenough. While we are temporarily there and 
constituting a temporary government we are collecting certain 
funds with which to do many things. It might be perfectly right 
to devote some of those funds to such a purpose in the Philippines, 
the library being for public use. But I submit it is not right to 
take out of the Treasury of the United States money belonging to 
all the people of all the United States and devote it to the purposes 
of a public library in Manila or anywhere else. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman frcin Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy}. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 


from Georgia, if I understood him correctly, is quite right with | 


reference to the nature of this provision. It is an appropriation 
in aid of the Red Cross work. The same proposition which is 
contained in this appropriation bill came before the Committee 
on Insular Affairs only last Thursday or Friday upon a bill intro- 
duced for the same purpose by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Kann]. 

That bill stated that the library had been established under the 
auspices of the Red Cross Association and res to make ex- 
actly this appropriation of $5,000 in aid of the work. It isa good 
work—none better. But I agree entirely with the gentleman 
from Mississippi that we can not afford to aid every good work 
that goes on in this country and its dependencies without disre- 
garding every line of proper demarcation between governmental 
and private activities. It was the unanimous opinion (although 
not formally expressed) of the Committee on Insular Affairs that 
such an —errnees for such a purpose, beneficent as it was, 
would be a dangerous precedent, and ought not to be made, 

It was the unanimous opinion of the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs that if this library was to be aided at all—and perhaps under 
the temporary circumstances existing in those islands, with our 
great American army there, it ought to be aided to some extent 
from the public revenue—the appropriation ought to be made 
from the insular funds, as the gentleman from Mississippi has 
well suggested. 

Now, it is an ungracious thing to stand up for one moment and 
oppose an appropriation for a pu so beneficent as this, 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Is this library for the benefit of 
the Philippine Islands or for the benefit of the American soldiers 
who are there? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It is for the benefit largely of 
the American soldiers, as I understand, though not entirely for 
that purpose. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Then why should the contribu- 
tion for its support come out of the Philippine revenues? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Because the Philippine Islands 
and their revennes are under military control. They are under 
the control of the commander in chief, who can better judge where 
and how the money can be used for the benefit of the soldiers and 
for the benefit of the islands. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. But are not those revenues for 
the benefit of the islands, and not for the benefit of the soldiers; 
and ought the Philippine revenues to be subjected to a tax which 
is for the benefit of the soldiers? If the appropriation is to be 
made at all, it ought to come in the way here proposed. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. It seems to me, for the reasons 
I have stated, that the burden should fall upon the insular treas- 
ury. If we begin here to make appropriations for these depend- 
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encies, the lines that we upon this side of the House wish to 
draw between them and the boundaries of the continental United 
States will be broken down. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question, and I will put the same question to the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. HULL], so that either of them who possesses the infor- 
mation may answer. Do we asa fact keep up a library at any 
military camp anywhere in the United States for the benefit of 
the soldiers? Does the public Treasury pay for any such library? 

Mr. HULL. We have libraries for the benefit of the soldiers at 
military headquarters, but none kept up by appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ThatiswhatIthought. Then 
why keep up, by appropriation out of the Treasury, any such library 
for the benefit of the soldiers in Manila when we do not pursue a 
similar policy elsewhere? 

Mr. HULL. The conditions are altogether different. We have 
libraries at all the principal military posts; but they are not large 
enough to require a librarian and a separate room in addition to 
those provided for the ordinary purposes of the post. But here 
is a great department; here is a great city; here is a great 
army, 7,500 miles from home. These books have been sent there 
by the patriotic people of the United States. Now, I should 
have much preferred to have this come out of the revenues of the 
island, but the committee preferred the other way. We have 
agreed on it, and there is a unanimous report, both in the Senate 
and House, and I can see no harm in letting this continue this 
year. It is not permanent law. It is only for one year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman see 
that if we establish this precedent once we will be called upon to 
pay for homes for public libraries not only in all the other insular 
dependencies of the United States, but in the military camps in 
this country, wherever there are a large number of soldiers gath- 
ered together? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We fought thecivil war with- 
out the Government keeping libraries for the soldiers, when there 
were a million of soldiers together. 

Mr. HULL. When we fought the civil war we were moving 
around so lively that libraries would not have been of much use. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There ought not to be much 
time now for libraries. They ought to be carrying on war, sup- 
oressing “the insurrection,” as you call it, instead of lying around 

anila reading literature. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, a moment more 
and I have done. I think this is a very dangerous thing to do in 
this way, for three reasons. In the first place, because it enacts 
into an appropriation bill a measure which has been deliberately 
rejected by one of the committees of this House, charged with the 
responsibility upon the subject-matter. In the second place, it 
proposes to appropriate money for a purely private charity, and I 
agree that it is acharity that entitles it to our deepest respect and 
appreciation as individuals. And in the third place, because for 
the first time it goes to the Treasury of the United States, instead 
of the insular treasury, for an appropriation which belongs upon 
the latter. 

Mr. MARSH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would yield to the gentle- 
man if I had time. 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman that much time. 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman stated that the committee had 
considered this proposition and had unanimously rejected it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Informally. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, let me ask the gentleman if the Insular 
Committee did not consider a proposition to appropriate money 
for a library for the people of Manila and not for the soldiers. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Oh, no; we have considered the 
appropriation—— 

Mr. MARSH. Then I want to say if you considered the ques- 
tion of an appropriation for the Army, you considered a question 
that was not within the jurisdiction of the Insular Committee. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. We did not dothatat all, I will 
say to the gentleman from Illinois. Let me repeat specifically: 
The proposition contained in the bill before us was accompanied 
by several whereases: Whereas charitable and patriotic people 
had collected a library in Manila, which was conducted under the 
auspices of the Red Cross Society, there is hereby appropriated 
from the Treasury of the United States $5,000 for that purpose. 
Now, I understand—— 

Mr. MARSH. That is not this identical proposition. 

Mr. HULL. No; this puts it under the control of the com- 
manding general. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That was under the control of 
the commanding general, but the object to which it was to go was 
this library. There can be no misunderstanding about that. 
There is but one library in Manila, and that is under the auspices 
of the Red Cross Society. The books were collected by some char- 
itable and patriotic people in the State of California, I woulda 
good deal rather go into my own pocket, lean as it is, and tax 
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some of my own resources to help out this worthy charity than I 
would to disregard the proper principles of legislation, which I 
believe would be disregarded if this appropriation were passed. 

Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey |Mr. PARKER], ' 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I do not think I 
want five minutes. I will use as little time asI can. I do not 
agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts, who is a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Moopy], when he says 
that the revenues of the islands should be used for the furnishing 
ofa library to American soldiers. America has not yet learned to 
make the people of those islands pay for our soldiery there. 

The gentleman tells us that the library is for the benefit of the 
soldiers, and that it is needed. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
of the soldiers. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It is not a Spanish library, but 
itis a library of English books, for boys away from home, who 
can either go to the gin mill or to the library. The garrison there 
is continually changing. Gentlemen ask me if it is to be perma- 
nent. No; because when we have a permanent garrison and a per- 
manent post we will have a permanent post library, under mili- 
tary regulations. 

Mr, WiLLIAMs of Mississippi rose. 

Mr. MADDOX. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. In a moment. I will yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi first. 


Not exclusively for the benefit 
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donated to the Government for a library in the Philippines that 
it shoulda be supported out of a direct appropriation made by Con- 
gress. I was not in favor of taking that money that had been col- 
lected as revenues in the Philippines. I believe that we ought to 
apply the same rule to the Philippines that we have applied to 
Cuba. 

We ought to act in the capacity of a trustee, and not take their 
money, justly due to those people, for the purpose of applying it 
to a library for our orn soldiers and sailors. 1 consented to this 
small appropriation from the fact that it was limited to one year 
only. If it had been for any other length of time or term that 
this appropriation was being made, I never would have consented 
toit. I did consent to it because of the fact that it was limited to 
one year. It was discussed there in conference that it was for the 
purpose of renting a room, as is stated in this amendment, to put 
books in that had been donated, and this library was to be for 
the use and for the purposes of the Army and Navy of the United 
States, 

I want to say to you, gentlemen, that I can see no serious objec- 
tion to providing a room for a library for our soldiers and sailors 
who are ten or twelve thousand miles away from home after the 
books have been given to us. Ido not agree to this Philippine 
policy any more than any other gentlemen upon this or that side 
of the House; but I can see no serious objection to making a small 
appropriation for the simple purpose only of putting away the books 
that have been donated for the purposes of our soldiers and sailors, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman, | understand, 


Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will ask the gentleman this | admits that if this was a permanent affair he would consider it 
question: If it be a fact, as stated here, and as I understand it to | 


be, that these books have been collected by the Red Cross 
for the benefit of the soldiers, then ought not the Red Cross Soci- 
ety, which is making the show of this philanthropy, to pay the 
expenses of it? Is not the gentleman, and am not I, and are not 
other people called upon to help this Red Cross Society with vol- 
untary contributions? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I will answer the gentleman. 
If you had given 5,000 books to the soldiers at Manila, and the 
garrison was changing, ought you to furnish the librarian to pre- 
serve them, or ought the soldiers and the military, who receive the 
benefits, to furnish the money until a more permanent arrange- 
ment can be made? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly I ought either 
to do it or not claim that I was doing it—one or the other; but I 
have no objection to the soldiers doing it; Ido not want it to come 
out of the United States Treasury. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Thereisno question of claiming 
here. The question is simply this: There are the books, and more 
books to be bought, and we want them for the boys in blue, and 
there is an appropriation here—perhaps rather a large one—to 
rent a building to give these books tothe boys, There are now in 
Manila 20,000 of them. It is 25 cents apiece. Iam in favor of 
giving it. Now I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia | Mr, 
Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman believe that because we 
furnish the gin mills we ought to furnish the library, too? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Wedo not furnish the gin mills. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, yes; the canteen. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 
We furnish the canteen, if you are speaking of that, and I hope 
the canteen will always remain a place under military discipline, 


Society 


We donot furnish any gin mills. 


where only light beers are sold and where a man can not buy ex- | 


cept just so much; where he sits and reads the newspapers; where 
he is treated like a free-born man. The danger of the thing is not 
in the canteen but outside, where they sell preparations of cocoa- 
nut and other things of that sort. 


Mr. MADDOX. Can not a man get something stronger than | 


a little weak beer in those canteens? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Not in thecanteens, Now, the 
question of the canteen is not up, but I have answered the gentle- 
man's question. ‘There is nothing stronger in the canteen than I 
have stated, and it is under military rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Ishould like toask the gentleman 
a question. 

_Mr. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Jerr}. 

Mr. JE ‘T, Mr. Speaker, this amendment that is now under 
consideration, and which is a part of the conference report, is an 
amendment to the Army appropriation bill put in by the Senate. 
I want to say first that I was opposed to entering upon this kind 
of legislation and to making this appropriation. I discussed the 
matter before the committee of conference, The suggestion was 
made that we should pay for the rental of a building for library 
purposes out of the revenues derived on the island. 

I was absolutely opposed to that, Iam still opposed toit. I 
stated to the conference committee, and I am of the same opinion 
at this time, that if we were going to make an appropriation for 
the purpose of renting a building to put books in that had been 
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radically wrong? 

Mr. JETT. I did not say | would consider it radically wrong 
but | would have been opposed to it. I would not have consented 
to the conference report if it had not been limited merely for the 
period of one year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If it had been to pay the ex- 
penses of a military library permanentlv, he would have objected, 
and if he had objected, upon what ground? 

Mr. JETT. Because I am opposed to the permanent occupation 
of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, the gentleman does not 
understand that this involves a library, but a military library. 
Now, is the gentleman in favor of the Government of the United 
States establishing military libraries there? 

Mr. JETT. No, I am not; and [ do not understand that it 
would be a military library. Itis simply, as the provision states, 
to make this appropriation for the purpose of renting a room to 
put in books we had, for the present, and which have been do- 
nated by people to this Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, he must admit that the library has to be housed and its ex- 
penses paid for the benefit of somebody. Now, then, it is either 
for the benefit of the Filipinos or it is for the purpose of benefiting 
the military or benefiting both of them. Now, then, the gentle- 
man would be opposed to establishing a library for the benefit of 
the Filipinos to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 


| I take it for granted. 


Mr. JETT. Yes, indeed, I would be. 

The SPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JETT. I want a moment more, Mr. Speaker, to reply to 
the gentleman. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair has no power to extend a gentle- 


| man’s time. 


Mr. HULL. 
Mr. JETT. 


Does the gentleman want more time: 
Yes; a minute or two. 

Mr. HULL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 

Mr. JETT. I want tosay tomy friend from Mississippi that the 
mere fact that we are making an appropriation to rent a room in 
which to put books that have been donated to us that are to he 
read by the soldiers and sailors of our country does not spe ul 
make it a military library. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the books that are there referred to 
are without any system and not accessible to the soldiers, and 
something should be done immediately so that they conld have 
the benefit of the books sent there by the people of the United 
States. The conference report can not be amended. If 1 ud 
be, there might be some good reason for amending; b can 
not secure any action of that kind without sending it back, 
must be taken as a whole, { I certainly hope the Hous 


it we 


and vill 
adopt this report and let this important appropriation bill go 
through. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Upon the proposition discussed 


by the gentleman from New Jersey as to what the facts should 
be, 1 want to call attention, just briefly, to the fact that we are 
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paying $9,100 for a purpose not similar to this, but bearing indi- Mr. HULL. The conference committee have agreed to all the 


rectiy on the protection of the soldiers over there, and by the ex- 
press language of the “eee his message of February 1, 1900, 
without any question before Congress at all, that provides that 
this shall be paid out of the revenues of the Philippine Islands, 
It is the $9,100 that we paid to the Sultan of Jolo and his datos. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman from Iowa allow me one 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. McRAE, If the soldiers in the Philippines have but little 
to do except to read and amuse themselves in a library, would it 
not be a good time to withdraw them? 

Mr. HULL. In answer to that question I want to say that the 
soldiers at Manila, in addition to the small permanent force kept 
there, are largely boys recruited from the field who are convales- 
cent, and during their period of convalescence the Jibrary will be 
a great benefit and a blessing tothem. There area large number 
there sick, unable to do duty in the field, and the time hangs 
heavily on their hands. The Government can do no better work 
than to furnish them a comfortable reading room, where the good 
books that the people of the United States have sent there can be 
used by them, and where they can have some place to spend the 
— hours while they are getting ready again to go to the firing 

ine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to in- 
terrogate the chairman for a minute. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman inform the 
House whether the provision admitting the Mexican and Spanish 
war soldiers to the Volunteer Soldiers’ Home is in this bill in the 
same language as it left the House? 

Mr. HULL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that we carefully guarded the rights of the Mexican soldiers, so 
that every man who served in the Mexican war has the right to 
be admitted into these homes, regardless of whether he served in 
the Confederate army afterwards or not. Then we changed the 
language a little, by providing that the soldiers of all wars of this 
nation can be admitted, so that if another war should ensue next 
year under that provision they would come in. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Under this provision the sol- 
diers of the Spanish war would come in? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; we made it broad enough so that we 
should not have to legislate if we had another war next year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


ker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa is to adopt the conference report. 
Would it be in order to move as a substitute that we agree to the 
conference report except as regards this particular provision? 

The SPEAKER. That would not be inorder. The only way 
to reach it is to vote down the conference report. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The only way is to vote down 
the conference report? 

The SPEAKER, To vote it down and then agree in detail. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 58 and the nays 
are 58. The Chair votes in the negative; and the conference report 
is not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSH. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Marsu and Mr. W1L.LiaMs of Mississippi. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 72. 

So the conference report was not agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House disagree to the conference report as respects this 
particular matter and ask a further conference, 

Mr. HULL, I move that the House insist on its disagreement 
and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, Iam willing to do that. 

Mr. HULL. A ners aeantes Mr. Speaker. Wouldit be 
in order to move to concur in all amendments except this one? 
I want to say that a large number of these amendments covered 
by the conference report are agreed to by the House with amend- 
ments that the Senate has not upon at all, and for that 
reason I supposed it would be impossible for us to agree with 
amendments to amendments that the Senate has not passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa can move to con- 
cur in all the amendments except the one in controversy. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire if the conference com- 
mittee agreed to all the amendments except this? 
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amendments proposed in the report, but there are amendments —— 

Mr. PAYNE. The House does not understand what it is doing 
if it votes to agree. 

Mr. HULL. It seems to me that the parliamentary situation is 
such that we shall have to send this back to the conference com- 
mittee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that it will give the House 
an opportunity to express itself if the motion be made to insist 
upon the disagreement to this particular amendment by number; 
and then the House can agree to all the rest. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what I wish todo. I 
move that the House insist on its disagreement to this particular 
amendment; and after that the gentleman from lowa can take 
the floor to make such motion as he pleases. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sixteenth amendment: On page 10, after line 17, insert: 

“For rental and Preperation at Manila, Philippine Islands, of a suitable 
building for use as a library for books already donated by the people of the 
United States, or that may hereafter be acquired, and also for pay of a libra- 
rian, upon the approval of the commanding general of the army in the 
Philippines, for a period of one year, $5,000, to be expended by the trustees of 
said library and to be immediately available.” 

The motion of Mr. W1Lu1aMs of Mississippi that the House in- 
sist on its disagreement was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. I think it will simplify matters if I now make my 
original motion—that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and ask a further confer- 
ence. 

The SPEAKER. A further conference on the remaining 
amendments? The sixteenth is now disposed of. That will cover 
the gentleman's ground. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House insist 
on its disagreement to all the amendments of the Senate except 
amendment numbered 16 and ask a further conference was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hutu, Mr. 
Marsu, and Mr, JETr as conferees on the part of the House. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. [rise to submit the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the fortification appropriation bill. I ask 
that the reading of the conference report be dispensed with and 
that the Clerk read only the statement of the House conferees, 

There was no obje¢tion. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9711) making segrepctatass for fortifications and other works of 
defense submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report on each of the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On No.1: Strikes out the appropriation of $250,000, proposed by the Senate, 
for purchase of land on Cushings Island, Portland Harbor, Maine. 

On No. 2: Appropriates $135,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the pur- 
chase of suitable building sites and improvements and leases thereon. neces- 
sary properly to provide for the garrison at Sullivans Island, Charleston, 8. C. 

On Nos. 3 and 4: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill, and ap- 
propriates $115,140, as proposed by the Senate, for completing the equipment 
of field and siege batteries now in service, and for fully equipping four addi- 
tional siege batteries. 

On No. 5: Strikes out the provision, proposed by the Senate. authorizing 
the expenditure of $100,000 for the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to be 
made see several bureaus of the War Department or by the board itself, 
as may pagrores by the Secretary of War. 

On No. 6: Increases the amount to be paid A. H. Emery for the construc- 
tion of a 12-inch elevating carriage from $110,000, as authorized in the fortifi- 
cation act of 1806, to $150,000 

On No. 7: Strikes out the epareprtetenict $100,000, proposed by the Senate, 
for the Isham shell and Tuttle “ thorite.” 

On No. 8: Inserts the provision, proposed by the Senate, authorizing the 
Secretary of War to make tial payments under the contracts now existing 
with the War Department for the purchase and erection of pneumatic dyna- 
mite guns and ammunition. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $7,383,628, being $350,000 less 
than as it the Senate. $200.140 more than as it the House, $2,473, - 
726 more than the last fortification act, and $4,345,310 less than the estimates 
submitted to Congress. 

J. A. HEMENWAY, 


THOS. C. MCRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. [ask the adoption of the report. 
The question being taken, the report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the report of the committee of conference was 
agreed to was laid on the table. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BARTLETT. When the bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and 
requiring the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines 
on old Sixteenth street was passed the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Bascock] moved to reconsider that vote and to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. To the latter proposition I ob- 
jected. Inow withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without further objection, the motion to re- 
consider will be laid on ths table. 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
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H. R. 4649. 
H. R. 4760, 


An act granting a pension to William Bates; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was | G. Trine; 


transacted: 
RESURVEY OF LANDS IN NEBRASKA, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution | 
of the Senate; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate House bill 2955, providing for the resurvey 
of township No. 8, of range No. 30 west of the sixth principal meridian in 
Frontier County, State of Nebraska. : . ; 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that this bill has been signed by 
the Speaker and sent to the Senate. I therefore offer the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the bill 
(H. R. 2955) providing for the resurvey of township No. 8, of range No. 30 
west of the sixth principal meridian in Frontier County, State of Nebraska, 
of which the Senate request the return by resolution of May 19, transmitted 
tothe House by message on this day, is no longer in the possession of the 
House, as prior tothe receipt of the message of the Senate, it had been trans- 
mitted to the Senate as an enrolled bill, duly signed by the Speaker. 


The question being taken, the resolution was agreed to. 
AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. 


The bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the American National Red 
Cross, and for other purposes, was laid before the House by— 

The SPEAKER, who said: On this bill the amendments of the 
House have been disagreed to by the Senate and a conference 


asked. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I move that the House insist 
on its amendments and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. GILLETT of | 


Massachusetts, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, and Mr, WILLIAMS of 
Mississippi as conferees on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5552. An act for the relief of Northrup & Chick and also 
of Thomas N. Stinson; 





H..R. 6494, An act granting an increase of pension to Dorus M. 
Fox; 

H. R. 8801. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H, MacDonald; 

H. R, 8107. An act granting a pension to‘Nancy W. Hadley; 

H. R, 9163, An act granting a pension to Ferguson M, Burton; 

H, R, 1625, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Douglass; 

H, R. 7740. An act to amend section 8 of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act*to authorize the Fort Smith and Western Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Choctaw and Creek Nations in the Indian Territory, and for other 

ur 7” 

H. R. 2621. An act granting a pension to Ida Wiederhold; 

H. R. 2634. An act granting an increase of pension to Erasmus 
Darwin Steen; 

H. R. 2708 An act granting an increase of pension to Cecelia 
B. Chauncey; 

H. R, 9643. An act granting a pension to Ada E. Whaley; 
= R. 3490, An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

. Farr; 
oie 7230. An act granting an increase of pension to Roxie B. 

r; 

H. R. 3514, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
A. C. Kaigler; 

. * R. 8799. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
eek; 

H. R, 4086, An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Lockwood; 

H. R. 92. An act to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to taking depositions de bene esse; 

H. R. 527. An act granting a pension to Lucy D. Young; 
Baten 4355. An act granting an increase of pension to Oren E. 

H, R. 548. An act renting a pension to Edward Harris; 

H. R. 969. An act to amend section 5 of an act to relieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from 
the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888; 

H. R. . An act granting a pension to Julius Vogt; 

H. R. 9559. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Compay across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak.; 
oe An act granting an increase of pension to William 

8; 


: 54. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 





H. R. 7180, 
A. Taylor; 
H. R. 2824. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia 


An act to pay certain judgments against John C, 


| Batesand Jonathan A. Yeckley, captain and first lieutenant in the 


United States Army, for acts done by them under order of their 
superior officers; 
H. R. 3778. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellsey A, 


| Sloane; 


H. R. 9757. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Drake; 

H. R. 8389. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin D, 
Miller; 

H. R. 2955. An act providing for the resurvey of township No. 
80, of range No. 30 west, of the sixth meridian, in Frontier County, 
State of Nebraska; and 

H. R. 7975, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Riley. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 4291. An act to constitute Durham, N. C., a port of delivery 
in the customs collection district of Pamlico, and to extend the 
privileges of the seventh section of the act of Congress approved 
June 10, 1880, to said port; 

S. 4129, An act to detach the county of Dyer from the eastern 
division of the western district of Tennessee, and to attach the 
same to the western division of the western district of said Ten- 
nessee; 

5S. 1890. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Tradewell: 

5. 1066. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret B. 
Shipp; 

S. 6. An act for the relief of James H. Latham: 

S. 906. An act to provide an American register for the steamer 
Esther, of New Orleans; 

5. 3478. An act for the relief of Corinne Strickland; and 

S. 1243. An act for the relief of the owner or owners of the 


| schooner Bergen. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4560. An act to provide for officers in the customs district of 
Hawaii—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 3017. An act providing for the rebuilding of the Navy-Yard 
Bridge, Washington, D, C.—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

S. 415, An act granting an increase of pension to John Roop— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2217. An act granting a pension to Louise O'Leary 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3512. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Schutz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 3440. An act granting an increase of pension to George W 
Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4441. An act granting an increase of pension to Gertrude B. 
Wilkinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2430. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Williams 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4688. An act granting an increase of pension to James U, 
Childs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2489. An act to provide for the further distribution of the re- 
ports of the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 4494. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Warrior River between the counties of Walker and Jefferson, in 
section 35, township 17, range 7 west, Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


to the 


to the 


MARGARET M, BADGER, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a request for the return to 
the Senate of the bill (S. 1006) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret M. Badger; and the return of the bill to the Senate was 
ordered, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 

Brosivs, for two days. 


SAMUEL D, HUBBARD, 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. Escu, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the Honse, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Samuel D. Hubbard, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 
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REPRINT OF A BILL, 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. GARDNER of New Jer- 
sey, a reprint of the bill (H. R. 6882) limiting the hours of daily 
services of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed upon the 
public works of, or work done for, the United States, or any Terri- 
tory, or the District of Columbia in the form in which said bill) 
passed the House. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
enanteenp were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a copy of a 
report on the experiment of rural free delivery in Carroll County, 
Md.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of the 
brig Hannah, John Blakely, master, against the United States—to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of the 
sloop Farmer, George Kiler, master, against the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10892) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Phebe Tate, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1591); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5085) granting a pension 
to Patrick H. Hurley, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1592); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 10183) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Reid, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1593); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7745) granting a pension to Lucinda Mil- 
ler, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1594); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R, 10570) 
granting a pension to John Kinsie, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 1595); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ir. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3491) granting a pension 
to Melvina Greenawalt, widow of Abraham Greenawalt, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1596); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8658) granting a 
pension to Catherine Broughton, dependent mother, reported the 
same withamendment, accompanied by aaepee (No. 1597); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4199) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gabriel M, Funk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1598); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 154) to increase 
the pension of Benjamin F, Schott, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1599); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3138) for the relief of 
Edward Hounsom, of Glenwood, Mo., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1600); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9269) to pension 
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Miss Olie Heaton, dependent daughter, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1601); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3660) granting a pension to Franklin 1. 
Gilbert, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1602); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4231) to grant a pension to Maechel Ryan, 
alias Kennedy, Company F’, One hundred and twenty-seventh New 
York Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1663); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7495) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Holloway, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1604); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2159) granting an 
increase of pension to Ernst Pitschner, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1605); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9981) granting an 
increase of pension to J “= Zimmerman, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1606); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R, 11198) granting 
an increase of pension to Gorton Brown, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1607); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4887) to increase 
pension of David R. Ellis, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1608); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 7912) 
granting a pension to Harriett A. Wilson, widow of Col. Lewis 
Wilson, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a, 
report (No, 1609); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4130) granting a 

nsion to Mrs, Mary Clark, widow of Calvin B, Clark, late of the 

ne hundred and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1610); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3705) granting a 
pension to Almeda Brown, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 1611); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the biil of the House (H, R, 7208) granting a 
pension to Thomas F,, Walter, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1612); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 8273) 
granting a pension to Sarah 8. Hammond, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1613); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6043) to increase 
the pension of John C, Shenermen, Company C, Ninth Regiment, 
and Company A, Eleventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1614); which said bill and report were reterred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7040) granting 
a pension to Laura Newman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1615); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1245) granting a pension to 
Oliver Domon, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
penne by a report (No. 1616); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4633) for the re- 
lief of John Calvin Lane, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 1617); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 5189) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander Boltin, of Kearney, in the State of 
Nebraska, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1618); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11228) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith Thompson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1619); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11211) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Clark, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1620); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

fr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11516) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Ryan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1621); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11158) granting 
a pension to Daniel Palmatary, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a werre (No. 1622); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mir, DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8942) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Howlett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1623); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9023) granting 


an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary Dobyns, reported the same | 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1624); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Louis M. 
Starring, of Rhea County, Tenn., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1625); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill cf the Senate (S. 4184) granting an increase of pension to 


Evelyn Neale Murray, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 
companied by a report (No. 1626); which said bill and report were | 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10333) granting 
a pension to Sophia Barrett, of Clearfield, Pa., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1627); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11057) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonhart Miller, Company C, Twenty-third Kentucky Vol unteer 
Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1628); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R, 10945) granting a pension to William T. 
Wyant, Danville, Pa., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1629); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2286) granting an 
increase of pension to John W, Craig, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1630); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11436) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Fernando C, Back; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H.R. 11736) to consolidate certain bureaus 
tment, and so forth—to the Committee on Naval 
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By Mr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11737) to repeal 1 
| stamp-tax provisions of the war-revenue law of 1898—to the Com 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11779) to reimburse soldiers 

and sailors of the late war with Spain for the amounts paid 

| them in going from their homes to place of enlistment and in re- 

| turning from same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 11780) providing for the construc- 

| tion of a steam revenue cutter, with headquarters at Newport, 

| R. I.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 256) author- 

izing acceptance by Library Committee of bronze bust of Chief 
| Engineer Isherwood—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
257) to authorize the governor of Porto Rico to provide temporary 
rates of internal-revenue taxation—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
| 258) to authorize the governor of Porto Rico to establish tempo- 
rary rates of internal-revenue taxation for Porto Rico—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 49) fixing 
the date of final adjournment for June 6, 1900—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A concurrent resolution of the general 
assembly of the State of Colorado, requesting the passage of H. ht, 
4382, for the establishment of a national military park at Vicks- 
burg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11738) for the re- 
liet of William L. Orr—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11739) for the relief of 
Samuel Crews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R, 11740) granting a pen- 
sion to Horace Staimbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11741) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Edward 8, Button, alias Charles B, 
Steward—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11742) granting a pension to John L. Reese— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11743) increasing the pension of William D 
Johnson—to the Commitéee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11744) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver 8. Woo@—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11745) granting a pension to Henry Mackey, 
alias Mackrill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 11746) for the relief of Peter H, 
Brodie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11747) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hewitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 11748) to remove 
| charge of desertion from Cyrus Mitchell—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 11749) granting a pension 
to Joseph A. Napier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11750) granting a pension to Lena Sutter—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 11751) for the re- 
lief of A. E.Conrad—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 11752) granting an increase of 
pension to John McBride—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H.R. 11758) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac F, Russell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 11754) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram Lawson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11755) granting a pension to 
Antoinette A. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11756) granting a pension 
to Henry F. Tower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11757) granting an increase 
of pension to Maggie D. Russ—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11758) to relieve Helen M. Gridley from cer- 
tain fines and penalties, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11759) granting a pension to 
Eliza Woolard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11760) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lauson R, Burr—to the Coximittee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11761) for the relief of George W. C. Smith— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Samuel Hamilton—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11763) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Moses Dupra—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11764) to remove the charge of desertion from 
yo record of Jackson Smith—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STOKES: A bill (H. R. 11765) for the relief of Ernest 
H. Heidtman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11766) for relief of L. H. Wannamaker, jr.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11767) granting a pension 


merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, letter and bulletin of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 
seum, relating to foreign trade reports—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
and Seabury & Johnson, of New York, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in the Phila- 
delphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Sea Gull Specialty Company, of Baltimore, 
Md., protesting against the passage of section 7 of the pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Millard, 
Wis., urging the passage of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


to Eliza A. Dudley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of the Wells, Yeager, Best 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11768) granting an increase of pension to | Company, of Lafayette, Ind., for the repeal of the tax on medi- 
John Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | cines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 
By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 11769) granting a pension to | Means. 
David C, Yingling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. DICK: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Also, a bill (H. H, 11770) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan | Peter H. Brodie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i By Mr. ELLIOTT (by request): Papers to accompany House 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11771) granting a pension to Patrick Kinney— | bill to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Cyrus 
‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R, 11772) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Fox River Valley Medical Associa- 
Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tion, of Wisconsin, asking for the promotion of the Surgeon- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11778) granting an increase of pension to John | General of the United States Army to the rank of major-general— 
Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11774) granting anincrease of pensiontoJohn | _ Also, resolutions of Branch No. 242, National Association of 
A. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Letter Carriers, asking for the passage of House bill No. 4911, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11775) granting a pension to Eleanor M. | equalizing the salaries of letter carriers—to the Committee on the 
Laise—to the Committee on Pensions. Post-Oftice and Post-Roads, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11776) to correct military record of Martin By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of retail druggists 
Cupples—to the Committee on Military Affairs. of Fall River, Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprie- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11777) to correct military record of Levi R. | tary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Shadle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of societies and citizens of Paw- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11778) to correct military record of Thomas | paw, Mich., in favor of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the 
J. Switzler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 11781) granting an increase | By Mr. KITCHIN: Petition of the National Patriotic Federa- 
of pension to Jacob Meier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | tion, of Washington, D. C., in favor of a municipal hospital and 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R, 11782) granting } against the proposed application for Providence Hospital—to the 
a pension to Mrs. Mary 8. Montague—to the Committeeon Invalid | Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Pensions, By Mr. LITTLE: Petitions of the Harrison Drug Company and 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11783) granting a pension | others, of Little Rock, Ark., and the Morgan Drug Company and 
to John M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, others, of Fort Smith, Ark., relating to the stamp tax on medi- 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R, 11784) granting an honorable | cines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 

discharge to John W. Thomas—to the Committee on Military | Means. 
Affairs. By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of 273 farmers in Androscog- 
gin, Franklin, Oxford, and Cumberland counties, Me., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No, 3717, amending the o!eomargarine 
law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the Commercial League of Fort 
Smith, Ark., in favor of the Shawnee, Oklahoma and Missouri 
Railroad-—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany House bill in behalf of 
Hugh T. Reed—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Alter Wirths-Verein, of Chicago, I1., asking 
= reduction of the tax on beer—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, papers of William H. Harper and T. A. Gehrmann, to ac- 
company ae bill No, 9756, for the relief of Maria McMurdie— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Armour & Co., Chicago, Ill., urging the estab- 
lishment of a national standards bureau—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Woodlawn Lodge, No. 451, of Chicago, I1l.. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, favoring the passage of 
sundry bills therein mentioned—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Woodlawn Lodge, No. 451, of Chicago, against 
the passage of bills taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George W. Ashburn, to accompany House bill 
No. 1 , for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of E. L. Canan and other druggists, 
for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, Cleveland, Ohio, against any legislation in- 
creasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of Hiram Lawson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON ‘of South Carolina: Petition of the Loryea 
Drug Company and retail druggists and citizens of Manning 











PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peaee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Union Commercial Club, 
of Lincoln, Nebr., in reference to House bill No. 887, relating to 
the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petitions of citizens of Concordia, 
Brookville, and Marysville, Kans., in favor of the bill to increase 
the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Trades and Labor Assembly of Columbus, 
Ohio, against the passage of the Grout bill to increase the tax on 
oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHANLER: Petition of W. G. Mitchell Post, No. 559, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New York City, in favor of the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Milit Affairs. 

Also, petition of Grain Dealers’ National Association, for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on grain waybills—to the Committee on 

ays and Means, 

Also, — of the Wine, Liquor, and Beer Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, for the reduction of the present tax on beer— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of R. E. Dietz Company, Lesher, Whitman & 
Co., and Keuffel & Esser Company, of New York City, urging an 
increase in the appropriation of the United States Geological 
aay - hydrographic work—to the Committee on Irrigation of 

ri nds. 

Also, petition of the New York Branch of the National Asso- 
ciation of Civil-Service Employees of the Navy Department, urg- 
ing the passage of House bill relating to the leave of absence wi 
pay to certain employees of the Government—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants’ Association of New York 
and Brooklyn, and Wharf and Warehouse Company of New York, 
with reference to the bill for the encouragement of the American 


a 





1900. 


S. C., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos- 
metics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. — 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Branch 242, National Association 
of Letter Carriers, of Ashland, Wis., in favor of increasing salaries 
of mail carriers of second-class post-offices—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of druggists of Winooski, Vt., for 
the repeal of the starhp tax on proprietary medicines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 10436, for 
the relief of John H. Haws—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of citizens of Fort Lupton, Colo., 
to prohibit the selling of liquors in any post exchange, transport, 
or premises used for military purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

Also, resolutions adopted at a mass meeting at City Hall, 
Waterbury, Conn., urging the Government to use its friendly 
offices to bring about a cessation of hostilities between Great 
Britain and the South African Republics—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: aves to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to Maggie D, Russ—to the Committee on 
Pensions. ; 

Also, petition of citizens of Prospect and Trenton, N. Y., in 
favor of the Grout bill increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of the Toledo Produce Ex- 
change, in relation to a reduction of taxation—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
(Minn, ) Chamber of Commerce, for restrictive quarantine regula- 
tions—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Ramsey County Nurses’ Graduate Associa- 
tion, of St. Paul, Minn., and petition of leading physicians of St. 
Paul, favoring the passage of House bill No. 6879, providing for | 
the employment of women nurses in the military hospitals ot the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of St. Paul Chamber of Commerce, in behalf of 
legislation for the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr, THROPP: Petition of Grange No. 1116, of Cambria, 
Pa., Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relat- 
ing to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter- | 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Metho- | 
dist Episcopal Church of Altoona, Pa., asking for the passage of 
the anti-canteen bill and prohibiting the sale of liquors on prem- 
- used for military purposes—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, petition of Cambria Grange, No, 1116, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
3717, relating to State control of imitation dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Blair County, Pa., urging the en- 
actment of a law forbidding the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Thomas J. Switzler—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of | 
desertion from the record of Levi R. Shadle—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
John A, Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Martin L. Cupples—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

_Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Pat- 
rick Kinney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
John Shroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Elizabeth | 
Diehl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
David C, Yingling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Richmond Hill (Pa.) Creamery 
Company, in favor of the of House bill No. 8717, amending 
the o. ae law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | 
Falls, Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in can- 
teens and in the Army, Navy, post exchanges, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Fort Logan Improvement Club, 
Fort Logan, Colo,, favoring the establishment of a Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Home at or near mver, Colo.—to the Committee on 








Military Affaire. 
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Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 


New York, in favor of Senate amendments to House bill No. 8347, 
restoring the appropriations for the maintenance of the Hydro- 
graphic Office—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, letter of Bement, Miles & Co., Philadelphia, Pa., in re- 
lation to Senate bill No. 4300 and the proposed amendment relat- 
ing to the Ordnance Department—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, letter of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum and Weekly 
Bulletin, relating to industries of foreign countries—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Sea Gull Specialty Company, Baltimore, 
Md., relating to alum baking powders, etc.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petitions of J. H. Connor, of New Albany: 
Homes & Perry and others, of Jeffersonville; John Enlow and 
others, of Birdseye; J. P. Isterling, of Corydon Junction; J. B. 
Blessing and others, of English, Ind., for the repeal of the tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 22, 1900, 
Prayer by Rev. OLIVER JoHNsON, of Leslie, S. C, 
NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut called the Senate to order; and the 
Secretary read the following letter: 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, UNITED STATES SENATE 
ay 190) 
To the Senate: 

I name Hon. O. H. PLatrtr, Senator from Connecticut, to perform the duties 
of the Chair during my absence. 

WM. P. FRYE, President pro te 

Thereupon Mr. PLaAtt of Connecticut took the chair as Presiding 
Officer, 

THE JOURNAL, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of yesterday, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Journal, without objection, 
will stand approved. 

TRANSPORTATION OS REINDEER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting an estimate 
of appropriation of $1,718.88, in settlement, by compromise, of a 
suit entered against the United States by T. F. Townsley on a 
contract entered into by Dr. Sheldon Jackson, general agent of 
education in Alaska, for the carrying of reindeer between certain 
Siberian and Alaskan ports; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 1006) granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret M. Badger. 

The message also announced that the bill (H. R. 2955) provid- 
ing for the resurvey of township No. 8, of range No. 30 west of the 


the 


| sixth principal meridian, in Frontier County, State of Nebraska, 


of which the Senate requested the return by resolution of May 
19, and transmitted to the House by message on that day, is no 
longer in possession of the House, as prior to the receipt of the 
message of the Senate it had been transmitted to the Senate as 
an enrolled bill duly signed by the Speaker. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 124) regulating permits for private conduits in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 4048) to amend an act regulating the inspection of 
flour in the District of Columbia, approved December 21, 189%. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (H. R, 9711) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 10538) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year adine June 30, 1901. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 


| 
| 
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to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H, R, 8582) making appropriations for the support of the 
Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901, further insists upon its disagreements to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill, asks a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HuLL, Mr. Mars, and Mr. JETT managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the American 
National Red Cross, and for other purposes, agrees to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Gi.Lerr of Massachu- 
setts, Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmirH, and Mr. WiLuiaMs of Mississippi 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5711) extending the term of patent No. 287230; 

A bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to author- 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1898; 

A bill (A. R. 8665) authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street; 

A bill (H. R. 10740) to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11326) to regulate the collection of taxes in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 11650) relating to certain railway corporations 
owning or operating street railways in the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 1248) for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen; 

A bill (8.3473) for the relief of Corinne Strickland; 

A bill (H. R. 10538) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; and 

A bill (H. R.11081) to provide for the holding of a term of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Superior, Wis. 

SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS, 

Mr.WELLINGTON, Mr. President, at a meeting held on Sun- 
day night by the citizens of Washington I was commissioned to 
present to the Senate a resolution, passed unanimously by that 
meeting, asking that the Senate of the United States shall adopt 
the resolution introduced by the Senator from Colorado - 
TreLLER]|, which provides for the offer of the good offices of the 
United States to assist in bringing abort a speedy conclusion of 
the war in South Africa. 

I beg leave to present the resolution in the nature of a petition, 
and I ask that it be read and laid upon the table with the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado. I desire to state that I shall 
call it up on Monday next, May 28, directly after the morning 
business, and submit some remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reading 
of the petition? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read es follows: 

CITIZENS’ MEMORIAL. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 20, 1900. 


ss 


To the Senate of the United States: 


The citizens of Washington, at a public reception of welcome to Messrs. 
Fischer, Wessels, and Wolmarans, the duly accredited peace envoys from the 
Republics of South Africa to the Republic of the United States, held in the 
capital of the nation on the 20th day of May, 1900, respectfully petition Con- 
— to pass the following joint resolution introduced in the Senate by Mr. 

ELLER and in the House by Mr. SULZER: 

“ Whereas from the hour of —— our independence as a people the 
people of the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of 
other people to free themselves from Euro domination: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the war between 


' Great Britain and the South African Republics, and, with full determination 


to maintain a proper neutrality between the ae fo we can not 

withhold our sympathy from the struggling people of the Republics; and it 

is our earnest desire that the Government of the United States, by its friendly 

offices offered to both powers, may assist in bringing the war to a y 

— in a manner honorable to both Great Britain aad the African 
epub 5” 

t was unanimously adopted that this petition be presented to the Senate 


and House of Representatives. 
WM. SULZER, Chairman of Meeting. 
PATRICK O’FARRELL, Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. According to the request of the 
Senator from Maryland the petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Let it lie on the table, and on Monday 
next I shall call it up with the resolution of the Senator from 
Colorado for the purpose of submitting some remarks. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented the petition of Louis Schulze 
and 108 other wholesale and retail druggists of Baltimore, Md., 
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praying for the passage of the so-called pure food and drug bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
San Francisco Art Association, of California, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to constitute a Capitol art commission 
to formulate a plan for completing the decoration of the Capitol 
building in the city of Washington; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. QUARLUS presented a petition of the Wisconsin Associa- 
tion of Letter Carriers, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to equalize the pay of letter carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of George P. Peck and 30 other 
citizens of Fayetteville, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
isJation placing a tax upon oleomargarine and all other kindred 
dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch No. 242, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Ashland, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for an increase of the salaries 
of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SIMON presented a petition of sundry druggists of Port- 
land, Oreg., praying for the repeal of the staimp tax upon propri- 
etary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of James R. Porter, of Haig- 
ler, Nebr., praying that he be granted indemnity for loss of prop- 
erty during the Fort Phil Kearney massacre; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
payment of overtime claims of letter carriers excluded from 
judgment as barred by limitation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Cascade Grange, No. 
63, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ada, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the election of United States 
Senators by popular vote; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr, PENROSE presented petitions of granges No. 1155, No. 
1118, No. 1116, No. 7025, No. 940, No. 55, No. 913, No. 291, No. 
1035, No. 274, No. 998, No. 106, No. 1124, No. 176, No. 66, No, 1138, 
No. 880, No. 1148, No. 1088, No. 839, No. 65, No. 1149, No. 1112, 
No, 908, No. 89, No. 19, No. 1133, No. 1074, No. 158, No. 1154, No. 
570, No. 1027. No. 981, No. 303, No. 1100, No. 989, No. 1034, No. 
534, No. 868, No. 1121, No, 1041, No, 1033, and No, 444, all Patrons 
of Husbandry, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation tosecure protection in the use of adulterated 
food products; which were referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 
10611, Knights of Labor, of Kensee, Ky., praying for the public 
ownership of railways, telegraphs, and telephones and for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1770, relative to the acquisition, pur- 
chase, construction, and condemnation by the United States of 
railroads lying within the United States, the respective States, 
and the District of Columbia engaged in interstate commerce, 
etc., and remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 
1439, to amend the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN, I present a memorial of the Eastern or Emi- 
grant Cherokees, so called, praying for the payment to them per 
capita of the trust fand due under the ninth article of the treaty 
of 1846 and appropriated to them July 2, 1836, and found due by 
the award of the executive department of the United States, in 
pursuance of the Cherokee agreement of December 19, 1891, and 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1893. 1 move that the memorial 
be printed asa document, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1014) for the relief of George McGuire, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted rts thereon: 

A bill (5S. 4191) granting a pension to Anna E. Littlefield; 
— (8. 4548) granting an increase of pension to Albert A. 


A bill ‘(H. R. 602) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. Adams; 
vo ah (H. R. 8475) granting an increase of pension to Alice de 
ecchj; 





1900. 





— 


oe 


A bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to Virginia Hull; and 

A bill (H. R. 9207) granting a pension to John F, Kelly. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2202) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
Sabin; and : . 

A bill (S. 4296) granting an increase of pension to Frances §. 
Childs. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3513) granting a pension to Edwin Hurlburt; 

A bill (H, R. 9236) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
S. Soules; 

A bill (H. R. 10719) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
S, Seymour; 

A bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Clarissa Carruth; 

A bill (H. R, 4424) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings; 

A bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Anderson, jr.; and 

A bill (H. R, 10455) granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
G. Kimball. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3115) granting an increase of pension to Robert Moran; 

A bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to Lydia Strang; 

A bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Biddle; 

A bill (H. R. 8888) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
O’Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery; 

A bill (8S, 2913) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Ferree; 

A bill (S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Z, 
Murphy; and 

A Bill (H. R, 4118) granting an increase of pension to Enos H, 
Kirk. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Franklin Kersting, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 17th instant, 
proposing to appropriate $750 to pay Dennis M. Kerr for extra 
services as assistant to Committee on Pensions, intended to be 
proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it 
with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 63) granting a pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox, 
— it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

te also, from theCommittee on Pensions, towhom was referred 
the bill (S. 4178) granting a pension to Thomas White, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
subinitted reports thereon: 
on bill (BH, R. 852) granting an increase of pension to James 

looper; 

A bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Doss, alias Harry S. Doss; 

A bill (H.-R. 6091) granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton; 
A bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter; 
» A bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of pension to Oliver M. 

rown; 

A bill (H. R. 5695) granting a pension to Matilda Reeves; 

A bill (H, R, 6425) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wendell; 

“ie (H. R. 8235) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


© ’ 

A bill (H. R, 8236) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Dennison; 

A bill (H. R. 8885) granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 

- Miley; and 

A bill &. R. 10443) granting a pension Anna C, White. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3869) granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick 
“tai Sine 

(H. R. 9752) granting a pension to Margaret Thornberry; 

A bill (H. R, 2726) granting dpesion to James A, Root; 

wa bill (H. R. 3495) granting an increase of pension to Levi G. 


gus; 
— (H. R. 5929) granting an increase of pension to Barton 
, 
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A bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to William 
Shulmire; and 
A bill (H. R. 10612) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Hardem 
Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Eva Clark, re- 


ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bili (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Julia Traynor, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to Catharine 
Slayton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1978) granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.3941) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hutchins, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard; and 

A bill (H. R. 1570) granting a pension to Susie Margarite Lan 
drum. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wero 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6559) granting an increase of pension to Genevieve 
Laighton; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Louise Adams; and 

A bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to Sarah Elvira C. Upham, 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6564) granting a pension to Anna M. Starr; and 

A bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase of pension to George 
Cronk. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Madison T. Trent; 

A bill (H. R. 2126) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Capehart; and 

A bill (H. R, 9740) granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Jane Lucas, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
Jackson; 

A bill (S. 1278) granting an increase of pension to F. W. Baker; 

A bill (S. 1736) granting an increase of pension to Mary Irene 
Rosenthal; 

A bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to Nancy J, Dunaway, of 
Garnett, Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 4165) granting a pension to Dora Renfro. 

Mr, BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3068) granting an increase of pension to Evan M. 
Woodward; 

A bill (H. R, 1230) granting a pension to Hannah Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 5330) granting an increase of pension to Uri 5, 
Keith; and 

A bill (H. R. 8829) granting an increase of pension to John P, 
Pepper. 

Mr. McMILLAN (for Mr, Proctor), from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3157) 
to amend an act for the protection of fish in the District of Cuo- 
lumbia, for the maintenance of a permanent spawning ground in 
the Potomac River in said District, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Healso (for Mr, Proctor), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3158) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the protection of birds, preservation of game, and for the pre- 
vention of its sale during certain closed seasons, in the District of 
Columbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8765) for the relief of John C. Smith, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
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ADDITIONAL CLERKS IN PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions to report back favorably with an amendment Senate reso- 
lution $51, introduced by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr, 
Scott] on the 18th instant, and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inform 
the Senate what number, approximately, of additional clerks will be required 
to adjudicate the applications for original pensions now on file in the Bureau 
of Pensions at a date not later than the Ist day of October next. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 5, to strike out 
the words “October next” and insert “ January, 1901.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
255) to print the annual reports of the American Historical Asso- 
ciation, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present 


‘consideration. 


The Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It provides that there shall be printed of the an- 
nual reports of the American Historical Association, beginning 
with the report of the year 1899, 2,500 copies in addition to those 
provided for under existing law, of which 500 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the American Histor- 
ical Association. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. From the Committee on Printing, I 
submit a report of the facts connected with the compilation and 
pubiication of the Messages and Papers of the Presidents, pursu- 
ant to the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. CHANDLER] and adopted by the Senate. The report is 
accompanied by the aemeny ee by the committee, I ask 
that the report and testimony rinted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is it desired that the report shall 
be read, or shall it be received and ordered printed without reading? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with the re- 
port, I wish tomake aninquiry. The report, I take it, is in answer 
toa resolution submitted by my colleague (Mr, CHANDLER), direct- 
ing an inquiry by the Committee on Printing regarding the pub- 
lication of the document known as ‘“‘ M es and Papers of the 
Presidents.” Ido not know what the finding of the committee is, 
but I want to ask the chairman if the committee has taken any 
action on a concurrent resolution that I introduced some time ago 
to provide for the printing of 30,000 additional copies of this pub- 
lication? From all over the country calls are coming for the pub- 
lication, which is a very valuable one, which I think the Govern- 
ment has been wise in expending money in publishing, and the 
publication of which, in my judgment, ought to be continued. I 
should be very glad to know from the chairman that the commit- 
tee has at least given some consideration to the resolution that I 
offered and sent to that committee. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I will say tothe Senator from New 
Hampshire that the committee has taken no action on that reso- 
lution for the reason that the cost would be somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $200,000, 

: Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that the reportmayberead. It is not 
ong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read, 

The Secretary read the report, as foliows: 

{Senate Report No. 1473, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Printing respectfully reports to the Senate that it has 
completed an investigation into the facts connected with the compilation and 
publication of the Messages and Papers of the Presidents, both by Con- 
gress and as a private enterprise, pursuant to the following resolution 
adopted by the Senate April 19, 1900: 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Extoting bo rected to investigate the 
facts connected with the compilation and pu tion of the Messages and 
Papers of the Presidents; the result of the permission given to private per- 
sons to use the stereoty, plates; the distribution of the copies mad 
tuitously or otherwise by the Government; the mad 
sons, and the methods adopted in making such sales; the 
which the compilation has been co yrighted: and other material facts sur- 
zounting the compilation and distribution of the volumes; and 
Senate the result of the inquiry and any legislation which may be deemed 
desirable by the committee.” 

The testimony taken by the committee under the above resolution is hereto 
annexed. Its perusal shows that on July 27, 1894, Congress authorized the 
compilation of all such messages and papers and gave the direction of the 
work to the Joint Committee on Printing. That committee, on August 20, 
1804, requested the Hon. JAMes D. RICHARDSON, a Representative from the 
State of Tennessee, to make the compilation. Mr. RicHARDSON was then 
and in the preceding House had been a member of the House Committee on 
Printing. he general act providing for the printing, binding, and distribu- 


tion of public documents, enacted January 12, 1895, made it illegal to copy- 
right any Government publication. 


Mr. RICHARDSON n the work of compiling the Presidents’ messages in 
April, 1895, and the publication began in February, 1896. The tenth and last 
volume was brought out in July, 1899. It isnot to be doubted that Mr. Ricu- 
ARDsON’'s labors were most assiduous, and that they consumed during this 
period a great amount of his time. Mr. RICHARDSON testifies that he de- 
voted every spare hour of his time fora period of four years and three 
months to this work. An amendment in the sundry civil bill on January 4, 
1897, requested Mr. RICHARDSON to make an index to the work, and he testi- 
fies that he expended more than $3,600 from his own purse for necessary as- 
sistance in ing this index. 

Three editions of the Messages, gating 36,000 sets of ten volumes each, 
were printed by the Government nting Office and distributed free by 
mem bers and officers of the two Houses of Congress. These were duly author- 
ized publications and distributions, and of the copies printed 34,439 were as- 
signed to the members and officers of the Fifty-fourth and the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gresses, and certain fractional remainders of each edition, amounting in all 
to 659 copies, were placed by the Public Printer to the credit of Mr. Ricn- 
ARDSsON, the compiler, in accordance with the terms of the acts and resolu- 
tions of Congress under which the publication was authorized. 

After several volumes of the first edition had been printed and in all sub- 
sequent volumes of the first edition and in all volumes of the succeeding edi 
tions Mr. RICHARDSON caused to be p upon the reverse side of the title 
page of each book the words: ‘‘ Copyright, 1897, by James D. RICHARDSON.” 

his inscription was printed some while before a copyright had been actu- 
ally issued to Mr. RICHARDSON, but it appears that Conran was issued to 
him as each volume went to press, and he now claims the rights and privi- 
~as of copyright in connection with the publication of the work. 

r. RICHARDSON says that his original insertion of the copyrightinscription 
was not then intended as an assertion of copyright, but as notice to the public 
of his purpose to obtain copyright. He also says that he does not claim copy- 
right as against the Government, but only as against all other publishers. It 
is not claimed by Mr. RicHARDSON that his copyright operates to protect 
him against the publication of any one or more of the collated me: s, but 
that it does protect the form of the publication, and that it protects the illus- 
trations and original matter with which the pages of the books are inter- 
spersed. 

The Committee on Printing will not undertake to discuss the legal ques- 
tion here involved further than to say that the prohibition contained in the 
prinias act was intended to cover every rt authorized by Congress 

n all possible forms, and in view of the debate which occurred at the time 
it is clear to the committee that Con intended to prevent precisely what 
has happened—the copyrighting of this particular book. 

Your committee thinks that copyright should not have issued in behalf of 
the Messages, and that the law as it stands is sufficient to deny a right to 
any and every work once ed as a Government publication. I the serv- 
ices of any author or compiler employed by the Government require to be 
compensated, payment should be made in money, frankly and properly ap- 
propriated for that parpoes. and the resulting book or other publication in 
whole and as to any part should be always at the free use of the people, and 
this, without doubt, was what Congress intended. 

This consideration beige Your committee to the origin if not to the cause 
of the conditions that led to this mB EOP The sundry civil bill which 
became a law on June 4, 1897, carried in it a provision “That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to make and deliver to 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, the compiler of The Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents, without cost to him, duplicate feciretzee plates from which the 
compilation The Messages and Papers of the Presidents is published.” Of 
course, these plates were given to Mr. RICHARDSON to be used by him in the 
further publication, for own pecuniary benefit, of the compilation. 

It must be assumed that Congress felt itself to be in Mr. RICHARDSON’'s 
debt and undertook to discharge what it regarded as a public obligation in 
this way. It madeamistake. If anything more than a gracious public ac- 
knowledgment of the value of his work was due to Mr. RICHARDSON,it should 
have been paid in money, duly appropriated for the purpose. The quasi au- 
a — to Mr. RicHARDSON in this provision of the law to use these 

n 


platesin his own way and for his own benefit led to a series of incidents for 
bo moe nie penpeust ity may be slight, but which have placed Congress ina 
position. 


A publisher of the name of James 8. Barcus, then a resident of New York 
City and now of Terre Haute, Ind., made a contract with Mr. RICHARDSON 
under which the “exclusive use of the phates"’ was given to Barcus for ten 
years in an arrangement that he shoul » t, poe. and sell the compila- 
tion, paying to Mr. RICHARDSON a royalty of 75 cents per set for all sets sold. 
In form the contract appears to be tinobjectionable; but the methods pur- 
sued by Barcus and his organization to dis of the work were question- 
able, and well devised to produce a false public impression. 

Mr. Barcus was the sole owner of the privilege conveyed in the contract 
and, when the contract was e, was doing busi#ess as a publisher under 
the trade name of J. 8. Barcus Company. ithin five or six months after 
the contract was signed, this name was abandoned and us assumed for 
his enterprise the name “committee on distribution.’’ This name was used 
on all letter headings and other printed matter necessary to the business, all 
such matter being printed and devised in forms and with types, paper, and 
ink similar to smese eomprores by Congress and its regular authorized com- 
mittees. In the fo headings of such letters and circulars the name of 
Mr. RICHARDSON appeared as * editor” together with that of Ainsworth R. 
Spofford, the Assistant Librarian of Co: ss, as “general secretary.” 

The expressions and employed in Barcus's printed material were 
such as necessarily to the public into the belief that the Government 
was in some way identified with the publication and sale of his books. It 
was made to ap by agenge which was at times more than equivocal, 
that the cousenl eppervuntey obtaining the books which the Barcus liter- 
ature and the Barcus agents claimed was being afforded, resided in this 
undefined relation of Congress to the enterprise. The Barcus edition was 
referred to in circular letters as a “‘ Government document,” and it was said 
that ‘Congress recently authorized the distribution of a limited number in 
each Congressional district,” a statement that might perhaps have applied 
to the editions printed by the Public Printer but could not have applied to 
the editions printed from Mr. RrcHARDsoON’s plates. 

dressed as prospective purchasers were told that the “ commit- 

been “ appointed to distribute the work,” and that 

Congress had “granted the pri rinting a limited edition” and that 

the “distribution ” was to be made by “ onal districts,” and that the 

“number of sets” had been “apportioned” in accordance with u« “ratio.” 

Barcus's ts were equipped with letters under the usual letter heading, 

in which they were informed that they had been “appointed” to be mem- 

bers of the “committee on distribution,” and that their ap 
been “confirmed.” All these e ions were so well cal 

= public as to make it impossible to believe that they were not chosen for 

t purpose. i 

Me RICHARDSON'’s receipts from the sales of the edition printed and sold 

by Mr. Barcus had amounted up to the period of this investigation to $11,320.50. 
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Your committee does not sec the necessity of new legislation. Congress has 
it in its own power to avoid a repevition of the false representations of which 
it has been the victim by not ayain placing Government plates at the disposi- 


: , ‘ language of the statute forbiddin @ copy- 
Hon oe Pe Government ahhiestions appears to the committee > be as 
strong as it can be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report, together with the 
testimony which accompanies it, will be printed and laid on the 

ble. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to make a single 
observation. : ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator first allow me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I have received some addi- 
tional circulars that were sent out by the Barcus Company which 
I will present to the Senator from New York and ask to have 

pie A at the close of the testimony connected with the report. 

ask that that order 2. be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that some additional evidence in relation to the report 
made by the Committee on Printing shall be printed at the end of 
the printed testimony. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, 
and that order will be made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to make an addi- 
tional observation in connection with the matter which has just 
been presented to the Senate. 

As already suggested, I offered a concurrent resolution, prob- 
ably two or three weeks ago, which was sent to the Committee 
on Printing, asking for the printing of 30,000 additional copies of 
this document, Messages and Papers of the Presidents, The 
chairman of that committee says that no action has been taken 
upon it for the reason that it would cost in the vicinity of $200,000 
to print 30,000 copies. 

Mr. President, I am not going to discuss at all the merits of the 
controversy between Mr. RicHarpson and Congress, but I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the fact that 
this publication is now being sold to the people of this country 
at $34 per set while, if we can print 30,000 at a cost approximating 
$200,000, it costs only between six and seven dollars per set. In 
other words, it will cost one hundred and ninety-odd thousand 
dollars for the Government to print 80,000 copies while the people 
of the country are paying to the Barcus Company $1,020,000 for 
30,000 copies, admitting that that number shall be sold. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that under these circum- 
stances the Committee on Printing can with great propriety re- 
port back the concurrent resolution, reducing the number from 
30,000 to 20,000, or 10,000 if they see fit to do so; and if the Gov- 
ernment is not able to print this document for gratuitous distribu- 
tion to the libraries and the scholars of the country, let the Com- 
mittee on Printing recommend that it shall be printed and sold at 
cost, so that members of this body and members of the other House 
can purchase these books at a cost of six or seven dollars per set 
and send them to their constituents and to the libraries of their 
States. For myself, I should be very glad of an opportunity to 
purchase a very considerable number at the cost of six or seven 
dollars per set, and I should consider that I was doing my people 
a very great service to distribute these books to a limited extent 
under these circumstances rather than to have them sold at a cost 
of $34 per set. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will my colleague state again what the cost 
will be at the Government’s price and what the price is that is 
charged by the Barcus Company? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from New York tells me pri- 
vately that the cost for 30,000 sets is not quite $200,000, but one 
hundred and ninety-odd thousand dollars, while the cost of 30,000 
copies at the price the Barcus Company is charging would be 
$1,020,000, or more than five times what it will cost if the Govern- 
ment shall furnish these books. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a matter of business, it seems to me, 
and laying aside the merits or demerits of this controversy, which 
I do not pro to enter into at all, it appears to me that some 
action should be taken by the Committee on peeing beating to 
furnishing an edition of some number, whether it 50,000 or 
100,000 or 200,000, to Congress for gratuitous distribution, or, if 
this is impracticable, then let them be printed and supplied at cost, 
so that we can purchase and distribute them at our own expense. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I beg leave tocall up the Army 
engronsiation bill, which has just come over from the House. 
e¢ PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives Sngcing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 8582) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1901, and requesting a further confer- 
= the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate still further insist on 
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its amendments and agree to the further conferences asked by the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent. the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that in place of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor], who is absent, the Senator from Mon 
tana [Mr. CARTER] be appointed one of the conferees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Mr. HawLey, Mr. Car- 
TER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me informally to make a statement. 
While it looks formidable that the House disagrees to the amend- 
ments of the Senate, that is a mere matter of form. Iam happy 
to say that the disagreement is only upon one not very important 
item, and I hope to submit the report of the conferees in the 
course of the afternoon. 


TRANSFER OF GUNS TO GRAND ARMY POST, 


Mr. CARTER. By direction of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and on behalf of the Senator from Vermont {Mr. Proctor}, 
I report back without amendment the bill (H. R. 6876) provid- 
ing for the transfer to Post 30, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now in possession of Battery C, 
Massachusetts Volunteer Militia. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 
It will take but a moment. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Who!e, proceeded to its considera 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CLAIMS ARISING DURING WAR 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3763) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment of all 
just claims against the United States for private property taken 
and used in the military service within the limits of the United 
States during the war with Spain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
been concluded. 

Mr, TILLMAN, I thoughtit had been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no further reports 
of committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolutions is 
in order, 


WITH SPAIN, 


Morning business has not yet 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, some two or three weeks 
ago Lintroduced a resolution calling upon the proper officers of the 
District of Columbia to make a report concerning the quality of 
milk and cream furnished to the people of the District. Very in- 
teresting reports have been made by the health officer and by the 
dairy commissioner. The health officer has submitted two bills 
which he wishes to have enacted intolaw. I now introduce those 
bills, and ask that they may be severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bills were respectively read twice by their titles. and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Coluinbia, as follows: 

A bill (S. 4803) to require cases of typhoid fever occurring in 
the District of Columbia to be reported to the health department 
of said District; and 

A bill (S. 4804) to regulate the production and sale of milk and 
cream in and for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER also introduced a bill (S. 4805) providing for 
a special term of the district court of the United States for Porto 
Rico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S, 4806) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Daniel O'Sullivan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4807) for the relief of the heirs of 
Martin Dubs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, GEAR introduced a bill (S, 4808) granting an eight-hour 
day oe clerks; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 4809) to correct the military 
record of Jacob Eckert; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4810) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Galena, 
State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S, 4811) to authorize the Jef- 
ferson Telephone Company to construct and maintain lines and 
offices for general telephone business in the Cherokee, Creek, 
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Choctaw, Seminole, and Chickasaw nations, in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and also in the Osage Reservation, in the Territory of Okla- 
homa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4812) for the relief of Louis 
Loeb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4813) granting a pension to Milton 
Reynolds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S, 4814) to authorize the 
President to reappoint, as a commander in the Navy, Thomas 
Amory De Blois, who voluntarily resigned in 1881; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 4815) to refer the 
claim of the estate of Richard Lay, deceased, late of the District 
of Columbia, to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4816) to provide for the 
closing of part of an alley in square 169,in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., and for the sale thereof to the Young Men's Christian 
Association of the city of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4817) authorizing the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at St. 
Paul, Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment pooneeing te appropriate 
$4,135.88 to refund tothe Little Falls Knitting Mill Company, 
being the amount charged against it and deducted from the pay- 
ments due on account of alleged failure to deliver merchandise as 
yer contract made therefor, dated September 2, 1898, intended to 
be preposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for 
emergencies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and 
for the diversion of certain appropriations or modifications of pro- 
visions heretofere made; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CUBAN INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to present an amendment 
intended to be proposed by me to the resolutions relative to the 
investigation of receipts and expenditures in Cuba. I do not ask 
that that amendment may be acted upon, because I desire that the 
opportunity shall be offered to such Senators as may desire to speak 
to these resolutions before the resolutions are referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

When this amendment is adopted it will necessitate that the res- 
olution shall go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, The 
consideration of and action upon the resolutions have been post- 
poned in order that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, rrarel 
might have the opportunity, which he desired, to express himsel 
to them. After he has done so, unless other Senators desire to be 
heard upon the resolutions, I shall ask that the amendment be 
adopted, and that the resolutions with the amendment go to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). Mr. 
President, I take this opportunity to say that I shall to-morrow, 
at the conclusion of the ordinary routine morning business, if 
there is xn opportunity, or, if not, during the day when there 
may be an opportunity—and I will seek such opportunity—call up 
the resolutions introduced by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon], and ask for consideration and action upon them. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that the amendment I have submitted may 
be printed in the Recorp and as a document. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). The amendment will be received and printed in the Rrc- 
orD and also printed as a document, in the absence of objection. 

The amendment intended to be offered by Mr. Bacon to the 
Senate resolution directing the Committee on Relations with Cuba 
to investigate and report relative to receipts and expenditures in 
Cuba is to add: 

That said committee or any subcommittee thereof shall have the power to 
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses 
under oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to inves- 
tigate, and may either by full committee orsubcommittee hold their sessions 
during the sessions of the Senate or cares the recess of Congress at such 
place or places as they may determine for the efficient and p r execution 
of this order to be necessary or important either in the Uni States or in 

clerical assistan 


Cuba, to employ stenographers and such ce as may be deemed 
advisable; and the necessary and proper expense incurred in the execution 


of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BLAND. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P. 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Missouri; of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

STATUES OF BENTON AND BLAIR, 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon ghe acceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis p Blair, presented by 
the State of Missouri, 16,500 ae, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remainin 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri; an 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engrav- 
ing of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravings to be paid 
for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 


COST OF ARMY TRANSPORTATION, ETC, 


Mr. MORGAN, I present a resolution which I send to the 
desk, for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to furnish to the Senate, 
as fully and accurately as is practicable at this time, answers to the follow- 
ing inquiries: 

SEcTION 1. What has been the cost to the United States since May 1, 1898, 
of the transportation paid to or due to railroad companies for the transporta- 
tion of officers and men in service with the Army of the United States, and 
of animals, poner: munitions, equipment, arms and supplies of every 
kind belonging to the Quartermaster, Commissary, and Ordnance Depart- 
ments of the Army, sent to the — Islands from the Pacific coast or 
brought from any of said islands to the Pacific coast of the United States 
and sent to their destination from that coast to any part of the United States? 

Sec. 2. What has been the cost of transportation, by sea, of the officers, 
men, animals, and other belongings of the Army mentioned in section 1 of 
these resolutions, since May 1, 1895, to Manila or other ports in the Philippin 
Islands, or from such ports to the ports of the United States on the Pacific 
and Atlantic oceans? 

Sec. 3. What tolls, andat what price per ton, and what fares or charges 
for passengers, have been paid by the United States since May 1, 1898, to the 
Suez Canal Company for transports or troop ships and for troops passing 
through said canal, and the tonnage of each ship and its draft? 

Sec. 4. What sum has been paid to each railroad company, or each line or 
system of railroads, naming the same, that terminates on or near the Pacific 
coast, for the transportation that is mentioned or referred to in section 1 of 
this resolution, so as to designate the system of railroads, known as the trans- 
continental railroad lines, on which such transportation was furnished? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that that resolution may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the res- 
olution will go over. 


COST OF NAVAL TRANSPORTATION, ETC, 


Mr. MORGAN, I present another resolution, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate, as fully and accurately as is practicable at this time, answers to the fol- 
lowing inquiries: 

SECTION 1. Since May 1, 1898, what armed vessels, tenders, and war shi 
have been sent to the Philippine Islands by order of the Secretary of the 
Navy. or from said islands to other ports or places, giving the name, tonnage, 
and the time and place of departure and arrival, and the distance of sea travel 
of each voyage? 

What is the cost of fuel consumed on each of said voyages, and the cost per 
ton of such fuel at the port of Manila, for each month during the period since 
said May 1, 1888? 

Sec. 2. What tolls have been paid to the Suez Canal Company on each ves- 
sel sent through said canal by order of the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
price per ton paid for each vessel since — 1, 1898? 

Sec. 3. What distance was covered, and in what time, by the battle ship 
Oregon in her voyage from the Pacific coast to Key West; and in her voyage 
subsequently, from the Atlantic coast ef the United States to Manila; anc 
whether said voyages, respectively, were made within a reasonable time? 
What was the cost of the coal consumed on each voyage by the Oregon? 

What was the cost of coal consumed on each ship under the command of 
Admiral Dewey on his return from Manila to the United States, and what 
distance was covered in that voyage? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I ask that that resolution may go over until 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. MORGAN, As the resolutions are to go over, I desire 
that they may be printed. I ask that both resolutions may be 


rinted. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print will be made, 
in the absence of objection. 
DEPENDENT-PENSION ACT, 
Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a resolution, which I send to the 
desk, for which I ask immediate consideration. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional 
copies of public act No. 94, entitled “An act in amendment of sections 2 and 
8 of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are 


ine itated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for pen- 
aaee aah minor children, and dependent parents,’ approved June 27, 
1890," said copies to be delivered to the Senate document room. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be again read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator the resolution 
simply provides for reprinting the amended pension act of June 
97, 1890, the information coming to me that the supply is entirely 
exhausted, and that calls are coming in for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Sen- 
ator from Missouri does not call for the reading of the resolution 


again? 
OM. COCKRELL. No. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution. . 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, 
CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINATIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present another resolution, for which I 
ask present consideration. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, information as to the number of 
persons examined, under the direction of said commission, for appointment 
in the public service during each fiscal year since July 1, 1895, the number 
who the required examination each year, the number who received 
appointments, the number who were dropped from the eligible list because 
of not having received appointment within one year after successfully pass- 
ing the required examination, and the number now on the eligible lists, des- 
ignating the different classes of eligibles. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. — I should like to have that resolution go over and 
be printed. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over, and 
be printed, 
EDUCATION IN PORTO RICO, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the division of customs and 
insular affairs, War Department, 700 copies of Senate Document No. 363, 
being the report of Dr. Victor 8. Clark on education in Porto Rico. 


CONSTITUTIONS OF SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not deemed 
incompatible with thé public interest, to transmit to the Senate a transla- 
~ of the constitutions of the South African Republic and the Orange Free 
States. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE, 


Mr. KYLE. Is the morning business closed, Mr, President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Itisnot. Concurrent and other 
resolutions are still in order, If there are none such, there are 
resolutions coming over from a former day, which it is the duty 
of the Chair to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I rise to morning business. I wish to 
offer a resolution, which I ask to have read, and lie over until 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged 
from the further consideration of joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing for the election of Senators of the United States, 
and that said joint resolution be reported to the Senate and placed upon the 
Calendar for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed 
and lie upon the table, subject to the call of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Pettigrew]. 


MILITARY STATISTICS RELATIVE TO THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to consider at this time—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business is not yet con- 
cluded. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KENNEY on 
the 19th instant, as follows: 

Whereas it has been officially stated, on the strength of reports received 
from the general commanding in the Philippines, that the insurrection in 
those islands has been successfully sup roneed ; and 

Whereas it is understood that the War Department is making prepara- 
tions to return to the United States the troops now stationed in the Philip- 
penes, with a view of complying with the provisions of the act of March 2, 
Feder aing for a temporary increase of the military forces and for the 


8 Arm to its former >> = on or before July 1, 1901; Be it 
Resolved. That th i ted f rnish to the Senate a 
. ie etar y of Ww ar be rectec to u 


. The territory over which the militar rations in the Philippines ex- 
tended from September 1, 1899, to April 1, 1900. 
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2. The places in which garrisons were established during the 
September 1, 1899, to April 1, 1900. 

3. The places occupied as garrisons | American troops on April 1, 1900 

4. The number of officers and enlisted men in active service in the Philip- 
pines on April 1, 1900. 

5. The number of deaths in the army in the Philippines fr« 
during the period from September 1, 1809, to April 1, 1900 

6. The number of wounded of sick soldiers in hospitals and soldiers dis- 
abled or incapacitated for service in the Philippines on April 1, 1900 

7. The number of enlisted men discharged the service in the Philippines 
for any cause since September 1, 1899. 

8. The number of additional enlisted men sent to the Philippines since 
July 1, 1899, to recruit regiments stationed in the archipelago. 


period from 


m all causeg 


%. The number of American soldiers who have become insane since the 
occupation of the islands and what disposition has been made for their treat- 
ment. 


10. The number of American soldiers belonging to the army in the Philip- 
pines who have committed suicide since the occupation of the islands, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when that resolution was offered 
I asked that it go over in order that I might examineit. It seems 
to me that it is hardly in a shape in which it ought to be adopted. 
The last two clauses, in regard to insanity and suicide, have 
already been answered, The answer will be found on pages 5032, 
5033 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, an official statement from the 
War Department, coming entirely within the jurisdiction of the 
committee of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLry]. All 
the other inquiries, except the first three, are covered by the reso- 
lution which was introduced by the Senator from Nebraska { Mr, 
ALLEN] on the 24th of March, and reported on the 29th of March 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, with amendments en 
larging its scope, which is now upon the Calendar, and which, | 
think, is in better form than this resolution. It seems to me also 
that in a resolution of inquiry it is not best to have a preamble, 
which might involve a good deal of debate, which undertakes to 
commit the Senate to a number of statements of fact. 

Therefore, Mr. President, although this does not come within 
the scope of my committee, if seems to me it ought to go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. A slight amendment of the reso- 
lution reported by the committee, now on the Calendar, would 
cover all that is asked for here and in better form. 

I make this statement because I asked in the first place to have 
the resolution go over. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. LopGE]| who has just spoken gave notice some 
time ago that he would to-day call up the bill to provide a gov- 
ernment for the Philippine Islands. I was under the impression 
that it was on the Calendar, but I do not see it there. 

The Senate of the United States, Mr. President, is soon to be 
called upon to pass upon the question of a government for the 
Philippine Islands, and it does appear to me that there ought not 
to be withheld from this body any information that any depart- 
ment of this Government can give to the Senate which would en- 
able it to have the fullest information in regard to the conditions 
in those islands. If the Senator from Massachusetts or if the 
Administration does not desire to give the information asked for 
in the resolution, then of course I must draw the conclusion that 
there may be some information called for by the resolution which 
it is not Uecred that the Senate or the country should have. 

If there has been information furnished to the Senate as called 
for by any previous resolution here offered and adopted, then it 
will be a very easy matter for the Secretary of War to answer any 
one of the inquiries contained in my resolution by a reference to 
the answer heretofore given. 

I notice an article to-day in the Post, of this city, headed ‘ Re- 
taken by Filipinos—Americans now occupy only a few coast 
towns.” It is a short article of a quarter of a column, giving us 
newspaper information as to the condition in those islands. lam 
not the only Senator, neither am I the only American citizen, who 
desires to know just the conditions that to-day are existing in 
those possessions, if they be possessions, of the United States in 
that far-away sea. 

If this resolution, Mr. President, should go to the Committce 
on Military Affairs, or to any other committee, it will be practi- 
cally impossible to have it reported back favorably to the Senate 
in time to get the information that, in my judgment, it is neces- 
sary that we should have before we pass upon the bill to which I 
a moment ago referred. So I hope the Senate will refuse to com- 
mit the resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs or to any 
other committee, but that it may be adopted and the information 
may be had as speedily as possible. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to interfere with 
getting any information there is. I think that all the informa- 
tion that is asked for in the resolution it is perfectly proper to have; 
but this thirst for information, I merely pointed out, might have 
been quenched if the Senator would have taken the trouble to 
look at the proceedings of this body, as to part of it: at all events, 
the last two clauses, Moreover, I object to preambles to resolu- 
tions of inquiry. 

The Committee on Military Affairs have had a resolution on the 
Calendar since the 29th of March, which any Senator who is inter- 
ested in the matter could have called up and have passed at avy 
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moment; and it seems to me that that was the easiest way to get 
the information. But if it is thought better to pass this resolu- 
tion without the preamble, I have no objection in the world to it. 

Mr. KENNEY. In reply to the statement of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] as to the preamble of 
the resolution, I desire to say that that preamble does not contain 
anything that has not been published and stated throughout this 
country as being facts. If so, there certainly can be no reason 
why the resolution should not be preceded by a preamble reciting 
what the War Department has sent out and published from one 
- = the country to the other as to the facts existing in those 
islands, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I for one have no knowledge of 
any such statement as is set forth in that preamble. I do not be- 
lieve that there is any reason why the Senate should undertake to 
commit itself to aseries of statements put forward by the Senator 
from Delaware without considerable investigation. I have no 
objection in the world to the inquiry, but if we are to be commit- 
ted to a series of statements of that sort, I think it will take some 
discussion before we can agree to the resolution. 

Mr. KENNEY. I want to say, in reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that if he had been as industrious as 
he should have been in looking over the Be ee of this Sen- 
ate he would probably have been advised of the fact that there 
have been such statements made here. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, when Calendar No. 801, the res- 
olution presented by the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. ALLEN], 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 1t was accom- 

vanied by quite an extensive preamble reciting matters concern- 
ng which members of the committee could not agree; but it was 
unanimously a that the inquiries to be propounded to the 
Secretary of War were proper in themselves and would elicit the 
information desired quite as effectually as if accompanied by a 
lengthy preamble. The committee further concluded that some 
additions should be made to the resolution. The amendments in 
the body of the resolution were very meager. We inserted in line 
7, it will be observed, after the word ‘‘ disease,” the words “or 
suicide;” in line 12 we struck out the word ‘‘contagious” before 
the word “diseases,” so as to give the inquiry a more sweeping 
character; and we added at the conclusion of the resolution the 
following: 

And also that the comparative losses and disabilities of white and colored 
troops in the Philippine Islands be included. 

The committee thought information upon that point would be 
of advantage in matters relating to future legislation. 

This resolution, presented at that time by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, covers in substance the subject-matter embraced in the 
resolution of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY]. The 
difficulty of the duplication of work is very —_ illustrated by 
the presentation to the War Department, should the Senate so de- 
cide, of these two resolutions covering the same general question, 
but using somewhat different phraseology. The phraseology va- 
ries just sufficiently to require a dual investigation and a dual 
report upon the same question. 

feanunbth as the Committee on my tag A se in the report 
upon the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska, manifested a 
desire, not only to make a report favorable to the investigation, 
but likewise elaborated the scope of the resolution pregented, strik- 
ing out the preamble, which is objectionable and unnece oe 
suggest to the Senator from Delaware, in order to harmonize these 
two resolutions and before the one now upon the Calendar is 

ssed, that he let his resolution be referred to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CARTER. It is thought proper—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CARTER. I will yield in one moment, if the Senator will 
permit me to finish the sentence. I suggest that we harmonize 
the two resolutions, embracing in one resolution all the inquiries 
contemplated by the two. Isu t further to the Senator that 
he may without any difficulty offer such amendment as he may 
think proper to the resolution now on the Calendar, formerly pre- 
sented by the Senator from Nebraska. Any one of these various 
ways will be satisfactory and will accomplish the pu he has 
in view and save the time of the Senate and transact the business 
in an orderly fashion. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask if the Senator has any ob- 
jection to taking up the resolution and putting it upon its passage 
at this time? 

Mr. CARTER. I see no objection to the resolution being con- 
sidered, I ao for myself alone. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Delaware 
I ask unanimous consent that the resolution on the Calendar may 
be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN, It will be open to amendment. 
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Mr. KENNEY. Do I understand that it does not affect my 
resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution under consideration may 
be laid aside and that the Senate take up for consideration resolu- 
tion No, 222, reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire it read 
for information or consideration? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
March 24, 1900, and reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs March 29, 1900. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the substi- 
tution of this resolution for the one under consideration? The 
Chair hears none, 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with amendments, in line 7, after the word “‘ disease,” to 
insert “‘ or suicide;” in line 12, before the word “ diseases,” to strike 
out ‘‘contagious;” and at the end of the resolution to insert: 

And also that the comparative losses and disabilities of white and colored 
troops in the Philippine nds be included. 

So as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to send 
to the Senate the following information: A statement of the number of sol- 
diers, volunteer and regular, who have been killed and died from wounds 
received in the Philippine Islands since August 1, 1898; the number of regu- 
lar and volunteer soldiers who have died from disease or suicide during that 
period; the number who have been wounded in action or otherwise, and what 
proportion of them are still incapacitated for duty; the number who have 
committed suicide during said period; the percentage of sick, disabled, and 
invalid soldiers therein; what diseases have‘been prevalent, if any, in the 
military camps on the islands of the Philippine Archipelago during said time, 
and what steps, if any, have been taken for the better protection of their 
health, and a statement of the number of soldiers who have become insane 
since the close of the Spanish-American war while in service in the Philip- 
pine Archipelago, and the disposition which has been made of them. And 
also that the comparative losses and disabilities of white and colored troops 
in the Philippine Islands be included. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEY. I desire to amend the resolution as reported 
from the committee which has just been read by adding thereto 
such inquiries as are contained in the resolution I offered on Sat- 
urday that are not contained in this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Will the Senator state more 
eee amendment he proposes? 

Mr. KENNEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
lution the following: 

Also to include the territory over which the meiety operations in the 
Philippines extended from September 1, 1899, to April 1, 1900. 

The pleoes in which garrisons were established during the period from 
September 1, 1899, to April 1, 1900. 

The places occupied as garrisons by American troops on April 1, 19€0. 

The number of officers and enlisted men in active service in the Philip- 
pines on April 1, 1900. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that 
if we want the information we want it up to date, and that he 
had better change the date ¢rom April 1 to May 1, because the 
War Department can give the one just as well as the other. In 
view of the statement he has read that our garrisons are with- 
drawing from the interior and retiring to the coast, we ought to 
know just the status now, rather than what it was six weeks ago. 

Mr. KENNEY. I wili accept the amendment making it for 
May 1, 1900, wherever April 1 occurs. I also ask that the article 
in the Post may be printed as a part of the remarks I have sub- 


mitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be modi- 
fied by changing the date from April 1 to May 1,1900, The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment, as I understand the Senator, 
includes the first, second, third, and fourth paragraphs of the 
resolution formerly presented by him. 

Mr. KENNEY. And that is all. 

Mr. CARTER. I see no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. I desire to submit a conference report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
me for just a moment to get an order made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please sus- 
pend? The Senator from Delaware requested, and the Chair 
omitted to bring the matter to the attention of the Senate, that in 
connection with the passage of the resolution which has just been 
considered an article printed this morning in the Washington 
Post may be inserted in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY, What is the article about? 
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Mr. KENNEY. Down to the words “The first death of a white 
man.” I do not desire all of it, but only a portion of it inserted, 
down to the words ‘** The first death of a white man.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no knowledge of 
what the article is beyond the statement of the Senator from 


1 re. 
ety KENNEY. I read the headlines. If the Senator desires 


me to read the article, I will doso. It is headed, ‘‘Retaken by 
Filipinos. Americans now occupy only a few coast towns.” 

Mr. LODGE. I rise toa question of order. Are we still on the 
matter of that inquiry? I understood that the resolution had been 
passed and a conference report submitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware, at 
the time the matter was under consideration, asked that the article 
might be printed in the Recorp. The Chair omitted at that 
time to bring it to the consideration of the Senate, and so stated, 
and brings it to the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before assenting or dissenting I should like to 
know what is the general drift of the article. 

Mr. KENNEY. Iwill readit. It is headed: 


Retaken by Filipinos—Americans now queer only afew coast towns—Situ- 
ation in southern Luzon—General Bell orders the garrisons to withdraw from 
the interior—Moros in Mindanao rise in arms and open fire from a Spanish 
fort—Shelled by a gunboat, but insurgents hold their own—First American 
to die in Manila from the plague. 


The article is as follows: 
MANILA, May 21. 


Gen. James M. Bell, commanding the hemp provinces of southern Luzon, 
has issued an order to his officers not to attempt to organize the municipal 
governments, as prescribed by Major-General Otis in his recent order, on 
account of the disturbed conditions. The Americans occupy a few coast 
towns, which the insurgents surround, constantly assailing the garrisons, 
which are too small to attempt operations in the surrounding country. 

Major Wise, with two companies, is in Donsol, an important town of Sorso- 
gon, surrounded by a thousand insurgents. The Americans occupy trenches 
and are continually exchanging shots with the enemy. Several regiments 
are needed to control each southern province, but they can not be spared 
from oa ae stations. Another squadron of cavalry will be sent to 

eneral , 

? On the first trouble occurring with the Moros in the southern part of Min- 
danao, at Cottabatto, Major Brett sent a detachment to preserve peace at a 
conference between two qeesrems chiefs. During the conference the 
tribesmen began shooting. One of the bands fired upon the Americans from 
an old Spanish fort. The soldiers returned the fire, killing several of the 
natives, but they were unable to take the fort, although a gunboat shelled 
it. Major Brett is sending a larger body to punish the recalcitrants. 


Mr. HAWLEY. That now goes into the RECORD, does it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. It 
goes in as a part of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HA Y. I have no objection. We all read it in the 
mornip opens. 

Mr. KEN EY. I did not desire to read it, but I was forced to 
do so by the objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave noobjection to it going into the REcorp. 


NORTH AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY OF HAVANA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Jones of Arkansas on the 19th instant; 
Hi ne was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
ollows: 


Whereas the New York Journal, in its issue of May 14, 1900, declared under 
an Habana date line that the North American Trust Company of Havana has 
a practical monopoly of the banking business of the island of Cuba, and is the 
fiscal nt of the United States Government in that island, pays all Govern- 
ment drafts and warrants and exacts a commission of 1 per cent for every 
Government draft or warrant cashed; and 

Whereas it is further declared in the Journal: ‘In these and still more ex- 
tensive operations a comparatively small coterie of politicians and public 
a, are making fortunes out of the Government's financial department 

n Cuba:” 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to the Senate, 
as early as practicable, all information in his ssion relative to the organ- 
ization and composition of the North American Trust Company; to report 
the nature of the Government’s financial business transacted by said trust 
company; whether or not the Cuban revenues, as well as any or all of the 
money of the United States Government, including that used in the payment 
of the United States troops, are handled by the said trust company; how and 
by whom the said trust company was designated as the fiscal agent of the 
United States Government; vhat security, if any, said trust company hus 
furnished the United States Government, and whether or not any commis- 
sion is charged by the said trust company for the cashing of Government 
drafts or warrants; the pu ing to ascertain everything concerning 
the North American Trust Company and its financial operations in connec- 
tion with the United States Goyernment. 


ANDREW F, DINSMORE, 


Mr. GALLINGER, I submit a concurrent resolution and ask 
for its present consideration. It is a matter that ought to be at- 
tended to. It will take but a moment. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate No. 
#15, granting an increase of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. THURSTON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
ee amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 7433) making appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
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and for fulfilling treaty stipu ations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for Other purposes, having met, after full and 
ree conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their r 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 29, 40, 61, 62, 64, 
65, 68, 72, 73, 80, 81, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 108, 168. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7, 8, 9 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17,18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 27, 30, 31, 32, 83, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, BO, 41, 42, 453, 44, 46. 48, 51, 42, 58, 54, 57, 
60, 66, 69, 70, 71, 74, 76, 78, 79, 82, 83, 84, 8B, 88, 82, 96, OT, M8, GO. 100, 101, 104, 105, 
106, 109, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 122, 123, and 128; and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows 
In lieu of the total sum proposed insert *$83,150;"" and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from itsamendment numbered 26, and agree to the 
Same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment, amended as follows: On page 21 of the bill, in line 12, strike out 
“or grazing,” and after the word “ purposes,” in the same line, insert “ only 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word * purpose,” in line 7 of said amendment, add the following 
“Provided, That hereafter the clerks of the district courts in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall account for and pay into the Treasury of the United States all 
fees collected in excess of $1,000 per year; all settlements to be made in ac 
cordance with such rules and regulations as the Attorney-General may pre 
scribe;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $5,000;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $524,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the Houso recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word “identified,” in line 8 of said amendment, strike out the 
words “and enrolled;*’ in line 14 of said amendment strike out the words 
“they shall" and insert “may;" after the word “allotment,” in line 16 of 
said amendment, insert ‘: Provided further, That allcontracts or agreements 
looking to the sale or incumbrance'in any way of the lands to be allotted to 
said Mississippi Choctaws shall be null and void;”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all after the word *“ That,” in line 10 of said amendment, down 
to and including the word “Secretary,” in line 28, and in lieu thereof insert 

“ The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under rules and regu 
lations tu be prescribed by him, to survey, lay out, and plat into town lots, 
streets, alleys, and parks, the sites of such towns and villages in the Chox 
taw, Chickasaw, Creek, and Cherokee nations, as may at that time have a 
population of 200 or more, in such manner as wil) best subserve the then 
present needs and the reasonable prospective growth of such towns. The 
work of surveying, laying out, and platting such town sites shall be done by 
competent surveyors, who shall prepare five copies of the plat of each town 
site, which, when the survey is approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be filed as follows: One in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af 
fairs, one with the principal chief of the nation, one with the clerk of the 
court within the territorial jurisdiction of which the town is located, one with 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and one with the town authori 
ties, if there be such. Where in his judgment the best interests of the public 
service require, the Secretary of the Interior may secure the surveying, lay 
ing out, and platting of town sites in any of said nations by contract 

‘Hereafter the work of the respective town-site commissions provided for 
in the agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes ratified in section 
29 of the act of June 28, 1898, entitled ‘An act for the protection of the peopl 
of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ shall begin as to any town 
site immediately upon the approval of the survey by the Secretary of the 
Interior and not before. 

The Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion appoint a town-site 
commission consisting of three members for each of the Creek and Cherokee 
nations, at least one of whom shall be a citizen of the tribe and shall he 
appointed upon the nomination of the principal chief of the tribe. Each 
commission, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
appraise and sell for the benefit of the tribe the town lots in the nation for 
which it is appointed, acting in conformity with the provisions of any then 
existing act of Congress or agreement with the tribe approved by Congress 
The agreement of any two members of the commission as to the true value 
of any lot shall constitute a determination thereof, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and if no two members are able to agree the 
matter shall be determined by such Secretary. 

* Where in his judgment the public interests will be thereby subse*ved, the 
Secretary of the Interior may appoint in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, or 
Cherokee Nation a separate town-site commission for any town, in which 
event as to*that town such local commission may exercise the same au- 
thority and perform the same duties which would otherwise devolve upon 
the commission for that nation. Every such local commission shall be ap 
pointed in the manner provided in the act approved June 2%, 1498, entitled ‘An 
act for the protection of the people of the Indian Territory.’ 

“The Secretary of the Interior, wherein nen the public interests 
will be thereby subserved, may permit the authorities of any town in any of 
said nations, at the expense of the town, to survey, lay out, and plat the site 
thereof, subject to his supervision and approval, as in other instances 

“As soon as the plat of any town site is approved, the proper commission 
shall, with all reasonable dispatch and within a limited time, to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, proceed to make the appraisement of the 
lots and improvements, if any, thereon, and after the approval thereof by 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall, under the supervision of such Secretary, 
proceed to the disposition and sale of the lots in conformity with any then 
existing act of Congress or agreement with the tribe approved by Congress, 
and if the proper commission shall not complete such appraisement and sale 
within the time limited by the Secretar of the Interior, they shall receive 
no pay for such additional time as may be taken by them, unless the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for good cause shown shall expressly direct otherwise 

“The Secretary of the Interior may, for good cause, remove any member 
of any town-site commission, tribal or local tn any of said nations, and may 
fill the vacancy thereby made or any vacancy otherwise occurring in like 
manner as the place was originally filled. 

“Itshall not be required that the town-site limits estabNshed in the course 
of the platting and disposing of town lots and the corporate limits of the 
town, if incorporated, shall be identical or coextensive, but such town site 
limits and corporate limits shall be so established as to best subserve tho 
then present needs and the reasonable prospective growth of the town, as 
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the same shall appear at the times when such limits are respectively estab- 
lished: J°vovided further, That the exterior limits of all town sites shall be 
designated and fixed at the earliest practicable time under rules and regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

“Upon the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized at any time before 
allotment to set aside and reserve from allotment any lands in the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Creek, or Cherokee nations, not exceeding 160 acres in any one 
tract, at such stations as are or shall be established in conformity with law 
on the line of any railroad which shall be constructed or be in process of con- 
struction in or through either of said vations prior to the allotment of the 
lands therein, and this irrespective of the population of such town site at the 
time. Such town sites shall be surveyed, laid out, and platted, and the lands 
therein disposed of for the benefit of the tribe in the manner herein pre- 
scribed for other town sites: Provitled further, That whenever any tract of 
land shall be set aside as herein provided which is occupied by a member of 
the tribe, such occupant shall be fully compensated for his improvements 
thereon under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
wey of the Interior. 

** Nothing herein contained shall have the effect of avoiding any work here- 
tofore done in pursuance of the said act of June 28, 1898, in the way of sur- 
veying, laying out, or platting of town sites, appraising or disposing of town 
lots in any of said nations, but the same, if not heretofore carried to a state 
of completion, may be completed according to the provisions hereof.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$50,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out “such number of;" and in line 4 of 
said amendment strike out the word “four” and insert “twe;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 58 and 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: After the word “available,” in line4of said amendment No. 58, insert 
the word ‘‘and;"’ after the word “ dollars,’ in line 5 of said amendment No. 
59, insert “in all, the sum of $25,200, reimbursable under the provisions of 
the act of March 2, 1889,’ said two amendments to be assembled and stand as 
one amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment strike out “thirty-nine” and insert “ three; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 67, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In line 11 of said amendment, after the word “ within,” strike out ‘‘one 
year” and insert in lieu thereof *‘ six months.” 

After the word “identity,” in line 12 of said amendment, insert “in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 7 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘first,’’ insert “carefully ex- 
amined and;* and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 1 of said amendment strike out all after the word “Interior "down to 
andincluding the word “and,” in line 7 of said amendment; in line 8 of said 
amendment, after the word “lands,” insert “and improvements;” in lieu of 
the total sum proposed by said amendment insert “$171,615.44;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,440,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered #4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 5 of said amendment, after the word “plant,” strike out “two” and 
insert “one;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum prop insert ** $62,050;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the total sum proposed insert ‘ $54,325;" and the Senate agree tothe 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
- lieu of the total sum proposed insert ‘ $122,200;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ establishment,” in line 1 of said amendment, insert “‘,in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$7,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
saAMmMeC. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the total sum insert ‘$109,700; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In line 1 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘purchase,” insert “, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

In line 3 of said amendment, after the word “dollars,” insert “ or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 121, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment and amend with amend- 
ments, as follows: 

On page 44, line 7 of the bill, after the word “ buildings,” insert ‘‘ and for 
sewerage, water supply, and lighting plants.” 

‘ ane page 44, line 7 of the bill, after the word “hundred,” insert “and 
orty.’ 

On page 44, line 8 of the bill, after the word “dollars,” insert “, $40,000 of 
which shall be imfhediately available; ” and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 55, lines 12 and 13 of the bill, strike out “upon the reservation,” and 
insert “at reservation or indus’ schools;” on page 55, line 15 of the bill, 
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after the word “advisable,” insert ‘‘and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appro- 
priated to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry this provision into 
effect;” and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 125, and agree to 
the same withan amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by 
said amendment, and on page 55, line 17 of the bill, strike out the word 
“such” and insert *unimproved;” and on page 55, line 18 of the bill, after 
the word “lands,” insert “for agricultural purposes; and the House agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 127, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: Restorethe matter stricken out by 
said amendment, and on page 59, line 16 of the bill, after the word “lands.”’ 
insert: ‘and all sales and conveyances of lands of deceased allottees by their 
heirs, which have been duly made and executed by such heirs and duly ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, are hereby ratified and confirmed;” 


and the House agree to the same, 
JOHN M. THURSTON, 


O. H. PLATT, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. 8. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. THURSTON, I submit and ask to have printed in the 
REcoRD the following tabulated statement: 


















Amount as 

Amount of Gmomnest | reported by 

House bill. | ‘a3 pas conference 

ee: | committee. 

Current expenses, salaries, etc- al $821, 140.00 25, 098. 00 $825, 098. 00 
Fulfilling treaty stipulations. . Je 2,319, 246.09 | 2, 300,942.49 | 2,300,942. 49 
Miscellaneous—supports, gratuities..| 685,500.00 | 646,500.00 646, 500. 00 
Incidental expenses.........-..-.- -| 82, 180. 00 92, 680. 00 92, 680. 00 
Support of schools. - .- --| 2, 982, 467.00 | 3,125, 210.00 | 8,105, 367.00 
Miscellaneous 474, 204.96 | 1,523,414.75 | 1,253,000. 75 
UI: 1.05 Ghawdbbnapseinisnsbececl 7, 264, 738.05 | 8,513,845.24 | 8,223, 597.24 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the 
conference report? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I signed that confer- 
ence report, and I am in favor of its adoption, but I wish to make 
a statement in connection with it before the vote is taken. 

One point of difference which engaged the attention of the con- 
ferees for a considerable time was the provision which the House 
inserted on page 65 of the bill, amendment 110. The House in- 
serted the following paragraph: 

For the purpose of removing the Indian school now located at Perris, Cal., 
to a new and more suitable site at or near Riverside, Cal.: Provided, That a 
suitable site can be obtained there for a reasonable sum, to be selected by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, for the purchase of land, the erection of buildings, and for other 
eo necessary to establish a complete school plant upon the new site 

The Senate amended the provision by striking out the words: 

For the purpose of removing the Indian school now located at Perris, Cal. 
to a new and more suitable site at or near Riverside, Cal. 

And inserting these words: 

For the establishment of an Indian school at or near Riverside, Cal. 

The effect of the Senate amendment being to leave the school at 
Perris, Cal., while proposing to build a new school at Riverside. 

While this matter was nes in the committee of conference, 
there were numerous and conflicting aaees coming to the com- 
mittee, some urging the establishment of a new school at River- 
side, others protesting against the removal of the school from Per- 
ris, and it seemed impossible to find out what the facts were. 
After investigation and considerable debate, the conferees agreed 
to amend this proposal by leaving the provision for the Perris 
school to remain as the Senate had fixed it and amending the 
proposition as the Senate had adopted it for the establishment of 
an Indian school at or near Riverside, Cal., by inserting the words 
‘*in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” So, while tho 
school at Perris remains, the question as to whether there shal] be 
a new school established at Riverside shall be determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and it is to be there located if it should 
be needed. 

Charges have been made about the wrongs to which the Gov- 
ernment was compelled to submit at Perris that were enough to 
stir one’s blood, On the other hand, statements were made that 
there was really no necessity for the removal of the school at Pcr 
ris. I have here, and I want to read for the purpose of getting it 
into the REcorD, a letter from a gentleman with whom I am well 
acquainted, a lawyer at Los Angeles, who has or can have no con 
nection with this matter—and says he has none whatever—so tha‘ 
the authorities, the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, when the question shall come up as to 
whether or not there shall be a new school established at River- 
side, shall have the statement made by this man Gibbon, The 
letter is as follows, under date of May 14: 


Los ANGELES TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY, GENERAL OFFICES, _ 
Los Angeles, Cal., May 14, 1900. 


My DEAR Str: On yesterday I visited the Indian school at Perris, and saw 
the buildings and inspected the surroundings of the school, investigating 
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nd possibility of water supply. I had with me a copy of the 

quality of lant menaent Harward Hall, of the school, of date April 12, 1900, 

addressed to Hon. JAMES 8. SHERMAN, chairman of the Committee on Indian 

‘Affairs of the House of Representatives, and copies of which letter, Lam in- 

formed, have been presented to the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Sen- 
ate, of which youareamember. : : 

In my investigations | made particular inquiry on the points mentioned in 


Mr. Hall’s letter, and the following is the result of actual personal observa- | 


j nvestigation: : : an : 
tice oo the land in Perris Valley, surrounding the Indian schoo), is, judging 
by the crops which it produces, as good as there isin California. lsaw as fine 


-bards and also as fine alfalfa growing upon it as I have ever looked at. [ | 
care several farmers in the vicinity of the Indian school that they reap | 
from six to eight crops of alfalfa per annum from their lands, where proper 


care in irrigating is given, and the cropsaverage from 8 to 10 tons peracre per 
annum. Alfalfa hay has never, in the ten years that I have been in Califor- 
nia, commanded a less price than $6 per ton, and has often brought twelve to 
fifteen dollars per ton. The average price is probably seven to ten dollars. 
The 80 acres of land on which the Perris Indian school is at present located, 
judging from my own observation and from the opinions of various people 
intimately acquainted with it, is as good asany in the valley, and with proper 
care could be made to produce an abundance of fruits and vegetables for the 
use of the school, and will easily produce forage sufficient tofeed all the horses 
needed by the school, sufficient cows to produce milk and butter, and, indeed, 
from the produce of the land might readily be raised all the meats required 
the school. 
Dyno water supply of Perris Valley surrounding the school is not only un- 
surpassed but hardly equaled by any other portion of southern California. 
There are within 5 miles of the Perris School from twenty to thirty wells 


producing from 25 to 100 inches constant output, or, that is, as constantly as | 


the output is needed for use in irrigating the ranches on which the wells are 
located. Superintendent Hall in his letter says that Mr. Chandler's well to 
which he refers is situated about a mile from the nearest point on the school 
land. In point of fact, itis located, I believe, just half a mile from the near- 
est point on the school land, and I saw 100 inches constant flow being pumped 
from this well, and am told that they have so pumped it constantly for six 
weeks without lowering it aninch. The owner of this well offers to furnish 
water to the school at rates below any rates at which water for the same pur- 
pose can be obtained near Riverside, where it is proposed to move the school. 

There is, however, no apparent reason why a well equally as good can not 
be obtained upon the land owned by the school. Superintendent Hall admits 
that at one time they had an excellent well there, which, he says, afterwards 
failed. Iam informed by numbers of parties that the failure of the well is 
owing to the fact that itis not kept Pisewrty cleaned out. In fact, I believe 
that a portion of a broken pump is at the 1 
to retard the flow of the water. Responsible parties have offered to contract 
with the Government to sink a well upon the school land—they to receive 
the usual pay for the same if it should turn out a good producing well, and to 
receive nothing if it should prove a failure. There are wells near the school, 
and apparently situated upon the same water-bearing land underlying the 
school land, which have been pumped for years without any apparent dimi- 
nution of the supply. : 

An electric plant is at the present time being constructed in the valley 
within a few miles of the school, with the idea of distributing electricity 


throughout the valley, to run motors for pumping purposes, and from the | 


prices for power quoted by the projectors of this enterprise, it would appear 
quite ble for the school to secure sufficient power to pump from 50 to 
100 inches of water constant flow out of a well sunk upon its grounds, at an 
expense of certainly not over $100 per month. The buildings of the school 
are in excellent shape, judging from my own observation and from the re- 
ports of others. In this connection I would refer to a copy, which I send 
you, of a letter recently written by Mr. Rust, a former superintendent and 
a citizen of excellent standing in thie community at the present time, to the 
Hon. Merrill E. Gates, in which Mr. Rust speaks of the result of a recent per- 
sonal investigation on his part as to the condition of the buildings. I note 
that Mr. Hall, in his letter, refers to the buildings as being lathed and plas- 
tered on the outside, etc. This stucco constraction is very common in this 
country. Indeed, many of our handsomest and most costly private and pub- 
lic buildings, residences, hotels, etc., have this construction, and it is regarded 
as being most successful and appropriate in this climate. 

My observations showed me that the surroundings of the school indicated 
the g: eatest neglect in thepractical business of running the same. Isawa 
field o: alfalfa showing an excellent stand, but which had evidently not been 
irrigated for a long period and was suffering for that reason. 
mile from this field and on precisely the same character and quality of land, 
so far as I was able to judge, was a field of as fine alfalfa as one would wish 
to see, made so by being regularly irrigated. I am reliably informed that 
the school is now purchasing forage for the ten or a dozen horses maintained 
on it. With the character of land owned by the school and the opportunity 
of obtaining irrigating water, either by purchasing the same at a very rea- 
sonable rate from parties who develop it near by or by getting the water 
from a well on the school land, there is absolutely no excuse for this condi- 
tion of affairs. The 80 acres of school land should produce not = sufficient 
forage for the horses, but also enough to feed cattle for dairy and beef pur- 


poses, h and post ry. 

In addition to the benefit which the Government should receive from this 
system of management, it would also appear to be a valuable training in the 
duties of farm life to the inmates of the school. Both the boys and girls of 
the school could, if the land were properly managed, be taught valuable les- 
sons in husbandry, Gairying, horticulture, gardening, poultry raising, etc. 
So far as Iam able to learn, there appears, however, no effort to doanything 
of this kind, and just what the Indians under the present management learn 
that will be of practical value to them when they are turned out upon the 
world, beyond the book education given them, I have not been able to com- 
prehend. I am told that even in hauling coal for fuel, a distance of a mile and 
a half from the railroad station, neighboring farmers with wagons and teams 
are employed, whereas that work should certainly be done by the inmates of 
the school, having at their service several horses and, I suppose, vehicles for 
the purpose. I amalsoinformed that the school gives the garbage and kitchen 
refuse toa farmer near by, who uses it in raising and fattening hogs which he 
afterwards sells in the form of pork to the school. This is certainly bad man- 
agement, not to say bad husbandry. 

Tam informed that the present superintendent of the school estimates 80 
inches of water as necessary for a complete supply for theschool. The usual 
ratio of water per n this country is 1 inchof water for every 8 to 10 
acres of fruits and 1 inch to every 2 to 4 acres for alfalfa. It would not be 
possible, in my judgment, for the superintendent to use over 40 inches of 
water at the ool, and that much would by no possibility be necessary 
unless every acro of the land was undercultivation. Withall the land under 
full cultivation in alfalfa, the crop requiring the largest amount of water, 
and the full complement of cattle, horses, and stock of all kinds for such a 


place, 40 inches of water would be entirely sufficient for all domestic and 
cultural requirements of the school with the present number of inmates. 
is estimate is upon absolute and positive information of the char- 


acter of the soil and the requirements of the various crops. 
XXXITI—.366 


resent time stuck in the well soas | 


Yet half a | 
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In conclusion, I have to say from my personal observation and knowledge 
that in my judgment no better place for the Indian school could be found 
than it at present occupies, considered from the standpoints of n il 
roundings, healthful climate, good soil, the possibility of obtaining a 


and abundant supply of water, and, indeed, every feature whi 
make a desirable location for an institution of this kind 

Lam unable to appreciate how the proposition to remove the se) | i 
vicinity of Riverside, a considerable town, with the usual undesirable moral 
features of such a place, when considered in the light of a location for a 
school of Indian pupils, may be entertained for a moment. ‘The scl 
the present time is surrounded by an agricultural community and m 
away from any influences likely to be injurious to the pupils, and ina a 
tion best calculated, it appears to me, to surround the pupils with tho 
influences most desirable for people of their kind and character 





I was asked to make these investigations by some people of my acquaint- 
ance who are familiar with the effort that is being made to move the school 
from its present location. I have nota dollar's interest in the matter. and I 
presume it is unnecessary for me to say to you that I have not received, and 
do not expect to receive, any compensation for the time spent in investiyat 
ing the subject, other than the satisfaction of having made an effort to bring 
about what I believe to be right and just in this matter 

I have the honor to remain, very sincerely, yours, 
T. E. GIBBON 


Hon. JAMES K. JoNEs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C 


Mr. President, the writer of that letter is well known to me per- 
sonally, and I have no doubt of the absolute truth of every state 
ment made by him. But notwithstanding this, the statement is 
made that the £0 acres upon which this school is located, which 
were given to the Government some years ago and upon which 
the Government has erected buildings ata cost of $25,000, is alkali 
land and is practically worthless; that it is surrounded by land 
practically waste; that the houses which have been built in the 
vicinity are abandoned, and that nobody is living there at all. 
These are statements which come in favor of the removal of the 
school. 

Now, what the conferees have done is to provide that the school 


| Shall remain where it is for the present, and the Secretary of the 


Interior is authorized to look into and investigate the necessity 
for thé establishment of a school at Riverside. I strongly believe 
that there is no occasion for any school at that place. It isa con- 
siderable town, and not a desirable location for an Indian school, 
especially if we propose to have atraining school to teach the chil- 
dren to become useful citizens afterwards. They are only 15 
miles from Riverside as the school now stands, and it seems to me 
they are close enough to it. 

I deemed it fair to the Senate and to the Secretary of the In- 
terior to give this statement, made by a man whose statements | 
believe are worthy of consideration, and who is on the other side 
of this question, so that when the Secretary comes to make up his 
mind as to whether with this money which we put in his hands, 
to be exercised in his discretion, he shall determine if another 
school shall be built at Riverside, he may determine it with some 
degree of discretion. 

Mr. STEWART, This is about the worst case of conflicting 
testimony that has come under my observation, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just one moment. I think it is due 
to Mr. Gibbon to state that I myself telegraphed him, asking him 
to make this investigation when these conflicting stories came 
out, and this letter is the response. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the letter of the superintendent of the 
school in the hands of the chairman of the committee? I think 
that ought to goinin justice to him. This is a pretty severe ar- 
raigment of the superintendent, and I think his letter ought to go 
in and form an issue, and then we leave it to the Secretary of the 
Interior to investigate and determine the question. I think the 
superintendent's letter ought, in justice to all parties, to be pub- 
lished, 

Mr. THURSTON. I will send down tomy committee room for 
the letter and have it brought here, and I will ask to have it 
printed in the REcorD in connection with the letter just read by 
the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. STEWART. They should be printed together, so that the 
Secretary of the Interior will have the whole case before him, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That being the case, I will 
another letter that has come to me on the same subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. The letter is from T. E. Gibbon? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will suspend fora moment. Thechairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs asks permission to insert a letter in the Recorp, 
which has been addressed to him, and the Senator from Arkansas 
also asks permission to insert a letter in the Recorp bearing upon 
this controversy. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, INDIAN SCHOOL SERVICE, 

United States Indian School, Perris, Cal., April 12, 1 
DEAR Sir: Referring to the change made by the Senate Indian Commit 
in the item of removal of this the Perris School to Riverside, etc., to that of the 
establishment of a new school at Riverside, which has passed the Senate, 
based upon a letter read to said committee by Dr. Merrill E. Gates, written 
by Harry Chandler, of Los Angeles, who owns land in this vicinity, said let 
ter of Mr. Chandler's, among other things, saying that he will sell this school 
water at 30 cents per inch, and states further that an inch of water is 720 gal 
lons continuous flow per minute, I would say that Mr. Chandler madea gross 
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and misleading statement, for an inch of water is not 720 gallons per minute, 
but is 540 gallons per hour, a tremendous difference, 

Were Mr. Chandler in a position to furnish 540 gallons per hour per inch 
and give a bond to supply same for any reasonable length of time, the price 
of 00 cents per inch for 40 inches of water (540 per hour), the very least amount 
required for 80 acres of land, would cost the Government $4,220 per annum; 
such enormous and exorbitant price would certainly preclude the purchase 
thereof. 

I would respectfully say further that this land of Mr. Chandler's, upon 
which he very recently dug a well, is located about 1 mile from the nearest 
point of the school land, and the question of such well furnishing a continual 

low by pumping is considered very uncertain. The Government has sunk a 


well upon this school farm toa depth of 416 feet, over two times as deep as 
any well in the whole Perris Valley, and said well is now practically a failure. 
At first it afforded a s)lendid flow of water, but after being used continu- 


ously the flow diminished until it furnished only 5 inches of water. This, I 
believe, will prove to be the case with Mr. Chandler's well, 

Mr. Chandler and other nonresidents who own land hereabouts seem 
ready to make any kind of a proposition in order to retard tion nst 
the removal of this school. I will further say that the ool land is the 
poorest in this section, being strongly impregnated with alkali, and is of such 
nature that it runs together like paint when wet, and when dry gets as hard 
asarock. Even were it possible to get plenty of water we could not success- 
fully raise even garden vegetables nor do anything whatever in the way of 
farming or teaching our pupils opines pursuits. Weare compelled to 
buy all vegetables and fruit for the pupils, as well as grain and hay for cows 
and horses, and have done so for years. The few cows and horses that we 
are compelled to keep eat more than double their worth each year. No in- 
crease in stock can be allowed on account of the great expense to keep them. 
No income in any conceivable way is derived from thefarm. The school is 
located upon a vast plain. A great mane people in the neighborhood of the 
school have abandoned their farms and homes and gone elsewhere in order 
to make a living. We have no industrial surroundings nor benefits of civili- 
zation or ita influence. A nonreservation school should have the best indus- 
trial influences; they should be real and constant. The only reason at all for 
nonreservation schools is on account of securing industrial influences and 
civilizing training. 

The buildings that are here are old and worn; are lathed and plastered on 
the outside, penetrated by winter rains, and are in bad condition generally. 
All the plant combined cost about $25,000 originally. To-day the plant is not 
worth $5,000. The Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs and also Na- 
tional Superintendent of Indian Schools have visited this school and con- 
demned the site and buildings in no uncertain terms. 

I have had the record (formation of soil) of the school well examined by 
experts and they report that the water-bearing stratums are too narrow to 
allow water of any considerable flow for any length of time. At present we 
barely secure sufficient water for domestic use and none whatever for irri- 
gating purposes, not even for lawns, garden, or . 

In view of these facts and for the benefit of the Indian youth of California, 
I would strongly urge and recommend that the item in the Indian appropri- 
ation bill be chan to read as it passed the House of Representatives, as 
the appropriation made year by year to continue this school upon its pres- 
ent and altogether unsuitable site should be given to the new school at River- 
side, where all conditions, water in abundance at prices ranging from 5 to 15 
cents per inch under the best water system in Calif ornia, civilizing influ- 
ences and interest generally are to be had. 

It seems to me that it will be a waste of money to continue the school upon 
this site. 

Very respectfully, 
HARWOOD HALL, Superintendent. 

Tion. Joun M, Taursron, 

Chairman Committee on Indian ‘airs, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


P. S.—I will add that 1 have written the above also to Hon. Jamas S. Suer- 
MAN, chairman of the House Committee on Indian Affairs, and sent a copy of 
sage to honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following letter: 
Sourn PASADENA, CAL., May 10, 1900. 


Dear Str: Since having read Superintendent Hall's letter ing the 
worthless condition of the Indian school buildings at Perris I have visited 
the school and examined the buildings carefully. I found them in good con- 
dition generally. Superintendent Hall conducted our yd through the 
buildings, and I looked carefully to find the leaky condi represented by 
Mr. Hall. li saw in one upper room a ht stain on the coiling, indicating a 
leak tn the roof, but nothing of recent date. The day before je the ex- 
amination lj inches of rain fell, the heaviest fall for months, : expected 
to find greater evidences of the leaky condition. 

In the kitchen, the one-story part, I saw that some two yards of plastering 
had fallen by reason of a leak around the chimney. I saw no ev that 
any effort had been made to repair it. My experience tells me that I could 
repair it in a few hours. 

also saw in thre> places on the outside of the buildings where less than 
4 yards of plasteri: ad fallen. This was where some ornamental work 
had been done in lath and plaster above the first story, which is of brick and 
so situated that it would not admit the water to the inside of the building. 
No attempt at repair has been made on this, and these places were the only 
ones which seemed to need repair. I found the buil in better condition 
than I expected, the whole structure stan un well. 

Mr. Hook, of Perris, who was with me, Sa tendent Hall if he did 
not consider the building enough for an Indian school. He replied, ‘I 
do.” I found the rooms all clean, tidy. and in order, well ventilated, the 
ceilings all white and clean, the beds made in order; a general condition 
reflecting credit upon the eaperintensem. 

The pupils leoked remar healthy and clean. The ornamental and 
fruit trees looked much better t I expected, still they showed a want of 
water and cultivation. Iam sure that proper cultivation would have kept 
the place in much better condition. 

I saw no evidence of good, thorough farming or cultivating, and hav 
cultivated similar lands here for eighteen years, I think I know what 
needed. 

In this country thorough cultivating does much to preserve and retain 
moisture, and with it the school lands will not bake as re nted. 

I unin that the main > produced one Siang Ewa the oneens 
well only producing enough for domestic ow by experience 

ould give needed 
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chased, that no hogs are kept on the place, that the cabbage is given away, 
that no vegetables were grows for the table except onions, which Superin- 
tendent told me did well. I am sure I could raise most of the vege- 
tables we use when onions will grow. Iam confident that a good farmer can 
grow on that land, with what water they have, all the vegetables needed for 
the school, but it will require intelligent effort and is one of the lessons the 
yupils ought to learn. To do this a good farmer is necessary, and I believe 
hat those pupils—Indian boys and girls—should be taught to use and prop- 
erly care for the domesticanimals and poultry, to grow all crops and harvest 
the same, to plant and care for a garden, and to do all domestic duties, so that 
they can find employment upon the farms and in the homes of white men. 

Instead of this I could not learn from any source that any such competent 

elp had been sent out from the school. Instead, I saw some one hundred 
and fifty well-dressed young Indians being educated, fed, and clothed by the 
Government, far better cared for than a large majority of the young white 
pogne in the <aer- 

That more water is needed I have no doubt; that it can be had at a reason- 
able cost Iam confident. Before putting up the school buildings I sunk a well 
upon the premises and found a water-bearing gravel at about 50 feet. This 
satisfied me that water could be had. Another well has been sunk which 
produces about 5inches. Latera large amount of water has been discovered 
and developed in the vicinity. Mr. Johnson, who lives 120 rods south of the 
school, tells me that he sunk a well 03 feet deep and 11 inches in diameter, 

ng through 32 feet of water-bearing gravel, and the water now stands 
feet below the surface. He has not yet put in a pump. 

Mr. Newport, whose lands join the school lands on the east section, has 
two wells within 1 mile, and told me that he could guarantee to the Govern- 
ment that they should get all the water needed by sinking a well; and Mr. 
Newport owns many thousand acres in the valley, and is perfectly responsi- 
ble. Others are ready to do the same. 

I hope, dear sir, that you will use your influence to havea responsible man 
examine this land and building and make his report before those buildings 
are abandoned. I am confident that there is no good reason for abandoning 
this valley. I have no doubt another school can sustained and pupils be 
found glad to be supported as these are, but I do want to see this school 
proper i conducted and a practical farmer employed. I think Superintend- 
ent Hall's influence is bad in teaching these pupils that they need city life 
for their education. I would teach them to be laborers and producers. The 
accompanying map will show you where the principal wells in the vicinity of 
the school are located. The statement by the citizens of Perris, I think, will 
verify my statements. 

Truly, yours, 


HORATIO N. RUST. 
Hon. MerriL. EB. GATEs, 
Secretary of Indian Commission, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr, President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. T. E. Gibbon is the naine. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply want to say that the gentleman who 
has written the letter to the Senator from Arkansas is also person- 
ally well known to me, and I have every reason to agree with my 
friend from Arkansas that his statement is an unbiased statement 
of the facts as they exist, although, as the Senator from Nevada 
has said, they are at great variance with the statements of the 
superintendent of the school and others which have been pre- 
sented here to us, 

However, I wish to say on the part of my colleague and myself, 
who have the honor to represent this Indian reservation and this 
school for the education of the untutored children of the desert 
plains, this conference report meets our approval. It leaves the 
whole matter in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior as to 
the advisability of removing the school or permitting the school 
to remain and establishing another at Riverside. Therefore I 
hope the t will be concurred in by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to 
the conference a aa 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I desire to examine this re- 
port, and therefore I wish to have it printed and lie over until 
to-morrow in order to give an opportunity to see what the con- 
ferees have done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks that the conference report be printed and lie over until to- 
morrow. Does he desire to have it printed separately? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; just printed in the Recorp; I think 
that is sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has already gone in the Rrc- 
orD, and there is no further printing required. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the ict of Columbia: 
A bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
= the Seat water-main ae a. = — of Colum- 
ia, and for other purposes,” approv uly 8, : 
A bill (H. R. 8663) authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street; 
A bill (H. R. 10740) to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, 
and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 11326) to regulate the collection of taxes in tho 
District of Columbia; and 
A bill (H. R. 11650) relating to certain erin 4 rations 
owning or 0 ting street railways in the District of Co lumbia. 
The bill (H. R. 5711) extending the term of patent No. 287230 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. , 
MARGARET M. BADGER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill 


(8. 1006) granting an increase of pension to Margayet M. Badger, 
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returned from the House of Representatives in compliance with 
the rejuest of the Senate. ; | 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, by way of explanation, so 
that the claimant under this bill may not be disturbed, I will state 
that the Senate passed a bill in behalf of the beneficiary. The 
House a'so passed a bill of its own. When the House bill came 
here the Senate committee took it np and reported it, and that bill 
was passed and will undoubtedly soon become a law, so that this 
bill may be indefinitely pestponed. I move to reconsider the votes 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. '.ODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S, 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- | 
rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at | 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment to the bill which I 
should like to have printed and pending. I ask that it be read, 
printed, and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment willbe read. | 
The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause and | 





insert: 

That all hostile demonstrations on the pent of the armed forces of the 
United States in the Philippine Islands shall at once cease, and that we offer 
to the people of said islands self-government, based upon the ere of | 
our Constitution and the Declaration of Independence, and that negotia- | 
tion on this basis be at once opened with the existing native government for | 
a settlement of all differences, with a view to the speedy withdrawal of our 
armed forces, and that full authority is vested in the President of the United 
States tocarry out the provisions of this act. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] on the 12th day of April 
proposed an amendment to the bill. At any rate, he gave notice 
of an amendment proposed to be offered, and the Chair is in- 
formed that he stated at the time that he wished it should be 
considered as the pending amendment to the bill, 

Mr. MORGAN. I offered that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that be so, the Senator from 
South Dakota will offer his amendment as one intended to be pro- 
posed to the bill, and it will be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. It isto be printed and lie on the table for the 

resent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. That is the parliamentary 
status of my amendment. It is simply to be printed and lie on 
the table, and I shall call it up at the proper time. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT GRAND JUNCTION, COLO, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
who has the floor has kindly yielded to me for a moment as I 
shall be called from the Chamber for the rest of the day. 1 ask 
unanimous consent that avery short bill for a public building 
may be considered. It is Senate bill 2868. It will take but a | 
moment, 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2868) to provide for the purchase 
of asite and the erection of a building thereon at Grand Junction, 
in the State of Colorado; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 7, after the word “ap- 
paratus,” to strike out ‘‘elevators;” in line 11, after the word 
*‘apparatus,” to strike out ‘‘elevators;” and on page 2, line 1, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert | 
“‘one hundred and twenty;” so as to make the clause read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury bo, and ho is hereby, authorized and | 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, inclading fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilatin Seperesas, and approaches, for the use and accom- 
mpodat on of the Uni tes post-office and other Government offices in 
b wae, of Grand Junction and state of Colorado, the cost of said site and 

uilding, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and ap- 
proaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on age 8, to strike out lines 15 to 22, 
inclusive, in the { ollowing words: 

No money shall be used for the pu mentioned until a valid title to 
the site of said building shall be Panes in the United States, nor until the 
tate of Colorado shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdic- 

over the same during the time the United States shall be or remair. the 


owner thereof, for all purposes except tho administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS ARISING DURING THE WAR WITH SPAIN. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin kindly yield 
to me to have a bill passed that will take no time? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Wisconsin has been waitit 
some time to speak. It seems to me he ought to be allowed 
proceed now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agreed to yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator from Wisconsin wa 
perfectiy able to take care of himself without the assistance of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ido not see why the Senator from Massachu 
setts shou!d interpose. 

Mr. LODGE. [make no objection to this bill, but I shall object 
to any further requests at this time. | made no objection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know you did not. 

Task leave to call up the bill (S, 3768) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment 
of all just claims against the United States for private property 
taken and used in the military service within the limits of the 


0 


| United States during the war with Spain. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects, 

GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 

eration of the bill (S, 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- 


| rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded 
| by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 


the 10th day of December, 188, 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, I have not recovered from the 
ailment which detained me from the Senate yesterday, and I am 
anxious to be through at the earliest possible moment. I ask leave 
of the Senate to have incorporated, without reading, in my re- 
marks, some extracts from official documents, which will save 


| me and save the Senate time 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks perm’ssion, as he procceds with his speech, to incorporate in 
it, without reading, extracts from official documents, which will 
be stated by him at thetime. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President, 1 am impelled to address the 
Senate upon thismeasure, which is the unfinished business, partly 
because I took the responsibility of introducing it, and owe it to 
myself to state with frankness the reasons which led me to do so 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopur] has addressed 
the Senate upon it in a speech which was very masterful and very 
eloquent and beautiful, with most of which I agree. 1 wish to 
consider the subject upon somewhat different and in some re- 
spects less radical lines. 

I suppose, Mr. President, it will be admitted that had there 
been no war with Spain and she had tendered to us * without 
money and without price” a cession of the Philippine Archipelago 
and a treaty accepting that cession had been transmitted to the 
Senate for its action, it would have received hardly a vote in this 
body and would have proved entirely unattractive to the great 


| body of our people. The suggestion in advocacy of it that we are 


“Trustee” to lead the nations of the earth in the work of civiliza- 
tion would not have been at all persuasive. 

The quick and sufficient answer to that would have been that, 
while this is a missionary — this is not and can not become 
a missionary Government, and that it is not our function, philan- 
thropic as we may be and as this people is, that their Government 
shalt police the world, seeking for people oppressed, living in the 
darkness of ignorance and half civilization, in order to uplift them. 

It would have been said that we have problems of our own to 
solve, some of them complicated, all of them important, and that 
the first duty of this Government, trustee of our people, is to sub- 
serve the interests of our people, to develop the illimitable re- 
sources of this continent, to spread the blessings of education 
among the people, to give to the country e jual laws, and to lift 
up as far as may be all here who are oppressed. If it had been 
said that the islands are fall of mineral wealth, of untold richness 
in soil, and of unspeakable beauty, that would have produced ne 
effect in this Chamber. 

Our people would not have harbored the thought of going into 
distant seas and taking archipelagoes of alien people because of 
the richness of the islands. I can conceive of no argument in 
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favor of the acceptance of such a proposition which would have | 


found much, if any, favor here or in the country. 


There would have been found no lust of empire among us; nor | 


is there now,in my opinion,in the sense in which that term is 
now used in this body and in the country by certain distinguished 
gentlemen. 

But, Mr, President, when the treaty of Paris was sent *o the 
Senate, containing, as it did, a cession of the Philippine Archi- 
pelago to us, it came, not as a simple proposition of purchase in 
time of peace, but it came to us environed by the complications 
of war and as one of the fruitsof war. The debate did not ignore 
that. We had gone to war with Spain, a war the like of which 
in its inspiration the whole world never before saw. 

No people ever can give to the world higher evidence, Mr. 
President, of devotion to liberty than the people of the United 
States gave when they demanded the withdrawal of Spain from 
Cuba, and resorted to war to enforce that demand. Admiral 
Dewey, long before that treaty of cession came to us, had de- 
stroyed the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay, and made for himself 
in a day a fame which can never fade. Our troops in Cuba, bear- 
ing themselves with the utmost heroism, had forced the capitula- 
tion of Santiago, and — and Schley had sent to the bottom 
the prize fleet of Spain under command of Cervera. 

Something more had happened, Mr. President. Admiral Dewey 
had called for troops to sent to Manila, and they had been 
sent. They were not sent to defend the fleet,and everyone knew 
it. They were sent to capture and hold Manila, and everyone 
knew it. Admiral Dewey could have forced in a day the sur- 
render of Manila,but he had not the troops with which to hold it, 
There are men who have regretted that troops were sent to Ma- 
nila. Was any voice raised in this Chamber or in this country 
against the sending of soldiers to Manila? 

I remember very well some criticism of the President that they 
were not sent with sufficient alacrity; but I never heard a lisp of 
objection to their being sent to Manila. When the Paris treat 
came before us for ratification, Manila had been captured with 
13,000 Spanish troops and their arms, and the soldiers of the United 
States held that city and its suburbs, 

I did not tg | take at all kindly to the acquisition under its 
rovisions of the Philippine Archipelago. There wasa time when, 
f it had come toa vote, I would not have been willing to vote 

for it. 

I stated to the Senate while that treaty was pending, and I 
restate it now in a word, that, facing each of the alternatives 
which presented themselves to the President, I could not see how 
he could have done any other thing than to demand the ot ei 
tion in that treaty of a cession to us of the Philippine ae ago. 
Several alternatives were open to us. I shall not spend much 
time uponthis. One was to leave the Philippine Archipelago with 
Spain; to omit it from the treaty. I felt obliged to reject that 

ternative. 

I could not see then, nor have I ever been able to see since, how 
the President could have concluded, under the circumstances, a 
treaty of peace with Spain which did not contain a cession of the 
Philippine Archipelago. All with whom I have spoken upon the 
subject have said to me—and it was the sentiment of our country, 
and it had no lust of empire in it—whatever else is done about the 
Philippine Archipelago, that people must not be left under the 
tyranny of Spain. That sentiment pervaded this entire people. 
Am I wrong about that? * 

Mr. President, our poe had been inexpressibly shocked by 
the unspeakable cruel perpetrated by Spain in Cuba. No one 
will soon forget the black days of the reconcentrado period. No 
one will soon forget the stories, not overtold—im ble to over- 
tell—of the tyranny, the wickedness, and the awful savagery of 
Spain in Cuba, Our people, not choosing to consider a cause of 
war existing in their own behalf, sustained the Congress and sus- 
tained the President in going into a war to snatch the island of 
Cuba and her people from that thy Idom. 

It was hardly to be ae Mr. President, after our Navy had 
broken the power of Spain in both seas, and after Spain had applied 
for a suspension of hostilities with a view to a treaty of peace, that 
a people who, without cause of war which it chose to enforce on 
its own behalf, had poured out its treasure and the blood of its 
sons for the liberty of another people alien to them, because of 
cruelty and oppression which could not longer be tolerated, would 
be willing that in the end of that struggle another people, vastly 
greater in number, who had also been subject to the same tyranny, 
should be left in the hands of Spain. By the fortunes of war we 
were there. 

It would have seemed to the world, many of us thought, that 
we had carried our flag of liberty to the mountain top, where 
all the world could see it, and then, afraid to meet ae 
shuddering from duty, bad incontinently run with it into the 
valley below, where no man could see it or would wish to see it. 

It has been thought that if all mention of the Philippines had 
been omitted from the treaty, Spain never could have retaken 


| in Cuba or in Porto Rico; Spain, vanquished by us, but proud and 

























































those islands. Mr. President, 1 have never believed that. I have 
had no doubt myself that Spain would have resumed her sway in 
the Philippine Archipelago. I have never seen any reason to 
doubt it. irst, it must be remembered that we had sent back to 
Spain 142,000 soldiers, with theirarms. Spain, no longer involved 


haughty, would not have been willing to abandon the last of her 
possessions—that one in the Pacific seas. 

We would have been obliged in honor to march our troops out of 
Manila and to allow the troops of Spain, in such numbers as she 
chose, to occupy the city. Spain then had a navy free. Many of 
the nations of the world sympathized with her. They all would 
have preferred her retention of the Philippines to strife among 
themselves for their possession, as there would have been. 

The holders of Spanish bonds all over Europe, based upon a hy- 
pothecation of the revenues of Cuba, Porto Rico, and possibly 
the Philippines, would have been eager to furnish the money, for 
obvious reasons, to enable Spain to retain her great Pacific posses- 
sion, and with her fleet and her troops she would, with compar- 
ative ease, have resumed her sway in the Philippines. 

We could not do that, we thought; and there was not a man in 
the Senate then, nor is there one here now, I take it, who would 
have been willing that all mention of the Philippines should have 
been omitted from that treaty, 

Even Aguinaldo contemplated the possibility that the treaty 
might leave the Philippines with Spain, and the certainty that 
Spain would attempt to resume her sovereignty there. In his 
letter of August 21, 1898, to the commanding officer of our forces, 
in reply to the demand that he withdraw his forces from Manila, 
he stated thus one of the conditions of such withdrawal: 


They also (referring to the Filipinos) desire that if in consequence of the 
treaty of peace whic mer be concluded between the United States of 
t 


America and 8 the Philippines should continue under the domination of 


the latter, the erican forces should give up all the suburbs to the Fili- 
noe in consideration of the cooperation lent by the latter in the capture of 
a. - 


In reply to this he was informed that in the évent of the United 
States withdrawing from these islands care would be taken to 
leave him in as advantageous position as he was found by the 
forces of the Government. 

It has been said that we should have demanded of Spain that 
she relinquish sovereignty over the Philippines, as she did over 
Cuba. That could not be expected of her. It would have been a 
demand to which Spain, even in her overthrow and in her poverty, 
could not have yielded. 

Spain might very well say to us, ‘‘ We relinquish our title to 
Cuba; that was the cause of the war; that was your demand at 
the outset, coupled with a declaration that 7 would not acquire 
Cuba; we will cede to you Porto Rico; and while we will, if it is 
exacted, cede to you the Philippines, you have no right todemand 
of us, you not_wanting them, you not willing to take the burden 
of them, you not willing to safeguard them, that we quitclaim 
them to the world, purely in the interest of your philanthropy 
and of your vaunted love of liberty.” 

She would have said to us, ‘‘ You have no interest in the Philip- 
pines; you have never been in the Philippines except during this 
war; the Philippines or their people had: no relation to the incep- 
tion of the war; you are there only by the accident of war; you 
have no property interests there; you allege no violated treaties 
with reference to the Philippines, and you have no foundation 
upon which a nation, victorious in war, dealing justly with a de- 
feated antagonist, can demand, ar for reasons of sentimen- 
tality, our relinquishment of title and sovereignty over this last 
great possession, as we agreed in the protocol and agree in the 
treaty to do as to Cuba.” 

Mr. President, it was thought by. many, too, that that would 
have left them, if Spain had been willing to relinquish the Philip- 
pines, we not g them to a strife among the nations for their 

ion; and, more than that, to aninternecine strife among the 
many tribes of different characteristics, of different grades of civil- 
ization, which would have shocked the world. 

So I thought that the treaty ought to be ratified. I voted for 
its ratification, containing, as it did, the cession of Porto Rico 
and of the age Archipelago to the United States. I said at 
the time, Mr, dent, that if, in my judgment, it committed 
the country to anent dominion in the Philippines, I would 
not vote for its ratification. 

Mr. President, it was, and is still, insisted and eloquently ar- 
gued that the treaty should have been so amended that by its 
terms we should sustain the same relation to the Philippines 
which we do asto Cuba. If Spain could have been brought to 
consent to it, which there is no good reason to believe, subsequent 
events have made plain the absolute impossibility of our success- 
fully sustaining the same relation to the Filipinos that we sustain 
as to Cuba. 

Cuba is near at hand, with a small population, comparatively, 
who knew us, believed in us, and were grateful tous, Spain had . 
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surrendered Cuba and her cities to us, and we were military occu- 


_ Philippines are 7,000 miles away, with a population of eight 
or ten millions of many tribes, strangers to us, easily prejudiced 
against us, with an alleged government really hostile to us, as I 
will show. Even under cession of title and sovereignty we have 
not been able to avert attack and hostility begun before ratifica- 
i the treaty. 

att of idle now to suppose that Aguinaldo would have consented 
to our doing in the Philippines what we are doing and will do in 
Cuba in the way of establishing a stable government. With no 
cession of the archipelago, and with the hostility of the Tagolos, 
we should have been obliged to use force, without even claim of 
title or sovereignty; remain only in Manila, or withdraw from the 
islands. What many of us thought then has been abundantly 
demonstrated since. 

We had taken Manila. That was acomplication not to be over- 
looked. The Spaniards had gone back to the mother country, and 
when we drove the Spaniards out of Manila, when our soldiers 
marched into that city and the flag of the United States floated 
over it, what did it mean? It meant that we had driven out the 
power which protected the inhabitants of that city, and had taken 
upon ourselves the duty of protecting its inhabitants; and there 
never has been a day since the 13th day of August, when Manila 
was captured—and I say it without fear of successful contradic- 
tion—when the United States, without cowardice and absolute 
dishonor, could have withdrawn her troops from Manila and 
sailed away. 

Many of us thou ht so when we voted upon the treaty. We 
know it now, Mr. President. The Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. Lopag] referred to it inhisspeech. Aguinaldo’s secretary of 
{ne interior, who was also a member of his staff, issued a procla- 
mation or order calling on the Filipinos in Manila and elsewhere 
to join in the massacre of every foreigner. It was dated February 
15, 1899. 

Here is the second clause of the order, Mr. President. Men who 
talk about civilization over there, who draw parallels between 
the greatest leaders for liberty in history and some of the half-caste 
leaders in the Philippines, who have seemed to exult sometimes in 
coupling with the name of Aguinaldo the name of Washington, 
can find no comfort in this production: 

2. Philippine families only will be respected. They should not be molested; 
but all other individuals of whatever race they may be will be exterminated 
without any compassion after the extermination of the army of occupation. 

That is not simply the father. It is the mother, the wife, the 
sons, and the daughters. Itis those of mature years and the little 
ones—the family. 

Was ever anything worse than that? And who made this order? 
Teodoro Sandico. ho was he? One of the men closest to Agui- 
naldo; a member of the junta in Hongkong, present at the meeting 
of the junta on May 5, and largely governing its deliberations by 
his ability and his will; one of the thirteen chosen by Aguinaldo 
to accompany him to Manila; secretary of the interior, and a staff 
officer; one of the three men whom one of our consuls mentioned in 
his correspondence—Aguinaldo, Agoncillo, and Sandico—as men 
of great ability who would be leaders anywhere, in any affair. 

And when Senators introduce the proposition to withdraw our 
Army now from Manila, with Englishmen there, with Germans 
there, with Spaniards there, with Hollanders there, with French- 
men there, and Americans there, with their wives, and their chil- 
dren, and their property, and with friendly Filipinos there, against 
whom vengeance has been sworn, Mr. President, they make a 
proposition which in the end they themselves would hesitate to 


adopt. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like toask the Senator what proot 
he has of the verity of this order? 

Mr. SPOONER. What proof has the Senator of the verity of 
the immense number of things he has uttered on the floor of the 
Senate? Ihavethesame. It was sent here. Where did the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts get this? 

Mr. LODGE. It is in the official report of General Otis. It was 


- published. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I say now that Sandico never issued the 
order, and that they can not produce any proof of it, and that it 
was got up for the purposeof influencing the people of this country. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to say that I applied to the War De- 
partment six months ago for a copy of that order, having read 
va it in the papers, and received that as an authenticated 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I say tothe Senate Sandico never issued it. 

Mr. DAVIS. How do you know? 

Mr. SPOONER. Did Sandico tell you? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. When an order of that sort is produced 
here, some proof of it ought to be produced. What I say is this: 
My Pain is asto that. That order was issued by the parties 
in ila who are in the habit of issuing orders of that sort, even 
under Spanish rule, for the purpose of prejudicing the case of the 
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insurgents, and that no proof of it can be produced that it ema- 
nated from Sandico. The simple fact that it was sent here from 
| the War Department is no evidence. 
Mr. SPOONER. I haveseenacablegram to Manila asking who 
issued this order and one replying that it was Teodoro Sandico. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. That isno proof that Sandico issued it. I 
deny it and I dispute it, and you can not bring the proof. 
Mr.SPOONER. Thetrouble with the Senator is that everybody 
| is a liar who does not help make a case against this Government. 
[Applause in the galleries. | 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. That will not answer. Until the proof is 
produced that Sandico issued that order it has no business here, 
and there is no such proof. 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, it is here and it will stay here. {Ap- 
plause in the galleries. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
| will suspend fora moment. There must not be applause in the 
galleries. 
Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the rules of the Senate ve enforced, 
| 





and thatif manifestations of approval or disapproval are repeated, 
the galleries be cleared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules of the Senate rejuire 
that there shall be no applause in the galleries, and if it is insisted 
on the galleries must be cleared. The Chair trusts that the rules 
will be observed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ishall read extracts froma number of papers. 
If the Senator calls upon me for what in court would be evidence 
of authenticity, 1 can not give it, any more than I suppose the 
Senator can make original proof of many of the statements which 
he has made here and which undoubtedly he believes. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I will say that so far as the statements I 
made are concerned I brought the proof from the official record. 

Mr. SPOONER. What record? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Document 62, transmitted to us by the 
President. 

Mr. SPOONER. What proof? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That was good proof as against the Ad- 
ministration, but it is not good proof as against the insurgents, 
where there is no other evidence. Simply the transmission of 
the statement is not good proof. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had supposed until now that an official re- 
port of General Otis was an official document. Am I wrong 
about that? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator ask me the question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Any way. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. It would be Otis’s official report, but then 
when Otis undertakes to say that somebody else did something, 
he may believe it, but that is not proof that the other person did it. 

Mr. SPOONER, No? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is the point. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is on the basis of the man —— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But further than that, in General Otis’s 
reports we get fragments of the truth, a censored press, withheld 
information, which gives a false coloring to the facts; and for 

roof of that I refer to the statement signed by the Associated 
ress correspondents and the correspondents of all the newspapers 
last year, which is conclusive. It has not been denied. 

Mr. SPOONER. Conclusive of what? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Conclusive that Otis did not give us the 
full facts; that the reports do not cover the whole ground, and 
that they are garbled statements of the truth. 

Mr. SPOONER. That was a very interesting observation the 
first time I heard it, for [have heard the Senator say that a great 
many times. 

I think that General Otis, in command over there, would have 
very much better facilities for ascertaining accurately the truth 

_than the Senator from South Dakota, and, so far as f am concerned 
in this discussion, I take as prima facie established statements in 
the official documents of this Government, and when General Otis 
embodies this order in a report of his and when upon a cablegram 
he furnishes the name of its author, I take the liberty of believ- 
ing it and of asserting it. The fact that this is official puts the 
burden of proof upon theSenator. His facilities for obtaining ac- 
curate information over there may be better than those of General 
Otis, but I think not. 

All [read that order for is to show that when men glibly talk about 
withdrawing our Army from the Philippines they forget that we 
have a solemn duty to discharge there in the protection of the 
people of that city, and they make a proposition which even in 
the heat of a Presidential election can never meet the commenda- 
tion of the American people when they stop to consider it. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to spend time in discussing the 
ower of this Government to accept the cession of the Philippines. 
discussed that in the speech which I submitted upon the treaty. 

That we have the power to make war and to make peace is ad- 
mitted. That we have the power, in making a treaty of peace 
to accept as indemnity from a conquered government territory, 
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inhabited or uninhabited, has been settled by the Supreme Court 


| solely to 
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rotect human slavery, a clause which the Supreme 


of the United States and has been established by the practice of | Court of the United States held to sustain the fugitive-slave law, 


the Government from the beginning. 

If it were otherwise, if there were no such provisions in the Con- 
stitution as the war-making, the treaty-making power, the fact 
that the framers of this Government created a nation carries with 
it all the elements of sovereignty and all of the elements of 


national power which inhere in national sovereignty anywhere, | 


unless by some part of our Constitution it is apparent that those 
owers were intended not to exist. I certainly do not find the 
imitations contended for. 

It has been said that this was not a conquest, and a letter from 
Judge Day, written to some person last fall, wascited by one Sena- 
tor, in which it was stated that it was not a conquest, but was a 
purchase. Mr. President, if anything could be plain in the use of 
the English language it is plain from the protocols, printed and 
laid before the Senate, that the United States demanded a cession 
of the Philippines, and that it was yielded to by Spain under pro- 
test as a conquered power. 

I have the profoundest respect for Judge Day. 
very great ability, aman whose opportunities for accurate knowl- 
edge upon the subject are better than mine, of course, but I can 
read the protocols; I know the ve so far as the world knows 
it; I know the attitude of some of his confréres; and I am not 
willing to accept the proposition that the acquisition of the Philip- 
pines was a mere purchase, just as if we had not emerged from a 
war, and asif this were a treaty of purchase instead of being a 
treaty of peace. Spain did not ee rt with that last jewel 
in her crown which had shone there for three hundred and fifty 
years. It was exacted as indemnity, as California was, and be- 
came a *‘ceded conquest.” 

Mr. President, it has been said and argued with much of spirit 
and elaboration that we had no tee to take the Philippine 
Archipelago without the consent of the inhabitants. If anything 
is settled in international law, I think it is settled and must be 
settled that the doctrine of ‘‘ the consent of re Sema * can not 
be made applicable to inhabited territory exacted from aconquered 
power at the end of a war. 

Mr. Hall, who is one of the ablest writers on international law, 
says: 

The principle that the wishes of the population are to be consulted when 
the territory which they inhabit is ceded bas not xo. been adopted into inter- 
national —. and can not be adopted into it until title by conquest has dis- 
appeared. 

If that were not true, no Territorial indemnity could ever be 
exacted at the end of a war. if it were inhabited, without first 
obtaining the consent of the inhabitants, subjects of the conquered 
— bound to them by association and ties of different kinds. 

t would be very easy to defeat the demand for indemnity if the 
inhabitants were induced to object. No other government ever 
has held to that doctrine, nor has ours; and I maintain that the 
founders of this Government did not intend that in the essential 
matter of national and international power it should be below 
the other governments of the earth. 

Much has been said about the Declaration of Independence, 
especial reference being had to these phrases: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal; 
that ow are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure 
these — governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. - 

Veneration for the Declaration is universal in this country. 
Onur le have been taught from bo: to revere it. Iam 
not willing that those of us who do not find in anything there 
written obstruction to the performance of what we consider a 
national duty should be charged, without denial, with abandon- 
ment of its principles. I can not —_ much time u it. 
tainly no phrase in it is of more importance than assertion 
that ‘‘All men are created equal.” 

That this is abstractly true Ido not deny. That it ever has 
been capable in any country, under any government, of literal 
application or fulfillment no one will assert. That it were uni- 
versally true all good men wish. That it ever will be universally 
true under government conducted by men the most optimistic 
dare not — In few countries has it been less true than in this 
Republic. In some countries it is quite as true in the practical 
affairs of life and government as it is in our own. 

It is not easy to forget that the man who penned those words 
was at the time he wrote them himself the owner of men and 
women and children. True, his mind revolted against the owner- 
ship of human beings by human beings, and later he manumitted 
his slaves. By his own conduct he construed this declaration as 
we all believe it, but he could not enforce his construction of it 
among his countrymen. 

Some of the men who adopted the Declaration of Independence 
with that clause in it framed the Constitution of the United 
States, and in that Constitution was a recognition of human 
slavery; not only that, but a clause the purpose of was 


He is a‘man of 


Cer- | 


making slave hunters of men whose souls revolted not only from 
that function but from the institution itself; a Constitution under 
the operation of which for seventy-five years millions of people— 
and I do not utter this in any spirit of partisanship—were held in 
shackles; every tie which binds a man to wife, to child, to home, 

»ossible to be broken; the wife sold away from the husband, the 

usband sold away from the wife; the daughter, the pet and pride 
| of the cabin, sold to the arms of a brute; the little toddling infant 
| the idol of the mother’s heart, the light of the little plain home, 

no right there, there by the sufferance of an owner; and all that 
was lawful under the Constitution of the United States interpreted 
| by the Declaration of Independence. 

To enlarge the application of the declared equality among men 
required at the end of three-quarters of a century, a dreadful 
strife between brothers and friends, an immeasurable sacrifice of 
life and happiness and treasure, and all in violation, as they 
thought, of that clause of the Declaration, ‘‘Governments 
* * * instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” 

For, Mr. President, I think the Senator from South Dakota 
McCuMBER] was accurate in his statement the other day tha 
rebellion against the Federal Government was necessarily 
primarily upon this doctrine, ‘‘the cousent of the governed,” in- 
volving also, secondarily, the question whether the people of the 
a States had not disabled themselves from withdrawing 
from a Union to whose government they ébjected, that they might 
establish one for themselves which would “derive its just powers 
from the consent of the governed.” 

Mr.TILLMAN. Ihad always supposed that the civil war grew 
out of the difference of construction as to whether the Constitu- 
tion was a compact between confederated States or whether it was 
a Union of States that was inseparable under any conditions; in 
other words, whether we were a confederacy or a nation. 

Mr. SPOONER. In one way that was involved in it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Was not that the only issue involved? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course slavery— 

Mr. SPOONER. If we had been governing you with your con- 
sent, the question never would have arisen. It was because the 
South thought—most of them thought—that there was a purpose 
on the part of the people of the North tv invade the rights of the 

States, to interfere with your domestic affairs, which justified you 
in revolution, which led your people to say, ‘‘ We can not be gov- 
erned under this Constitution or as members of the Union any 
more.” Then arose the question whether the Constitution stood 
in the way of your assertion of that right of revolution—in other 
words, of your withdrawal of a consent to be governed any longer 
under the Constitution by the Federal Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The seed of war was sown with the Consti- 
| 


os 


tution when it was ted, for the reason that the contention on 
the part of the South of the rights of the States had led to nullifi- 
cation thirty years before the war in the assertion of the right of 
a State not to be governed against its will in certain things by the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, the seed of war was sown 
in the Constitution. I am not disposed to disagree with the Sen- 
ator about that. It was sown in the Constitution, I have always 
thought, when political power was given to the owners of human 
property, and when there was put into the hearts and pomnae of 
a part of our people the motive to enlarge the ownership of that 
property, to increase it, and to multiply it, thereby under the Con- 

| stitution acquiring greater power in the electoral college and in 


the House of tatives. 
Mr. TILLMAN. This is a bootless discussion—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 


Mr. TILLMAN, AndI would not have entered into it but for 
the fact that the Senator turned to me and in a manner somewhat 
personal made some allusion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senator ought to blame mo 
for turning tohim. He isa very attractive man. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I did not—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just one other thought, and then I will get 
out of the Senator's way, if he objects. re never would have 
been any Constitution or any Union of States but for the recogni- 
tion of those very things which the Senator says were put in there 
for other purposes. The Southern States, after they had gained 
their independence from Great Britain, never would have con- 
sented to ae, — Coe ae oS ae oe - = 
recognition o at property whi: nm sen 8 
Northern e after it se eet of very little usethere. We 
will not go back to those old matters, though. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to have an understanding with the 
Senator from South Carolina that when I look at him accidentally 
it does not involve a challenge. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Well, if the Senator would not allude to some- 
thing I have already discussed here somewhat—I would say to 
the displeasure of the Senator from Wisconsin—I would not have 
entered into this matter at all. 
go over all those old questions. We are face to face with what 
we are to do in the Philippines and how we are to get rid of this 


war. ; : 
Mr. SPOONER. It is a fact, Mr. President, that by a long and 
bloody war we forced them to remain under a government against 


I know that it is useleas for us to | 


j 


their consent, to which, thank God, now. I believe, they give uni- | 


versal consent, as they give unquestioned loyalty. 
These abstract propositions of the Declaration, as I have said 
on another occasion, were asserted as justification for revolution, 


| 


and it has often happened, and will often happen, that their wider | 


and juster application in the practical affairs of this world can 
ouly be brought about and secured through years of agitation and 
unrest and sometimes through years of bloodshcd and strife. But 
I can not dwell longer upon this. 5 
Time has shown that the President was right, I think, in not 


| lusion to Aguinaldo and 


| arose with a wineglass in his hands an 


He was obliged to rely upon the statements of those with whom 
he conversed. He was evidently deceived by the characteristic 
exaggeration of the Spaniard and the Filipino. 

Another thing, Mr. President; it is very manifest from a peru 
of all the documents that, however much he wished to be accu 
rate, he was credu!ons and was hed sometimes into misinformation. 
It is not possible upon the facts that there was any organized i1 
surrection in the Philippine Archipelago when the Spanish fleet 
was destroyed. Aguinaldo and his associates re in exile, 

When the $400,000 was paid over t>) Aguinaldo and his asso 
ciates in Hongkong, under the agreement of Piak-na-Bato, by a 
son of Primo de Rivera, that night Rivera gave a banwuet, at 
which Aguinaldo and his associates and others were present. and 
at the conclusion of it, the host, having made complimentary al 

his associates as Spanish subjects, Agui- 
naldo, it is stated to me by one who claims to have been pri t, 
d proposed a toast to th 





| Queen of Spain as the fairest and noblest monarch that had ever 


contenting himself in negotiating the treaty, as I thought at one | 


time he should have been, with taking a cession of Manila. It 
has been abundantly demonstrated that we could not have held 


pine Archipelago, dependent upon the islands for its domestic 
supplies and its commerce. Time and events have afforded 
abundant justificationfor that. Nor could we have held—I think 
it has been demonstrated—Luzon alone. In a word, I think the 
judgment of the President and his commissioners that we should 
take all cr none has been overwhelmingly vindicated for obvious 
reasons. 

But it is stoutly contended that Spain, even if we had the 

wer to acquire the archipelago, had no power to convey it to us, 
ecomms she did not possess it. It is said that hers was only a 
naked legal title, so to speak, a paper title, and that the treaty 
therefore conveyed to us no property and only a right of sover- 
eignty; in other words, that it conveyed to us only people and a 
few public buildings and works, and that while we may acquire 
territory and exercise sovereignty over it incidental to owner- 
ship, we can not acquire mere sovereignty. We did not acquire 
much but sovereignty when we acquired Porto Rico, which still 
is without criticism. 

I am told, Mr. President—and it comes from Mr. MacArthur, 
who was secretary of the Philippine Commission—that by the 
eession of the Philippines we did in fact acquire, as nearly as it 
can be ascertained now, crown lands covering about one-third of 
that vast area. Had Spain a title to convey to us? The founda- 
tion of the speeches of this day upon the Philippine question is 
the assertion that she had not. She had when the war broke out, 
did she not, Mr. President? Will anyone challenge the title and 
sovereignty of Spain on the 1st day of May, when Dewey destroyed 
the Spanish fleet? 

Spain held Manila. Spain held by her troops a'l of the seacoast 
and the seaports. Spain held and carried on the municipal gov- 
ernments. Spain everywhere, Mr. President, was in. absolute con- 
trol throughout the archipelago as fully as she ever had been, It 
is vain for any man to assert that when the war broke out tlrere 
was from any standpoint any defect in the title and ownership of 
Spain to the Philippine Archipelago. She had it by prescription, 
and she had it by virtue of her possession and her control of it. 
Even Aguinaldo, in his “ True Version,” which contains a number 
of interesting statements (I hope they will not be challenged by 
my friend from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] upon the ground 
that they are not official), says: 

Spain maintained control of the Philippine Islands for more than three 
centuries and a half, during which period the tyranny, misconduct, and 
abuses of the friars and the civil and military administration exhausted the 
patience of the natives and caused them to make a desperate effort to shake 
off the unbearable galling yoke on the 26th and sist of August, 1896, then 
commencing the revolution in the provinces of Manila and Cavite. 

Spain’s title had been recognized by the world, including our- 
selves, uptothattime. Mere dissatisfaction with the government, 
as suggested by a distinguished Senator here the other day, does 
not work a change of sovereignty; and although S had been 
tyrannical beyond expression, aitheus> there had many times 
been revolts, although the had become desperate in their 

r every revolt been suppressed, sometimes accom- 
— by promises of reforms and sometimes accompanied by 


Mr. STEWART, 


And sometimes by bribery. 
Mr. SPOONER, - “a 


Yes; sometimes, perhaps, by bribery. It has 
been said that the insurrection of 1896 was in progress when 
Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet, and much has been made of a 
statement contained in a cablegram from Mr. Williams, the con- 
sul at Manila, as to battles, organized forces of insurrectionists, one 
statement, I remember, being that there were 5,000 armed imsur- 
rectionists in the vicinity of Manila. It must be remembered 
that Mr. Williams had been there, I think, only about a month, 


: t ; | money was paid to Aguinaldo. 
Manila without great trouble, it being the capital of the Philip- | 





lived, coupling the name of the young king, 
been insincere. 

But they were there, Mr. President. We donot know how much 
We know that $400,000 were paid. 
We know that the promised payments were part of the considera- 
tion for which he surrendered his arms and consented to exile. 1! 
am not to call it a bribe, nor do I say how much of it, if any, was 
appropriated by Aguinaldo for purposes of his own. So far as | 
know, [feel nowarrantforsaying that. Inansweringindictments 
against the Administration, charging tyranny, with declaring and 
Waging a war of subjugation upon a heipless, civilized people, it 
becomes necessary to look a little into the evidence upon which 
these allegations are based. One thing is very clear, that not a 
dollar of that money had been expended prior tothe time Aguinaldo 
went to Manila in the purchaseof arms for the insurrectionists in 
the archipe'ago. It rather looks asif the insurrection of 1896 was 
not very much of an insurrection insome ways. Aguinaldo speak- 
ing of it, says: 


That might have 


General Polavieja advanced against the revolutionary forces with 16,000 
menarmed with Mausersand one field battery. He had scarcely reconquered 
halt of Cavite Province when he resigned, owing to bad health. That was in 
April, 1897 

Polavieja was succeeded by the veteran Gen. Don Fernando Primo de 
Rivera, who had seen much activeservice. Assoon as Rivera had taken over 
command of the forces he personally led his army in the assault npon and 
pursuit of the revolutionary forces, and so firmly, as well as humanely 
the campaign conducted, that he soon reconquered the whole of Cavite Pr 
ince and drove the insurgents into the mountains. 

Then I established my headquarters in the wild and unexplored mountain 
fastness of Biak-na-bato, where | formed the republican government 


“ Where I formed the republican government ”’— 
of the Philippines at the end of May, 1897. 


He formed it, I preznme, bya proclamation. Then in December 
that insurrection came to an end by the agreement at Biak-na-bato, 
That agreement provided for the payment of certain moneys, for 
certain reforms, for theexile of Aguinaldo and some of his associ 
ates, for the surrender of ail the arms of the insurrectionists; and 
that being done, singing of the Te Deum, and after that, the pay- 
ment. How many arms were to be surrendered? One thousand 
stand of arms. Aguinaldo says: 

We, the revolutionaries, discharged our obligation to surrender our arma, 
which were over 1,(0) stand, as everybody knows, it having been published 
in the Manila newspapers. 

They have more confidence in Manila newspapers, I think, than 
some people seem to have in newspaper statements in this coun- 
try once ina while. They had surrendered their arms, Agui- 
naldo says so, and therefore from December, the end of the making 
of that treaty and the surrender of the “ arms” under it, the Fili- 

inos were practically without arms and without an organized 
insurrection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would remind the Senator that some of 
these communications—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Car- 
olina will suspend. Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to 
the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In some of these official commmnications in 
Document 62 it is stated that Aguinaldo and those of his leuten- 
ants who made that treaty were suspected of treachery, and that 
a large number of his followers did not give up their arms, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a question of suspicion; it is a ques- 
tion of fact. Wecan not get at it absolutely. All we can do is 
to approximate it,as nearly as we can, 

tr. TILLMAN. I only point— 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no reason to suppose and, so far as I 
can find, there is nothing in all these papers and all the evidence 
at hand to warrant the assertion that on May |, when Dewey de- 
stroyed the Spanish fleet, there was any organized insurrect:on of 
any moment in the Philippines. There may have been parties of 
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ial a telltale aaa adtedt Lean and parties of insurgents, but I mean there was no 
organized insurrection, and Admiral Dewey says in his report 


that “ there was no insurrection to speak of.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. The only point, if the Senator will pardon me 
for a moment, is that although our consul, Mr. Williams, may 


have just arrived there and may have been misled, at that time 
we were at peace with Spain and had no reason to suppose we were | 
going to war; and his dispatches repeatedly stated that they were 
fighting very near Manila; that the wounded were brought in daily 
and all that sort of thing, tending to show that there was an in- 

surrection going on against the Spanish Government at the time 
when the battle of Manila was fought and for two or three months 
previously. 

Mr. SPOONER. The commission reports and Admiral Dewey 
says that at that time there was ‘* no insurrection to speak of.” 

r. TILLMAN. There was not near as much as we have got 
on our hands now, I acknowledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, the only arms purchased 
by Aguinaldo for usein the Philippines, that Ican find any mention 
of, after the agreement of Biak-na-baté, were the 1,999 or the 2,000 
which he purchased in Hongkong as "he was about to leave for 
Manila; and no one, I think, has ground for asserting at all that 
when Dewe destroyed the Spanish fleet Spain’s power in the 
Philippines had been in the slightest degree affected or impaired 
by any body of insurgents. Aguinaldo obtained some arms from 
Admiral Dewey. He proclaimed quickly, for I can not go into 
details, a dictatorship. He had some trouble at first, as stated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts and as shown by the evidence, in 
gathering people around him. 

He succeeded, however, in raising a considerable number of 
men—some put it at 30,000 and some at 15,000—in the vicinity of 
Manila, armed with a comparatively smail number of rifles and 
a large number of bolos. It is, of course, impossible to ascertain 
with certainty. 

In ‘** The true version of the Philippine revolution,” signed by 
Aguinaldo, and dated Tarlak, September 23, 1899, he refers to 
three battles, which he regarded as “* glorious triumphs.” Two 
hundred and seventy Spanish naval infantry were his antagonists 


in the first one. He says: 
The battle from .%a. m. to3 p. m., when the Spenterse ran out of 
ammunition, and surrendered, with ‘their arms, 9 the Filipino revolu- 


tionists, who took their prisoners to Cavite. (Page 24 

In commemoration of that ‘glorious detent he hoisted 
his national flag. He adds: 

The second triumph was effected at Binakayan, at a place known as Pol- 
vorin, where the Spanish garrison, consisting o about men, was attacked 
by our raw levies, and surrendered in a few hours, their stock of ammunition 
being completely exhausted. 

Here he again availed himself ‘‘ of the opportunity to hoist our 
national flag.” The third and last of the victories which he 
chronicles in detail occurred at about the same time, at Bakoor. 
He says, page 26: 

The garrison consisted of about 300 men, who surrendered to the revolu- 
tionary army when their ammunition was exhausted. 

Not only were these troops of Spain dispirited by the destruc- 
tion of the Spanish fleet, by the war existing between the United 
States and Spain, whic h rendered it impossible for Spain to send 
reenforcements to them, but they were scant of ammunition, and 
Aguinaldo, movin along through the country, obtaining what 
arms he could—and he bought more later from ongkong—armed 
his men, Some native troops who had enlisted under the Spanish 
banner deserted. He sent them from place to place in the various 
provinces, not so much to capture Spaniards as to bring about in- 
surrection and revolt in those communities. 

He speaks in general terms of ‘‘triumph after triumph” fol- 
lowing in quick succession, ‘evidencing the power,.resolution, 
and ability of the inhabitants of the Philippines to rid themselves 
of any foreign yoke and exist as an independent state.” 

May 24 he declared the dictatorial government and that he had 
assumed the duties and responsibilities of the head of such gov- 
ernment. 

On the 12th of June, by his statement, he proclaimed the inde- 

ndence of the inhabitants of the Philippine Archipelago. Later 
* proclaimed a republic. He adopted a constitution. He had, 
it is said, a congress and an army. It is easy to draft a constitu- 
tion. It is easy for a dictator to ap a members of congress. 
But the evidence satisfies one that were not representative 

He did not hold Manila. He did not hold Hoilo. On the 


men. 
6th day of sagen, in a proclamation addressed to foreign govern- 
ments, he sai 


The said revolution now rules in the ‘provinces of Cavite, Batangas, Min- 
adoro, Tayabas, Laguna, Morong, Bulacan, Bataan, Nueva va Ecija, 
Tarlac, 3, Pangasinan, Union, Infanta, Zambales, and it hol leged the capi- 


tal of Man 
Professor Worcester says of this statement: 


In other words, he claimed tocontrol the Tagalog provinces, and practically 
nothing more. 


It has been urged that there was a government there which we 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 22, 





in honor ought to have recognized—a Philippine republic. Upon 
what theory can it bec ontended, on the strength of this proclama- 
tion, in which he certainly did not minimize the extent of his 
control, that there was a Philippine republic, declared by its 
constitution to embrace not only the Tagalog provinces, but the 
Philippine Archipelago. What were its boundaries? 

What was its ‘‘ government ” controlling the Philippine Archi- 
| Pelago? Did it afford protection to life, to liberty, to property? 

Vas it able to discharge the primary duties of a government or 
international obligations—an ability which upon settled princi- 
ples of international law must precede_recognition of independ- 
ence? Can any Senator give to the country information going 
into those details which governments must go into upon such a 
question, of a government existing in the Tagalog provinces or in 
the Philippines entitled to recognition? 

Buencamino, a former cabinet minister of Aguinaldo, says-in 
a recent interview: 

In our independent government the most predominant notes were abuses 
and immoralities, the offspring of ignorance, and the inherited vices of 
Spain, by which the Filipino régime was rendered odious to our people. 

He ought to know. 

The proposition is a fantastic one. It would be a laughable 
one, Mr. President, if there were not constantly based upon it 
in the country the charge of dishonor against this Government 
as now conducted, 

On the 12th day of August the protocol was signed. The pro- 
tocol embodied terms of temporary peace. Up to that day the 
subjects of Spain in the Philippines were in law the enemies of 
the United States, except those individuals who were cooperating 
with us or acting as auxiliaries. There wasno Philippine nation. 
The idea that between the last of ag | and the 12th of August 
there could have been organized by Aguinaldo, honest, if you 
choose to so call him—I will speak of that before I shall have fin- 
ished—a government capable of discharging the duties of a gov- 
ernment, domestic and international, over and of a people who 
never had known any government but Spain, who never had been 
— to participate in government, is too idle to seriously 
asser 

By the protocol it was provided that there should be a suspen- 
sion of hostilities, and in the or which was to be negotiated 
there should be settled ‘‘the control, disposition, and government 
of the (tery re e Archipelago.” That was a solemn covenant 
entered into between Spain and the United States. 

On the 13th day of August, in violation of the protocol so far as 
it a hostilities, and in ignorance of it, our troops captured 
Manila, with 13,000 Spanish soldiers and their arms. Strictly 
we would have been obliged to restore Manila to the Spanish 
me : 8, to restore the status quo; but as the protocol provided that 

ould hold Manila pending the negotiation and settlement of 
the treaty, we remained in the city. 

What happened afterthat? I am not going into the detail of it. 
Aguinaldosent troops into different parts of Luzon and into some 
of the other islands. He starved out here and there a Spanish 
regiment or garrison, their spirit broken, hostilities suspended, 
the future control and government of the b eggs omy left an 
open question. The Spaniards still held Lloilo. ey still held 
the coast cities. They still were able wherever they were in any 
force to maintain themselves against the Filipinos; and it is, to 
my mind, an idle and empty thing to say that during the months 
which intervened between the signing of the protocol and the exe- 
cution of the treaty ‘‘Aguinaldo conquered the Spaniards.” He 
**conquered”’ where there was no substantial resistance. He sim- 
ply took possession of his own people, his own kith and kin, so far 
as the a provinces were concerned, stirring up insurrection 
wherever he could in other provinces. 

I will not take the time to show the character of his government. 
It is abundantly established that it was not a government of lew. 
It is abundantly established that it did not, if it could, and doubt- 
less it could not if it would, discharge the rimary duties of a 
government. Property was taken as loot, iberty was not re- 
spected. Contributions were enforced everywhere, which went 
not into his treasury, if he had a treasury, but very often went to 
enrich the men who were presiding for him in the communities. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, when Iloilo surrendered, 
Iloilo did not surrender to Aguinaldo. The treaty of peace had 
been entered into, and Spain had instructed General Rios to aban- 
don Iloilo and withdraw her garrison into another part of the 
island. Why? Because contingently she had par with the 
Philippines, and because it was deemed an useless waste of blood 
to longer contend there, if contention might arise. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. And before they could evacuate that city and 
one or two other places the insurrectionists attacked them and 
were badly defeated. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President— 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it the Senator wants to ask? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin is a fair man, 
and I would ask him whether there was any greater disorder in 
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the Philippines, as shown b the report of the naval officers trav- | 
eling through the island of Luzon, than might have been supposed | 


inevitable in a transition from tyranny in the case of a people just 
released? Necessarily there were some abuses, but not more than 
we have witnessed in all the South American republics. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes; ‘‘just released” from the tyranny of 
Spain, by whom? : i 

Mr. TILLMAN. Aguinaldo and those who were like hin—the 
other Filipinos, of course. 

Mr. SPOONER. Released from the tyranny of Spain by Agui- 
naldo! But for the advent of Dewey's fleet--—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, we will not dispute about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Aguinaldo would still have been in Hongkong 
in all human probability. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And the Spaniards in Habana. 

Mr. SPOONER. And very likely the Spaniards in Habana, 

Mr. TILLMAN. If we had to run them out. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Spanish fleet had not happened to bein 
Manila Harbor, but had been found by Dewey on the open sea, the 
Spaniards might not have been in Habana, and yet the Spaniards 
would have remained in the Philippines, That the Spanish ficet 
was destroyed in Manila Harbor, that it happened to be there, was 
one of the fortunes or accidents of war. 

The suggestion that the liberation of the Philippine Archipelago 
from Spain was wrought by Aguinaldo is stated in this book by 
him, but it ought not to be stated here. In the Philippines, as in 
Cuba, the lion in the pathway of Spain was not the insurrectionists. 
It was the United States; but when the Spaniards evacuated Iloilo 
they did it because we, having conquered Spain, having destroyed 
the power of Spain practically in the Philippines, she surrendered 
them to us, lt was because of our power, not Aguinaldo’s, and 
after the Spaniards had marched out Aguinaldo marched in. 
That is all there was of it. There was no conquest about it. 

Men talk about our waging a war of conquest against the Phil- 
ippine republic or people. We have done no such thing, We did 
not obtain the Philippines, to which I think we have a perfect 
title, by an y conquest of the so-called Philippine republic, by any 
conquest of the Philippine people; but by conquest of Spain, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, I appeal to the American 
people if it be not true that the inspiration and thought which led 
the President and the Senate to take that cession, and the country 
to approve it, was that thereby we could more effectually liberate 
the Philippine people from Spain and more easily lift them up 
from the b ighting and paralyzing effect of long-continued Spanish 
tyranny. 

What does the Senator from South Carolina want? 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Philippine people are not subjugated, 
and are not being subjugated, why have we to keep 65,000 men 
there, and why have they been fifteen months passing from point 
to point in the islands, shooting down and killing wherever they 
were opposed, and yet to-day, in this morning's dispatches, we are 
told that our Army is withdrawing from the interior to the coast 
towns during the rainy season, of course simply because the op- 
position and hatred of the people is such that it can not be said 
that they are anything else but rebels, fighting for their liberty, 
whatever that may mean? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, ‘‘ Rebels fighting for their lib- 
ow ” We acquired title to the Philippine Archipelago from 

pain. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a legal question. 

Mr. SPOONER, The resolution of the Senator from Georgia 
= Bacon} recognizes that, and is based upon that. That 

eaty has been said to have been a declaration of war. Was it? 
If so, the men who are making that charge and imputing to the 
ratification of that treaty the ensuing hostilities ought not to do 
80. That treaty—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. The declaration of war was the proclamation 
of the President issued in December, in which he declared the 
ew se of this Government was to benevolently assimilate the 

7 r= Hents. 

r, ER. The President did not issue any proclamation 
te Deseo é President t yp 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator has studied the question very 
Ccrougnly, but he is mistaken there, 

Mr. 8 NER. I think not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. General Otis said he took the liberty of cen- 
soring or en out some things in the President’s proclamation 
which he th t might precipitate a conflict. 

« Mr. SPOONER. General Otis never took anything out of the 
proclamation ” of the President. 
- TILLMAN, General Otis says so himself, 








OSAD 


Mr. SPOONER. He does not say so himself, as I remember, 
The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I can prove that he did. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, why is it that we have 65,000 
troops in the Philippines, if that is the number? Why is it that 
we have been pressing forward and forward? Whatisit for? ‘To 
subjugate an independent people? No. Itis to enforce the au- 
thority of the United States over territory which we acquired. 

Mr. Bacon rose, 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator wish to interrupt me? 

Mr. BACON. Not until the Senator finishes his sentence. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave done. 

Mr. BACON, I dislike to interrupt the Senator and would not 
do so except that his allusion to me has been direct, and my silence 
might be misconstrued. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would not misconstrue my friend's silence. 

Mr. BACON. But others might. I do not think the Senator 
from Wisconsin would. 

The Senator argued as to the title of the United States and dis- 
puted the fact that it is in any manner based upon conquest. 
While he does not say so directly, his remark would evidently 
leave the impression, in referring to the resolution offered by my- 
self, that a similar basis of title was recognized by me. I desire 
to say to the Senator—and I beg his pardon for the interruption, 
for I purposed not to interrupt him—that my position with regard 
to that matter is this: I do think that the Government of the 
United States now has a good title. I think that title was based 
also upon a purchase of a very imperfect title, which has since 
been made good by the United States Army by conquest. 

Mr. SPOQNER. I asserted that it was a conquest from Spain. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not controverting anything the Senator 
has said. 

Mr. BACON. 
for me. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. BACON. I could not interrupt the Senator at the time he 
made the statement, because he passed so suddenly to another 
point. I will not, however, interrupt the Senator further, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
this moment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator had not called in question my 
statement I would not-do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it the Senator desires? 

Mr. TILLMAN, I have here the report of Maj. Gen. E. S. 
Otis on the military operations and civil affairs in the Philippine 
Islands, and on page 66 he makes tais statement: 





I do not understand that reply as being intended 


I hope the Senator will not interrupt me at 


After fully considering the President's proclamation and the temper of 
the Tagalos, with whom I was daily discussing political problems and the 
friendly intentions of the United States Government toward them, I con 
cluded that there were certain words and expressions therein, such as ‘‘sov 
ereignty,” “right of cession,’ and those which directed immediate oceupa 
tion, etc., though most admirably employed and tersely expressive of actual 
conditions, might be advantageously used by the*lagalo war party to incite 
widespread hostilities among the natives, 

The ignorant classes had been taught to believe that certain words, a 
“sovereignty,” “protection,” etc., had peculiar meaning disastrous to their 
welfare and significant of future political domination, like that from which 
they had recently been freed. It was my opinion, therefore, that I would he 
justified in so amending the paper that the beneficent object of the United 
States Government would be brought clearly within the comprehension ot 
the people, and this conclusion was the more readily reached because of the 
radical change of the past few days in the constitution of Aguinaldo’s gov- 
ernment, which could not have been understood at Washington at the time 
the proclamation was prepared. 

* * * * * * . 

The amended proclamation was thereupon prepared, and fearing that 
General Miller would give publicity to the former, copies of which, if issued, 
would be circulated soon in Luzon, I again dispatched Lieutenant-Colone! 
Potter to lloilo, both to ascertain the course of events there and to advise 
the commanding general of the dangers threatening in Luzon, and which 
might be augmented if any action was taken which the insurgents could 
snake use of in furtherance of their unfriendly designs. General Miller 
thought his action in making publication of the proclamation on Januar) 


correct, as he had not been instructed to the contrary, and his opinion, ho 
contended, was confirmed by a War Department dispatch which | had di- 
rected Colonel Potter to deliver to him, and which he had received on Jan- 
uary 6. Hé was satisfied that the use he had made of the proclamation was 
that contemplated by the War Department authorities, but it was not long 


before it was delivered at Malolos and was the object of venomous attack 


Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator intend to read that wholo 
book? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. I simply wish to prove what I 
stated, that General Otis amended President McKinley's procla- 
mation; that he took out certain words and substituted others, 
and sent that amended proclamation to General Miller at [oilo, 
He had previously sent the original document to Miller, and 
Miller had printed the document as the President had sent it to 
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the Filipinos; and that is the way it got out, These are the facts. 
The Senator disputed them a moment ago. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; and I dispute them now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then the lie, if there be one, rests on General 
Otis, and not on me. 

Mr. SPOONER, Oh, there is no lie about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There are the facts, taken from the official 
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Philippines, some question as to whether we have correctly read 
the Declaration of Independence; and I want an armistice until 
we can. consult and determine finally whether we have acquired 
the Philippines or not, whether we are violating the Declaration 
of Independence or not, whether we are trampling upon the Con- 
stitution or not.” That is practically the proposition. 

No, Mr. President. men may say in criticism of the President 


report; and if you dispute that, I will not state anything more | what they choose. He has been grossly insulted in this Chamber, 
| and it appears upon therecord. He has gone his way patiently, 


about the reports of anybody. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I mean to say was this: That what is 
called a proclamation there—-and the reeords at the War Depart- 
ment show it—was not a proclamation by the President at all, 
but was a letter of instructions issued by the President to the 
Secretary of War, wh:ch was to be sent to General Otis to govern 
him in the discharge of his duties in the Philippines. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And as outlining the policy of this Govern- 
ment toward the Filipinos. 


Mr. SPOONER. General Otis carried out the President's in- | 


structions as General Otis thought best, not using in the procla- 


dent. That is all there is of that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. General Otis himself says that he amended 
the proclamation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator froin South Caro- 
lina will please address the Chair. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the paper speaks for itself; 
I have seen it at the War Office; and when the Senator examines 
it, he will see that it was not a proclamation; that it was not in- 
tended to be a proclamation. 1t was nothing the President sent 
for publication to the Philippine people, but it was a letter of in- 
structions from the President to the Secretary of War, to be by 
him forwarded to General Otis for his government, upon which 
General Otis issued a p ion to the 
failure to obey in some respects the instructions of the President, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator be kind enough to incorpo- 
rate the letter or slamation or whatever it was in his speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. What proclamation? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The proclamation that General Otis issued 
after he received it from ident McKinley, only taking out of 
it three or four words. 

Mr.SPOONER. TheSenator will be incorporated in my speech 
pretty soon. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator dislikes my interrupting, I will 
promise not to trespass any more, no matter how much he treads 
on iny toes: but I simply could not sit silent here. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not ask that. 

Mr. President, we accepted the cession; we ratified the treaty; 
we acquired, so far as the treaty could give it to us, the Philip- 
a Rachigviagn: Congress appropri $20,000,000: there was 

ghting and has continued to fighting in the ea our 
troops were involved in contest with the Filipinos, and Congress 
knowing that fact passed a military bill providing for a vast in- 
erease in the Army. 

It was perfectly understood that a large part of that force, so 
much as the President might deem en was to be sent 
to the Philippines. That very law mentions the Philippines as a 

lace in which troops were to serve. What was the President to 
io but to send to the Phili es, Mr. President, and to 
enforce there the authority of the United States? * Could he hesi- 
tate, under his oath, upon the assumption that there was any 
doubt as to our title? 

One of the strange phases of this matter now is that men who 
voted to furnish treops for the President to send to the Philip- 
pines criticise him for sending them and criticise him for usi 
them. He was obliged to take it as settled that we had ui 
the Philippine Archipelago; that it was his duty to extend the au- 
oa ot the United Btates over that archipelago; and he has done 
so. He notified Congress by his annual that until Con- 

indicated a purpose otherwise he continue to use 

e troops of the United States in enforcing the authority of this 
Government in the Philippines. Had he not done so, Mr. Presi- 
dent, all things consi criticism could have been madeof him 
which would have been unanswerable. 

Some one asked the other day why the President did not bring 
about a cessation of hostilities. Upon what basis could he have 
brought about a cessation of ities? Should he have asked 
Aguinaldo for an armistice? If so, upon what basis should he 
have requested it? Whatshould he saytohim? “Please stopthis 


fighting?” ‘What for,” Aguinaldo would say, ‘‘do you propose 
to retire?” “No.” ‘Do you propose togrant us independence?” 
“No, not now.” “Well, why, then, an armistice?” The Presi- 


dent would doubtless be expected to reply: ‘Some ed 
—— in the United States, members of the Uni States 

nate, and others, have discovered a doubt about our right 
to be here at all, some doubt whether we have acquired the 


people, explaining his | 





exercising the utmost forbearance, all his acts characterized by a 
desire to do precisely what the Congress had placed upon him by 
its ratification of the treaty and itsincrease of the Army. He has 
done it in a way to impress upon the Filipinos, so far as language 
and action could do it, his desire and the desire of our people to 
do them good, to give them thelargest possible measure of liberty, 
civil, religious, and individual, and to give them, as rapidly as 
may be, participation in the government out there. 

He has done it all in disregard of hostile criticism, embarrass- 


; thoug! \- | ment, and complication of the situation vastly intensified and 
mation which General Otis did issue the language of the Presi- | 


enhanced here at home; but he has dene what under his oath he 
was obliged to do. He has gone forward with the Army of the 
United States and the flag of the United States to enforce the 


| authority of the United States and obedience to it over territory of 


the United States. Any President of any party, if faithful to his 
high trust, could not have done otherwise. 
Mr. President, I will be greatly obliged to the Senate—I1 think 


| all of my colleagues here have not failed to observe that I havea 
| spoken under great difficulty—if I may be permitted some time 


to-morrow to conclude my remarks, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I hope that courtesy will be ex- 
tended to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope this matter will be laid 
aside temporarily to give the Senator from Wisconsin an oppor- 
tunity to proceed to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill will 
be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senate for its courtesy, 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I nt to the Senate a certifi- 
cate from the acting governor of Montana, a pees William 
Andrews Clark a Senator from that State to fill a vacancy exist- 
ing: and request that the credentials be read and laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The credentials will be read. 

The Secretary read the credentials, as follows: 

Strate or Montana, Executive CHAMBER, 
Helena, Mont., May 15, 1900. 

Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the representation of the State of 
Montana in the Senate of the United States, caused by the resignation of 
Senator William Andrews Clark; and 

Whereas the legislature of said State is not in session, but in recess: 

Therefore be it rena, pursuant tothe power vested in me by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, I, A. E. Spriggs, the lieutenant orandact- 
ing governor of the said State, do hereby appoint William Andrews Clark, a 
citizen and inhabitantof said State, to bea member of the Senate of the United 
States, to fill the vacancy so cau and existing as aforesaid, to have and to 
hold the said office and membership until the next meeting of the legislature 


of this te. 
In witmess whereof I have hereunto set hand and affixed the 


t 
seal of said State, at the city of Helena, in said State, this 1ith day iin. 


A. D. 1908. 
(SBAL.] A. E. SPRIGGS, Acting Governor. 


By his excellency the acting governor: 
T. S. Hoean, Secrctary of State. 
Mr. CARTER. Trequest that the credentials lie upon the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The credentials will,. without 
objection, lie upon the table. 


SOLDIERS’ HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, 


Mr.CARTER. Mr. President, on yesterday evening I requested 
that a bill which had been read and was about to be put upon its 
final passage, House bill 9140, be for the time being laid over. | 
desire to present an amendment now and ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9140) provid- 
ing that entrymen under the homestead laws, who have served i!) 
the United States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps during the Span- 
ish war or the Philippine insurrection, shall have certain servic: 
deducted from the time required to perfect title under homestea‘! 
laws, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana pro- 
poses an amendment to the bill, which will be stated. 

Mr. CARTER. It is an amendment to section 2. 

TheSroretaky. Itis proposed toaddtosection 2the following: 


Provided, That in all cases where a soldier or sailor or his widow or minor 
children is entitled (under the practice, rulings, and decisions of the Land 
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Department) to make an additional homestead entry under the provisions of 


sections 2395 and 2307 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the 


; : as not been satisfied b: ocatio 
rieus vo make euch efaiteqnal entry han not Deen matintied by pamne! ovation. 
filiv . of proof of t right to make such an additional entry, to exam ine the 
aaa and. if satisfactory, to thereupon issue a certificate of such right in 
favor of the lawful bolder thereof, and, on the location of such certified claim, 
to have patent issued to him or his assigns for the land located therewith: 
Provided further, That such holder shall present his application for such 
certificate on or prior to January 1, 1901, or bo thereafter forever barred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment. . ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, does this amendment come 
from any committee of the Senate? — 
~The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proposed by the Senator 
from Montana. } : 

Mr. CARTER. The amendment is from the Committee on 
Public Lands. 3 ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. AsI understand this amendment, it per- 
mits all scrip of this character to be located anywhere—— 

Mr. CARTER. That is so now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And to be transferred from hand to hand. 
Under the present rulings of the Department this is not allowed. 
I was not aware that this amendment had been discussed in the 
Committee on Public Lands, It is the first I have heard of it. 

Mr.CARTER. Mr. President, the fact of it is that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has held, and the Department under 
that decision has held for many years, that these rights are trans- 
ferable from hand to hand. The purpose of this amendment is to 
ascertain at some reasonable date in the future how much of this 
class of claims are outstanding and to put some period to the time 
when they can be allowed to remain an indefinite charge against 
the public domain. I think it is wholesome legislation, and the 
committee without a dissenting voice directed its adoption. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I said before, I was notaware that the 
Committee on Public Lands had discussed this amendment. It 
seems to me it is exceedingly broad in its scope and that it lets 
in all of these additional entries. I do not know whether it lets 
in those that are not genuine, but the Department has been very 
careful of late and has refused to allow any of these entries uni! 
they were filed by the persons entitled to them or forwarded to 
the Department and proved here; in other words, the entry is not 
complete under the —_ rules of the Department until filed in 
the local office, sent , and proved here. Ordinarily where a 
homestead entry is made it takes effect when the person appears 
at the land office and offers his filingandhismoney. But because 
of the great number of frauds that have crept in in the handling 
of the soldiers’ additional entries, and because of the fact that 
vast numbers of them were located at local land offices that were 
forgeries, hased upon proof that was manufactured, the Depart- 
ment was obliged to make these exceedingly stringent rules. 

As I understand this amendment, it obviates the necessity of 
these rules; in fact, does away with the rules—leaves the old prac- 
tice in force—-and allows these entries without those safeguards. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me 
there, the process to which he refers is the basis of the abuse. 
My attention was drawn to this abuse through the withdrawal 
of | areas of the public land in Montana by fraudulent, as 
alleged, homestead or additional homestead soldiers’ rights. It 
requires from one year to eighteen months to ascertain under ex- 
isting conditions whether a claim is valid or frandulent, and in 
the interim the land upon which it is filed in the local land office 
is withdrawn from ent. The pu here is to prevent 
the withdrawal of land on the basis of these additional entries 
unless the office shall have previously ascertained that the papers 
are valid and the right exists—— 

_ Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire, Does this admit scrip 
in any case? 

Mr. CARTER. It does not admit scrip in any case. 

Mr. STEWART. I have never known any scrip issued that did 
not work fraud. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish the Senator would listen to the 
amendment, and base his judgment upon that. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The dment submitted by Mr. 
dienmae again read the amendment tted by 

Mr. CARTER. It is obvious from the reading of the amend- 
ment that it is meant to cure the defect whereby public lands are 
withdrawn for the time being from a year to eighteen months, as 
the case may be, on fraudulent soldiers’ claims. There are many 
of them being passed from hand to hand, and in one county, in the 
State I have the honor to represent, I know of a stream 22 miles 
in length covered by these claims, mostly found subsequently to 
be fraudulent. The purpose of the amendment is to prevent the 
Segregation of any public land by any such eee until the De- 
partment shall first ascertain and determine that the papers are 
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valid. Second, no one can now tell nor is there any means of as 

certaining what amount or extent of this class of claims are out 

standing against the public domain as acharge. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has held that they are transferable from 
hand to hand, subject to sale and assicnment. So no additional 
right is given by the amendment, but I do think it is the right 
and the duty of Congress to fix a period within which the parties 
claiming under that additional homestead section shall come for 
ward and make known their claims and have them examined 
and determined, and that the determination shall precede the with- 
drawal of the public land under it. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that I have had a great deal of 
experience in witnessing the evil effects of all kinds of scrip. It 
always falls into the hands of speculators who rob the settlers, 
I had an investigation made about thirty years ago, and of the vast 
amount of territory that had been opened to settlement in the 
Mississippi Valley my recollection is that less than one-third, only 
about 25 per cent of it, had really been obtained at first hand by 
settlers. It was all by means of scrip. It was surveyed in ad- 
vance of settlement, it was advertised, nobody wanted it, and then 
it became salable at a dollar an acre. Any kind of scrip is objee- 
tionable. I have notexamined the language in connection with 
the Revised Statutes, but if this allows the issuance of scrip or 
gives any additional validity to scrip it is vicious, because all scrip 
is vicious. 

Mr. CARTER. It will be observed that the Public Lands Com- 
mittee very carefully considered the matter-—— 

Mr. STEWART. If it has been very carefully considered and 
does not enlarge the rights of the scrip owner in any way 

Mr. CARTER. It does not increase the acreage of Jand that 
may be taken up under the soldiers’ additional homestead rights 
one acre. It provides that before this right or alleged right can 
be utilized to segregate a part of the public domain the person 
shall submit the scrip to the General Land Office, where from the 
records it can be ascertained whether lands should be withdrawn 
under this scrip or not. It does not increase the rights. The 
rights exist, and they are confirmed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, made transferable and so recognized by the General 
Government now and for years. 

Mr. STEWART. As toa piece of land, as I understand it, un 
der the arrangement they present the scrip applicable to a pieco 
of Jand they have selected, and then the Department will ascer- 
tain whether the scrip is valid; whether they have a right to take 
this particular piece of land. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the present proceeding. The difficulty 
with that proceeding is that a year to a year and a half elapses 
before the Land Department determines whether the scrip which 
is applied to such land is valid or not. If after eighteen months 
it is found it was a fraudulent soldier's right or that the right of 
the soldier to additional scrip had been previously exhausted, as 
occurs in many places, the same soldier selling over and over 
again to many persons, thus creating a lot of this scrip, soldiers’ 
——. which segregated the public domain, held it up from set- 
tlement—— 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave no apprehension that he will swindle 
those persons. I do not care if he sells it forty times. They are 
all sharps and can take care of themselves. We need not bother 
about taking care of them. Ido not want to give them any more 
advantages than they have. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the amendment may be again stated, 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the more I have heard that 
amendment read and the more I consider it, the more I come to 
the conclusion that it is a dangerous amendment; that the effect 
of it will be to validate and to give life toa lot of outstanding 
scrip. The law, if I remember aright, granted to soldiers who 
had been in the war and had located homesteads for less than 160 
acres the right to locate an additional quantity, not exceeding 160 
acres in all. 

Reading the law in the first instance, the original law, allowing 
additional homestead entries, one would naturally have supposed 
that it was a right personal to the soldier; that whatever defi 
ciency of land he was entitled to he would have to locate and ac 
quire himself. Unfortunately, under that law a practice grew up 
by which they created a species of scrip. The soldier who was 
entitled to locate an additional homestead would sell his right. 
The way he would do it and get around the law was to execute to 
the purchaser a power of attorney to go and locate that addi- 
tional homestead in the name of the soldier. Then he would 
execute another power of attorney—and these powers were given 
in blank as to the grantee in the power—authorizing the convey- 
ance of the land after it was located. That came to be known as 
soldiers’ additional scrip. It consisted of two powers of attor- 
ney, one power authorizing the grantee in the power to locate in 
the land office the additional quantity of land, and another power 
to sell and convey that after it was located. 
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Now, under that any amount of that kind of scrip was pur- 
ed. People from the Northern States went over into the 
Middle Northern and Southern States and secured any amount of 
that scrip. For a while, as I understand it, that mode of proced- 
ure was recognized and held valid. 

They recognized locations by powers of attorney, and subse- 

uently the locations were transferred. Afterwards the Land 

partment changed its rulings, if I remember correctly, or the 
Interior Department changed its rulings, and held that such loca- 
tions through power of attorney could not be made, that they 
would have to be made by the soldier himself, 

Under those conditions soldiers’ additional scrip was ata dis- 
count for a while; but finally, in the bill relating to public lands 
in Alaska, a clause was inserted two years ago which breathed 
new life into soldiers’ additional scrip, gave it a market price, a 

uotation, and a boom that it had not had for years. I do not 
think this is the intention—— 

Mr. CARTER. Iam sure the Senator will be glad to get the 
matter exactly asitis. It is true that the Department concluded 
that powers of attorney were not valid and refused to recognize 
them. Thereupon a case was brought to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and that court, in a ae emphatic and un- 
equivocal opinion, held that it was an assignable right; that it was 
manifestly the intention of Congress to give to the soldiers some- 
thing of value, and the fact of its assignability gave additional 
value to it, and that under the old law, without any change of 
law whatever, a soldier had the right to transfer and sell as best 
he might in the open market the right given to him by Congress. 

Since that decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which was rendered some years ago, there has been no question 
whatever as to the validity of a soldier’s additional right. The 
abuse connected with itis twofold. First, we ought to keep some 
kind of a system of bookkeeping of our public domain. There is 
no means now of ascertaining how much of the public land will be 
required to satisfy these outstanding unknown additional rights. 
That is an unfortunate state of affairs, because we ought to know 
how much land we are obligated to give underexisting law. Sec- 
ond, it seems that the habit has grown up in certain quarters of 
manufacturing these papers, and numerous fraudulent papers 
have gone forth throughout the country, which are utilized for 
filing upon — land by the assignee, usually a rancher or 
farmer wanting a piece of grazing land on the hills, 

He will buy one of the soldier's additional rights. Under exist- 
ing conditions—in my own State, for example, for that is under 
my observation and I know it to be true—the countryman pur- 
chasing these rights, believing them valid, in many instances 
found, after having paid the-money for the scrip and filed it in 
the Land Office and waited for eighteen months or longer, perhaps, 
that the Land Office held that particular piece of paper utterly 
invalid. First, the man may not have been a soldier at all. Sec- 
ond, he may have been a soldier, but his right may have been pre- 
viously sold to some one else and filed upon land, thereby becom- 
ing exhausted, which fact can only be ascertained in the Land 
Office 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Montana allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say that now for the first time, with 
due respect to the Senator, he gives the real _ of the bill. 
There is no doubt that a great quantity of this fraudulent scrip is 
afloat, but it has been the practice of the Land Department in re- 
cent years not to pass upon the scrip until it is attempted to lo- 
cate. Whenever a man applies to locate it ona _— piece of 
land, the Government will pass upon it; but there is no law now 
under which they will pass upon the validity of this kind of scrip 
before it is attempted to locate. 

The effect of this —= law will be to compel the Govern- 
ment to consider and take up all this floating scrip that is out and 
pass upon it in advance, before it is located, so that the holders 
of this scrip, these scrip speculators, may know what the scrip is. 
Of course this mode of procedure will entail a t amount of 
work upon the Government. It will give double value to this 
scrip over what it has now. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator will perceive that it will remove 
from the line of possibility a deception by these alleged specula- 
tors, if you please, through the sale of spurious papers throughout 
the country to the unwary and thoughtless, I do not think the 
Government ought to leave it in the power of anyone under color 
of law to oe fraud upon the citizens of the country. 

Mr. NE N. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
or the Senator from Montana, one or the other, whichever may 
have the floor, what they mean by saying there is a great quantity 
of fraudulent scrip out. Do they mean it has been fraudulently 
issued by the Department or that it is a forgery? 


Mr. NELSON. 1 will explain what 1 mean by it. 

, Mr. TELLER, Then I will hear the Senator from Montana 
ater. 

Mr. NELSON. A soldier, A, living in the State of Missouri, 
had the right to locate a full homestead of 160 acres. He has gone 
on and located only 80 acres, because that was all he could get. I 
go to that soldier and say, ‘‘ Here, you have the right to locate 80 
acres more of the public land. I want to buy that right of you.” 
To transfer from him to me he executes a power from himself to 
me, authorizing me to go to some land office and locate 80 acres 
of public lands in his name. That location, the Senator from 
Colorado will observe, is in the name of the soldier. I have the 
power to locate it in his name. Now, to complete the scrip and 
make it of any value there is another power of attorney given to 
me at the same time, authorizing me to convey his title after I 
wae locatedit. Those two powers of atterney are what constitute 

e scrip. 

Now, thereis no doubt that various parties in the North scoured 
all over that country and got many of these powers of attorney. 
They did not get them directly from the soldiers, but they got 
them through agents, who got the powers of attorney from A, B, 
C, and all over, and then sold them to their principals up North. 
There is no doubt a good deal of that fraudulent scrip is outstand- 
ing; that is, it is fraudulent because it either does not represent 
any real soldier or does not represent any real interest in the land; 
that is, a soldier may have exhausted his land, or he may not have 
been in fact a soldier. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Minnesota has stated the 
case very clearly, I will say to the Senator from Colorado. Where 
the soldier has exhausted his right and sells again, of course the 
Land Office ascertains when some citizen has been cheated that 
the second scripor these two powers of attorney wereinvalid. The 
purpose of this amendment is to compel the people who claim any 
right under that sort of floating and fraudulent scrip to subject 
the same to the scrutiny of the Department within a limited time, 
the Department being the only power which is able to detect the 
fraud. It is better, it seems to me, to detect the fraud at once 
and cancel these fraudulent outstanding papers, which probably 
will not be presented at all. No scrip will under this 
amendment on any basis that would not obtain if the location 
had been previously made; but a great deal of this scrip will be 
cut out by the amendment and absolutely canceled. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Montana will know whether 
I am correct or not. My impression is that originally the De- 
partment did pass on this question. 

Mr. CARTER, It did for many years pass on it. 

Mr. TELLER. It was found that the soldier was getting no 
particular benefit from it. There were a lot of speauiators, and 
this scrip went way up to $20 anacre. The Department shut that 
off, believing that if they did not issue the scrip they would dis- 
courage the speculators in securing it. It seems to me this is to 
return to exactly the same condition that the Department declared 
some fifteen years ago ought not to exist. It seems so to me, and 
it seems to me it will revive all the defunct and dormant claims, 
and we shall havea great lot of claims that otherwise would never 
come. The intention of the act originally passed was simply to 
let the homesteader get a full quarter section. It was intended 
that he should have the benefit of it,and nobody else. The whole 
scheme was used to appropriate the lands for cattlemen, nonset- 
tlers, and it was very pernicious and unwise legislation. Like a 
good deal of other legislation we have attempted in this country 
to benefit the real settler, it has been taken advantage of by the 


speculator. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, previous to 1872 any settler 
could go upon the public domain and secure a homestead of 160 
acres, unless the land which he wished to take was within the 
boundaries of a railroad landgrant. 1f within the limits of aland 
grant, he could take the even-numbered section and could take 
only 80 acres as a homestead, on the theory that half the land hav- 
ing been given to the railroad, its value was doubled by the con- 
struction of the road, that it was no longer wild lands, that it was 
no longer distant from civilization, and therefore the homesteader 
could take only 80 acres. 

In 1872 we passed a law which provided that as to soldiers who 
served in the civil war they could go within the boundary of aland 
grant and take a hundred and sixty acres, and if they had already 
taken 80 acres they could take another 80 acres, and if they had 
lived the five years upon the 80 acres they had already taken they 
could secure title to the other 80 acres without residence and cul- 
tivation. 

The rulings of the Department—for the law authorized the De- 
ew ene to make rules and regulations to carry the law into ef- 

ect—provided that the soldier must go in person. If a soldier 
who had taken 80 acres along the line of a railroad wanted another 
80 acres in a distant place, he must go to the land office and make 
the entry. Iremember very well in 1873 many of the settlers who 
had located along the St. Paul and Sioux City Railroad in Iowa 








1900. 


and Minnesota came over to Dakota and secured their other 80 
“res, ; 
“Some speculators conceived the idea that the Department could 
rule that those people could transfer their right, giving a power 
of attorney and having a certified copy of the final receipt for their 
first 80 acres. So they went to work and bought up the rights of 
these soldiers all alonz these land grants. They bought up thou- 
sandsof theseclaims. There wasnoruling allowing it to be located 


by power of attorney. 
and others, of Minneapolis, who wanted to enter pine lands, went 





down along the line of the railroad and bought the rights of these | 


soldiers, taking powers of attorney from soldiers to locate the 
other 80 acres, and also a power of attorney to sell the other 80 
acres when located. . 

When they had gathered together thousands of these rights and 


got them in their safe in Minneapolis, they came down here—and | 


in my opinion they came before—and got the Land Department to 
issue an order allowing them to locate by power of attorney, al- 
lowing them to be certified to and transferred from hand to hand; 
for the powers of attorney were in blank. Then Mr. Walker took 
these additional rights and went into the pine woods of Minnesota 
and located thousands and thousands of acres of the best land in 
that State, which he had previously selected, and thus laid the 
foundation for his large fortune. The ruling of the Department, 
in my opinion, was not authorized by law. It was issued for the 
purpose of accommodating Mr. Walker and these speculators. 

Mr. CARTER. Iwill call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that the matter was brought before the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and the Supreme Court in the most emphatic 
manner held that the right was assignable, could be passed from 
hand to hand, and that it was manifestly the intention of Congress 
that it should be assigned. I shall be glad to show the Senator 
the decision, although I have it not here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Department, under this ruling, which 
stood for several years, finally found that fraudulent papers came 
intoexistence. There were presented to them innumerable claims 
on made-up paper. No doubt many of these spurious claims were 
patented. the country was filled with these floats or scrip, as it 
was called. Men who had been in the Army, but had never taken 
any land, made up sets of papers and put them upon the market. 
Men who had been in the Confederate service, and who had taken 
80 acres of land, made up spurious papers and sent them in here 
for certification, and they floated and were in the market every- 
where. The Department found it impossible to prevent fraud 
under that ruling, and therefore they reveked it. They repealed 
the ruling and stated that thereafter the soldier must go in per- 
son, or, if he does not go in person, his papers must be sent in 
through the local land office, and must come here and be approved 
before any entry can be made. They found that absolutely nec- 
essary to prevent fraud. 

After the Department had changed its ruling an application 
came to the Senate and came to the Committee on Public Lands, 
asking us to allow these fraudulent entries to be laid upon land, 
and what was the argument? Why, that the Department had 
allowed these floats to exist, that a lot of these fraudulent certifi- 
cates had been approved by the Department as genuine, and that 
innocent parties had purchased them and put their money in them, 
and therefore we ought to allow the entry of lands with that sort 
of scrip, although they were absolute forgeries. I do not know 
but that we passed some such law. 

Mr. CARTER. I guess not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know it was discussed and urged vigor- 
ously in the Committee on Public Lands that we should pass such 
alaw. Now, this amendment proposes to revive that old system, 
and that is all there is to it; and if you pass it—— 

Mr. CARTER. I would be glad to have the Senator point out 
how that can occur, The purpose of this amendment is, as I 
understand it—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwould much rather the Senator would 
allow me to finish my argument, and then he can reply to me. 

Mr. CARTER. . Very well. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. | If we pass this amendment, and then these 
fraudulent papers are presented to the Department, and they for 
any reason certify that they are accurate, and then they pass into 
the hands of an innocent purchaser, it seems to me that in good 
faith we will be bound to admit the genuineness of the scrip and 
-epead hom to enter land with it. At least, that argument will 

e. 

A vast accumulation of these fraudulent entries might be se- 
cured, and after they had been secured the Land Office would 
certify to them in a bunch, just as Walker got them to certify to 
his vast quantities of scrip. It is not always that the subordinate 
officers or even the superior officers of our Land Department are 
above reproach, and we put in their way a chance to perpetrate a 
fraud that would be of vast profit and benefit to the people who 
secured the scrip, It seems to me it is absolutely unnecessary 
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and that there is noargument whichcan be made that will justify 
our putting this temptation in their path. I can see no reason in 
the world why this should be done. 

It seems to me that the present practice of the Department is 
far better than to go back to the old rule which, having been tried, 
became so intolerable that they were forced to repeal it, Why 


| ‘ 
| should Congress now, I say, step in and say to the Department, ‘* In 


Yet the agent of these people, T. B. Walker | 





| passing this amendment. 


| desirable. 


overturning your rule, which proved so full of fraud, you did 
wrong; we will tear down the safeguards which you have built 
up and we will compel you to go on with the old practice?” 

For my part, | have heard no argument which can justify us in 
I understand it is offered to the bill to 
give to the soldiers who served in the Spanish war the additional 
or the homestead right, and the time which they served in the 
Army is to be deducted from the time they are required to live 
upon the homestead before they secure their patent. Therefore I 


| presume it is germane to the bill, but I do dislike very much to 


see a bill of a purpose so excellent loaded down by a provision so 


| bad, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the amendment is intended to 
accomplish the things that the Senator thinks it is not intended 
to accomplish. First, the Government has at present no knowl- 
edge of the extent of the obligations of this sort outstanding. 
This important information can only be acquired by putting a 
limitation upon the time within which parties claiming land un 
der this law may come forward and assert theirright. I dothink 
that with reference to the swamp-land grant a sitnilar limitation 
should have been provided twenty years ago. The part of the 
amendment which fixes a limitation is certainly wholesome and 
On the Ist day of next January, under the amend- 
ment, we would be able to determine down to a single acre of 
land the extent to which the public domain would be called upon 
to respond to the satisfaction of these additional claims. 

Now, second, it is admitted that these claims have been dupli- 
cated, the same soldier in certain instances issuing powers of 
attorney to three, four, five, six, a dozen, possibly a hundred dif- 
ferent people. Ail of these claims issued by him are fraudulent 
save and except one, The proceeding in the Land Office, where 
the investigation is finally made after the location of the land. 
prevents all possibility of any fraud on the soldier. They write 
to the soldier who is alleged to have made the assignment for the 
purpose of ascertaining from him that the assignment was prop 
erly obtained and is validin fact. The result of the inquiry made, 
as required by the amendment, would be to absolutely destroy all 
the outstanding fraudulent claims, and that, too, before the Ist 
of next January. It does seem to me that it is a desirable thing 
to do. 

With reference to the proceedings in the Department, years ago 
there was a time when these claims were certified on presenta- 
tion. There ought to have been a limitation fixed then within 
which all the parties claiming should come forward and make 
known the basis of their claims. The frauds will be culled out. 
The valid entries or claims will be made known. The public 
domain will have a fixed instead of a floating charge against it. 
The amendment will lead to the same scrutiny, The same line of 
investigation will be made in the Department under this amend- 
ment that is made after the fraud has been perpetrated upon 
some innocent countryman. It does appear to me that it is not 
sufficient to say that possibly in determining that certain claims 
are valid, thereby they will gain some value. The immense ad- 
vantage will be in branding the fraudulent claims and getting 
them out of existence. All these claims that are presented be- 
tween now and the ist day of January will be forever taken out 
of harm’s way, filed in the Department, marked ‘‘fraudulent” 
where they are found to be fraudulent, and certificates given 
where they are found to be valid, by the Ist of January. There- 
fore the Department will be able to tell whether it is twenty-five 
or fifty thousand acres of land that must be used for the purpose 
of satisfying these claims. 

Unless some limitation is fixed we will drift along from year to 
year with these fraudulent claims floating. As I understand, in 
the State of New Jersey there are thousands of fraudulent land 
claims to-day, for which no land can be found to satisfy the claims, 
issued along about the opening of thecentury. They arein excess 
of the amount of land that was available to satisfy them. That 
was done under the original grant from the Crown to certain per- 
sons, and they in turn issued the claim for land, and when all the 
land was taken the remainder of the claims were fraudulent be- 
cause there was nothing to which they could apply. 

I do not care about the amendment. It comes here from the 
Committee on Public Lands. Some members of the committee 
appeared upon full investigation to be opposed toit, I have no 
desire to insist upon it, but yet they think it is wholesome legisla- 
tion and very much needed. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish tomakeasuggestion tothe Senator. He 
is a member of the Committee on Public Lands. I understand 
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that this measure has had rather an informal examination by the | 
committee. I should have a good deal of faith in the committee, | 
the committee having examined it carefully. I want to suggest | 
to the Senator and the chairman of the committee that the bill 
might go back to the committee and be put in order, so that there 
will be no question about it, and that they might add to that also 
another feature. 

In 1897 we provided that a settler inside of a forest reservation 
might dispose of his land if he did not want to stay in the reser- 
vation, and get other land of an equal amount. I do not suppose | 
it was ever intended, and I do not believe that anybody contem- 
plated at the time when the law was passed, that he would be 
allowed to go upon unsurveyed land and take land in exchange. 
But the Department unfortunately have held, and they do not 
seem to be willing to change that ruling, that all the land in the 
United States (not perhaps mineral land, but all nonminera! land) 
is subject to locat-on, surveyed and unsurveyed. 

I am told the result of that is that in some of the States where 
there is some very fine timber that is kept out of the reach of any 
homesteader or any preemptor (in fact they are all homesteaders 
now), this scrip or this same system that they are now using with 
soldiers (for that is the practical way, I understand, to take it up) | 
can be located, and that they are locating on these exchanges | 
large quantities of white pine timber, valuable pine timber, which 
no settler is allowed to take. I think that location ought to be 
restricted to the surveyed lands, and the settlers ought to have 
a chance at the unsurveyed land instead of these speculators. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will allow me, the worst 
abuse under the forest-reservation law is that they have allowed 
the railroad companies to swap the tops of mountains, which are 
not worth a quarter of a cent an acre, for this scrip and locate it on 
valuable timber land acre for acre, 

Mr. TELLER. Unsurveyed? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have introduced a bill to repeal that 
rovision of the law, and I hope very much that it will be passed 
y the Senate before we adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish. the bill might go back and see if the 
committee can not bring out something to cover both cases. I 
have no desire to prevent inen who perhaps ought to have a title 
from getting it in proper time. 

Mr. CARTER. Iam willing the matter shall be recommitted 
to the committee. I am perfectly satisfied that upon an examina- 
tion of the law and the decision of the Supreme Court the Senator 
from South Dakota will concede at once that, whatsoever the De- 

rtment may have thought to the contrary, the Supreme Court 

a held that these rights are clearly and always have been assign- 
able. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator why there 
is a necessity for any legislation then? 

Mr. CARTER. ‘The purpose is to brand the fraudulent floats 
that are going over the country, and to compel people to show 
them up before the ist day of next January, or be forever barred 
from having them protected. It is a statute of limitations in that 
particular. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like toask the Senator a question. 
Does not the Department refuse to allow these entries now in the 
way he suggests? They refuse to certify them and then they re- 
fuse to allow them. 

Mr. CARTER. They do not, for they have authority of law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They have rejected them, and ar would 
notcertainly disobey the SupremeCourt. That decision, of course, 
was made when the Department made this ruling, so that the De- 
partment had a right to make the raling. Of course then it ap- 
a and since the Department revoked the ruling it does not 
apply. 

Mr. CARTER. They went beyond that, and said most emphat- 
ically that the Department was compelled under the law to recog- 
nize an assignment of a soldier's additional homestead claim, 
whether it had a ruling to the contrary or not. 

I suggest, if it is not contrary to the views of the chairman, that 
we recommit the entire measure and let these provisions be consid- 
ered together, 

Mr. TELLER. I think that is the  pongee thing to do. Of 
course, if the court held that they are entitled to locate in this way, 
we have got to stand by it. 

Mr. CARTER. The purpose here is to compel them to show up 
their claim. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the committee will consider the other 
proposition, whether we should not restrict this other class to the 
surveyed land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
moves that the bill and the pending amendment be recommitted 
to the Committee on Pablic Cende. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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MEMORIAL BUILDING IN WASHINGTON, 


Mr. SCOTT, I desire to call up the bill (S. 2237) setting apart 
certain public grounds in the city of Washington for the use of 
the National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion for the erection of a memorial building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from West Virginia 


| asks unanimous consent to consider at this time a bill which will 


be read. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer an amendment by direction of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at length. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Is the bill subject to objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is subject to objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ELIZABETH, N. J. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator to allow me to call up a little 
local bill which will give rise to no discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to be a bill of a good many pages. 

Mr. KEAN. No; the committee has reported a substitute, and 
it is not long. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator, but I can not yield 
to any other Senator. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1423) for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a public building thereon in the city of Elizabeth, N. J. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, to sirike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


_ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, 
heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommo- 
dation of the United States post-office and other governmental offices in tho 
city of Elizabeth and Statejof New Jersey, the cost of said site and building, 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, not 
to exceed the sum of $165,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pub- 
lic advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city of largest cir- 
culation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said ad vertise- 
ment for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed and 
mai. to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be ex 
amined in person by an agent of the Oana Department, who shall make 
written report to said Secretary of the results of said examination and of 
his recommendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which shall be accom- 
panied by the original proposals and_all maps, plats, and statements which 
shall have come into his possession relating to the said proposed sites. 

If, upon consideration of said — and accompanying papers, the Sec- 
retary of the asury sball deem further investigation necessary, he may 
appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom shall be 
an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also examino 
the said proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may designate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as they shall 
deem necessary; and said commission shall within thirty days after such ex- 
amination make to the Secretary of the Treasury written report of their 
conclusion in the premises, accompanied by all statements, maps, pees, or 
documents taken by or submitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore 
pro to the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; and the Secretary of the ae shall thereupon finally determine 
the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and actual traveling 
expenses: Provided, however, That the member of said commission appointed 
from the Treasury Department shail be paid only his actual traveling ex- 


penses. 
The building shall be unexposed to from fire by an open space of 
at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 

8 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wedues- 
‘day, May 23, 1900, at 12 o'clock m, 
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NOMINATIONS. Joseph B. Woodward, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the 
Evvecutive nominations received by the Senate May 22, 1900, county of Warren and State of Ohio, in the place of Catherine 
4 Riley, whose commission expired March 13, 1900, 
CONSUL, | Edward B. Waters, to be postmaster at Burns, in the county 
John CG. Freeman, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United of Harney and State of Oregon, the appointment of. a postmaster 


States at Copenhagen, Denmark, vice John C, Ingersoll, resigned. | a a Annis Nag law, become vested in the President 

POSTMASTERS. E. D. Carl, to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county of 

Nettie A. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county Franklin and St ate of Pennsylvania, in the place of Albei Sny- 
of Howard and State of Arkansas, in the place of Elizabeth J. | der, whose commission expired April 2, 1960 


on and after April 1, 1900. 3 Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. A. Swin- 
John F. Stunkel, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county of gle, deceased. . 
Lake and State of Florida, in the place of A. P. Jordan, whose W. G. Robarts, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 


Hudspeth, resigned. 4 George A, John on, to be p stma ter at Derwyn, in the county 
Harry 8. Van Gorder, to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county | of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of J. R. Worst, 

of Graham, Arizona Territory, the appointment of a postinaster | whose commission expired April 25, 1900. 

for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President | U. V. Mace, to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county of 


commission expires May 27, 1900. McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of H. L. White, 
James William Huggins, to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in the | Whose commission expires May 2, 1900. 

county of Irwin and State of Georgia, in the place of D. E. Peiper, | | Walter Price, to be postmaster at Westerly, in the county of 

resigned. W ashington and State of Rhode Island, in the place of W. P. 
W. S. Rice, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of White | Clancy, whose commission expired February 11, 1! 00. 

and State of Illinois, in the place of J. D. Martin, whose commis- | James W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 

sion expired January 23, 1900, of Marion and State of South Carolina, in the place of Leonard 


J. A. Constant, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of | R. Owens, removed. 
Nemaha and State of Kansas, in the place of W. A. Wagoner, Belle Nance, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county o! 


whose commission expired February 15, 1900. Lancaster and State of South Carolina, in the place of Joseph F 
Homer B. Bryson, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of | Gregory, whose commission expired January 15, 1/00. 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky, in the place of Phoebe Mann, James Clove, to Le postmaster at Provo City, in the county of 


whose commission expires May 26, 1900. Utah and State of Utah, in the place of John C. Graham, removed. 
David Israel, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the county Thomas H. Sexton, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county 
of Ascension and State of Louisiana, in the place of G. H. Rich- of Dodge and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Eli Hawks, de 


ard, whose commission expired December 12, 1897. ceased, 
Freeman D. Dearth, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county sien 
of Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of E. H. Chase, CONFIRMATIONS. 


whose commission expires May 27, 1900. 

George D. Libby, to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county of Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 22, 19 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of F. M. Noyes, whose 
commission expired May 19, 1900. 

Charles E. Brady, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county Thornwell Haynes, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles | States at Rouen, France. 


CONSULS, 


E. Brady, whose commission expired May 18, 1900. (Reappoint- Everett E. Bailey, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
ment. ) at Ensenada, Mexico. 


Henry Allen Talbot, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of M. F,. Con- 
roy, whose commission expired April 30, 1900, Joseph C. Bonner, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 

R. Arundel, to be postmaster at Staples, in the county of Todd | district of Miami, in the State of Ohio, 
and State of Minnesota, in the place of W. J. Flynn, whose com- 
mission expired May 6, 1900. 

James M. Diment, to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county Fredrick L. Wellman, to be postmaster at Monona, in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota, in the place of M. J. Toher, whose | of Clayton and State of lowa. 
commission expired May 6, 1900. Victor Nelson, to be postmaster at Gowrie, in the county of 

Kk. 8. Pierce, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of La- | Webster and State of Iowa. 
aves — State of Mississippi, in the place of John M. Frazier, 
caeceased, 


Nannie B, Richardson, to be postmaster at Woodville, in the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


POSTMASTERS, 


county of Wilkinson and State of Mississippi, the appointment of it 
a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in PuESDAY, May 22, 1900, 


the Presi i { : 
John F. Diener to cot aerlad ye in the county of = ene SRE GS EF SNIPE Dagny eT Wen ened tr ender by the 
" * P & ’ ‘ 
Otoe ¢ } r : : antina | speaker. ; 
ec ooo lA gery a Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
Jobn J, Anderson, tobe postmaster at Hackensack, in thecounty | _ The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in the place of J. H. Fank, | PPoved. _ = 
whose commission expired May 14, 1900. MARIE C. HAUKNESS. 
George W. Pollitt, to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report from 
of Passaic and State of New Jersey, in the place of H. J. Kohi- | the Committee on Accounts. 


hass, resigned. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island, chairman 
H. J, Rouse, to be aster at Cazenovia, in the county of | of the Committee on Accounts, calls up the following privileged 
Madison and State of New York, in the place of George W. Salis- | report which the Clerk will read. 
a whose commission expires May 29, 1900. he Clerk read as follows: 
Charles E. Smith, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and hereby is, authorized and 


of Oneida and State of New York,in the place of Edward Kernan, 


Reid 5 directed to pay to Minnie C. Haukness, widow of H. O. Haukness, late chief 

whose commission expired January 7, 1900. clerk of the folding room, House ot egwenuasatives, & sum equal to six 

Clarence A, e, to be tmaster at Liberty, in the county | months of lis salary, and expenses of his last illness and funeral not to ex 
of Sullivan and State of New Gore, in the place of Elmer Winner, | °°°¢ tbe sum of $250. 


whose commission expired February 11, 1900, The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
wm Watson, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county of | Accounts, were read: 

yoming and State of New York, in the place of F. J. Kearney, In line 2 strike out th 1 “Minnte”* and insert the word “Maric.” 
whose commission expires May 29, 1900. n line 2 strike ou 6 word “ Minnie” and inser 6 word “ Maric 


In line 3 strike out the word “chief” and insert the article ‘': 
om M. Birch, to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, inthe county In line 3, after the word "clerk," strike out, “of and insert “in.” 
Greene and State of Ohio, in the place of O. C, Munch, whose In line 6 strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty-two; and after the word 
commission expired March 13, 1200, “dollars” insert “and fifty cents.” 
ont Nixon, to be postmaster at Salimeville, in the county of | Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, in reading the amendments 
puabions and State of Ohio, in the place of William Burns, | it is impossible to understand the effect of them, and I wish tho 
Whose commission expired March 25, 1900. gentleman would make some explanation of the amendments. 
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Mr. BULL. The amendments are simply verbal. They are to 
make the resolution proper. They do not change the effect of the 
resolution at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do they change the amount? 

Mr. BULL: Not at all. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended, was agreed to. 


ANNIE MOREHOUSE COOKINGHAM, 


Mr. BULL. Ialso submit the following privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution as amended by the Committee on Accounts was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby author- 
ized to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Annie Morehouse Cook- 
ingham, daughter of Ezra L. Morehouse, late a folder on the folders’ roll of 
the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months of his salary, and 
funeral expenses not exceeding $202.32, the same to be immediately available. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agteed to. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. BULL. Ialso submit the following: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to appoint an additional clerk to said committee, who 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day 
during the remainder of the present session. 

The resolution was agreed to. _ 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the votes by 
which the several resolutions were agreed to, was laid on the 
table. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


MAUSOLEUM OF HAWAIIAN KINGS, 


Mr. KNOX. I desire to call up Senate joint resolution No. 76, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolu- 
tion of the Senate, which the Clerk will now report. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the following-described lands lying and 
being situate in the city of Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, heretofore used as a 
mausoleum for the nee family of Hawaii, to wit: The mausoleum premises, 
beginning at the north corner of said lot; on the southeast side of Nuuanu 
street, the same being the west corner of L. C. A. 682, to M. Kekuanaoa, as 
shown on government surve ‘s registered map No. 838, and running by true 
bearings: South 40° 20’ east feet Seng & }, A. 682, to Kekuanaoa; south 
25° 28 west 258 feet, to stone wall; north 34° 22’ west 72.9 feet, along L. C. A. 
10,605 ap 2, to Piikoi; north 57° 15’ west 106 feet along L. C, A. 10, ap 2 to 
Piikoi; north 62° 10’ west 266.5 feet along L. C. A. 10, ap 2, to Piikoi, and L. 
©. A, 785, to J. Robinson; north 36° 40’ east 367 feet along Nuuanu street to 
initial point; area, 119,610 square feet, be withdrawn from sale, lease, or other 
disposition under the public land laws of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I should 
like to inquire if this resolution has been referred to the proper 
committee of the House? 

Mr. KNOX. Thisis a Senateresolution. It was referred to the 
Committee on Territories of the House, considered by that com- 
mittee, and favorably reported. I would like to say to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, so that the House may understand what the 
resolution is, that this simply withdraws from the public lands 
the mausoleum or graveyard where the old Hawaiian kings and 
royal family are buried, sleeping in unconscigusness of the fact 
that we have annexed the islands tothe United States, It is proper 
that their burial place should be preserved. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Has the resolution a unanimous report 
from the Committee on Territories of the House? 

Mr. KNOX, It has a unanimous report from the committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What disposition will be made of this 
reget after it is withdrawn? 

: r. KNOX. Itis a royal cemetery and itis to remain forever as 
tis now. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman aquestion. I 
did not catch the full reading, but I understood the resolution 
simply to withdraw this land from the operation of the land laws 
of the United States. 

Mr. KNOX. From the public domain of the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. But the difficulty about that is this: The land 
laws of the United States have not been extended to Hawaii and 
it may be disposed of under the land laws of Hawaii. Ought not 
the resolution to be amended so that the land will not dis- 
— s either under the land laws of Hawaii or of the United 

tates 


Mr. KNOX. Itis perfectly guarded under the Hawaiian law, 
and it was to prevent an bap that might arise under the 

mblic-land laws of the ted States, or any claim that it might 
be of under them. 


Mr. LACEY. There is no possible way of ng of it under 


the land laws of the United States. If that is all, it isnot needed, 
but if we attempt to prevent its disposition at all it seems to me 
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that the resolution ought to be amended so as to include the land 
laws of Hawaii as well. 

Mr. KNOX. The general public-land laws of Hawaii are con- 
tinued in force, except as Congress otherwise directs. We have 
provided that no lease of lands or disposition of the public lands 
of Hawaii shall take place unless authorized by act of Congress, 
It presupposes the power of Congress to lease for a term of years 
or to otherwise dispose of lands in Hawaii. It is to make sure, 
While it is safeguarded under the land laws of Hawaii, we want 
to make it sure under the public-land laws of the United States, 
that there shall be no disposal of the mausoleum of the royal fam.- 
ily of Hawaii. 

Mr. LACEY. What land laws of the United States have wo 
passed that would affect this? 

Mr. KNOX. Theland law that we created by the bill we passed, 
that created the power of Congress to regulate, to lease, and dis- 
pose of lands in Hawaii. It is to guard against that that this bill 
provides, 

Mr. LACEY. The land laws of the United States have not 
been extended to Hawaii. 

Mr. KNOX. I knowthat. They have been extended only to 
the extent of the former bill passed. 

Mr. McRAE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts a question. This land, asI understand, is to be pre- 
served for cemetery purposes. I would ask the gentleman if the 
bill dedicates the land to that purpose, and if not, why it should 


not? 

Mr. KNOX. There has been a law in Hawaii dedicating about 
119,610 square feet, which from time immemorial has been used 
as @ mausoleum or burial place for the members of the royal 
family of Hawaii. 

Mr. McRAE, I understand that feature of it. Does this reso- 
lution dedicate it for that purpose? 

Mr. KNOX. It is now dedicated for that purpose. This bill 
provides that this plot shall be withdrawn from sale, lease, or 
any other disposition under the land laws of the United States. 
It is to preserve it as it is, and to keep it as dedicated. 

Mr. McRAE. That withdraws it from sale, which is right. 
Should it not go further, and dedicate the land for that purpose’? 

Mr. KNOX. By the former bill we preserve all the land laws 
of Hawaii that are not in contravention of our own laws, and this 
plot is already dedicated under the laws of Hawaii to this use. 

Mr. McRAE. Iam afraid that you do not dedicate it. 

Mr. KNOX. It is already dedicated under the Hawaiian laws. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will 
be no further objection to this bill on this side of the Chamber; 
for I am persuaded that a few kings, dead or living, are only nec- 
essary to complete the policy of the present Administration, and | 
trust the bill will be passed. 

Mr. STEELE. That was very severe! 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. KNOX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

LAND FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES AT SILVERTON, COLO. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up the bill (H. R. 10812) 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10812) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to set aside cer- 
tain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., asa le subdivision or 
lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silverton to enter said land for ceme- 
tery purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to set aside the following-described land as a legal 
subdivision or lot, namely: Beginning at corner No. l,a t which is also 
the corner post of the fence of old cemetery, and marked “Cor. No. 1, Ceme- 
tery,” whence United States locating monument “Silverton” bears north 7!” 
24 west 2,918.9 feet, Bear Mountain rs south 69° 57’ west, Sultan Mountain 
bears south 51° 56’ west, Galena Mountain bears north 79° 24’ east; thence 
north 57° 6’ east 562 feet to corner post of old cemetery, 1,091.3 feet to corner 
No. 2, a post 6 inches in diameter, 4} feet long, scribed “2 X and marked 
“Cemetery,” and set in ground with mound of stones; thence north 1° 4(! 
west 563.7 feet to corner No.3, a it 6 inches in diameter, 4} feet long, scribed 
“3X” and marked “ Comotety, and set in ground with mound of stones; 
whence a cross * X” and “B. T. 3 X,’’ scribed on a small pine tree 6 inches in 
diameter, bears south 47° 59 east 11.5 feet, Galena Moun bears north 82° 
7’ east, and Sultan Mountain bears south 51° 3’ west; thence south 72° 13’ west 
683 feet to corner No. 4,a corner post of the fence of old cemetery, marked 
“Cor. No. 4, Cemetery;” thence south 74° west 589.8 feet to corner No. 5,4 
corner post of the fence of old cemetery, marked ‘Cor. No. 5, Cemetery;”' 
thence south 8° 4’ east 376.1 feet to corner No. 6, a corner post of the fence of 
old cemetery, marked “Cor. No. 6, Cemetery;*’ thence south 48° 13’ east 515 
feet to corner No. 1, the place of beginning. Magnetic variation 14° 2’ east. 
All courses defi from atrue meridian, the above-described tract of land 
containing 20.841 acres, allin San Juan County, Colo., and near the town of 
Silverton in said county. 

Sec. 2. That the mayor of, the town of Silverton, Colo., is hereby author: 
ized to enter the above-described land at the proper land office, for cemetery 
purposes, subject to any legal, valid, and existing claims, are to the 
receiver of the proper land office $1.25 per acre therefor, and all legal fees. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
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. HAUGEN. I object. 
ae LACEY. I hopemy friend will not objectto this bill. This 
is a cemetery which was established long before the land was sur- 
veyed, It has been used for burial purposes for many years, and 
this is to enable the town to quiet the title to land that has been 
used for that purpose. 
Mr. SHAFROTH, 


cemetery. . mes 
Mr. LACEY. It is for 35 acres for cemetery purposes. 
Mr. BELL. It has been used for forty years. 


Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 
TRAVELING ALLOWANCES TO ENLISTED MEN OF THE REGULAR AND 
VOLUNTEER FORCES, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill 5. 3616, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3616) to authorize the payment of traveling allowances to enlisted 
men of the regular and volunteer forces when discharged by order of the 
Secretary of War and stated by him as entitled to travel pay. 

Re it enacted, etc., That when the Secretary of War, in the exercise of his 
discretion, has directed the discharge of any enlisted men of the regular or 
volunteer forces of the Army, and the orders or instructions directing such 
discharge stated that such enlisted men were entitled to travel pay, such 
order or instruction shall be sufficient authority for the payment to the 
soldiers of the traveling allowances provided for by section 12% of the 
Revised Statutes. And officers of the Pay Department of the Army shall 
have credit in the settlement of their accounts for all payments made in 
obedience to said orders or instructions of the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That soldiers discharged under such orders or instructions, which stated 
that such soldiers were entitled to travel pay, and who were absent by 
authority on the date of the muster out of their regiments or of discharge, 
are entitled toand will be paid traveling allowance from place of muster out 
of their regiments or the places designated in the final statements as the 
slace of discharge to the place of enlistment orenrollment: Provided further, 

hat the provisions of this act shall apply only to cases that have arisen 
or shall arise under orders or instructions for discharge with travel pay 
issued between April 21, 1898, and the date of the passage of this act: Pro- 
vided further, That it shall not be held as applying to any case in which 
the order directing the discharge did not set forth that the soldier was en- 
titled to travel pay. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JETT. Reserving the right to object, I want to hear an 
explanation. 

r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill legal- 
izes the payment of travel allowances—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is impossible to hear. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill will 
legalize the pe ent of travel allowances to certain soldiers of the 
Regular and Volunteer Army if made in accordance with specific 
instructions of the Secretary of War. At the time of the dis- 
charge of certain regiments during the Spanish war a number of 
soldiers ro, to those regiments were-—— 

Mr. MAHON, There is an understanding by many of the mem- 
bers of the House that this is a bad bill, and I will say that it can 
not be passed by unanimous consent. I therefore object. 

ALASKAN CODE, 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (S, 3419), The motion was 
agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. JENKINS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill (8. 3419), being an act making further provision for civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes. The Chair will 
state, by way of information, that when the committee rose there 
was a pending amendment, offered by the gentleman from West 
Virginia, to strike out the word ‘‘ three,” in line 4 of page 4, sec- 
tion 4, so that the same should read, ‘‘ two district judges,” instead 
of three. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment of the 
gentleman from West Virginia. 

_Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel like having the ques- 
tion upon this amendment put to a vote of the committee without 
saying a word in opposition tothe proposition that is made. This 
bill provides for the establishment of three courts of general ju- 
risdiction in Alaska, one to be located at Juneau, another to be 
located at Eagle City, and the other at Nome City. Now, the 
gentleman from West Virginia moves to strike out the word 
* three” and insert the word ‘‘ two,” giving to Alaska two courts 
of general jurisdiction instead of three, and to that we object. It 
is very little we are doing for Alaska by this bill. We do not 
give them a representative government. We do not give any 
pow to legislate to the people of Alaska, and it is now too 
ate to provide any such ‘power for the people of that district. 
But we can establish justice in Alaska, and we can provide for 
its efficient administration in that district. Now, the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] says that there are in Alaska 
but 30,000 permanent residents. Why, Mr. Chairman, the last 
report of the Secretary of the Interior-—— 
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Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman will not misrepresent me. 
I made the statement distinctly on the basis of a statement made 
in the committee room by a representative from Alaska. 

Mr. KNOX. Iremember that that was so, but the statement 
was made on the floor that there were but 30,000 permanent in- 
habitants of Alaska, Under the report of the Secretary of the 
Interior, taken from the report of Governor Brady, there are 
31,000 natives and Russian Creoles in Alaska, to say nothing about 
the white men that have gone there within the last few years, and 
are going there at the present time. 

Mr. HILL. There were 30,000 inhabitants there when we 
bought it. 

Mr. KNOX. The gentleman from West Virginia says we are 
creating courts and judges and offices to be filled by somebody 
and that there is a manifest purpose on the part of somebody to 
create offices, Mr. Chairman, this bill has received the consider 
ation of two committees of this House, a committee of the Senate, 
and the Senate itself, and last year it was considered by a com 
mittee of the House, by a committee of the Senate, and by the 
Senate, and we had there members of the bar, the governor of 
the Territory, and representatives of the chamber of commerce 
at Juneau, and I never yet heard anyone suggest that the three 
courts in that Territory were too many, or that it was too much 
of a judicial establishment for that vast territory, vast in inhabit- 
ants and an empire in riches. 

Mr. GAINES. How many judges have we there now? 

Mr. KNOX. One court and one judge, with a certain number 
of United States commissioners, 

Mr. GAINES. A few days ago I noticed in a press report that 
the Alaskan judge had sent his resignation to the President and, 
it would seem, went off to hold court at some distant place. He 
started to return. He was then asked to hold court on his return 
home, I believe, and he agreed to do so; but on arriving he was 
confronted with the President's acceptance of his resignation as 
such judge. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
setts has expired. 

Mr. KNOX. Iask that my time may be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that his time may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.| The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GAINES. Atallevents, when he got to the place where he 
agreed to hold the court, he found he was no longera judge. This 
shows that this country isso large that this correspondence from the 
President could not reach the judge who was abcut to hold court, 
when he was then, and had been possibly some time, an ex-judge. 
This emphasizes the fact that we should have more than one judge 
there, and possibly three. ~ 

Mr. KNOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word more. So much for 
population. The very purpose of this bill is, and its justification 
and excuse are, that it is a bill not for to-day, but for the future; 
not the remote future, but the immediate future. There are prob- 
ably 50,000 Americans in there now. There will be a hundred 
thousand this year, according to all estimates, before the season 
closes. Read in the papers the steamship loads of men leaving 
Seattle and ports on the Pacific coast for Alaska. They are enter- 
prising, active men—our best citizens—going in there for business 
and activity. Twenty-two thousand in two days, I am told, have 
left for Alaska. So much for the people. 

Now, permit me to say something as to the Territory. These 
courts were located at the points of what may be called a right- 
angle triangleat Juneau, then at Eagle City, up at the head waters 
of the Yukon, originally at St. Michael, and now changed from 
there to Nome City. From Juneau to Eagle City is a thousand 
miles; down the Yukon to its mouth 2,500 miles, 

Mr. BABCOCK, What is the distance between those two 
places? 

Mr. KNOX. From Eagle City to Juneau the distance is about 
a thousand miles. From Juneau to Nome City the distance is 
seventeen hundred miles. From Eagle City to Cape Nome, by 
way of the Yukon River, the distance is, I believe, about twenty- 
five hundred miles. The distances between these principal points 
are very considerable. But not only are the distances great, at 
certain seasons of the year the routes between these places can 
not be traversed at all. Yet at all these places there are vast 
ion going in. 

One word more. Consider the jurisdiction of these courts. 
They are not limited to Territorial jurisdiction nor to United 
States jurisdiction. Any subject which one may bring before 
any court may be brought before these courts—law, equity, ad- 
miralty, crimina: practice. Think of the questions that will 
arise under the admiralty jurisdiction. Think of the transports 
that are going in there. *Think of the customs laws that apply 
over Alaska. Think of all the importations. Think of the Aleu- 
tian Islands, extending a thousand miles toward Asia, with har- 
bors, and ports, and business, 


The time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
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We feel that the three courts which this bill proposes to estab- 
lish are as few as the district can possibly get along with if jus- 
tice is to be properly administered in that vast territory during | 
the coming season and in the near future. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that three judges 
and three districts and three courts are necessary for Alaska. I 
had the pleasure of visiting Alaska last summer; and at Juneau 
there wasa public meeting in which the town people gathered; 
and their best orators told us all about the grievances of the peo- 
ple—what they wanted. But they did not even ask for more than | 
one judge or one court. They did ask that the residence of the 
judge should be changed from Sitka to Juneau, on the ground 
that Sitka had grown to be an old, worn-out place—was not in- 
creasing in population, but rather losing population and business, 
and that the great bulk of legal business came from Juneau and | 
Skagway, which is not so far from Juneau as to make the travel | 
from one point to the other excessive. Now, it does seem to me | 
that if this bill should provide for two judges, one to be located | 
at Nome City and to reside there, the other to live at Juneau, the | 
arrangement would answer every purpose for the people of that | 
Territory. 

The greatest enthusiast last summer claimed that there was a | 
little more than 30,000 white people residing in the whole of | 
Alaska. Of course there are more there now on account of the 
gold excitement at Nome City; but a large proportion of the in- | 
habitants of Nome City are those who have come down from the | 
Klondike region during the past season because of the richer | 
finds of gold at Nome City. With a judge located at Juneau, to 
hold two courts there during the year and to hold court at Skag- 
way and Eagle City, and with a judge at Nome City, it seems to | 
me every facility would be given for dispensing justice to the | 

ple of Alaska. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How many lawyers did the gen- | 
tleman find at Alaska? | 

Mr. PAYNE. uite a good many lawyers to the square inch, | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understood that there were not | 
many lawyers there, and the business of the courts is usually | 
reguiated by the number of aes 1 agree with the gentleman 
from New York |Mr. Payne] that two judges are sufficient. 

Mr. PAYNE. qustve number of lawyers are located at Juneau | 
and at Skagway. hile in tne Territory I met perhaps thirty or | 
forty gentlemen who alleged that they were lawyers. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They alleged that they were? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, they admitted the fact. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. They were willing to confess that 
they were lawyers? 

I find in this bill a provision that the judges of that district 
while holding office must reside in Alaska. I think that is a wise 
provision—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Alaskahas already furnished judges; and I think | 


} 
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it could furnish even three respectable judges. 

Mr. ROBJNSON of Indiana. I find, however, that these judges 
are not necessarily to be appointed from residents of Alaska. 

Mr. PAYNE. The contemplation of the bill is that they are to 
be residents of Alaska. Mr. Chai it seems to me that the 
proper thing to do is to reduce the number of judges named in 
the bill totwo. I think the people there will be perfectly satis- 
fied. The chairman of the Committee on Territories said no one 
had asked to have the number reduced to two. Well, of course 
they did not, If they found the committee were,going for three 
or four or five, of course they would consent to it; but when we | 
were there last summer and they were talking to us and present- 
ing their grievances, they did not ask even for an additional 
judge. What they wanted was to have a judge located at Juneau, 
where the bulk of the legal business seemed to be. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield to | 
me for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. With whom did the 
York talk in Alaska who said they would 
more judge? 

Mr. PAYNE. I said they seemed to want to have the place of 
holding court changed, and did not ask even for one additional 
judge. The gentleman comprehends that. I think they were the 
prominent citizens, the ‘ P. C.'s” who addressed us at the public 
meetiug, and who seemed to voice the sentiment of the crowd 
gathered there. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman from New York yield tome? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. 1 ask for five minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. TONGUE, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. : 

Mr. TONGUE. In discussing with citizens of Alaska the ques- 
tion of Judges, did you talk with anyone who resided in the 
vicinity of Nome City or Circle City or any of the islands? 





ntleman from New 
contented with one 


Mr. PAYNE. I did not go to Nome City or Circle City or Eagle 
City. 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman from New York know 
whether it would be possible for the inhabitants, the lawyers, or 
the judges, to communicate with each other between Circle City, 
Cape Nome, and the islands during about six months in the year? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I understand this bill only provides for 
one term of court to be held at Nome City, recognizing the fact 
that they only go there during the summer season or communi- 
cate with them in the summer season. The judge is to hold only 
one term of court there, because the business is done during the 
summer season. Now, I am conceding a judge at Nome City as 
being desirable, because of the changed conditions, even from a 
year ago, when Nome City was a very small affair. It is going 
to be larger all the time, and I think we ought to have an extra 
judge there, as there ought to be more business there; but I can 
not for the life of me see why a judge located at Juneau can not 
go and hold a term of court during the summer season at Eagle 
City or at Circle city, or wherever it is deemed desirable to hold 
one term of court. It takes only five or six days to go. The com- 


| munication is all right during four months of the year, at the 


time when the term of court would be held. 

Mr. GAINES. How far does the judge have to travel now be- 
tween his places of holding court? 

Mr. PAYNE. He has to travel all over Alaska, or rather the 
suitors have to travel all over Alaska to get down to Juneau and 
Skagway or Sitka, where the judge resides. 

Mr. GAINES. One other observation—— 

— PAYNE. They have to travel two or three thousand 
miles. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you know why the present judge has re- 
signed? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know why he resigned. 

Mr. GAINES. This press report that came from the State of 
Washington stated that the judge who had been acting out there 
had resigned. Now, I take it he was pretty well worn out or had 
too much territory to cover. So I ask the gentleman if he knows 
the reason why that judge resigned? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know why he resigned. I know the 
man was not in very good health when I saw him, but I do not 
know why he resigned, 

Mr. HILL. Did you see that judge? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I saw him. 

Mr. HILL. I was there a day or two before you, and I under- 
stood he had gone to Cape Nome. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; he did not go there until after we got there. 
We took the marshal up there and he organized the expedition to 
take the judge up to Cape Nome. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. hile it is not dark very much of the time, it is 
very dark when it gets dark up there, and the gentleman from 
Connecticut did not see the ju ge when he was there, [Laugh- 
ter.] We did see him. Now, what I was saying was that I think 
a judge located at Juneau can perform the duties at Skagway 
and Circle City, and give them much better accommodation than 
they ever dreamed of before, and hear all the litigation that ought 
to be heard, with commissioners properly located throughout the 
district, which I have no doubt this bill gives. Therefore, I hope 
the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, as far as I am personally con- 
cerned, from the investigation I have made of this matter, [ have 
no hesitation in saying that the amendment of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] ought to prevail. It appears that 
the population in Alaska is mainly found in the extreme southeast 

rtion of it, adjacent to the State of Washington, in the Juneau 

istrict. The next largest part of the population is at Nome. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope we may have order, so 
that the gentleman from Missouri may be heard. He has given 
the bill a great deal of thought and attention, and I hope he may 
be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, Gentle- 
men will resume their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. LLOYD. As I started to remark, the greatest center o! 
population is about Juneau. The next largest center of popula- 
tion is about Nome. Other than that there is nothing but a 
scattered population. The Yukon Valley, from St. Michael to 
British Columbia, at no place furnishes a town of 500 inhabitants. 
There seems to be no special complaint about the want of justice 
in Alaska. This bill provides for justices of the peace, with juris- 
diction in all criminal cases involving misdemeanors, and provid- 
ing also jurisdiction in all civil cases up to the amount of $1,000. 
nearly four times the jurisdiction that is ordinarily given to « 
justice of the peace. 

This bill pore that as many commissioners or justices ot the 
peace may be selected as are necessary for the administration 0! 


justice in that country. I am well convinced of the fact that if 
couunissioners are selected for all the important towns and places 
in the district of Alaska, they can perform all the judicial work that 
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is necessary to be petee. except perhaps one court; but I con- 
cede that the gentleman's amendment may be adopted, providing 
for two judges. There are only two centers of population—one 
at Nome and one at Juneau. At those two places this bill under 
the amendment will provide judges, There is no necessity for a | 
judge at any other place. It is asserted that Eagle City, where 
they propose to esta lish a third judge, is a thousand miles from 
Juneau. Suppose itis a thousand milesfrom Juneau. There are 
only two terms of court provided at Juneau. Why can not the 
judge who holds court at Juneau go to Eagle City and holda term 
of court there? There isonly one term of court provided at Nome 
»y this bill, 

ONT. TONGUE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon? | 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. The gentleman states that there are 
centers of ulation. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman know how many inhabit- | 
ants there are in Juneau‘ 

Mr. LLOYD. Ido not know exactly how many. 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman know how many there are 
jn Skagway? 

Mr. LLOYD. I say the centers of population are about Juneau | 
and Skagway—— | 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman know that there is twice | 
the population at Skagway that there is at Juneau? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; Il admit that Skagway has a larger popula- 
tion than Juneau, but Skagway and Juneau are both in the same 
portion of Alaska. , 

Mr. TONGUE. Whatis the distance between those two places? 

Mr. LLOYD. Ido not know the exact distance they are apart, 
but they are in the same part of the great Territory of Alaska. 
There is no separate judge provided for Skagway by this bill. 
Juneau and Skagway have the same judge, who holds two terms | 
at each place. If there is anything in the point that the gentle- 
man undertakes to make, it does not apply in the case of Juneau 
and Skagway under the provisions of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LLOYD. I was saying that there is nothing in the point 
indicated by the gentieman from Oregon and that this bill only 
provides one judge tor that portion of Alaska. By the provision 
of the bill, as proposed by the gentleman from West Virginia, 
that portion of Alaska will have the same judge and have the 
same court, By the provision as we propose it, for two judges, 
there will be one judge for that portion of Alaska and another | 
judge up at Nome. Now, by the provisions of the bill as it is | 
stated by the Senate and the majority of this committee, there is 
to be only one term of court at Nome. Now, what is the judge | 
going to do during the rest of the period? 

There is another thing with reference to this bill that some gen- 
tlemen do not seem tohave learned. This bill provides that every 
judge shall have the privilege of holding a court wherever it is 
necessary in order to secure justice and that he shall bold it at 
such times and such places as he deems necessary. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you favor that provision? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir; I am in favor of that provision. This 
bill in either of the provisions, that recommended by the majority 
or that recommended by the minority—take the bill as it stands, | 
it relates to the same thing. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman does not certainly mean to say 
that = one court can be held at Eagle City? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir; I said that by the provisions of this bill | 
there was only one term required to be held at Nome. 

Mr. WARNER. I could not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. By the provisions of this bill there is only one 
term of court provided at Nome. 

Mr. WARNER, One term preemptorily, and the judge may 
have as many as he deems necessary. | 

Mr.LLOYD. And he may hold it at Eagle City or Circle City | 
or wherever he finds it necessary. I simply called attention to | 
the fact that the committee provided by this bill, according to this 
bill, only to hold one term of the court, and that term at Nome. 
The three judges with three courts are provided for, and the court 
to be established at Eagle City is under the provisions of the bill 
only to hold one term, and that term will be at Eagle City. Now, | 
I called attention to the fact that other terms of the court may be | 
held if necessary to hold them, so if there are only two judges 
they may still hold courts wherever it is necessary for them to 
hold them, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, If there is anything which would 


prevent the judges traveling and holding courts at these three 
several places. 7 . 
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Mr. LLOYD. I know nothing of that. 
trouble in that regard. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, The weather is closed about 
months of the year, I am informed, 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir; that is true, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missour 
has expired. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that gentlemen 
opposing this Senate bill overlook one great fact, and that is the 
area of the territory that is to be covered. Now, it may be true 
that there are only 25,000 or 30,000 people there. ; 

Mr. WARNER. It is not. 

Mr. BABCOCK. But they are going there every day as fast as 
transportation will take them. Another point that has not been 
brought out is the fact that for six months of the year they can not 
reach these different places, some of which are from 1,500 to 2.500 
miles apart. 

Mr. KING. Will my distinguished friend permit an inquiry 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have enly a few minutes, but I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KING. Do they not leave about as fast as they go? Are 
not those who went there a year or two ago leaving the place 
which they went to and going to other places? 

Mr.BABCOCK. Certainlynot. Anotherthing, Mr. Chairman. 
Ihave had considerable talk with a gentleman who has repr 


I know nothing of anv 


| sented the Government up there during the pastsummer, the cap- 


tain of the Bear. He has complained of the many difficulties that 
they have had in administering justice, where it was absolutely 
necessary to let criminals go for the reason that they could not 
reach a court. No one will deny that 

Mr. LLOYD, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. BABCOCK, 
minutes. 

Mr. LLOYD. Iwill ask that the gentleman's time be extended. 
There is no trouble about any debate in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. LLOYD, Isit not true in these cases where justic: 


I must decline to yield, for I have only a few 


may 


| have failed it was in misdemeanor cases? 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
misdemeanor. [Laughter. } 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, now, does the gentleman mean to say 

Mr. BABCOCK, We do not call murder a misdemeanor in 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. LLOYD. Do you mean to say that there was any trouble 
in Alaska; any complaint was made in casesof murder? © Is it not 
cases of misdemeanor; is it,not cases of the lesser kind of crime, 
which are fully provided for in this bill, which gives justices of the 
peace full jurisdiction to try these cases? 

Mr. BABCOCK, The discussion which I have had with the 
gentleman related entirely to high crimes, and the difficulties 
that he had experienced in trying to preserve law and order and 
in reaching a court of competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. LLOYD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have 


Well, it was in cases of murder; if that is 


| heard no complaint with reference to the administration of justice 


in Alaska. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I did not yield to the gentleman to make a 
speech. [Laughter.] I was about to say, Mr, Chairman, that no 
one will deny that we have neglected this great Territory for the 
past ten years; that they have no legislative government, nor any 
system of government there, such as should have been provided. 
It seems to me that when you provide for three courts, the near- 
est being a thousand miles apart, it is the very least this Congress 
can do. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it was my in- 
tention in 1898 to go to Alaska for the purpose of remaining there 
I started as early as 1897 to study this question, 
and 1 am satisfied from as intelligent and careful examination as 
could be made from the books and reports, the letters from per- 


| sons there, and conversations with men who had been over the 


district, that it will be an absolute impossibility to give to these 
people adequate legal protection by judicial tribunals without 
giving them three judges. 

In 1898 there was more necessity to have a court in and around 
Circle City or Eagle City than at any other place in Alaska. This 
vast region was shut off from the world almost nine months of 
the year. The route from Juneau and Skagway was one of the 
most difficult to travel in the world. It could only be traveled at 
great expense, in a long time, and with very little baggage. Crime 
in that partdf the country fortunately was surprisingly small, con 
sidering the character of the people who drifted into it. From 
every report I have read since that time nothing has reached my 
ears or my eyes that would lead me to believe that there are not a 
very considerable number of people in and around Eagle City or 
Circle City. There are large property interests there, 

Mr. LLoyp rose, 
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Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I have not time to be interro- men and the interests depending upon their decisions are such 
gated. I will answer you after I get through. [Laughter.] The | that the very best men will be selected for the positions. 
latest reports from Alaska show that while there have been a| Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. The gentleman, by his remarks, 
multitude of people recently starting for the Nome gold fields, | shows that he has not given this question of the gold regions in 
there have been valuable gold deposits found away from Nome | any part of the world, let alone in Alaska, any study at all. There 
City, far up on the Yukon Valley, and, if reports are true, these | must be a court of appeals from these subordinate justices, who 
last discoveries will vie with Nome in importance and richness. | are made upof all sortsof men. Law and civilization and society 

Instead of going to Nome, the intended destination of many has | are not there what they are here. There must be courts of appeal, 
been changed to the country up the Yukon to the new gold fields. of judges who are learned in the law, especially for the particular 
Others in far east Alaska are drifting down, and so you will have | class of business that will arise there. That is the reason a third 
during this year, and perhaps for the next thirty years, a popula- | judge is needed—a man who is really a judge, not a man possess- 
tion of this character, drifting hither and thither over the whole | ing merely the qualifications of a justice of the peace. Put an 
district of Alaska. A large number of them will remain in the | ordinary justice of the peace into a responsible legal position 
Yukon Valley, and permanent towns will grow up all along the | there, and he will completely fail to do the work. 
river. If one examines the map of Alaska, three points impress| Mr. LLOYD. There is now provision in this bill for appeals to 
themselves upon his mind, namely, that eastern Alaska—that part | the courts that the bill proposes. 
around the Klondike country—is absolutely cut away from any Mr, GREEN of Pennsylvania. There ought to be, if there is 
other part of Alaska; and should any population go there, a judi- | none. I would move toamend the bill in that respect. The great 
cial district will be an absolute necessity. necessity there is to have judges who are absolutely qualified to 

I believe there is a large enough population there, considering | preside in cases which affect the property and other rights of the 
its character and the character of the interests and the country | citizens living there. And this country, this big country, stands 
over which it is spread, to give a judge more than he can do; but | pledged to furnish what is necessary in this respect, even though 
should there not be now a sufficient population there will be in the | it may cost a few thousand dollars. 
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very near future. I say that such a policy will save money in the end. Suppose a 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | man is arrested at Eagle City and a United States marshal or 
vania has expired. marshal’s a comes there and takes him a thousand miles 
Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the gen- | away for trial, It will cost more to transport him to some place 
tleman be extended ten minutes. where he can be properly tried and, if found guilty, properly pun- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks that the | ished than to establish a court there—fifty times more, when we 
time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended ten min- | consider that witnesses will have to be dragged away from their 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | occupations and follow the prisoner to the nearest court a thou- 
none. sand or more miles away. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. The next thing you will notice Mr, GAINES, Have they not up there judges learned in the 
by looking at this map is that the second center of population is | law? 
around Juneau and Skagway. Both places have grown very rap-| Mr.GREEN of Pennsylvania. I do not believe they have now. 
idly, and I am glad to know that the necessity of a judge here is Mr.GAINES. Iwant to say that we had there a Federal judge 
not questioned. This will be the easiest district for a judge to | so learned in the law that when an Indian slave made application 
handle of the three in Alaska, if we maintain that number in this | to him he applied the Constitution of the United States and gave 
bill. that man his liberty. I want to see men of that sort placed in 
Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? | judicial positions there, That judge said that the Constitution 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania | extended over Alaska, and gave that man his liberty. 
yield to the gentleman from Missouri? Mr. LLOYD. I should like the gentleman's attention one mo- 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Yes. ment further. 

Mr. LLOYD. What is the population of Eagle a The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. The pean of Eagle City | yield? 
nobody can tell at this time. There has n no recent report Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I yield, if the gentleman wi!l 
from that section. There has been a drifting down the valley | ask a question and not make a speech. 
and also a drifting up the valley to places not far from Eagle City, Mr. LLOYD. This bill provides that the judges that will be 








which would be under the jurisdiction of Eagle City. provided by this amendment may hold court anywhere in Alaska, 
Mr. LLOYD, Is there atown in the Yukon Valley with a popu- Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. That is right and necessary. 
lation of 500? Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman says that if a third judge be se- 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Townsare rather fleeting; some- | lected and put in office there, it will save money, 
times they have 500 and 1,000 inhabitants, and sometimes 2,000. Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Perhaps a few weeks later they may not have more than 200,ifa| Mr. LLOYD. Let me say to the gentleman that if you provide 
gold strike is made in some other locality. a third judge under the provisions of this bill he will receive a 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman's idea is that wherever there | salary of $6,000. In addition to that we provide for a United States 
happens to be a center of population there should be a court es- | marshal, with a salary of $4,500; a clerk, with a salary of $4,500; 
tablished? | a district attorney, with a salary of $4,000, and deputies for each, 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Wherever there Sener, Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Suppose we do? 
wherever the miners drift in large numbers, it is,absolutely nec- Mr. LLOYD. Thirty thousand dollars would be the annual ex- 
essary for the American's rights to have a court established. pense of conducting that court; and that amount would transport 

I claim that the many thousand miles of country which makes | a great many prisoners from Eagle City down to Nome. 
up the great valley of the Yukon—although it may be sparsely A Memper. Why not transport the judge? 
settled—is entitled to have the same benefit of courts of a proper Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. That is the trouble. We must 
kind as we who live in more thickly populated districts. This | transport the judge around the country when the country is of 
court will be a roving one; it will be o liged to go where there is | that character. This judge who will sit at Eagle City will prob- 
business to be done. The work will be arduous for the jndge and | ably have to travel on circuits of 800 or 900 miles, In that country 
court officials; their facilities for continuous work will be any- | the mountain can not go to the judge; the judge will have to go 
thing but favorable to dispatch of business. to the mountain. 

The expense to litigants, if they had to go to Nome or Juneau, Mr. LLOYD. The judge at Nome City will, according to the 
would be so great us to bea total denial of justice. Law and | provisions of this bill, hold only one term of court annually; and 
order could be preserved only by sufferance or by Judge Lynch. | there is nothing to prevent him from going to Eagle City and 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not true that this bill provides for a court | holding another term. 
in every such place? Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. The gentleman insists on mak- 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; such courts as the | ing his speech in my time; but I will answer his question so far 
justice of the peace courts. You know what they will amount | as he has asked any. It will be found that the judge at Skagway 
to in this sparsely settled country. The men selected as justices | and Juneau will have enough to do to take care of the work there. 
of the peace in Alaska would be worse than the men selected here | This is a new country; the land titles are new; there is and will 
by popular vote; and the gentleman knows how few are qualified | be a great deal of business there. I see that the lawyers are rap- 
to preside over a court of justice. ° idly drifting into that country. There is hardly a young lawyer 

Mr. LLOYD. The justices of the peace provided in Alaska | to-day in the Eastern States who is not thinking of going there. 
have full jurisdiction to the extent of $1,000 in all civil cases, and If I were free to do so, the first thing I would do after the close 
have jurisdiction of this session would be to pack up my goods and go right up to 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. That is right; they may have | Cape Nome. There will be a vast amount of litigation there; the 
full jurisdiction if there is another court conzisting of competent | titles are so unsettled there; there has been so much land grab- 
men to whom appeals may be taken. bing. The yield of gold will be great and business active for 

Mr. LLOYD. I suggest that the duties devolving upon these | some years at least. The Nome judge will have his hands full 
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from the organization of this court—without moving—and it is | think it is poor economy to cut off the people of Alaska from the 


| 
: ; : : | 

lutely impossible, had he time, to in any way cover an appre- | 
aorsie portion ot the territory making up the Yukon Valley. The | 
refusal to provide three judges for Alaska means that you will 
leave the great Yukon Basin, one-half of Alaska, without a court | 
of justice. 

(Here the hammer fell.] aeth es 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I think in examining this ques- 
tion too much attention has been paid to the number of the popu- 
lation and not enough to the area of the country. 

The committee to which I have the honor to belong, the Public 
Lands, has spent a great deal of time in investigating the condi- 
tion of affairs in Alaska, and I believe that three judges are none 
too many. aed 

Let us suppose that we had one judge at Portland, Me., another 
judge at Washington, D. C., and a third judge at Bismarck, N. 
Dak., and that those three judges had to do all the business for | 
thirty or forty thousand people living in the country from Port- | 
land, Me., by way of Washington, to Bismarck, N. Dak. Now, | 
that is practically the situation with which we are now confronted 
in legislating for Alaska. The committee in the Senate provided 
for three judges; the committee in the House have done the same 
thing. 

I = not very much impressed with the argument made by my 
friend from New York |Mr. PAYNE], that one judge would be 
enough for Alaska if the judge were located at Juneau. Of course 
the people at Juneau would be glad to have only one in the whole 
district of Alaska if that judge could be located at Juneau, so that 
litigants would be compelled to go there for the trial of their 
cases. Butthe proper method of legislating, so far as the judiciary 
is concerned, is to bring the court to the people and not to take 
the people to the court. And that applies with especial force in 
a country like Alaska, where the traveling must be either by water 
at heavy expense or on the ice with dog sleds. There is a great 
portion of the year when you can not get within 1,500 miles of 
Nome, because of the ice. It is a thousand miles, they tell us, 
from Juneau to Eagle City, Eagle City covers the interior por- | 
tion of the Yukon country; Circle City, Rampart City, the Forty- | 
Mile country, All of that region would go to Eagle City for its | 
judicial work. 

On the other hand, the mouth of the Yukon, the great Bering 
Strait region, would go to Cape Nome. Sitka and Juneau and 
the islands of southern Alaska would seek their court at Juneau. 
When you consider the magnitude of this country, when you con- | 
sider the growth that is now going on, the vast multitude of | 
people that are going in there, and who ought not to be compelled 
to resort to vigilance committees for their law, it seems to me | 
there ought not to be any question but what three judges ought | 
to be located in Alaska. 

Mr. GAINES, What is the area of Alaska? 

Mr. LACEY. Over half a million miles. 

Mr. GAINES. If you have three judges they will have to 
travel about how many miles to hold court? 

Mr. LACEY. They would have to travel over great distances, 
a thousand miles between Juneau and Eagle, and more than 
seventeen hundred miles between Juneau and Cape Nome, 

Mr, LLOYD rose. 

Mr. LACEY, I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. LLOYD, Mr. Chairman, by the provisions of this bil 
there are to be two terms of court at Juneau and two terms at 
Skagway, and one judge at Juneau is to hold those courts. 

Mr, LACEY. How far is it from Juneau to Skagway? 

Mr, LLOYD. I was asked that question a while ago. 
know, but it makes no difference, so far as the amendment is con- 


cerned, how far it is, because both the original bill and the amend- | 


ment provide for the one court at Juneau. The judge is to live 
at Juneau and to hold two terms there and two at Skagway, 
Now, the second judge provided for— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

‘ a naa, Iask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
ended, 

_ TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OTJEN] 
is recognized. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this motion to reduce the 
number of courts in Alaska to two will not prevail. I think that 
if Alaska is ever to need courts it needs them now. Gentlemen 
must remember that Alaska is a vast territory of great distances. 
a are pouring in there from all parts of the country. I see 
by the papers that at Cape Nome alone they expect this summer 
50,000 people. It is not the thirty or forty thousand people who 
are located in the Territory permanently with whom the courts 
must deal, but they must deal with the people who are pouring 
in there this year. What is the object of a court? It is to main- 
tain law and order, and if Alaska ever needs courts to maintain 
law and order it is while these people are pouring in there. While 


the great bulk of them are worthy and law-abiding —— yet 
t with, I 


with them will come all classes of characters to be dea 
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proper number of courts so that they may maintain law and order 
and protect life and property this summer. 

Why, with the resources of Alaska, with its forests, its fishing 
interests, its mining interests, it is a Territory which will sustain 
a large population. If it is true that there is not sufficient work 
for three courts at present, that is only a temporary matter. There 
will soon be abundant work for three courts. 

Gentlemen must also remember that those three courts are to 
do all the business of Alaska. There are no State courts such as 
we have in the States. The gentleman from West Virginia | Mr. 
DAYTON] and the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. LLoyp] say this 
bill provides that judges may appoint commissioners to have the 
power of justices of the peace. They propose to turn those people 
over to the administration of justices of the peace. Well, | have 
and | 
do not think I would want to turn any community in my district 
over to the sole administration of justice by them, nor do I think 
these gentlemen would do the same, and have the court of review 
a thousand or two thousand miles away. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in respect to the re- 
marks made by the honorable gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. JAMEs 
R. WILLIAMS] who spoke when this bill was last under considera- 
tion. He says that he opposes this bill because we have not pro- 
vided for a Territorial form of government, because we have not 
given the Territory of Alaska a Delegate in Congress. I think an 
answer to that objection is that as far as I know the people of 
Alaska have not asked for a Territorial form of government. Dur- 
ing this session of Congress many representative men from that 
district have been here, and I have failed to find one who has 
asked for a Territorial form of government or even asked for a 
Delegate. 

If this bill is so seriously at fault in this regard, it seems strange 
to me that the gentleman representing the minority of the com- 
mittee did not feel in duty bound to file a minority report recom 
mending that a Territorial form of government be given to Alaska, 


| or at least that a Delegate be given to the district upon this floor. 


The gentleman has not seen fit todoso. He says that in the few 
remaining days of this session it is now impossible to secure any 
thing better than perhaps this bill. I think anybody reading 
his remarks will see that there is not so very much out of gear 
about this bill and that it meets the present needs of Alaska, con 
sidering existing conditions there, fairly well. My friend from 
Illinois saw an opportunity of making a political speech, and has 
done so. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. OLMSTED rose and was recognized, 

Mr. KNOX. I move to close debate upon this paragraph in ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that debate upon 
this amendment be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. DAYTON and Mr. HILL objected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman does not ask 
consent, but he makes the motion. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
OLMSTED] is recognized, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I believe it would be a matter 


nnanimous 


of false economy to reduce the number of judges in Alaska from 


three to two. Probably the most effective speech made in favor 


| of that proposition was the speech made by the gentleman from 


I do not | 


New York | Mr. Payne], which does not, however, seem to me 
convincing. He met the people of Juneau, who told him they 
were anxious to have the court located there instead of at Sitka. 
Of course they were. Of course they wanted a court. The gen- 
tleman from New York admitted that one was necessary there, and 
also that there ought to be one at Cape Nome. 

Now, I call attention to the fact that the whole Klondike gold 
region, where business is most active, where litigation is most 


| likely to arise, is located near Eagle City, or rather Eagle City is 


| 
} 
| 
1 
| 
‘ 





in the midst of that region, 800 miles, as the crow flies, from Ju 
neau, and to all practical purposes as far from Juneau as San 
Francisco is from New York. It would cost at least a hundred 
and fifty dollars to carry a witness from Eagle City to Junean, 
and to go and come would take nearly a month of time, while half 
of the year the route is practically impassable. The absence of a 
court at Eagle City or somewhere in that vicinity amounts toa 
practical denial of justice. I believe that in one year the expense 
of transportation of parties and witnesses and jurors from the 
Klondike region to Juneau would be ten times as much as the 
cost of maintaining a court at Eagle City, and I hope this amend 
ment will not prevail. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, let mecall attention tothe fact 
that the record will always answer. or at least generally answer,a 
false position, if you can have the official figures. And this propo- 


sition proposes to have three United States district judges fora 
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litigation that includes 96 criminal prosecutions and 199 civil 
cases-—-no more and no less. 

Mr. HILL. Pardon me; that is just the trouble; because of the 
lack of court facilities the trial of cases has not been brought. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to the gentleman that that propo- 
sition is as unsound as it can be, and every good lawyer on the 
floor of this House will recognize it assuch. Courts are not estab- 
lished for the purpose of creating litigation. 

Mr. LACEY. Then if there had been no judge in Alaska there 
would not have been any cases, 

Mr. DAYTON. Ican not answer you allatonce. There can 
be no litigation in the courts where there are no people to litigate. 

Mr: HILL. Why is it the United States Government found it 
necessary to establish another military district, and to put more 
troops there, except the lack of facilities to dispense justice? {Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. DAYTON. Which do you prefer, military or civil courts? 
I prefer civil courts; but based upon the single proposition, as they 
have ever been, of the necessity therefor, as shown by its litiga- 
tion. and if you were a lawyer you would know—— 





Mr. HILL. But there are some things that men who are not | 


lawyers can know. 


Mr. DAYTON, I will not yield to you further, There is no | 


other reason for the formation of three courts except the estab- 


lishment of three new offices. We are asked to look to the future | 


of a country that is not here, and which should be fully cared for 
hereafter by the establishment of courts, when the population is 
there ready for them, and not before. 

Mr GREEN of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question. 

Mr. DAYTON. Ihave not the time. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I will move that your time be | 


extended, 


Mr. DAYTON. I will answer any question providing that I | 

fous that on the | 
ist day of July, 1899, there were pending in the whole district of | 
Alaska 96 criminal prosecutions and 199civil suits. I say further | & 


may have time. I say that the official record s 


that there is hardly a single district—I will not say that—but 
there are no more than 25 or 30 judicial districts in the States that 
can show that small quantity of litigation. It is absolute folly to 
talk about the area of the territory, sending a judge over a terri- 
tory to hold court when there are no people there to litigate and 
no necessity for courts. 

It is absolute folly to talk about this Congress establishing these 
judgeships for the future. A future Congress can provide for fu- 
ture judges when necessary. Look at the matter squarely and 
fairly, and there is but one excuse for this large increase of the 
judges. The gentleman from New York has stated that it was 
not asked for nor sought nor expected by the people of Alaska 
and that the increase was to establish an office that some one can 
fill. Iwill stand firm here as a member of this Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws in protesting against that. 1 do not mean to 
cast any reflection upon anyone in offering that amendment, but 
I believe it right and in the interest of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. lILask that my time be extended. 

Mr. HILL. We have had the testimony of one gentleman who 
visited Alaska last summer. 


Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. He only visited&i part of Alaska. | 


Mr. DAYTON. i made a reasonable request that I have a few 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KNOX, I move that the time of the gentleman may be 
extended. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that his time may be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Isay, Mr. Chairman, that it has been the uni- 
versal wen in all the States to base the number of courts not 
upon the territory alone, nor upon the number of people alone, 
but upon the necessity for een and the quantity of litiga- 
tion. That was the object. Here is a United States court that 
has heretofore been almost without assistance in the way of com- 
missioners to assist in the prosecution of crime and in the admin- 
istration of justice. This bill provides for au ample, a full, and 
complete number of these commissioners to carry out and to en- 
able the courts to carry out the law and its due administration. 

But in addition to this increased number of commissioners, in 
addition to these increased facilities, the proposition comes here, 
in a situation where the litigation involves 96 criminal cases and 
199 civil cases, to establish three judges in addition to all those 
other officers who shall assist in the administration of justice. 
And not satisfied with that proposition, this involves, gentlethen, 
the paying of these district judges an additional thousand dollars 
salary over that of any other district judge of the United States 
and provides by law that each one lhold but one term of the 
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court, and that at specific places in this district. Of course it pro- 


| vides, if they deem it necessary, they can hold other courts. 


Mr. OLMSTED. May I interrupt the gentleman there? 

Mr. DAYTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understood you to say, and it certainly 
was stated by a gentleman on the other side of the Chamber, that 
there never had been any request for a judge. 

Mr. DAYTON. That remark was made by the gentleman from 
New York, and I only quoted it. I have no personal knowledge 
of it, and I do not yield in order that you may correct that. You 
can do that in answering his speech yourself. 

Mr. OLMSTED, I understood you to yield to me. 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not yield for that purpose, because that 
remark was made, as I stated, by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I simply wanted to call special attention to 
page 57 of the report, stating that there was a request for two 


judges. 

Mr. DAYTON. You can make that statement in your own 
speech. I simply say that the gentleman from New York when 
he visited these people said that they were not expecting and did 
not ask for this large increase of courts. I want to say further 
that this involves an increase of clerks, of marshals, of district 
attorneys, that makes almost the expense and cost of these courts 
equal to one-half the total revenue that is to be derived from the 
district of Alaska; according to the testimony given before our 
committee. 

Here, then, is the situation. No man will stand on this floor 
and advocate a more liberal treatment of this district than my- 
self when necessity requires it, but how can you answer the fact 
that your litigation does not require it? Your revenue does not 
require it. Conditions are changing. Your population is going 
| to one center and then to another, and you can not legislate 
enough judges, as the gentleman from Iowa would seem to indi- 
| cate, to cover this vast Territory. If you are going to dothat and 
establish conditions similar to those existing in the United States, 
you would have to have fifty judges. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 
inia has expired. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it is idle to brirg forward the asser- 
tion that there should be no more courts established in Alaska 
because there are few cases brought before the court now exist- 
|ing. At Junean last summer it was stated that they desired the 
establishment of more courts. This fact was stated: That with 
| the judge located at Sitka, even for that short distance, infrequent 
communication by water made it very inconvenient for him to get 
from one place to the other. At thetime I was there they told me 
that the judge had started on a revenue cutter to go 3,000 miles 
to hold another term of court, and the revenue cutter was sent 
specially to transport him up to St. Michael to hold court there. 

Another thing. The captain of the revenue cutter told me it 
was impossible to enforce the United States laws in regard to fish- 
eries, ‘That may seem a small matter to gentlemen—— 
| Mr. LLOYD. Does the gentleman think that the appointment 
of a third judge will prevent that trouble about the fisheries? 

Mr. HILL. I will explain what I think about that beforeI get 
through, if the gentleman will permit me. The captain of the 
revenue cutter told me it was impossible to enforce the fisheries 
laws, and I want to say that Professor Brewer, of Yale College, 
| formerly a logist in California, told me that the fisheries in 
Alaska would ultimately te worth more to the United States than 
all the other fisheries of the world were to other nations, 

'- This has been a neglected part of Uncle Sam's back yard, bu‘ 
the royalties on seals alone have been more than the $7,200,00\) 
which the United States paid for the Territory. . 

In the last few years we have shipped from Alaska 375,000,00:) 
cans of salmon, and yet to-day salmon and other good food-fishes 
are being used to make oil and phosphates in violation of law, and 
there is no court in which to enforce the law. 

If any gentleman will take a map of Alaska and look at the lo- 
cation of these three points and the distances between them, i| 
ought to be sufficient to justify the establishment of new courts. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not true—— 

Mr. HILL. I have but a few minutes, and can not be inter 
rupted. Gentlemen talk about the migratory population, Gen 
tlemen, coal miners are not migratory; copper miners are not 
migratory; oil miners are not migratory: iron miners are not mi- 

tory—and in every one of these industries this country is ric): 

yond the dreams of many of our people. People think it is a: 
iceberg up there all the time, and yet every harbor of the Gulf 0! 
Alaska is open the year round, while the Potomac is frozen u)). 
Transportation is being carried on there all winter up to Skagway 
and Juneau. Take Juneau, and itis a ws peace-loving, an‘! 
law-abiding community, and there is nothing like it in the worl. 
Without the power of voting, without the right to vote, with no 
ownership of land, without legal authority whatever, they hol: 
their elections in an orderly way. They have a mayor,acommo: 
council, with streets paved with planking and sidewalks planke«, 
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a chamber of commerce, a water system, electric lights—all main- 
tained by the power of public opinion. That isthe kind of people 
you get up there. They are the sifting of the world, and they will 
develop out of that country more wealth and more revenue for the 


United States than you will ever get out of Cuba, Porto Rico, and | 


the Philippine Islands. [Applause. } 
Can we notafford to give those people three courts at an expense 
of $35,000? We have recently established a new military district 


there and sent there additional troops. If it is necessary to have | 


additional troops there to preserve order, simply for the reason 
that they have not sufficient means of administering justice, why 
shou!d we not provide such means? Weappropriated a few days 
ago—how much?—two, three, or four hundred thousand dollars to 
connect these points by military telegraph. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I ask leave to interrogate the 
gentleman from Connecticut before he sits down. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that my time be extended 
for ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Will not the judge who resides 
in Circle City be the only one who can reach the whole Yukon 
Valley? 

Mr. HILL. Absolutely. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Is not the Yukon Valley cut off 
from the whole southern part of Alaska by impassable mountains? 

Mr. HILL. It is at present; but the United States Government 
is building a military highway; the troops are engaged in doing 
precisely that thing. All up through the Tananah Valley copper 
deposits are being found and exploited. That whole country is 


being developed. It seems to me puerile to object to an expendi- | 
ture of $35,000 for dispensing justice in that country, the extent | 


of which is as great as from New York to Chicago, from Chicago 
to New Orleans, and around back to New York—five hundred odd 
thousand square miles of country, with a population constantly 
growing. In certain portions where placer mining is carried on 
the population is migratory, but the population of Juneau is not 
of that character. That town, with Douglas Island, has five or 
six thousand population. The quartz mining there is practically 
inexhaustible. The Director of the Geological Survey tells me 
that there are more than 300 square miles of quartz-bearing rock 
already developed by the Geological Survey in that region. 

That is nota country of to-day; it is a country of the future. 


We have just passed a bill for the administration of government | 
in the island of Porto Rico which will cost us from fifty to one | 


hundred thousand dollars; and yet gentlemen here carp at an ex- 
penditure of $35,000 for this whole empire of Alaska, on the ground 
that it is extravagant. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The gentleman pays a high compliment to 


the people there and the degree of civilization which they have 


attained. 

Mr. HILL, Why should not Idoso? They are the siftings of 
the world, 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does not the gentleman think that people who 
have got along so well thus far without courts can get along with 
such facilities‘as they now have? 

Mr. HILL. They might getalong without anything. They are 


not here begging for any favorsfrom the Government. The great- | 


est mistake, in my judgment, that this Congress can make is not 


to authorize a Delegate from Alaska, whocan make known on this | 


floor the wants and necessities of those people. We are spending 


mnillionsin the way of troops and other expenditures in the Tropics. | 


Life there is easy; it is not a struggle; and no life that does not 
demand a struggle is worth anything. One family up in Alaska 
will spend ten times as much as a similar family in Porto Rico, 
Cuba, or the Philippines. Gentlemen, there is the place for your 
expansion—up there in Alaska. 


r. RIDGELY. Does not the gentleman think that there may | 
be such a thing as too much governmental machiuery inflicted | 


upon 


any such danger in Alaska with three courts 1,500 miles apart. 
r, RIDGELY. The gentleman thinks they need the three 
courts? 
Mr. HILL. I do. I think it will be avery serious mistake— 
& mistake which we would always regret—if we do not give those 


people the civil machinery which they need for the administra- | 


tion of their affairs rather than keep troops up there, at a far 
larger expense, to maintain order. 

Mr. RIDGELY. One gentleman said that the people did not 
ask this increase of judges, but the demand came only from the 
few who are seeking oftices. 

Mr. HILL. We are sending troops up there now; we had bet- 
ter withdraw the troops and send courts. 


a ine 
Mr. HILL. I think there may be; but I do not think there is | 
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Mr. RIDGELY. The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means [Mr. Payne] has told us that the people up 
there did not ask for these three judges, but have only asked f 
one, 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I concur with the view of 


| gentleman who has just taken his seat, that southeastern Alaska 


Is & very important country and that its industries ought to be 
protected in every reasonable way, though I can not reach th: 
conclusion which he reaches, that if we do not provide a court at 


Circle City, we thereby fail to provide properly for the needs of 
southeastern Alaska. By the terms of this amendment we provide 
two terms of court at Juneau, two terms of court at Skagway, and 
along in this country is where the important fisheries are located. 
[f we wish to protect the fishing interest of Alaska, w lly pro 


tect them by the provisions of the amendment 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LLOYD. Besides that, there seems to be a mistaken idea 
with reference tothe amendment. We do not change the term of 
court at Juneau or at Skagway or at Nome. We provide in the 
amendment exactly what is provided in the bill. There is no 
difference in this regard. Nowl will yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia, 

Mr. DAYTON, I want to ask you if it is not a fact that, tak 
ing into consideration the magnificent distances of Alaska that 

| have been dwelt upon, it would require twenty, thirty, or forty 
| judges to cover the country in the same way that similar dis 
tances in thiscountry are covered? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. That is not an argument for 
not giving them three judges. 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman's remark is probably true, but 
there is something else with reference to this matter which I wish 
to call attention to. According to the provisions of the amend 
| ment, there will be one court at Nome, as provided by the bill. 
There is no difference between the bill and the amendment in that 
| regard. The judge who holds that one term of court at Nome 
can go from Nome, after holding his term of court there, up the 
| Yukon Valley, and hold his term of court at Eagle City, if it is 
necessary to be done. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman tell me how the judge at 
Cape Nome would ever get to the Yukon Valley six months of the 
year when navigation is closed? 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. If you can answer that question, 
[ will vote for your amendment. 

; Mr. LLOYD. How does he get up the Yukon Valley at any 
time? When navigation is open the judge can go up the Yukon 

‘alley the same as anyone else can. 
| Mr. CUSHMAN, 1 will tell you how he gets there, if the gen- 
tleman will yield. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Every person who has been over 
this route will tell you thatthe judge can not get from Cape Nome 
to Circle City six months in the year at all. 

Mr. LLOYD. I only yielded for a question. Suppose that is 
true. If theargument of the gentleman means anything, it means 
that there are about six months in the year when you can not go 
from Juneau to Nome City, and because you can not get from 
Juneau to Nome City, therefore there ought to be a court estab- 
lished at Nome. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Certainly, that is a reason, and 
there is one established at Nome by this bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. We @o not object to the establishment of a court 
| at Nome, but we do insist that nothing is presented which shows 
the necessity for establishing a court at Circle City, or Eagle City, 
or any place along the Yukon Valley. 

Mr. HILL. If your contention iscarried, how much money will 
you save? 

Mr. LLOYD. About $30,000 a year. 
| Mr. HILL. The chairman of the committee says the whole 
thing will not cost more than $36,000. What do you say to that? 

Mr. LLOYD. Well, let us make a little calculation. This bill 

provides for three judges at $6,000 a vear. 
| 


Several Members. Five thousand dollars a year. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I concede that the House ccom- 
mittee recommend an amendment to the effect that $5,000 shall 
be the salary, but how do we know that this House is going to 
adopt the amendment of the committee? The bill before us pro 

vides for three judges at a salary of $6,000 each. It provides for 
| three clerks at a salary of $1,500 each. It provides for three 
| United States district attorneys at a salary of $4,000 each, and it 
| provides for three United States marshals at a salary of $1,500 

each. 
Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me? I ask him if 
he will not discuss the salaries fixed by this bill? 
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that the time of the gentleman be ex- 
tended. 

Mr. Grreen of Pennsylvania objected, but subsequently with- 
drew his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman’s time be extended five minutes, Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LLOYD. Lyield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. War- 
NER] for a question. 

Mr. WARNER. I will simply suggest that in quoting salaries 
you quote the salaries sepenanendel by the bill now under con- 
sideration, and you will find that the gross amount per year will 
not be more than the gentleman from Connecticut f r. Hit} 
suggested, Instead of $6,000 a year for the judges, the salaries 
are $5,000a year, and instead of $5,000 a year for the marshals, the 
salaries are $3,500 each, Instead of $4,500 for the clerks, the sala- 
ries are $3,500, 

Mr. LLOYD, .It is not necessary to go through that. I con- 
ceded that the House committee had recommended to this House 
a reduction in those salaries, but I specifically stated that those 
amendments had not yet become law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You spoke of the bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. I speak of the bill as it presents itself to this 
body. By that bill the salaries amount to $67,500, and in addition 
to that the bill provides for ten commissioners with salaries of 
$1,200 each, which makes $12,000 a year, and that, added to these 
other salaries, makes $79,500. In addition to that, this bill pro- 
vides for deputies to be appointed in each one of these cases, and 
when you add the expenses of the deputies you will make about 
$110,000 a year as the cost of this establishment. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Besides the fees, 

Mr. LLOYD. Besides, there are a large number of fees provided 
for the commissioners, deputy marshals, and clerks. 

The only argument that has been made thus far in this matter 
has been with reference to the importance of Alaska, and not with 
reference to the necessity for the third judge. I concede the im- 
portance of southeastern Alaska and its great interests, and I 
know that this country ought to be more concerned than it has 
been in protecting and developing those interests in Alaska; but 
those interests are not protected and developed by the establish- 
ment of a third judge. 

Now, it is insisted that we ought to legislate for the future. I 
concede that to some extent legislation is for the future, but your 
duty and mine is to legislate for the present, and there is no de- 
mand for more than two terms of court for the present. It it is 
necessary for the establishment of justice and for the accomplish- 
ment of the best results for those people, we may establish a third 
judge at some other sitting of, the Congress of the United States. 

Here the hammer ah 

fr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, we are providing judges for 
500,000 square miles of territory. The bill presented to the House 
recognizes the three great geographical divisions into which Alaska 
is divided by nature, namely, southeast Alaska, with its enormous 
length of coast lines, its almost innumerable islands, its great 
industries; arctic Alaska, along the Yukon, and western Alaska, 
along the Bering Sea. These three regionsare as remote from each 
other as though they were separated by a oot 

It has been stated »y gentlemen who spoke here to-day on this 
subject that the peopie of Alaska have not asked for more than one 
judge. I was in Alaska last year—in southeast Alaska—and it is 
true that the people of Juneau only ask for one judge. 

Mr. HILL. And they wanted that one judge there. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very naturally the people of southeast Alaska 
feel that their region is all of Alaska, and should continue to be 
the important part of Alaska. They are perfectly willing to have 
litigants from the Yukon and from the Nome country, come at an 
enormous expense, the great distance which would be necessary 
to have their cases tried at Juneau. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. MONDELL. Very gladly. 

Mr. KING. Does not the gentleman, with his experience in a 
Territorial form of government, with the multitudinous interests 
which present themselves in the West, believe that there is not 
the slightest necessity for the establishment of such a big judicial 
system as that which is contemplated of this bill? Inother words, 
do you not think that two judges could perform all the work of 
the court in the district of Alaska? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, replying to the gentleman, I 
would say that I believe it is utterly impossible for two judges to 
take care of the business that should come before the courts. 

Mr. KING. Another question. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 

Mr. KING. Well, another question, and I will desist. Does 
not the experience in Alaska in the past demonstrate that two 
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judges will be more than adequate to perform all the duties inci- 
dent to their position? 

Mr. MONDELL. So far as my experience goes, { emphatically 
say ‘‘no.” It costs from $175 to $350 toget one witness from any- 
where on the Yukon to any point on the coast of Alaska and back. 
Under the amendment proposed poor miners who have located 
claims in the Yukon Valley must bring their cases, at a cost far 
beyond their means, to the coast cities to be tried. It simply 
makes it impossible for a man holding aclaim on the Yukon, hav- 
ing a legal controversy with other claim owners, to have his case 
tried. The great cost of bringing witnesses such a distance and at 
a great cost precludes the ordinary citizen the possibility of hav- 
ing his case brought before a court. 

Mr. GAINES, What is the trouble in getting this small docket 
tried—and it is evidently a small docket by what the gentleman 
from West Virginia said—by two judges instead of three judges? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

: a ES. I hope the time of the gentleman will be ex- 
en e J 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL, Iwould say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the poor mine owners in the Yukon Valley have not brought 
their cases to court because of the extreme cost of bringing wit- 
nesses down or up the Yukon, across the passes, and to the court 
on the coast. 

Mr. GAINES. Now, that is the case where there is but one 
judge; but where there is another judge, and the court is to be 
allowed to travel and hold court where he pleases, what then? 

Mr. MONDELL. It would be impossible for a judge to hold 
court on up the Yukon and attend to the business in southeast 
Alaska. Remember that the seasons there are exceedingly short— 
not over three or four months in the Yukon country—in which a 
court could be held, during which time witnesses could be brought 
before the court; and therefore the terms for the Yukon court 
must be held during the summer months, during the time the 
court would naturally and properly be held at Juneau to dispose 
of cases arising in southeast Alaska. 

Mr. LLOYD. The bill provides for acourt at Nome. It is not 
necessary to go southeast in order to reach that. This judge at 
Nome has migratory jurisdiction, and he might go wherever it is 
necessary. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman’s suggestion rather indicates 
that he has not studied the geography of the country and the con- 
ditions there. 

Mr. GAINES. What is the area of Alaska, and how far has 
this judge traveled that has been holding court there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have stated that Alaska contains over 500,- 
000 square miles, and the present judge has traveled tremendous 
distances and has not been able to hold court at such times and 
places as the business of the people and the interests of the Gov- 
ernment demanded. 

Mr. GAINES. Why? 

Mr. MONDELL. Because it has been impossible to cover the 
en territory and hold terms of court when they should be 

eld. 

Mr. GAINES. A geographical trouble. 

Mr. MONDELL., A very great portion of the year it is impos- 
sible to get from Juneau to the Upper Yukon, except at great 
cost of time and comfort. The gentleman from Missouri suggests 
that there is to be acoart at Cape Nome. Well, it is extremely 
difficult to get from Cape Nome to the Upper Yukon during six 
or seven months of the year, as the gentleman probably knows, and 
therefore there would only be four or five months of the year dur- 
ing which it would be possible for people in that upper region 
to get to court at Nome. 

It is from five to twelve days’ travel from any one of the points at 
which this bill establishes courts to either of the others, and still 
the gentlemen by their amendment would refuse the paltry sum 
required to pay the salary of a judge and render it impossible for 
an ordinary claim holder on the Upper Yukon to have his case 
tried. I think these people who have gone into that frozen coun- 
try and taken their lives in their hands have a right to demand, 
and deserve, proper treatment at the hands of the American Con- 
gress by having this additional judge, which they ask for and 
whose services they require. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I happen to reside nearer the 
district of Alaska than any other member on this floor. Theclose 
commercial relations existing between the State of Washington 
and the district of Alaska cause me to have a direct interest in the 
welfare of the peopleof Alaska. But the principal interest I have 
in this measure is not measured by the commercial interests of 
my ore State, but a feeling of regard and justice to the citizens 
of Alaska, 
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I have been in the district of Alaska, and while I am not inti- 





mately acquainted with all the conditions there I know enough | 


of conditions there to know that they need at least three judges, 
and any less number would be a serious inconvenience and em- 
barrassment to them. de Late 

In the first place there are three separate and distinct subdivisions 
of Alaska; separated from each other by the barriers of nature; 
each of them very nearly inaccessible from the other during a 
great portion of the year. _ Let us, therefore, deal with this ques- 
tion as a whole and not with any ofthe segregrated parts. The 
eentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLoyp] has laid a great deal of 
stress upon the fact that if one of the three judges is dropped 
from the bill that the remaining judges will be sufficient to take 
care of the interests in southeastern Alaska. The title of the bill 
is “A bill providing a civil government for Alaska,” not ‘‘A bill 
providing a civil government for southeastern Alaska.” 

I would like to ask the gentleman whether the law of his State 
provides for all the interests of all the people who reside in the 
State or only those who live in the southeastern corner of the 
State? The gentleman said one judge was enough to take care of 
the business in southeastern Alaska, and then in the next breath 
he said that the judge could go from southeastern Alaska and 
hold court elsewhere. Well, if that one judge went away about 
1.700 miles, who would be taking care of the business in sonth- 
eastern Alaska till he returned? I do not understand that the 
judges who are to be appointed under the provisions of this bill 
are to be endowed with ubiquity in addition to their salary. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] said that while he 
was visiting Alaska none of the inhabitants importuned him for 
additional judges. That may be, They did not talk to me about 
much of anything else from the time I arrived until I departed, 
except their great need for more courts. 

One gentleman in this debate has referred to the fact that the 
court records of Alaska show that during the past few years there 
have been but few lawsuits commenced. Well, if they had not 
had any judge, there would not have been a single lawsuit. 

The fact that few lawsuits have been commenced under prevail- 
ing conditions which rendered it almost impossible to secure a 
trial after the suitwas commenced is noargument that there was 
no cause for litigation or no need for an adequate judiciary. I 
know it to be absolutely true that many persons in that district 
sacrificed their legal rights rather than begin a lawsuit which 
would never bedetermined. Whena judge at last does get around 
to the place of trial in that district after months or years of wait- 
ing to try the cases on the docket, he usually finds the witnesses 
scattered, the property destroyed, and the litigants at peace—dead. 

I wish also to eo upon this House that if the three judges 
provided in this bill are allowed to the people of that district that 
this is practically their only judiciary. They are not situated as 
the States and Territories of this Union are, with many inferior 
judges whose labor supplements that of the higher courts. 

Here is a district that covers a half a million square miles; so 
large that if one corner was placed at Chicago and the width of 
Alaska extended eastward from that point it would reach out 
into the Altantic ocean; that if it was extended south from 
Chicago it would reach the Republic of Mexico. And wind you, 
this vast area is not to be compared with an equal -xteni of the 
American domain lying in the States and Territories, because 
the States and Territories are seamed with railway lines and all the 
modern methods of rapid travel. This vast district has no means 
of transportation except along the coast and the rivers; seamed 
with chasms and ridged with impassable mountains; frozen up 
eight months of the year. These are the conditions that you 
must take into consideration when you legislate for Alaska, 

In addition to that, the questions of litigation which are to come 
up in that district this summer are to be very intricate. There 
are something like 15,000 people now headed for Alaska, and many 
on the beach at Nome. 

_The problems there presented regarding the ownership and 
rights of mining on the beach are so difficult that the great body 
of the members of this House hold conflicting opinions regarding 
that subject. Therefore the questions at Nome will take up the 
consideration of one judge during the entire summer, and it is 
impossible for that judge to go anywhere else. It is also impossi- 
ble during any considerable portion of the year for that judge to 
get from Nome up along the river, even if he had the time to go. 
lf we place one judge at Nome, another at Juneau, and a third 
at Eagle City on the Yukon, we shall perform a simple act of jus- 
tice and nothing more. 

1 am a little bit surprised that there should be an attitude on the 
part of any member of this House to claim that we are dealing 
ees with the people of Alaska or forming an extrava- 
gant judiciary system up there. 

It is also contended that the people of Alaska do not deserve to 
have so much money spent by the Federal Government in furnish- 
ing them a judiciary.. God knows the magnitude of the amount 


that the United States Government has spent in Alaska heretofore 
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ought not to keep anybody awake, for if there was ever in our 
history any portion of our country neglected so shamefully as 
Alaska I do not know where it lies. 

Under the revenue laws of the United States heretofore and now 
existing, regulating affairs in Alaska, large license taxes were laid 
by the Federal Government on all the industries of Alaska. The 
revenue which wasthus drawn from the district of Alaska by means 
of those licenses was not paid back tothe people of Alaska for schools 
and internal improvements, but was covered into the Treasury of 
the United States. Yet the people of Alaska paid those taxes 
according to the letter of the law, unjust as they were. And 
while the Government taxed them on the one hand and kept the 
revenue thus derived, the people of that community voluntarily 
taxed themselves on the other hand to build schools and public 
and municipal improvements. 

If there is any man in this Chamber who thinks the expense 
for these three judges is an extravagant charge upon the Govern 
ment for the benefit of Alaska, he can calm his troubled con- 
science by balancing a part of this expense off against the unjust 
and extortionate license taxes which the Government has been 
levying on Alaska. Yet the people of Alaska paid those license 
taxes uncomplainingly and without a murmur. When I was 
there last summer, I said to them that I believed that this Con- 
gress would deal generously with them, because they had evi- 
denced such patience and good faith toward the Government. 

Mr. THROPP. The gentleman has stated that according to his 
estimate the population of Alaska this year will be possibly 100,000, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Over that—120,000. 

Mr. THROPP, And that the men going there are nearly all of 
them Americans. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. THROPP. And they are going there to develop the won- 
derful mineral resources of that region. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THROPP, Which will bea source of wealth and benefit 
to the whole country. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THROPP. Now, what does the gentleman estimate will 
be the total cost of three courts, the one already established and 
these two additional courts? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Something like $50,000. 

Mr. THROPP. Put it at the highest figure, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Say $55,000. 

Mr. THROPP. And it is estimated that nearly every man who 
goes there does so for the purpose of taking possession of a part 
of that Territory, developing a part of the resoures of that coun 
try, and therefore will have to secure to himself a proper title 
to his property, by reason of which there will be a great deal of 
legislation. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Certainly, 

Mr. THROPP. And this is about all they ask—that we pro- 
tect them in their titles. They do not ask us to build schools or 
anything of that kind—nothing more than the building of a mili- 
tary road. 

Mr. DAYTON, Why should there be any danger of litigation 
in regard to the titles which the United States Government af- 
fords to its citizens? Why should it be assumed that there will 
be much litigation on the part of these very respectable people 
who go there as law-abiding citizens? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Why should there be a presumption that 
there would be any litigation out in Colorado over the mining 
property there; yet such litigation exists, does it not? 

Mr. DAYTON. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Are 
there anywhere else in the United States 125,000 American citizens 
who require three Federal judges? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. There are not 125,000 American citizens any- 
where else whose situation and condition is to be compared with 
these, 

Mr. HILL. I want to answer that question. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have not the floor and can not answer the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HILL. I want to correct the gentleman. One hundred 
thousand people in Alaska represent, as compared with any other 
community, about three hundred thousand, because most of them 
at present are men; they are there without families. 

Mr. DAYTON, Did I understand the gentleman tosay that one 
man in Alaska is worth three times what aman is worth anywhere 
else? (Laughter. | 

Mr. THROPP, Asarule the men going there are energetic, 
anxious to develop that territory. They go there under the same 
conditions and with the same spirit with which miners go into 
other regions; and the experience of the past has been that there 
is apt to be more litigation among that class of men, each seeking 
to obtain for himself the most valuable tract he can, than among 
other classes of citizens. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Unquestionably. 

Mr. THROPP, But all they ask is this appropriation for the 
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courts. They are our own citizens, occupying a territory which is the law of a want of civilization; it is the law of barbarism in- 
has possibly twelve times the area of the State of Pennsylvania, | stead of American justice that you are trying to force upon the 
and with very meager means of communication. We haveappro- | people fourteen or fifteen hundred miles from where you propose 
priated two millions out of the revenues of the people of Porto | to locate their courts. {Applause.] 
Rico to be expended for the benefit of those people. These citi- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
zens in Alaska ask only that $55,000 be expended for their benefit. Mr. TONGUE. I should like two minutes further. 
Mr. CUSHMAN. To the gentleman from West Virginia, who Mr. KNOX, _Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
has interrogated me, I desire to say that there has been a disposi- | two minutes more. 
tion on the part of some gentlemen who have opposed this bill to! TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen 
refer continually to the number of people in Alaska. Sir, this is | theman’s time be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 
not a question dealing simply and solely with the number of peo- There was no objection. 
ple. The United States Gevernment once fitted out an expedition | Mr. TONGUE. Something has been said to the effect that these 
at an expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars to rescue a few | people do not want the additional judge. The people of Juneau 
American citizens who had ventured too far into the frozen | probably do not; but I want to say that I have numerous friends 
north. It was not a question then of the number of people in- | and acquaintances in that Territory. I have received numerous 
volved. butit was the pressing need of those who were there, Lam | letters from people in that Territory. I have talked with people 
not asking this Government to fit out any relief expedition to the who live there while visiting Alaska, and nine out of ten have 
polar regions, but I do ask that you deal fairly and generously, if | asked more for courts of justice than for anything else. It is the 
need be, with the hardy sons of America who have pre:sed away | one thing they do need. Oh, yes, they will get along without it. 
to the north and made Alaska one of the most valued of our pos- | They have got along with absolute neglect. They have been prac- 
sessions today. { Applause. | tically outcasts so far as the Government has been concerned for 
Here the hammer fell. } thirty years, and they have gotten along. They have developed 
r. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, if we may judge the future by | the country and explored its wealth. 
the past we ought to legislate for some time ahead. It has taken They have risked their lives and lost them. They have risked 
the people of Alaska something like thirty years to get any sort of | health and lostit. But there is no reason why we can not afford 
recognition from the Government; and if it is to be thirty years | some measure of justice to people who are among the best citi- 
more before we pass another bill of this kind, we should make | zens of the UnitedStates. 1am sorry to see sucha spirit of parsi- 
provision for the future. mony in this House to-day. I am sorry to seé¢, after a denial of 
Something has been said with reference to the character of the | justice for thirty years, that the House of Representatives of the 
population of Alaska, The impression too generally prevails that | American Congress should quibble over the few thousand dollars 
xeople who go westward, who emigrate to the *‘ wild and woolly | needed to protect the lives, health, and property of some of our 
West,” are rough, uncouth, only partially civilized. Now,I want | citizens in that Territory. 
to call attention to the fact that in one of the towns of Alaska, Mr. OLMSTED. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
Juneau, there are more college graduates than in any other town | that as long ago as 1898 the people of Circle City, as recorded in 
of its size in the whole United States. the report of the Director of the Mint for that year, were clamor- 
I wish to state further that while I was in Skagway, when talk- | ing for courts in that region. 
ing with the superintendent of the railroad that was being con- Mr. TONGUE. They ought to have them. Now, one further 
structed there, I was informed that there were nowhere in the | question. Something has been said about the dockets of that 
civilized world as intelligent, as peaceful, as sober a class of | court. The dockets are small. There are reasons for it. One 
people working upon a railroad as were employed upon the rail- | of my neighbors who moved to Alaska told me he paid an unjust 
road in the vicinity of Skagway. The class of people who go to | bill of $200 in Skagway—absolutely a piece of blackmail—because 
Alaska are the very best there are in the United States. They are | he could not afford to hire lawyers and witnesses to go to Juneau 
the young men of energy, of intelligence, of brains, culture, and | to defend it. The wealthy alone can afford to have justice, It is 
push, who are going out to build up the country, and we are get- | too costly for anyone else. 
ting the benefit of it. Here the hammer fell. | 
During the last two or three years there has been more money r. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West 
expended by those people, to say nothing of life and health, than | Virginia inquired of the gentleman from Washington how it was 
has been received in return; and the benetit has come to the peo- | that therecould be much litigation in the Territory of Alaska when 
ple of the United States, by reason of the increased circulation | the fact was that the United States Government was the sourc:: 
and increased business to those who have stayed at home. We | of all titles there. The —- of the gentleman indicated to 
ought not to be parsimonious with these men who are going out | my mind that he has but little familiarity with what are known 
into that kind of climate and taking that sort of risk. We are | as the mining regions. There is not a man who is familiar with 
wasting more in the time occupied in the discussion of this | that region who does not know that in Arizona, California, Colo 
question than we will save by denying justice to that class of peo- | rade, Utah, Nevada, Montana, Idaho, and other States in that 








ple. [Applause.| The pitiful sum that would besaved by depriv- ion 
ing them of a proper im and appointing additional justices of r. TONGUE. Everywhere except in the thirteen original 
the peace, would not pay anything like the expenses that would | States—— 


be necessitated by appeals from courts whose decisiens would be 
respected by no one. 

ow, there are some things that it seems to me We are over- 
looking on this question. Conceding that the southern portion of 
Alaska would be provided for in this bill, even by the amendment; 
conceding that the Nome region would be properly provided for 
by this amendment, there is the large Yukon Valley, some 1,500 
miles in length, containing immense riches and resources, that 
will be absolutely without justice and without protection of any 
sort or kind. I can not accede to the statement of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Lioyp] that the people in the Yukon Valley 
can communicate with Nome at any season of the year. I know 
better. There are at least seven months of the year that they 
could not reach Cape Nome and could not reach a judge, and that 
a judge could not reach them. 

You take those people who are trying to take up mines, trying 
to determine questions of title to claims, their hands will be tiec 
by force of wealth, and they will be unable to reach Nome for 
seven months of the year. But supposing they could. Seas 
ing an action to be commenced in the Cape Nome court to deter- 
mine the right of title to a gold mine that is being worked in the 
Yukon Valley. What man can afford to take the witnesses and 
take himself and take lawyers on a journey of 1,500 miles that 
will probably occupy him two or three months, to go to try his 
case? 

He can not afford to try the case. He willnot try his case. He 
will submit, or he will try it with a shotgun, and that is the kind 
of law that the gentlemen urging this amendment are trying to 
enforce upon some of the best and most self-sacrificing and ener- 
getic people in the United States. Itis the law of the shotgun; it 


Mr. NEWLANDS. The source of title is in the United States 
Government, but the litigation over mines reaches stupendous 
proportions, not only in the amount involved, but in the number 
of cases which arise. That is inevitable in anewcountry, Hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars are spent sometimes in one case. In 
this t mining region it is true that there is not likely to be 
much litigation over agricultural lands, but the case is entirely 
different with reference to mining claims, which also have their 
source of title in the Government. Differences arise over loca- 
tions. Differences arise as to conflicting ledges. Differences arise 
as to whether the party making the location has done the amount 
of work required under the law, and such cases become stupen- 
dous in their character, as the value of the mining location is estab- 
lished. The water rightsalso involve immense litigation. I have 
not the slightest doubt that in Alaska, within the next one or two 
years, a single case will arise that will absorb the entire time and 
attention of a court of from three to six months. In these suits 
expert testimony of the highest scientific character from all parts 
of the world is obtained. 

Here the hammer fell, } 

r. GAINES. I have listened with a great deal of care to what 
has been said by the gentlemen who have reported this bill, a 
well as by outsice speakers, and I regret that they have not put a 
little more geography into their remarks, so that we could know 
exactly where these cities are, if they do exist, and their relative 
position to each other. It is evidently a case of the judges being 
unable to cover the Territory. They have been able, so far, tv 
attend to the dockets fairly well. For instance, the gentleman 
from West Virginia {Mr. Dayton] states that on the Ist of July, 
1899, there were 96 criminal cases and 199 civil cases on the docket. 
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sre is er docket than that, 1 dare say, in almost every city 
oe a any other State in the Union. rr 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. ; ink 

Mr. TONGUE. Does the gentleman think there is likely to be 
much business coming from northern Alaska when it would take 
the marshal probably six weeks or two months to serve a sum- 
mons, and then the defendant could not be able to make his 
answer until another year, and it would perhaps cost him $3,000 
apiece for the mileage of his witnesses. 

Mr. GAINES. Your whole speech a few moments ago was 
made upon the idea that you want three judges. It is the judges 
the gentleman seems to want. Such cases as you allude to can | 
be tried by justices of the peace or the Federal commissioners. _| 

Well, now, I tell you I want to see them have two judges, and 
say that they shall hold the court at such and such places as we 
now see is necessary, and be empowered to hold it at any other 
places the public_welfare requires. Now, the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Missouri provides that the judges can hold courts | 
as often as they please, wherever they please, in addition to hold- 
ing them regularly at certain places stated by the law, and at 
such places, as the gentleman from Illinois informs me, as the 
Attorney-General may require, for criminal prosecutions. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman answer me this question? 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. Thegentleman from Missouri and myself differ | 
as to the judge of the court being able to go from Cape Nome to | 
the Yukon Valley in one season. 

Mr. LLOYD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. TONGUE. There are eight months of the year that he can 
not get there at all. 

Mr. LLOYD. You misstate my position. 

Mr. TONGUE. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not claim you could go up the Yukon val- | 
ley any time of the year. I do not understand the fact to be that | 
you can go up the Yukon valley in a boat or a craft any more 
than six months of the year. 

Mr. TONGUE. About four. Now the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES. I hope I may be given five minutes more. I 
have been interrupted, and I really want to get at the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman asks that his time be ex- | 
tended two minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. TONGUE. Now, the question I desire to ask the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee is—— 

Mr. GAINES. [If I do not cover your proposition then you may | 
ask me. You have asked me several and 1 have answered them. 

A MEMBER. Can you tell me if it is possible to get from Cape 
Nome to the Klondike from the 1st of October to the Ist of June? | 

Mr. GAINES. Idonotknow. Somebody saidsomething about 
the land. Let us get at the area. The World Almanac of last | 
year states the area, including the area of land ‘and water, is | 
577,390 miles. The ‘‘extreme breadth” in miles, including the 
water, is 800; the “ extreme length,” including the water and land, 
1,100 miles. Now, let us take the State of Oregon, and see the ex- 
treme length of that State. The extreme length of that State is 
260 miles, and the extreme length of Alaska is 1.100 miles; so we 
can get at the length of Alaska by comparison with Oregon. That 
is about four times in the length. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for a long time they have had only one 
Federal judge, and yet he has covered this territory so completely 
and absolutely satisfactorily, so far as the judiciary of this country 
is concerned, that this small docket of 96 criminal cases and 199 
civil suits is a rich reward of his industry. 

Mr. WARNER, Mr. Chairman, I will occupy the attention of 
the committee for a few minutes and then move that the debate | 
on this section be closed. 

I think it would be a serious mistake if this committee should 
adopt this amendment. I believe that three judges are absolutely | 
necessary and should be provided. We will take up the terri- 
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torial area of Alaska, not including the shoal waters, as suggested | 


by the gentleman from Tennessee, but the actual land inclosed | 
within its boundaries. 
The area of Alaska, in the number of square miles, exceeds the 
area of Maine, Vermont, Connecticut, New York, Maryland, New | 
Jersey, West Virginia, South Carolina, Florida, Mississippi, New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, and Tennes- 
see. Instead of being 1,000 miles long, it is 2.250 miles from one 
end of it to the other. Instead of the country decreasing in popu- 
lation, it is really constantly increasing. What it is now is sim- 
ply.a fraction of what it will be next year, or five years from now. 
t is the richest mineral country in the world. The bills have 
simply been scratched. 
The sands and creeks yield up gold in unlimited quantities, 
Washed down from the quartz, Every town in Alaska, instead of 


| creased, 


| if these three judges were not provided. 








D867 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


decreasing in population during the last twelve years, has in- 
[ was there twelve years ago, and again last summer 
and every town I touched the second trip, with the exception of 
Sitka, had doubled or trebled in population. It was so at Wran- 
gle, Juneau, and other of the old towns on the coast, and new 
towns had sprang up—Skagway, Dawson, Eagle City, etc. 

A great many people have gone up there, and everyone who 
has given the matter intelligent consideration knows they have 
gone with great eagerness to work where everyone enters into 
the fierce race for wealth, and they have property and personal 
rights which they want protected. As it is now, they have but 
one judge located down in Sitka, The poor man, the laboring 
man, with limited means has absolutely no remedy at all. If | 
were the owner of a Unalaska mine and owed a laborer $500, | 
could snap my fingers at him. The only way he could recover 
would be to go before the court in the town of Sitka, 2,000 miles 
away, and take his witnesses with him. If he should sue me 
before the commissioner and get a judgment, all I should have to 
do would be to take an appeal, and that would be the end of that 
litigation. 

The laboring men out there want these courts in order that 
they may not be defrauded of their rights, and in order that they 
may have speedy justice. Youcan make only one trip a year to 
many parts of Alaska, settled and populated at this time, from 
Juneau or Sitka. This bill proposes to make three seats of jus 
tice—at Nome City, at Eagle City, and Juneau—which can bi 
reached with some degree of ease, and it would be a misfortune 
The total cost of all 
three divisions of the courts, including the one now in existence, 
would amount to only $56,000 under this bill. 

The income from licenses alone in Alaska under the first year 
of the criminal code amounted to $163,000. The question of ex- 
pense ought not to be taken into consideration. We want not 
enly to give this Territory courts convenient, where they can have 
speedy justice, but to protect the lives and the peace of the com- 
munity. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate on this section 
be now closed. 


Mr. GAINES. LIhope, Mr. Chairman, my friend from [linois 


| will answer me one question; he said he would. 


Mr. WARNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. GAINES. Thegentlemansaid something about the length 
and breadth of Alaska which does not agree with this Wor!d’s 
Almanac, which says the figures are taken from thecensus. Will 


| the gentleman give the area and the extreme length and breadth 


of the Territory? 

Mr. WARNER. That question can be easily settled by turning 
to the geographical survey and the map. I have here a report 
from Alaska, taken from the governor's report, which gives the 
area of Alaska, in square miles, as 579,890. 

Mr. GAINES. This gives it as 577,000. But how about the 
breadth? 

Mr. WARNER. 
City to Nome City. 

Mr.GAINES. This says the extreme breadth, including water, 
is 800 miles, and the extreme length, including water, is 1,100 
miles. 

Mr. WARNER. What do you mean by ‘including water?” 

Mr. GAINES. Well, that is what it states. I suppose water 
courses Within the Territory. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, that means creeks and rivers. From 
Circle or Eagle City in a straight line as the crow flies it is about 
800 miles to Nome City. That is directly across the land. There 
is no water included except the rivers, and this route is impass- 
able eight months of the year. 

A judge, in order to hold court at Juneau, Nome, and Circle 
City, woald have to make a journey of over 4,000 miles, and he 
could not do that except in summer; and if he made the trip, he 
would have little time to hold court. Now. we have no railroads 
in Alaska as we have in the United States. There are only 42 
miles of railroad in Alaska, and a journey has to be made on foot, 
in a canoe, on mules, or on snowshoes. 

Mr. GAINES. Nevertheless, in all this district one judge has 
kept the docket down to 96 criminal and about 199 civil cases 

Mr. WARNER. Of course. If I were at Unalaska, [ would 
lose a thousand dollars before I weuld bring a suit at Sitka, 
because if I took my witnesses down there I should lose at least 
$2,000 in time and fifteen hundred dollars in cash. 

Mr. TONGUE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. Would not the traveling expenses of a judge 
from Nome to Circle City to hold a term of court there amount 
to more than the salary of the judge? 

Mr, WARNER. I think it would. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that debate on tiie amendment be closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on agreeing to the 


I think it is 800 miles or more from Eagle 
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amendment offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
DayTon], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
DayTOn, there were—ayes 42, noes 57. 

Mr. DAYTON. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Knox and Mr. LLoyp. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, 
noes 63, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The judge designated to preside over division No. 2 shall reside at St. 
Michael during his term of office, and shall hold at least one term of court 
es year at St. Michael, in the district, beginning the third Monday in 

The amendment of the committee was read, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


In lines 16 and 18, on page 5, strixe out “St. Michael’ and insert ** Nome | 


City.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The judge designated to preside over division No. 3 shall reside at Circle 
City during his term of office, and shall hold at least one term of court each 
year at Circle City, in the district, beginning on the first Monday in July: 
Provided, The Attorney-General may for cause change the place of residence 
of the judge of either division of the court. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


In lines 21 and 22 strike out the word “Circle” and insert ‘* Eagle.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. The jurisdiction of each division of the court shall extend over the 
district of Alaska, but the court may, on motion, change the place of trial in 
any action, civil or criminal, from one place to another place in the same di 
vision or to a designated place in another division in either of the following 
cases. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

; In lines 2 and 3 of section 5 insert the words “in which the action is pend- 
ng. 

Mr. LLOYD, Mr. Chairman, through an oversight the gentle- 
man from Virginia sitting near me [Mr. LassITER] failed to get 
an opportunity to offer at the proper time an amendment to sec- 
tion 4. I ask unanimous consent that that section be recurred to, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LASSITER, I offer the amendment which I sent to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 24 and 26, page 5, the words ‘* The Attorney-General may 
for cause change the place of residence of the judge of any division of the 
court” and insert: “Provided, That the Supreme Court may, by the rules 
adopted, as other rules of said court are adopted, change the place of resi- 
dence of the judge of any division of the court.” 


Mr. WARNER. This amendment should not be adopted. The 
matter to which it refers is now under the control of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

Mr. LASSITER. My proposition is to deprive the Department 
of Justice of this authority and give it to the judicial branch of 
the government in Alaska. 

Mr. WARNER, The Supreme Court has no time to attend to 
such matters. 

The question being taken on the amendment o® Mr, LassITER, 
it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Subject to appeal as provided by law, they shall also have power to grant 
writs of habeas corpus for the purpose of inquiring intothe cause of restraint 
of liberty, which writs shall be made returnable before a district judge, and 
like proceedings shall be had thereon as if the same had been granted by the 
judge under the general laws of the United States in such cases. The com- 
missioners shall also have the powers of notaries —_— and shall keep a 
memorandum of all deeds and other instruments of writing acknowledged 
before them and relating to the title to or transfer of property within the 
district, which memorandum shall be subject to public inspection. And all 
records of instruments of writing hitherto made by any United States com- 
missioner in the district of Alaska are hereby declared to be public records 
of such district and shall have the same force and effect as if recorded in 
conformity with the provisions of this act. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


At the beginning of the paragraph strike out the words “subject to appeal 
as provided by law.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 7. Three clerks shall be appointed for the court, one of whom shall be 
assigned to each division thereof, and during his term of office reside at the 
place designated for the residence of the judge of such division. Each clerk 
shall, in his division of the district, perform the duties required or authorized 
hy law to be performed by clerks of United States courts in other districts, 
and such other duties as pag be prescribed by the laws of the United States 
relating to the district of Alaska. He shall preserve copies of all laws ap- 
plicable to the district and shall preserve all records and record all pr - 
ings and official acts of his division of the court. He shall also receive all 
moneys collected from licenses, fines, forfeitures, or in any other case, except 
from violations of the customs laws, and shall apply the same to the inci- 
dental expenses of the proper division of the district court and the allowance 








thereof as directed by the judge, and shall account for the same in detail and 
for any balances on account thereof quarterly to and under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He shall be ex officio recorder of instru- 
ments, as hereinafter provided, and also register of wills for the district, and 
shall establish secure offices where terms of his division of the court are held 
for the safe-keeping of his official records. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


In line 14 of section 7 insert “ other than moneys received for licenses.” 


Mr. DAYTON, I desire to move to strike out in the first line 
of the pending section the word ‘‘ three” andinsert ‘‘two.” I offer 
this amendment because I expect to ask a vote in the House upon 
the proposition whether there shall be three courts in Alaska; and 
if the number of courts shall be reduced to two, the number of 
clerks should be correspondingly reduced. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, Dayton, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. Three district attorneys shall be appointed for the district, to bo 
assigned to the divisions thereof, who shall reside during their respective 
terms of office at the place designated as the residence of the judge of the 
division of the court to which each of the district attorneys shall be assigned. 
They shall each perform the duties requireé to be performed by United 
States district attorneys in other districts, and such other duties as may be 
required by law. 


Mr. DAYTON. For the same reasons stated with reference to 
the amendment which I offered just now, I move to amend by 
striking out,in the first line of the pending section, the word 
‘*three ” and insert ‘‘ two.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9. A marshal shall be appointed for each division of the district, and 
each marshal shall have authority and be required to appoint, subject to the 
approval of the Attorney-General, such deputy marshals as he may deem 
necessary for the efficient execution of the law and the orders of the court 
and of the commissioners appointed as herein provided. 


Mr. DAYTON. I move to amend by inserting the following: 
Marshals shall be appointed for each division district, not exceeding two. 
The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GAINES. I have just found in my desk a newspaper clip- 
ping which is pertinent to the topic to which I referred a few 
moments ago—the condition of the judges in Alaska. With the 
consent of the House, I would like to insert this in the REcorD 
without reading it. 

Mr. KNOX. What is it about? 

Mr. GAINES. It says that there is no Federal judge in Alaska 
to-day, or was not on the date of this dispatch—April 10. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to printing in the Rrc- 
ORD the article to which the gentleman from Tennessee refers? 

There was no objection. 

The article is as follows: 


NO JUDGES IN ALASKA—TWO RESIGNATIONS LEAVE THE COURTS’ BENCHES 
EMPTY. 
TACOMA, WASH., April 10, 1900. 

In Alaska there is not to-day a single Federal judge to hold court or issue 
warrants. At Juneau, where an immense amount of legal business for 
southeastern Alaska is transacted, there is not even a commissioner of the 
Federal court. This remarkable situation is caused by the resignation of 
Judge C. 8. Johnson, which took effeet March 31. - 

He intends going to Cape Nome, and came south on the steamer Dirigo. 
While journeying by steamer from Sitka to Juneau he was requested by sev- 
eral attorneys to reopen court at Juneau and try several important cases. 
He agreed, but at Juneau found a letter from the Department of Justice ac- 
cepting his resignation and thereby ending his authority. An Eastern law- 
yer named Brown has been appointed Judge Johnson’s successor. He is be- 
lieved to be in Washington trying to have killed the provision in the Alaska 
bill which specifies that no one shall be eligible for judge in Alaska who is 
over 0 years. Brown is about 60. 

Judge Malcomb, commissioner at Juneau, resigned recently, and Judge 
Johnson did not appoint any successor out of courtesy to his own successor. 
He has wired Washington, urging that a judge be sent to Alaska at once. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 10. The governor, surveyor-general, and ex officio secretary of tho 
district, attorneys, judges, clerks, and the marshals provided for in this act: 
shall be appointed 7 the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, and shall hold their respective offices for the term of four years 
and until their successors are appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed 
by the President for cause: Provided, The court or any judge thereof may, 
for cause, suspend a clerk, and the cause of such suspension shall be promptly 
made known to the Attorney-General, and the suspension shall continue 
subject to the order of the President. In case of the death, suspension, or 
inability of the clerk to perform the duties of his office, the court or a judge 
thereof may appoint a competent em to act as clerk until a clerk shall be 
appointed, as hereinbefore provided, or until the suspension or disability 
shall have been removed, and the person thus appointed shall be entitled to 
all the fees and emoluments of the office instead of the clerk, while acting as 
as such, and he shall give such bond-as the court may require. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
In lines 1 and 2strike out ‘‘and ex officio secretary of the district.” 


Strike out also the proviso beginning in line 7 and continuing to the end of 
the paragraph. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The governor, the sum of $5,000; the surveyor-general and ex officio secre- 
tary of the district, as full compensation, $4,000; the judges, each the sum of 
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, the sum of $5,000; the clerks, cach the sum of $4,500; the 
ach $4,000, the salaries payable from the Treasury of the 
officers are paid in other districts. 


$6,000; each marshal 
district attorneys, © 
United States, as like 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

“Strike out, in line, #6, the words 
judges) and inert ae as salary of marshal, ‘ $5,000" and insert ‘ $3,500." 
In line 27 strike out ** $4,500," as salary of the clerks, and insert ** $3,500." 
In lines 28 and 29 strike out ‘ $4,000," as salary of district attorneys, and 
insert **$2,500." 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman reporting 
this bill why the committee has raised the salary of the governor 
of Alaska from $2,700, which he is now receiving, to $5,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to address the House for a moment 
on that proposition. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I looked into the | 
Congressional Directory here, and to my utter astonishment I 
found that 24 of our State governors get $4,000 a year and less; 3, 
$3,500; 7 get $4,000; 1, $4,500; about 8 get $5,000; 2, $6,000; 2, $8,000, 
and 2 get $10,000, or 35, $4,500 or less. The governors of New 
Mexico, Alaska, and Oklahoma we pay on an average of $2,700— 
the governor of Alaska three thousand, and the others $2,600— 
making an average of $4,055 for our States and Territories. I 
wish to know the reason for this increase from $2,700 to $5,000 for 
Alaska. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my friend from Tennes- 
see that $3,000 in Tennessee is more for the salary of the governor 
than $5,000 would be in Alaska? 

Mr. GAINES. Why has it been true for years and years? Why 
has it been $2,700 for this governor and now $5,000? He has to go 
up there and try to inject civilization into that God-forsaken 
country, a country that has been neglected far longer than it 
should have been. I am glad to see some inroads toward practical 
civilization up there; but for thirty years the governor of that 
Territory has received only $2,700 a year. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me suggest to my friend that living at Sitka, 
living on fish and vegetables there, before the rush of gold seekers 
raised prices, the living was very cheap there then. 

Mr. GAINES, If he does not want to work for what the gov- 
ernors have been working for, let him stay in Iowa, or Tennessee, 
or wherever he comes from, rather than be asking us now in this 
day and time to raise the salary from $2,700 to $5,000. 

Ar. LACEY. But my friend does not get the idea. Hereto- 
fore the cost of the necessaries of life up there has been much less 
than it now is, since so many people have gone up there and prices 
have risen. + 

Mr. GAINES. Then the flood of gold up there has raised the 
price of everything, including salaries of the governor. There is 
no legislature up there. The governor hasno such responsibility. 
Give them a Territorial form of government, and I will make no 
objection. You say they are great people up there, and the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE] said they are the greatest peo- 
ple that God ever let live. Have they become great all at once? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. GAINES. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Has there ever been any difficulty in 
getting men to accept the salary heretofore? 

Mr, GAINES, 


“six thousand dollars” (the salary of 





pretans salary. I am acquainted with the present governor, who 
1as done so much for the civilization of that country. He came 
down here and helped to whip in some parties on that side of the 
House to give them 12 jurors instead of 6 in the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, and he says the Jaw works well. He has come here and 


worked hard, and he has not made any complaint to me that he is 
badly paid, 


| mous consent that his time be extended for ten minutes. 


| give me a good reason, I for one will say nothing. 


0; and you will find gentlemen all over the | 
country to-day who would be willing to take the place at the | 


Is th 


ere 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I feel sorry for the man who 
has to go to Alaska to makea living. I feel sorryfor the man who 
goes to Porto Rico to make a living. In the one case he goes toa 
political refrigerator, a place where there are savages, a place 
that is cold, a place where they have to slide around on sleds, a 
place where we had to go to Norway and get reindeer at a cost of 
millions to haul the people about to hunt gold. Mr. Chairman, I 
say in all candor to my friends on the other side while [ would be 
just to these people, that we should be just to the taxpayers of 
this country, who bear the burden of these expenses. 

For Heaven's sake be just to our own people and stop increasing 
these salaries without canse. We should call a halt and go slow 
on this question of increasing salaries. I ask now in all seri 
ness for some one to tell me why you raised the salaries of the 
governor of Alaska from $2,700 to $5,009? We have sworn to deal 
fairly with the people of this country. Weare here under oath 
to answer to the people why this is done. If any gentleman can 
But under the 
circumstances | rebel against such ill-advised legislation, 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word * five” and insert 
the word ‘‘three.” 

The CHAIRMAN, 
amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be in order immediately after the 
committee amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, 1 doubt the propriety of the com- 
mittee amendment reducing the salary of the governor from 
$6,000 to $5,000, but 1 am willing to vote for it. My friend from 
Tennessee is perhaps not aware that the cost of common labor is 
$10 to $15 a day in Alaska. He is not aware that roast beef and 
potatoes cost $2.50 a meal in many parts of Alaska. Salaries 
should always have a just proportion to the cost of living. 

Mr. GAINES. Will my friend yield for a single question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Has the governor of Alaska asked you to raise 
this salary to $6,000 or $5,000? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not know and I do not care. 

Mr. GAINES, Ido not believe he would, either. 
well, 

Mr. LACEY. The governor of Alaska, before the great placer 
diggings were discovered, did not have many duties to perform, 
and the cost of living was comparatively small. When he got 
$2,700 for what he had to do; living at Sitka, he had a pretty fair 
compensation. Three thousand dollars for the district attorney 
was a very fair compensation. 

So it was with the district judge. Butrecently the district judge 
resigned to go to Nome in order to go into general practice, being 
unable to live upon the salary allowed him. We must recognize 
the condition of thingsin Alaska. Of course these expenses are 
very heavy, but it is necessary that a man performing official 
duties in Alaska should pay the current expenses common in the 
community into which he has to go, 

Mr, SLAYDEN. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Tennessee a few min- 
utes ago read a clipping from some newspaper stating that on 
| April 10 there was no judge at all in Alaska. Was that due to 
the fact that this gentleman had resigned his judgeship and gone 
into the practice of the law? 

Mr. LACEY. The district judge had resigned and his successor 
has not been appointed. Now let me say to my friend from Ten- 
nessee that I would rather have $500 a year in Tennessee, with 
Tennessee prices and Tennessee good living, and with the associa- 
tion of my good friend, than $4,000 a year in Alaska. 

Mr. GAINES. If you will come there you shall not spend a 
cent as long as you stay. [Laughter.] 


The question is first upon the committee 


Mr. Chairman, when will my amendment be in 


I know hi.n 





A few days ago, over my objection, we gave the commissioner 
from Porto Rico $5,000 a year; a man who, under the President's 
construction of the Constitution, is not a citizen of the United 
States—a man withont a country, a man without a constitution, 
& man without a flag, We pay him $5,000 a year to put ona 
swallow-tail coat and pump sheen, white cravat and diamond 
stud buttons, to come here to play the political dude. Yet, Mr. 
Chairman, we pay our governors, burdened with labor and legis- 
latures, with cares of state, an average of about $3,000 a year. 
| Applause. } 

Mr, Chairman, I 


want to be just with these unfortunate people. 
The CHAIRM : fea, 


AN. Thetime of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GAINES. I ask unanimous consent that my time may be 
extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 





The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the commit 
tee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GAINES, Now I move to strike out the word ‘‘ five’ and 
insert the word ‘‘ three,” because from the record which I holdin 
my hand I see. that the salary of the governor is $5,000, and the 
salary of the governor of Arizona, $2,600; the salary of the gov- 
ernor of New Mexico, $2,600, and the salary of the governor of 
Oklahoma, $2,600. There is no proof here that the governor has 
asked for $5,000. There is no Territorial legislation on his hands. 
He has nothing to do with making the laws. We make all of 
them for him, 

Here is the old State of Vermont, that great old State, that abso- 
lutely pays her governor only $1,500 a year; and here is another 
| State, Oregon, that only pays her governor $1,500 a year, and here 
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We are paying a man $3,000 and raising the salary to $5,000 with- 
outany necessity on earth, and gentlemen do not say why they so 
recommended. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I will simply say that the 
Senate committee decided to raise this salary of the governor of | 
Alaska to $5,000, and the Committee on Territories and the Com- | 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws of this House acquiesced in | 
the action of the Senate; and for my part, I think it is small 
enough for the services rendered, the dignity of the office, and 
the expenses of the incumbent. There you can not get an ordi- 
nary laboring man to work for much less per year than $5,000. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Will not the appointee be some prominent busi- 
ness man who is a resident of the Territory? 

Mr. WARNER. No, he will not. This act provides that the 
present incumbent shall serve out his term. 

Mr. KING. If the present incumbent were to cease? 

Mr. WARNER, I can not tell. If I were President of the 
United States I would try to select some good friend of mine and | 
send him up there. 

Mr. GAINES. His term expires in 1901. 

Mr. WARNER. Whenever it expires. He is to be paid this 
until that time, and 1 think, Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. KING. Is there anything in this bill which requires a 
carpethagger to be sent there? 

Mr. WARNER. Nothing in the world. It is in the discretion | 
of the President. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You sayif it was left to you tomanage | 
you would send a good friend of yours. Is not that the reason 
why this is raised from the present amount to $5,000, in order that 
you may make a hole in which to put some good Administration | 
peg? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not know. The United States Senate 
put it at $5,000. If it had been left to me, I would have put it at 
five or six thousand dollars, because I should have been of the 
opinion that you can not get a competent man for less money. | 
He stays up in that frozen country the year round and gets only 
$5,000. There is nota man on this floor who would do the same 
thing for the same money. We think it hard to come down here 
for six months in the year, in this magnificent city of Washington, 
for $5,000 a year, with mileage and stationery thrown in; and it 
takes a man of as much ability to manage the affairs of that Terri- 
tory, with its immense mineral resources and rapidly increasing 
population, as it does to discharge the duties of a Congressman. | 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman permit another inquiry? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. What does the present incumbent get? 

Mr. WARNER. Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. KING. Did the President of the United States have any 
difficuity in finding persons who desired to be appointed governor | 
of Alaska? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not know anything about it one way or 
the other. 

Mr. OLMSTED. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will yt 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is it too late to make thé point of order 
against the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee that 
that amendment is out of order, the House having already voted 
$5,000 in the bill? 

Mr. GAINES. That was done with the understanding that I 
should have the right to make this motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to ask if the point of order can now be made, The | 
Chir is of opinion that the point of order can not be made, and 
would not be difmade. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is in doubt. 
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Mr. GAINES, Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were-—ayes ~7, noes 48, 
So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fach clerk shall ccllect all money arising from the foc of his office or on 
any other account authorized by law to be paid to or coilec*ed by him, and 
shall report the same and the disposition thereof m detail, under oath, quar- 
terly, or more frequently if required, to the court, the Attorney-General, 
and the Secretary of the Secon: and all public nywney receivea by him and 
his deputies for fees or on 7 other account shal! be paid out by the clerk 
on the order of the court, duly made and signed by the judge, and any bal- 
ance remaining in his handsafter all payments orders by the court shall 
have been e shall be by him covered into the Tressury of the United 
States at such times and under such rules and reguiatious as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may prescribe. 
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With the following amendment, recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

In line 38, after the word “account,” insert “than for licenses.” 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as 
follows: 


The marshals, judges, clerks of court, and district attorneys shall, in add 
tion to their salaries, be paid their actual traveling and subsistence expens: 
when traveling in the discharge of their official duties. Accounts for suc), 
expenses shall be rendered and paid as are accounts for like expenses i 
other districts. 


With the following amendment, recommended by the com- 


| mittee: 


ip Eas i), before the word “marshals,” insert “governor, surveyor-gen 
eral,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


; ment. 


The Clerk read as follows. 


Insert immediately after the word ‘ accounts,” in line 54, page 14, the words 
“of judges, marshals, clerks, and district attorneys.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, The Attorney-General may. when in his opinion the public in 


| terests require, designate not to exceed ten places in the district where com 
| missioners shall reside, who shall be appointed by the President, by and wit! 


the advice ard consent of the Senate. Commissioners so appointed by th: 
President shall be learned in the law and shall execute such bonds for the 


| faithful performance of their official duties as the Attorney-General may, 


prescribe, and shall have the same powers and perform the same duties a. 
commissioners appointed by the court, and they shall receive in addition t« 
the aforesaid fees a salary of $1,200 per annum, payable to them quarter) 
out of the Treasury, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, in manner 
and form as United States commissioners in the district are now paid. 


The committee amendment recommended striking out the whole 


| proviso. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 12. The clerks of the court shall each, before entering upon the duties 
of his office. execute a bond, with sufficient sureties, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the court or a judge thereof, in the penalty o! 
$20,000, for the faithful performance of his official duties, and file the sam 
with the Attorney-General; and each commissioner shall, before enteriny 
upon the duties of his office, execute a bond, with sufficient sureties, to |. 
approved by the court, or a judge thereof,in the penalty of $1,000, for tho 
faithful performance of his official duties, and file the same with the clerk, 
who shall send a certified copy thereof to the Attorney-General. 

With the following committee amendment: 

2a 3 and 4, page 15, strike out the words “Secretary of the Treasury 
or the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The order establishing a posuntling district shall designate a United States 
commissioner to be ex officio recorder thereof, and shall also designate the 
place where the commissioner shall keep his recording office within the r 
cording district. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 24, page 17, strike out the words “ United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


First. Deeds, grants, transfers, contracts to sell or convey real estate anil 
mortgages of rea] estate, releases of mortgages, powers of attorney to co 
vey real estate, leases which have been acknowledged or proved, mortgages 
upon personal property. 

With the following committee amendment: 

In line 7 strike out the words “to convey real estate.” 

The amendment was agreed io. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sixth. All orders and decrees made by the district court or he comm 
sioners in probate matters affecting real estate which are required to | 
recorded; 

Seventh. Notices and declaration of water rights; 

Eighth. Assignments for the benefit of creditors; 

Ninth. Affidavite of annual work done on mining claims; 

Tenth. Notices of mining location and declaratory statement. 

With the following committee amendments: 

In line 16 strike out ‘‘ decrees” and insert *‘ judgments.” 

In lines 22 and 23 strike out * statement” and insert “statements.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Loup having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, |v 
Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had pass«! 
} naam amendment bill and joint resolution of the following 

1tles: 

H. R. 6876, An act providing for the transfer to Post 39, Grand 
Army of the ublic, at Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now 
in rr of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia; and 

.J. Res. 255, Joint resolution to print the annual reports of tli 
American Historical Association. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit) 
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amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: so a , 

H. R. 10301. An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; and 

H. R. 2537. An act to create the southern division of the south- 
ern district of lowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein. { me 

The message also announced that the Senate had further insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8582) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 380, 1901, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the further conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. CocKRELL as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re presentatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3215) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore. 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 


The committee resumed its session, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Eleventh. Such other writings as are required or permitted by law to be 
recorded, including the liens of mechanics, laborers, and others: Provided, 
Notices of location of mining claims shall be filed for record within ninety 
days from the date of the discovery of the claim described in the notice, and 
all instruments shall be recorded in the recording district in which the prop- 
erty or subject-matter affected by the instrument is situated, and where the 
property or subject-matter is not situated in any established recording dis- 
trict the instrument affecting the same shall be recorded in the office of the 
clerk of the division of the court having supervision over the recording divi 
sion in which such property or subject-matter is situated. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I want to ask the chairman if any investigation was made as to 
ninety days being an adequate time where the discovery is made 
in the winter. I have been told that it was impossible to reach 
the court inside of a considerably longer time than that. 

Mr. KNOX. Wedid ask quite a number of people from Alaska, 
some of them attorneys in active practice, men of experience, and 
they said the ninety = was ample time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. Any clerk or commissioner authorized to record any instrument 
who having collected fees for so doing fails to record such instrument shall 
account to his successor in office, or to such person as the court may direct, 
for all the fees received by him for recording any instrument on file and un 
recorded at the expiration of his official term, or at the time he is required to 
transfer his records to another officer under the direction of the court. And 
any clerk or commissioner who fails, neglects, or refuses to so account for 
fees received and not actually earned by the recording of instrument shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be fined 
not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, and imprisoned for not more than onc 
year, or until the fees received and unearned as aforesaid shall have been 
properly accounted for and paid over by him, as hereinbefore provided. 
And in addition such fees may be recovered from such clerk or commissioner 
or the bondsmen of either, in a civil suit, which shall be brought by the dis- 
trict attorney, in the name of the United States, to recover the same; and 
the amount when recovered shall be by the court transferred to the successor 
in office of such recorder, who shall thereupon proceed to record the unre- 
corded instruments. 


With the following committee amendment: 
In line 18 strike out the word “ suit" and insert ‘‘action.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. ADAMS having taken 
the chai_as Speaker pro tempore, sundry messages, in writing, 
from the President of the United States were communicated to the 


ee EEE 


House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed | 


the House that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

On May 17, 1900: 

H. R. 6749, An act for the relief of Mary A. Swift; and 

H. R, 996. An act providing for free homesteads on the public 
lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and reserving the public 
lands for that purpose. 

On May 18, 1900: 

H. R. 8963. An act to fix the terms of the district and circuit 
— of the western judicial district in the State of Louisiana; 
an¢ 

Hi. R. 10780, Anact to provide for sittings of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Ocala, 
in said district. 

On May 19, 1900: 

H. R, 9496. An act to provide for the disposal of the Fort Bu- 
ford abandoned military reservation, in the States of North Da- 
kota and Montana; 

H. R. 9635. Anact to establish light-house and fog signal in State 
of Washington. 

a 2 21, 1900; 

. . 2465, An ac n isc 3 G Tg 
W.s , t to grant an honorable discharge to George 
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H. R. 2757. An act to authorize the purchase of certain lands in 
the district of Alaska; and 

H, R. 3334. An act toamend section 3005 of the Revised Statut 
of the United States. 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Miners in any organized mining district may make rules and 
regulations governing the recording of notices of location of mining claims 
water rights, flames and ditches, mill sites, and affidavits of labor, not in 
conflict with this act or the general laws of the United States: and nothing 
in this act shall be construed so as to prevent the miners in any regularly 
organized mining district from electing their own mining recorder: Pr: led 
Surther, All records heretofore regularly made by the United States comm 
sioner at Dyea, Skagway, and the recorder at Douglas City, Alaska, not in 
conflict with any records regularly made with the United States commissione: 
at Juneau, Alaska, are hereby legalized. 

With the following committee amendments: 

_ After the word “ district’ insert the following: ‘not within any recording 
district established by the court;” and after the word “recorder” insert the 
words “to act as such until a recorder therefor is appointed by the court. 

In lines 35 and 37 strike out the word “Alaska.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “legalized,” in line 37, page 21, insert: ‘“‘And all re« 4 
heretofore made in any regularly organized mining district are hereby vali 
dated and made public records, and the same shall be delivered to the re 
corder for the recording district including such mining district within six 
months from the passage of this act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The term of office of a notary public is three years from and after the date 
of his commission, but he may be sconer removed by the governor for mis 
conduct in office 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Strike out, in the first line of the paragraph, the words * is 
sert “shall be four.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 18. It is the duty of a notary public 

First. When requested, to demand acceptance and payment of forei 
domestic, and inland bills of exchange, or promissory notes, and protest the 
same for nonacceptance and nonpayment, and to exercise such other pow 
and duties as by the law of nations and according to commercial usages 0) 
by the laws of any other State, government, or country may be performed 
by notaries, and keep a record of such acts. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out “is” and insert “shall be.” 

In line 7, before the word “ State," strike out *‘ other.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second. To take acknowledgment or proof of powers of attorney, mort 
gage deeds, grants, transfers, and other instruments of writing ex ited by 
any person and to give a certificate of such proof or acknowledgment indorsed 
or attached to the instrument 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out before the word “deeds” the word ‘ 
after ‘deeds insert “ mortgages.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fifth. To provide and keep an official seal, upon which must |! 
the name of the district and the words “ Notarial Seal,’ 
the notary and at least the initials of his Christian name 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Strike out ‘**‘ Notarial Seal” and insert *‘ 

Mr. JONES of Washington. For the purpose of enabling me to 
prepare an amendment, I ask unanimous consent that this para- 
graph be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to put a question to 
the chairman of the committee in regard to section 17, which we 
have just passed. I wish to inquire as to the necessity of the pro 
vision which requires that a notary public shall actually remain 
all the time in Alaska. It is customary for most people in Alaska 
to get out of there during the winter. The provision of this sec- 
tion, as I understand, is that the removal of the notary from the 
Territorial district shall vacate the office. 

Mr. WARNER. The provision does not require a notary to 
remain in the district constantly, but only to maintain a residence 
there. There is a difference between residing ina State and stay- 
ing there all the time, The gentleman from Iowa resides in that 
State, but he is in Washington a large part of each year. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 20. It is the duty of every notary public, on his resignation or remov:! 
from office and in case of his death of his legal representative, or at the exp 
ration of his term, to forthwith deposit all the records kept by him in the 
office of the clerk of the division of the district court in which he resides, and 
on failure to do so the person so offending is liable in damages to any person 


injured thereby. 
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The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out ‘‘is” and insert “shall be.” 

After the word “ office,” in line 2, insert “or at the expiration of his term.” 

In line 4 strike out “or at the expiration of his term.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

See. 21. It is the duty of each clerk aforesaid to receive and safely keep all 
records and papers of the notary in each case above named and to give at- 
tested copies of them under his seal, for which he may demand such fees as 
by law may be allowed to the notaries, and such copies shall have the same 
effect as if certified by the notary. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

In the first line strike out ‘‘is’’ and insert “shall be.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 25. The officers properly qualified and actually discharging official 
duties in the district at the time of the approval of this act may continue to 
actin their respective official capacities under existing law until August 1, 
1900, unless their successors shall be duly appointed and qualified under and 
in conformity with the provisions of this act prior to that date. 

Theamendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the section the words “August 1, 1900, unless their 
successors shall be duly appointed and qualified under and in conformity 
with the provisions of this act prior to that date’ and insert **the expiration 
of the terms for which they were respectively appointed.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 26. The laws of the United States relating to mining claims, mineral 
locations, and rights incident thereto are hereby extended to the district of 
Alaska: Provided, That subject only to such general limitations as may be 
necessary to exempt navigation from artificial obstructions all land and shoal 
water below mean high tide on the shores, bays, and inlets of Bering Sea, 
within the jurisdiction of the United States, shall be subject to exploration 
for gold and other precious metals by citizens of the United States, or per- 
sons who have legally declared their intentions to become such, under such 
reasonable rules and regulations as the miners in organized mining districts 
may have heretofore made or may hereafter make goveraies the temporary 
possession thereof for exploration and mining purposes until otherwise pro- 
vided by law: Provided further, That the rules and regulations established by 
the miners shall not be in conflict with the mining laws of the United States; 
and all permits heretofore granted authorizing any person or persons, corpo- 
ration, or company to excavate or mine under any of said waters are hereby 
revoked and declared null and void; and the reservation of a roadway 60 feet 
wide, under the tenth section of the act of May 14, 1898, entitled “An act ex- 
tending the homestead laws and providing for right of way for railroads in the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” shall not apply to mineral lands 
or town sites. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ below mean high*’ and insert “ between 
low;” and after the word “tide” insert “and the tundra.” 

In lines 17 and 18 strike out “all permits heretofore granted” and insert 
“no exclusive permit shall be gran by the Secretary of War.” 

In line 21 strike out ‘are’ and insert ** below mean low tide, and if such 
exclusive permit has been granted it is.” 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question. I see that by section 26 mining rights are restricted to 
citizens of the United States or to pes who have legally de- 
clared their intention to become such. Later on in the section the 
right of the Secretary of War to grant permits is recognized. 
Now, I wish to understand from the chairman whether the Secre- 
tary of War can grant such permits to any other persons than 
citizens of the United States or those who have legally declared 
their intention to become such? 

Mr. DAYTON. Let me answer the gentleman's question. I 
have an amendment that will cover that. 

Mr. WARNER, The general law would prevent that. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I feel that the committee has 
made a mistake in changing the Senate bill in line 6 of section 26. 
As the Senate sent the bill to us it provided— 

That, subject only to such general limitations as may be necessary to 
exempt navigation from artificial obstructions, all land and shoal water be- 
low mean high tide on the shores, bays, and inlets of Bering Sea, within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, shall be subject to exploration for gold and 
other precious metals by citizens of the United States, or persons who have 
legally declared their intentions to e such, under such reasonable 
rules and regulations as the miners in organized mining districts may have 
heretofore made or may hereafter make governing the temporary possession 
soanens for exploration and mining purposes until otherwise provided by 

w. 
Now, the committee in considering this bill made a mistake, as 
I think, in making the provision extend only ‘‘ between low tide 
and the tundra on the shores, bays, etc., of BeringSea.” At Cape 
Nome there is a tundra, or low, marshy, frozen plain, extending 
along the coast about 20 miles. But we are not legislating wholly 
for Cape Nome. There is gold also at Cape Golofnin on the south 
and at Cape Prince of Wales and Cape York, a hundred miles to 
the north. But there is no tundra at either of those places. There- 
fore the provision of this section would be very indefinite. _ 

In the latest authoritative report which we have on the subject, 
which is the preliminary report on the Cape Nome gold region of 
Alaska, published by the Government, on page 25, we read this of 
the Cape York region: 

The region is about 100 miles northwest of Nome and 25 miles from Port 


Clarence, its nearest harbor. 
The mountains of this part of the peninsula are said to be rugged, with 
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sharply cut valleys and gulches. At Cape York they lie close to the sea, and 
here the cliffs rise abruptly from the water, forming a rock-bound and for- 
bidding coast. To the westward the mountains recede, and the crescent- 
shaped area between the two capes is a low, rolling country. Cape Prince of 
Wales is said to be a sands pit jutting out from alow, hilly country. There is 
no coastal plain, such as is found at Nome. 


Now, if we enact legislation for the Territory between low- 
water mark—low tide and the tundra—we make avery indefinite 
and uncertain enactment, because on the greater part of this 
coast there is no tundra, and consequently there would be no 
limit to this provision. Therefore I think that itis better and 
safer to leave the bill as the Senate passed it, so that below high 
tide there is a provision for mining subject to such regulation as 
the miners may make. 

Heretofore the best that could be done, in view of the statute 
passed by Congress in 1899 forbidding excavations in the bottoms 
of navigable waters, was for the Secretary of War to grant per- 
mits, and he has granted permits, but in the judgment of many 
Senators, which, it seems to me, is well founded, without any 
strict authority for it. However, they have been getting along 
peaceably. This bill as enacted by the Senate practically re- 
peals the act of 1899 so far as mining for gold is concerned along 
the beach below high tide. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question in 
this connection. , 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Would not the effect of your suggestion be to 
allow the miners on the shore to control the dredging out at sea, 
and ought not that control be taken away from the shore miners? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think it would have that effect. My 
suggestion simply leaves it as the Senate left it—that is, below 
high tide anybody may mine, subject to such regulations as the 
miners themselves may make. 

Mr. LACEY. But the trouble is that the miners on the shore 
who could not possibly go out there and dredge would make reg- 
ulations by which they would divide up the sea bottom among 
themselves in order to sell it to the dredgers. 

The CHAIKMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. LACEY, Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think it would be open to the objew 
tion that the gentleman suggests. I suppose the mining laws 
would apply from high tide inland, and this provision only from 
high tide outward toward the sea. 

r. WARNER. Mr, Chairman, the object of this amendment 
to this section is to prevent the miners from controlling and con- 
fiscating perhaps the dredging outfits out in the shoal water. As 
the bill came from the Senate it gave these miners out on the beach 
the power to control all the mining below high water or high tide. 
We have compromised that difficulty in this bill by giving the 
miners control of all the shore mining between low tide and the 
tundra. The Secretary of War has control of all the mining be- 
low high tide—that is, out under the water. Then the general 
mining laws of the United States control from the tundra inland. 

Now, the tundra is a well-recognized term up there, and I am 
told, and the committee was informed by gentlemen from Alaska 
who are familiar with the situation and the difficulties up there, 
and the threatened conflicts, that this provision would be entirely 
satisfactory to the miners. If you give the miners control of that 
part of the beach which they can mine with their spades and pans, 
we were told that they would be satisfied, without claiming the 
right to control mining out under the water. And thatis the way 
it is settled. The only question about it is the use of the word 
‘*tundra” instead of ‘‘ high tide.” 

The tundra is a well-defined landmark along Bering Sea, as I 
am informed by men familiar with the country. It is as well de- 
fined as the walls of this Hall. It is where the vegetation next 
to the sea stops, whether on a morass or on the banks or whatnot. 
It is where the salt water ceases to destroy vegetation. There 
can be no question as to where the line of the tundrais. There 
can be a question as to where high tide is. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There are many hundreds of miles of coast 
where there is no tundra at all. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not know anything about that except 
what I have been told by gentlemen from Alaska who appeared 
before our committee, and they said that on Bering Sea there was 
no question about it. If there was any trouble, or if I thought 
any trouble or difficulty liable to arise on account of the wording 
of this committee amendment, we could change it so as to make 
it read between mean low tide and mean high tide. 

Mr. OLMSTED, That would meet my objection. 

Mr. WARNER. But they preferred it another way, with an- 
other amendment, which will come in later, providing that all 
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locations which have been made between high tide and the tundra 
shall be protected and not subject to the action of miners. I 
think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] has an amendment 
of that kind. \ 

Mr. LACEY. I was going to suggest an amendment to meet 
the objection made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WARNER. I am of opinion that the language of this sec- 
tion as amended is absolutely correct and will have the desired 
effect. That isthe intention of the committee. Now, if the Com- 
mittee of the Whole does not approve of the intention of the com- 
mittee, that is all right, but let them understand what the two 
committees intended when they passed this amendment. They 
intended to give the Secretary of War complete control of all min- 
ing under the water below low tide.. It is intended to give the 
miners’ meetings control of all the mining between low tide and 
the tundra, and from the tundra on inland the country is subject 
to the general mining laws of the United States, 

Here the hammer fell. | 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ents. 
whe. LACEY. Imove to amend the first committee amendment 
by inserting after the word “tundra,” as proposed in line 6, the 
following. I will read it for the information of gentlemen. Per- 
haps the chairman may accept it. I propose to add the words: 

Where the line of the tundra is well defined, and where such line is not 
defined, then the line of mean high tide. 

Mr. WARNER. That is satisfactory to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. LACEY. And the chairman of the committee accepts it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ tundra,” in line 6, section 26, insert: 

**Where the line of the tundra is well defined, and where such line is not 
defined, then the line of mean high tide.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. That meets the principal objection that I 
urged, @ut it seems to me that there is still another that ought to 
be covered. We do not inthis bill expressly confer any authority 
upon the Secretary of War to grant permits to anybody, and that 
leaves the territory from low tide out to sea perfectly ‘‘ at sea.” 

Mr. WARNER. I will state to the gentleman that the Secre- 
tary of War expressly has that authority by the act of March 3, 
1899, which is as follows: 

It shall not be lawful to excavate or fill, or in any manner to alter or modify, 
the course, location, or condition or capacity of any port, roadstead, haven, 
harbor, canal, harbor of refuge, or inclosure within the limits of any break- 
water, or the channel of any navigable water of the United States, unless 
the work has been recommended by the Chief of Engineers and authorized 
by the Secretary of War prior to the beginning of the same. 

Mr. OLMSTED, That says itshall not be lawful for the Secre- 
tary of War to grant any permits unless authorized by the Chief of 
Engineers. Now, it is not pretended that the Chief of Engineers 
recommends these mining excavations, or has anything to do with 
them. They are not excavations for any purpose named or contem- 
plated in the act of 1899. They are not intended as alterations or 
modifications of any haven, harbor, or refuge. What the miner 
does is simply to mine or dredge for gold. He does not perform 
or intend any such ‘‘ work” as requires the recommendation of 
the Chief of Engineers. 

It was certainly doubted by very able Senators that the Secre- 
tary of War had any jurisdiction to grant mining permits. To 
carry out the purposes of the committee in this regard, he should 
be given some express authority, otherwise he has but a strained 
and doubtful authority under the act of 1899. The purpose here 
intended was manifestly not contemplated by that act. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest to my friend that I have prepared an 
amendment covering that question, authorizing dredging, that I 
would like to offer after the committee amendments have been dis- 
posed of. I thnk we can agree on some form. I understand the 
gentleman from West Virginia has something on the same subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON, Mr. Chairman, I want to offer the following 
amendment, to follow after the last word of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman withhold that until the 
other committee amendments are agreed to? 

The question was taken; and the other committee amendments 
to section 26 were gpreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from West Virginia, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the " " : 25 ¢ 

* Provided, soe Rag: Ne a this'ac eee 1 be construed 
asc the existing mining laws of the United States, but in any suit, 
action, or proceeding hereafter commenced, involving the validity of an un- 
yasemted mining location in the distriet of Alaska, any ey alleging an in- 
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rest in the subject-matter may put the competency of the locator in issue, 
and the court shall determine whether the locator was a citizen or had de- 
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clared his intention to become a citizen of the United States at the time the 
location was made.”’ 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from lowa will state hig 
point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I understood I had the floor. 

Mr. KNOX. I will simply suggest to the gentleman from West 
Virginia, inasmuch as this amendment is offered on a question 
that was very broadly discussed in the Senate, and it virtually 
changes the administration of the present mining laws, whether 
we can not agree upon some time for the discussion of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly I think so. For my part I do not 
desire to take but little time. I want to say I regret the duty has 
fallen upon me to introduce this amendment, but I could not very 
well let it pass under the condition of circumstances that exist in 
the Committee on the Revision of Laws. I believe that committee 
favors this amendment. 

Mr. KNOX. Would twenty minutes do? 

Mr. DAYTON. I donot think we ought to take more than that 
unless the gentleman from Iowa wants some time. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to be heard upon this. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Iowa st 
point of order? 

Mr. LACEY. My point of order is that it is not germane to 
the section. It is perfectly evident that this isentirely a separate 
proposition, having no bearing whatever upon the question in 
volved in section 26 as it now stands, It is not proper, because 
this committee has no jurisdiction to attempt to change the laws 
while merely revising them. The mineral laws of the United 
States have been settled for forty years, and for forty years the 
very proposition that the gentleman now contends for has not 
been the law. But, on the contrary, no one could raise the ques- 
tion of alienship or incompetency except the Government of the 
United States. 

The proposition is now to change this law, a law which has 
stood without objection for forty years in every mining State of 
the United States, and to make the change only applicable to the 
people of Alaska, Why this particular district should be singled 
out and achange made in so important a feature of the law does 
not appear. The Committee on the Revision of the Laws have tho 
right to revise the laws; they have the right to bring in a bill 
substantially passing the laws as they are. 

It is not within the jurisdiction of the committee nor in tho 
scope of the bill to change.laws and make radical and sweeping 
amendments to the laws of the land as they exist or to change the 
laws while merely codifying them. Therefore there is no juris- 
diction upon the part of the committee to report this amendment. 
It is not germane to the bill itself, nor to the section to which it 
is attached, because that section does not provide for procedure 
in regard to litigation in mining claims wherea question of alien- 
age arises. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say—— 

Mr. DAYTON, If the Chair is in any doubt upon the ques- 
tion—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to dispose of the point 
of order; but if the gentleman desires to be heard, the Chair will 
hear him. 

Mr. DAYTON. I simply want to say that the gentleman is in 
error in saying that this is a revision of the laws. He must un- 
derstand that this first chapter is distinctly and entirely for a 
Territorial government for this district of Alaska. Therefore it 
is properly new legislation, not revision. His second proposition 
will not hold, because this amendment distinctly provides that 
the mining laws of the United States shall not be repealed; but it 
is provided further that the court in Alaska shall have authority, 
upon complaint of those possessed of mining locations, to contest 
their rights in the local court. 

Now, I simply want to say, Mr. Chairman and members of tlie 
committee, that this proposition comes squarely based upon this 
fact. Certain men went into the district of Alaska and attempted 
to form a trust or combination that should take into its claws 
almost the whole of this Cape Nome territory, or a large part of 
this gold-mining territory. And these claims were largely located 
by aliens, notwithstanding the law of the United States expressly 
provided that no one could locate a mining claim who was not 6 
resident of the United States, or who had not declared his intention 
to become such a resident. 

Notwithstanding that, certain parties, two men of very large 
wealth living in San Francisco, have purchased a large number 
of these claims that have been located by nonresidents. Jn fact, 
they were located by Laplanders, who were brought down for the 
purpose of locating these claims for the benefit of these outside 
parties who had the money to pay them for the expenses they had 
been toinlocating. Others were located under powers of attorney, 
in pencil, by relatives of some of the parties in Europe, who never 
have seen the mining region; people who never carried a pick or 
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a shovel, who never contemplated for one moment carrying on 
actual mining operations, but simply were employed to make 
these locations for the sole purpose of letting one or two men of 
large means control this whole valuable territory against the 
actual miner. 

Further, these claims were laid out into 20-acre lots, so as to 
cover as far as possible the whole territory. The object and pur- 
pose of the amendment is simply this: It is insisted that these 

ople who have located claims in this region, not residents of the 

Jnited States, did so illegally, and not having made a legal loca- 
tion, anyone has a right to lay another location on this territory, 
which was never in fact properly and legally taken up, and if 
there should be any litigation about it they shall have the right 
in their local courts there to litigate it. 

We have established three courts there, at the instance, partially, 
of the gentleman from lowa. We have located three courts there 
for the purpose of testing this mining litigation, and they ought 
to have the right to contest their right to that valuable territory. 

As they construe the law now, it can only be done by the United 
States. I insist that this whole chapter is providing a district gov- 
ernment for Alaska, and this amendment is perfectly germane. 
It was so considered in the Senate; in fact, it isa part of the amend- 
ment offered in the Senate, but simply withdrawn because under 
the rules there it was said that the bill should not go through un- 
less the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's statement makes 
it perfectly clear that in the presence of a bare quorum of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, he proposes to try a lawsuit between the as- 
signees of locators, whom he calls Laplanders, in the Cape Nome 
country and other persons who have jumped or are trying to jump 
the claims. He proposes that Congress shall dea! with the trial of 
certain lawsuits, and shall, without changing the laws of Montana, 
Colorado, or California, provide a rule of law as to particular liti- 
gation in Alaska; and he says that the question was raised in the 
Senate, and that parties there insisted on having it go out, or 
threatened to hold up the bill. 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman does not want to misrepresent 
me, I am sure. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAYTON. My statement was distinctly to the contrary. 
I do believe that the American miner who goes there with a pick 
and shovel shall have the right to locate on that mining territory 
and contest with Mr. Lane, who has had Laplanders and others 
come down and take up the territory, men who had no authority 
to take it up; that the American minershall have the right to con- 
test that location on the ground of citizenship in the local courts, 
and not wait for the courts of the United States to do it. 

Mr. LACEY. That settles the question, Mr. Chairman. One 
man has more money than the other, and my friend from West 
Virginia (not a member of the Populist party either) insists that 
this House shall determine which is the richest, and decide the 
case in favor of the man who has the least against the man who 
has the most, notwithstanding the man who has more bought the 

roperty from another man who has still less. But if we should 
oeuiehe the present holders of the claims out of their property, 
then we should create another lot of rich men, equally objection- 
able. I think we should keep our hands off of this controversy 
and let the law take its course. 

What are the facts? Norwegians and Laplanders went in and 
made discoveries. They ap before the Umited States com- 
missioner at St. Michael and took the oath supposed to be suffi- 
cient to qualify themselvesas locators. Thenearest United States 
court was at Sitka, 2,200 miles away. They went before the 
commissiener at St. Michael and took the oath of allegiance and 
declared their intentions to become citizens of the United States. 
That was the best they could do. They took the advice of Mr. 
Sheldon Jackson, who was with them. They also took the advice 
of other officials who told them that the commissioners in the 
District of Alaska had the same powers that the clerks of courts 
have in their districts in the States in relation to such naturaliza- 
tion papers. 

They in good faith took the oath. They then went and located 
their claims. They sold their claims to other persons, American 
citizens. Now, my friend says there is somebody poorer than 
the men that bought the claims that ought to have them; and 
he proposes totry that lawsuit now in the House of Representa- 
tives. He tells you that the question came up in the Senate, and 
notice was given there that the bill would not go through that 
body (which it could not do under the rules) unless that provision 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman from Iowa, who wants to 
be fair-—— 

Mr. LACEY. Iam going to be fair. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, upon what do you base yourcharge that 
I want to try a lawsuit here in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. LACEY. Upon your own statement. 

Mr. DAYTON. isimply want to give those people who have 
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gone on and located these claims, which were not properly located 
a the right to try their case in the district of Alaska—not 


re. 

Mr. LACEY. The law fixes their rights now. If one of these 
eset had located a claim in Montana, if this controversy 
had arisen in Montana, my friend would not insist upon his prop- 
osition. But he proposes now to make a different rule of law as to 
Alaska. 

It is not a controversy between a Laplander and a citizen of 
the United States. It is a controversy between one citizen of the 
United States and another citizen. One of these citizens of th: 
United States the gentleman proposes to legislate out, because he 
bought, as the gentleman says, from somebody who had not for- 
mally or properly taken out his papers of naturalization, or the 
preliminary declaration to become a citizen of the United States. 

I am amazed that my friend should inject this sort of a propo- 
sition into a bill for the revision of the laws after it has been re- 
jected in the Senate—abandoned there after weeks of debate- 
that he should now bring it up in the closing hours of this session 
upon a bill of 600 pages and seek to make a rule of law for Alaska 
that has never been proposed in any other State or Territory o/ 
the Union; and to make this rule of law, as he tells us, apply to 
six claims of six individuals. He says there are controversies be- 
tween six men on one side and six men on the other. The mere 
statement of the proposition ought to be enough to cause this 
House to vote it down. 

Mr. DAYTON. I did not makethatstatement, I said that six 
men went there originaliy and brought in these Laplanders to 
locate these claims, contrary to the mining laws of the United 
States, and then, knowing absolutely that those claims had been 
illegally located, men of means went to work and bought them up. 
That is what I stated. 

Mr. LACEY. It is’a question between the locater and the 
jumper. 

sree the hammer fell. } 

= CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the,point of 
order. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to diseuss at a proper time the merits of 
this proposition. I would not have touched upon it now if the 
gentleman from West Virginia had not done so. 

Mr. WARNER. Ido not understand that this amendment is 
introduced for the purpose of affecting, influencing, or disposing 
of ~~ private claims now pending anywhere. It is designed to 
introduce a new principle, a general principle or rule. I think: it 
is a good amendment and in my judgment should be adopted. 
There was a large majority in favor of it in the Senate; but onc 
or two gentlemen over there, as I am told, served notice that they 
would talk the bill to death unless the proposition was withdrawn, 
It was known over there as “‘ the Carter amendment.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the point of 
order of the gentleman from Iowa—not on the adoption of the 
amendment, 

3 WARNER. Upon the point of order I will say just one 
word. 

This provision appears in the civil government part of this bill. 
It is not arevision of any law. It does not pretend to be the codi- 
fication of any law. It provides a new civil government for the 
district of Alaska, and any amendment that is germane to that 
subject, that can be made applicable to that district, is in order. 
Therefore I suggest that the point of order is not well taken. If 
this were a revision or codification, the case would be different: 
but itis a new organic law for that district. 

The CHAIRMAN. The object of section 26 is to extend the 
laws of the United States relating to mining claims, etc., over 
Alaska, with certain limitations expressed in several provisos. 

Mr. LACEY. They are already extended by another law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is passing on what is involved in 
the question before the committee. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from West Virgini 
is in the nature of a proviso more clearly expressing the extent of 
the balance of the section, and placing a further limitation on the 
general provision. 

It therefore appears to the Chair that it is germane and that tho 
point of order is not well taken. Itis not at all in conflict with 
any one of the committee amendments which have been adopted. 
The point of order is overruled. The question now is upon agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr.LLOYD. I think the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] is averyproper one, As | un- 
derstand it, it is not offered for the yeoeee of settling a private 
difficulty, but for the purpose of establishing a principle. As | 
understand the matter now, in mining disputes there may be » 
controversy between the locator and the United States Govern- 
ment where the rights of parties only are concerned. If this 
amendment is adopted, as I understand it, then the parties may 
litigate the matter as between themselves in the courts. As it is 
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now, the United States must be made a party in matters of dis- | Mr. LACEY. Located them under the general mineral-land 

ute of this character, but if this becomes a law then it will not | laws, which have by act of Congress been extended to Alaska. 
necessary to make the United States a party, but the disputants | Mr. CANNON, Under the general mineral-land laws, Now, 

themselves may settle the matter. ; _ | I gather from the gentleman's statement that this is a proposition 
Mr. DAYTON. Under the construction that they are making | to make some other condition than what the general mineral-land 

of the law now, the United States alone can test the question as to | laws make. 

these bogus claims; and before the United States cantakethatac-| Mr. LACEY. Yes, 

tion they can bring the machinery that they have bought and| Mr. CANNON, That may affect the right of parties who have 

gent over there, because they have millions backing them and have | heretofore located claims. 

this whole territory mined out. , Mr. LACEY. That they think will have that effect, or else it 
Mr. LLOYD. 1 was expressing about that idea. I am very | would not be applied for. 

anxious that this amendment should be properly considered, and Mr. DAYTON, May I say a word right there? 





I believe if it is the House will adopt it. | TheCHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. COWHERD. Let tho amendment be reported again. Mr, CANNON. IfI may have five minutes, I will yield to the 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- gentleman from Iowa. 

port the amendment. Mr. LACEY. Ishould like five minutes more. 

Tie amendment was again read. The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the timo 


Mr. LACEY. I want to address the committee in opposition to | of the gentleman from Iowa be extended for five minutes. Is there 
the amendment. I have partly done so in discussing the point of | objection? 
order. There was no objection. 

The courts of the United States, including the Supreme Court | Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman is correct in that state- 
of the United States, have held that in controversies of this kind, | ment, so far as I am concerned, if I can find out that the proposed 
where a claim has passed into the hands of a citizen of the United | legislation accomplishes, or attempts to accomplish, what he 
States, the fact that it was originally located by an alien will not | thinks it does, I will not vote forit. But I want to know about it. 
defeat his title. They have also held, time and again, that there | In other words, if a man has located aclaim under the law, he 
is only one power that can raise the question of alienship at all, | had better be left under the law as it existed at the time he located 





and that is the Government itself. it, it seems to me. 
This proposition is to clothe these litigants in the Cape Nome re-| Mr. LACEY. That is what I think. 
gion with the power to use the name of the United States to at-| Mr. DAYTON. Now, under this amendment—— 


tack certain claims. If we were intending to legislateat allupon| Mr. LACEY. Under the lawas it then was nobody could ques 
this question, if we were going outside to legislate as to the rights | tion the right of the Laplander to his claim, excepting the Gov 
of these individuals, we ought, on the contrary, to pass a law that | ernment of the United States. He sold his claim to a bona fide 
these men who located claims in good faith, believing themselves | purchaser, who paid him a valuable consideration for it—paid him, 
to have taken the necessary steps toward naturalization, should | it is said, considerable money. Now, it is proposed that the law 
have valid claims and that their assignees should be protected. | shall be changed so that the jumper or contestant of this claim 
Their evidence has been filed in the proceedings in the Senate com- | may do that which the United States alone could heretofore do in 
mittee, in which they show that they, in absolute good faith, be- | the courts—come into court and raise the question of citizenship 
lieved that they had taken the first proper step toward naturali- | of the man who made the discovery. There is no pretense but 
zation; that they did it before a United States commissioner, and, | what the Laplanders found the gold and located the claims. There 
having afterwards taken the claims, they had a right to sell them. | is no pretense but that they sold the claims to American citizens. 
Other parties bought their claims. Afterwards other men come Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania rose. 
in now and attempt to jump those claims and take them away. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
The proposition to strengthen the position of the contestants by | gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
legislation ought not to be tolerated by the sense of justice of a Mr. LACEY. Ido. 
lawmaking body, anywhere, for a moment. It is a high-handed Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Were not all these claims lo- 
attempt to decide or influence the decision of legal controversies | cated in absolute violation of the United States law? 
between individuals 5,000 miles away, without evidence, on a| Mr. LACEY. Not at all; they were located or attempted to bo 
mere ex parte statement, changing the law to adapt itself to the | located in accordance with the United States law. Butthe only 
situation of one particular set of litigants as against the other. | question was as to whether the men who made the location had 
Mr. KING. hy would it not bea good idea to let the present | taken the preliminary oath of citizenship before the proper ofticer— 
mineral laws apply, and if improper persons have located, rele- | whether it should not have been before the clerk of the court in- 
gate them to the courts? stead of the commissioner. They had taken the proper oath. 
Mr. LACEY. That is exactly what should be done and what |! They had sworn in good faith that they intended to become citi- 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. DayTon] is not willing | zens. They had gone to the only Federal officer within 2,200 
to do. miles to take the oath, and then they went out and dug into the 
He desires now not to allow these men to fight their cases out | groundand discovered the gold, located their claims, and sold them 
under the statutes as they exist, but todo it under the laws as | to citizens of the United States, 
they will be after we have practically by statute decided theques-| Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has not an- 
tions as between these parties. swered my question, Whether the Laplanders, in locatinz, their 
Mr. SULZER. Does not the amendment offered by the gentle- | claims, took them in violation of United States law? 
man from West Virginia change the law? Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 
Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly, it is an entire change in the law, Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, Thatis the milk inthe cocoanut. 
and it not only changes the law, but changes it as applicable to a Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Was there any fraud in this? 
part only of the United States. It does not attempt to givethe| Mr. LACEY. None at all. The evidence shows that the Lap- 
same rights to lit'gants elsewhere, but is limited to this particular | landers were told by Mr. Jackson and other Government officials 
locality and as to these particular controversies growing out of | that it was perfectly proper for them to go before the commis- 


the locations made by a few Laplanders and Norwezians. | sioner. They were sent a great many miles to go before a com- 
Mr. CANNON. May I ask the gentleman a question? missioner to take the oath before making the location, This is not 


Mr. LACEY. Certainly. denied. 
Mr. CANNON. | Is it in the power of Congress so tochangethe| Mr. DAYTON, Isit not true that the Laplanders were abso- 
law as to affect a vested right? lutely brought ‘in by force and police intervention, on the ground 
Mr. LACEY. Possibly it may bein somecases, especially where | that they must comply with their contract and go forward and 
the so-called “‘ vested right” is in the formof aneasement, license, | locate these claims. 
or privilege before patent. You can perhaps legislate a man out Mr. LACEY. That is in the gentleman's imagination. 
of a mining claim or impair his rights at any time before patent. Mr. DAYTON. That is the charge that is made. 
It is & question as to when actual vested rights arise. Therefore Mr. LACEY. A great many allegations are made about this 
the importance of this proposition becomes evident as between | matter. The gentleman from Illinois {Mr. CANNON] is primarily 
these prospective litigants. The contestants seek to take a change | responsible for this trouble by introducing a bill sending these 
of venue from the courts at Cape Nome to the Committee on the | Laplanders there with reindeer. | Laughter. | 





Revision of the Laws. Mr. BAILEY of Texas. They went there with the reindeer. 
Mr. DAYTON, Will my friend allow me to ask him a question Mr. LACEY. They went in with the reindeer, and after they 

right there? had taken in the reindeer they concluded to remain in the United 
Mr. LACEY. Yes. States, and they are there yet. 


Mr. CANNON. I want to ask my question right on that point, Mr. BAILEY of Texas. They actually went there in the serv- 
use I want to know about it. It is urged that certain parties | ice of the United States. 

have located claims at Cape Nome; and if they have located them, Mr. LACEY. When they originally came there they came in 

they have located them under some usage of law. charge of the reindeer. That is true also as to other men who 
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went there for other purposes. Some men went there in the Army 
and resigned their commissions and went out and took up claims. 
These men went there to take care of the reindeer, and they had 
just as much right, whenever they declared their intention to be- 
come citizens, as anybody else. 

They were not taken there in violation of any law, but were 
taken there in accordance with law. They went there and they 
aided in rescuing, or at least some of their friends did, the whalers 
upon the North Sea, and they have pointed out a new method of 
living in Alaska which bids fair to change the entire condition of 
that Territory. A dog has to carry the amount of fish or meat 
that he is to feed on, while the reindeer can eat the moss that grows 
on the rocks and on the hillside; and the reindeer is the coming 
method of transportation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

ir. BAILEY of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GAINES. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Iowa be extended five minutes, Is there 
objection? ia? ter a pe The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The question that I want to arrive at 
_ Does not this amendment assume to determine the rights to this 

ocation? 

Mr. LACEY. No; it assumes to allow the contestants for this 
particular location to do that which they can not by any other 
statute. It is toenable them to call in the aid of the United States 
of America, and on their authority to declare that these men were 
aliens, and therefore ineligible to make a location. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Asa matter of fact, if these men had 
no right to locate as they did, and under the circumstances, and 
these people contest, they can bring them into court as defendants 
and plaintiffs and have the matter adjudicated, can they not, as 
the matter now stands? 

Mr. LACEY. No; I think not. That is what this amendment 
isfor. At present they can not do it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Why not? 

Mr. LACEY. Because the rule of law as laid down by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States and various Federal courts is 
that when a question of alienage arises that can not be presented 
unless it is on an application for a patent, or unless the Govern- 
ment, the nation, which is the only one that can complain, raises 
the question of citizenship on a contest. 

The Government shows no disposition to make any exception. 
But these parties go out here where they find certain men have 
located claims which are esteemed valuable, and attempt to take 
them away on the ground of irregularity in the declaration of 
citizenship. But under the law they can not assert this claim. 
Only the Government can do so, and in the controversy between 
the claimants it is indifferent and will not interfere. Therefore 
they appealed to the Senate, and when the Senate turned them 
down they appealed to the House of Representatives; and now we 
have this amendment presented by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, authorizing the contestants of these claims to take the 
place of the United States and plead alienage. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Iowa that if this were a contest that Americans raised against 
the locators or of American citizens between themselves, I would 
be inclined to allow them to do it; but, as I understand, the 
American who now holds them has bought their right. 

Mr.LACEY. Thatiscorrect, withoneexception. Itisclaimed 
that themen who bought the rights of the locators have moremoney 
than the men who are contesting these rights. In other words, 
the contestants need the claims worse than the men who bought 
out the original locators. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. That is not material. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] talks 
as a lawyer would a his client, as though he were 
interested in the claims up in Alaska, and taking one side on ac- 
count of his interest in it. 1 know he has no such interest, and I 
look upon it as a question of policy. It isnot how it would affect 
any two men quarreling over a claim in Alaska, but what is the 
proper rule to adopt, what law should we enact? We ail know 
the laws of the United States absolutely prohibit an alien or a 
person who has not filed his declaration of citizenship locating a 
mining claim in the United States. 

Notwithstanding that, they can come over here and take the 
choicest locations they can find and hold them inst our native 
citizens until the United States puts them off. It will take three 

years to get a case down here before the Secretary of the Interior, 
om it decided by him, and have the aliens ejected, and by that 
time they have exhausted the placer claims and the decision mat- 
ters nothing to them. This law provides simply for a different 
procedure, That in a case where the legality of the location of a 
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claim is questioned by another locator the question may be 
— brought before a local Alaska court and judicially set- 
tied and the party legally entitled to the property put in posses- 
sion of it before it is exhausted and made worthless. 

If this amendment is adopted, our mineral lands and placer 
claims will be saved to the citizens of the United States. If it is 
not, foreign jumpers can come in and take the claims and hold 
them and exhaust them before they can be ejected by a proceed- 
ing before the Secretary of the Interior at Washington. I am in 
favor of this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from IIli- 
nois allow me a question? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man this question: If this is passed as you have it, will you have 
any different state of law in Alaska from what you have fcr other 
mining sections of the United States? 

Mr. WARNER. Under this law you will have a different state 
of procedure. This simply governs the procedure, Under the 
law as it now stands you must get the United States to move in 
the matter, and the parties must come down to the Secretary of 
the Interior. We do not change the law as to the legality of the 
claim. We only change the procedure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But an American citizen in 
Alaska could do something in the way of ousting an alien from a 
mining claim which he could not do in Colorado. 

Mr. WARNER. That is true; but that is no reason why he 
— not do it. The lawshould be extended allover the United 

ates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, then, why noé make it 
a general law? 

Mr. WARNER. You can not doit in a bill establishing a civil 
government for Alaska. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I thoroughly agree that the American 
citizen ought to have the right to contest even the question of 
alienage, because the right to locate depends upon that; but the 
difficulty in my mind is this: Here is an American citizen who, 
acting upon the law as established by the Supreme Court, has 
purchased in accordance with that law. 

Now, you propose to go behind the purchase and establish a 
new and different rule of law than that which has heretofore pre- 
vailed. That seems to me to be the injustice. If it was a crimi- 
nal proceeding, it would be unconstitutional, being ex post facto. 
ee re that prohibition does not apply. but it is none the less 
unjust. 

Mr. WARNER. Iam not appearing for any claimant in this 
case—— 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I have suggested nothing of that kind. 

Mr. WARNER. I know you have not. Further, the rule of 
caveat emptor applies, and the purchaser can get no better title 
than the man from whom he purchased. There is something 
mixed up there as to personal rights. The man who purchased 
gets no better title and has no better standing anywhere than the 
man from whom he purchased under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Letus see as we go along, and see if we 
can agree. Has that always been true? It seems to methe court 
has said that you can not call into question the alienage, and 
therefore as between the man who located it and anybody else the 
question was adjudicated. 

Mr. WARNER. There is where the gentleman from Texas is 
mistaken. The court has only said that no party other than the 
United States could bring it into question. In this case it allows 
the citizen to bring it in question. The United States authorities 
or the Attorney-General can not divest the citizen of the United 
States of his rights if this law is passed. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If you want to pursue the law as here- 
tofore existing, you do not need this amendment. The very pres- 
entation of the amendment is an admission—indeed, an asser- 
tion—that you do want to change existing law. 

Mr. WARNER. Most certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I understood the gentleman to say, in 
response to the gentleman from Mississippi, that if this amend- 
ment should be er a different rule of law would prevail in 
Alaska from that which prevails in Colorado or elsewhere. 

Mr. WARNER. Not at all; nota different rule of law, but a 
different rule of procedure. The law would be just the same; 
this is a ze different way of getting at it. 

. Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Is not a rule of procedure a rule of 
aw? 

Mr. WARNER. Not technically, A rule of law determines a 
man’s rights. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, if I understand correctly the 
statement of this case made by the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, it presents about this condition of affairs: It is charged 
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that the American citizen who bought these claims from aliens 
procured the aliens to make a large number of entries which they 
knew they had no right tomake. If that be true, it presents a 
case of fraud. Now, under the law as it stands, although that 
American citizen may have procured the act to be done by men 
who he knew had no right to do it, yet he can secure the benefit 
of that proceeding unless we pass this amendment. 

Mr. DAYTON. That is exactly it. And allow me to suggest 
that under the rule of law the assignor can obtain no better stand- 
ing by reason of his citizenship than the other man has. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, if we do not do something in this matter, 
the man who fraudulently | gece this act to be done can, un- 
der the present, law say ‘*‘I am an American citizen; I bought 
from an alien, and nobody but the United States can challenge 
my title.” In other words, we allow him to take the benefit of 
his own wrong and his own fraud. 

Now, as to the suggestion tha, we ought to make this provision 
apply to Colorado, Montana, and everywhere else. It is perfectly 
patent that all we can do in an Alaska bill is to provide for Alaska 
conditions, and they are exceptional. That country is very re- 
mote from here, and while we are on the Alaska bill let us meet 
this case, if it is anything like what the gentleman from West 
Virginia says it is; if it is not, then the courts can so determine, 

We are not trying the case here, but we ought to afford some 
convenient method of procedure by which American citizens can 
vindicate their rights against illegal alien entries and against 
those who have fraudulently procured such entries to be made. 
If, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacy] claims, the law as it 
now stands validates the title of an American citizen who bona 
fide buys the claim entered by an alien, such purchaser will not 
be hurt by this amendment, if I correctly caught its reading. 
The court will be left to pass upon that question. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, it seems to 
me, is for the purpose of encouraging litigation and claim jump- 
ing. By it the mineral laws of the United States, now applicable 
to all portions of the United States, are changed with reference to 
Alaska, and Alaska alone. There is no demand, and there never 
has been any demand anywhere within the United States, for such 
a change in the law or the procedure as this amendment contem- 
plates, nor is it necessary there should be any such change unless 
we wish to divest men of their acquired rights, unless we wish to 
encourage claim jumping, unless we wish to encourage litigation. 

It is not strictly true that the Government alone can raise the 
question of citizenship. Wherever two parties have a valid claim 
to a tract of land under the mining laws, and either of the parties 
applies for a patent, the question of citizenship can be raised 
either in Alaska or anywhere else where the mining laws of the 
United States are in force. It seems that there were a few per- 
sons, relative to whose citizenship there is some question, who 
located claims in Alaska, and it seems that some of those claims 
are valuable. 

Now,.it is proposed to institute a new procedure under the min- 
ing laws there, and, in advance of the settlement of other questions 
which may arise in regard to a mining claim, to permit the local 
courts to pass upon the question of citizenship, and that ques- 
tion alone, and to eliminate from such proceedings there insti- 
tuted all questions as to vested rights—all questions as to rights 
of parties who may be claiming under the original locators. We 
of the Rocky Mountain States—at least Ican speak for my own 
State, a mineral State—do not wish any such amendment to the 
mineral laws of the United States to apply in our States, and in 
my opinion what is not good law in one part of the country in 
this regard is not good law in another. 

It has never been demanded by miners in our region, and it is 
not demanded, in my opinion, by any bona fide locator anywhere 
in the United States—Alaska or anywhere else. 1t is an amend- 
ment intended simply to give would-be claim jumpers an oppor- 
tunity to litigate certain claims located in Alaska by raising the 
question of citizenship relative to claims already located ina man- 
ner not allowed elsewhere. In due course of time, when applica- 
tion ~ made for patent, this question can and no doubt will be 
raised, 

But if, as regards any one of the claims located in Alaska, a citi- 
zen of the United States has a valid claim to any of the land 
which it is said has been located by aliens, that will give him 
the right to apply for a patent, and upon that application for a 
patent the question of citizenship can raised and decided. It 
seems to me that it is unwise to provide a rule of law regarding 
Alaska which the people who for many years have operated 
under the mining-land laws in other portions of the United States 
have not found necessary or desirable. 

Mr. GAINES. You disagree with the gentleman from Iowa on 
the law, He says the law is one*way and you say it is another. 

Mr. KING. As I understand the amendment which has been 
offered by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] it is 
at variance with the present mineral-land laws of the United 
States. Those laws have been operative for a great many years, 
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Mr. DAYTON, It does not differ with the laws, but with tho 
method of procedure. 

Mr. KING. Well, I do not differentiate, as does my friend and 
as does the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNON], who recently 
addressed the committee, between the procedure and the law itself, 

The people of the West are familiar with the present mineral- 
land laws. They have been in operation for a great many years and 
have — satisfactory to those who are familiar with them and 
have been subject to their operation. The titles to many valuable 
mining properties were deraigned from persons who went upon 
the public domain and located claims, who, perhaps, at the time 
were not citizens of the United States. 

In many instances thelocators of mining claims, through some 
technicality or informality, were not held to be citizens of the 
United States, but they located in good faith, they conveyed 
their title to other persons, who expended large sums of money 
in the development of the mining claims and in building up min- 
ing districts. 

The principal thing in which the people of the United States 
are interested is the development of the mining resources of the 
country. It is not so important who digs the hole in the ground 
and who extracts the mineral. The desire should be to so legis- 
late as to offer no unnecessary restrictions in the opening up of 
the mineral deposits of our country and the development of our 
great mineral resources. 

We desire the goldand silver, which nature has given us insuch 
rich abundance, taken from the earth and used for the enrichment 
of all. Itis not so material who takes it from the ground. Our 
present system is liberal. It was the result of the sagacity and 
wisdom of Americans who planted our flag in the mountain fast- 
nesses, and out of their head common sense evolved a system which 
has been crowned with beneficent results. It would be unwise 
now to inaugurate a system at variance with that which prevails. 
This amendment proposes that a man who as an alien has located 
a claim in Alaska, shall be governed by a different rule of law 
from that which is applied to aliens who may have located in 
Utah or California or Nevada; that the man who has deraigned 
title from an alien who located in Alaska shall have a different 
rule of law applied to his ownership and to the determination of 
his title than that which governs the individual who succeeded 
to the title of an alien, acquired from the Government, who lo- 
cated in California or Utah or Nevada or some other State or Ter- 
ritory. 

Though there has been litigation growing out of the location of 
lands by alleged aliens, I want to say that the present law has been 
entirely satisfactory to mining communities and those who have 
invested extensively in mining properties in the Western States 
and Territories, 

My friend says that the doctrine of caveat emptor applies to 
these locations in Alaska. Well, grant that it does. The pur- 
chaser of a mining claim, located perhaps by an alien, knows that 
in the past, under the decisions of our State and Federal courts, 
he acquired a good title, and that if he surveyed the Jand, per- 
formed $500 worth of work on the claim, applied to the Land 
Office for a patent, and fully complied with all the rules and 
regulations of the district and the laws of the State or Territory 
and the United States, he would not be met at the threshold 
by some man who could defeat his purpose to obtain title by say- 
ing, ‘*‘ You have succeeded to the title of an alien and therefore 
you can not procure title.” This proposed amendment makes a 
distinction between the man who succeeds to the title of an alien 
in Alaska and one who succeeds to the title of an alien in Utah or 
California or some other State. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman pardon me right there? 

Mr. KING. With pleasure. 

Mr. DAYTON, Thecourts and the Department have held that 
a citizen who takes as the assignor of an alien can obtain no bet- 
ter right than the original locator. 

Mr. LACEY. They have held the other way, 

Mr. DAYTON. They have held exactly that. 

Mr. KING. The courts have held that no one but the Govern 
ment can complain, when there has been a proper location and 
the transferee of the locator, after all rules, regulations, ete., 
have been complied with, applies for patent, because the original 
locator may have been an alien. In other words, if A, an alien, 
locates on mineral lands, develops the claim, and, by proper con- 
veyance, transfers the property which he has located to a citizen 
of the United States, and the latter complies with all laws and 
regulations, develops the claim, and makes application for patent, 
the Government will heed his application and give him a patent, 
notwithstanding he succeeded to the title of an alien and that his 
right to a patent rests in the first instance upon the act of the 
alien who entered upon the public domain. 

If a person discovers mineral on the public land, carves out 
a claim, locates it, takes possession of it, and by his toil and trials 
develops it, and in time conveys to another, who in turn seeks 
patent from the Government, it would be unjust to deny the 
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application, eject the possessor from the land, and give it to some after the word “owned,” the following: “ wholly or inpart;” and the Senate 


sharper who entered thereon, knowing of the claims made and 
the work performed, simply because the locator may not have | 


been a full-fledged citizen of the United States, 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WARNER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I favor the 
amendment, I think if there ever has been a flagrant case of 


violation of the law it is the one that this amendment seeks to | 
cover. Here were alot of men sent up there from the northern | 
part of China, brought over with United States Government | 


money, to take care of a few reindeer, and they located in that 


and at the time of the gold discoveries were still in the pay of the 
Government, They did not discover gold there. Other men dis- 
covered the gold in that part of the Cape Nome country, and the 
superintendent brought this horde of Chinese down to the neigh- 
borhood of the discoveries, and they occupied that country so that 
Americans could not locate claims on a large part of the rich 
lands in the Nome region. 

That is the truth about this matter, and we are to say here to- 
day whether their locations are to be maintained, in the hands of 
the original Chinese locators or of those who bought them know- 
ing them to be illegally located and held without warrant of law, 
knowing that they had no right to locate, and that they located 
against the plain provisions of the law. That is the plain ques- 
tion. I think this amendment ought to be passed. In my State 
when title is questioned and sought to be recovered by an action of 
ejectment, you can go back to the beginning. Youcan show that 
the party has no right and never had a right, and that the party 
who purchased purchased of a man who noright. I thinka 
claimant ought to be allowed to show that in Alaska and in every 
State in the Union, and because a different principle may have 
been observed or established in the present laws I do not think 
that is any good reason for us to continue it in the Alaskan code. 

Mr. WARNER. I move that all debate on the pending amend- 
ment and section be now closed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentlemaa from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton}. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Dayton) there were—ayes 20, noes 52. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WaryeER, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. JENKINS, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(S. 83419) making further provision for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon, 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the confer- 
ence committee on the Army appropriation bill. I will say to 
the House that the only change made in this report is to strike 
out amendment 16, the Senate receding from the amendment 
establishing the library in Manila, With that one exception, it is 
identical with the report submitted yesterday to theHouse. The 
House conferees understood the House to be satiBtied with the re- 
port, with that exception. The conferees now submit a report 
which is in accordance with the wishes expressed by the vote of 
yesterday, and I move its adoption. 7 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves the adoption 
of the conference report. 

Mr. SULZER. How long is the report? ; 

Mr. HULL. Itisin the Recorp of this morning with the ex- 
—e of the one change which I have stated. It is very long. 

r. SULZER. Is it unanimous? 

Mr. HULL. Itisa unanimons report of both the Senate and 
House conferees. ‘ 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the Chagrests votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8582) making appropria- 
tions for the reper of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 191, having met, after full and free erence have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16 and 47. 

That the House recede from its matics 1 to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12,1 6 See 26, 27, 28, 
B1, 22, 83, 34, 35, 96, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43. 45, 46, and 48, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter in by the Senate amend- 
ment, and in lieu of the matter stricken out insert the follo : “For the 

urpose of connecting headquarters, gerne of Alaska, at St. Michael, 

military telagreph and cable lines with other military stations in Alaska, 
1,550;"" and nate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disegreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amend ment as follows: Strike out of the matter inserted by said amendment, 





o the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: “seven hundred thousand;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. i 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out ail of the matter inserted by said amend 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘four million eight hundred 
thousand;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,"’ at the end of the amended 
paragraph, insert the following: ‘‘ Provided, That the Secretary of War isem- 
powered to appoint as many hospital stewards asin his judgment the servicv 
may require, not to exceed an additional one hundred, but no more than one 


country in charge of a superintendent paid by the Government, | hospital steward shall be stationed at one post or station without special au- 


thority from the Secretary of War;” and the Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recade from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out bysaid amendment 
insert the following: “For additional pay for increased rank when in com- 
mand by — authority, $50,000: Provided, That no part of this sum 
shall be used for pay of officersassigned to higher command than their rank 
in the Army, unless such service shall be continuous for a period of not less 
than three months; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the closing words of the paragraph, as fo! 
lows: “transportation now made, and such other expenses as are necessary " 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “current expenses;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the sollowang: 

“That the act approved January 12, 1899, granting extra pay to officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Volunteers, shall extend to all volun- 
teer officers of the general staff who have not received waiting-orders pay 
prior to discharge, at the rate of one month to those who did not serve be 
yond the limits of the United States and two months to those who served 
beyond the limits of the United States: and officers and enlisted men of vol- 
unteer organizations who have served honestly and faithfully in the Volun- 
teer Army of the United States during the war with Spain and have been 
honorably discharged without furlough, or by reason of their services being 
no longer required, or at any time by reason of wounds received, or disabil- 
ity contracted in the service and in the line of duty, and who have not re- 
ceived the extra pay granted in said act, or in subsequent acts of Congress 
supplemental thereto; and this act shall be deemed to apply to officers of 
volunteers who r edand enlisted men of volunteers who were discharged 
upon their own @ tions su bseq nent to the issue of orders for the muster 
out of their organizations and prior to the dates of muster out.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

J.A.T. HULL, 


THOS. M. JETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOS. R. HAWLEY, 

THOS. H. CARTER, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


STATEMENT ON THE ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The conferees of the two Houses have reached an agreement. The House 
recedes from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
1, 6, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, 32, 
83, 34, 35, 36, 37, 88, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, and 48, and agree to the same. 

No. 1: Is simply the use of a word and has no bearing whatever on the law 

No. 5: Affects the —— of service pay for officers, and the House agree to 
the Senate amendment, leaving the law as it is now. 

No. 6, given ay Senate: Affects the law for allotments of pay of enlisted 
—y of the Uni States Army, and is necessary to carry out the origina! 


aw. 

Nos. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11: Increase pay of old clerks at department headquarters 
making their pay equal with that of other bureaus of the War Department 
it makes no increase in the number of clerks, but it increases 3 clerks $400 « 
year each, and 6 clerks $200 a year each, and leaves the others as they are now 
provided for by law, and lehves the number of clerks at headquarters the 
same as now provided for by law. 

No. 12: Isa restoration of the law as it has existed for some years, author 
ieing the Secretary of War to employ and assign messengers and clerks a 
headquarters. 

No. 13: Simply makes permanent law for the pay of re ental sergeant 

ors and tal [nen aroun of artillery and infantry 
which was ted from law for the permanent military establishmen' 
of the United States. 

No. 14: Simply gives to the enlisted men of the Spanish war what has been 

ven to the enlisted men of other wars, double time in estimating servic. 

or the retirement of enlisted men. 

No. 15: Is new legislation to reimburse contract nurses who gave their ser. 
ices before the law was passed authorizing their employment. They ga\ 
good service which was accepted by the War Department, and their claim. 
would be the War De ment but for the fact that at the time o! 
such service no law authorized the payment of their salary or expenses. 

No. 17: Is entirely new | tion to establish an Army war college corr 
sponding to a similar esta’ nt which has long been in use for the Nav) 

No. 18: Is the readjustment of the clerks’ salaries, for clerks for the }.\ 
masters of the United States Army, and is an increase of $400 a year for «!! 
clerks who have served over fifteen years continuously, and of $200 a year | 
clerks serving continuously over ten years. As these clerks are compel! 
toge from point to point with the ter, they are at greater expense, 
and this puts thém on equality wi erks in Washington. 

Nos. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26: All apply to moons of officers, and tho 
amendments made by the Senate, it is ieved, bring the matter in 
any Cees the Treasury and Pay Department, so that hereafter we 
will not be called upon to make changes in this difficult proposition. 
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No. 27: Is a repealof the old law passed in 1813 by which discharged officers 
received one day's pay of his rank for each 20 miles’ travel, and each enlisted 
man ane one day’s pay for each 20 miles’ travel, and allows them 4 
cents a mile for both officers and men. The change is largely made with the 
officers, and leaves the enlisted men receiving about the same as they received 
ar 81: Is simply a change of a capital in a word. 

No. 32: Is simply insertion of quotation marks and does not change the 
- No 33: Is simply inserting the word “it.” 

No. 34: Inserts the word * civil" to make it clear the pay for arrest of de- 
gerters can not go to Army officers. 

Nos. 35 and 36: Simply changes the grammar. 

No. 37: Simply makes clear the amount was appropriated. 

Nos. 33, 38, and 40; Simply changes the grammar. 

Nos. 41 and 42: Simply the transposition of some words, striking them out 
at one place and inserting them in another. 

No. 43: Provides for the issue of ammunition for use at burials of sailors and 
soldiers at State homes and to extend to State homes the same supplies as 
given to the National Homes. | : 

No. 45: For morning and evening gun service at State homes. 

No. 46: Permission that one member of the Board of Managers can admit 
to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in place of requiring 
three members of the Board of Managers. ; 

No. 48: Admits any soldier to the Home whoservedin any war in which the 
country has been engaged. 

To all the foregoing the House agrees to the same 

The Senate recedes from amendment No. 16, which provides for the estab- 
lishment of a library at Manila. 

The Senate recedes from amendment No. 47, which provides for limitation 
on admission to Soldiers’ Home of those soldiers who did not serve in the 
Confederacy. 

To smentinent No.2: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees 
to the same with amendments which simply provides for connecting St. 
Michael, Department of Alaska, with other military posts in Alaska, leaving 
the details to be worked out by the Department. 

No. 3: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with amendment, which strikes out the words “wholly or in part,’ so it 
would not deprive foreigners from owning stock in corporations; but it is 
required that the corporations shall be operated and controlled by citizens of 
the United States. 

No. 4: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with amendment, making appropriation of five million seven hundred thou- 
sand. The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same with 
amendment, which makes appropriation of $4,800,000. 

House recedes from its disagreement to Nos. 28 and 29, which deals with 
contract surgeons, increasing the number from 400 to 480,and agrees to same 
with amendment, which authorizes the Secretary of War to appoint not to 
exceed 100 hospital stewards. 

No. 50: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with amendment which provides that no payments shall be made to officers 
serving in higher command unless such shall be for a period of not less than 
three months. 

No. 44: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with amendment, strike out provision down tothe end of the paragraph and 
insert “current expenses,”’ so that the Soldiers’ Home may pay for the trans- 
portation of condemned cannon for the Homes out of current expenses, 

No. 49: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to same with 
amendment. This agreement gives to all the men of the Homes their pen- 
sions, and repeals the law which shuts out soldiers of the Mexican war from 
any fee g of the Home, and making it so that hereafter such soldiers can 
be admit to the Home. 

No. 50: The House recedes from its disagreement and agrees to the same 
with amendment, which will put all officers of the line and staff of the Vol- 
unteer Army on an equal footing, as far as extra pay on discharge is con- 
cerned, with those heretofore having this pay. and puts the First, Second, 
and Third Volunteer Cavalry, together with those other organizations of the 
United States forces not heretofore receiving it, on the same basis as to pay 
on discharge that other troops of the United States have had. 

J. A. T. HULL, 

B. F. MARSH, 

THOS. M. JETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHINESE IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President of the United States; which was read, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives; 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom- 
panying papers, relative to the status of Chinese persons in the Philippine 
ands. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 22, 1900. 


PROGRESS OF THE BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, ordered to 


be printed, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Zo the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a communication 
from the Secretary of Agriculture forwarding a report on the progress of 
the beet-sugar industry in the United States during the year 1899. It em- 
braces the observations made by a special agent on the various phases of 
the beet-sugar industry of the Hawaiian Islands; also the results of analyses 
of sugar beets receiv: by the Department of Agriculture from the differ- 
ent States and Territories, together with much other information relating 
to the sugar industry. 

Your attention is invited to the recommendation of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture that 20,000 copies of the report be printed for the use of the Depart- 
— addition to such number as may be desired for the use of the Senate 


ouse of Representatives. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 22, 1900. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committeee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fo! 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 105388. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; 

H. R. 11081. An act to provide for the holding of a term of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Superior, Wis.: 

H. R. 9711. An act making appropriation for fortification and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 8369. An act to detach the county of Concho from the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the 
northern judicial district of Texas, and for other purp: 

H. R, 9879. An act to detach certain counties from the United 
States judicial district of northern California and to annex such 
counties to the United States judicial district of southern ( 
fornia; to divide said southern district of California into two di 
vis:ons, and to provide for the holding of terms of court at the 
city of Fresno and city of Los Angeles; 

H. R. 2156. An act for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administra- 
tor of Thomas P. Blair, deceased: and 

H. R. 6684. An act to enlarge the powers of the Department of 
Agriculture, prohibit the transportation by interstate commerce 
of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other purpos 


ANDREW F, DINSMORE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate 
concurrent resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate CRIS 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew F’. Dinsmore, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The bill (S. 3917) providing for the rebuilding of the Navy-Yard 
Bridge, Washington, D. C., which had been referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


COUNCIL OF THE INTERPARLIAMENTARY UNION, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a com- 
munication that I desire the Clerk to read. 

TheSPEAKER,. Thegentleman from Missouriasks unanimous 
consent to have read the following communication, 

Mr. SULZER. What is the nature of it? 

The SPEAKER. It has reference to aninvitation of the House 
and Senate to attend the council of the Interparliamentary Union, 
to be held in Paris. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not political, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. Let it be reported, and then the 
House can decide whether it shall go into the Recorp or not, It 
is read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. DAVID B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Sir: As members representing the United States on the Council of the In 
terparliamentary Union, we are authorized and reqnested to present to the 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
an urgent invitation to attend the tenth session of the Interparliamentary 
Union, which will be opened in Paris, in the senate chamber at the Luxem 
bourg Palace, July 31, 1900, and continue for several days. 

The Interparliamentary Union is an international association composed of 
members of the different national parliaments of the world. Its object is to 
promote the cause of international arbitration, and the development of in 
ternational law. 

Any senator or member of the house of any national legislative body is eligi- 
ble tomembership, and will becordially welcomed at itssessions. Those mem 
bers who are going abroad and may be able to attend the conference are re 
quested to notify the Clerkof the House. Those who will not be able toattend 
in person the approaching session at Paris willhave an opportunity shortly to 
join the American group of members of the Interparliamentary Union, and 
thus to place themselves in affiliation with the great body of Kuropean legi 
lators, seve: al hundred in number, representing the parliaments of eighteen 
different nations who believe in an appeal to arbitration whenever possible 
for the settlement of international difficulties. 

Respectfully submitted. 

RICHARD BARTHOLDT. 
8. J. BARROWS 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this will be printed in the 
Recorp. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
8 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, with a copy of a letter from the General 
Land Office, additional information in regard to forest reserves, 
was taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8982) to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the sale of the public lands to the endow- 
ment, support, and maintenance of schools or departments of 
inining and metallurgy in the several States and Territories in 
connection with the colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts established in accordance with the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1631); which said bill 
and report were curved to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville Bridge Company 
to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red River at the 
town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State of Louisiana, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
= aeees which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11000) providing 
a means of acquiring title to two groves of Sequoia gigantea in 
the State of California, with a view to making national parks 
thereof, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1637); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Comunittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
4615) to facilitate the entry of steamships engaged in the coasting 
trade between Porto Rico and the Territory of Hawaii and the 
United States, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1641); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
9154) granting authority to Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Rail- 
road Company to build railroad bridges across the Manatee River 
and Gasparilla Sound and to lay railroad tracks thereon, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1642); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BARHAM, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11281) permitting building a dam across New River, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1643); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 
263) relating to reports of E. G. Rathbone, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1644); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, fromthe Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10622) for a marine hospital at Buffalo, N. Y., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No 1649); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11548) to authorize the Kingston Bridge 
and Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1650); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Levees and Im- 
rovements of the Mississippi River, to which was referred the 
vill of the Senate (S. 419) amending the act providing for the ap- 

pointment of a Mississippi River Commission, etc., approved June 
28, 1879, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1651); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAY of New York, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11719) amend- 
ing section 5270 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
oe which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 

following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 


to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2030) for the relief of 
Samuel I. Gustin, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No, 1632); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Wor Claims, reported the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11788) for the allowance of certain c!aims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury 
Department, accompanied by a report (No. 1633); which said bill 
and nee were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from thesame committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 253) for the relief of Anna R. Kershner, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Col. Philip Kershner, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1634); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
resolution of the House (H. Res. 269) referring the claim of the 
legal representatives of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris to 
the Court of Claims, reported the same in lieu of H. R. 10954, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1635); which said resolution and 
ware were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ir. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3095) for the relief of Arthur 
L. Flint, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1638); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R, 4853) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Edward N. Oldmixon, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1639); which said bill and 
mee were referred to the Private Calendar. 

fir. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1231) for the relief of Virginia 
I, Mullan, of Annapolis, Md., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1640); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r, SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1654) for the relief of George 
W. Graham, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1645); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 403) for the relief of. Theodore 
J. Arms, assistant paymaster in the United States Navy, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1653); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10416) for the relief of Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, 
administratrix, etc.—Committee on Appropriations discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 191) granting a pension to Laura P. Lee—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3750) for the relief of Fred Weddle—Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 








PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
< following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 11785) to provide for the 
construction of a bridge by the Fargo, Duluth and Northwestern 
Railroad Company across the Red River of the North at Fargo, 
N. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 11786) to declare a branch of tho 
Mississippi River opposite the city of La Crosse, Wis., and known 
as West Channel, to be unnavigable, and that the said city be re- 
lieved of necessity of maintaining a draw or pontoon bridge over 
said West Channel—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON (by request): A bill (H.R. 11787) to grant the 
Knoxville Power Company the right to dam the Tennessee River 
at or near Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 11789) amending an act 
entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
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County, Ill., and the southwest line of said county,” approved 
March 3, anno Domini 1897—to the Committee on Interstate and 
sign Commerce. 

Polit. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 11790) to define trusts, to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints, and to amend 
the act of July 2, 1890, entitled *‘An act to protect trade and com- 
merce against unlawful restraints and monopolies "—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 11788) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 
accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department— 
to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 11791) granting a pension to 
Christian L. Livingston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11792) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 11793) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Julius Shelley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 11794) granting a pension 
to Martha R. Divelbiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11795) granting a pension 
to Columbus 8S. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11796) to grant a pension to 
Samuel Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11797) to'grant a pension to James S. Peery— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 11798) to increase the pension of 
Lealdes F’, Laverty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 11799) for the relief of Wil- 
liam E. Cummin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 11800) for the relief of D. W. 
Price—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 11801) appropriating money to 
pay William F, Tucker for services and expenses as acting captain 
and drillmaster of Company D, One hundred and fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 11802) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob C, Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H.R. 11803) to remove charge of deser- 
from Joshua Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11804) for the relief of Louisa 
Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 11805) granting an increase | 


of pension to Henry E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11806) granting 
a pension te Edward Hanse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11807) granting an 





increase of pension to John H. Bliss—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11808) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry P. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11809) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11810) granting a pension to Myers Uhlfel- 


der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11811) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Shannon, 


widow and administratrix of the estate of Joseph R. Shannon, | 


deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 11812) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel E, Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11813) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of John G. Kelley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11814) granting 
a to George W. Rush—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11815) granting a pension to Jennie Lang- 
tree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 


tion (H. Res. 269) referring the claim of the legal representatives | 


of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris to the Court of Claims, 
in lieu of H, R, 10954—to the Private Calendar. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Pittsburg (Pa.) Coal 
Exchange, for an appropriation of $60,000 for the construction of 
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Fs new light-house steamer to take the place of the condemned 
Joseph Henry—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
citizens of Midway, Pa., urging the passage of House bill pro 
hibiting the sale of liquor in Army canteens, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Papers to accompany House bill No, 11784, 
granting an honorable discharge to John W. Thomas—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of Kelly Post, No. 410, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Vineland, Kans., in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, ‘Tenn. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of T. 8. Paine and other retail 
druggists of Waycross, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp tax on pro 
prietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Georgia, for pension to Indian war 
survivors—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Minot Packing Com- 
pany, of Mechanic Falls, Me., favoring House bill 7667, in the in- 
terest of packers of sweet corn—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of Hardcastle & Co., Lexington, 
Tex., for thé repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos- 
metics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Samuel Richards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of First Presbyterian Church, 
First United Presbyterian Church, and Second United Presby- 
terian Church, of Verona and Oakmont boroughs, Allegheny 
County, Pa., and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mc- 
Donald, Pa., and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg, Pa., for the pas- 
sage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in canteens and in the Army, 
Navy, post exchanges, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Fort Logan Improvement Club, Fort Logan, 
| Colo., favoring the establishment of a Soldiers and Sailors’ Home 
at or near Denver, Colo,—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sister Louise, in charge of Providence Hospi- 
tal, for an appropriation to build an addition to the hospital for 
persons unable to pay—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Louis V. Ca- 
bana and others, of Fall River, Mass., for the repeal of the tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of the regular congregation of Christ's Wor 
shipers, Dartmouth, Mass., urging the enactment of the anti- 
canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Wiccop} ee Grange, No. 876, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New York, in support of House bill No. 
3717, to control the sale of imitation dairy products; also in favor 
of Senate bill 1439, to vest additional authority in the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANDIS: Paper to accompany House bill granting an 
| honorable discharge to Joshua Howard—to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petitions of the King Drug Company, of Ro- 
chelle, Ga., and W. A. Cherry, of Abbeville, Ga., for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of F. M. Borger, J F, Josserand., and 
other cattlemen of Gray County, Kans., against the leasing of 
public lands to cattle syndicates and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolution of the Union Commercial Club, 
of Lincoln, Nebr., in opposition to House bill No. 887, relating to 
the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of the worshipful master and 
wardens and members of Lagrange Lodge, No. 81, Free and Ac- 
cepted Masons, Lagrange, 'Tenn., for allowance of war claim 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of Cranberry Grange, No. 908, 
of Butler County, Pa., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to 
an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lawrence County, Pa., in favor of 
| the Grout bill increasing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Com- 
| mittee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of merchants of San Antonio, Tex., 
for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolutions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and churches of Oxford, Mich., 
urging the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution 
forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and 
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& prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Commit- $250,000 for repairing the present jetty and putting plant in order for improve- 
tee on the Territories ment month of Columbia River, of which Oregon delegation and chief en 


ot sas . : . y S 'S ADSC ely necess Oo 
By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem. | fi0¢7#fully informed these repairs absolutely necessary for holding channel 
perance Union and 43 citizens of Engleville, N. Dak., in favor of | extending the jetty. 7 : 
the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. PORTLAND CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 
Also, resolutions adopted at a conference of the governors of MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
arid-land States, held in Salt Lake City, Utah, in relation to the A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
public arid lands of the United States—to the Committee Irriga- | BRown1na, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
tion of Arid Lands. to the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Presi- 
Also, petition of F. W. Burrows, 8. A. Klov, and other retail | dent to return to the Senate the bill (S, $215) granting an increase 
druggists, Cooperstown and Bathgate, N. Dak., for the repeal of —— to Andrew F.. Dinsmore. 
the stamp tax on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on | _ The message also announced that the House had passed the 
Ways and Means. joint resolution (S. R. 76) withdrawing certain lands on ths 
By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Holland Dames of the New | island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain. 
Netherlands, New York, urging theselection of a national hymn, The message further announced that the House had passed 
to be used and known’‘as such, and suggesting the “Star Spangled | With amendments the bill (S. 3490) in relation to admissions to 
Banner ”—to the Committee on the Judiciary. and dismissions from the Reform School of the District of Colum- 
3y Mr. WACHTER: Petition of Louis Schulze and 108 whole- | bia; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
sale and retail druggists of Baltimore, Md.,in favor of the pure | The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
food and drug bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | second report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
Commerce. | votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to bill (H. R. 8582) making appropriation for the support of the Reg- 
John D, C. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Myers | _ The message further announced that the House had passed the 
Uhifelder, private, Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteers—to the | following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. A bill (H. R. 5450) to limit the effect of the regulation of inter- 
Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary | State commerce between the several States in goods, wares, and 
Shannon, administratrix of the estate of Joseph R. Shannon, de- | merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. in any prison or reformatory; 
By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petition of J. A. Kinnaman| A bill (H. R. 6882) limiting the hours of daily services of Jabor- 
and other soldiers in the late civil war, residing in Flora, Ill., for | ¢Ts and mechanics employed upon work done for the United 
the passage of acivil-pension bill—to the Committce on Invalid | States, or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, thereby 





Pensions. securing better products, and for other purposes; 
Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Jennie | A_ bill (H. R. 9827) to close all alleys in block 3 of the Wal- 
Langtree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. bridge subdivision of Ingleside, in the county of Washington; and 


By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the A. Colburn Company, Phila- A bill (H. R. 10380) to extend to certain publications the _ 
delphia, asking for the defeat of Senate bill No. 4047, as affecting leges of second-class mail matter as to admission to the mai 
the manufacture of baking powder—to the Committee on Inter- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
state and Foreign Commerce. The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
Also, petition of the Philadelphia Engineering W orks, Limited, | signed the following enrolled bills: 
relating to Senate bill No. 4300, and the organization of officersin A bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administra- 
the Ordnance Department—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | tor of Thomas P. Blair, deceased; 
Also, petition of George W. Atherton, of the Pennsylvania State A bill (H. R. 6634) to enlarge the powers of the Department of 
College, asking for the passage of Senate bill No. 3982, for the | Agriculture prohibiting the transportation by interstate com- 
establishment of department of mines in connection with land- | merce of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other 


grant colleges—to the Committee on Education. purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 8369) to detach the county of Concho from the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the 


SENATE. northern judicial district of Texas, and for other purposes; 

Wepnespay, May 28, 1900. A bill (H. R. 9711) making appropriations for fortifications and 

; p : other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.H. Mirsury,D.D. curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- | pu : an 

ceedings. ; | A bill (H. R. 9879) to detach certain counties from the United 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Task unanimous consent that the further | states judicial district of northern California and to annex such 

reading of the Journal may be dispensed witb. counties to the United States judicial district of southern Cali- 

Mr. KEAN. I think the Journal had better be read. fornia; to divide said southern district of California into two 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatr of Connecticut). | divisions, and to provide for the holding of terms of court at the 
Objection is made. The reading of the Journal will becontinued. | city of Fresno oan city of Los Angeles. s 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the readirfz of the Jour- PETITION. 
nal, and it was approved. at a Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the State Homeopathic In- 
COLLBOTION OF CUSTOMS EEVEBUR. stitute of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation pro 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communi- | viding arsenization prophylaxis of Asiatic cholera and yellow 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that | foyer: which was reierred to the Committee on Public Health 
the further sum of $100,000 be appropriated for the expenses of | an4 National Quarantine. 
collecting = —— —— customs of pau =e ae BIG TREES OF CALIFORNIA 
after the close of the fiscal year, etc.; which was referred ©! Mr PERKINS. I < hee oe bh 

: sa: : ° . present a report, with accompanying illus- 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. trations, on the big trees of California, which has oak separed 
. _,, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, by the Division of Forestry, Department of Agriculture, I move 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- | that the report be printed as a document, in accordance with the 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that | recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
an appropriation of $540 be made for the rental of an additional | The motion was agreed to. 
room in the Adams Building for the accommodation of the Bureau MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


of Statistics, Treasury Department; which was referred to the | M one Y 
: soe: : r. COCKRELL. I present a copy of the opinion of the Attor 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, ney-General relative to the contract entered into by the United 


COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. — : . ; ‘ : 
: States with James B. Eads for the improvement of the South Pass 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- | of the Mississippi River. I move that the opinion be printed as a 
ate a dispatch sent by the Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce | qocument. 
to the President of the Senate, and will ask that it be read, if The motion was agreed to. 
there be no objection. The Chair thinks that - —- - REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
reading telegrams in the nature of petitions is hardly within the : - — 
rule, but it has been customary. Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wa 


ezra rred : _ | referred the bill (S. 4073) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
ae _ oo a bo the Committee on Com | 4 Bavaria, jr., reported it with amendments, and submitted « 











(Telegram. } report thereon. 4 
PoRTLAND, OREG., May 22, 1900. e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
The President of the United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: bill (S. 4556) granting an increase of pension to William Fox, re- 
The people of Oregon earnestly request emergency appropriation of | ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate $500 to pay Hawkins 
Taylor, assistant clerk to the Committee on Foreign Relations, for 
extra services, etc., intended to be proposed to the general deti- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 18th instant proposing to 
appropriate $2,288.03 to enable the Secretary of State tocarry into 
effect the act for the disposal of the accretions of the Virginius 
indemnity fund, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate $10,000 for the purchase 
of the bronze statue of Rochambeau and pedestal for the same and 
its erection on a site belong, ng to the Government in the city of 
Washington, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4022) granting a pension to William B.Cald- | 
well, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 149) referring to the Court | 
of Claims the claim of William E, Woodbridge for compensation 
for the use by the United States of his invention relating to pro- 
jectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him 

farch 25, 1852, to report it with an amendment, and to submit a | 
report thereon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I move that the bill (S. 794) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for 
compensation for the use by the United States of his invention 
relating to projectiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue 
tohim March 25, 1852, being Order of Business No. 631 on the Cal- 
endar, be postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill just re- 
ported by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11212) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, to 
report it with sundry amendments, and I also submit a brief 
printed report explanatory of the amendments, I shall call up 
the bill at the earliest practical moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4817) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn., re- 
ported it without amendment. 


BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED, 


Mr. McMILLAN, I move that the bill (5S, 2638) authorizing 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to enter into a 
contract for the collection and disposal of garbage and dead ani- | 
mals in said District, now on the Calendar, be indefinitely post- | 
poned, the subject-matter having been covered by legislation in | 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the same action be taken on the 
bill (S. 1873) to provide for the purchase of certain property for 
school pu , the legislation having been embodied in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NANCY E, NEELY, 

Mr. BAKER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 517) graut- 
ing a pension to Nancy E. Neely, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same. 

LUCIEN BAKER, 


GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J. H. BROMWELL, 

8. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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The report was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 


A bill (8, 4818) granting an increase of pension to John D, O, 


Herriman; 


O883 


A bill (S. 4819) granting a pension to Ann Wilburn (with ac 
companying papers); and 

A bill (8. 4820) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Robinson (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4821) to provide for trial and 
unishinent in cases of contempt of court; which was read twice 
»y its title. 

Mr. BATE. I movethat the bill lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. KENNEY iatroduced a bill (S. 4822) to reimburse the State 
of Delaware for moneys due said State on account of the war of 
1812; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 


Mr, HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 4823) granting a pension to 
Cassie Orme; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MCCOMAS introduced a bill (S, 4824) for the relief of James 
Legg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4825) fer the relief of Anna M. An- 


| derson and Charles L. G. Anderson, executors of George W. Ander- 


son, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4826) for the relief of Co! 
Charles B. Dougherty and other members of the Ninth Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Infantry: which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4827) authorizing the Secre 


| tary of the Interior to set aside certain described lands in San 


Juan County, Colo., as a legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing 
the mayor of Silverton to enter said lands for cemetery purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. TILLMAN submitted an amendment relative to the use of 
the dredge or dredges employed in connection with the work of 
improvement at the entrance to Winyale Bay, and other dredges 
used on Winyale Bay River system and canals, etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. TURLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for 
emergencies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and 
for the diversion of certain appropriations or modification of pro- 
visions heretofore made; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for 
emergencies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and 
for the diversion of certain appropriations or modification of pro- 
visions heretofore made; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROSS submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for the limit of the cost of the public building at 
Newport, Vt., from $50,000 to $125,000, intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was rejerred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 

A bill (H. R. 5450)'to limit the effect of the regulation of inter- 
state commerce between the several States in goods, wares, and 
merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or 
in any prison reformatory; and 

A bill (H. R. 6882) limiting the hours of daily services of labor 
ers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United States, 
or any Territory, or the District of Columbia, thereby securing 
better products, and for other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. 9827) to close all alleys in block 3 of the Wal 
bridge subdivision of Ingleside, in the county of Washington, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

The bill (H, R. 10380) to extend to certain publications the priv- 
ileges of second-class mail matter as to admission to the mails 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 22d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 139) granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions; 

An act (5. 289) granting a pension to John B. Turchin; 

An act (5S. 477) granting a pension to Levi C, Faught; 

An act (8. 657) granting a pension to Matthew Redmond; 

An act (5. 1080) granting a pension to Catharine Harris; 

An act (5. 1266) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; 
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An act (S. 1833) granting a pension to Mary B. Christopher; 
An act (S. 1954) granting a pension to Edward L. Ruby; 
An act (S. 2441) granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton; 
An act (S. 2881) granting a pension to Mary A. Parker; 
An act (5, 8200) granting a pension to John P. Hinsley; 
An act (S. 3352) granting a pension to Sarah Kersey; 
An act (8, 3480) granting a pension to John Holland; 
An act (S. 8502) granting a pension to Elizabeth Whisler; 
An act (5S. 4030) granting a pension to Helen M. Glenny; 
~ act (S. 86) granting anincrease of pension to Emma G., Sar- 
gent; 
An act (S. 135) granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 
De Russy; 
= An act (8. 316) granting an increase of pension to Louann A. 
erry; 
An act (S. 480) granting anincrease of pension to Juliet Gregory; 
> - act (S, 649) granting an increase of pension to Martha Mad- 
ocks; 
ane nat (S. 682) granting an increase of pension to Wilhelmina 
ippler; 
An act (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Stockton; 
An act (8. 817) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Taylor; 
An act (8. 1081) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Kearney; 
An act (S. 1191) granting an increase of pension to Orpha W. 
Reynolds; 
An act (S. 1319) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph; 
An act (S. 1578) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Campbell, alias George W. Smith; 
An act (S. 1601) granting an increase of pension to John 
Thornton; 
An act (S. 1603) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Kaump; 
An act (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Titsworth; 
- An act (S. 1909) granting an increase of pension to Cecelia A. 
rice; 
An act (S. 1918) granting an increase of pension to John E. Hig- 
gins; 
An act (S, 2154) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Owens; 
a act (S. 2385) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
ake; 
An act (S. 2463) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy; 
An act (5. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Caroline C. 
Townsend; 
An act (8. 2570) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Swift; 
An act (S. 2650) granting an increase of pension to Katharine 
Taylor Dodge; 
— act (8S. 2652) granting an increase of pension to Louisa E. 
aylor; 
An act (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to William 
Murphy; 
a act (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
ynn; 
An act (S. 2994) granting an increase of pension to Fanny F. 
Robertson; 
An act (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Wallace; 
An act (S. 8206) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
King, jr.; 
an act (S, 3380) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton K. 
Williams; 
a act (S. 3508) granting an increase of pension to Edward F. 
Phelps; 
‘“ An act (S. 8630) granting an increase of pension to Jacob N. 
Smith; 
An act (S, 3748) granting an increase of pension to Washington 
Baker; 
An act (S. 3790) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Collier; 
An act (S, 8797) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Streeter; 
An act (S. 3879) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Gause; 
and 
An act (S. 4291) to constitute Durham, N. C.,a _ of delivery 
in the customs collection district of Pamlico, and to extend the 
rivileges of the seventh section of the act of Congress approved 
une 10, 1880, to said port. 
The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S299) granting a pension to Susanna Marion; 
An act (S, 1029) granting a pension to Henry B. Lambe; and 
An act (S. 2290) granting a pension to James Richardson, 
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CUBAN INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If there are no Senate resolutions, 
I ask that the resolution which has come over from a former day 
and is subject to call may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGERin the chair). The 
Chair lays the resolution before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will allow me to call up 
the resolution which I offered yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think this resolution takes prece- 
dence of resolutions which were offered yesterday. It has been 
lying on the table subject to call for some time. I gave notice 
yesterday that I would call it up to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN, The resolutions I offered yesterday are merely 
pro forma, to get information from two different Departments, 
the War and the Navy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let this resolution come up, and 
then I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Those resolutions will lead to no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution called up by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. Bacon, directing the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba to investigate and report to 
the Senate regarding the moneys received and expended in the 
island of Cuba by, through, and under officials and representatives 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Now the Senator from Connecticut yields to 
me to call up a resolution. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will yield to the Senator from 
Alabama and afterwards to the Senator from Nebraska. 


COST OF NAVAL TRANSPORTATION, ETC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan], which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate, as fully and accurately as is practicable at this time, answers to the fol- 
lowing inquiries: 

SECTION 1. Since May 1, 1898, what armed vessels, tenders, and war ships 
have been sent to the Philippine Islands by order of the Secretary of the 
Navy, or from said islands to other ports or places, giving the name, tonnage, 
and the time and place of departure and arrival, and the distance of sea travel 
of each voyage? 

What is the cost of fuel consumed on each of said voyages, and the cost per 
ton of such fuel at the port of Manila, for each month during the period since 
said May 1, 1898? 

Sec. 2. What tolls have been paid to the Suez Canal Company on each ves- 
sel sent through said canal by order of the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
price per ton paid for each vessel since May 1, 1898? 

Sec. 3. What distance was covered, and in what time, by the battle ship 
Oregon in her voyage from the Pacific coast to Key West; and in her voyage, 
subsequently, from the Atlantic coast of the United States to Manila; and 
whether said voyages, respectively, were made within a reasonable time? 
What was the cost of the coal consumed on each voyage by the Oregon? 

What was the cost of coal consumed on each ship under the command of 
Admiral Dewey on his return from Manila to the United States, and what 
distance was covered in that voyage? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have examined this reso- 
lution since yesterday. I find no assertion of fact in the resolu- 
tion. It is, although somewhat long, only a resolution of inquiry, 
and I see no objection to its passage. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COST OF ARMY TRANSPORTATION, ETC, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. Moraan: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to furnish to the Senate, 
as fully and accurately as is practicable at this time, answers to the follow- 
ing inquiries: 

SEcTION 1. What has been the cost to the United States since May’], 1898, 
of the transportation paid to or due to railroad companies for the transpor- 
tation of officers and men in service with the Army of the United States, and 
of animals, property, munitions, a arms and supplies of every 
kind belonging to the Quartermaster, Commissary, and Ordnance Depart- 
ments of the Army, sent to the coe Islands from the Pacific coast or 
brought from any of said islands to the Pacific coast of the United States 
and sent to their destination from that coast to any part of the United States’ 

Sec. 2. What has been the cost of transportation, by sea, of the officers, 
men, animals, and other belongings of the Army mentioned in section | of 
these resolutions, since May 1, 1898, to Manila or other ports in the Philippine 
Islands, or from such ports to the ports of the United States on the Pacific 
and Atlantic oceans? 

Sec. 3. What tolls, and at what price per ton, and what fares or charges, 
for passengers, have been paid by the United States since May 1, 1898, to the 
Suez Canal Company for transports or troop ships and for troops passing 
through said canal, and the tonnage of each ship and its draft? 

Sec. 4. What sum has been paid to each railroad company, cr each line or 
system of railroads, naming the same, that terminates on or near the Pacific 
coast, for the transportation that is mentioned or referred to in section | of 
this resolution. so as to designate the system of railroads, known as (}: trans 
continental railroad lines, on which such transportation was furnisiicd 


Mr. LODGE. I do pot think there is any objection to the reso- 
lution. I think it is exactly the same as the preceding. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
ROBERT MORAN, 
Mr. PLATT of Conneciicut, {yield now to the Senator from 
Nebraska, unless the bill which he wishes to have passed should 
be debated. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Bythe courtesy of the Senator from Connecticut, 
I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 3115) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Moran. It is rather urgent that it 
should be taken up at this time. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
it proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Moran, 
late lieutenant-colonel Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUBAN INVESTIGATION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 11th instant: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba is hereby directed 
to investigate and report to the Senate as early as practicable regarding the 
moneys received and expended in the island of Cuba by, through, and under 
the ofticials and representatives of the United States, both civil and military, 
from the date of the occupation of Cuba by the military forces of the United 
States until and including the 30th day of April, 1900. 

Said committee shall investigate and report asto receipts as follows: From 

customs; from postal service; trom internal revenue; from all other sources, 
specifying the details as far as practicable, and particularly the places where 
and dates within which said amounts were collected or received, and the 
ofticer or officers collecting and receiving the same, as well as the law or au- 
thority under which said amounts were in each instance so collected or 
received. 
7 Said committee shall investigate and report as to the expenditures of the 
said amounts so received, the necessity and propriety thereof, specifying in 
classes and in detail, so far as practicable, said expenditures, and particu- 
larly the work, services, or property for which said expenditures were made 
and the value thereof, also the law or authority under which each of said ex- 
penditures was made, the officer, civil or military, by whom said expendi- 
ture was authorized, and the officer, civil or military, by whom said expendi- 
ture was made, and the particular fund from which the money was taken for 
said expenditure. 

Said committee shall also report a statement of all public works of every 
kind, including buildings, wharves, railroads, and all other structures built 
or constructed, improved, repaired, or decorated by or under the authority 
of any such officer, civil or military, and in each instance the cost, value, ne- 
cessity, and propriety of the same, and the uses to which said buildings or 
structures have — put. Wheresaid buildings and works were constructed 
or improvements were made by contract, or where the material used in the 
same was furnished by contract, the committee shall report copies of each of 
said contracts and the names of all parties interested in each of the same. 

Said committee shall also report a statement of the personal property 
which was purchased or procured and intrusted to any otticer, civil or mili- 
tary, in Cuba within said time, the cost and value of the same, and the uses 
to which said property has been put and the disposition which has been made 
thereof. 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. BACON to the reso- 
lution (S. Res. No. 327) directing the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba to investigate and report relative to receipts and ex- 
penditures in Cuba, viz: Insert the following: 

That said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, shall have the power 
to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine wit- 
nesses under oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered 
to investigate, and may, either by full committee or subcommittee, hold 
their sessions during the sessions of the Senate or during the recess of Con- 
gress at such place or places as they may determine to be necessary or im- 
porsens for the efficient and proper execution of this order either in the 

nited States or in Cuba, to employ stenographers and such clerical assist- 
ance as may be deemed advisable; and the necessary and proper expense in- 
curred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, when this resolu- 
tion was presented by the Senator from Georgia I asked that it 
might go over, not that I intended to oppose the passage of the 
resolution, but I thought that some remarks made by the Senator 
from Georgia in advocating its passage called for examination. 

About a month ago Major-General Wood, military governor in 
the island of Cuba, was led to suppose or to fear that there had 
been irregularities, possibly peculations and embezzlements, in 
that portion of the government which was under the immediate 
control of the director-general of posts. He at once organized an 
inspection of the accounts of Mr. Rathbone, who was in charge 
of that branch of the service, which has been unsparingly pursued 
from that time to the present. 

The Senator from Georgia, I think, or certainly the newspapers 
to which he gives credence, seem to think that all the official mal- 
feasance and wrongdoing which have been discovered have been 
brought to light by others than those connected with the adminis- 
tration of affairs in the island of Cuba. It is to General Wood 
that the credit of discovering these official wrongs and crimi- 
nalities belongs, It is to the Administration that belongs the 
credit of investigating and probing the matter to the bottom and 
using every possible effort to bring those who have been guilty of 
wrongdoing to trial and to punishment. 

The Senator from Georgia has no monopoly of the sense of 
humiliation, indignation, and shame which should be and are felt 

y every honest and patriotic man in the United States. The 
disclosures in Cuba with reference to the postal affairs of that 
island are shocking. They strike a blow, and a direct blow, at 
he citizen of the United States. If the defalcation of Mr. 

mee. had occurred in Boston, or New York, or Washington, it 
Would have been a sad and shameful affair, but it would not have 
n so sad and so shameful as when it occurs in a country which 
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may be said to be at present under our guardianship, for the ad 
ministration of whose affairs with honesty and economy we are 
responsible not only to the people of Cuba but to ourselves and 
to the world as well, 

Nothing that has occurred in the history of defalcations has 
made such an impression upon the public mind as this, and justly 
so; and more than in any other case is it incumbent upon the 
Government to probe this to the very bottom, unsparingly, un- 
ceasingly, without hesitation, without reference to who may be 
complicated or concerned. 

Mr. President, I wish to remark right here that the Republican 
party never tolerates fraud or peculation or embezzlement. 
Neither the Republican Administration nor the members of the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba need any prodding from the 
party in opposition to induce them to make a most searching in 
vestigation and to use every possible effort to punish summarily 
and severely any persons who may have been guilty of wrong 
doing or of criminality or irregularity in reference to the affairs 
of the government of Cuba. 

But, Mr. President, there are some things that ought to be re- 
membered in connection with this, that ought to be remembered 
by those patriots who, with a Presidential election approaching, 
hold up their hands in holy horror and seize upon what has been 
disclosed to endeavor to cast discredit not only upon the Admin- 
istration, but upon their country as well. It ought to be remem- 
bered that in three years and three months of the present Ad- 
ministration this is the first occasion when they have had an 
opportunity to criticise in this respect. It ought to be remem- 
bered that whenever in years past there has been disclosed any in- 
stance of wrongdoing on the part of officials during a Republican 
Administration, that wrongdoing has been most mercilessly and 
thoroughly exposed and punished. 

Rarely, Mr, President, during Republican Administrations have 
there been defalcations and frauds. There were during the Ad- 
ministration of General Grant what were known as the star- 
route frauds, and when that distinguished general and equally 
distinguished President uttered the words *‘ Let no guilty man 
escape,” he struck the keynote.of confidence throughout the 
United States. And when, as I shall show before I get through, 
President McKinley has, in words almost equally concise and per- 
tinent, directed that this scandal shall be probed to the bottom 
and that every guilty person shall be punished, he will be accorded 
a verdict of confidence from the people of the United States. 

As I said, General Wood's suspicion was directed to the fact 
that there were irregularities in the postal accounts of Cuba. 
The management of the post-office affairs in Cuba was not directly 
under his control. Nominally it was, for he was the military 
governor of Cuba. Hearing or suspecting that there might be 
frauds or irregularities, he detailed an inspector, a military officer, 
as I understand—at any rate, an inspector under his own immedi- 
ate command—to investigate the postal affairs. ‘The result was, 
so far as disclosed, that the inspector found that aclerk by the 
name of Neely had been appropriating funds belonging to the 
Cuban postal revenues. That clerk left for the United States as 
soon as the investigation was commenced, He was followed by 
Inspector Burton to the United States, was arrested, has been held 
for trial, and at the suggestion of that inspector a suit for the 
recovery of the money has been instituted against him upon which 
he is required to give $50,000 bail, as he was required to give 
$20,000 bail under the original criminal charge, 

I think perhaps that is all that need be said respecting the ex- 
tent of the frauds which have been discovered. The defalcation 
amounts, as we are informed, for the months of this year, Janu- 
ary, February, March, and April, to about $45,000, It is sus- 

nected that the wrongdoing, the embezzlement, commenced ear- 
ier. Itis not believed that there will be any eventual loss to the 
Cuban revenues or to the Government of the United States. 

So much we know; but this has been seized upon to charge by 
innuendo, by rumor, by every means in which suspicion can be 
aroused, that the whole administration of affairs in Cuba is honey- 
combed with fraud, to use the language, I think, of the Senator 
from Georgia; that millions upon millions have been misappro- 
priated, and that the people of Cuba have been plundered whole- 
sale by the officers of the Government who are there in adminis- 
tration, I take this language of the Senator to be a direct charge: 

Only through the searching examination of witnesses and the personal 
examination of the locality and of the public works which heyve been con- 
structed can there be detected the plunder of millions of dollars through jobs 
given to favorites and through dishonest contracts and dishonest work under 
contracts. 

Who knows that, Mr. President? Aside from the partisan 
newspapers, which seem to roll every suspicion as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues, who knows that there has been a dishonest 
contract there? 

Iagree, Mr. President, that when these charges have been made, 
when rumor and suspicion and scandal mongering fill the air, an 
investigation by a Congressional or Senatorial committee becomes 

| necessary. I have seen nothing of fact which I think renders a 
Congressional investigation necessary; nothing of admitted fact, 
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nothing of proven fact, which requires any investigation, unless 
it be the defalcation to which I have already alluded. 

The Senator from Georgia makes the most astonishing proposi- 
tion with reference tothat that Ihaveeverheard. If l understand 
him, he thinks that the postal defalcation of Mr. Neely and the 
accounts of the director of posts should be examined by a Con- 
gressioual committee and not by a committee under the executive 


I wonder what the newspapers, who are so anxious to find some- 
thing to cast discredit upon the Administration—never thinking, 
apparently, that to discredit the Administration in this matter is 
to discredit their own country—I wonder what they would say if 
there had not been the swiftest investigation on the part of the 
Executive, particularly on the part of the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not hear him 
distinctly, and I will be obliged to him if he will repeat his state- 
ment about discrediting the Administration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly, 

Mr. BACON, I did not hear the Senator's statement, and that 
is the reason I ask him to repeat it. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 said I understood the Senator | 
from Georgia tosay that the investigation of the postal frauds and | 


embezzlement in Cuba ought to be undertaken by a Congressional 
or Senatorial committee, and not by the Department within which 
they occurred. This is what the Senator said: 

Now, Mr. President, to return from the diversion, it is going to be con- 
tended here, I imagine from certain intimations 1 have had from Senators of 
the dominant party, that this investigation ought not to be undertaken by 
Congress, but that it ought to be left to the Executive Departments. I shall 
have something more to say about that subject; but I wish to say in passing 
here that with the statement just made. which I have no doubt is true, as to 
the large number of men charged with the duty of investigating in Cuba and 
seeing that the postal department was properly managed there, and with 
their utter failure to comply with their duty, in the presence of this immense 
embezzlement of funds, the proper authority to investigate is not the same 
body of men among whom these frauds have been committed, and among 
others of them who, while themselves innocent, and who, while they have no 
connection with the frauds, will, by reason of their most unfortunate associa- 
tion officially with those whoare guilty, have of necessity to be included in 
the scope of the investigation. 


Mr. BACON. Now, will the Senator please read in connection 
with that,on page 6160, in the right-hand column, beginning about 
the middle of my remarks on that occasion? Thesentence begins, 
“Mr. President, if it were only the Post-Office Department,” etc. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will read what is before that, 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator said: 

But the question is whether the Congress of the United States should sit 
still and do nothing, or whether, in the face of this gross violation of duty, 
these villainous thefts of Cuban funds by the officers of one of the Depart- 
ments of the Government, we shall say that we will go to the bottom of it, 
or whether we shall leave it for others to attempt to do so. 

Mr. President, if it were only the Post-Office Department which was in- 
volved, there —— be a strong ment presented as to why this investi- 

tion should be left to the Post-Office officials, because they are a trained 

y of men familiar with those matters, and perhaps better capacitated 
than any others for a proper investigation of the facts, and if an investiga- 
tion shall be entered upon by the Senate those officers must be largely used 
in the prosecution of the investigation. But it is not a proper thing in my 
opinion, in any instance where there has been a widespread conspiracy by 
which there have been embezzlements of the funds of one Department, to 
leave the investigation altogether to that Department. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator will notice the Word “altogether.” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can place no other meaning 
upon all the clauses that I have read than that the Senator from 
Georgia felt that the investigation of this matter .could not be 
safely left to the executive department and to the Post-Office 
Department—that they would not thoroughly investigate and probe 
this matter to the bottom. If that is not the exact language which 
the Senator used, it is certainly the inference to be drawn from 
it. itis but another way in which it is sought to cast suspicion 
and discredit upon the Administration. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator, in that connection, kindly read 
the next paragraph, as he read the one preceding? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I have read all that is 
necessary toread. If the Senator desires to read all of his speech 
again, or any portion of it, I shall be very glad to have him do so. 

I think, Mr. President, that we can not well interfere with the 
investigation which is being made by the executive department 
and by the Postmaster-General. To interfere with it while it is 
going on would defeat very likely the ends of justice. 

I recur to my question. What would be said by the Senator, 
what would be said by the newspapers, by the partisan press, if 
there had been no effort made on the part of the Post-Office De- 
oceest to investigate, or on the part of General Wood to inves- 

gate this matter, and punish those who have been engaged in it? 
It is a duty which is placed upon the Post-Office Department, and 
it is aduty which is willingly performed by that Department. 

I wish ry this connection, Mr. President, to read the in- 
struction has been given to Fourth Assistant Postmaster- 


branch of the Government. I wonder what he would have said, 
| 
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General Bristow when he was directed to go to Cuba to probe this 
matter to the bottom. I have here the letter of the Postmaster- 
General of May 12, and, as it is short, I will read that first: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, May 12, 1900. 


Srr: You are directed to proceed to Habana, Cuba, at once. As you are 
aware, a force of inspectors has been detailed to make a thorough investiga. 
tion into the administration of the postul service of the island. Besides giv- 
ing the inspecturs the benefit of your counsel, it will be your special duty to 
examine and pepers apes the organization of the department of posts. You 
will confer freely with the Governor-General, and will hold yourself in read. 
iness for any service that may be indicated by later instructions 


Very respectfully, 
CH. EMORY SMITH, Postmaster-General. 


Hon. Josern L. Bristow, 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 


On the 16th this supplementary letter was written: 
May 16, 1900. 


Sir: Supplementing my letter of May 12, directing you to proceed at onco 
to Cuba, the following further instructions are given for your guidance: 

You will immediately on your arrival at Habana confer freely and fully 
with General Wood, military governor, and will keep in constant communi- 
cation with him in the work on which you enter. You will cooperate with 
the military governor both in the investigation of all irregularities in the 
postal service of Cuba and inany measures for the reorganization of the sys- 
tem that may be undertaken. 

The examination by the inspectors, already provided for, will have begun 
before your arrival. You will assume general supervision of this examina 
tion, and will enforce the instruction heretofore given that it shall be of the 
most searching and thorough character. If you find that you need a stil! 
larger force for the prompt and complete performance of this duty, you wil! 
call for it. The investigation must be comprehensive and minute, covering 
every branch of the service and all classes of officials. Its prosecution must 
be governed solely by the purpose of ascertaining the truth and the whole 
truth, and it must be uncompromising and unsparing. 

Besides supervising the investigation in cooperation with the military gov- 
ernor, it will be your duty to examine the organization of the postal service, 
with its system of checks and balances, and report what ter or additional 
safeguards can be provided. Under the system established at the beginning 
of the American occupation of Cuba the administrative side of the service 
was placed under the control of this Department and the auditing or check- 
ing side under the control of another. This isthesystem of the United States 
Government. The irregularities and peculations which have been brought 
to light were , yarently accomplished because officers appointed by and 
responsible to different Departments, and who should have been a check 
upon each other, entered into collusion and conspiracy to perpetrate thes» 
wrongs on the one side and to passand cover them up on the other. You 
will carefully investigate by what defects of supervision or defense they 
were consummated, and what further measures of protection in the passing 
and _——— of accounts and in the handling of public funds and property 
may be needed. ; 

Tt #s desired also that the central organization of the postal service in Cuba 
shall receive your special attention. You will examine as to whether it is 
framedinthe best manner forefficient administration. You will see whether, 
compatibly with a good mail service for the people, any retrenchments can 
be made, and whether economies can be effected by a consolidation and re- 
duction of bureaus. It is desired to bring the postal expenditures within tho 
postal revenues, so far as may be consistent with the obligation of providing 
a satisfactory mail service. 

Your presence in Cuba. as the representative of the Department, with these 
instructions, makes you the ranking officer of the postaladministration. You 
will consider and advise what removals or other action may be required in 
the cause of justice, for the interest of the Government and of the people of 
Cuba, and for the welfare of the service. 

You are chosen for this duty with the approval of the President, who is 
deeply shocked at the shameful betrayal of trust on the part of officials in 
whom confidence had been reposed, and who directs that in dealing with a! 
irregularities which have been or may be disclosed the sole rule of action 
shall be thorough and complete investigation, the rigorous and unsparing 
prosecution of all guilty persons, and their swift and condign punishment 

You will communicate these instructions to General Wood, keeping him 
fully informed as you proceed, and reporting regularly to the Department. 


Re tfully, yours, 
_— we CH. EMORY SMITH, Postmaster-General. 


Hon. Joseru L. Bristow, 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General. 


There speaks the President. He is ‘‘deeply shocked at the 
shameful betrayal of trust on the part of officials in whom con/i- 
dence had been reposed,” and he ‘‘ directs that in dealing with «!! 
irregularities which have been or may be disclosed the so!e rule 
of action shall be thorough and complete investigation, the rigor 
ous and unsparing prosecution of all — persons, and their 
swift and eee punishment.” But the Senator from Georvia 
thinks that really the Post-Office Department, the Executive Le- 
partment, can not or will not make a thorough investigation of 
these wretched, shameful disclosures. 

Mr. President, as I remarked a little while ago, the people of 
the country have confidence in William McKinley as President of 
the United States. I goa little further than that, and I aver that 
no President of the United States while holding the office of Pres- 
ident ever had the confidence, the respect, the affection of the 

eople to the extent which President McKinley has. Other Pres'- 
Sate have been canonized after their death; they have pas:«! 
into history as entitled to confidence, respect, and love, but 10 
President who, now dead, is thus respected, ever escaped in office 
the criticisms, the innuendoes. and the attacks which President 
McKinley has justly ee 

Mr. President, the ple of the country will be satisfied to leave 
this sad and shameful business in the hands of the Executive 1nd 
his Cabinet. They well know that there will be no covering 0) of 
fraud, no condoning of crime, no toleration of irregularities. 111s. 
therefore, that I think that these postal disclosures do not cal! at 
this time necessarily for a Senatorial investigation; but when it 1s 
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charged on the floor of the Senate, when it is charged in the press, | 
that there is a disposition to cover up frauds to shield the guilty 
persons, when speeches are made along this line for the purpose 
of campaign circulation, it becomes necessary to have the investi- 
gation to meet such charges, such insinuations, and such rumors, 
There is no danger but what this investigation will be most thor- 
ough as it is now being pursued. ; 

{ took up only yesterday or the day before one of the newspapers 
in which it was said—I do not find it at this moment—that the 
Administration did not dare to touch Mr, Rathbone, who was in | 
charge of postal affairs in Cuba, as he was too closely related in 
his dealings and his affairs with men who are strong with the 
Administration. I had no sooner read that statement in that paper 
than | also read the order of the Postmaster-General suspending 
Mr. Rathbone from office, and the news from Habana that all his 
conduct was being most rigorously and thoroughly investigated. 
[am out of patience, Mr. President, that what has really occurred, 
sad and shameful and humiliating and disgraceful as it is, filling 
us all with indignation, should be amplified and exaggerated and 
seized upon to endeavor for political reasons and political pur- 
poses, and for the purposes of a political campaign, to convince | 
the people that our administration in Cubais disgracefully lax and | 
dishonest throughout. 

The administration in Cuba has been a difficult matter. I shall | 
allude a little further on to our peculiar relations with Cuba; but | 
lean say right here, I think, that there never bas been a more 
difficult task of reconstruction in the world. History does not 
show one. All examples of reconstruction work in history have 
been simple compared with the responsibilities which this country 
assumed in the matter of the reconstruction of Cuba. I think | 
that no greater care could have been taken by the Executive as to 
the selection of officers to whom the administration of affairs in | 
Cuba should be intrusted. It is well to remember that in these 
days when all the mud artillery of the partisan press is opened 
up on the Administration; it is well to stop for a moment and see 
what has been done in the way of selecting officials to whom 
should be intrusted the governmental affairs in the island of 
Cuba. 

In the first place, after the treaty of peace came the evacuation. 
We hadto reeeive at the hands of the Spanish military authori- | 
ties their relinq@ishment of the island and the transfer of the | 
property which was to be transferred to the United States in trust 
for the people of Cuba. The treaty of Paris provided that the 
island should come under the military occupation of the United | 
States on the Ist of January, 1899. I will refer to that iater. 

Who were selected by the President to receive this transfer of | 
authority? Were they men who were suspected by the people of 
the United States, or were they men who would be trusted by the 
people of the United States? I want to read their names. <Ad- | 
miral Sampson, General Wade, and Gen. M. C. Butler. Those 
were the three commissioners appointed to superintend the evacu- 
ation of Cuba and to receive the transfer of property from the 
Spanish authorities. 

Then came the question of government and the selection of a 
nilitary governor. Whowasselected? Thethirdranking major- 
general of the Army was Gen. John R. Brooke. Major-General 
Miles was commanding. He was not available for that service. 
Gen. Wesley Merritt, if I am not mistaken, was then in the Philip- 

pines. He was not available for that service. The President se- 
ected as military governor of the island of Cuba General Brooke. 
Whatever map be said by way of sneer about the fitting up of 
costly quartersfor him or the allowance made to him for expenses, 
there is no officer in the United States Army, and there never was 
an officer in the United States Army, who stood higher in the es- 
timation of the people or the Army than Major-General Brooke, 
aman of long service, of the purest and highest character, of un- 
spotted and unblemished reputation, of conceded integrity, and 
fully versed im international law as wellas in military law. What 
better selection could have been made? He remained there for a 
year, and I am inclined to read one word from the order with 
which he took leave of his command there and gave it up to 
Gen. Leonard R. Wood. 

General Brooke was a man of years. He had spent a year in 
most arduous and perplexing duty in that debilitating climate, 
and was anxious to return to the United States. General Wood 
had, from his very entrance into and participation in the Spanish 
war, shown himself to be a man of rare faculty both as a fighter 
and administrator. I think it would be pretty safe to say that 
the President of the United States might have looked over all the 
people of the United States, in the Army and out of the Army, 
and he could not have made a better selection than that of Major- 
General Wood for military governor of the island of Cuba It 
was a choice universally approved; and if in all this there has 
been the taint of suspicion, if in all this invention of suspicion 
and rumor, anyone has dared to cast a shadow upon or to asperse 
the official or personal integrity of Maj. Gen. Leonard R. Wood, 
I have yet to hear it, He was selected to take the place of General 
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Brooke. But first I want to show what General Brooke said on 
turning the command over to General Wood. 


HEADQUARTERS DIVISION OF CURA 
Habana, Decemi« 
PROCLAMATION, 

By direction of the President, I hereby transfer to my successor, Maj. Gen. 
Leonard Wood, U. 8. V., the duties and responsibilities of the office of mili 
tary governor, bespeaking for him that support and confidence you have 
come to accord to me. 

To those who have been associated with me in the performance of the dif 
ficult task of reorganizing and placing in operation the civil government of 
the island I hereby tender this expression of my appreciation of and thanks 
for their loyal and patriotic support «nd assistance. A year ago I founda 


country most thoroughly devastated, its resources and commerce destroyed, 
| its rural population gathered in its towns, without food and without shelter, 
dying from starvation and exposure. The Government of the United States 
immediately supplied food and work. In a short time thisterrible condition 
pees away, and now the country is rapidly pressing om to a prosperity 
ritherto unknown in its history. Look about you and see how true t 


The various steps which led up tothe present conditions are well known to 
you and need not be mentioned here. The change is truly marvelous 

Without a semblance of civil government, then, you now have a « 
organization of your municipal and provincial governments. all in the hands 
of your own citizens. the “military control" being purely advisory and 
supervisory. Many of your laws have been modified and changed to suit the 
times in which you live, as well as inthe interest zood government. Your 
courts have been reorganized and are in operation: peace reigns: law and 
order rule, and by your own industry and a careful observance of these con 
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| ditions the full restoration of your social affairs and prosperity is assured 


Feeling that your future is in your own hands to make or to mar. and 
trusting that wise counsels may prevail among you, I say to you farewell 
JOHN R. BROOKE 
Major-General, Military Gor wor 
I wish te repeat one sentence: 
A year ago I found a country most thoroughly devastated, its resources 
and commerce destroyed, its rural population gathered in its towns without 
food and without shelter, dying from starvation and exposure rhe Govern 


ment of the United States immediately supplied food and work. 


And yet the Administration is criticised here on the floor of the 
Senate because of unlawful expenditures for sanitation, for aid to 
the destitute, for rations, for food, and for the employment of 
labor. 

Mr. President, General Brooke and, later, General Wood were 
made military governors. Whe were placed in command of the 
departments? General Ludlow, General Lee, General Wilson, 


| General Carpenter, and General Wood of Santiago, who was 


afterwards transferred and made governor of the whole island. 
Does anyone on the other side of the Chamber accuse the Presi- 
dent of lack of care and caution in the selection of these officers 
because he gave General Lee command and made him military 
governor cf one of the provinces? Is there any word of suspicion 
directed against him, or indeed either one of the general's who 
were made military governors of the provinces in Cuba? 

I should like to put in here, without reading, a list of the mili- 


| tary officers to whom civil duties have been assigned from time 


to time in the island of Cuba and in different departments. | 
will not stop to read it, but whoever does I think will no longer 
suggest that the highest care has not been exercised in the selec- 
tion of military officers to discharge the civil duties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper 
will be printed in the REcorb, 

The list referred to is as follows: 

NAMES OF OFFICERS OF THE ARMY HAVING IMPORTANT COMMANDS OR 

DUTIES IN CUBA 

Evacuation committee.—Rear-Admiral William T. Sampson, United States 
Navy; Maj. Gen. J. F. Wade, United States Volunteers; Maj. Gen. M. C 
Butler, United States Volunteers; Brig. Gen. J. W. Clous, secretary and 
recorder of commission. 

Division of Cuba.—Commander and military governor: Maj. Gen. J. R. 
Brooke, December 29, 1898, to December 20, 18U0; Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, 
December 20, I899, to date. Chief of staff: Maj. Gen. A. R. Chaffee. Decem 
ber 29, 1898, to May 1, 1899. Adjutant-general: Lieut. Col. W. V. Richards, 
December 29, 1898, todate. Chief quartermaster: Brig. Gen. C. FP. Humphrey, 
December 29, 1898, to date. Chief commissary: Lieut. Col. A. L. Smith, De 
cember 29, 1898, to August 74, 1899; Maj. O. FE. Wood, September 30, 1899, to 
date. Chief surgeon: Lieut. Col. R. M. O'Reilly, December 29, 1808, to Novem 
ber 12, 1899; Lieut. Col. Calvin De Witt, December 15, 1899, to April 3, 1000; 
Maj. V. Havard, April 3, 1900, to date. Chief paymaster: Maj. G. R. Smith, 
December 28, 1898, to March 11, 1899; Maj. F. S. Dodge, June |, 1899, to date. 
Chief signal officer: Col. H. H. C. Dunwoody, December 28, 1898. to date. Chief 
of customs service and secretary of finance: Lieut. Col. T. H. Bliss, Decem- 
ber 28, 1898,to date. Inspector-general: Maj. 8. H. Rolfe, February 4, 1899, to 
September 28, 1890; Col. G. 11. Burton, September 28, 1899, to date. Treasurer 
and disbursing officer of customs: Maj. Kk. FP. Ladd, January 27, 1890, to date 
Superintendent of charities: Maj. E. St. J. Greble, February 21, 1900, to date 
Inspector-general: Brig. Gen. O. H. Ernst, January 2, 1500. to May 6, 1809 
Auditor for island of Cuba: First Lieut. E. C. Brooks, Sixth Cavalry, April 
20, 1900, to date. 

Department of Habana.— Commander (also military governor of the city 
of Habana): Brig. Gen. William Ludlow, January 1, 1869, to May 14, 1900. 
Adjutant-general: Maj. T. B. Mott, January 1, 1819, to Mareb 1, 1899: Lieut. 
Col. H. L. Scott, Mareh 1, 1899, to May 1, 1809. Inspector-general: Lieut. Col 
P. Reade, January 30, 1899, to July 22, 1890; Maj. G. S. Grimes, Seeond Artil- 
lery, September 18, 1899, to May 1, 1900. Chief commissary: Maj. Carroll 
Mercer, January 10, 1899, to March 29, 1899; Capt. P. Mothersill, March 29, 
1899, to May 1, 1900. Chief quartermaster: Maj. J. 'T. French, April 27, 1899, 
to May 1, 1900. Chief engineer: Lieut. Col. W. M. Black, January 2, 1899, to 
May 1, 190. Chief surgeon: Maj. W. C. Gorgas, February 10, 1890, to May |, 
900. 

Department of the Province of Habana.—Commander: Maj. Gen. Fitzhugh 
Lee, December 30, 1898, to April 19, 1899. Adjutant-general: Lieut. Col. J. u 
Dorst, December 30, 1898, to April 19, 1809. Chief quartermaster: Lieut. Col. 
G. E. Pond, December 30, 1898, to March 14, 1899; Maj. J. L. Wilson, March 
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14, 1899, to April 19, 1899. Chief commissary: Lieut. Col. O. E. Wood, January 
24, 1899, to April 19, 1899. Chief surgeon: Lieut. Col. L. M. Maus, December 
30, 1898, to February —, 1809; Maj. J. R. Kean, February 16, 1899, to April 19, 
1809. 

Department of Province of Habana and Pinar del Rio.—Commander: Brig. 
Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, April 19, 1899, to May 1, 1900. Adjutant General: Maj. 
RK. E. L. Michie, April 20, 1899, to May 1,1900. Chief quartermaster: a. J.L. 
Wilson, April 20, 1899, to March 13, 1900. Chief commissary: Maj. O. E. Wood, 
April 20, 1899, to May 1, 1900. Inspector-general: Maj. R. B. Harrison, April 
20, 1899, to April 8, 1900. Chief surgeon: Maj. J. R. Kean, April 20, 1899, to May 
1, 1900. Disbursing officer, customs funds for the department: Maj. 8. D. 
Sturgis, May 10, 1899, to August 11, 1899. 

Department of Pinar del Rio.—Commander: Brig. Gen. G. W. Davis, Jan- 
uary 3, 1899, to February 10, 1899; Brig. Gen. E. B. Williston, February 10, 1899, 
to March 20, 1899; Brig. Gen. H. C. Hasbrouck, March 20, 1899, to April 23, 1899. 
Adjutant-general: a“. 5. D. Sturgis, January 10, 1899, to April 23, 1899. _In- 
spector-general: Maj. 2. A. Brown, January 4, 1899, to March 31, 1899. Chief 
quartermaster: Ma). G. H. Sands, January —, 1899, to February 18, 1899; 
Lieut. Col. N.H. Creager, February 14, 1899, to April —, 1899 (remaining on 
duty at constructing quarters at Guanajay toSeptember 8, 1899). Chief com- 
missary: Capt. John Landsteest. January 3, 1899, to February 1, 1899; Maj. 
J. H. Heatwole, February 1, 1899, to April 22, 1899. Chief surgeon: Maj. Wil- 
liam L. Kneedler, January 3, 1899, to June —, 1899. 

Department of Matanzas.—Commander: Maj. Gen. J. H. Wilson, January 12, 
1899, to April 21, 1899. Adjutant-general: Lieut. Col. G. R. Cecil, Jamuary 12, 
1899, to April 21, 1899. Chief quartermaster: Lieut. Col. J. B. Aleshire, Jan- 
uary 12, 1899, to April 21, 1899. Chief commissary: Maj. E. F. Taggart, Jan- 
uary 12, 1809, to April 21, 1899. Chief surgeon: Lieut. Col. T. E. Wilcox, Janu- 
ary 12, 1899, to March 20, 1899. Inspector-general: Lieut. Col. F. D. Baldwin, 
January 12, 1899, to April 21, 1899. Engineer officer: Lieut. Col. John Biddle, 
January 12, 1899, to April 21, 1899. District of Matanzas: Brig. Gen. J. P. 
Sanger, commanding, om January 13, 1899, to May 24, 1899. 

Department of Santa Clara.—Commander: Maj. Gen. J.C. Bates, January 4, 
1899, to April 19, 1899. Adjutant-general: Maj. L. V. Caziarc, January 11, 1899, 
to April 21, 1899. Chief quartermaster: Capt. 8. A. Smoke, January 4, 1899, 
to March 21, 1899. Chief commissary: Maj. J. O. Varnedoe, January 4, 1899. 
to March —, 1899. Chief surgeon: Maj. J. H. Hysell, January 4. 1899, to April 
21, 189%. Provost-marshal: Maj. J. A. Logan, January 4, 1899, to February 25, 
- a asing military commandant judicial district of Sagua la Grande 
and Remedio). 

Department of Puerto Principe. Commanier: rie. Gen. L. H. Carpenter, 
January 10, 1809, to July 16, 1899. Adjutant-general: Capt. J. E. McMahon, 
January 24, 1899, to April 29, 1899; Capt. C. M. O'Connor, Eighth Cavalry, April 
29, 1809, to June 19, 1899. Chief quartermaster: Capt. C.J.Symonds, January 
10, 1899, to July 16, 1809 (being also disbursing officer for island custom funds). 
Chief commissary: Capt. W. M. Loveland, January 21, 1899, to April 6, 1899; 
Maj. Henry Page, April 6, 1899, to May —, 1899. Chief surgeon: Maj. 8. T. 
Armstrong, January 10, 1899, to July 16, 1899. 

Department of Santiago (designated Department of Santiago and Puerto 
Principe from July, 1809).—Commander, Brig. Gen. Leonard Wood, January 
1, 1899, to December 20, 1899; Col. 8. M. Whitside, Tenth Cavalry, January 22, 
190, to date. Adjutant-general, Lieut. Col. J. H. Beacom, January 1, 1899, to 
March 25, 1899; Maj. George Andrews, March 25, 1899, to date. Chief quar- 
termaster, Maj. J. T. Knight, January 1, 1899, to July 1, 1899; Capt. C. M. 
Augur, July 1, 1899, to date. Chief commissary, Maj. E. T. Wilson, January 
1, 1899, to ay 18, 1899; Maj. J, H. Heatwole, May 18, 1899, to suar 6 1899; Capt. 
W. H. Beck, Tenth Cavalry, July 10, 1899, to September 15, 1899; Capt. T. F. 
Ryan, September 15, 1899, to date. Chief surgeon, Maj. V. Havard, January 
1, 1899, to April —, 1900. inspector-general, Maj. J. H. McLeary, February 1/1, 
1899, to April 1, 1899. Judge advocate, Maj. H. C. Carbaugh, February 10, 1899, 
to May 20, 1899; Maj. G. M. Dunn, May 20, 1899, to May —, 1900. 

Department of Matanzas and Santa Clara.—Commander, Brig. Gen. J. H. 
Wilson, April 21, 1899, todate. Adjutant-general, Lieut. Col. G. R. Cecil, April 
21, 1899, to May 23, 1899; Maj. J. H. Dorst, May 23, 1899, to August 19, 1899; Maj. 
E, St. J. Greble, September 19, 1899, to February 20, 1900. Inspector-general, 
Lieut. Col. F. D. ldwin, April 21, 1599, to June 8, 1899; Maj. G. L. R. 
Brown, Tenth Infantry, September 25, 1899, to February —, 1900. Chief quar- 
termaster, Lieut. Col. J. B. Aleshire, April 21, 1899, to June 30, 1899; Maj. 
W. H. Miller, June 30,1899, to date. Chief commissary, Capt. M. R. Peterson, 
April 25, 1899, to date. Chief surgeon, Maj. F. J. Ives, April 25, 1899, to date. 
Judge-advocate, Maj. H. C. Carbaugh, May 29, 1899, to October 5, 1899. 


OTHER OFFICERS THAT SERVED IN CUBA, IN COMMAND OF TROOPS, AS COL- 
LECTORS OF CUSTOMS, ETC. 


Maj. Gen. J. W. Keifer, commenting First Division, Seventh Army Corps, 
at Habana, January 1, 1899, to March 11, 1899. 
Brig. Gen. J. K. Arnold, commanding Second Divigion, Seventh Army 
Corps, at Habana, January 17, 1899, to April 12, 1899. 
Brig. Gen. H, 'T. Douglas, commanding brigade,at Habana, January 7, 1899, 
to March 6, 1899. 
Brig. Gen. E. P. Ewers, commanding district at San Luis, January 1, 1899, 
to March 23, 1899. 
Maj. L. W. V. Kennon, assistant adjutant-general, on special duty at 
Headquarters Division of Cuba. 
Capt. J. F. R. Landis, First Cavalry, collector of customs at Caibarien since 
January 5, 1899. 
Capt. F. G. Irwin, jr., Second Cavalry, collector of customs at Manzanillo, 
Mey}, 1899, to May 1, 1900, and on same duty at Santiago to date. 
Capt. H. J. Slocum, Seventh Cavalry, disbursing officer Cuban customs 
funds at Habana, from August 12, 1899, to date. 
Capt. E. A. Ellis, Eighth Cavalry, collector of customs at Guantanamo, 
since January 24, 1599. 
First Lieut. A. E. Saxton, Eighth Cavalry, civil disbursing officer district 
of Santiago since August 14, 1890. 
Second Lieut. H. A. my yt = Cavalry, disbuvsing officer customs 
funds at Puerto Principe since ember 9, 1899. 
Capt. C. H. Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, disbursing officer at Santiago, Cuban 
census, September 25, 1899, to March 23, 1900. 
First Lieut. B. C. Schumm, Second Artillery, collector of customs at Bara- 
coa, January —, 1899, to April —, 1900, 
Capt. John Conklin, jr., Fifth Artillery, collector of customs at Trinidad, 
December 30, 1898, to ~_ _ . 
Capt. 8. D. Freeman, Tenth Cavalry, collector of customs at Santiago, Oc- 
tober 25, 1899, to May 1, 1900. 
Capt. Elias Chandler, First Infantry, collector of Customs at Ysabella de 
a since January 31, 1899. 
rst Lieut. L. S. Upton, Fifth Infantry, collector of customs at Manza- 
nillo since May 5, 1899. 
First Lieut. ton Brown, Second Infantry, papertotensens of street 
cleaning, Cienfuegos, June 29, 1899, to September 16, 1899. 
Capt. W. Y. Stamper, Eighth Infantry, collector of customs at Cienfuegos, 
January 1, 1899, to February 19, 1900, 
Second Lieut. J. W. Wright, Fifth Infantry, collector of customs at Bara- 
coa since April 14, 1900. ; 
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First Lieut. M. B. Stokes, Tenth Infantry, collector of customs at Carde- 
nas since June 22, 1899. 

Maj. J. G. Davis, surgeon, chief sanitary officer, Habana, February 9, 1899, 
to February 10, 1900. 

Maj. H. M. Lord, paymaster, in charge of and paying funds toCubanarmy, 
June 3, 1899, to September 23, 1899. 

Maj. J. J. Brereton, quartermaster, collector of customs at Cienfuegos, 
December 31, 1898, to May 11, 1899. 

Capt. W. H. Hay, assistant quartermaster, collector of customs at Matan- 
zas since December 29, 1898. 

Capt. 8. F. Dutton, A. C. S. Volunteers, disbursing officer, civil funds, 
Guanajay, February 14, 1899, to May 30, 1899. 

H. C. CORBIN, Adjutant-General. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator whether any of the 
recent disclosures show that any officer of the Army has been 
guilty of fraud or dishonesty? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is nothing which has come 
to my attention to show that one cent has been improperly ex- 
pended or appropriated by any military officer performing civil 
duties in the island of Cuba. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator from Connecticut had his 
attention called to the matter of the wharf for the railroad, built 
on the south side of tne harbor? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, what of it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just want to know if he has investigated it. 
I know nothing except what I have seen in the papers. 1 supposed 
the Senator would be able to give the Senate some information or 
light on the subject. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator or anybody else 
has any charges to make in regard to that, 1 wish he would make 
them now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the investigation is ordered, I will furnish 
some witnesses, I will agree to do that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think I will, having been inter- 
rupted, stop right here, breaking up the continuity of my remarks, 
for the purpose of saying one word about that railroad. I saw 
recently in a newspaper a statement that there had been some 
great frauds connected with the building of that railroad, and it 
took the shape which these other stories take, that there had been 
an unconscionable contract made; that the parties behind the con- 
tract were the former Secretary of War, Mr. Alger, and the two 
Senators from the State of New York, Senator DEPEW and Sena- 
tor PLatT, If that is the charge, let us haveit. I saw a state- 
ment, as quickly as the charge was promulgated, by the former 
Secretary of War that he had nothing whatever to do with it, and 
I saw a statement also made—and it was not necessary that he 
should make it—by the junior Senator from New York that he 
had nothing whatever to do with it. It was not necessary that 
he should say that. It was not necessary that the former Secre- 
tary of War should say it. It shows the recklessness of the peo- 
ple who are hunting stones to throw at this Administration. 

When this war commenced we were told we were to have a car- 
nival of corruption and extravagance. Our anti-expansion friends 
lamented over it in advance. The war has gone on; all the ex- 
penditures of the war have been made; and people anxious for 
campaign material have been scrutinizing them, and it comes 
down to this, that some men who were trusted and believed to be 
trustworthy have gone wrong in Cuba in postal affairs and have 
perhaps appropriated a hundred thousand dollars, more or less. 

Iam not going to stop to go into the question of the railroad at 
the present time. It was built before General Brooke took pos- 
session. It was built before there was a military governor in 
Cuba. It was built before General Wood was there, It was built 
under the quartermasters of the Army. Itwas builtin haste. It 
was built to land troops and supplies and distribute them through 
the island, to avoia the pest holes where yellow fever bred, and 
the increased expense of transportation. I do not believe there 
was a extravagant in it or any impropriety in the con- 
tract. I want to go a little further and say that, as I understand 
it, there has been no work performed under the military govern- 
ment in Cuba when performed by contract except with the same 
care as to advertisement and letting of bids that prevails in the 
United States when work is contracted for to be performed under 
the Xagineer Corps of the Army. 

Mud slinging is not proof, Mr, President. If there is any 
irreguiarity in Army circles or in any other circle of adminis- 
tration ia Ouba, God knows I want to go to the bottom of it and 
have it exposed; but it is only just a little less reprehensible than 
wrongdoing of this character to attempt to seize upon it to cast 
discredit upon the Administration and upon the country which we 
all ought to support. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Connecticut, before he 
leaves the matter of the railroad, will state, if he has the figures, 
what itactually cost. The statement has been made in the news- 
papers that it cost a miilion anda half. That I know is false, of 
course. I want to know how false it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If I can lay my hands upon them, 
I think I have some figures here. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I think it was in the neighborhood of 
$190,000, , 
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Mr. LODGE, That was my impression, but I was in hopes that 
the Senator from Connecticut would give us the exact statement, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Aside from the land or the right of way. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Ithink I can furnish the Senator with the fig- 
ures if he wishes them—$342,611.84. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 will put in an extract from the 
report of the chief quartermaster, Division of Cuba, General Hum- 
phrey, of the expenditures on account of construction of military 
railroad, Triscornia, Cuba, including pier and amount paid for 
maintenance and repair. The first statement is up to August 30, 
and the second brings the cost up to September 30, 1899. The con- 
struction of the railroad and pier cost $211,000, of \which $24,000 
was forthe pier. You can take $24,000 from $211,000, and that will 
give the total cost of construction. The road is about 7} miles 
long. I will put in all these figures without reading them: 


[Extract from report of chief quartermaster, division of Cuba, Habana, | 


Cuba, August 30, 1899. } 


Statement of expenditures on account of construction of military railroad, 
Triscornia, Cuba, including pier and amount paid for maintenance and 





repair. 

FOP CZOCRVOUUOR «6.020 ccccce cccvc ee cccce nce cccces cocces cocces cece: ccce $112, 005. 05 
ie SEE PE REIMIOOU « cn cnewccccceweseccccccnsevecscecceccsscee 00,000.00 
TOP SHOMGIOD 6 occec ccc ccce cocces coccccceccccses pcecenendmehemeveshs< aaa 5, 267.27 
For pier -.-..-. pa anne een n nnn ne neee een eee see eeeeennnenenes wéunnuecscceccee 24, 444.17 
For Gngineering. 2.0.0 ccccee -- 20 ccccne ccccce cocccccses ccs cece sss-cece 8, O49. 44 
n,n cstickneitboedmebbieeeonucen mee ae 

For maintenance and repair: 
TMDOP . ciceconsc en esee onsccascccscccnccnccenccocccccescsccccscnccccs § 18,718. 
Miscellaneous tools and supplies... ..............0.2..----e-sccees 3, 869. 23 
tities itching deine bubend beaded Sebkew Gbadsens once ceeey - 17,582.48 


Respectfully submitted. 
Cc. F. HUMPHREY, 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U. 8S. A., Chief Quartermaster, 


WAR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF QUARTERMASTER, 
DIVISION OF CUBA, 
Habana, Cuba, November 20, 1899. 
Statement of cost of construction, equipment, and maintenance of the military 
railroad piers and construction of warehouses at Triscornia, Cuba, up to and 
including September 30, 1899. 








Construction of railroad and pier (contract) ............ 211, 581. 74 
Construction of switch connection with United Rail- 

WOR OF TIBNBDR oo 600 :05 1s pcoccecwccce cccceseecces coven 366, 63 
Construction of semaphore; junction with United Rail- 

nnn cand ubetendibanaee sechoesessenseve 80.12 
ES Ds cov ceuunwoadceuebascewaseucuse 725. O4 
Construction of wharf for lighters (contract) .......... 12, 900,00 
Construction of telegraph station............-.--........ 175.00 
Construction of superintendent's office ................. 35.00 
PE . . snceencnesecesescuccesceese 1,316. 00 
Civil engineering (construction). .............-.....----. 6,512. 37 
Two locomotives, at $8.975 each ........ 0... ccccceccccce 17,950.00 
Cost unloading and setting tn dn ceninaenieekaen 475. 57 
Twenty freight cars, at $625 each........................ 12,500.00 

Cost of railroad, includirg equipment, pier, and wharf -.-..... $264,617.47 
WAREHOUSES. 

Construction of 7 warehouses (contract) -................ 39, 900. 00 
Construction of 3 platforms, connecting 4 of the above 810.00 
Labor and material. penta warehouses. .... seanewens 630, 30 
Putting new floor in old building on dock............... 500. 00 


—_——-_ 41,870.30 
OPERATING, ADDITIONAL GRADING, BALLASTING, ETC, 





EEE EET 
Miscellaneous material. ...........cccccecccccccccccccccce 4, 809. 07 
i. 2 ccc ene eeeeebadeisisvestavdecdsbeen 36, 124. 07 
ns esdeeneenns 342, 611.84 
Respectfully submitted. 





Deputy Quartermaster-General, U. S. A., Chief Quartermaster. 
A true copy. 


Cc. F. HUMPHREY, 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U. S. A., Chief Quartermaster. 


The entire expenditure as above has been reimbursed to the appropria- 
tions of the Quartermaster’s Department, as follows: 


Army transportation, fiscal year 1900...............--..------------.- $17,778. 68 
Regular supplies, fiscal year 1900................---------eees-eeeeenne 3.20 
Regular supplies, fiscal year 1809. ............-...-ce-s-eee-eececee ese. 17.00 
Barracks and quarters, fiscal year 1899....................++++e------ 41, 450, 00 
Army transportation, fiscal year 1890. .... ..............---.----eeeeee 280, 325. 95 
Army transportation, January 1, 1899 ..........0......---0.+--..----- 3, 087. 01 


i asduccens 342, 611. 84 


It will be noted that the cost of constructing the railroad, $211,581.74, in- 
cluded in the same contract the construction of a pier. Deducting the prob- 
able approximate cost of the pier, $20,000, will leave for the construction 
proper of about 6 miles of railroad $191,581.74, or about $32,000 per mile. Con- 
sidering the great difficulties under which the road was constructed, the 
imperative need for the utmost haste in the work, and the fact that all ma- 
terial and labor had to be transported from the United States, it would ap- 
pear that the cost of this railroad was not in any way excessive 


Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President— 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam seeking information. I should like to 
have the Senator state, if he has the information, by whose order 
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and upon whose recommendation this road and pier were built. 
Spain had been there for a good while and had got along without 
it; and we had a harbor down at Matanzas, I believe, that was 
accessible for shipping supplies or materials of war, if we needed 
any, westward toward Habana; and it is just a question as to 
whether the pier and road were needed at all, as we were there 
only temporarily and certainly did not propose to go intoimprove- 
ments of a permanent character. If the Senator has anything 
bearing on that phase of the question, I hope he will give it to us. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the Senator believes 

that Secretary Alger and Master of Transportation Hecker and 
Chief Quartermaster Humphrey really set to work to build this 7 
miles of railroad for the purpose of giving somebody a fat con- 
tract and swindling the Government when the road was not neces- 
sary. I suppose the Senator from South Carolina really believes 
that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish the Senator, if he has anything on tha 

| line, would put it in, so that we may have the advantage of it. 1 
| know nothing except what I have seen and heard, There seems 
| to be something fishy about it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Youcan hearand see fishy things 
if you desire. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question for information purely. That is, whether or 
not the $211,000 includes the cost for right of way? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think it does, 

Mr. CULBERSON. How much did the right of way cost? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know whether it cost 
anything. I believe there have been some claims made about it 
which are not yet adjusted. Of course I have not been so thor- 
oughly into this matter that I profess to be an expert in the ex- 
planation of it. I have been far enough into it to understand that 
the Senator from Georgia was grossly misinformed when he sug- 
gested that it cost a million dollars, 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator please point to the place where 
I suggested that? 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I will ask the Senator if he did 


not suggest it? 
Mr, BACON. I certainly did not. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Even if he suggested it by way of 
illustration. 

Mr. BACON, I at the same time disclaimed any knowledge 
of it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But when the speech goes out as 
a campaign document, the people will understand as they read it 
that the Senator intended to have it understood that it cost a 
million dollars, 

Mr. BACON. I decline to have the Senator construe my lan- 
guage in direct opposition to what I said. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I hope I may be able to find it, 
[A pause.] This is what the Senator said: 

Mr. President, it is alleged that there is a railroad built down there out of 
this money. The proper thing to dois not simply to receive a statement of 
facts that a million dollars have been used in the construction of a railroad. 


Iam using that amount simply for illustration, not knowing what was the 
cost, although it is rumored that the cost was enormous. 


That is what the Senator said. He did not say it cost a million 
| dollars, but the people who read his speech will understand that 
| he meant to have it understood that he thought it cost a million 
dollars. 

Mr, CULLOM, Or some other enormous sum, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or some other enormous sum. 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. lam notmaking this speech 
for campaign purposes, and therefore I will be more tolerant of 
interruption than the Senator from Georgia was. 

Mr. BACON. [will satisfy the Senator, if he will pursue an 
investigation of this matter, that it is intended for something 
more than campaign purposes. What I wanted to say to the Sena- 
tor is this: I had seen it stated in the papers that it was a million 
dollars, but I had no knowledge on the subject whatever, and 
therefcre I was careful to say that I did not have it and that my 
information simply was that it was enormous; and that I stand 
by and expect to prove before I get through. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Before I was interrupted by 
Senators who seem to be troubled about the building of a railroad 
down in Cuba, which was said to be necessary and which I do 
not believe was undertaken by officers of the Army or the Secre- 
tary of War or anyone else for the purpose of giving a contract 
or a job or defrauding the Government of the United States, | 
had adverted to the care which had been used in the selection of 
military officers charged with the exercise of civil functions in 
| Cuba; and notwithstanding the lamentable occurrences which 
followed the organization of the postal service in Cuba, I under- 
| take to say that just the same care was exercised in the selection 

of officials who should have charge of and be employed in that 
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branch of the service as in the military department. It may be a 
question as to whether it was wise to organize what seemed to be 
a separate department of posts, whether it would not have been 
wiser to have placed the whole matter in the hands and under the 
contro! and immediate supervision of the mili vernors, Gen- 
erals Brooke and Wood, but I think that the question was decided 
at the time according to the best light which could be obtained. 

The postal system is especially one requiring technical know!l- 
edge and experience. In Cuba everything was chaotic; the postal 
affairs were conducted on archaic principles, like those in the 
earliest times of this Republic, in the days of Benjamin Franklin 
as Postmaster-General and the pony carrying of the mail, and 
when it was thought that we ought to give the people of Cuba 
while we remained there in administration a good service and a 
service modeled upon our own now ificent and excellent 
service, it was the most natural thing in the world to suppose that 
we would —and if the newspapers’ attention had then been called 
to it, they would have congratulated the President upon so deter- 
mining—organize that department by the trained officials in the 
Post-Office Department. 

Now, if that was to be done, if it was not to be organized and 
administered by Army officers, I insist that no better selection 
could have been made from the standpoint of that time and the 
knowledge which the Postmaster-General and the President of 
the United States supposed many peeennes than was made. Who 
was Mr. Rathbone? If he has been guilty of any irregularity or 
any extravagance or any appropriation of moneys, there will be 
no disposition te shield him. The people will lament the fact, 
but they will pursue him unsparingly. Who was he? If those 
had been consulted who believe most in civil-service reform and 
inerit appointments, where trained knowledge and experience and 
capacity and a good record are held to entitle one to be selected 
for office, they would have selected Estes G. Rathbone as the man 
to organize that department. 

It is not the first time that men have gone wrong. It is not the 
first time that men employed in the management of banks and 
railroads and business affairs and educational organizations and 
churches who were trusted have gone wrong. Temptation is 
sometimes too strong to be resisted. But whowas Mr. Rathbone? 
He was a man who had been educated in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, whose first experience there, I think, was that of inspector, 
who had been employed in the Interior Department, if I am not 
mistaken, as inspector of the Interior Department, who, when 
Benjamin Harrison came to be President of the United States was 
for his merit selected by President Harrison to be Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, and the office was created for him. 
Could there have been greater care exercised in the selection of a 
man? Wall Senators who are familiar with people who have had 
post-office experience and technical training and who understand 
the postal system of the United States point out now some man 
whom they think would have been a better man to select, from all 
the knowledge which the people and the office and the Adminis- 
tration had at that time, than Estes G. Rathbone? If he has 
fallen—and nobody knows yet that he has; if he has appropriated 
money—and nobody knows yet that he has-— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? Is there any 
evidence that Mr. Rathbone has been anything but unsuccessful 
in his administration? Is there any charge that he has appropri- 
ated money? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. None that I know of, 

Mr. BACON. If theSenator will pardon me in that connection, 
there was certainly published in the public press what was repre- 
sented to be an interview with the Postmaster-General, who ad- 
mitted the fact that Mr. Rathbone had taken the public funds in 
Cuba and applied them to the purchase of personal apparel, to say 
nothing of other uses to which he had put such funds. How true 
— is . do not know. The Senator asked whether there was any 
such charge. 
press, and that the Postmaster-General is represented in that 
public press in a public interview to have said that it was true 
that Mr. Rathbone had used some of the money in the purchase 
of personal ny 

Mr. CHANDLER. I remember, now, seeing the statement as 
to the apparel, but when the Senator from Connecticut alluded to 
Mr. Rathbone as having gone wrong, it occurred to me that I had 
not seen any charge against Mr. Rathbone except that all these 
defalcations had occurred under his administration, where he had 

iven to him such extensive powers. He certainly has been un- 

ortunate in results, and therefore was relieved, as a general might 
well be relieved who had failed to win a battle. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will not understand me as saying 
that that is true of Mr. Rathbone. I do not knowit. But the 
Senator asked the question whether there had been any such 
charge, and the Senator from Connecticut replied that so far as 
he knew there had been none, I simply point out the fact, not 
that it is trne, that it has been so charged in the public press, 
and that the Postmaster-General himself is represented as having 
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said in an interview that it was true; and there has been no denial 
of the authenticity of that interview. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has there been any charge against him of 
having received money? 

Mr. BACON. Of what? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of having received the money of the Goy- 
ernment dishonestly? 

Mr. BACON. There is acharge of having used money of the 
Governntent in the most extravagant and riotous living—in cut- 
ting a figure socially—as was expressed in the paper, which was 
only-second to that of him who iscalled the Governor-General; that 
he had appropriated over $3,000 to the renting of a house for him- 
self to live in; that he had used money in the purchase of persona! 
geet; that a Cuban clerk accustomed to the misappropriations 
of Spanish officials was so shocked by it that he would not draw the 
— necessary to put it in the shape of a warrant, and that it 

ad to be transferred to another clerk who would do it, and it 
was done. 

I repeat I do not say that there is a single word of truth in any 
of that, because I do not know it, but the Senator wanted to know 
if there had been any charges. I simply tell him that it was 
charged not only on the streets but in the public press of this city. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam obliged to the Senator for giving me 
the information. I remember now seeing those general state- 
ments about Mr. Rathbone. The particular point to which | 
want to call attention, inasmuch as some of the postal officials 
have been stealing money, cash, is that I believe it has not been 
charged that Mr. Rathbone has directly taken any money of the 
Government. 

Mr. BACON. I hope it may be found that he has not. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I was proceeding to say when I 
was interrupted—and it always happens that when a Senator is 
making rather a telling point he is interrupted—that from the 
standpoint at the time of his selection no better man could have 
been selected for this office than Mr. Rathbone; and if he has 
fallen, we lament it, but shall not condone it. If there is any 
irregularity or misappropriation of money, or if he has charged 
anything of his own personal expense to the Cuban revenues which 
ought not to be charged to the Cuban revenues, it will be found 
out and summary justice will be meted out. It was an appoint- 
ment which by civil-service reformers would be called a merit 


| appointment and not a spoils appointment. I know newspapers 


have tried to give that impression, and I find in the New York 
World of May 21 a scare headline which says, ‘‘Cuba’s postal 
| head said to boast that they dare not remove him.” I find on the 
same day this order relieving him, which I will ask to have put 


| in the Recorp: 


WASHINGTON, May 21, 1900. 

Ordered, That Estes G. Rathbone be. and he is hereby, suspended from the 
office of director-general of posts of Cuba: that Joseph L. Bristow, Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster4ieneral, be, and he is hereby, appointed acting director 

eneral of posts of Cuba, without other salary than that of Fourth Assistant 
ostmaster-General; that all records, books, popes seem. and other prop- 
erties of the department of posts of Cuba shall be immediately delivered to 
the custody of the acting director-general of peste hereby appointed. 
CHARLES EMORY SMITH, 
Postmaster-General. 

What else was done? I will not go into the outlining of the 
plan upon which the postal system was organized inCuba, I will 
only say that anybody in the administration of the affairs of this 
Government, called upon to administer the affairs of Cuba, would 
have felt impelled to organize there a complete and efficient postal 
service, modeled as nearly as possible upon the service of the 
UnitedStates. Thatwasdone, [shall havea wordtosay hereafter 
perhaps about the power which wasgiven Mr. Rathbone. He was 
selected, as I said, as Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General and 
served for four years. The plan which was adopted was this: 
That all the accounts of the post-office system in Cuba should be 
audited by some one not connected with the postal service—shoul 
be audited by some one connected with the Treasury Department— 
as the accounts of the Post-Office Department in our own Gov 

ment are audited under the Treasury Department, and by the 
| Sixth Auditor of the Treasury Department. 

For the auditing of those accourts Mr. Lawshe, the Deputy 
Anditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, a most 
rigid and unbending officer, was detailed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to go to Cuba, where he remained two months, organiz- 
ing the auditor's office andsystem. No more thorough man coul(! 
have been named for that duty. If Senators who desire this in- 
vestigation had been seeking for a man to organize the auditing 

nt for the ce system in Cuba, to whom woul 
they have gone rather than the Deputy Sixth Anditor, who ha: 
charge of auditing the postal accounts of the United States? He 
remained there two months, organizing the auditor's office and as. 
sisting, when he returned to take charge of his duties in the Post- 
Office Department at Washington. Mr. Reeves, who since 18% 
had been a trained and e 





rienced clerk in the office of the Sixth 
Auditor and engaged in the auditing of postal accounts, wus sent 
down there to take the place of auditor, Would a civil-service 
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reformer have been able to select a man more likely to meet their 
ideas of efficiency and merit than to take this clerk who had been | 
trained in that Department and that office here in Washington? | 

Now, as to Mr, Neely. 1 donot know that Mr. Neely had had | 
any previous experience in the paneer He was sent asa 
clerk to assist General Rathbone. He had the confidence of all 
the people who knew him in Indiana. I can say that without fear | 
of contradiction. His integrity had never beenquestioned. Iwill 
repeat it in the hearing of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Fatr- 
BANKS], Who has just come to his seat. I think that Mr. Neely | 
before he went to Cuba had the confidence and respect of all peo- 
ple who knew him in the State of Indiana. That is his reputa- 
tion. He went there as a clerk at $1,800, and he showed such ca- 
pacity there that he was put in charge of the finances; and then 
how it happened we do not know. How it happens that acashier 
of a bank goes wrong, how it happens that the treasurer of a col- 
lege goes wrong, how it happens that anybody goes wrong, we do 
not know. But these men, Neely and Reeves, went wrong, ap- 
sropriated Cuban postal funds, and have brought disgrace and 

umiliation and shame and reproach upon the country—not upon 
the Administration so much as upon the country, which had as- 
sumed the honest, upright, and economical administration of the 
affairs of Cuba while Cuba remained in our possession, 

Other men have been sent from the Post-Office Department. I 
will give alist of them. I will not stop to read it, but whoever 
does read it will see that great care has been taken to select per- 
sons not only of experience, training, and technical knowledge, 
but persons supposed to be of the highest integrity: 

From office of First Assistant Postmaster-General, to establish a money- 
order system: Edward M. Gadsden. late chief clerk money-order system; date 
of original appointment July 26, 1884. Frank E. Waring, clerk, money-order 
system; date of original appointment August 6, 1885. To establish a dead- 
letter office: Charles N. Dalzell, clerk of class $1,800, originally appointed 
March 27, 1880; William E. Corbin, clerk of class $1,600, originally appointed 
January 6, 1880. : 

From office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General, to establish bureau 
of transportation and railway mail service, nine railway postal clerks of 
long experience in the home service. 

From office of Third Assistant Postmaster-General: F. A. Barbour, clerk, 
originally appointed in Department December 30, 1854. 

From office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, to assist in general 
organization, four post-office inspectors: Lawrence Leatherman, appointed 
originally July 9, 1590, served in Cuba from February 9 to May 28, 1899; Wil- 
liam T. Sullivan, eppetnes originally April 21, 189, served in Cuba from 
February 10 to May 28, 1899; James W. Erwin, sppcsptes originally June 27, 
1887, served in Cuba from February 10 to April 25,1899; A.O Swift, appointed 
originally January 2, 1896, served in Cuba from March 27 to June 2, 189). 

A committee was appointed for the purpose of selecting men 
best qualified to discharge those duties efficiently, and I will give 
the names of that committee: 

August W. Machen, Superintendent of the Free Delivery System 
since May 6, 1893. 

Albert W. Bingham, chief of the finance division, Post-Office 
Department; date of original appointment in Department, March 
20, 1866. 

John M. Masten, assistant superintendent Railway Mail Service; 
originally appointed in the service in 1880. 

Martin C. Fosnes, post-office inspector; date of original appoint- 
ment, December 19, 1890. 

Martin A. MacDonald, secretary, a clerk in the office of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General; originally appointed in the | 
service August 17, 1886. 

Now, there is one other thing which I ought to notice. Great 
stress has been laid upon the fact that extra allowances have been | 
made to the military governor of Cuba and to others who have | 

been performing civil functions in the island of Cuba. I doubt 
whether any real complaint has been made that those allowances, 
or extra salary, if you please to call it extra salary, were unneces- 
sary. I think the Senator from Georgia in his speech said that he 
did not make that charge, but that they were illegal. The allow- 
ances now in force by the report of the Adjytant-General of the 
Army were for the military governor of Cuba, $7,500 a year; the | 
military governor of Habana, $5,000 a year; the collector of cus- 
toms, $1,800, and the treasurer of the island of Cuba, $1,800; and 
those are all, 

Those allowances were necessary unless we propose to treat our 
officers in Cuba charged with the administration of civil affairs 
with a parsimony and meanness which, to use the language of | 
the Senator from Georgia, would bring the blush of shame to the 
cheek of every American citizen. 

The American people do not want the Governor-General of Cuba 
to live out in the suburbs in a one-story house and walk in the 
hot sun to his duties in the city, and transact his business on the 
sidewalk, nor do they want him to pay the necessary expenses | 
incidental to the proper performance of the duties of that office 
out of his own pocket or his own salary. I am not going to stop 
to discuss that question, but as to the question of legality I will | 
say a word. It been charged that these allowances were ille- | 








gal, because there is a statute, section 1269, which provides that— 


percent meee all be made to officers in addition to their pay except as 


[I am quoting from the speech of the Senator from Georgia. I 
now have the statute here, and his citation is correct. 

Then it goes on to refer to fuel, quarters and forage, forage in 
kind, forage to officers, traveling pay under orders, etc. 

Now, Mr. President, it is perfectly plain that that refers to pay 
and allowances of Army officers out of funds of the United States 
and from appropriations made of United States money, and that 
alone. More than that, it refers to their pay for the discharge of 
their strictly military duties, duties discharged in the line of duty 
and as military officers pure and simple. Whenever a military 
officer has been called upon to perform civil functions in the 
United States, it has been customary by statute to increase his pay. 
I think I may make the statement without fear of contradiction 
and without qualification that whenever an officer of the Army 
has been called upon by Jawin the United States to perform civil 
functions, provision has been made for extra payment on account 
of those civil functions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
wiil suspend foramoment. The hourof 2 o'clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression 
of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, 

Mr. SPOONER, [ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside to enable the Senator from 
Connecticut to finish his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside to enable the Senator from Connecticut to finish 
his remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, such is the caso 
with reference to the engineer officer of the District of Columbia 
and a variety of officers who are called upon by law to perform 
civil offices in addition to their military duties. So the principle 
of the thing is not attacked. That was true with regard to our 
officers in Mexico. Atthetimeof the Mexican war General Scott 
collected large amounts of money by way of contributions from 
the enemy and allowed the officers who had charge of those con- 
tributions a commission, and paid out $50,000 himself as a secret- 
service fund. Statutes were passed authorizing all this. 

Now, it was not necessary to have any statute before or after 
these allowances in Cuba to these officers. The people of the 
United States are not going to condemn these allowances from 
principle. They are not going to say that the officers there ought 
to have been required to pay out of their own salary or their pri- 
vate funds the expenses which they were forced to incur in the 
discharge of these offices; not at all. The point is merely techni- 
cal, and if the reply is technical, it is because the charge and alle- 
gation are technical. These are not revenues of the United States 
out of which these allowances have been made. These officers are 
not paid out of the revenues of the United States. They are paid, 
as they should be paid, out of the revenues of the island of Cuba, 
for their services are for the benefit of the people of Cuba, and the 
people of Cuba have not complained. 

What complaint has come from Cuba that these allowances were 
improper? The Cubans have been accustomed to a Governor- 
General who had a salary of $15,000 and an allowance of $30,000 
$45,000—and when they saw that the pay and allowance of the 
Governor-General sent there by the United States was fixed at 
only $15,000, they thonght it was a.very moderate sum to be paid 
to the Governor-General of Cuba. There has been no complaint 
in Cuba. The whole question as to whether these allowances 
could be properly made depends upon whether the military gov- 
ernor—which means the President of the United States and those 
under him in military authority—can direct the expenditure of 
the Cuban revenues. Is there any question about that? 

Is it seriously contended that the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of War under him, and others to whom he ma 
properly delegate the authority, can not control and direct the ex 
penditure of money while we are in possession of the island of 
Cuba? You may say it is extravagant, if youwill, but do you say 
itis unlawful? I have no doubt that it was both proper and law 
ful, and that the people of the United States will have little trouble 
about this item which the Senator from Georgia thinks calls so 
loudly for investigation by a Senatorial committee. 

But the Senator from Georgia, having dished up newspaper 
rumors and become responsible for them and the other rumors 
which he had heard somewhere but admits he does not know 
anything about, says there is one thing which surely requires in 
vestigation, and that is the extravagant expenditures of Cuban 
money, and he told us that in the first year we had coilected 
$16,346,015.17, and that we had expended $14,085,805.52; and he 
says that this is proof in itself of extravagance, if not corruption, 
and of gross misappropriation of funds and plundering the people 
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of Cuba, Then he goes on to prove it by reference to the expend- 
itures for State purposes of the different States. his own State | 
among them, and he gives us a list of States where he says the | 
expenditures are very much less than in Cuba. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
do not like to interrupt him, but he misrepresents me, and I cer- | 
tainly ought to correct him. The Senator can not find where I | 
said that these things were as charged. I simply said that they | 
were charged, and that being charged by reputable witnesses 
and appearing in reputable journals, the duty of investigation | 
followed. I would have thought it would have been as improper 
for me to say in advance that they were true as, if I were other- 
wise situated, I would think it improper for me to say they were | 
untrue before I had investigated them, especially if I was going 
to be charged with the duty of investigation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. TheSenator read from the Wash- 
ington Post principally, and though I am not able to turn to it 
now, he admitted that by reading it he accepted it as true. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, it is here in the speech. 

Mr. BACON. I can find it, but I recollect very distinctly what 
I said without finding it. I said that by reading it I gave—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Here it is, 

Mr. BACON, Very well; read it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The Senator said: 

I am reading still from the narrative in the Washington Post, and of course, 
in reading it, I necessarily assume the position of giving it credence and say- 
ing that I believe it to be true. 

Mr. BACON, Certainly. That is a very different thing from 
saving it is true. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
that is a charge at all? 

Mr. BACON, Ido not say that at all; on the contrary, I say it 
is just as a grand jury makes a charge, or a person swearing out 
a warrant makes a charge for trial, in order that the truth may be 
ascertained. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Senator said called for investigation. 
upon figures: 

I say again, Mr. President, that if we had no information of the improper 
expend:ture of any money in Cuba, if we had no rumor that there had been 
any money improperly expended in Cuba, if we simply had the naked fact 
that in the year 1899 the officers, civil and military, of the United States Gov- 
ernment had collected over $16,000,000 in Cuba, and that they had expended 
over $14,000,000—I say that simple fact would be so startling in its nature as 
to demand on the part of Congress an investigation to ascertain whether or 
not that money had been properly, prudently, honestly, and economically 
disbursed. 

Then he goes on to give the items of expenditure from the re- 
port of the Secretary of War, and then he proves and clinches his 
contention, as he supposes, by telling what the States expend, and 
he gives an illustration fromseveral States. The State of Georgia, 
where he says that only $2,900,000 are spent, and Indiana—— 

Mr. BACON . Less than a million dollars, if the Senator will 
pardon me, for the ordinary current expenses. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, the total expenses were 
$2,900,000, and in Indiana the total expenditures were five million 
and a half dollars; in Minnesota the total expenditures were six 
and a half million dollars, Then he comes to Connecticut. The 
total expenditures were $2,530,280.33; of this, for education, 
$633,729.67; for ordinary support of the State, including public 
debt, $896,000. ™ 

Mr. BACON, Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that there is a typo aphical error there. That ought to be 
“eighteen hund thousand.” The subtraction showsit. The 
figures themselves show that instead of $896,000 it ought to be 
$1,496,000 in the case of Connecticut. s 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. As the Senator made these state- 
ments they were rather startling. If the expenditure in Cuba 
was $14,000,000 during the year of 1899, and the whole expendi- 
ture of the State of Georgia was only $2,900,000, and the whole 
expenditure of the State of Connecticut was only two and a half 
million dollars, and the whole expenditure of the State of Minne- 
sota was only $6,000,000, there would be some color to the argu- 
ment which the Senator makes, that there had been extravagant 
and unwarranted expenditure in the island of Cuba. But the 
Senator utterly and absolutely ignored the fact that the instances 
which he was giving were only instances of State expenditures 
pure and simple, and did not include in any way expenditures for 
national and municipal government. Take the State of Massa- 
chusetts. He says that the expenditure of the entire State of Mas- 
sachusetts, with nearly 3,000,000 inhabitants, were only $9,000,000. 
He forgot to state that in the city of Boston the municipal expend- 
itures were over $20,000,000, He forgot to state that in Cuba 
all expenses of government, of what may be called national and 
state government and municipal government and local govern- 
ment, that every possible expenditure made under either of these 
heads was paid out of the Cuban revenues, 





And the Senator does not think 


Well, here is one thing that the 
He claims that this rests 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Was that fair, Mr. President? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, he is most mis- 
taken as to what I said. Fortunately what I said isin print. So 
far from the Senator having a right to use the strong language of 
his own, that I ignored it, on the contrary, if the Senator will 
look at the speech and at the colloquy had between the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and myself, and the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Spooner] and myself, the Senator will see that I 
deducted from the gross total of Cuban expenses the item which 
they had for municipal expenses. Therefore in the comparison 
the fact that there is no item of municipal expenses in the State 
statements made the thing equal and fair. 

One word further. In order to put the matter beyond dispute, 
I even conceded, for the sake of the argument (the Senator will 
find it in the RecorpD),that the unnamed expenses of a State in 
the State tabulation should represent 50 per cent of the total ex- 
penses in Cuba outside of the municipal expenses, and that there 
would still be over $7,000,000 for the ordinary expenses in Cuba as 
compared with the States, no one of which had made any such 
expenditure for its government, even after all the expenses to 
which the Senator now alludes had been eliminated and excluded 
from the calculation. The Senator says,that I ignored it. On 
the contrary, I most carefully stated it and took it into account. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator ignored it until his 
attention was called to it, and then admitted it. But he utterly 
failed to allude to other items which were just as much entitled 
to be considered as the matter of payment to municipalities. 

The truth is that in Cuba all expenses, postal expenses—States 
do not pay postal expenses—all expenses of public works, all ex- 
penses of municipal government, all expenses of local government, 
all expenses of sanitation, all expenses of rural guards and police, 
are paid out of the Cuban revenues under the direction of the 
military governor. When you come to consider that fact, the 
case is not made out. 

The Senator might have taken the District of Columbia as a 
fair illustration. There are a million and a half people in Cuba, 
twice as many as there are in the State of Connecticut, and I 
think our expenditures in the State of Connecticut, including 
State expenditures and local and municipal taxation, must be 
$10,000,000 a year. I think, with half the } ee gaye of Cuba, we 
expend nearly as much as has been expended in Cuba; and Con- 
necticut is an old State. There is no reconstruction there, no 
pestilence there to be avoided; there is no building up from the 
ground. If they had spent money in Cuba the way it is spent in 
Connecticut, there would have been an expenditure of $20,000,000 
instead of $14,000,000. 

The Senator from Gone might have taken the District of Co- 
lumbia for an example. I think the last District of Columbia ap- 

ropriation bill, which we have just passed, carries over $7,000,000. 
hat does not Rey for the erection of public buildings nor the run- 
ning of post-offices. 

r. BACON. This is the national capital. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Well, Habana is the national cap- 
ital of Cuba. Over $7,000,000 are appropriated for the District of 
Columbia. How many inhabitants have they here? They had 
about 230,000 I think in the last census; they may have 280,000 or 
800,000 herenow. There was a million anda half in Cuba. We 
do not pay for filling up flats and the building of memorial bridges 
and public buildings or anything of that kind. This $7,000,000 
does not pay for postal expenses. We have about 69 square miles 
here. They have about 44,000 square miles in Cuba. Suppose | 
were to argue along the line which the Senator from Georgia 
argues, that because they had four times as much population in 
Cuba as we have in the District of Columbia and many times the 
square miles they ought to spend four times as much money in 
Cuba as they do in the District of Columbia. Four times seven 
millions would be $28,000,000 that would then have been properly 
expended in the island of Cuba. Perhaps I am spending too 
much time upon this subject, but as it was so much dwelt upon 
by the Senator from Georgia I think a little examination of it is 
entirely proper. 

What was the condition of Cuba when we took it? What does 
General Brooke say? He says there was a starving and dying 

ple there; that it was the home of yellow fever, as India is the 
ome of cholera and the plague. 

Mr. President, as long ago as 1762, I think it was, and perhaps 
it was earlier than that, we sent down a regiment from Connecti- 
cut to assist the English in reducing Habana, and that regiment 
never came home. It perished with the yellow fever. From that 
day to this Habana has been the fear of the United States as a 
home of yellow fever. 

We spent how much in sanitation in Cuba? We spent there in 
sanitation $3,052,000. Was that improperly expended? All this 
Southern country, which the Senator from Georgia represents, 
has lived in mortal dread and fear of yellow fever imported from 
Habana; every Southern port is quarantined against it now, and 

















1900. 


there has not been a fatal case there in the last month, I find in 
a paper this morning this extract: 
Surgeon-General Sternberg has received a Fepest from Maj. W. C. Gorgar, 


of the Medical Corps, chief sanitary officer of Habana, in which he says that 
while the death rate for April was 482, there were no deaths from yellow 
fever, the first month so favored since May, 1899, and the only month when 
there were no deaths from this disease during the past ten years, with two 
exceptions, February and May, 189, 

This military government, which is so criticised and charged 
with extravagance, has been extravagant, if at all, in stamping 
cat pestilence and death and taking care of starving and dying 
people. I wish I had the speech of the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. Proctor], delivered here just before we engaged in this 
war, showing the condition of the reconcentrados, We came to 
a heritage of death and pestilence in Cuba, and we met the situa- 
tion. There is no distress there now; there is no epidemic of dis- 
ease there now. Habana is as healthy as New Orleans; and it is 
all to the credit of this military government there, which is a 
better government than they have before had and they know it, 
and if they succeed, when they set up a government for them- 
selves, in establishing and maintaining a government under which 
they will have as much of peace and prosperity and happiness as 
they have had under this government, they will be entirely 
content. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, With the Senator’s permission, I wish 
simply to call his attention to a report of General Wood, when 
governor of Santiago, in which he makes the statement that the 
death rate had been reduced there, at a conservative estimate, fully 
40 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I see this dispatch, too, from Ha- 
bana in a paper this morning: 

SALARIES PAID IN CUBA-—NO PRESENT MEANS OF MAKING MUNICIPALITIES 
SELF-SU PPORTING, 
HABANA, May 22, 1900. 


The amount paid in salaries in Cuba can not be compared with the outlay 
for any Territory of corresponding size and population in the United States. 
Here the entire municipal charges, including expenditure for police and jails, 
are paid out of the island's funds, as at present no means exists of making 
the municipalities self-supporting. 

During the latter part of 1898 General Wood had organized the municipal 
taxes of Santiago in such a way that these would entirely cover expenses, 
leaving a margin for civic improvements; but when the entire island came 
under the American régime he received orders not to collect the taxes. Now 
the difficulties in the way are much greater than they would have been at 
the beginning. Nevertheless, General Wood has hopes that after the elec- 
tions most of the municipalities can be made self-supporting. 


Mr. President, perhaps I have dwelt too long upon this matter. 
There was one other subject referred to by the Senator from 
Georgia, which he says is the most important of all. It may be 
summed up ina word. He wants to know what we are doing in 
Cuba, why we are there, what our authority is to be there, and 
why we do not come away. Well, we are there because the 
American people sent us there, sent the Army there. Weare there 
because the American people, acting through Congress, directed 
the President of the United States. as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, to go to Cuba and destroy 
the power of Spain there. That is why we are there. 

lagree that the situation in Cuba is unique, that history does 
not furnish a parallel, that no precisely similar case has been 
treated by writers upon international law, that our relations there 
must be determined upon genera! principles and the necessity of 
the situation. 

Mr, President, I was not in favor of the war with Spain. I be- 
lieved that it might have been avoided with honor and with the 
security of freedom to the island of Cuba. But the American 
people said ‘‘No;” and when, by accident or design, the good ship 
Maine, with its American sailors on board, was blown into the 
air, and its sailors found a grave in the harbor of Habana, there 
was no power on earth that could prevent the war. When that 


war was declared, I accepted the consequences. I thought I saw | 


then more aT than a good many of the people who were urg- 
ing us on in hot haste to engage in war. I thought I saw that if 
we turned Spain out of Cuba we would become responsible not 
only to Spain and the Cuban people, but to ourselves and to the 
whole world for the proper administration of the affairs of Cuba 
and the erection of a proper republican government there. We 
have a duty to perform in Cuba yet, as we had a supposed duty 
to perform when we went there to free the people of Cuba. That 
duty is not yet discharged. The American — will see to it 
that that duty is fully and completely discharged, as much as 
they saw that its performance was begun. 

What is that duty? It is said that our only right to be in Cuba 
is because in the resolution of intervention the fourth paragraph 
said this: 

, Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except 
for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accom- 
plished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

It is said that is our only warrant for being there; that we are 
self-constituted agents for the purpose of the pacification of the 
island, with a duty to leave the moment that pacification is accom- 
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lished. Well, there is a little more than that, Mr. President. 
Ve went to war with Spain, and we had conquered a portion of 
the island of Cuba. The American people do not forget El Caney, 
San Juan, and Santiago. They do not forget so easily the achieve- 
ments of our Navy. ‘There was war with Spain, and a portion of 
Spain wasconquered. Then we hada preliminary treaty of peace, 
and by that treaty of peace we came, as the conquerors, into pos- 
session of the island of Cuba, and by that treaty of peace we 
agreed to do something, too. Article I of that treaty says: 

ARTICLE I. Spain relinquishes all claim of sovereignty over and title to 
Cuba. 

And as the island is, upon its evacuation by Spain, to be ocenpied by the 
United States, the United States will, so long as such occupation shall last, 
assume and discharge the obligations that may under international law re 
sult from the fact of its occupation, for the protection of life and property 

That was our agreement with Spain. Why did we make it’ 
Because the ambassador of France, in negotiating the protocol, 
insisted upon it. I read from a letter addressed to the Secretary 
of State by Duke Almodovar del hio, minister of state of Spain, 
taken up afterwards by Ambassador Cambon,. He says this: 


The necessity of withdrawing from the territory of Cuba being impera 
tive, the nation assuming Spain's place must, as long as this territory shall 
not have fully reached the conditions required to take rank among other 
sovereign powers, provide for rules which will insure order and protect 
against all risks the Spanish residents as well as the Cuban natives still 


loyal to the mother country. 

That is why that was inserted in the treaty of peace with Spain. 

What was the occupancy that-was referred to in that treaty? 
It was a military occupancy. What was the protection which 
was to be given under international law and the obligations that 
were to be discharged under international law? They were obli- 
gations that resulted from military occupation for the protection 
of life and property. 

Now, put the two things together, Mr. President. Up to the 
time of the evacuation by Spain our occupancy was a military oc- 
cupancy, and was so recognized by the treaty. When the evacua- 
tion was made and the property turned over to us, it was turned 
over to the military authorities. When did that occupation cease 
to be a military occupation? The Senator frou Georgia acknowl- 
edges that the original occupation was a military occupation, 
When did it cease to be a military occupation, and when will it 
cease to be a military occupation? It will cease to be a military 
occupation when, under that military occupation, an opportunity 
shall have been given to the people of Cuba to set up for them- 
selves a government to which we may turn over the island and to 
which we may leave the government and control of the island. 

What does *‘ pacification’ mean in that clause? Does it mean 
merely the establishment of nominal and formal peace? Does it 
mean that so soon as hostilities ceased our troops were to be with- 
drawn and the island left to all the contentions and factions which 
existed there? No, Mr. President: we became responsible for some- 
thing else than mere nominal peace in the island of Cuba. We 
became responsible for the establishment of a government there, 
which we would be willing to indorse to the people of the world 
a stable government, a government for which we would be will- 
ing to be responsible in the eyes of the world. Unti! that time 
occurs, no patriotic American will ask that our troops and our 


| Government be withdrawn from the island of Cuba. 


Mr. BACON, Will the Senator kindly state when that time 
will arrive? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it is easy to ask 
questions of that sort. Anybody can ask questions. That time 
will be delayed long, perhaps, if a party, for party purposes, 
makes the work of bringing it to a conclusion more difficult. 
That is what Icomplainof. The blush of shame ought to mantle 
the cheeks of every man who strives to hinder or to embarrass 
the operations of Governor-General Wood in the island of Cuba, 
seeking to bring about that time as rapidly and as quickly as it 
may be brought about. 

Mr. President, what has been done? What would Senators have 
done that has not been done? As I said, we took Cubaina chaotic 
condition. General Brooke is authority for that, It is a matter 
of common knowledge. We can take judicial knowledge of the 
fact that we took Cuba without government, with chaos and in- 


| cipient anarchy there, and we brought order out of chaos. We 


now have peace and quiet and prosperity there. 

Why has not a government been set up there? How could it 
have been earlier set up? By the treaty with Spain the Spanish 
inhabitants were given until the 11th of April in this year to reg- 
ister and preserve their allegiance toSpain. Until that time no- 
body knew who was entitled to take part in the setting up of a 
new government. 

Then came the census, which was just as essential and just as 
necessary in order to ascertain who had the right to participate in 
the setting up of a new government, and it was hoped that would 
be accomplished at the same time that was fixed for the registra 
tion of Spanish citizens on the 11th of April; and it came pretty 
near it. The work was well done, promptly done, and quickly 
done, but there was a little delay on that account. 
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Then came the fixing of the suffrage to determine the right of 
the people to participate in the election. That had to be done, 
had it not? Then came the election, the choice of registration 
officers. That had to be done, had it not? Then the municipal 
elections, the first step toward the establishment of a national 
government, now set for the 18th of June. Do Senators think it 
could have been done earlier, more quickly, more expeditiously? 
Do Senators think that the government for which we are charged 
with the responsibility, could have been inaugurated by town 
meetings and gatherings in the street, inaugurated after the fash- 
ion of Spanish pronunciamentos, dictators calling themselves 
presidents? Perhaps they regret that we have not suffered such a 
republic to be established there as was said to have been estab- 
lishea by Aguinaldo in the Philippines. That could have been 
done quickly. 

Mr. President, we could have withdrawn our troops; but that 
was not what we were called upon to do; that was not the task 
which honor, national obligation, justice to ourselves, to the peo- 
ple of Cuba, and responsibility to the world has set before us. 
And, Mr, President, we shall see to it that when it is established 
it will be a government which we can indorse to the nations of 
the world, a government which will maintain all international 
obligations, and which, if it be nece: , we will stand behind to 
enable it to maintain all international obligations. 

it is not the work of a moment, Mr. President; but it will not 
take long. The work is being conducted as rapidly as is possible 
under the circumstances, and with reference to the kind of work 
to be performed. The haste is in the United States, not in Cuba. 
The Cuban people are satisfied that the work is eapeing prop- 
erly, judiciously, and that the independence nh self-government 
which has been promised to them will be established and confirmed 
to them, It is people in the United States who want campaign 
material, who want to cast discredit upon the Administration, 
who think Mr. Bryan can do this thing better than can President 
McKinley—these people are getting ee but they will not 
succeed, in my judgment, in disturbing the confidence of the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I intended on this 
subject. I repeat what I said at first, that the charges by way of 
insinuation, inuendo, rumor, scandal, and mud throwing, have 
made it necessary that this investigation should goon; and what- 
ever of personal discomfort may be encountered. I am willing to 
accept it, and, so far as I am concerned, to promise that nothing 
shall be covered up; that everything shall be brought to the light 
of day; that the keen sunlight of publicity shall be turned upon 
the administration in Cuba; and, Mt . President, I entertain a con- 
fidence, which is not to be shaken until the facts shall shake it, 
that when that investigation has been concluded it will definitely 


‘appear that we have been regaled with grossest exaggerations 


and with the most uncalled for suspicions; and that we shall find 
that our Army officers now, as ever, can be trusted, and are honest 
and upright, and that our civil officers may also be trusted as up- 
right men, although it unfortunately appears that some of them 
have now gone so wickedly and lamentably astray. 

lL had prepared a proposed amendment to give the resolution 
life and vitality. As it was drawn, of course nothing could be 
done under it. The Senator from Georgia yesterday submitted 
an amendment, which he proposes to offer, very much in the line 
of an amendment which I myself had prepared, I think I would 
accept the amendment of the Senator from +e gine one or 
two words changed in it. I would want authority to employ ex- 
pert accountants, particularly. 

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly satisfied with that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I shall offer at the proper time 
the following amendment to the resolution: 

Said committee isauthorized to conduct said investigation, and make such 
report by subcommittee or committees ——- by the chairman; and the 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress at such place or places in the United States or Cuba as may 
be necessary; and is empowered to send for persons and papers, issue sub- 
poenas, administer oaths, examine witnesses, employ stenographers, expert 
necountants, and other necessary assistance, and the expenses of d inves- 


tigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from Wisconsin proceeds, I 
wish to make a statement. I had previously, at the suggestion 
of Senators on the other side of the Chamber, agreed—in fact I had 
upon my own motion stated to them—that 1 would not ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin to yield further than he has already done 
in permitting the Senator from Connecticut to conclude his re- 
marks, and at their suggestion I intended to do what I now do— 
ask that I may be allowed to proceed to-morrow morning imme- 
diately after the conclusion of the morning business. 1 think I 
would be entitled to do so anyhow under the order which has 
been previously given, making the resolution subject to my call; 
but I prefer to make it in the shape of a request that I may have 
——— consent then toproceed. If that isthe understanding, 
all right. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di eing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8582) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16 and 47. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 2, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, and 48, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by the Senate amend- 
ment, and in lieu of the matter stricken out insert the following: “ For the 
pee of connecting headquarters, Department of Alaska, at St. Michae), 

y military telegraph and cable lines with other military stations in Alaska, 
$450,550; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
after the word “owned,” the following: “‘ wholly or in ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: “seven hundred thousand; ”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and © to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: *‘four million eight hundred 
thousand; ” and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,”’ at the end of the amended 
paragraph, insert the following: “Pvovided, That the Secretary of War is em- 
powered to appoint as many Scente stewards as in his judgment the service 
may require, not to exceed an additional one hundred, but no more than one 
hospital steward shall be stationed at one post or station without special au- 
thority from the Secretary of War;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following: “For additional pay for increased rank when in com 
mand by competent authority, $50,000: Provided, That no part of this sum 
shall be used for pay of officers assigned to higher command than their rank 
in the Army, unless such service shall be continuous for a period of not less 
than three months;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the closing words of the paragraph. as fo!- 
lows: “ transportation now made, and such other expenses as are necessary "’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: ** current expenses; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the Honse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the ene: 

“That the act approved January 12, 1899, granting extra pay to officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Volunteers, shall extend to all volun 
teer officers of the general staff who have not received waiting-orders pay 
prior to discharge, at the rate of one month to those who did not serve be- 
yond the limits of the United States and two months to those who served 
beyond the limits of the United States; and officers and enlisted men of vol- 
unteer organizations who have served honestly and faithfully in the Volun- 
teer Army of the United States te | the war with Spain and have been 
honorably aa without furlough, or by reason of their services being 
no longer required, or at any time by reason of wounds received, or disabil. 
ity contracted in the service and in the line cf duty, and who have not re- 
ceived the extra pay granted in said act, or in subsequent acts of Congress 
supplemental thereto; and this act shall be deemed to.apply to officers o! 
volunteers who resigned and enlisted men of volunteers who were discharge 
upon their own applications subsequent to the issue of orders for the muster 
out of their organizations and prior to the dates of muster out.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


THOS. H. CARTER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. A. T. HULL, 
THOS. M. JETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowntnG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe! 
a concurrent resolution authorizing the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the pres- 
ent session by adjourning their respective Houses on Wednesday 
June 6, at 3 o'clock p. m.; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED: 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 6876) providing for the transfer to Post 39, Grand 
Army of the — at Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now 
in ssion of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia; and 

joint resolution (H. J. Res. 255) to print the annual reports 
of the American Historical Association. 
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every inhabitant of the Philippine Islands the equal enjoyme1 fa 


} personal rights and immunities that are due to citizens, under the ¢ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States: which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accompa 
nying papers, relative to the status of Chinese persons in the Philippine 
slands. . ED 
7 WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXecvuTIVE MANSION, May 22, 1900. 


REPORT ON BEET-SUGAR INDUSTRY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 


ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a communication 
from the Secretary of Agriculture forwarding a report on the progress of 
the beet-sugar industry in the United States during the year 1599. It em 
braces the observations made by a special agent on the various phases of 
the beet sugar industry of the Hawaiian Islands; also the results ot analyses 
of sugar beets received by the Department of Agriculture from the different 
States and Territories, together with much other information relating to 
the sugar industry. 

Your attention is invited to the recommendation of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture that 20,000 copies of the report be printed for the use of the Depart 
ment, in addition to such number as may be desired for the use of the Senate 


and House of Representatives. 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXecuTIVE MANSION, May 22, 1900, 
AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 


ing message from the President of-the United States; which was | 


read, and, with the accompanying pspers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in regard to the 
proposed American National Institute at Paris, to be erected on ground to 
be donated by the Government of France and to be free from taxation. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 23, 1990. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring): That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 


authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Wednesday, the 6th day of -une, at 3 o'clock p. m. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (8S, 4560) to provide for officers in the customs district of 
Hawaii. 


The message also announced that the House had disagreed to | 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10301) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Loup, Mr. GARDNER, and Mr. SWANSON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House | 


had signed the following enrolled bills: 
A tll (S, 124) regulating permits for private conduits in the 
District of Columbia; and 


A bill (8, 4048) to amend an act regulating the inspection of | 


flour in the District of Columbia, approved December 21, 1898. 
GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 


eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- 


rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded | 


by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 
the 10th day of December, 1898, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. SPoonER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from Wisconsin proceeds 
I desire to offer an amendment to the bill and have it read at the 
desk and eect 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to insert as new sections the 
following: 


a 5Eo. —. In the execution of the powers delegated by Congress to the Presi- 
ent by this act, he shall in good faith and without discrimination, secure to 


tion of the United States 

SEC rhe laws relating to currency and the pur« 
and their recoinage, that are provided in the act for 
Porto Rico, approved on the 12th day ef April hall apply 
pine Islands, and shall be faithfully enforced by the President of the | 
States 








Sec Custom-house for the Nection of duties on impor shall be 


tablished by order of the President at such ports inthe Philippine Islands as 

| be may find necessary for the colle customs duties, and he shall ap 

f customs and other o ers necessary for that purpose 
t 


point collectors of 





Said islands shall constitute a custo trict of the Unit as to 
which the President shall have powe jnired to exercise ithor 
ity that is given him by law with ref to any othe ustom t 
Sec All exports and imports ry kind shall pass fx een 
said islands and the United States, intoand from any ection district of 
the United States, and into and from any port of said island rany port of 


the United States without other charge or duty than such as is lawful w th 
reference to the coast wise trade of the United States 

Sere All laws and regulations lawfully made, that apply to the coas 
| wise trade of the United States, shall apply to and be enforced with referer 
to trade, and to imports and exports between the United States and t 
Philippine Islands: Provided, That vessels of any nationality shall be ad 
mitted to engage in the importation and exportation of cargoes between the 
United States and the Philippine Islands, on the same terms and conditions 
with vessels that are registered under the lawsof the United States 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
| and lie on the table. 

Mr.SPOONEK. Mr. President, [regret exceedingly that it was 
impossible for me yesterday to conclude the remarks which I desire 
to submit upon this bill, and I express again my grateful sens 
bility to the Senate for the courtesy which permits me to conclude 
to-day. No one could be more anxious than I am, for personal 
reasons, to yield the floor to others. 

Thad referred to the protocol of August 12. It changed the 
entire status. What I mean by that is this: After the protocol 
was signed, agreeing to the suspension of hostilities, providing for 
a relingquishment of the title to Cuba and the cession of Porto Rico 
to the United States. it declared that the United States should 
hold and occupy Manila pending the negotiation of the treaty, 
which should define or settle ‘‘ the contr« 1, disp sition, and govern 
ment of the Philippine Archipelago.” We here bound ourselves 
by a contract with Spain, as solemn a covenant as one nation ever 
entered into with another. All compacts between nations rest 
upon honor, but this was of peculiar force, for the reason that a 
powerful nation was making covenant with one defeated. From 
the day that the protocol was entered into we were bound to hold 
Manila. If we had not, in the absence of knowledge of the pro 
tocol by our officers, captured it, by the terms of it Spain would 
have surrendered it to us and our troops would have taken pos 
session of it. 

It is not difficult, I think, to understand that Spain desired we 
should occupy Manila. It was to secure protection to Manila and 
to the people of Manila. Senators who criticise, as many hav: 
| and as many will, the Administration and General Otis for object 
| ing to a joint occupation of Manila by Aguinaldo and our own 
| troops, predicated upon the demand that he withdraw his troops 
from the suburbs, as an injustice to an ally forget that we could 
not have permitted an insurgent against Spain, pending the nego 
| tiation of that treaty, to occupy Manila and its suburbs with us 
without a breach of national faith. 

Nor is thatall. It was said here the other day that the United 
States ought to have recognized, before the protocol was entered 
into, the independence of the Philippine republic, with Agui 
naldo at its head. I will not go further into that at this time 
I commented upon it yesterday. To me it is utterly fantastic in 
its folly from the standpoint of international law, and in this 
case from the standpoint of justice and national honor. 

Those people had already shown that they had noconception of 
what was necessary to constitute agovernment. Agoncillo, back 
in April, had approached one of our consuls—I do not remember 
which—as a representative of a‘‘ Philippine republic ” proclaimed 
| the year before at Biak-na-Bato, proffering to the Umited States, 
as war with Spain seemed possible at least, adlreaty of alliance, 
offensive and defensive, with neither government, laws, troops, 
flag. seaport, nor any visible power under the sun. 

Mr. President, I call attention to this effect of the protocol; no 
matter what government had been established in the Philip 
pine Archipelago, from the day the protocol was signed the 
| Government of the United States could not without dishonor 
| have recognized it. That protocol tied the hands of the United 
States and tied the hands of Spain. Until the ratification of the 
treaty we could consent to no change of status. Spain could 
create no change of status. From the moment that international 
obligation, informal in a way as it was, had been entered into 
| Spain could not have sold the Philippines to any government in 
the world. Wecould not attack a Spanish garrison, for hostiliti 
had been suspended. We could recognize no government, what 
ever it might be, created by insurgents against Spain or in any 
other way, for it remained an open question, so far as the legal 
effect of the protocol was concerned, whether at the end of the 
negotiations Spain might not still hold the Philippines. 


The amendment will be printed 
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It has been said that until hostilities broke out Aguinaldo was 
our ally. Senators have treated the performances of Aguinaldo 
after August 12, 1898, the date of the protocol, as acts done in 
aid of our cause, acts done as an ally of ours. That, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is an impossibility. We could not, as I say, have fired a 
shot at a Spanish soldier or at the Spanish flag anywhere in the 
Philippine Archipelago, for by agreement hostilities were sus 
saad, No more could Aguinaldo do this as an ally of ours or 
acting in our interest or by our procurement, for we could not 
honorably do through another what it would bea breach of honor 
to do ourselves. 

Aguinaldo knew of the protocol, for he was informed in writing 
by General Otis and General Anderson that the protocol had 
created international relations and obligations between Spain and 
ourselves which we must observe, and which we could not ob- 
serve if we entered into such an agreement as he proposed, 

So it must be taken as settled, it can not be cnstnel, that from 
the date of the protocol, whatever Aguinaldo did against Spain 
in the archipelago he did on his own account, and not for the 
United States, and he did little. As I said yesterday, he simply 
marched in where Spain marched out in certain places, Tloilo 
having been abandoned by order of the Spanish Government, 
Aguinaldo’s forces having been unable to take it, after the demand 
for the cession had been made by our commissioners and after 
Spain had yielded to it. 

Another thing about it, Mr. President. If Aguinaldo had by his 
troops, after the protocol, captured Doilo and other cities and ex- 
tended his military power throughout the Philippines, it is very 
difficult, as a matter of international law, to see that that could 
have been efficacious for him or his so-called government as 
against us. The status could not be changed there by him except 
in hostility both to Spain and to us, and the principle contended 
for is not to be admitted. 

It might be dangerous in the future to establish the principle 
that when two great powers, engaged in a war with each other, 
have suspended hostilities pending negotiation of a treaty of 
peace, a part of the citizens of one, inhabiting the territory, can 
take possession of the municipal governments which have been 
erected, can take possession of abandoned cities, starve out scat- 
ered and disheartened garrisons, and then, when the treaty is 
concluded, defeat the power of cession or a power of acceptance 
upon the theory that in the meantime nobody opposing them they 
had created an ‘‘ independent government.” 

I take it that if there had been no insurrection in Cuba and our 
people had gone to war with Spain upon a casus belli of our own— 
if you please, the destruction of the Maine—and that war had 
wroceeded to an end, we had captured Santiago, and captured 
fabana, the Spanish fleet had destroyed a city or two of ours and 
then been sent by our Navy to the bottom, and in treaty of 
peace Spain, had ceded Cuba to the United States, and in the 
meantime, pending negotiation of the treaty, the inhabitants of 
Cuba without resistance, under the leadership of some chieftain, 
had taken possession of interior posts, had starved out here and 
there a Spanish garrison, had issued proclamation of independ- 
ence and established in that way a government—call it republic 
or call it what you choose—and then had insisted that Spain 
had lost the power of cession because of the existence of a gov- 
ernment formed in this way, the United States would have paid 
no attention to it. The nations of the world never could allow 
this doctrine, for all that would be necessary to defeat at the end 
of a war a cession by way of conquest would be for the ceding or 
defeated nation to bring about such a change in the status pend- 
ing negotiations as it is alleged came about here. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLattof Connecticut). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. HALE, I wish to remind the Senator that precisely the 
situation he has depicted has occurred time and again in history— 
that where as the result of a war a colony or an island or a 
dependency has been turned over to the conquering power, the 
conquering power, finding just the difficulties that he has cited, 
has abandoned it and been glad to wash its hands of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think in the case [have put 
we would have abandoned Cuba? 

Mr. HALE. I think if it had been the best thing finally for us 
to do we would have done it. 

Mr. SPOONER. But, because it would have been the best 
thing, finally, not because we were obliged to do it. 

Mr. HALE. I think if we had found that the population in 
Cuba was as hostile to us as it had been to the power from which 
we had got the government, and if we had had the cession made 
to us, we would have abandoned it and would have been glad to 
get rid of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, that is a matter of opinion. I am of 
the impression that with Cuba lying so near us, with all the 
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trouble which had come to us from her proximity and the tyranny 
of Spain in Cuba, the United States in the case I have put would 
have taken Cuba and held it, giving to the people of Cuba what 
they never had had before, individual liberty and good government. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has more confidence than I have in 
the experiment we are trying to-day of teaching to the people of 
Cuba honesty and good government and good management and 
good affairs. Ido not sympathize with him in the belief that 
this people has gained anything thus far in what it has taught 
the Cubans. I think we would have been better off if we had 
not taught the Cubans the lesson that has been taught in the last 
few months. 

Mr. SPOONER. What lesson? 

Mr. HALE. The lesson of fraud, peculation, appropriation of 
revenues, cheating, stealing—a carnival in every direction of 
corruption and fraud, I think it would have been very much 
better if we had not taught those people or tried to teach those 
people this. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a little tiresome for me to be called upon 
on this side of the Chamber to reply to a Democratic speech. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is not making any allusion of that 
kind to me? 

Mr. SPOONER. I make this allusion because of the very gen- 
eral language of the Senator, not to impeach his loyalty to the 
party, which is unimpeachable. 

Mr. HALE. Iam as good a Republican as the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. I donot recognize any line of fealty to party obli- 
gations that compels me to consent to the proposition that every- 
thing has gone right in Cuba, 

Mr. SPOONER. Nobody pretends it. 

Mr. HALE, I think the experiment_has been a failure, I 
would vote to-morrow, Republican or Democrat, to withdraw 
from Cuba and leave that people to establish and set up and 
maintain their own government. I would keep the proposition 
that was put into the declaration of war and leave the people 
there, and there is nothing that has happened since that goes to 
remove that impression from me, I do not understand that that 
is a question of party fealty. 

I tell the Senator that he has no right, when I get up and pro- 
test against things that have occurred, to declare that | am mak- 
ing a Democratic speech. Iam making a Republican speech, and 
the time will come, Mr. President, when Republicans will be glad 
if we get out of this thing without worse things happening than 
are 1 ag now. In what I say I am more interested for the 
Republican party than I am for anything else. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean when he speaks 
in general terms about a carnival of fraud? 

Mr. HALE. And corruption. 

Mr. SPOONER. And corruption in Cuba, 

Mr. HALE. I mean the things disclosed. 

Mr.SPOONER. What things? I should like the Senator to 
file a bill of particulars. 

Mr. HALE. I do not need to do that; it has been done already. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator means then by his 
statement that under our Administration in Cuba there has been 
a carnival of fraud and corruption, is it? 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, it is not the Administration 
which is at fault. Itis the natural result. There never has been 
an instance of the setting up of supreme government and uncon- 
trolled government in a colony or an outside dependency that 
has not been attended with precisely the things that we have 
seen in Cuba. 

In the early days of England in India the scenes of the days 
of Clive and of Warren Hastings were precisely, on a larger 
scale, what we have seen, and they disrupted the English Gov- 
ernment; they turned out ministries and put in other ministries, 
because the English people would not allow the thing to be done. 
It isan incident. Weare at fault; Congress is much at fault. 
The Administration is not at fault. The Administration has 
selected men who were believed to be good men—Major Rathbone, 
Mr. Neely, and other men—but the situation is such that we are 
simply seeing what has always been seen when this experiment 
has been tried. 

We went into it with utter confidence, believing that it was an 
easy thing. I did not believe it was an easy thing. I voted 
against the treaty of peace because I believed it would lead to 
just these things. I believed that colonial dependencies and 
annexation would result in precisely what they have resulted in. 
I am glad to see that the Administration is trying to cure it, but 
I do not want anybody to say that it is an unexpected thing. 

Mr, SPOONER. r. President, so far as anything I said is 
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concerned, the Senator's observations are, in the language of 
Shakespeare— 


But a bolt of nothing, shot at nothing. 


I was not engaged, and am not, in the discussion of any proposi- 
tion to which the Senator’s observations are pertinent. Iwas no 
more anxious to go into war with Spain than was the Senator. 
But when a Senator can see, looking at our relations with Cuba, 
no difference between the flag of the United States in Cuba and 
the flag of England under Clive in India, he is troubled, to my 
mind, in some degree with mental obliquity. What is the differ- 
ence? We went to war to free Cuba. Have we done Cuba and 
the Cubans no kindness, Mr. President, by pouring out millions 
of our money and shedding the blood of our soldiers in order to 
drive Spanish tyranny forever from Cuba? Has the Senator any 
suspicion in his mind that the pledge made in the resolution passed 
by Congress as to the temporary character of our occupation in 
Cuba is not to be kept? 

Mr. HALE. I have. 

Mr. SPOONER. Kept not simply to the letter, but kept in 
spirit? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave very grave suspicion, Mr. President. 
glad the Senator has asked that question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, Mr. President, the Senator is a pessi- 
mist, beyond any I have ever met. 

Mr. HALE. ow, let me say to the Senator I think there are 
very powerful influences in this country; I think they are largely 
located in New York City; I think they are largely speculative 
and connected with money-making enterprises that are determined 
that we shall never give up Cuba. I think there is a dangerous 
cloud in the sky; I think the time will never. come, unless some- 
thing earnest and drastic is done by Congress, when the last 
soldier of the United States will be withdrawn from Cuban soil. 
| do not think the President favors that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Favors what? 

Mr. HALE. Holding on to Cuba, I do not think the Secre- 
tary of War favors that. I discover (and the Senator has differ- 
ent apprehensions from mine if he does not discover) very power- 
ful influences—commercial, mercantile, money influences, and 
political influences—that are opposed to our ever withdrawing 
from Cuba, I take up the newspapers, as the Senator may, that 
are foremost in the large cities, in favor of the general programme 
which is now going on, and not only do I not find a single intima- 
tion or hint that we are to withdraw from Cuba, but I find every 
day intimations and hints that we are never to withdraw from 
Cuba, 

The Senator must not exclude from his enlightened mind the 
things that arein the public mind. No matter whether he denies 
it or not, lam profoundly impressed and profoundly depressed 
by the fact that I find in hundreds of quarters a determination 
that we shall never withdraw from Cuba, but shall retain her as 
a possession of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, it is hardly fair for the 
Senator to interject his speech in my remarks upon the Philippines. 

Mr. HALE, I was simply answering the proposition of the 
Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I were, as the Senator says he is, inclined 
to doubt for one moment that the United States Government will 
seasonably withdraw from Cuba, I should be ashamed of the Goy- 


ernment, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, I wish to go on. 

Mr. HALE, That assurance from the Senator more than re- 
peye me for all that I have said. I shall count upon him in the 

uture, 
_ Mr. SPOONER. To say that the Senator will coun: 
in the future is little less than an insult. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. For it implies, Mr. President. that but for 
my assertion the Senator had doubt if I might not be willing to 
see violated the pledge given by the Government. 

Mr. HALE. Mr, President 

Mr. SPOONER. He does not so mean it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows— 

Mr. SPOONER. I know he does not so mean iv. 

Mr. HALE. He knows I do not mean it, but I was very glad to 
hear that assurance from the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. He need not have been. 

Mr. HALE. I say it is not every man that feels that way. 

Mr.SPOONER, I hope there is no man in the United States 
who does not feel that way. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad to hear the Senator say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. is is a Government of honor, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and it is a people of honor. The people of the United States 
did not go to war to free Cuba, pouring out the blood of its sons, 
knowing not what bitter fruitage the war might bring to them, 
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without a conscience, without a love of liberty; and when the Sen 
ator expresses a fear that the conscience of the people of the United 
States, their desire to keep the pledge of this Government, will be 
lulled to slumber by the power of commercialism he degrad 
the people and underestimates, in my judgment, their integrity. 

Mr. HALE. Still, lam afraid of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. What have we done for Cuba? When, since 
the morning stars first sang together in the heavens, has anv 
pane done for another people what we have done for Cuba? 
And, Mr. President, as rapidly as may be, in absolute good faith, 
not being hurried by demagogy, not being speeded in violation 
of national honor by insinuation and mere politics in a Presiden 
tial election, this Administration will, I am certain, go forward 
to redeem to its utmost the pledge to Cuba. 

We have given the best government to the people of Cuba thus 
far it ever had. We have given to the people of Cuba a govern: 
ment the like of which they never could have had without 
our intervention, We have changed their criminal laws 
that now a man can not be thrown into a dungeon and de 
tained indefinitely without right of counsel. We have amelio- 
rated in every way by military order conditions there in the 
administration of justice which were dreadful. We have main- 
tained orderinCuba, Every man’slifeis safeinCuba. Woman's 
honorissafeinCuba, Tyranny and starvation have gone forever 
out of Cuba. Who is responsible for it? This ‘* commercial” 
people who possibly may care nothing for its honor and its 
pledges! 

Of course, Mr. President, there has been peculation in Cuba. 
Everyone regrets it; no one morethan I. Everyone is ashamed 
of it. Butin#o government ever instituted has that not occurred, 
It has happened in Georgia. It has happened in New Orleans. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ithappened_all over the South when the car- 
petbaggers had it. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


SO 


Yes; and it has happened since the carpetbag 
governments. It happens in banks. Idoubt not it has happened 
in Maine. Governments must be conducted by human agencies. 
There is no company which can guarantee the honesty of pur- 
pose of employees of the Government. If the Senator had 
listened to the very able and eloquent and entirely frank speech 
of the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. PLATT), I think he would 
have been satisfied that instead of there having been or being a 
carnival of corruption in Cuba there was a discovery of certain 
frauds in the postal service by the Administration, followed up by 
the Administration, made public by the Administration, and that 
the Administration is doing everything in its power to put the men 
who were guilty of it behind the bars. The government in Cuba 
is a military one. It rarely happens that an officer of the Regular 
Army in administration anywhere is not prudent, careful, and 
honest; and that administration ought not to be charged by gen- 
eral phrase, as the Senator seems to charge it, with permitting 
a general, almost universal, carnival of fraud in Cuba, 

No, Mr. President, no one thinks, so far as I know, of violating 
our pledge to Cuba. We were to pacify the island; and, a little 
more than that, which Spain demanded that we should put in 
the treaty, as we were to occupy Cuba, that so long as we occu- 
pied it or remained there as a military occuvant we would dis- 
charge the duties imposed by international law upon a military 
occupant, which, largely stated, is the protection of life and prop- 
erty andliberty. Spain insisted upon that not out of regard solely 
to the insurgents, but to safeguard the interest and protection of 
the loyal Spaniards who had lived there, and, as the treaty puts 
it. of the natives who have remained loyal to Spain. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. SPOONER, 
interrupt me— 

Mr. HALE. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER, For I am proceeding under embarrassment; 
not any embarrassment from what the Senator has said to ime, 
but physical disability. 

Keeping in mind our obligation to the people of Cuba—those 
who were insurgents and those who were Spaniards—we will see 


Wow, Mr. President, I beg the Senator not to 


‘to it that just as soon as it can safely be done a government is 


formed there and turned over to that people. I say ‘‘ we” will 
see toit. I speak for no one here but myself. I say with confi- 
dence that we will see to it, because of my implicit faith in the 
honor of the people of the United States. It never will turn out, 
my friend from Maine, that any man in any country can point to 
the Teller resolution and say with truth that it was a legislative 
lie. 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need not hope so. 
better know so. 

Mr. HALE. [do not know. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, he ought to know. 

Mr. President, [ have been beguiled by the Senator from Maine, 


He had 
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a8 lam always beguiled by him, away from the matter which I 


was discussing. 


I return to the line of my argument when interrupted and 


repeat, under all the circumstances and conditions in the Philip- 


pines, the attempted establishment of a government without sub- 
stantial opposition by Aguinaldo after the protocol would give in 
international law no foundation for its recognition, and would 


create no obligation of recognition by us in any event. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon 
sin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Unless it is entirely agreeable to the Senator I 
will not interrupt him because he is unwell, but the subject he is 
now discussing 

Mr, SPOONER. If the Senator will state what it is that he de- 
sires to know, I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is in connection with the very subject upon 
which you have had the discussion with the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Have}. I will call the Senator's attention to the resolution 
to which he has been addressing himself, 

Mr, SPOONER. What resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Your bill, then. 

Mr. SPOONER, I will get to that bill presently, 

Mr. TILLMAN, You were dciscussing that bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, But you will not get to that phase of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to every phase of it, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not shut me off just 
now. 

Mr. SPOONER, No. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senate and 
the Senator to the phraseology of the bill introduced by him, It 
reads 


That when all inavrrection against the sovereignty and authority of the United 
States in the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaty concladed at 
Paria on the tenth day of December, eighteen hundred and ninety-eight, shall 
have becn completely sappreased by the military and naval forces of the United 
States, all military, civil, and judicial »owers necessary to govern the said islands 
shall, notil etherwise provided by Congress, be vested in sach person and per 
sons, and shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States 
shall direct for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of said islands in the 
free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 


Now, with the Senator's permission, I will direct his attention 
to the effect of that bill if it becomes a law. We are under obli- 
gations in Cuba to establish a government there and turn it over 
to its own people. 

Mr. SPOONER, [Iam through with Cuba. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think the Senator ought to have enough 
confidence in my integrity of purpose here to allow me to state 
my point. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not resist the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was calling attention to the difference 
between Cuba and the Philippines. We are now in Cuba under 
military law, and the President is omnipotent inside the Consti- 
tution, as some Senators contend, and some contend that the 
Constitution does not bind him. In the Philippines the Sen- 
ator proposes that the President shall continue to do what he 
now does, except that after the military have _~ pressed all 
rebellion, all resistance, then the President can establish a civil 
government there, and appoint judicial, executives and other 
officers to govern ten million of people over there—an army of 
carpetbaggers beside which this little squad now in Cuba loot- 
ing the postal revenues would be but a mere awkward squad. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator ever finds a carpetbagger in 
heaven he would prefer to go to the other place. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. I undoubtedly would, Mr. President [laugh- 
ter]; and if the Senator from Wisconsin and the people of Wis- 
consin had suffered from the carpetbaggers as we in South Caro- 
lina have, he would feel so, too, It is against carpetbaggery in 
all its forms that we, who are opposed to the acquisition of the 
Philippines and the governing of subject peoples from this country 
by the appointing of proconsuls, protest here. 

Mr. § SON ER. From all I can learn, I would infinitely prefer 
the carpetbaggery even of South Carolina, if I had any property, 
to the government of Aguinaldo up to date; and when the Senator 
assumes and other Senators assume that there is any purpose in 
the Government to fill up Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, 
with appointees without regard to fitness, with men unfit for the 
discharge of the duties, I think he would do better to wait until 
there is some foundation for that suspicion. I have seen nothing 
of it as to the Philippines; and no man ever lived, Mr. President, 
with higher purpose to safeguard by the most rigid inquiry and 
in the strictest possible way the interests of these people while 
in our charge by the appointment of honest and capable men 
than President McKinley. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us grant that; I will grant it; but itisa 
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question as to whether you can by such a system of government 
ever get anything but dishonesty. 

Mr. SPOONER. There may be now and then a thief, but he 
will be punished. and under this Administration he will be fer 
reted out by Government officers and sent to prison. Over in the 
Philippines General Otis has arrested three men and thrown them 
into prison for embezzlement. They were tried by commission, 
and two of them found guilty and punished. They were not 
Americans as I remember it. 

The world is not growing worse, Mr. President. Almost every 
man charged with official duty wants to do the right thing, just 
as Senators want to do their duty; and the argument which is 
based spon a universal indictment of the integrity of men who 
are willing to go to these distant places has no substantial 
foundation in fact. If Mr. Bryan should be elected President, 
he would have the same difficulties. I hope he never will be 
elected, but if he should be he would have the same difficulties. 
| I am willing to believe that he would try to select honest men, 

and when he found one as to whom he had been mistaken he 
would secure for that man prompt conviction and punishment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a part of the subject to whichI do not 
care now to pay further attention. It is not at all pertinent. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If youdo not like to be interrupted on account 
of physical disability-——— 

Mr. SPOONER, Itis not physical disability just at this minute. 
I never felt better in my life than I do at this moment. My 
objection is to being interrupted by a suggestion which is entirely 
impertinent to the matters which I wish to discuss. When I say 
impertinent,” I do not refer to the Senator, of course—I mean 
| irrelevant; I use it in the legal sense. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that, so far as I can judge of the temper of the Democratic party, 
if Mr. Bryan should be elected, the difficulty of governing those 
people by carpetbaggers will not trouble anybody very much, We 
do not consider that it is a function of the United States to under- 
take to educate 10,000,000 of Asiatics, who have been taught in 
the Spanish schools, what free government is or what self-govern- 
|}ment is; and we do not propose to undertake to find enough 
| honest men to go over there and administer the affairs of those 
slands in a decent Democratic way. 

Mr. SPOONER, If you did, you would have to go into the 
Republican party, probably, for some of them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLALAN We certainly would not ask you to lend us 
Mr. Rathbone, or Mr. Neely, or Mr. Thompson, or any of that ilk. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Thompson is in jail and Mr. Neely 
under bail. 

Mr. ALLEN, If the Senator will permit me, I trust he will not 
bring Mr. Bryan into this discussion at all. Mr. Bryan is a pri- 
vate citizen, and I think it would more comport with the dig- 
nity of the Senate to leave his name out of the discussion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, I am willing to take 

lessons in dignity from the Senator from Nebraska. 
| Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 











Mr. TELLER. Ithink the Senator from Wisconsin is attempt- 
ing to discuss this question from a legal standpoint, but he has 
been drawn off by questions, which are, as he says, impertinent 

in alegal sense, and he probably has been induced to say some 
things that he would never otherwise have thought of saying. If 

| I were on the floor I believe I would “mow how to deal with the 

| question, but feeling ill, as the Senator from Wisconsin does, he 

| is rather too good natured, and I appeal to the Senate to let the 
Senator proceed uninterruptedly. That will be better for him 
and better for us. 

Mr. TILLMAN. _ Better for those in favor of his proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. Whether in favor of it or not, it would be bet 
ter for the dignity and high character of this Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope I have not seriously offended my friend 

| from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. SPOONER, I recognize the fact that Mr. Bryan, while a 
distinguished leader, is in private life, although he is not a private 
citizen. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Bryan's name ought not to be voluntarily 
brought into the Senate and involved in a discussion here, and | 
think it would comport more with the dignity of discussion in 
this Chamber not to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not hold myself altogether responsible 
for bringing it in, but I feel entirely at liberty to do so, and I 
shall do so in a respectful way if the course of my argument 
requires it. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know what real fealty to the 
doctrine of the Declaration of Independence—and I sefer to it 
only for a moment—Senators or any political party would show 
which would turn over to an oligarchy, com of not more 
than one-sixth of the inhabitants of the Philippine Archipelago, 
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the government and the fate of ten million people, a vast major- 
ity of whom we think we have reason to know do not desire it, 
and a sudden withdrawal, as is suggested by the Senator from | 
South Carolina { Mr. TILLMAN}, of our troops from the Philip- 
pines upon the theory, which I am glad to hear him avow, that 
we have no duty in the Philippines—— | 
| 


Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Practically that, Mr. President; for I do not 
hesitate here to say that any man or any party which in the envi- 
ronment, in which this country now is in the Phili poe, should 
yropose that it should withdraw its forces and leave Manila and the 
Filipinos who have been friendly to us—the autonomists, as Aguin- 
aldo in a proclamation of his own of June 12 last denominates | 
them—and the people who have nothing in common with him, to | 
a government created by him and officered by his satraps, would 
violate every plain duty which could grow out of a difficult and | 
delicate situation. 

The resolution of the Senator from Georgia | Mr. Bacon}, manly 
and straightforward as that Senator is in legisiation here, is based 
upon a different proposition from that; and if we should with- 
draw our troops from Manila, as suggested by the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PerrigREw], and enter into | 
negotiations for peace with a government which is destroyed, if 
it ever had any substantial existence, and that withdrawal should 
be followed by a massacre in Manila, if the ‘‘ clubs” organized by 
Sandico and those who were to join in the massacre or exterm)- 
nation should visit their vengeance on the Europeans in that city, 
nothing, Mr. President, in the history of this Government or this 
country could ever in the slightest degree redeem us from the stain 
of that cowardly withdrawal and stigma thus put upon our honor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin vield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish the Senator would allow me to state 
more fully what I would consider—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is just exactly what I do not want the 
Senator to do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator puts me in a false attitude as 
to what I wish to do in the Philippines, and then he goes on and 
argues as though he had some basis for it other than his own 
imagination, and I must insist that that is not fair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Several SENATORS. No, no. 
Mr. SPOONER. Why, of course, Mr. President, I find it im- 

| 








possible to decline to yield to Senators. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator said a moment ago he never felt 
better in his life, and I am glad he is more than able to take care 
of himself in any debate on this floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I feel well, but Iam afraid that my colleagues 
do not, or will not, if I continue much longer, 

Mr. TILLMAN, It seemsthatsome of your colleagues want to | 
take care of you, when I am very sure you can take care of 
yourself better than they can take care of themselves. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not agree with the Senator in that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to say this in regard to what I con- | 
sider the duty of this Government, and I am not any more than 
one Democrat: We have destroyed the only government that | 
was there—Aguinaldo’s. It may be that it was a dictatorship, 
and | dare say it was, but still it was the only government they 
had there. It had the support of the people, whether voluntarily 
or involuntarily does not matter. Now, we have destroyed that 
government; we have got that government broken all to pieces, 
and we are fighting there for the suppression of the guerrillas, 
small bands, who are harassing our troops. 

I think if those guerrillas would stop we would get a condition 
by which we could reestablish some government there, if we 
would simply say to those ple, ‘‘ We do not propose to continue 
to govern you by military force or by carpetbaggers sent from the 
United States, but we will allow you to set up some sort of a gov- 
ernment of your own as soon as you are in a condition to do 
so, Which will insure law and order and protection for life and 
—— to citizens and foreigners there. We will leave you 
to deal with your own people in your own way, because we do not 
believe itis our duty to use force to protect you from yourselves.” 

Mr. SPOONER. * The Senator having protected himself in the | 
Recorp, I shall spend no time now, but I will, a little later on, 
on that branch of the subject, when I come to explain what I 
think the duty of this Government is, and what I think the 
people of the United States will deem it to be. 

The men who propose to turn over, without first ascertaining 
their wish about it, the fate of ten million people to the govern- 
ment of Aguinaldo and the Tagalogs, have a different understand- 
ing from that which a to me of that part of the Declaration 
of Independence which refers to the consent of the governed. 

Self-government is not a right, Self-government is a faculty. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| tion 


| hopes to him of any kind 
} and in the course of our conferences never acted upon the assumption that the 





D899 


It does not come to a people in a day; it does not develop in a 
night; and if there is sumerbere in this world where a propo 
has been announced and carried into effect that the maj 
entitled by law to govern, but in the opinion of a minority 
unfit, shall not be permitted to govern, it is not in the Philip 
pines, but it is in the United States. 

But, Mr. President, for the purpose 
that this Government has acted toward Aguinaldo with 
Punic faith—that is the adjective, ‘‘ with Punic faith "—I am com 
pelled briefly to consider the evidence upon which, in the several 
relations, that charge is made. 

First, it is said that Aguinaldo was promised independ 
and that for the Govermment of the United States not to a: rd 
it is for it to perpetrate an act of national dishonor. 

I deny, Mr. President, that there is any basis whatever for 
the assumption that Aguinaldo was promised independenc: 
that the Filipinos were promised independence 

It is claimed by Aguinaldo that he was promised independen: 
by our consul at Singapore, Mr. Pratt, and at Hongkong, Mr. 
Wildman. Mr. Day, inferring from a publication in a Singapore 
peper ens possibly Mr. Pratt had been indiscreet, cabled him 
June 16, 1898, to avoid unauthorized negotiations with Philip- 
pine insurgents, to which Mr. Pratt replied June 19 as follows: 
SECRETARY OF STATE, 

No intention negotiat 


ot ¢ 


stablishing the propos 


Washington 


left that Dewey, who desired Aguinaldo come 
PRAT! 
June 16, 1898, Mr. Day wrote to Mr. Pratt, among other things, 
as follows: 


If in the course of your conferences with General Aguinaklo yeu acted upon 
the assumption that this Government would cooperate with him for the further 
ance of any — of his own, or that in accepting his cooperation it would 
sider itself pledged to recognize any political claims which he may put forward, 


} your action was unauthorized, and can not be approved, 


June 20, in reply to cable of June 16, Mr. Pratt wrote the Se 
retary of State as follows: 


My action in the matter was limited to obtaining the assurance of General 
Aguinaldo's willingness to cooperate with our forces, communicating this to Ce 
modore Dewey, and, upon thet that he should com i 
as soon as possible 


atter's expressing a desire 
for the General to do so 

Under date July 28 Mr. Pratt wrote the Secretary of State as 
follows: 


I declined evento discuas with General Aguinaldo tl 
policy of the United States with regard to the 
committed the 


arranging 


question of the tut 
Philippine that L held out 
Government in no way whateve 


Government woukl cooperate with him—CGeneral Aguinaldo—for the furtherance 
of any plan of his own, nor that in accepting his said « op ration it would con 
sider itself pledged to recognize any political claims which he might put forward 


The Senator from Washington some time since, in the course of 
a speech here, read from a Singapore paper what he contended 
indicated an admission in a public speech by Consul Pratt that 
he had promised independence, That Senator omitted to state, 
although I know he would have stated it if he had known it, what 
I state now, that when Mr. John Foreman made substantially the 
same statements in the first edition of his book on the Philippines 
Consul Pratt filed a bill in equity and obtained an injunction re 
straining him from the further distribution of the edition, upon 
the ground that the statement was not true, and in the second 
edition and all subsequent editions there is a note at the begin 
ning of the book correcting the statements and announcing the 
omission of the pages from the book. 

Mr. Wildman also was heard from upon the subject. Under 
date of August 8, 1898, from Hongkong, he addressed the following 
cablegram to Mr. Moore, Assistant Secretary of State: 

Never mado pledges or discussed policy of America with Aguinaldo further 
than to try and 10ld him to promises before Dewey took him to Cavite 


it my duty, it being understood that my influence is good. If report « 
disavow. 


believing 
mtrary, | 


Could anything be more idle than to predicate a charge of dis 
honor upon an alleged breach by the United States of a political 
promise made by a consul? Consuls are not diplomats. As the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] said the other day, they ar 
only commercial agents. 

It has been said here that there are men learned in international 
law surrounding Aguinaldo. That is, I think, quite true; and 
how foolish it is to suppose that Aguinaldo and the junta would 
for one moment, had such promise or assurance been given, relied 
upon them. 

It is alleged that Admiral Dewey promised Aguinaldo inde- 
yendence. Aguinaldo says that himself. He did not claim it, so 
far as I have been able to discover, until a short time before the 
outbreak of hostilities, and in the ‘* True version of the Philippine 
revolution,” which he published to the world. 

On May 26 the Secretary of the Navy cabled Admiral Dewey 
as follows: 

It is desirable, as far aa possible, and consistent with your success and safety 


not to have political alliances with the insurgents, or any faction 
that would incur liability to maintain their cause in the future. 


im tt isianis, 
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June 6 Admiral Dewey replied to this dispatch: 


Receipt of telegram of May 26 is acknowledged, and I thank the Department 
for the expression of confidence. Have acted according to the spirit of Depart- 
ment’s instructions therein from the beginning, and I have entered into no alli- 
ance with the insurgents or with any faction. 


Admiral Dewey has since specifically denied it. He denied it in 
the letter over his own signat«re addressed to Senator LopDGE; he 
denied it in his cablegram to the Secretary of the Navy; he denied 
it in a memorandum inserted in the report of the Philippine Com- 
mission, which he signed; he denied it in a statement sent to the 
Senate by the President only a day or two ago. 

No pne would impute to Admiral Dewey, whoconducted affairs 
in the Far East after the fall or destruction of the Spanish fleet 
with consummate ability, such ignorance as to his power and duty 
as for one moment to believe that he had pledged to this man, 
whom he had never seen before and of whom he knew nothing, 
independence for a government which he was yet to establish. 

In a memorandum written for the preliminary report of the 
Philippine Commission, of which Admiral Dewey was a member, 
he says, referring to his first meeting with Aguinaldo, May 19: 

No alliance of any kind was entered into with Aguinaldo, nor was any promise 
of independence made to him, then or at any other time. 


Aguinaldo, however, in what is called “‘ the true version of the 
Philippine revolution,” says on one page here—I will spend but a 
moment upon it—that on one occasion Admiral Dewey, accom- 
panied by General Anderson, visited him, and that in the pres- 
ence of General Anderson this statement was made by Admiral 
Dewey: 

The Admiral continued: Documents are useless when there is no sense of honor 
on one side, as was the case in respect of the compact with the Spaniards, who 
failed to act up to what had been written and signed. 

Have faith in my word, and I assure you that the United States will recognize 
the independence of the country. But recommend you to keep a good deal of 
what we have said and agreed secret at present. I further request you to have 
patience if any of our soldiers insult any Filipinos, for, being volunteers, they 
are as yet undisciplined. 

Admiral Dewey, on January 30 last, denounced this pamphlet 
and the statements, in so far as they related to him, as a tissue 
of falsehood, thus: 

Dear SENATOR LopGEe: The statement of Emilio Aguinaldo, recently pub- 
lished iu the Springfie!d Republican, so far as it relates to me, is a tissue of false- 
hood. I never promised him, directly or indirectly, independence for the Fili- 
pinos. I never treated him as an ally, except so far as to make use of him and his 
soldiers to assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. He never uttered 
the word *‘ independence " in any conversation with me or my oflicers. The state- 
ment that I received him with military honors or slauted the Filipino flag is 


absolutely false. 
Sincerely, yours, GEORGE DEWEY. 


It will be noticed that at the interview in which Admiral 
Dewey is alleged to have uttered the foregoing, General Ander- 
son was present. General Anderson was asked by telegraph by 
the Adjutant-General, under date May 11, concerning this con- 
versation, to which he replied as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., May 14, 1900. 
A DJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Telegram received. I have Aguinaldo’s pamphlet. His statement as to Ad- 
miral Dewey's promise of recognition and documents not being necessary, are 
not true as to any occasion when I was present. I can recall only two occasions 
on which we saw Aguinaldotogether. All his statements inaccurate, except that 
we were fighting a common enemy, 

ANDERSON, Brigadier-General, Retired. 

It has seemed strange to me that any American should be found 
to make the charge of dishonor upon the Government or its Ad- 
ministration based upon nothing except the statements of Agui- 
naldo, contradicted, as he is, over and over again. 

But that is not all. Some documents have been captured over 
there. Among others is a document which gives the secret pro- 
ceedings—it has been sent to the Senate—of the junta in Hong- 
kong on May 5. Aguinaldo was there, Agoncillo was there, Teo- 
doro Sandico was there, Lopez was there, Montenegro was there. 
It is signed by a large number of them in testimony that what 
transpired is faithfully set down and sealed. 

Mr. STEWART. May, 1898? 

Mr. SPOONER. May 5, 1898. It says: 

The president described the negotiations which took place during his absence 
in Singapore with the American consul of that English colony; both agreed that 
the president should confer with the Admiral commanding the American squad- 
ron in Mir Bay, and if he should accept his propositions as beneficial, in his 
judgment, to the Filipinos, he should go in one of the cruisers which form the 
tleet and take part in the subsequent events. 

This was after the conversation with the consul. Strange, is it 
not, if the consul had pa independence to a government to 
be formed by Aguinaldo, that the thing which above all other 
things he desired. it is thought, in this communication to his as- 
sociates he should have neglected to state? There is not one word 
in these poocamne which indicates that any such promise had 
been made; that any such subject had been discussed—not one 
word. But there are statements in this paper which show that 
no such promise could have been made, or that if it was made it 
was not relied upon, 
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Aguinaldo did not wish to go. He wished to send four mem- 
bers of the junta. He gave certain reasons why he did not wish 
to go, and one of the reasons was that Admiral Dewey might cal] 
upon him if he went to enter into some agreement before cooper- 
ating—I do not use the language—which would control or em- 
barrass the future of his country; and you will find again and 
again expressed here the thought that the time might come—It is 
apparent, in fact, from this secret paper, it was anticipated—when 
the guns of the Filipinos would be turned against the Americans, 
because it is stated here— 

After arguments had been made by various members of the 
junta in favor of Aguinaldo’s going, the record is thus: 

Notwithstanding the previous remarks, the president (Aguinaldo) insists that 
he considers it dangerous for him to go to the Filipines without a previous written 
agreement with the Admiral, since it may happen that if he places himself at his 
orders he may make him sign or seal a document containing proposals highly 
prejudicial to the interests of the fatherland, from which may arise the following 
grave disadvantages: 

i... ee. 

Second. * * * These are the means, he thinks, which should be first em- 
ployed to find out certainly what are the intentions of the United States in regard 
to that country. “ * * He adds, besides, that the Admiral, there being no 
previous contract, may not divide the armanent necessary to guarantee the hap- 
piness of the fatherland.” 


After various speeches, by Sandico and others, the document 
proceeds: 

The authority to treat, which the President thinks of giving to the other chiefs, 
without reflecting at all upon their personal deserts, they do not believe can be 
as effective as his personal attention to the matter, to such serious affairs as those 
which are the subject of discussion. There will be no better occasion than the 
present for the expeditionary forces to land on those islands and to arm them- 
selves at the expense of the Americans and assure the attainment of our legiti- 
mate aspirations against those very people. 

The Filipino people, unprovided with arms, will be the victim of the demands 
and exactions of the United States, but po with arms will be able to oppose 
themselves tu them and struggle for their independence, in which consists tho 
true happiness of the Philippines. 


After referring to the ‘‘ prestige which he (Aguinaldo) acquired 
in the last rebellion,” it proceeds: 

Once the President in the Philippines, with his prestige he will be able to 
arouse those masses to combat the demands of the United States if they colonize 
that country, and will drive them, the Filipinos, if circumstances render it nec- 
essary, to a Titanic oe for their independence, even if later they should suc- 
cumb to the weight of the yoke of a new oppressor. 


Were they relying upon a promise of independence? 

They were arranging then, before Aguinaldo and his eee omen ms 
went back to Manila, for a contingency in which, having obtained 
arms upon a promise of cooperation they should use those arms 
against soldiers of the United States. No man with judgment 
could find what is written in this secret proceedings consistent at 
all, either with a promise of independence or their reliance upon 
a promise of independence. 

t is not worth spending time on at all if it were not that on 
this is based a charge of dishonor, and without warrant. I for 
one can not discuss this matter and permit that charge to go 
unanswered when the facts make a complete defense against it. 

He made no claim of any such promise until very late, and after 
he had gone to Manila he wrote to General Anderson, under date 
July 24, *‘ [came from Hongkong to prevent my countrymen from 
making common cause with the Spanish against the North Ameri- 
cans;” and he justified the proclamation of his dictatorship upon 
that ground, and in all the letters or proclamations in which he be- 
sought independence he never claimed until his proclamation, 
issued shortly before the outbreak of hostilities, that it had been 
promised him, and in his letter to the President, which has been so 
greatly lauded for its literary merit, he asked for independence, 
but he did not contend at all that it had been promised to him. 
So why charge bad faith upon the Administration for not accord- 
ing to Aguinaldo’s government or alleged government, the moment 
he formed it, independence as having been promised? 

It is said that there was implied recognition of his govern- 
ment, and that upon that ground we have been acting in breach 
of faith. Is that true? Is it sustained? The Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] says it is sustained. He based his 
charge for one thing upon the allegation that Admiral Dewey 
saluted the flag of the Philippine republic. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. He undoubtedly did. 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, then, Admiral Dewey is published by the 
Senator before the world as a concrete liar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not by me. 

Mr. SPOONER. He denies it. The American people will be- 
lieve Admiral Dewey when he says he never saluted the flag. 
The Senator claimed, I think—and I trust he will not regard me 
as personal; he nodded to me, and that is why I referred to him— 
that we had recognized them by convoying one of the Philippine 
ships—was it into Subig Bay? I think it was. Am I right? 

M . PETTIGREW. Yes; Subig Bay. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator still claim that we convoyed 
a Philippine ship to Subig Bay? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Theinsurgents attacked the Spanish forces 
in Subig Bay. They sent a vessel to Manilato ask Admiral Dewey 
to assist. Dewey received word from this vessel, and he sent the 
Raleigh and another ship to Subig Bay, captured the Spanish gar- 
rison, and turned the prisoners over to Aguinaldo’s forces. 

It appears from a statement ‘ f the officers of the Government 
that the vessel of Aguinaldo did not accompany our vessels, our 
vessels leaving in the night, so that the vessel which had ceme to 
ask them to return to their assistance was not aware of their de- 
parture. I said in a resolution of inquiry that it had been stated 
that they did convoy or go in ———? with a Philippine vessel 
to Subig Bay to secure the surrender of the Spanish troops, and 
Lasked for the information. My resolution was tabled by the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I voted to table it. 

Mr. PETTIGEEW. Afterwards the Administration admitted 
everything that had been said except that our vessels did not go 
back with the Filipino vessel which came to ask them for their 
assistance. Here was an alliance and the turning over of the 
prisoners to the allies. 





Mr. SPOONER. I voted against the Senator’s resolution. I 
remember the Senator’s resolution. It was craftily drawn. Ido 


not mean intentionally so, of course; but it was so drawn as that 
for the Senate to have ym it would have been a finding 
of fact by this body that there was a Philippine Republic in 
the international sense and a Philippine flag; and because I be- 
lieved that to be untrue, and not as the Senator seemed to think 
at the time of all of us, that we were afraid of laying the truth 
before the American people, I voted to lay the resolution upon 
the table. Has not the Senator been of the opinion that one or 
more of our naval ships convoyed a ship of Aguinaldo’s to Subig 
Bay? Was not that the Senator’s opinion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. .That was my opinion at the time I pre- 
sented the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the Senator’s opinion now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am in doubt about it now. I never 
could get all the information. We never have had it. The 
Administration does not give us the full information. We never 
have had any consecutive story of this revolt and the circum- 
stances connected with it. We are left to draw our conclusions 
and gather our information from a censored press, from sup- 
pressed information. It is not considered compatible with the 
interest of the President as a candidate for reelection to furnish 
us the information, and we do not get it, and we have not got it. 

Mr.SPOONER. Oh, I should think once in one session would 
be sufficient for the Senator to insult the President. The Presi- 
dent has manifested no purpose whatever to withhold from the 
Senate any information, and he has been sending information 
here in response to the request of the Senate month after month 
during this session. Butif the Senator has doubt about the prop- 
osition or the allegation of fact that one or more of our naval 
ships convoyed an alleged Filipino ship, with an alleged Philip- 
pine republic flag flying at its masthead, to Subig Bay, he has 
doubt of the veracity of Captain Coghlan. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] in his speech 
= the other day in the presence of the Senate the following 

etter: 
FEBRUARY 1, 1900. 


. 


My DgAR SENATOR LODGE: 
“ * 7 


* * 


T was in command of the expedition sent by the Admiral (Raleigh and Concord) 
to the mouth of Subig Bay, July 6, 1898, to capture Grande Island, then held 
by the Spaniards. I wish to affirm as strongly as human words can do so that 
Aguinaldo's people did_ not accompany us, and that they took no part what- 
ever in that capture. No one but the Admiral, Lieutenant Brumby, Captain 
Walker, and myself even knew where we were to go. We left at midnight, 
without lights of any kind, not even signaling, as usual, for permission to get 
under way, and no one knew except the flagship and a vessel or two near us, 
that the vessels (Raleigh and Concord) had moved from their berths. It was not 
known until next morning that we had gone out of sight of our flect. At this 
very time the so-called gunboat of Aguinaldo was anchored at Cavite, and did not 
learn of our departure until next day about noon. We captured Grande Island 
about 10.30 a. m., July 7, and no Filipino boat of any description appeared about 
Subig Bay until that evening about 7 p. m., when the boat we had left at Cavite 
came in and expressed the greatest surprise at our eapture, telling us they had 
hoped to take part in the attack. So far as Aguinaldo’s people having anything 
to do with the ongnare, after it had been done I instructed their chief at Alongapo, 
about 5 miles up the bay, that his people must in no way bother with the island, 
and to prevent them I moved the Raleigh out into the bay, where the searchlights 
were used all night to see that no insurgeants went near the island. Inmy opinion, 
those on the island could have held out indefinitely, as they were well provided 
with everything, and the Aquinaldoites had no artillery—one small gun only on 
their so-called gunboat, and the rest of her armament (?) consisting of pieces of 
3-inch pipe stuck through chocks and holes in her sides to stimulate guns. 

There may not be much glory arising from that capture, but on behalf of my 
naval comrades, who did it alone, I object fo having any of it taken away by 
anyone attempting to falsely assign us help. 

Yours, very truly, 
J. B. COGHLAN, 
Captain, U. 8. N. 


This charge of dishonor, based upon the allegation that we 
recognized a republic over there by convoying a ship flying its 
flag, falls to the und; and I know the Senator will not chal- 
lenge the word of Captain Coghlan. 


| 
| 
| 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that I think the paper the Senator 





has in his hand was sent in in response to a resolution passed by 
the Senate, which I introduced on the 27th of April. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And that resolution reads as follows in 


regard to the Subig Bay incident: 


The President is also requested to inform the Senate whether the flag of the 
Philippine republic was ever saluted by Admiral Dewey or any of the ve 
his fleet at any time since May 1, 1898. Did Admiral Dewey, at the reqne 
Aguinaldo or any officer under him, send the vessels Cone: 


sels of 
st ot 
rd and Raleigh to Subig 


Bay to assist Aguinaldo’s forces ‘in the capture of the Spanish garrison at that 
place? Did said vessels assist in the capture of the Spanish garrison, and after 
the surrender did they turn the prisoners thus taken over to the Philippine 


forces? 

I think that paper corroborates and answers in the affirmative 
every one of those questions, except the question of saluting the 
flag. As far as that question is concerned, I will show by the 
executive officer of Admiral Dewey’s own ship that he did salute 
the flag; I will show by the statement of Halstead, who was a 
Government official, that he did salute the flag; and I will show 
by letters from numerous soldiers that we saluted the Philippine 
flag and the Philippine troops every time they came in the pres 
ence of our Army. I will then leave the question as to who is 
right and who is wrong to be fought out between these different 
people. I shall try to do this in reply to the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. SPOONER. Allright. Then the Senator admits that in 
response to this particular resolution of his, there was no attempt 
upon the part of the Administration to suppress information. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President— 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will admit also that the infor- 
mation which was sent, so far as Captain Coghlan’s letter covers 
it, disposed of all of his allegations of fact put in an interrogative 
form, except the matter of the saluting of the flag. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator says I will admit numerous 
things. I admit nothing of the sort. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was wrong in supposing the Senator would 
admit it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Except that the reply confirms the state- 
ment I made in every particular except in that of saluting the 
flag. That is what 1 said, and as I understood the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. Did not the Senator charge that Aguinaldo’s 
vessel helped in the capture of the place? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought you said so a moment ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Notatall. I did not say so, and I do not 
remember ever to have said so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did you not say we helped them to take it, or 
assisted them in taking it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave just read what I said in the reso- 
lution, and I think everything in the resolution is answered in the 
affirmative by the information received except the saluting of the 
flag, and then I made my statement in regard to that. I wrote 
to the officer to ascertain whether we did salute the flag or not, 
and I have an autograph letter to the effect that we did. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw my statement that the Senator 
admitted anything. I did him aninjustice, and I will supplement 
that by saying that I do not expect the Senator to admit anything 
except that this Government has been dishonorable and guilty of 
punic faith in its treatment of Aguinaldo. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; I think I can prove that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator can not prove it. 
I know the Senator can not prove it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not think there is any doubt about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can no more prove it than he 
can prove or did prove the other day that a majority of the South 
Dakota regiment were unwilling toserve after their term expired. 
Iam glad the Senator could not prove that. There never comes into 
a soldier’s life any prouder thing than that after his time has ex- 

vired he served in battle under his flag; and when President Mc- 

inley congratulated the State of South Dakota, which I marched 
over as a soldier before the Senator ever saw it, and congratulated 
her people and congratulated that regiment that regardless of 
the expiration of their time they had gone into battle under our flag 
and fought with great gallantry, he recognized, as the truth war 
rants, a crown upon the brow of South Dakota which no man can 
ever take from her. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will permit me, I read the 
statement of the surgeon of the regiment and the lieutenant 
colonel that 90 or 95 per cent of the boys wished to be discharged. 
Some of the soldiers told me, immediately after the President 
made that statement, that it was untrue. The reason why the 
South Dakota boys were not proud of the service in which they 
had been conscripted against their will was because they were 
not in sympathy with the effort to destroy the liberties of another 
pec 


yple. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


In fact 


I suspect the fact that some of them felt that 


way is partly attributable to the industry of the Senator, not to 
the soldiers themselves. 


{ Laughter. } 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. That is a matter of opinion, which opinion 
the Senator has a right to entertain. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say that because the discussion indicated 
that in a great many letters from the Philippine Archipelago some 
were replies to letters written by the Senator. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not one of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; there were some of them I am quite 
certain. And I say another thing, thatthe prompt transmission of 
the governor's insulting letter to the President to be read to the 
soldiers there was politics—Populistic politics, not American poli- 
tics—and may have had something to do with inciting the agitation 
among some of the soldiers. I will never believe in dishonor in 
this Government or in the Administration, Democratic or Repub- 
lican, unless I am obliged to. I will not hunt for stain upon the 
honor of my own country. 

Mr. President, it is said repeatedly that Aguinaldo was an ally 
of the United States, and that in firing upon him when he attacked 
us—I use that phrase advisedly; we were guilty of Punic faith 
towardanally. A flimsier thing never was asserted as foundation 
for a charge in a Presidential or any other campaign against an 
Administration than that. An ally in the international sense he 
was not and could not be. There was no Filipino nation. There 
was no Filipino people in the organized sense. No man could for 
one moment contend that there was an organization which could 
enter into a treaty of alliance. None such was ever pretended. 
As I said the other day, the Filipinos were in law enemies of the 
United States, not friends, because they were subjects of Spain. 
The Senator from South Dakota smiles. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he dispute it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. It is the mostabsurd proposi- 
tion the Senator has made. 

Mr. SPOONER. There never has been a work on international 
law which does not support that proposition; it has been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States; it is absolutely fun- 
damental; it isin the most modern as well as in the most ancient 
books, that, as a matter of law, and important consequences flow 
from it, the subjects of a government at war with another become 
the enemies of that other. The Senator is a good lawyer, he is 
a man of ability, and if he will address his mind to that proposi- 
tion to-night he will not deny it to-morrow. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I certainly shall. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I will help him. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. To deny it? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; to find the law; I know where to find it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam well aware of the Senator’s ability, 
and I know he is a great student, for I studied law asa boy in his 
father’s office when he was just beginning to practice, and in com- 
plimenting me perhaps he had a notion of, in a measure, compli- 
menting himself. 

Mr.SPOONER. No; I did not mean todo that. What I meant 
was this, and the Senator will do me that justice, to say that I have 
examined the question, and I thought it might facilitate the Sen- 
ator’s investigation, if he cared to make it, for me to give him a 
list of the authorities in which I found it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As an abstract poincigie, never good in 
ractice or heard of in any history on the face of the earth, per- 
aps the Senator is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But to say that the Filipinos were our 
enemies under the circumstances is such a terrible stretching of 
the abstract principle which the Senator seeks to invoke that it 
has no application. 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator would not have said that if he had 
listened longer. I said the nee people were in law the ene- 
mies of the United States while we were at war with Spain. 
Aguinaldo and such of his confreres who individually cooperated 
with us against Spain were not, of course, our enemies. All 
others were; and if the Senator understood me as saying that the 
subjects of Spain who entered our Army—if any should—or 
who aided us in a wer with Spain, were our enemies under this 
proposition of law, he misunderstood me. But Aguinaldo him- 
self is not to be called, all things considered, an ally of ours. If 
he was an ally of ours, he was a very treacherous ally of ours, 
and it was not many weeks after he reached Manila before Admiral 
Dewey discovered that he ceased to be much of an ally and was 
inclined to ‘‘ set up” business on his own account; so much so that 
he was disgusted with him, and, as one of the papers puts it, 
thought he had the “ big-head.” 

Mr. Wildman, writing Mr. Moore, Assistant Secretary of State, 
under date of August 9th, says: 











Aguinaldo had for some weeks been getting what Admiral Dewey called the 
big head, and writing me sulky, childish letters. 


He claimed he was after independence, and, as indicated by the 


secret proceedings of the junta, he was proceeding in his perform- 
ance after he reached Manila largely on his own account, of 
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course, in a way aiding us—I concede that—in fighting Spain, but 
for reasons of his own and for a purpose of hisown. Why, Mr. 
President, it is stated by Mr. Whitmarsh, the special commi: 
sioner over there of the Outlook, that Aguinaldo had planned tv 
attack our first detachment of troops when they landed at 
Paranaque. 

In the preliminary report of the Commissioners it is stated: 

The landing of the American troops at Paranaque on July 15 so exasperated 
the revolutionary leader that he wished to attack at once, but was deterred |, 
lack of arms and ammunition. He finally decided to wait until the fall of Manila 


enter the city with the American troops, secure the arms of the Spanish soldiers 
f possible, and then make his attack. 


Mr. TELLER. The first one? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; [ believe the first one, that he had in- 
tended to attack them and prevent their landing. He permitte: 
them, however, to land, but from the day General Anderson 
landed there his attitude was not the attitude of an ally; his cor- 
respondence was not the correspondence of an ally; his conduct 
was not the conduct of an ally. Lassert, Mr. President, without 
fear of succcessful contradiction, upon all the facts which are 
within our reach, that his conduct from the day General Ander- 
son arrived there was the conduct of an enemy. 

Mr. BERRY. What date was that, if the Eonater will permit 
me? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
or early in July. 

Mr. ETTIGREW. The Fourth of July. 

Mr. SPOONER. That we landed there. If you look at the 
correspondence, you will see constant complaints; you will see a 
constant jealousy; you will see that he insisted upon maintain- 
ing his position; you will find that his troops were insolent to our 
men. You will find that Aguinaldo plumed himself as being 
friendly rather than just in not cutting off from Manila, after 
our troops had arrived there, the water supply. He constantly 
wanted recognition. He sought in every cunning way whic) 
could be devised to secure some recognition from General Ander- 
son of him as president or of his alleged government. He pro- 
hibited the people from furnishing onpenes to General Anderson. 

Was that the conduct of an ally? Anderson wanted horses; he 
wanted supplies; he had newly arrived in the country. He prof- 
fered, of course, to pay for them. The correspondence shows 
that he received no reply; that he received no supplies, and that 
Anderson was informed upon sufficient authority that they were 
forbidden by Aguinaldo, and Professor Worcester says that wit- 
nesses swore before the Commission that Aguinaldo had ordere«|! 
them not to furnish our Army with any supplies; and they were 
not furnished until General Anderson informed him that if he 
did not permit the supplies to be furnished, things that our troop 
needed, he would pass him and tuke them. 

It is stated (I presume the Senator does not believe that) that 
as early as June he was in negotiation with the Spaniards against 
us. I believe it, and Ihave good reason to believe it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there is no doubt but that 
the Spaniards made offers and propositions to Aguinaldo, ani 
there is no doubt but that he considered them. But he brought 
them to us and stated to us (and the conversation, I think, must 
be familiar to the Senator) that he had rejected them and refused 
to accept their offers and propositions. He seems to have been 
using this for the ny ome of trying to ones if possible, that 
public recognition of his government to which he felt he wa 
entitled, There is no doubt about that. 

Mr.SPOONER. Mr. President, on the contrary, I believe it {» 
be a fact, and I believe the assertion is warranted by the evidence 
that Aguinaldo was in treaty with the Spanish authorities to sur- 
render Manila to him and join their forces in fighting us. One 
thing is very certain: That as early as October 25, long before t! 
outbreak of February 4, 1899, before the cession of the Philippin 
Archipelago to us by Spain, Aguinaldo entered into negotiations 
with the Spaniards sad proved himself, if an ally to us, to be « 
traitor to us. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. When was that? What is the date? 

Mr. SPOONER. The 25th of October, 1898. The Senator evi 
dently has not, in his search for information, found it, but tlic 
President sent it to the Senate some time ago—April 18. Here 
itis. It is worth reading, because men will told all through 
this country during the coming campaign (and that is wh 
most of this business is for; nobody‘is deceived about that) th 
Aguinaldo was our ally; that up to the time we attacked him and 
his forces at Manila he was loyal to us as an ally. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; we were not loyal to him. 

Mr. SPOONER. We were loyal tohim. We gave him more 
loyalty, Mr, President, than he was entitled to. e stayed th: 


I can not give the precise date. It was in June 


month after month enduring his insolence and the insolence ‘ 
his soldiers while they endeavored to taunt, I believe by 1)! 
command, our soldiers into an act of hostility, and I will prove |" 
before I finish. 

But, Mr. President, about October 25 the Spanish general at 

















TOOD. 








lloilo was apparently willing to surrender to us. When General 
Otis vent the expedition to Toilo he supposed that the Spanish 
would surrender tous. He had received information that they 
desired to do it. Am I wrong about that? But they found when 
they reached there that he had by order of the Spanish Govern- 
ment evacuated the place. Now, here is what Aguinaldo wrote 
¢) him. Up to this time we had occupied no position of hostility 
to Avninaldo, and no man living can truthfully say we had, 
This is a captured document. 
[Private.] 
REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT OF THE FILIPINEes, 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 


Malolos, October 25, 1898. 
Excellent Sefior General Disco Rios. 


ItespEecTED GENERAL: TI write to you without any desire of offending either 
sour dignity or your patriotism, or of interfering in your high duties in the pres- 
ent circumstances, so critical for all of us, Filipinos, Spaniards, and Americans. 


I write to you, General, actuated solely by the desire of doing an act of evident 
ustice, compatible with your honor and with those high duties which I cite 
jabove, aud especially with the hope— 


« Especially with the hope "— 
OF YET SAVING FROM THE SHIPWRECK THE SOVEREIGNTY OF SPAIN LY THESE IS- 
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While we were fighting to liberate the Filipinos from the 
tyranny of Spain he was hopeful “‘ of yet saving from the ship- 
wreck the sovereignty of Spain in these islands.” 

Mr. LODGE. Give the signature. 


Mr. SPOONER. I will give the signature in a moment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator give us the date of that? 
Mr. SPOONER. It is dated Malolos, October 25, 1898. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the cession? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, before the cession. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was while the cession was being discussed, 


however, and after the demand had been made. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was while our commissioners were negoti- 
ating the treaty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And if I recollect aright, after-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. As I recollect it, before even our commission- 
ers had demanded cession. The cession was demanded October 
31 and yielded November 28. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But after Dewey had captured all his ves- 
sels and confiscated them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Had captured all his vessels and confiscated 
them! What an awful violence! 

Mr. TILLMAN. How did the President get that letter? 

Mr. SPOONER. It wascaptured; I do not suppose Aguinaldo’s 
consent was asked. He proceeds: 

I shall explain myself, General, to see if you can understand me, and to see 
whether it will be the same as with General Augustin, who did not care to pay any 
attention to the frank warnings I gave him, with noble intentions, in my letter of June 
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Had he not been negotiating with General Augustin, in com- 
mand of Manila in June? That is why I said [I was satisfied 
that as early as June this ‘“‘enemy” of Spain and this “ally” of 
ours Was in treaty with Spaniards in Manila against us to save 
* from the shipwreck the sovereignty of Spain in these islands.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did the Senator ever hear the fable of the 
wolf and the lamb? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have heard pretty nearly all the fables. I 
could call one or two to mind for the benefit of the Senator if I 
wanted to, but I will not take the time. I will read this again: 

I shall explain myself, General, to see if you can understand me, and to see 
whether it will be the same as with General Augustin, who did not care to pay 
any attention to the frank warnings I gave him, with noble intentions, in my let- 
ter of June 9 last. Time has unfortunately justified me, and I am able to declare 
that of all the Spanish generals you alone have known how to defend the Spanish 
lag in (hese islands. 

‘To defend the Spanish flag in these islands;” that flag of 
tyranny; that flag of cruelty; that flag of merciless and long- 
continued outrage in the islands. 

Ah! if the others had only known how to sustain it as you have, how different 
Would be to-day the sad condition of the Spanish Empire in these lands. * * * 

Ally! Enemy of Spain! 


I am informed that you are considering surrendering the place to us or to the 
Americans, After six months of v igorous siege and of total abandonment, I un 
derstand how you can prefer us to the others. 
ren he way to make this surrender is to join us and proclaim the federation of the 
i iUpino republic with the Spanish republic, recognizing the chieftainship of our 

nents president, Sefior Emilio Aguinaldo. A fraternal embrace will take 
place between Filipino Visayans and Spaniards ; there will be hurrahs for Spain 
aud the Filipines united as a federal republic— 

Independence of Spain I thought was the sole object of his life— 
5 — roops will pass into the common army— 

What common army? You will see in a moment— 


ve os Promoted to be a lieutenant-general; the Spanish employees in the 
sayy , 8 . a ri , pF 
councils and een by us; the government will pass to our provincial 


hose who wan in will be . . 
enough to pay % to go back to Spain will be sent back at our ex 


pense, with 
their way to Spain, and the flags of Spain and the Filipines wil 




















float side by side. 


OOS 














You will give an account of this to Madrid and « 
Marfal; AND IN THE MEANTIME WE SHALL FIGHT THE AMERICANS ‘1 


Ally! 
We shall conquer, and then we shall wait and adjust our future relat 
I will not take the time to read it all. He adds: 


Your transfer to our side does not really involve treason to Spain, since the 
moment sovereignty passes to the Americans you are free to transfer your 


a 


iance. This is in accordance with the principles of national honor. On the other 
rand, if you join us you cause the following: First, liberty fur all the 9,000 Span 
ish prisoners in our hands 
He did not have them; he never had them 
and then it would serve as the first base of the new alliance between Spain and 


the Filipinos— 


Three hundred years of oppression forgotton, love of 
and independence inspiring every thought, he negotiated fox 
an ‘alliance between Spain and the Filipinos” 
and then it would serve as the first base of the new alliance between S 
the Filipinos, and then from both will come honor and applause for you as ha z 
been the one fortunate enough to effect it. ‘This is all that I can aay to you at 
poenent, and I hope that you will tell me that you agree with me, and then I shall 

© able to present this to MY GOVERNMENT and obtain from it an agreement to 
what I have written AS A PRIVATE INDIVIDUAL, 
Your most respectful and affectionate, = 


libe rty 


pain and 


9.6.1 


It is signed ‘ 1-1-9-6-1-M,” written on the paper used in the 
private office of the president, and ‘‘ M,” the letter at the end o! 
it, is the first letter in the word ‘‘ Miong,” and ‘‘ Miong” in the 
Philippine cipher is ‘‘Emilio.” Is there any warrant for my as- 
sertion that in June, as well as in October, before the demand, 
even by our commissioners, of a cession of the Philippines, he 
was in treaty with Spain for the purpose of fighting the Americans 

Ally, indeed! 

I can not go into further detail, Mr. President. You remember 
his anger, because his troops were not permitted to go into 
Manila with his army, and loot the city. Somebody denies 
that. It was denied here the other day; but in the papers that 
complaint, or demand, is made by his commissioners, and Gen- 
eral Otis'’s reply, stating that there is no “ spoil of war” according 
to our code of war, addressed to Aguinaldo himself as in re- 
ply to a demand of his, No repudiation of it ever came from 
Aguinaldo. 

For months before he attacked us his position had been on 
hostility. His soldiers had occupied a position of hostility 

It is said we recognized his cooperation and he cooperated with 
us in going in and taking Manila. I will not spend much time 
upon that except to say that one of his bitter complaints was from 
the beginning that he was ignored by the American commander; 
that our plans were not given to him; and when our troop 
attacked Manila he complained that he did not even have notice: 
of it, apparently which was true. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the Senator seems to 
me 

Mr. SPOONER. That was not my purpose 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think that I am justified in interrupting 
him, with his permission. 

Mr. SPOONER. I always address the 
the jury. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here again, Mr. President, the Senator is 
undertaking to compliment me because he thinks my education, 
having been under his father and under his tutelage, will reflect 
great honor upon himself, 1 will release him from any further 
allusion to that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was under my father’s; not under mine. 
My father taught the Senator law. I am trying to teach him 
patriotism. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Well, I am very glad to receive 
instruction as the Senator can give; but it seems to me his stock 
is meager, or he would be more jealous of the honor of our flag 
than to defend the attack, under that banner, upon the libertiv 
of another people. 

Mr. SPOONER. I lovethe flag. Mr. President, I would 
ashamed of the flag if it were the tlag of a Government that had 
ever attacked the hiberties of a people; and when I say to the Sen- 
ator that, in my eye, there is no stain upon the flag—there w 
one once, but blood washed it away; there has been none sin 


M.° 


be addressing 


most intelligent man on 


ue h 


there never will be one again—he will assume from my reply 
that I deny his statement that under our flag an attack has been 
made by this Government upon the liberties of a people. Will 


the Senator tell me where the flag of the United States has ever 
gone but as the flag of liberty, except, perhaps, to Mexico in the 
interest of slavery? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill answer the Senator. I presume the 
information is correct, as all the information we get from Manila 
is censored. The newspapers publish a dispatch saying that ou 
flag went to one of those islands, and, without losing a man, we 
murdered 300 of its inhabitants, and all within a month. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, censoring is necessary som 
times, and I suppose it was necessary over in Manila, as it al 
ways is in the midst of military operations. I thinkif there had 
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been a censorship here there would have been less insurrection 
and bloodshed there. I do not mean to say anything againt free 
speech, but I do mean to say, and I will prove it, that the cable 
has carried from here over there in rich abundance an encour- 
agement to a prolongation of insurrection and warfare in the 
Philippines. I have no criticism of any word uttered in debate 
upon the treaty, whatever its effect might be. That was a present 
duty, that was a question pending before us for debate, and 
every Senator was right to give expression to every thought which 
occurred to him for it or against it. It is not always true mor- 
ally, even ina free country, and I can remember the time when a 
great many good men in this country wept bitter tears of heart- 
breaking sorrow over words which, in the exercise of free speech, 
were spoken, which brought death, they thought, into many a 
home. 

There is no reason, so far as I know, to believe that General 
Otis has kept any information from the President of the United 
States, from the Secretary of War, or from the Adjutant-General. 
He may have censored some things to the newspapers; every 
government in the world does that in time of war, and must do it. 

. I was saying that Aguinaldo bitterly complained—and there is 
nothing in the talk about our recognizing him and dealing with 
him as an ally and recognizing his forces as the forces of the gov- 
ernment—that he was not notified even of our purpose, the time, 
or the plan of our attack upon Manila. It is stated, and I think 
it is true, that a portion of his men fired upon our troops—possi- 
bly by misadventure; that fifty of our men took 150 arms from 
his men, which were afterwards returned; and all the time in cor- 
respondence, Aguinaldo, so far from claiming recognition by our 
generals, is complaining that he did not receive it; and over and 
over again he was informed by General Anderson, by General 
Merritt, by General Otis in writing that the military officers of 
the United States had'no power to recognize his government or 
him as President. 

Mr. President, I should be glad to finish this evening, but I 
have lost so much time by interruptions that I hardly know 
whether I have trespassed in an unfair way upon the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM, If the Senator will allow me, I will move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 24, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate May 23, 1900, 
POSTMASTER. 


John H. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of 
— and State of Colorado, in the place of George Seaver, de- 
ceased, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 23, 1900, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm, 
Capt. William W. McCammon, Fourth Infantry, to be major, 
May 12, 1900, 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be assistant quartermasters with the rank of captain. 
Kensey J. Hampton, of Kentucky, May 9, 1900. 
First Lieut, Peter W. Davison, Twenty-second Infantry, United 
States Army, May 12, 1900, 
To be assistant commissary of subsistence with the rank of captain. 
First Lieut. Henry G. Cole, Twenty-third Infantry, United 
States Army, May 15, 1900. 
Forty-second Infantry. 
First Sergt. Thomas Carl, Company A, Forty-second Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 9, 1900. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 28, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Covupen, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make g 
personal explanation. 

TheSPEAKER,. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan.- 
imous consent to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before unanimous consent is given, | 
should like to know what is the nature of this. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman stated 
to the Chair that he purposed rising to a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GROW. It is astatement which has been made with ref. 
erence to myself, and will take but a minute, 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. GROW. Alex. I, Yowell, in what he calls “* My booklet for 
1898,” professing to get his information from Colonel Elliott, in 
charge of the Washington Aqueduct, has the following: 

In June, 1862, at the request of the Secretary of the Interior, Hon. Cale} 
H. Smith, to whose Department the aqueduct had just been transferred, | 
accompanied the Secretary and a number of members of Congress on a tour 
of inspection of the aqueduct by way of the canal. Opposite Cabin John 
Bridge several of the party disembarked and walked tothe bridge for a 
nearer view. Returning in hot haste, **Do you know,” said the Hon. Gav. 
SHA GROW to the Secretary, “that d——d rebel Meigs has put Jeff. Davis's 
name on the bridge?’ Turning to me, the Secretary said: * The first order I 
give you is to cut Jeff. Davis's name off the bridge.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday for the first time I was informed of this 
statement, and that it has appeared in some newspapers as a his- 
toric fact. I never was at this bridge, alone or with anybody 
else, and never made any such declaration to any human being, 
[Applause. } 

WAR-REVENUE TAXES. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committeo 
on Ways and Means to present the following resolution and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means have leave to sit dur- 
ing the recess to consider the subject of the revision and reduction of the 
war-revenue taxes. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I want to ask why we can not do that 
now? It is surely time that the war taxes should be scaled down; 
and why can not the Ways and Means Committee do that now? 

Mr. PAYNE. If we get consent for this resolution, I will stato 
to the gentleman fully. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
consent. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well; if I can haveconsent of the House for 
ten minutes, I will state the reasons. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that he may have ten 
minutes for the purpose of explaining the resolution, Is there 
objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Pending that, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from New York if, before any discussion on the passage 
of this resolution, he will not allow some time on both sides? 

Mr. PAYNE, Very well. Say that there be ten minutes on 
each side, after the resolution is before the House. A reasona- 
ble time; I understand there are some matters pressing of some 
importance. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What do you consider a reasona- 
ble time. 

Mr. PAYNE. A few minutes, I do not know that we need 
much time in this matter. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to the gentleman having the 
a in charge that we have an hour's debate, thirty minutes 
on a side. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand there are matters of very pressing 
importance here this morning, and I do not want to take up s0 
much time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have got time to burn. 

Mr. PAYNE, I think we can get along without taking up 50 
much time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think it would save time if the 
gentleman would agree to that. 

Mr. PAYNE, If Ican have unanimous consent now and twenty 
minutes on a side, I am willing to consent to it. 

Mr. SULZER. [I hope it will be one-half hour on each side. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the minority of the committee would be 
content with twenty minutes on a side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The members of the Ways and Means 
Committee will consent to a half hour on each side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will make that request. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think, Mr. Speaker, there ought to be 
more time than that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. STEELE. Who made the objection, Mr. Speaker? _ 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Iwill inform the gentleman from Indiana 


I would rather you do it before you get 





a re 
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who made it. Idid. Theentire session has been frittered away, 
and if there is any reason for this we want to know it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I report, from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, House resolution 49, with the recommendation 
that it pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, makes the following privi- 
leged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 
authorized toclose the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Wednesday, the 6th day of June, at 3 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a few obser- 
vations on that resolution without the consent of the gentlemen 
on the other side. The question has been asked why a bill was 
not brought in at this session for the reduction of the revenue. 
I will state briefly the reason why we are adjourning without 
doing it. 

If gentlemen will consult the daily statements made by the 
Treasury Department, they will find that for the first six months 
of this fiscal year, ending the 31st day of December last, the entire 
surplus, over and above expenses, was $21,000,000, or, to be more 
exact, $21,026,934, an average of about three and a half millions 
per month. ; ; 

For January the surplus was £8,795,000; February, nearly eight 
millions; March, $16,559,000, or, in all, $33,000,000 for the three 
months of January, February, and March. For the month of 
April the surplus was $4,188,000. The total for this month of 
May, including the report we received for the 22d, was $138,223, 
making, in all, a total of $59,458,313 for ten months and twenty- 
two days. 


By the legislation of Congress in passing the financial bill, | 
which became a law, I believe, on the 14th of March, over $270,- 


000,000 of the old bonds had been turned into the Treasury, and a 


like amount of the new 2 percents will be exchanged for them as | 


soon as the bonds are prepared. 


Gentlemen will recollect that under this law the Treasury De- | ) V : 
| revenue bill until during the recess, when a bill may be framed 


partment was required to pay a certain amount on each $100 of 
bonds, by the way of difference in the value of 3, 4, and 5 per cent 
bonds, having a number of years to run, and the 2 per cent bonds. 
This percentage of allowance was fixed by law, and the payment 
of the difference on the exchanges of the bonds, which the Treas- 
ury Department has paid out since the 14th day of March, amounts 
to over $27,000,000. It has approached $28,000,000 on this exchange 
for nearly two hundred and eighty millions of bonds. 


this exchange of bonds, but it will be greatly in favor of the 
Treasury of the United States and the taxpayers of the United 
States that this exchange thus far has been made; and additions 
will be constantly made to it until perhaps one-half of the 
$850,000,000 of bonds outstanding are thus refunded in the 2 per 
cent bonds. 

Now, this refunding process and the $28,000,000 paid out, all on 
these bonds, which have been surrendered to the Treasury, does 
not appear in the daily balances to cut down the surplus from day 
to day and month to month as revenue, but it is in the other part 
of the statement where it is a draft upon the balance in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. If gentlemen will take the time to look 
at it, they will find twenty-eight millions has been drawn from 
the balance in the Treasury of the United States during the proc- 
ess of refunding, This money has been paid out of the Treasury 
and is in the hands of the people who surrendered these bonds. 

In addition to that, we have $25,364,500 of bonds that were issued 
and became payable in 1891, which, when they became due were 
extended at a rate of 2 per cent interest for such time as the Gov- 
ernment chooses they shall run. As gentlemen know, the Treas- 
ury has recently called in this $25,300,000 of bonds, and fixed the 
time at which the interest shall cease upon them; during that 
time they will be turned into the Treasury of the United States, 
and the holders of them receive the amount due upon them, with 
interest, up to the date fixed by the Treasury, which, I think, is 
about the ist of August. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me— 

Mr. PAYNE. I would rather finish this statement; and then if 
gentlemen have questions which they desire to ask I shall be very 
glad to answer them if I can. 

Mr. SULZER, The gentleman is talking by the sufferance of 
the House. 


yin SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York declines to 

Mr. PAYNE. This $25,300,500 will be taken from the Treasury 
of the United States, from the surplus or balance now there. 
Adding this to the $28,000,000 already expended for refunding, we 
have nearly $53,000,000 which has been paid out or will soon be 
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paid out from the Treasury since March 14, to cut down the bal- 
ance in the Treasury—an amount almost equal, lacking some five 
or six million dollars—of the amount of the surplus for the ten 
months and twenty-two days of the present year that have already 
elapsed; in other words, taking that surplus out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Now, gentlemen will see, from the fact that our surplas income 
for the first six months averaged three and a half million dollars 
a month and then for January, February, and March amounted 
to $33,000,000—$11,000,000 a month—and since that time has fallen 
to about $4,000,000 in April and less than $1,000,000 for the first 
twenty-two days of May, that it will be unsafe to make any great 
general reduction in the war-revenue taxes at the present time. 

The committee have had some hearings of various interests in 
the country, pressing forward to be heard on the subject of the 
reduction of the war revenue; and after the committee had got 
into those hearings they found that nearly every person who had 
to pay any of the war-revenue taxes was not only willing but 
anxious to have those taxes removed from his particular industry, 
Representatives of nearly every industry affected by that act ap 
peared or wanted to appear before the committee—appeared some- 
times in person and sometimes by written briefs—asking to have 
their taxes reduced. 

So that the committee found that if they wished to please all 
the people of the United States who think themselves injured by 
this war-revenue act, who have complained of the taxes paid 
under it, we would have virtually to repeal this war-revenue act, 
or wipe out from the statute books more than $100,000,000 annually 
of taxation. That would result of course in a deficit to the Treas- 
ury of the United States; and I may say, at least for a majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, that they do not propose 
to bring in any bill or to aid in passing through the House of 
Representatives any bill that will possibly create a deficit in the 
revenues of the United States. |Applause.| They propose to 
raise money enough to pay as we go along, to pay the expenses of 
the Government as we proceed, They propose, so far as they are 
able, to legislate upon those lines. 

These are some of the considerations, Mr. Speaker, which have 
led the committee to think it unsafe to undertake to perfect a 





that may be brought in next December and passed through the 
House, 

Now, the object of the committee in asking—and it was a unani- 
mous request on the part of the committee after the preliminary 
motions had been disposed of; and so far as the committee is con- 
cerned, I think all but one gentleman voted for it—the object in 


| asking for permission to sit during the recess was that we might, 
I will not take the time to elaborate the saving of interest on | 


during the recess, frame a bill with the aid of greater light which 
would be thrown on the surrounding circumstances by the revenue 
that may accrue from now until the time of the sitting of the 
next Congress, to prepare the bill and have it ready to be intro- 
duced in the House for passage on the first day of the next session 
and to receive early consideration in the House, that it might 
then become a law and that we might intelligently reduce taxa- 
tion for the people of the United States and do it when the re- 
duction would mean something. 

If we should bring in the bill now, it would be for a very small 
reduction of taxation. If prosperity continues to the people of 
the United States—if these taxes keep coming in—if the condition 
of the Treasury will warrant it, when we mect next December we 
hope to be able to make a complete revision of this internal war- 
revenue taxation and a considerable reduction in the amount of 
taxes that will be raised. We do not want to go at it piecemeal, 
a little here and a little there, That would satisfy few or none, 
and disappoint many. We want to go at it when we can do it 
intelligently and with justice to all the people of the United 
States affected by it, and thus produce some good results for the 
country, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman an- 
swer a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman 
think it a proper proceeding to compel the people who are paying 
war taxes to refund $25,000,000 of bonds issutd in 1891? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I think it is proper for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to pay all of its obligations—pay 
them in full, pay them in good money, and pay them by taxation 
upon the people of the United States, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Taxation laid for what 
purposes? 

Mr. PAYNE. Taxation laid for any purpose that will pay a 
debt. This debt was partially due to the war; the present debt is 
to a large amount due to the Spanish war; and I think the people 
should be able and willing, and they are able and willing, to pay 
the debts of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. SULZER, Will the gentleman now permit a question? 
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Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. of the country. The Republican members of that committec 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know—— formulate for their party its policies on the subject of taxation, 


The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from New York yield to |} Under the Constitution, all bills for raising revenue must originate 
his colleague? in the House of Representatives. and, under the rules, they are 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. considered by the Ways and Means Comuinittee. 
Mr. SULZER. I should like to know when the Republican! The Republican members of that committee formulate policies 
party intends to reduce or repeal the war taxes? | independently of the minority members thereon. A notable in- 
Mr. PAYNE. Well, if the gentleman from New York does not | stance of this occurred in 1896 and 1897. The Republican mem- 
now understand from what I have said, I can not give him any in- | bers of the Ways and Means Committee of the Fifty-fourth 
formation on the subject that will penetrate him, I think. Congress, assured of reappointment on that committee in th: 
Mr. SULZER. You do not intend to reduce the war taxes at | Fifty-fifth Congress, met prior to the extra session of 1897 and 
this session, do you? | for many weeks had hearings and took hundreds of pages of tes. 
Mr. PAYNE. Well,I have answered the gentleman’s question. timony on the subject of taxation. ‘Their Democratic conterees, 
Mr. SULZER. You want to put it over until after theelection, | under the political policy adopted, were not admitted to and did 
Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman from Tennessee desire some | not participate in these hearings. 1 refer to these matters to 


time? show the absolute control the Republican members have over the 
Mr. RICHARDSON. We want some time; yes. policies and deliberations of that committee and over the policy 
Mr. PAYNE. How much time? of the Republican party in matters of taxation. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. We want to discuss the measure. Imy-| By the resolution now presented to the House by the distin- 
self shall use only a few minutes, I should like to have about | guished leader of the Republican party on the floor, the chairman 
twenty minutes, wus 40 ait dathiar tewevome of Cabos.” tha Mapaeliens panic 

- PAY ll vj : : asks to sit during Ss. 1 party 
eee eee ee Sao that side of the has control of this Congress and of this committee, as it had of 

Mr. RICHARDSON . I only wish to use . few minutes, Mr. - ae it is responsible for nonaction on the subject of 
Speaker. 1 wish to say that in my opinion this Congress ought . : ‘ . 
i to adjourn until some auvialen is made for the reduction of | |, Ca. how much can ne Se eae Se wee and +1 : Bee 
the war taxes. Wecan get along without the enormous sum now | 7°80 1 ke question was once asked of an iris a th Sa eandehaay 
being collected under the war-tax measure. The Secretary of the | ©° YOU Coase, to pour — at reg aoe whe wit quickly 
Treasury has shown by his report to Congress that the surplus at | ™®SP0? he ’ apm stop tall t . ay cry out. hi ' 
the end of the present fiscal year will amount to nearly $90,000,000. a or Leia an bgadge @ a oo: 
Now, Mr. Speaker, that being true, the gare from New withholds from them a lessening of the burden of this war tax’ 
York may juggle with figures, he may use figures to disguise this A ont dal Sek bien heel a 
fact, but his Secretary of the Treasury tells us that there will be stamp th s aie a ' on i as a urcensome ot . 
an enormous surplus growing out of the revenues for the present | PTessive to the people. peat Gece comes bore 
fiscal year. This being true, this Congress ought not to adjourn, The tipped aa pe h th a in S cown WO we oe seo 
I say, until it makes provision for some relief to the people from but BS tomes an wan casebelly Sept an. What te the ore eet fo: 
these onerous taxes. . . the Republican members of the committee sitting during the re- 

I know when the war-tax measure passed it was claimed that cess of Congress? 
it was an emergency measure, | The war came suddenly, and it | ‘The real motive is found in the righteous indignation of the peo- 
was necessary to enact hasty legislation; = Spea - this | ple who are oppressed, as expressed in the hearings before the com- 
. cee has a = as —~ om oy, wey ae = . piee > 7. mittee and by the complaints throughout the country. It is 
ound peace, an Ae ¢ Te wi “tind « f relief ~ pu this b a ¢ | avowed by the committee that time should be granted to consider 
majority to “y e PeoP e any kin "i revet from this burden Of | the subject. The committee had hearings on the subjectin March, 
taxation. And now t oT or to adjourn. in April, and in May, and during that time took copious testimony. 

The gentleman from New York has made a statement about | jt, hearings have included the testimony of merchants’ associ. 
what occurred in committee. I donot like usually to do anything | 435). jewelers? associations. surety comment es, insurance som- 
of that kind, but he has said that this motion to adjourn met with panies—life, fire, marine, accident, employers’ liability, and bur- 
no opposition from the minority, after voting on certain prelimi- | glary—of brewers’ associations, commissioned brokersand traders. 
nary motions. Fe . retail druggists, pharmaceutical associations, and, in addition, of 

Now, one of those preliminary motions, Mr. Speaker, was a res- | individual citizens and merchants whose special trades are dis- 
a oe t a a — ——e — bill | criminated against and burdened by this tax. 
forthwith to reduce the war taxes 50 per cent before we adjourn, | Those who appeared before the committee represented thousands 
the bill to take effect July 1,1900. That they will notagree todo. | of merchants tsroughout the country and hundreds of thousands 
That would give some measure of relief to the people. Why not | of people engaged in the lines affected. Scores of petitions have 
ass such a resolution? It can be passed in forty-eight hours or | peen sent to members of Congress by people asking to be relieve 
ure was hastily prepared and that it will take time to prepare a | halt and ask for time to consider and deliberate. 
measure to take its place, then if he thinks it is necessary for the My friends, your promises have been made in the past, and as 
Ways and Means Committee to sit during the regess in order to | regularly have been unfulfilled, passed over, and forgotten. Be- 
prepare a safe and wise measure making further reduction, this | ware of asking for time; burdened taxpayers accord it never when 
side of the House would not object toit, venture to say. Weare | it seems, as it does to those in theseindustries, that they have ben 
for any measure or any resolution and for any fair and reason- | selected out for special sacrifice and burden. 
able — —_ io ¥ burden of taxation now resting | The war-tax act includes but 51 sections and covers Tess than 2! 
upon the people. ppiause. pages inits printed form. 1t was passed by the House on the 291!) 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker—— day of April, 1898, after but three days’ consideration. The thou. 

a Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman annie - petitions athing for a aes os sepeel haverested 
from Indiana? with the committee during this session, and the committee long 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. since have heard the arguments at the hearing; yet they have not 

Mr. STEELE. You might have stated also that the minority | acted, 
favored selecting beer and giving the beer people relief from tax- The Republican members of the committee are the most experi- 
ation, to the exclusion of other interests. enced = of the longest service of any members of the House- 

ee . Are you opposed to that? zee 10 Republican nonabete of the Ways ont Means Committ 0 

r.8 cE. Yes. ve an average service in Congress of twelve years, and a tot:! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well,lam not. Iam in favor of repealing | service of one hundred and eighteen years. Such service, exper'- 
the war tax upon beer. So onthe Democratic side.| But, | ence, and ability would repeal the stamp tax on the proof alrea‘ly 
Mr. Speaker, the resolution which we introduced was to reduce | adduced if it were the Republican policy to repeal it, but it is not. 
all the war taxes 50 per cent, and we believe that, you being de- | It will not be repealed by the Republicans after the election. 
termined to adjourn early, possibly on the 6th day of June, as an Promises made now or hereafter by that party to repeal or 
emergency relief measure we might pass the bill reducing the war | modify it, or to correct its inequalities and injustices are shadowy 
taxes 50 per cent and in this way get rid of some of the surplus | and insubstantial. In proof of this we need only to remember 
that is being piled up in the Treasury and give immediate relief | the speech just made on the floor by the gentleman from New 
pro tanto to the people of this country. York [Mr. Payne], giving reasons why the war tax should nt 

Now, I do not care to occupy any more time, Mr. Speaker. I | be repealed at this time, and giving as an additional reason why 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Ropinson}. | it should not be repealed that there was arefunding process now 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. 8 er, the Republican | going on at the Treasury Department. The gentleman then 1!) 
>arty and its members of the Ways and Means Committee of the | the following language exposes the hypocrisy of the. committe: 

ouse of Representatives have not kept faith with the taxpayers | in asking for leave to sit during recess and at once uses language 
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which shows the futility of all wm based upon the equivocal 
promise made for the committee. He said: 

These are some of the considerations, Mr. Speaker, which have led the 
committee to think it unsafe to undertake to perfect a revenue bill until 
during the recess, when aDbill may be framed that may be brought in next 
December and passed through the House. , 

Note the language, ‘‘ During the recess, when a bill may be 


framed that may be brought in next December.” 


‘‘ Honesty is the best policy,” is a safe rule in affairs public as | 


well as private. Is the reflex of this motto found in passing a 
stamp tax to raise revenue for war, and, after the causes have 
passed, in keeping it up to other ends and for other purposes? Is 
it honesty to the people to levy taxes which are patriotically sub- 
mitted to to furnish the sinews of war, and then continue these 
burdens to aid in a scheme of refunding, especially when the sur- 
plus is in the banks scattered throughout the country? 

The Spanish war was formally declared on the 25th of April, 
1898, aa on the 12th day of August thereafter preliminary terms 


of peace were arranged, and hostilities had theretofore ceased. The | 


war was indeed the shortest known in modern times. 
As bearing upon the purposes and duration of this tax, the duty 


of Congress in the premises, and the present conditions that im- | 
pe press that duty upon us I shall read some record proof. | 


shall first read from the debates on the war-tax bill from the 
27th to the 29th of April, 1898, and from sages, prophets, and 
leaders of the Republican party in charge of the bill: 

Mr. DinGuey. Mr. Chairman, this bill, as the title indicates, isa war meas 
ure—a measure forced upon us by reason of the fact that the United States 
is now engaged _in a war with Spain, and it is in view of this fact that the 
Committee on Ways and Means have felt called upon to take early action 
with reference toreplenishing the Treasury and furnishing a revenue for car- 
rying on the war. : 

Mr. DoLLIvER. I have said these things because I want the House to un- 
derstand that the measure which is here proposed is no confession on our 
part of the failure of the Dingley bill. It aims to create new revenues to cover 
new expenditures. It levies war taxes because we are on the threshold of 
war times. 

Mr. Hopkins. Mr. Chairman, the bill we have under consideration is, as 
has been well stated by the gentlemen on this side who have preceded me, 
prepared not to carry on and pay the necessary expenses of the Govern- 
ment in time of peace, but to meet the expenses of the emergency that is 
upon us, . 3 

Mr. CANNON. I understand, in the third place, when the war ceases, that 
it will be the duty of the general Congress to immediately—when we have 
no longer need for these revenues—repeal the law. [Applause.} That is 
what [ understand. * * * It is strictly and exclusively a war-revenue 
matter. 

And further he said: 

Not one dollar will be raised by taxation; not one dollar will be raised by 
horrowing, except as itis needed. If the war ends in six months, as the gen- 





| quested to inform the House of Representatives whether, in his opin 
based upon such knowledge as he has, the present laws for the raising of rev 
enue are creating and will continue to create a surplus in the Treasury ov 
and above the wants of the Government, and if so, to what extent at the end 
of the current fiscal year, and a like report as to the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901. That he also report to the House of Representatives his estimates of 
the probable receipts of the Treasury from all sources of revenue for those 
| years, to wit, customs, internal revenue, and miscellaneous sources 

‘ Resolved, That he also report tothe House of Representatives theamount 
of internal-revenue taxes received under an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other purposes,’ approved 
June 13, 1898, upon articles not theretofore taxed: that 





tleman from Kentucky thinks it will, then we shall be in a position six months | 


from now to repeal this taxation. 

Mr. PAYNE, who succeeded to the leadership after the death of 
the lamented Mr. Dingley and is now chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, on April 29, 1898, used this language: 

The proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts is that we provide 
here for a set of bonds that would be payable in three years, because, he 
says, he wants to continue these war taxes and pay these bonds. The propo- 
sition of the committee is that when the war is over we cut off the war taxes 
{applause}, and that we pay the bonds as we paid the bonds of the late war 
out of the usual and ordinary taxes of the Government. 


Mr. Speaker, let me show that every reason exists for carrying 
out these pledges, From the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of this day I glean that the reserve fund is $150,000,000, avail- 
able cash balance $143,000,000, making the total surplus, includ- 
ing the gold reserve, $293,000,000. By the same report the daily 
monthly receipts and expenditures, and the total of thesame so far 
for this fiscal year, are shown to be as follows: 





Receipts and expenditures. This day. | This month. This fiscal 









































year. 
SS nib: | ———EE a 
RECEIPTS, | 

Customs . 2.2.2.2... ...ceceeee----/$1, 014, 081. 94 | $12, 299,590.30 | $209, 391,815.15 | 
Internal revenue.................. | 951,273.81 16, 758, 389.45 | 260,451, 715.29 
Hise ae | 195, 207.58 2, 745,244.04 | 34,346, 758. 07 
Total receipts ...........--.- | 2, 160,513.83 | 31,803,223.79 | 504,190, 286. 51 
EXPENDITURES. a : san JE P 
Civil and miscellaneous. .......... 330,000.00 | 7, 105,000.00 | 94,946, 528. 21 
WMD ccccedetebesktibanveethcsccssso) Seen OD 6, 380, 000. 00 124, 166, 44. 51 
TINIE, nimi cenit eS 360, 000. 00 4. 190,000.00 | 50, 080, 528.3 
Indians ebeamideeetae | 40,000. 00 645, 000. 00 8, 864, 332. 91 
POI, insted tik deel. eke: 405, 000. 00 9, 645,000.00 | 127, 499, 159. 27 
SUC ci idetemaeteecn:...... 100, 000. 00 2,900,000.00 | 39,174, 880.00 
Total expenditures ......... | 1,985, 000.00 | 30, 865,000.00 | 444, 731, 973. 21 





Excess of receipts over expendi- | | 
tures . veceeeeeeeees| 175,513.93 | 988,223.79 | 59, 458,313.30 


npg 
“ In response to resolutions of inquiry by the Senate and House 
ie Secretary of the Treasury on dates of April 9 and 24, 1900, 
furnished these facts: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1900. 


Str: I am in recei , iv 
April 2, 1900 an fone a the resolution of the House of Representatives of 


‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, re- 


| Tobacco, chewing and smoking ........... 





itemized as far as possible for the year ending June 3 
months ending March 31, 1900." 


In reply thereto, I have the honor to submit the following: 





Internal-revenue taxes received under war-revenue act of June 13, 1898, 
upon articles not theretofore taxed, fiscal year 1899 and first nine months of 


fiscal year 1900: 


Articles. 1890. First nine 


te cb dekcakanuddnaciens diaves snes $38, 618,081.20 | $27,439,621. 66 
SPONUED Os Swensesccess cncscvwecececcessn , 5, 219, 737. 46 3, 408, 800.05 
Stine cdacknviande audehe eonest scuceh a 1, 235, 435. 25 1, 660, 871.56 
AR EN aT A ea a 643, 446. 41 | 820, 101. 28 
Ts ci den enciduson doauiepenimeneeennns 7, 840. 62 | 6,314.13 
a a £5, 724, 540. O4 33, 330, 708, 68 
a 79, 055, 210.00 
Respectfully, 
L. J. GAGE, § eta 


The SPEAKER OF THE HowUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Statement showing the amount of internal revenue collected under the war- 


revenue act from June 13, 1898, to March 


Objects of taxation. 


ee a ee : 
Py nnd wncdn genbhte ied sebednanne 
EE neces 


Dealers in leaf tobacco 
Dealers in manufactured tobacco. ................ 
Manufacturers of tobacco ................... 
Manufacturers of cigars janis . 
Miscellaneous collections relating to tobacco 
Fermented liquors -................ 

Additional eal 


a ae : 
Bankers, capital not exceeding $25,000 


Bankers, capital exceeding $25,000, for each additional $1,000 
a a a in rude ai taaadeeeie 6, 066, 155 
i a idcos inne dad bak peehaweeeseebadacenié ; 583, 4 


Brokers, stocks, bonds, etc 
Brokers, commercial 


Brokers, custom-house....... EE ET a a 11, 860. 52 
Teen cenmesacs 71, 756. 33 
Ee his Goncaccccdscoacuse aici Be tiles wivneks etians Scie | 90, G26. 46 
i dis baad ueeencoteows 28, 920. 11 
Exhibitions not otherwise provided for. .......- JAS, 759. 50) 
Theaters, museums, and concert halls.......... 07, 720. 39 
Es 0 ccreamngvautes , = ae 2 85. B06. 81 
i te nen debts ated geadganeoaee be nnbiniaenowentateanast, Gene 
i iene eryde decd Guscne Gq cund dedsneensdccoudsaveccasse esos! 8, 693, 881.17 
EE SORONNE scincntcannscos bnohsocn eniasinnaetant 1, 465, 547. 69 

DEA a iaideisnanieneeddah mailed ets aunts bdndebeadudeommeicse 183, 405, 202. 45 





This shows the condition of the Treasury as to receipts, expend- 
itures, and surplus. Why tax to build up a surplus? A surplus 
becomes a prey to extravagance in appropriations and to profli- 
gate waste. A safety check to lavish expenditures is wanting 
when a large surplus is piled upinthe Treasury. The experience 
of other countries and the experience of this country makes the 
proof of this fact so patent that it is known of all men, Place 





0, 1800, and for the 1 


Fiscal year ending 
Receipts and expenditures. June 30 
1900 190] 
RECEIPTS 
SoU Gh coin Kidulk bane akneldaekbtdd obedam ease decuns $253,.000,000 | $240,000, 000 
i i Scncedinudeiadeanvsdionen mee Ts 20° 000. 000 300. 000. 000 
I ee hd 35, 000, 000 37. 000, 000 
=> 
TN Acces Taek ita blac ecle  lert sins xc it 560, 000, 000 577. 000, 000 
EXPENDITURES. 

a = i Mi Lk ee ..| $104,000, 000 $115,000, 000 
a ae neuen ie 135, 0000, 000 125, O00. 60 
Navy pas teceesecesesace a a 55, 000, O00 60, 000, 000 
Indians . Fe eo A eR: See . 11,000, 000 10.000. 000 
I i a hans Le 143, 000, 000 145. 000.000 
Fa a al 42, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 
ar a ate ee a 400, 000, 000 $05, 000, 000 
nT a i clad 70, 000, 000 82. 000, O00 


picinweoneahesane 27, 070, 113. 79 
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temptation in the way of extravagance, and people will be found 
to embrace the pee to grab and to loot. 

In governmental affairs this will be so, though the malfeasance 
does not extend to —— and misappropriation. A surplus 
begets a spirit of liberality in public expenditure which runs 
riot, and which, in the end, and inevitably, will lead to negli- 
gence and gross remission in duty. Can anyone doubt but that 
facility and opportunity gave us the crop of scoundrels who 
robbed our Government in Cuba and blotted our name among 
her people? So it ever has been and ever will be, and the party 
that gathers up by excessive and unjust taxation a large surplus, 
to be the prey of those who would feed on public revenue, and 
who, like vultures, lie ready to seize it, are not nearly so consid- 
erate of public welfare as a party intrusted with power should be. 

Just prior to the assembling of Congress this session Assistant 
Treasurer Vanderlip, preparing the way for anticipating and pay- 
ing the interest tothe bondholders in advance, gave out this inter- 
view: 

“The Treasury is in a position to undertake very needity the prepayment 
of all the interest due during this fiscal year, large as is that amount,"’ said 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Vanderlip yesterday. ‘The {cash bal- 
ance is an extraordinarily large one, being now nearly $290,000,000. It was 
larger than this a year ago, but we were then just receiving the payments 
tor the $200,000,000 war loan. Our cash balance now, however, is fer larger 
than it has averaged for many years, and if receipts continue to bear any- 
thing like so favorable a relation to expenditures as they have recently it 
promises to be still larger instead of being reduced.” 

The party in power refuses to take off the stamp tax and save 
the people so far from taxation, though this stamp tax was passed 
as a “ tribute to patriotism” and was to be removed as soon as the 
Spanish war was over. Hundreds of millions are now accumu- 
lated in the Treasury, wrung from the people by stamp and other 
taxation. So much, indeed, is aanmeaael in Washington that 
the favorite banks of the country must take it and hold it and loan 
it out to the people to prevent a panic in the stock markets and 
throughout the country, and this *‘endless-chain” process is said 
to be a good thing, as it enables the people to borrow the money 
to meet the national taxation that is piling up so high in the vaults 
of the Treasury. 

Some may say that this large surplus should be devoted to the 
payment of the national debt. This is true, but it is the policy of 
the party in power to keep a large bonded indebtedness in ex- 
istence, for upon the national bonds the national banks are 
founded, and a new system of security would have to be built up 
if the Government bonds were wiped out and pro tanto the same 
result would ensue if the bonds were partially paid off. Under 
the present policy but a small proportion of the bonded indebt- 
edness comparatively will be paid off by the surplus, present and 
accumulating, and in this view a reduction of stamp tax is the 
only available expedient. 

The people South and West, and the people of small property 
everywhere, are burdened with this obnoxious war stamp tax, and 
cry out for relief. Their complaints are not heard amid the jin- 
gling of their money into the fuensury’s surplus. They must con- 
tinue to pay this stamp tax on their muniments of title, on their 
deeds, their papers, and their transfers. The tax itseif,if just and 
necessary, would be less burden than the trouble and anxiety of 
seeking stamps where they can not be found, and the danger and 
risks of not having the stamp with the Government's impress and 
thus rendering their papers void or ineffective. 

Mr. Speaker, aside from the general propesnon that looks to a 
repeal of the law, there are special features that Could have been 
easily corrected. 

The telegraph and shifted express stamp tax by a few words, a 
line, could have been easily corrected and adjusted. The express 
and telegraph corporations, with their usual facility in escaping 
taxation, an attribute of organizations of their class, were able to 
shift from themselves to the people who send the telegrams and 
packages the tax that Congress sought to impose on them. It 
matters but little to the people who have this tax to pay whether 
this result is made easy by the language used in the original 
House bill or as changed in the Senate or as finally changed in 
conference. 

The committee refuses to consider and report, and the House 
refuses to pass an amendment correcting this, and the ple con- 
tinve to pay while the surplus is accumulating in the Treasury. 

The great burdens imposed on particular articles, en 
trades and businesses, easily could have been corrected; but, sir, it 
was not the policy of the party in power todo so, Thousands 
have petitioned the committee for relief, but a deaf ear has been 
turned to their appeals. 

The following lines of business and articles are most affected 
by the tax: Medicinal proprietary articles and preparations; the 
senders of telegrams and express pocseanss checks, deeds, notes, 
mene, and legal papers; shows, and gaming places and de- 
vices; ale, beer, wines, and liquors; dealers and manufacturers of 
cigars; commercial and other brokers; insurance of all classes, in- 
cluding casualty. 
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Druggists are obliged to stamp packages of prepared medicines, 
manufactured or compounded by themselves, which amounts to 
a special tax on them. 

These matters were fully explained to the committee, and em- 
phatic protests filed. As evidence of the care and earnestness of 
the petitioners, | will read a few extracts from the printed reports 
of the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr, Charles Heber Clark, of Pennsylvania, said: 


It means, simply stated, if I may be permitted to use the expression in 
naked deformity, you come up among the everlasting hills of where we ha 
our factory in Pennsylvania and take $7,000 out of my pocket, which I want, 
and which you have no use for whatever, and you send it up to the Treasw 
Department and then the Treasury Department sends it over to a bank 
New York and that bank loans it out at interest and puts the money in t 
pockets of its stockholders. (Applause by bystanders. ) 


There is no note by the reporter that the Republican members 
of the committee applauded these utterances. Further he said: 


The whole point I want to make for myself is this: When there is war \ 
are willing to do just as much for our country as anybody else, and we havo 
always doneit. We furnished about 600,000 pieces of material for use of 1 
soldiers in Cuba, and we have evidence which we can produce to you showin 
that those articles preserved the lives of our soldiers; and on a great m: 

of the articles we sold at about half price to the Government, on account 
the competition, we were compelled to place revenue stamps, and we did 1 
care anything about it; it was something that we did with pleasure. But 
when the time of peace comes and there is no exigency of war, and ther 

no other exigency, when you do not want that money. I say that, while you 
have the legal and constitutional right to do it, you have no moral right— 
allow me to say with all courtesy—you have no moral right to take t! 
money out of my pocket. 

Mr. Clark, in response to a question, said: 

If there is an oppressive or unjust taxation on anybody, it ought to he 
taken off. That is a good general statement to make. I have had the honor 
of speaking on the platform in political campaigns with one of the members 
of this committee, and I will say that if I were to go out on the stump next 
fall, and on the Democratic side (and I do not believe I ever would do that), 
I would not ask anything better than to be able to prove that a Republican 
Congress is permitting 380,000,000 or $90,000,000 to be taken away from tho 
people to be sent over to be distributed through New York banks. 

Mr. J. H. Drabelle, of St. Louis, in his statement before the 
committee, to show that the trade patriotically accepted the war 
tax as such, and during the exigency was willing to bear its bur- 
dens, presented a letter which was sent out to the trade, which 
reads as follows: 


iG 


Sr. Lovis, June 11, 1898 
LISTERINE AND THE STAMP TAX. 
The prices and terms of our physicians’ specialties, listerine and Lam- 
bert’s lithiated hydrangea, will not be affected by the passage of the stamp 


v. B.—We consider the stamp tax excessive and burdensome. We there- 
fore believe it will be of short duration. Rather than disturb our present 
relations with the trade, we have decided to pay the tax ourselves. 


Yours, truly, 
LAMBERT PHARMACAL COMPANY. 


And among other things in his argument he said: 

Now, as to the time for the removal of this tax, I simply want to say ono 
word about that. Weall know this war tax wasanecessity. It was levied as 
a necessity and only for war purposes. There was no pledge and noassurinco 
of Congress that it would be maintained any longer than the necessity ex- 
isted, and has not that necessity passed? The reports of the Secretary of thio 
Treasury seem to indicate it has. 

Mr. Speaker, the stamp tax, called the war tax, was imposed by 
Congress to provide means to carry on the Spanish war. That 
war has been long over, and the increasing surplus in the Treasury 
calls loudly for a relief to the people from this extraordinary tax, 
and, unconnected with the moral obligation, to keep plighted faith 
with that people and repeal itas promised. The Republican mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee and of Congress have had 
long notice. That party should have granted relief this session 
of Congress, They arecharged with the obligation, and for failure 
will be held responsible by the people. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp, Is there objection? 
Mr, STEELE. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricil- 
ARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr, UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this Congress has been in 
session since the first Monday in last December. and the resolution 
now before the House proposes an adjournment on the 6th day of 
next June, With the general appropriation bills disposed of, I 
should welcome an adjournment, as it would stop the passage 0! 
Republican legislation, which, as a rule, I do not believe is bene- 
ficial to the country, if it were not for the fact that no action |1as 
been taken to relieve the people of the unjust and unequal bur- 
dens of taxation that have been put upon them by the act known 
as the “ war-revenue bill” and the Dingley tariff act by the last 
two Con 
When the war-revenue act was passed it was claimed by its 
friends that it was necessary to enact it as a war measure to })10- 
vide for the increased expenditures of the Government growing 











1900. 





out of the war with Spain. It has been nearly two years since 
the peace protocol was signed by the President. The emergency 
no longer exists, and the statements issued by the Secretary of 
the Treasury as to the condition of our finances show that there 
isa surplus in the Treasury of between seventy and eighty mil- 
lions of dollars. , : 

During the last five months that we have been in session almost 
every business interest in the country has appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee to request the repeal or modification 
of this bill, and have clearly demonstrated the injury that results 
from it to the general business interests of the country. I donot 
know how this can be more clearly shown than to read a few of 
the statements made by the business men of the country before 
the Ways and Means Committee at the various hearings before 
that committee this winter. 

Mr. Charles D. Wilson, president of the Consolidated Stock and 
Petroleum Exchange of New York, in his statements before the 
committee, said: 

The extent of the surplus for the current fiscal year has been variously 
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury at different times. In his annual 
report, submitted with the President's message of December 6, 1898, Mr. Gage 
predicted that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, there would be a deti 
cit of $30,000,000. In the year that intervened between this report and that 
of December 7, 1899, the rebellion in the Philippines had broken out, involv- 
ing the Government in extraordinary outlay. The revenue laws had re 
mained unchanged. : ‘ : 

Their yield, however, was so far surpassing previous expectations that in 
the report of December, 1899, Mr. Gage estimated that the surplus for the 
fiscal year of 1900 would be $40,000,000. Two months of that fiscal year still 
remain torun. Up toApril 28, 1900, the United States Treasury has received 
during the year $469,000,000 and paid out $412,000,000, The surplus has thus 
already reached $57,000,000 in spite of the unusual disbursements in connection 
with the refunding scheme during the past month. Of this surplus of $57,- 
000,000 only $21,000,000 had accumulated in the six months from July 1, 1899, 
to January 1, 1900, $36,000,000 having been added in the four months since 
January 1. It is small wonder that the Secretary of the Treasury, compelled 
once more to revise his estimates, is now quoted in the press as expecting 
the surplus to reach $80,000,000 by July 1, an estimate of $40,000,000 higher than 
that made by him five months ago. : 

The surplus revenues thus accumulating at the rate of $80,000,000 per an 
num are added to a Treasury already filled tooverflowing. On April 28, 1900, 
the free surplus in the United States Treasury, in addition to the $150,000,000 
held in the bureau of issue and redemption, was $147,543,631.26. The reason 
for this extraordinarily rapid accumulation of surplusisasimple one. It lies 
in the equally extraordinary increase of the Government revenues. For the 
fiscal year 1806 the revenue of the Government was $327,000,000, and its need 
(for there was a deficit of $25,000,000) was for $352,000,000, In 1897, the fiscal 
year during which President McKinley came into office, the revenue raised 
was $318,000,000, and the amount needed $365,000,000, In 1899, the first year of 
the joint operation of the Dingley bill and the war-revenue act, the revenue 
reached $516,000,000, 

In the first ten months of this fiscal year it has amounted to more than 
$470,000,000, If, ignoring all tendency to progressive increase, we estimate the 
yield for the last two months on the basis of the first ten, the total for this 
year will be over $565,000,000. Assuming that the increase from 100 to 1901 
will be at the same rate as that between 1809 and 1900, we find that in the last 
year of this Administration the revenue raised will amount to $618,000,000, 
President McKinley's Administration began in a year when the Government 
needed $65,000,000. It will end in a year when the Government will raise 
$618,000,000. The burden of taxation will thus,if the war-revenue act be per- 
mitted tostand, have in the space of four years been increased by 70 per cent. 

_Nor is thisall. Of this increase, by far the greater portion will be in the 
yield of the internal-revenue taxes. In the fiscal year 1897 the internal- 
revenue proceeds amounted to $147,000,000. In 1899 revenue from this source 
was $272,000,000. In the first ten months of 1000 it has been $243,000,000. Com 
puting the yield for May and June on the basis of the last ten months, the 
total for the fiscal year will be $292.000,000. Allowing, as before, for the same 
increase from 1900 to 1901 as from 1899 to 1900, we must expect that the inter 
nal-revenue income for the fiscal year 1901 will be over $313,000,000—that is to 
say, the taxes which must in their entirety be borne by the people at home, 
the taxes no part of which the foreigner can pay, have doubled since 1807, 
and will be 115 per cent greater when President McKinley's term ends than 
when it began. 

And yet, with this enormous and unjust increase of the burdens 
of taxation put upon the people during this Administration, this 
Republican Congress is now willing to adjourn and return to the 
people without even attempting to make the effort to reduce the 
enormous amount of taxes that is being raised. 

To show how heavily these increased burdens rest upon the peo- 
ple of the country, and how dangerously they affect the business 
interests of the country, I will read from statements made by 
others before the Ways and Means Committee, _ 

Mr. Rudolph Brand, president of the United States Brewers’ 
Association, said: 


Congress imposed this additional war tax upon our product in spite of the 
fact that fully two-thirds of the legitimate revenue sources of the country, 
resorted to in 1862 and 1863, remained wholly untaxed. We paid this exorbi- 
tant and unjust extra tax—a tax representing 40 per cent of the price of our 
product—during two years. We paid it, candidly speaking, under protest; 
we paid it under industrial and commercial difficulties which brought to 
many of us utter ruin, to some of us a serious impairment of business pros- 
perity, and to all of us such a measure of financial embarrassments as no in- 
dustry in the world has ever been exposed to by the lawmakers of its own 
country. The effect upon the whole trade is clearly demonstrated by the 
— that during the past year—a year of unprecedented affluence in all 
prenches of American commerce and aero the production of beer (which 
is liquid bread to thousands upon thousands of our people) has decreased by 

000.000 barrels; and this disastrous effect, the economic result of the double 
war tax, is felt not only by the brewers, by the growers of barley, of corn, 
and of ee but also by very many important industries which depend 


almost exclusivel i ic ¥ 
eumers. y upon brewing, and particularly by the great mass of con 


The former taxon beer amounted to $i per barrel. The war- 
revenue bill increased it 100 per cent, making it $2 per barrel, The 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


| 
| 


} 





IVO9 


total revenue raised is about $70,000,000, which is en 
of proportion to the capital invested. 

Mr. N. W. Kendall, of New Haven, Conn., vice-president of the 
Brewers’ Association, in that connection stated: 

In the same period 





ago, Ill., a rep ntative of 


} Ss, 
Mr. George P, Englehard, of Chi 










the Chicago Retail Druggists’ Association, said: 
he tax. therefor: astly 1 ler i han under ; 
enue lawon tl I t, which v ] n pi far ) 
ol ret « I It st Pp ti y | ’ i 
t! en lona physician's prescript It is conseqt 
e dicine tax, but a tax without discrimination upon all pa 
ci , just as would be a special tax upon the e1 | t 
ocer or of the dry goods cr the ! iware merc] 
the intent of the act was primarily to tax pat 
iatter of fact, tl © are practi ly no American 
market, the only remedies of the patented 
» vast and increa x tof fe t! \ u 


, are specifically exempt from t 





. Schedule B, therefore, violent] I t it 

n to domestic industry and trade by \ mn 

m { ind merchants to a ruinous system of t ‘ 
ciously according full freedom tothe manufacturers of anation per 


entitleto the distinction on the principle of reciprocity. 

He further stated: 

Of the total revenue derived from Schedule B, $5,200,000 for tl 
ending June 30 last, probably not less than $3,200,000 was paid by t! 
tail druggists in the country, an average of $35 per capita. Why d sn ’ 
druggist transfer all, or at least a part, of the huge burden to the ] 

He can not. Proprietary articles usually have their retail pi I 
labels, and to coll an extra 1} or 2} cents from the purchaser is n 
impracticable. Druggists are, moreover, obliged,as before stated, to sta 




























every package of prepared medicines manufactured or compounded by t 

lves. Why this special discriminating tax on medicine ta li 
cine, proprietary or otherwise, and not foods and cloth 1 velry 

He further stated: 

How grievous is the burden a brief, though necessarily approximate, cal- 
culation will indicate. The sales of the average druggist in the a ’ 
country town a rate about $15 per day, or about $5,000 a year. Abx« ) 
per cent of thist onsists of taxable articles, or $3,000; 20 per ex 
borne by the manufacturers, who failed toadd the tax totheir pric 
$2,400 on which the druggist pays thetax. By reason of preva 1 , 
averaging 20 per cent, the taxable value of this $2,400 would be repre I i 
by $3,000,0on which the tax of 2} percent would be nearly $75, His net pr i 
a business of $5,000 would not probably exceed $1,000, out of which i 
pay $75, or per cent of his net income. And t despite the fact tl 
paying his full pro rata of all th 1er special taxes—on his alcohol, so lar 
usedin his busi: 3; on € rythis or which other citizens are taxed. W 
this special and indefensible 7} per cent income tax on men who have s al 
claims to exemption from the burden, since if they transferred it to their pa- 
trons it would fa pon those who merited still less the infliction—the 1 ly, 


sick, and suffering’ 


Mr. R. I. Eads, representing the Indiana Pharmaceutical Asso- 
ciation, said: 

Our proportion of this tax has been so great that it has been absolutely 
destructive to the business, directly attributable to that, [ believe, of a great 
many retail druggists, and we feel that there is no particular section of the 
country that ne 1 


iress and relief from it to a greater extent than we do, 


In the same connection Mr. Charles Heber Clark, of Consho- 
hocken, Pa., stated: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, you and the gentlemen here know a great deal more 





than I do about the revenues of the Government under the present condition 
of the Treasury; but if you will permit me,I will state what seems to be the 
naked fact in regard to my own particular industry. It is thi You have 


pr ybably $80,000,000 su 
1 


nue in the Treasury. During this current 
i year you will collect about $72,000,000 more than you want, and the next 
year, according to what the Secretary says, you will collect about eighty-two 
or eighty-three million dollars which you will have no use for. 

t means, simply stated,if I may be permitted to use the expression in its 
naked deformity, you come up among the everlasting hills of where we have 
out factory in Pennsylvania and take $7,000 out of my pocket, which I want, 
and which you have no use for whatever, and you sen | it up to the Treasury 
Department, and then the Treasury Department sends it over to a bank in 
New York, and that bank loans it out at interest and puts the money in the 


rplus rev 





pockets of its stockholders. That money is taken, not under the proc« of 
taxation, but of confiscation. It belongs to me: it does not belong to the 
Government of the United States; and, representing the gentlemen who are 


subjected to that wrong—for that is what it is, a most grievous wrong—with 
all the respect I can show, I beg to enter my solemn protest against that 
ceeding and to ask that you shall not modify or in any way tan r with 
Schedule B, but we ask that you shall repeal it by some process or othe: 


In the same connection Mr. J. H. Drabelle, representing the 
Lambert Company, of St. Louis, said: 


It seems to me that it is not necessary to say to any intelligent man that 
a tax of that size is, I will not say grossly large, because Ido not believe in 
epithets of any kind whatever, but it is an extraordinarily large tax, 44 per 
cent on your gross receipts. What does that mean, gentlemen’ That means 
on your net receipts you must quadruple that; possibly it may be five 
times that. In other words, gentlemen, if the profit to the Lambert Com- 
pany on one bottle of listerine is 10 cents, it amounts to 25 per cent on the net 
receipts of that company; that is what it amounts to. Now, as I have said, 
I simply believe in giving evidence. The company I represent pays 4} | 


cent on our gross receipts, and that is equivalent, as I say, to a tax of 2% per 
cent on our net profits, and it is not necessary to say to you, gentlemen, 
that a tax on an income of 25 per cent is an outrage. 

I might go on indefinitely quoting from statements made by 
the officers of the merchant associations of New York, both whole- 
sale and retail, from the tobacco manufacturers and from other 
citizens, for the repeal of the stamp tax on checks, the stamp tax 
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on express receipts, the stamp tax on warehouse receipts, etc., but The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has used al] 
it is unnecessary. his time, 

It is undoubtedly an evil to have a vast and increasing surplus Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says he needstwo minutes more, 
in the Treasury; it is not only an unjust and unequal burden on | and | will yield him two minutes. 
the people of the country, but it offers a great temptation for wild Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield that to the gentleman from 
and extravagant expenditures. An economic expenditure of pub- | Georgia [Mr. Lewis]. 
lic funds is always more safely maintained when the Treasury Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, this Congress should not adjourn 
balance must be guarded in order that the expenditures may not | until it has repealed the war-act tax, or partially has done so a: 
exceed the receipts. But I do not believe that the greatest cause | least. At the opening of this Congress lintentnaed a bill to: 
of complaint against the war-revenue bill lies in the fact that we 
have accumulated a vast surplus in the Treasury. No taxation is 
just unless the burdens of taxation are fairly distributed among | 
all classes of people in proportion to the benefits they receive from 
the Government. 

There is no provision in this bill by which the idle and unem- 
ployed wealth of the country is taxed, but the entire burdens of 
taxation rests on the brains and energy of the business interests 
of the country. The Republican party has put this tax on the 
men who develop the country and give employment to labor. If 
a man has invested his millions in Government bonds, they have 
said to him that he can go untaxed, but if he has invested his 
money in a manufacturing enterprise, in an iron furnace, or a 
brewery, or a railroad, where he can give employment to labor 
and develop the country, you say to that man that he must bear 
the burdens of taxation. 

If you are going to discriminate in any way in levying the taxes 
in this country between idle wealth and productive wealth, I 
believe that the discrimination should fall on the idle wealth 
rather than the productive wealth. I would rather pass laws 
that would encourage a man who has money to make investments 
that will develop the country and give employment to labor | they pay no interest. 
rather than encourage him to invest his money in bonds and other This revenue law was passed hurriedly to pay part of the ex 


| : 
| peal this law, for two sound reasons—one that the Government 
securities, from which no one receives any benefit but himself. penses of the war declared against Spain for the liberty of Cuba 


did not then need the money, the other that the tax was uneou: 
on the people, taking the money out of their pockets and storin,z 
it in the vaults of the national banks of the country. Now, t! 
same reasons exist to-day that did then why the law should | 
repealed, 

No just government will burden the people with high taxe: 
thereby diverting the money from its real proper channels an 
ownership to concentrated centers and unnecessary requirement 
and demands. The Republican Administration will say that th 
tax money is not taken from tke people or from the channels « 
commerce, as under the law it is deposited in the national bank 
and thereby kept in the ruts of trade and circulation; but tha‘ 
unfair and unjust to have the money of the people taken fro: 
them under the guise of taxation and then loaned back to the: 
through the medium of banks that charge interest on the peop) 
own money. I admit this is good for the banks, but, on the oth: 
hand, it is an outrage on the people who pay the taxes. 

The Secretary of the Treasury reports to-day that we have « 
hand about $300,000,000. Now, half of this amount, about $150.- 
000,060, is deposited in the national banks of the country for whic! 


For these reasons I voted against the war-revenue bill when it | That war has been fought and won. It is past history. Then le: 
was enacted in the Fifty-fifth Congress. I still believe that it is | us at once strike this obnoxious war tax from the statute books 
an unwise and an unjust measure, and I believe that the Repub- | and let it be also past history. Now, come out and relieve th: 
lican party is recreant to the trust that has been imposed upon it | people of this burden. It is always the right time to do the righ: 
if it adjourns this session of Congress without attempting in some | thing. Your request that the Committee on Ways and Means | 
way to alleviate the burdens that it has placed upon the people | allowed to sit and take up this question during the coming vaca- 
by the repeal or modification of thislaw. [Applause.] tion is an admission on your part that the matter needs attentio: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 


{Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the House. 
See Appendix. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, when the war-tax bill was passed 


but you think this promise of relief will tide you over until afte: 
the Presidential election next fall, will satisfy the people, and so 
help to continue Repubtican rule. 

It does seem to me, after reviewing the work of Congress for 
the last three or four years, that the Republican party has th: 
greatest tact for making promises to the country and letting them 
sleep ever afterwards, or fulfilling them only when forced to do 
so that they may reap political advantage thereby. Let me as 
the Republican party promised that just so soon as the war was | what practical legislation the Republican party has enacted i: 
over the taxes should be repealed. The Spanish-American war | the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses that they so boasting] 
has been over for sometime. The promise has not been kept. As | claim has brought the country around to prosperity. You di! 
a matter of fact, and the record will demonstrate it, every prom- | increase the tariff tax, thereby stimulating and formulating th 
ise the Republican party has made growing out of the Spanish- | various trusts that afflict the country. The Dingley tariff law di: 
American war and incident thereto to the world, to the people of | no good, for the reason that our exports to the very countri 
this country, to the Porto Ricans, to the Cubans, to the Filipinos | against which the protective tariff was leveled have grown t 
has been broken; and you must now go before the people of the | large proportions, thereby showing that this country has becom 
country in the coming campaign on a record of broken promises, | great as an exporting country, and that instead of barring out 
national and international. It isa record of faithlessness, incom- | trade we must seek to extend our commerce to ail parts of th: 
petency, and maladministration that makes every honest, patri- | world. 
otic, and liberty-loving citizen blush with shame. » And now, adopting the same tactics as you did at the last session 

You do not intend to repeal the war taxes. Whenever the Re- | of Congress just prior to the elections, you have enacted money: | 
publican party gets a tax on a thing it never takes it off. You | legislation that 1 say was not in accord with the platform 
have had all winter to repeal or reduce these burdensome war | which President McKinley was elected. ° With that you stop. 1) 
taxes. You did not, and you will not. You intend now to play | stead of enacting wholesome legislation that would be beneficia 
politics with this question. You want toadjourn Congress on the | to the country, you refuse consideration of all practical measur’: 
6th of June and then hold sessions all over the country of the | and consume the time and money of the country in passing shai 
Committee on Ways and Means, sending for persons and having | resolutions which are strangers to sincerity. Just on the eve 
these taxed interests come before yourcommittee. Youwill prom- | the elections you are rushing through the House resolutions 
ise them anything next year if they will pay a fat contribution | which you hope will catch the labor vote. We are advised t! 
this year to the campaign fund of the Republican party and help | you will in a few days rush through the House a resoluti 
you reelect your candidate for President. But I believe the people | against trusts, which you know will never be enacted into effec 
can not be longer deceived. law, but all is done for the sole purpose of catching votes in tlic 

The people can not be fooled all the time, and they understand | coming election. 
your sordid motive to play politics with this question. Why do Why not dosomething that is of real practical benefit to and { 
you not deal with it now? We do not want to adjourn. We will | the good of the people? Why not relieve them of this oppressi\ 
stay here and vote to either reduce or repeal the vexatious war | stamp-tax-act when we do not need the money arising from 
taxes. Will you agree toit? Will you meet this question hon- | Why is it that the Senate will not pass the Nicaragua Canal |) 
estly and squarely? I challenge you to doit. Isay to you now, | which legislation is so greatly desired by all the people, unless it 
and I say to the people of this country, that they can never expect | the great transcontinental railroad corporations? Why have \ 
any relief from these unjust, from these onerous, burdensome, | failed to passa bill giving the country public buildings? W! 
vexatious war taxes until the first message of William J. Bryan | have you failed to pass a bill appropriating money to open up t! 
comes from the White House to Congress. [Applause on the | rivers of the country, and thereby build up and foster comme 
Democratic side. } You are not giving the people what they need, nor are you willin: 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York | to reduce their taxes. 
has expired, Where does the money arising from this unnecessary tax ¢ 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Havel any time left, Mr. Speaker? I will tell you; to continue a useless and uncalled-for war; | 
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keep up the extravagance of a Republican administration of the | 
affairs of the country; and according to the statement of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, some thirty million dollars have been used 
in exchange for refunding bonds and from twenty-five to thirty 
million dollars additional will be used this year for the same pur- 

ose. Who gets this money? Largely the national banks. Who 
are the bondholders? The national banks. Who pays the war 
taxes? The people. Where is this tax money deposited? With 
these national banks. 

The thinking people will not accept your promise to consider 
this important question of reducing the war tax in vacation. after 
the Presidential election, bt will want to know why you do not | 
now, while this Congress is in session, take up the question, con- 
sider it, and reduce the taxes if it can be done. They will at the 
fall elections refute your promises and hold you responsible for 
vour failure to enact this just legislation in this hour of their 
need and when you have the power to give them relief. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tlinois (Mr. HopKIns]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the clear and comprehensive 
statement of the condition of the Treasury of the United States 
and the revenues that we are receiving from day to day, made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, furnishes 
ample reason for the proposed postponement of any action relat- 
ing to a change of the revenue laws, and if we needed anything 
in addition to that statement, it is furnished by the diverging and 
conflicting statements of the gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
Chamber. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, insists that each item should be 
carefully considered, and that the burdensome part of the tax- 
ation should be removed, and that interests which now escape 
taxation entirely should be subjected to proper taxation. The 
leader upon that side of the Chamber [Mr. RicHarpson} dissents 
in toto from any such process, and insists that we should havea 
horizontal reduction of 50 per cent on the existinglaw. Now, that 
illustrates the Democratic position on a!l legislation. They are 
true to their traditions, 








| 


1 remember, Mr. Speaker, when they were engaged in their | 


nefarious scheme of repealing what is known as the McKinley 
law. that they refused hearings to all the great interests of the 
country which were to be affected by that legislation, locked 
themselves in a room in the basement of the Capitol of our coun- 
try, and then prepared legislation that paralyzed the industries of 
the country and brought bankruptcy upon thousands of interests. 

Il remember when they brought in a bill from the Senate of the 


United States with 640 amendments, and without giving any one | 


of those amendments any consideration whatever adopted them 
in gross and enacted them into law. 


placed on the statute book, and it is our purpose now not to en- 
gage in any hasty legislation, since the interests of the country 
have become adjusted to existing laws, and reduce that by 50 per 
cent horizontal reduction, or by removing taxes from some inter- 
ests and putting them onto others; but our purpose is to give these 
interests a hearing, get the facts properly before the committee, so 
that we can determine whether taxation shall be removed from 
these interests, or whether a reduction of 5, 10, or 50 per cent, as 
the case may be, shall be made. 

_ Now, every person understands that in order to engage in leg- 
islation of that kind it isutterly impossible for us to consider it 
at this seasion of Congress; and as I have already observed that 
the interests of the Treasury prohibit any hasty action, a proper 
consideration for all the interests of our country demands that 
the action proposed by the chairman of the committee should be 


indorsed by this House, and that we should postpone any consid- | 


eration of this subject until the second session of this Congress. 
Mr. PAYNE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GRosVENOR]. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is very interesting to any- 


one who has kept in mind the history of the country during the | 


last thirty-five years to hear a newly-fledged Democrat talking 
about the interest and anxiety of the Democratic party to repeal 


taxation. If you will go back to the history of the taxation that 
; pase the civil war, you will discover that while the Republican 
8) 


gress repealed $70,000,000 of taxation in a single year, every 
Democratic vote, or practically every Democratic vote, in both 
Houses of Congress was cast against that measure; that the rep- 
Tesentatives of that party voted against taking off the tax on coffee 
and tea. And from first to last they laid impediments and ob- 
structions in the way of every effort of the Republican party to 
relieve the people of the country from taxation which they them- 
— had pointed out as onerous, oppressive, and destructive. 
= records of Con are before the country, and it is a well- 

nown fact that gentlemen who attempt to be wise in statesmanship 


| disclose. 


The Republican party has | 
ever given due and proper consideration to every act that it has | 





should understand a little something about what the record will 


Mr. Speaker, if the present conditions were assuredly to remain, 
it might be that this proposition of the gentleman from Tennes 
see—wild as it is, so often repudiated in the history of the] 


lation of the country —might be adopted safely. lf we were 
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have the conditions that have existed from 1897 down to the pres- 


ent time projected forward into the next five years, there would 


be no difficulty about removing this burden of taxation now. If 
I had an absolute assurance— something that I had no doubt 
about, something more than mere human judgment — that pres 
ent conditions are to last for five years to come, | would not hes 
tate to vote for the repeal of the entire war-revenue taxati 


about $100,000,000 per annum. 

But, Mr. Speaker, three Democratic efforts at carrying on 
finances of this Government warn us that we had better be a li 
tle careful. Mr. Speaker, I have seen the bonds of this Ciov: 
ment, indorsed by the State of Ohio and by the State of Indiana, 
sold in the markets of this country at 12 per cent discount by a 
Democratic Administration, when the principal and the interest at 
6 per cent, perhaps, were payable in gold. Ihave lived to 
and I have lived tosee, away after the war—only three ‘ 
back from this—I have lived to see a Democratic Secretary of 
Treasury come intoCongress and ask authority to | ws 
000,000 upon a gold bond for the purpose of paying the current 
expenditures of the Government. And we have not yet paid that 
debt off. Again, I have lived tosee a Democratic Administrati: 
go out of power in 1897 leaving the Treasury of the United Stat 
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in a condition threatening bankruptcy. Therefore it is, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is dangerous, highly dangerous, to take aw 
from the Treasury the assured support that it has at the present 


time. 

If the gentieman could show me that the present Administra- 
tion, or a successor following the lines of policy of the present 
Administration, is to be retained in power, 1 would vote for a re- 
duction of taxation to the extent of $100,000,000 a year. But if 
he can not do that—if it can not be done—then, Mr. Speaker, the 
danger comes that we may have a repetition of one or all or some 
of the Democratic Administrations since 1856; and if we do 
must have a great surplus in the Treasury, or borrow money at 6 
per cent, or go to protest upon the national debt. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, only a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. He says that the Secretary of the Treasury 
estimated a surplus of $90,000,000 for this year. Now, in that 
statement the gentleman is away “‘ off.”” The estimate was for this 
year $70,00U,000 (and up to date it is $59,000,000), and $82,000,000 
for the next year. Fifty-nine million dollars up to date is all the 
surplus there is; and after we deduct $28,000,000 paid for refund- 
| ing, it amounts to about $30,000,000 surplus for this year, which 
we are using in calling in these bonds. If we keep on with this 
refunding, if we can keep on with it and raise enongh money to 
pay the difference on these bonds, and refund all this amount of 
eight hundred and fifty millions, then the annual charge upon the 
people of the United States for interest will be less than it was 
before the war bonds were issued or even the bonds of the Cleve- 
land Administration were issued in times of peace. So, Mr. 
Speaker, if we could continue that sort of thing or should con- 
tinue it, we would do no injury to the people of the United States. 

The gentleman thinks it isa very simple thing to reduce taxa- 
tion. He proposes a reduction of 50 per cent upon the revenue 
collected by the war-revenue act. Does he know that that would 
result in a present of $200,000 per annum to the American Sugar 
Refining Company, and a present of a like amount to the Standard 
Oil Company for every year? Is the gentleman willing to indorse 
| that proposition? If he will study this subject a little, instead of 
| coming in with a proposition for reducing war taxes 50 per cent, 
he will find some incongruities along the line that he will repu- 
diate when he gets on the stump in the campaign. When we re- 
duce these taxes we must do it intelligently, we must do it after 
examination, we must do it for the interest of the taxpayers, and 
for the interest of the poor taxpayers as well as the oil company 
and the sugar trust which the gentlemen seems inclined to benefit. 

Now, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tuomas of North Carolina, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant,business. 

FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it reported. 
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on express receipts, the stamp tax on warehouse receipts, etc., but 
it is unnecessary. 

It is undoubtedly an evil to have a vast and increasing surplus 
in the Treasury; it is not only an unjust and unequal burden on 
the people of the country, but it offers a great temptation for wild 
and extravagant expenditures. An economic expenditure of pub- 
lic funds is always more safely maintained when the Treasury 
balance must be guarded in order that the expenditures may not 
exceed the receipts. But I do not believe that the greatest cause 
of complaint against the war-revenue bill lies in the fact that we 
have accumulated a vast surplus in the Treasury. No taxation is 
just unless the burdens of taxation are fairly distributed among 
all classes of people in proportion to the benefits they receive from 
the Government. 

There is no provision in this bill by which the idle and unem- 
ployed wealth of the country is taxed, but the entire burdens of 
taxation rests on the brains and energy of the business interests 
of the country. The Republican party has put this tax on the 
men who develop the country and give employment to labor. If 
a man has invested his millions in Government bonds, they have 
said to him that he can go untaxed, but if he has invested his 
money in a manufacturing enterprise, in an iron furnace, or a 
brewery, or a railroad, where he can give employment to labor 
and develop the country, you say to that man that he must bear 
the burdens of taxation. 

If you are going to discriminate in any way in levying the taxes 
in this country between idle wealth and productive wealth, I 
believe that the discrimination should fall on the idle wealth 
rather than the productive wealth. I would rather pass laws 
that would encourage a man who has money to make investments 
that will develop the country and give employment to labor 
rather than encourage him to invest his money in bonds and other 
secarities, from which no one receives any benefit but himself. 

For these reasons I voted against the war-revenue bill when it 
was enacted in the Fifty-fifth Congress. I still believe that it is 
an unwise and an unjust measure, and I believe that the Repub- 
lican party is recreant to the trust that has been imposed upon it 
if it adjourns this session of Congress without attempting in some 
way to alleviate the burdens that it has placed upon the people 
by the repeal or modification of thislaw. [Applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, 


{Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the House. 
See Appendix. } 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, when the war-tax bill was passed 
the Republican party promised that just so soon as the war was 
over the taxes should be repealed. The Spanish-American war 
has been over for some time. The promise has not been kept. As 
a matter of fact, and the record will demonstrate it, every prom- 
ise the Republican party has made growing out of the Spanish- 
American war and incident thereto to the world, to the people of 
this country, to the Porto Ricans, to the Cubans, to the Filipinos 
has been broken; and you must now go before the people of the 
country in the coming campaign on a record of broken promises, 
national and international. It isa record of faithlessness, incom- 
petency, and maladministration that makes every honest, patri- 
otic, and liberty-loving citizen blush with shame, 

You do not intend to repeal the war taxes. Whénever the Re- 
publican party gets a tax on a thing it never takes it off. You 
have had all winter to repeal or reduce these burdensome war 
taxes. You did not, and you will not. You intend now to play 
politics with this question. You want toadjourn Congress on the 
6th of June and then hold sessions all over the country of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, sending for persons and having 
these taxed interests come before your committee. You will prom- 
ise them anything next year if they will pay a fat contribution 
this year to the campaign fund of the Republican party and help 
you reelect your candidate for President. But I velieve the people 
can net be longer deceived. 

The people can not be fooled all the time, and they understand 
your sordid motive to play politics with this question. Why do 
you not deal with it now? We do not want to adjourn. We will 
stay here and vote to either reduce or repeal the vexatious war 
taxes. Will you agree toit? Will you meet this question hon- 
estly and squarely? I challenge you to doit. Isay to you now, 
and I say to the people of this country, that they can never expect 
any relief from these unjust, from these onerous, burdensome, 
vexatious war taxes until the first message of William J. Bryan 
comes from the White House to Congress. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Have 1 any time left, Mr. Speaker? 
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Ps SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has used all 
is time, 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says he needstwo minutes more, 
and | will yield him two minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield that to the gentleman from 
Georgia {Mr. Lewis]. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, this Congress should not adjourn 
until it has repealed the war-act tax, or partially has done so at 
least. At the opening of this Congress I introduced a bill to 1 
peal this law, for two sound reasons—one that the Government 
did not then need the money, the other that the tax was unequal 
on the people, taking the money out of their pockets and storing 
it in the vaults of the national banks of the country. Now, the 
same reasons exist to-day that did then why the law should be 
_e 
No just government will burden the people with high taxes 
thereby diverting the money from its real proper channels ani 
ownership to concentrated centers and unnecessary requirement 
and demands. The Republican Administration will say that thi 
tax money is not taken from the people or from the channels o 
commerce, as under the law it is deposited in the national banks, 
and thereby kept in the ruts of trade and circulation; but that : 
unfair and unjust to have the money of the people taken from 
them under the guise of taxation and then loaned back to thei: 
through the medium of banks that charge interest on the people 
own money. I admit this is good for the banks, but, on the othe: 
hand, it is an outrage on the people who pay the taxes. 

The Secretary of the Treasury 2 peg to-day that we have on 
hand about $300,000,000. Now, half of this amount, about $150.- 
000,000, is deposited in the national banks of the country for which 
they pay no interest. 

This revenue law was passed hurriedly to pay part of the ex 
penses of the war declared against Spain for the liberty of Cuba. 
That war has been fought andwon. It is past history. Then le: 
us at once strike this obnoxious war tax from the statute books 
and let it be also past history. Now, come out and relieve the 
people of this burden. It is always the right time to do the right 
thing. Your request that the Committee on Ways and Means be 
allowed to sit and take up this question during the coming vaca- 
tion is an admission on your part that the matter needs attention, 
but you think this promise of relief will tide you over until after 
the Presidential election next fall, will satisfy the people, and so 
help to continue Republican rule. 

It does seem to me, after reviewing the work of Congress for 
the last three or four years, that the Republican party has tl: 
greatest tact for making promises to the country and letting them 
sleep ever afterwards, or fulfilling them only when forced to do 
so that they mr reap political advantage thereby. Let me ask 
what practical legislation the Republican party has enacted in 
the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses that they so boastingly 
claim has brought the country around to prosperity. You di 
increase the tariff tax, thereby stimulating and formulating the 
various trusts that afflict the country. The Dingley tariff law did 
no good, for the reason that our exports to the very countri: 
against which the protective tariff was leveled have grown to 
large proportions, thereby showing that this country has becom: 
great as an exporting country, and that instead of barring out 
= must seek to extend our commerce to ail parts of the 
world, 

And now, adopting the same tactics as you did at the last session 
of Congress just prior to the elections, you have enacted money 
legislation that 1 say was not in accord with the platform 
which President McKinley was elected. ° With that you stop. In 
stead of enacting wholesome legislation that would be beneficia 
to the country, you refuse consideration of all practical measures 
and consume the time and money of the country in passing shai 
resolutions which are strangers to sincerity. Just on the eve o! 
the elections you are rushing through the House resolutions 
which you hope will catch the labor vote. We are advisced that 
you will in a few days rush through the House a resoluti 
against trusts, which you know will never be enacted into effect iv 
law, but all is done for the sole purpose of catching votes in tlic 
coming election. 

Why not dosomething that is of real practical benefit to and for 
the good of the people? Why not relieve them of this oppressi\ 
stamp-tax-act when we do not need the money arising from i 
Why is it that the Senate will not pass the Nicaragua Canal )i!! 
which legislation is so greatly desired by all the people, unless it | 
the great transcontinental railroad corporations? Why have y: 
failed to pass a bill giving the country public buildings? Wh 
have you failed to pass a bill appropriating money to open up t! 
rivers of the country, and thereby build up and foster commer 
You are not giving the people what they need, nor are you willin: 
to reduce their taxes. 

Where does the money arising from this unnecessary tax 2 
I will tell you; to continue a useless and uncalled-for war; tv 
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keep up the extravagance of a Republican administration of the 
affairs of the country; and according to the statement of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, some thirty million dollars have been used 
in exchange for refunding bonds and from twenty-five to thirty 
million dollars additional will be used this year for the same pur- 
Who gets this money? Largely the national banks, Who 

The national banks. Who pays the war 
Where is this tax money deposited? With 


pose. 
are the bondholders? 
taxes? The people. 
these national banks. 

The thinking people will not accept your promise to consider 
this important question of reducing the war tax in vacation, after 
the Presidential election, bt will want to know why you do not 
now, while this Congress is in session, take up the question, con- 
sider it, and reduce the taxes if it can be done. They will at the 
fall elections refute your promises and hold you responsible for 
your failure to enact this just legislation in this hour of their 
need and when you have the power to give them relief. 
applause on the Democratic side. } 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mince HOPKINS]. 

Mr. 
statement of the condition of the Treasury of the United States 
and the revenues that we are receiving from day to day, made 
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should understand a little something about what the record will 
disclose. 

Mr. Speaker, if the present conditions were assuredly to remain, 
it might be that this proposition of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see—wild as it is, so often repudiated in the history of the legis- 
lation of the country —might be adopted safely. 1f we were to 
have the conditions that have existed from 1897 down to the pres- 
ent time projected forward into the next five years, there would 
be no difficulty about removing this burden of taxation now. If 
I had an absolute assurance—something that I had no doubt 
about, something more than mere human judgment — that pres- 
ent conditions are to last for five years to come, | would not hesi 
tate to vote for the repeal of the entire war-revenue taxation « 
about $100,000,000 per annum. 

But, Mr. Speaker, three Democratic efforts at carrying on the 
finances of this Government warn us that we had better be a lit 
tle careful. Mr. Speaker, I have seen the bonds of this Govern 


| ment, indorsed by the Stata of Ohio and by the State of Indiana, 


OPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the clear and comprehensive | 


by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, furnishes | 


ample reason for the proposed postponement of any action relat- 


ing to a change of the revenue laws, and if we needed anything | 


in addition to that statement, it is furnished by the diverging and 


conflicting statements of the gentlemen on the opposite side of the | 


Chamber. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpDERWoOoD], member of 
the Ways and Means Cominittee, insists that each item should be 


carefully considered, and that the burdensome part of the tax- | 


ation should be removed, and that interests which now escape 
taxation entirely should be subjected to proper taxation. 
leader upon that side of the Chamber [Mr. RICHARDSON] dissents 


The 


in toto from any such process, and insists that we should have a | 


Now, that 
They are 


horizontal reduction of 50 per cent on the existing law. 
illustrates the Democratic position on a!l legislation. 
true to their traditions. 

1 remember, Mr. Speaker, when they were engaged in their 
nefarious scheme of repealing what is known as the McKinley 
law. that they refused hearings to all the great interests of the 
country which were to be affected by that legislation, locked 
themselves in a room in the basement of the Capitol of our coun- 
try, and then prepared legislation that paralyzed the industries of 
the country and brought bankruptcy upon thousands of interests. 

| remember when they brought in a bill from the Senate of the 

United States with 640 amendments, and without giving any one 
of those amendments any consideration whatever adopted them 
in gross and enacted them into law. The Republican party has 
ever given due and proper consideration to every act that it has 
placed on the statute book, and it is our purpose now not to en- 
gage in any hasty legislation, since the interests of the country 
have become adjusted to existing laws, and reduce that by 50 per 
cent horizontal reduction, or by removing taxes from some inter- 
ests and putting them onto others; but our purpose is to give these 
interests a hearing, get the facts properly before the committee, so 
that we can determine whether taxation shall be removed from 
these interests, or whether a reduction of 5, 10, or 50 per cent, as 
the case may be, shall be made. 
_ Now, every person understands that in order to engage in leg- 
islation of that kind it ey impossible for us to consider it 
at this seasion of Congress; and as I have already observed that 
the interests of the Treasury prohibit any hasty action, a proper 
consideration for all the interests of our country demands that 
the action proposed by the chairman of the committee should be 
indorsed by this House, and that we should postpone any consid- 
eration of this subject until the second session of this Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, it is very interesting to any- 
one who has kept in mind the history of the country during the 
last thirty-five years to hear a newly-fledged Democrat talking 
about the interest and anxiety of the Democratic party to repeal 
taxation. If you will go back to the history of the taxation that 
f ‘ollowed the civil war, you will discover that while the Republican 
Congress repealed $70,000,000 of taxation in a single year, every 
Democratic yote, or practically every Democratic vote, in both 
Houses of Congress was cast against that measure; that the rep- 
resentatives of that party voted against taking off the tax on coffee 
and tea. And from first to last they laid impediments and ob- 
structions in the way of every effort of the Republican party to 
relieve the people of the country from taxation which they them- 
hy had pointed out as onerous, oppressive, and destructive. 
i e records of Con are before the country, and it is a well- 

nown fact that gentlemen who attempt to be wise in statesmanship 








sold in the markets of this country at 12 per cent discount by a 
Democratic Administration, when the principal and the interest at 
6 per cent, perhaps, were payable in gold. Ihave lived to see that; 
and I have lived tosee, away after the war—only three Congresses 
back from this—I have lived to see a Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury come into Congress and ask authority to borrow $262 
000,000 upon a gold bond for the purpose of paying the current 
expenditures of the Government. And we have not yet paid that 
debt off. Again, I have lived tosee a Democratic Administration 
go out of power in 1897 leaving the Treasury of the United States 
in a condition threatening bankruptcy. Therefore it is, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is dangerous, highly dangerous, to take away 
from the Treasury the assured support that it has at the present 
time. 

If the gentleman could show me that the present Administra- 
tion, or a successor following the lines of policy of the present 
Administration, is to be retained in power, 1 would vote for a re- 
duction of taxation to the extent of $100,000,000 a year. But if 
he can not do that—if it can not be done—then, Mr. Speaker, the 
danger comes that we may have a repetition of one or all or some 
of the Democratic Administrations since 1856; and if we do, we 


| must have a great surplus in the Treasury, or borrow money at 6 


per cent, or go to protest upon the national debt. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, only a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. He says that the Secretary of the Treasury 
estimated a surplus of $90,000,000 for this year. Now, in that 
statement the gentleman is away “‘ off.” The estimate was for this 
year $70,000,000 (and up to date it is $59,000,000), and $82,000,000 
for the next year. Fifty-nine million dollars up to date is all the 
surplus there is; and after we deduct $28,000,000 paid for refund- 
ing, it amounts to about $30,000,000 surplus for this year, which 
we are using in calling in these bonds. If we keep on with this 
refunding, if we can keep on with it and raise enough money to 
pay the difference on these bonds, and refund all this amount of 
eight hundred and fifty millions, then the annual charge upon the 
people of the United States for interest will be less than it was 
before the war bonds were issued or even the bonds of the Cleve- 
land Administration were issued in times of peace. So, Mr. 
Speaker, if we could continue that sort of thing or should con- 
tinue it, we would do no injury to the people of the United States. 

The gentleman thinks it is a very simple thing to reduce taxa- 
tion. He proposes a reduction of 50 per cent upon the revenue 
collected by the war-revenue act. Does he know that that would 


| result in a present of $200,000 per annum to the American Sugar 


Refining Company, and a present of a like amount to the Standard 
Oil Company for every year? Is the gentleman willing to indorse 
that proposition? If he will study this subject a little, instead of 
coming in with a proposition for reducing war taxes 50 per cent, 
he will find some incongruities along the line that he will repu- 
diate when he gets on the stump in the campaign. When we re- 
duce these taxes we must do it intelligently, we must do it after 
examination, we must do it for the interest of the taxpayers, and 
for the interest of the poor taxpayers as well as the oil company 
and the sugar trust which the gentlemen seems inclined to benefit. 

Now, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
THomas of North Carolina, for one week, on account of impor- 
tantgbusiness. 

FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask to have it reported. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill (H. R. 11719) amending section 5270 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
was read as proposed to be amended, as follows: 

That section 5270 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
amended by adding thereto the following proviso: 

“Provided, That whenever any foreign country or territory, or any part 
thereof, is oceupied by the United States, any person who shall violate, or 
who has violated, any of the criminal laws in force therein, and who shall 
depart or flee, or who has departed or fled, from justice therein to the United 
States, shall, when found therein, be liable to arrest and detention by the 
authorities of the United States, and on the written request or requisition of 
the authorities in control of such foreign country or territory shall be re- 
turned and surrendered as hereinafter provided to such authorities for trial 
under the laws in force in the place where such offense was committed. All 
the provisions of sections 5270 to 5277 of this title, so far as applicable, shall 
govern poccsetings authorized by this proviso: Provided further, That such 

»vroceedings shall be had beforea judge or a justice of the courts of the United 

states only, who shall hold such person on evidence establishing probable 
cause that he is guilty of the offense charged. If so held, such person shall 
be returned and surrendered to the authorities in control of such foreign 
country or territory on the order of the Secretary of State of the United 
States, and such authorities shall guarantee to such person a fair and impar- 
tial trial.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. TERRY. The understanding which I think has already 
been arrived at with the gentleman from New York is that there 
shall be an hour for the discussion and consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. We wish an hour on our side, 

Mr. SULZER, An hour on each side. 

Mr. TERRY. It1s suggested by my colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. De ARMOND] that itis desirable to ask for an hour on 
each side, This is an important matter, I suggest to the gentle- 
—_ from New York, and a number of parties desire to say some- 
thing. 
little more than thirty minutes, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Iask the gentleman if 
forty minutes on a side would not be satisfactory? 

Mr, TERRY. It would to me; I think that is enough, 

Mr. LANHAM, I think that would be sufficient time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Forty minutes for debate only, 

Mr. TERRY. On each side? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York amends his 
request by asking that forty minutes for debate only be given to 
eachside. Isthereobjection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
ation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I will reserve the objection, if the gentleman 
in charge of the bill [Mr. Ray of New York] will permit me to 
ask him a question or two about the bill limiting injunctions 
against labor organizations which has been before his committee 
for months, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the time for objecting has 
passed. He gave reasonable time for objection. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But I had risen when the gentleman from 
Arkansas took the floor, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to jake any ad- 
vantage of the gentleman. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I should like to reserve the right to object for 
a few moments, in order to ask a question of the chairman of our 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me to 
suggest to him that this matter has been practically agreed upon 
by the members having it in charge? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I still reserve the right. to object, but I may 
yield ina moment. I wish to inquire of the chairman of this 
committee [Mr. Ray of New _—s if there is any probability of 
reporting the bill (H. R. 8917) to define and limit *‘ injunction ” 
and ‘‘contempt proceedings” against labor organizations at this 
session of Congress? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I do not know. I can not tell 
what the committee will do. We are considering all the bill as 
rapidly as we can. They are all referred to subcommittees and 
the committee will try and do its duty. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The bill is to limit and define the meaning of 
the word * conspiracy” and also ‘‘ restraining orders ” by Federal 
courts against organized labor and members thereof. 

Mr, STEELE. I submit that the gentleman has no right to 
interpose the discussion of another matter. If he wants to object, 
let him do so. ° 

Mr. RAY of New York. I hope the gentleman from Kansas 
will not object. Let me say to my friend that the proposition 
embodied in the bill to which he refers is entirely disconnected 
from this. It is a matter of importance, as the gentleman under- 


Mr. Speaker, I rose to object to the consider- 


I think the importance of the question would demand a | 
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stands, as I understand, and as every member of the committeo 


understands. We have had hearings on that bill; those hearings 
have been printed and circulated, and the subcommittee are dis- 
cussing the proposition. I know that the subcommittee are dis- 
posed to report something to the full committee, and that the full 
committee are disposed to report to this House a bill if they can 
agree upon it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to say to the gentleman, the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee, and to the House that the bill to 
which I refer is as important as any bill that has been referred to 
that committee during this Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This is entirely out of order. 

Mr. RIDGELY. It is urged by every labor organization in tho 
United States. Their members and representatives have been 
before the committee many times urging action. They are now 
urging action, and the only answer we get is ‘‘more time to con- 
sider,” with the whispered assurance from some members of the 
committee that no report is intended, but that this bill is to be 
smothered until after this session of Congress, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iurgeupon the chairman of the committee——~ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RIDGELY. With the assurance by the chairman that ho 
and his committee are disposed to report it at this session, I will 
not object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to offer an amendment and let it be 

vending. 
: Mr. RAY of New York. I can not yield for any amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I merely wanted to offer it before you be- 
gin to speak, so it would be pending. Are you unwilling to have 
the amendment read now? ft does not come out of your time, I 
wish to have it pending. 

Mr. RAY of New York, 
for amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is in order, as far as that is concerned, 
Of course if you do not yield, I can not offer it. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, conditions have 
arisen, which are well known to the members of this House and 
to the country, which make it necessary and desirable to place 
upon the statute books a law such as is proposed by this bill. lt 
is the result of a consultation with the Attorney-General of tho 
United States and the chairman of the Judiciary Committee in 
the Senate, although there is some divergence of views. The 
present extradition laws of the United States provide that— 


Whenever there is a treaty or convention for extradition between the 
Government of the United States and any foreign government, then— 


And so forth, 

It so happens that the United States is now in possession of for- 
eign terrritory and governing foreign territory, and there is no 
treaty in existence between such foreign country and the United 
States. Therefore when acrime is committed in that foreign ter- 
ritory and the offender flees to the United States, he can not law- 
fully be apprehended and returned to the country or territory 
where - crime was committed and delivered to the authorities 
for trial. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow mo 
to ask him a question there in the line of what he is discussing? 

Mr, RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The occupation of Cuba by the 
United States is a military occupation. I believe that is conceded. 
Then, does the gentleman or his committee take the position that 
the civil law of the United States controls or has any force or bear- 
ing in Cuba whatever? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, if the gentleman wants to talk 
about Cuba and wants to know whether the civil law of the United 
States is in force in Cuba, I will answer him. No; it is not. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Thatis the point I want to know. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And anyone that should advocate 
such an idea would, in my judgment, expose either dense igno- 
rance or great mental disturbance, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Well, I will say to my friend, 
I have no desire to plead guilty to either charge, nor have I any 
objection to the gentleman attributing either charge tome. lam 
in search of information, and I drink at the fount of wisdom. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I[ trust the gentleman from Kentucky 
has no idea that the civil laws of the United States are in force in 


It is not in order, and I can not yield 


Cuba. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentu I think not, and it is for that 
purpose that I rise. If the civil law is not in force and the mili- 


tary law controls there, what is the use of amending the civil law 
when the military law of the United States can take this man 
without any extradition prowl L 
Mr. RAY of New York. Why, my dear sir, we are not legis- 
lating for Cuba or anyother foreign country. We are legislating 
in this bill simply and purely for the United States of Americas 
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Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I understand—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, what do we find? We find to- 
day in the United States of America men accused of crime, and 
the charge is that those crimes were committed in a foreign coun- 
try or a foreign territory, with which country or territory we have 
no treaty, while we are in possession of it and exercising govern- 
mental control over it. There being no treaty, and the propo 
tion being to apprehend such criminals and send them to such 
foreign country or territory for trial according to and under the 
laws in force there, and such laws being the criminal laws of such 
country and not military laws, we find ourselves without a law 
covering such cases. The Republican party is opposed to arbi- 
trary measures or the exercise of military power in such cases, 
even if applicable. There is no provision in the law of the United 
States under which those persons can be apprehended and sent | 
back to that country for trial. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman will pardon me 
if I suggest an idea—that all the treaties in the world, if I be cor- 
rect in my contention, would not affect the status of this man, 
because he is not amenable to the civil, but to the military, laws 
of the land. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
or that man— 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, 
ment. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing), Or any other man. We 
are providing for the apprehension of every criminal found in the 
United States who shall have offended against the laws of a for- 
eign country or territory with which we have no treaty when 
that country is in the occupation of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I will not interrupt the gentle- | 
man further, if it takes up his time, but I would like to ask him | 
another question, if it is agreeable to him, and that is, If this man 
is responsible to the law, it must be the military law? 

Mr. RAY of New York. What man are you talking about? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, The man for whom this law is | 
passed 

Mr. RAY of New York. This law is proposed for the benefit of 
all law-abiding people and not for application to any specific man. 
It is to meet a condition. It is to supply a defect in the law, so 
that it will reach any man who commits a crime under the cir- 
cumstances described and in a territory in the possession of the 
United States, but not a part of it or belonging to it. 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. Iam unfortunate in my use of 
expressions. I did not want to thrust the personality of this thief, 
Neely, in here. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Get him out and take him out of 
mind in considering this legislation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I do want to take him out, 
and get him out of the United States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then help us to do so. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The idea I had was this: That | 
if this man has offended against the military laws of the United 
States in a place where war existed, and has fled to some other 
jurisdiction in our own country, he should be apprehended and 
tried by military law; and if our occupation of Cuba is military, 
then this man can be apprehended and punished by the military 
law of the United States in Cuba, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, my friend is laboring under a 
great mistake. He has got Neelyin his mind; he has got the mili- 
tary law of the United Statesin his mind. Well, Neely, if you 
refer tothat man, has not offended against the military laws or | 
other laws of the United States or the military laws of Cuba, The 
United States of America can not legislate for Cuba. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Then he has violated no law in 
this case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly he has violated the law. 

_Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. There is no civil law of the 
United States obtaining in Cuba. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I understand that. Neither is there 
a civil law of the United States in force in Great Britain or France 
or Germany or Spain or any other foreign country or territory, 
but we can legislate for the United States. Cuba is not a part of 
the United States, and we can not legislate for Cuba. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. That is the point Iam making, | 
exactly. 

_ Mr. RAY of New York. It is foreign territory; but still it is 
in the occupation and control of the authorities of the United | 
States, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Military occupation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, then, in Cuba, if you desire to | 
know about that, the civil law in force there when Spain sur- | 
rendered sovereignty over it, is in force; all of the local laws, the 
municipal laws, laws against the commission of crime are in force 
there. Any man living in Cuba, a citizen of Cuba or a person | 


Weare not legislating for this man 


I was unfortunate in my state- 


| affairs in Cuba for trial. 


| tion. 


| there, the Cuban laws, as I have explained. Thx 


who goes from the United States to Cuba and offends against those | vide is for sending the man back on proof of probable 
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laws, should be subject to punishment, should be liable to arrest; 


| and if any person who goes there or any person who lives th 
offends against those laws and flees from justice to the I l 
States, this country should not bea harbor of refuge, but | ld 
be apprehended, sent back there in charge of and un | 
of the authorities of the United States for trial, trial w ) 
laws against which he has offended. He can not be tri n the 
United Stat by our courts. He has n violated the ] : 


the United States, but laws of Cuba, which we enforce there 
through Cuban courts. 





Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that this particular man, if he will pardon me fo y 
him again, will be punished by the Spanish law th ins in 
Cuba? 

Mr, FLEMING. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ii there is a man by t f 
~~. 3 

rv. WHEELER of Kentucky. Let mo enlighten t 
man. There is a man by the name of Neely Laught 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing i do not know lam 
not acquainted with him. 

Mr. WHESSLER of Kentucky. He is not a personal friend of 


mine. [Laughter. | 


Mr. RAY of New York (continuing [f there is such a man, 


and he has offended against the laws of Cuba or against any law 
in force in Cuba, and he has fled to the United States, then, when 
this law is enacted and goes into effect, he can be apprehended in 
the United States, he can be taken before a judge of tl United 
States court or a justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, before these authorities only, and on the presentation of 
lawful evidence, satisfying the judge that he is guilty of an 
offense against any law in force in Cuba and that the offense was 





committed there, he may be held. The proceedings 
certified to the Secretary of State of the United States, and he 
may make an order returning him to the authority in control of 
This proceeding accords with our extra- 
dition laws in many respects. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will not 

| think [am antagonistic. I understand his statement, but L differ 
with him widely on the law. I disagree entirely with the idea 

that Congress has any right to extend the laws of the United 


States to any territory over which our flag does not fly. 


Mr. RAY of New York. We are not attempting to extend any 
law of the United States to Cuba. We are not making any law 
for Cuba. Wedo not purpose to. We are legislating for the 
United States, and Cuba is not named in the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. You are making a law which 


| proposes to operate extraterritorially. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Notatall. This bill simply 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. To get the man out of tho 
United States; that is what you want to do. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Provides for a course of 
legal proceedings in the United States against all persons found 
in the United States who have committed crimes in other coun- 
tries in the possession of the United States and fled to this, and it 
provides a method by which they may be sent back for trial in thi 
place where the crime was committed, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. What law are you going to try 
him under when you get him there? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not know. 

Mr, LANHAM. ‘‘Sufticient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Are we enforcing the law in 
Cuba? 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
There are authorities in control in Cuba, 
is being and should be enforced. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Who are they? 

Mr. RAY of New York. They are the authorities, I under- 
stand, of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 


) 


I do not know; that is not the ques- 
The law in 


Loree 


Under what law are they oper 


| ating? 


are enforcing the law in force 


Mr. RAY of New York. They 
force the law there. Our Government sees to it that the law is 
enforced. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. If a man commits a crime against 
those laws and flees to the United States, he ought to be returned 
there for trial and for punishment—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. There is no difference of opin- 
ion vetween us on that subject. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Inthecourts of that coun- 
try, and according to the code of procedure in force there and 
recognized by the authorities in control there, 


Now, all we pro 


cause to 








9914 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 23, 





believe him guilty, and he will gointo the hands of the author- 


| 


ities of the United States and they will deal with him in accord- | 


ance with the law in force, and by the oer provisions of the 
bill be guaranteed him a fair and impartial trial. 
Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


tion’? 
Yes. 


Mr. RAY of New York. 
Mr. GILBERT. I want to as the gentleman whether, since 


| might becharacterized bya name stronger than ‘‘ mistake.” 


the treaty of Paris, Cuba retains such independent sovereignty | 


that she could enter treaty relations like extradition treaties witn 
any other government? 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is not necessary now to enter upon 
an academic discussion not pertinent to this bill. The gentleman 
nee not tremble. 


The Republican Administration wil! carry ont | 


every pledge it has made, and in due time will see toit that the | 


Cubans have their own government and their independence and 


be perm tted to act for themselves, but none of those questions | 


are involved in this bill. Until the proper time arrives we pro- 
pose to guarantee to Cuba a good government and see that law is 
enforced and criminals punished. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. | must decline giving any more time to an- 
swering inquiries. I desire to know how much of my time re- 
mains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grosvenor). The gentle- 
man from New York has thirty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will reserve the balance of my time, 
and I would like to hear from gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to my colleague on the committee, Mr. 
Dr ARMOND, ten minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I understood it, Mr. Speaker, when the 
time was granted, it was granted for debate, and not for any 
amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. The question was not so stated by the Chair. 
The Reporter's notes will show what the statement was. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] may have stated that some 
time during his remarks, but it was not stated by the Chair in 
that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair can only say that when the Speaker resigned the chair to 
him, he said that the forty minutes must be used exclusively for 
debate. 

Mr. TERRY. I call for the record of the Reporter's notes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the record was the other way, 
the present occupant of the chair would not overrule the Speaker, 
but would send for him. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. For the time being I will withhold the 
amendment, but will endeavor to offer it at a later stage. Mean- 
while, in passing, I will say to the gentleman from New York and 
all others concerned that if by any small parliamentary trick the 


opportunity which it was well understood in the committee | 


should be given to offer the amendment is cut off, we shall know 
how to regard such conduct, and, when the time comes, how to 
characterize it. 

I address myself now—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of the regular 
occupant of the chair, the temporary occupant can only say, in 
the first place, that he feels bound by the direction given_to him 
when the chair was vacated; and, in the second placg, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is as well aware as is the Chair that the 
House can vote down a demand for the previous question, and 
the whole yy will then be open to amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. My remark had reference to the under- 
standing in the committee, and not to any little trick which may 
have been played in the House, if any has been played. 

Mr. tae of New York. I did not understand the gentleman's 
remark. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. My remark is with reference to the under- 
standing in the committee and at present not with regard to any 
small trick that may have been played in the House, if any has 
been played; I hope none has been. 

I now address myself to the general proposition. Inasmuch as 
we have not a Speaker, but a temporary occupant, in the chair, 
the other matter will come up later. 

Mr. RAY of New York. When the gentleman states, if he does 
state, that there was an agreement or an understanding in commit- 
tee that an amendment might be offered to this bill on the floor, 
I say that the assertion is absolutely and unqualifiedly a mistake 
on the part of the gent!eman from Missouri. The contrary is the 
truth, as all who were present know. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not care, Mr. Speaker, to be diverted 


from the general consideration of this question by a matter that 
is entirely aside. 

When the gentleman was making his statement so deliberately, 
I did not know what particular word he might choose to follow it 


The | 


: the transactions of these men, suggests this legislation. 





up with. The word “mistake” has been used. I think that, ac- 
cording to my recollection, the statement that it was not under- 
stood that an opportunity should be given to offer an amendment 
But 
I pass from that. 

The amendment which we propose to offer, and which we have 
a right to offer, is one limiting this legislation to Cuba. It pro- 
poses to limit the remedy tothe presentcomplaint. It applies the 
cure to the present disease, so far as the disease has been diagnosed 
and developed. I do not mean to be understood that the disease 
has not extended far beyond Cuba and that remedy be not needed 
in other parts of the domain or territory or part of the territory 
under the jurisdiction and control of the United States; but the 
suggestion of this legislation arose out of peculation or wholesale 
robbery in Cuba, 

It arose out of the rapid exploiting there of imperialistic prin- 
cip'es and out of the speedy gathering into the coffers of certain 
persons who had the opportunity the fruits of imperialism in that 
island. 

The amendment proposes also to declare anew, since the old 
ceclaration has been forgotten, that we are in Cuba temporarily, 
that the Cubans are now entitled to be free and independent, and 
that honor now requires the United States to observe its declara- 
tion of a few months ago. 

This legislation as a general proposition is dangerous legislation. 
The case of Neely and a few alleged thieves down in Cuba, whoa 
few months ago were exemplars of the virtue which thrives and 
bubbles under imperialism and which has used for its exploitation 
But how 
long this law, if passed, may be used, how far it may extend, who 
may suffer under it, or what good, if any, may be done by it, we 
know not. 

If this were confined to Cuba, and if our stay in Cuba were con- 


| fined to the limits and bounds that honor and our own solemn 








declarations would prescribe, probably there could not be much 
harm resulting from it. If it 1s to have a wide scope, however; if 
it is to reach anything and everything under the jurisdiction of 
the United States and yet, according to the views of gentlemen 
here in control, not part and parcel of the United States, not 
under the influence of the Constitution of the United States, not 
to be protected by the guaranties of the Constitution of the United 
States—if it is to extend that far, how bad the legislation may be 
in the end none of us can foresee, none of us can foretell. 
According to the philosophy of some gentlemen, there are ter- 
ritories now under the dominion of the United States to which 
the Constitution of the United States does not extend and to which 


| the Constitution of the United States, according to their philos- 


ophy, never may extend; where arbitrary power, where military 
rule, supplemented by carpetbagism, controls and dominates and 
plunders and disgraces. [Applause.| How long that is to exist; 
how far that is to extend, we are not permitted to know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
House the record about which there was a question as to what 
occurred a short time ago. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I hope it will not be taken out of my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Ray of New York. Mr. Epraber, I ask unanimous consent for the 
enenamense consideration of the bill which I send to the desk and ask to have 
reported. 

he bill having been read, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RipGELy. Reserving the right to a 

Mr. Terry. The wadernqgaing which I think has already been arrived 
at with the gentleman from New York is that there shall be an hour for th: 
discussion and consideration of this bill. 

Mr. De ARMOND. We wish an hour on our side. 

Mr. SuLZeR. An hour on each side. 

Mr. Terry. It is suggested by _— colleague on the committee that it is 
desirable to ask for an hour on_ each side. This is an important matter, | 
suggest to the gentleman from New York, and a number of parties desire to 
say something. I think the importance of the question would demand a 
little more than thirty minutes. 

Mr. Ray of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if fort) 
minutes on a side would not be satisfactory? 

Mr. Terry. It would tome. I think that is enough. 

Mr. LANUAM. I think that would be sufficient time. 

Mr. Ray of New York. Forty minutes for debate only. 

Mr. Terry. On each side. 

Mr. Ray of New York. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Yorkamends his request by ask- 
ing that forty minutes for debate only be given to each side. Is there objec 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TERRY. The notes may state that, echoing the gentle- 
man’s language, but my understanding was that it was not so 
stated by the Chair. Forty minutes were allowed to each side, 
but there was no understanding on this side that it was to be 
limited to debate only. I stated, as the notes show, that I wished 
the time for debate and consideration. 

Mr. STEELE, The gentleman from Arkansas recognizes the 
fact that this is the official report. 


Mr. TERRY. I see what the notes are. My statement was 
that it was to be for “debate and consideration,” as the notes of 
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the Official Reporter show, and ‘consideration ” implies amend- 
ent. 

Me, WHEELER of Kentucky. I will state to the gentleman 

that 1 heard the gentleman from New York when he stated that 

it was to be for debate only. 

Mr. TERRY. That may be, and I stated a while ago that I 
thought the gentleman from New York said something about 
debate only, but my point was that the Chair in submitting the 
matter to the House did not use that word ‘‘only.” I did not 
hear that limitation; but my point was that it was not so stated 
by the Chair. My request was for debate and consideration, and 
the Chair submitted simply the question of time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, if this diversion is at an end, 


I will resume my remarks, hoping that I have remaining all the | 


time that I would have had if it had not occurred. 

Mr. TERRY. Lhope none of this diversion will be taken out 
of the gentleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This has occupied four minutes, 
and the gentleman has not been charged with that time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If I had been weary I would perhaps have 
very much appreciated this rest of four minutes occasioned by 
the Speaker's seeing proper to interlard this matter in the ‘* midst ’ 
of my remarks, as gentlemen are in the habit of saying. As it 
was, however, not being at all weary or conscious of weariness, 
I should have been glad to get this information at the conclusion 
of my remarks instead of in the middle of them. However, we 
have the information. Whether we shall have the opportunity 
later on to offer an amendment and to test the sense of the House 
upon it is a matter that we shall perhaps discover hereafter. 

it is right evident now, however, that gentlemen who are assum- 
ing to legislate in the interest of the country, gentlemen who are 
endeavoring to track down some of their own robbers, to make 
extraordinary law to clear their own skirts and protect their own 
party, are not particularly anxious to have considered upon their 
merits different propositions that may be offered tending to lead 
to that result. These, however, are mere passing incidents in this 
legislative life which we live here. They are merely new and 


fresh illustrations of an apparent desire to do something (appar- | pees en one written eauect er requisition of the authorities in con 


ent to those only who are strangers to the real purpose) and a set- 
tled intention, carried out by desperate means, to do nothing in 
fact, or nothing that ought to be done. 

Mr. Speaker, I was about saying that this legislation ought not 
to be so broad and socomplicated as to reach all over the universe, 
unless it be upon the theory that in every corner of the universe 
where the United States is holding arbitrary sway a consider- 
able percentage of the men whom it has sent there to act law- 
lessly, to make Jaws themselves and execute the laws, are stealing, 
are guilty of crimes, on account of which they ought to be pun- 
ished. That is a theory which I will neither combat nor advance. 

I hope, for the credit of the American name; I hope, for the 
honor of the American people, that we are not to be overwhelmed 
at once with a deep and enduring sense of shame from every quar- 
ter of the globe, due to the exploitations of lawless methods, of 
lawless procedures, of arbitrary power. What is the law that 
prevails in the Philippine Islands? What is the law that prevails 
in Cuba? The will of the particular ruler that may be there for 
the time. Whatisthe authority for the Cuban postal code, many 
sections and many pages, prepared for the guidance of Mr. Neely? 
That is a code made without a solitary atom of authority, a code as 
lawless as other proceedings of the party in power in Cuba and 
ogher islands; in this and other territory dominated by the United 
tates, 

_ This code, utterly lawless, natura!ly invited lawlessness under 
it. Who made it? Who had the power to makeit? We havea 
reign down in Cuba under the sway of the American Government 
as arbitrary as the rule of Spain, having no more warrant of right; 
and as these revelations would seem to indicate, possessing some 
of the peculiar characteristics of Spanish rule. What we have 
elsewhere, how long we shall have it, when shall we know? No 
information given, no correctives applied; the Constitution ban- 
ished. I presume the Constitution is not in Cuba, where we are 
said to be temporarily. It has no force outside of the United 
ety according to these gentlemen, unless Congress sends it 
ence. 
4 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
xpired. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let me have about two minutes more. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes, if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr,DE ARMOND. Let Congress act, and let all thismachinery 
work, if it be necessary to be done, to send out the Constitution, 
the safeguard and guarantor of human rights, the protector of 
human liberty, the purifier of human corruption. If Congress 
must act in order to send out this Constitution, let Congress act. 
If it can not go out otherwise, let Congress wing it; let Congress 
send it abroad, 

,_ But here we are, lawless in Cuba, lawless in Porto Rico, lawless 
in the Philippines, muzzled at home. Here we are, terrorized; 
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here we are, governing not by the open methods of parliamentary 
principles, uot by comparison of measures offered, not by the con- 
trast of this with that, but here we are, governing by arbitrary 
power. I hope we shall not discover that it is supplemented by 
small trickery to prevent the House from considering what the 
House ought to have an opportunity to consider, what in its in- 
telligent judgment it ought to dispose of as may seem best. 

Arbitrary ru!e here. arbitrary rule in Porto Rico, arbitrary rule 
in Cuba, arbitrary rule in the Philippines, and then suppression, 
censorship, such news only as itis profitable to put out: and we 
were about to have a little of the arbitrary rule of the Committee 
on Ways and Means inthe interim. We were about to havea 
committee sitting here to make political capital, to put ont polit- 
ical stuff for the use of the party in the campaign. How easy it 
would be to give out the information that this tax and that tax 
would be removed. 

How easily could clamor in this quarter and that quarter be 
stilled by a suggestion of the proposed action of these wise men, 
who for six months have done nothing toward lifting the burden 
of taxation, who for six months have been as idle and as motion- 
less as a ‘‘ painted ship upon a painted ocean” with reference to 
the relief of the people, and as busy and as swift as the lightning 
courier when it came to doing the work of those who had special 
work to be done. Six months for these people to sit and make 
material for the party, six months at the public expense to organ- 
ize and carry forward a propaganda for more imperialism, more 
arbitrary power, and the longer continuance of a reign which 
never ought to have begun and which ought to be speedily ter- 
minated. 

We desire to submit for this pending bill an amendment which 
now, I suppose, I can have the privilege at least of reading, an 
amendment as follows: 


Amend by striking out all after the word “* That,” inline 3, page 1, and insert- 
ing the following in lieu thereof: ** while Cuba is cceuvied by the United States 
any person who shall violate, or who has violated, any of the criminal laws in 
force therein, and who shall depart or tlee, or who has departed or fled 
from justice therein to the United States, shall, when found in the Unit 
States, be liable to arrest and detention by the authorities of the | 


n Cuba shall be returned and surrendered as hereinafter provided to 
authorities for trial under the laws in force in the place where such off« 
was committed. All the provisions of sections 5270 to 5277 of this title, s ul 
as applicable, shall govern proceedings authorized by this act: Provided / 
ther, That such proceedings shall be had before a judge or a justice of th« 
courts of the United States only, whoshall hold such person on evidence estal 
lishing probable cause that he is guilty of the offense charged; and if so held, 
such person shall be returned and surrendered to the authorities in contro! 
in Cuba on the order of the Secretary of State of the United States, and such 
authorities shall guarantee to such person a fair and impartial trial 


vided further, That nothing herein contained shall be held or construed to 
authorize, justify, or excuse a permanent or prolonged occupation of Cuba 
by the United States, the right of the Cubans to be free and independent be 
ing a present right which the United States are in honor bound to respect.” 


Now, it may or may not be good policy to adopt this amend- 
ment; that is a subject for argument and debate. We believe the 
amendment would improve the bill, but whether it is the proper 
thing, by a parliamentary trick, to endeavor to keep those who 
are in favor of it from voting for it, and testing the sense of the 
House upon it, I submit to the candid judgment of men who are 
fair-minded anddecent. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. TERRY. Does the gentleman desire to use uny of his time 
at this time? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois | Mr, CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, i have listened as best I could to 
the reading of the measure now pending before the House. I 
have not given it that careful attention that I desire, so that I 
could discuss it intelligently and profitably in all its provisions. 
I think I understand in a general way what is sought by the pro- 
posed legislation, and I am quite in harmony with what is sought, 
as I understand it, namely, to deliver, under proper guards to the 
citizen, fugitives from justice from territory where the United 
States have control and there is no treaty. 

Now,I am in harmony with such legislation. Mr. Speaker, we 
know that the majority in control of the House and the Senate, and 
the country, has to do things, and it is the province of the minor 
ity to criticise. Yet there are minorities and minorities. I have 
seen minorities in the House of Representatives that in their crit- 
icism sought to make legitimate criticisms with a view to better- 
ing the proposed legislation. That is the real province of the 
minority. But so far as I can discover the minority as voiced by 
the gentleman from Missouri have but one function, and that is 
to ‘‘calamitize.” 

If you bring anything here of a practical nature and propose to 
consider it, enact it, with a view to the common good of the serv 
ice, we havea jeremiad, which has well-nigh become periodical, 
from the gent'eman from Missouri who has last addressed the 
House. Not content when the matter comes in with calamitiz 
ing—and I speak respectfully—he scolds, and, as we boys used to 
say at school, ‘‘makes mouths.” Ido not know whether it hurts 
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him—and perhaps it does not hurt anybody—but I do know he 
certainly does not help legislation. 

: Mr. DE ARMOND, Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
lm? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is not so much criticising good legisla- 
tion as denying the House the right to consider amendments on 
bills that are proposed. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that amendment, as I perceive and con- 
ceive from what little I have heard, I thought was not in good 
faith, to forward legislation, but when it is a proposition to per- 
form and posture, then it becomes the duty of the majority, 
under the rules of the House, to move on. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will ask the gentleman what right he has 
to assume that the amendment proposed is not proposed in good 
faith, and I would further ask him what right he has to assume 
that it is not good legislation? 

Mr. CANNON, The right of exercising that little intelligence 
that the Almighty has given me to discriminate about a proposi- 
tion when it is made, reenforced by the light I get from the uni- 
form position of my friend from Missouriat alltimes, [Applause 
on the Republican side. } 

= DE ARMOND, If the gentleman will permit me but one 
word. 

Mr. CANNON. Well: one word more. 

Mr. DE ARMOND., If the gentleman will use that intelligence 
of which he has spoken so slightingly—for he hasa great deal of it— 
and will use that sense of fairness which I will not undertake to 
exaggerate where he is so well known, he will probably reach a 
different conclusion from that which he has now, [Applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, to proceed, I have no pride 
at any time, asa Republican, and I would not haveif I were a 
Democrat, or even if | were a Populist [laughter]—I have no pride 
in the shortcomings of public servants anywhere, whether it be 
in the United States, Cuba, or the Philippines Islands; in Missouri, 
or in Illinois, or anywhere. I have no pride init. I think it is 
always a matter of mortification and regret to me for a man to go 
wrong. 

The ae pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 

Ir. CANNON, Will the gentleman giveme two more minutes? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will give the gentleman two more 
minutes, or he can take three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. That there has been, as intimated and stated 
by the gentleman from Missouri, matters that have gone wrong 
in Cuba, I have no doubt; that have gone wrong in the Philip- 
pine Islands, I have no doubt; in Porto Rico, I have no doubt. 
That the Constitution is not in Cuba, I am quite satisfied; that 
there is a military government there, and that there is a military 
government in the Philippine Islands, I think we all understand. 

No other government is possible under the treaty and under the 
conditions of Cuba than a military government. It stands for 
legislation; it stands for the court; it stands for the Administra- 
tion. Now, they have not, however, a monopoly of going wrong 
in Cuba. Why, in my own State of Illinois, where for eighty 
years we have had a State constitution, and over which the man- 
tle of the Federal Constitution extends, under the administration 
of the late Governor Altgeld, one State treasurer—it is an open 
secret—suicided after he defaulted, and I believe his béndsmen are 
not quite ready yet in paying up that,which was in defanit. 

One official alone under that administration of four years, reach- 
ing from 1893 to 1897, defaulted in almost a million of dollars, 
and it has taken substantially three years of the time of his suc- 
cessor for that man to run the gauntlet of the courts and land in 
Joliet Penitentiary, where he is to-day. I do not plead in set-off, 
but with our civilization, with our Constitution, with our admin- 
istration, in Missouri, in Nebraska,in Illinois, in New York, there 
are thieves. It is our glory that where thieves spring up and 
defalcations come, the certain and sure hand of justice comes 
— the man who commits the crime, and as an example to all 
others, 

I think that we are going along in this very legislation to try 
in an orderly way to bring punishment to the violator of the law, 
to vindicate the law, and vindicate the good name of the United 
States. That is the best we can do, and I would rather do that, 
performing my duty as best I can, than to have the ability to 
4 and carp day in and day out. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. TERRY. I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. CLAYTON}. 

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this kind of legis- 
lation is unprecedented in the history of the ae. wae the 
necessity for this measure now before Congress? uniform 
policy of this Government for over a hundred years has been to 
refuse to pass such a law as this. The policy has been to permit 





the extradition of its citizens only in cases where treaty provi- 
sions make it our duty so to do. 

Now, why is this settled policy of the Government to be changed? 
Gentlemen who are familiar with this subject will recollect the 
Morrill resolution offered some years agoon this subject, and they 
will recollect some other attempts. Allof them failed. Why the 
necessity for this legislation? It is because this Government has 
not lived up toits ancient policies and traditions. It is because 

this Government is not observing the Constitution with that strict 
regard that the fathers did. It is because this Government has 
not lived up to its pledges made in the declaration of war with 
Spain, namely, that Cuba should be free. 
Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, the particular fact that has brought 
about the necessity for this legislation is because one of the agents 
; and employees of this Government in Cuba has embezzled the 
| funds belonging to the Cuban people. I congratulate my friends 
| on the other side of the Chamber upon their zeal to punish carpet- 
baggers for stealing; and when I recollect the history of thirty 
years ago, I wish that they had been animated by the same lofty 
purpose and punished the carpetbaggers that looted the South, 

{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is necessary because Cuba does 
| not stand in the attitude of being an independent nation with 
| which we can make a treaty providing for the extradition of 
fugitives from justice. That, coupled with the fact that embez- 

zlement has been committed there and the criminal has fled to 
| this country, gives rise to the necessity for this legislation. 
| Mr, Speaker, the amendment as read by the gentleman from 
| Missouri [Mr. De ARMOND] as a part of his remarks, seems to me 
would be a more definite and a better measure than the measure 
here proposed, That limits it to the specific purpose of dealing 
with the Cuban situation. It negatives the idea that weare to go 
forward and seize other countries that we have no right to seize 
and keep them by military force, and then to have a general ex- 
| tradition law Ss to those countries. We ought not to 
| legislate generally upon this subject. The policy of the Govern- 
ment for one hundred years has been against that, and it ought 
| to be against it to-day. This measure ought to be confined in its 
operations to Cuba, which has given rise to the necessity for it. 

There is no necessity for this legislation as regards Porto Rico, 

Hawaii, or the PhilippineIslands. They stand entirely upon a dif- 
ferent footing. This legislation is enacted to apply only to Cuba, 
and it is said that it is intended to apply only to Cuba, and can, 


unless we go forward and seize other countries, apply only to 
Cuba, 

Then, Mr. Speaker, what is the objection to adopting the measure 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri? There is not and there 
ought not to be any question of ‘partisan politics in this matter. 
A Republican Administration sent a Republican official to Cuba, 
and that Republican official has stolen the money of the Cuban 
people, and the Democrats as well as the Republicans are anxious 
tohave your Republican thief punished. Thatis the immediate 
purpose of this law, although it is framed in general terms, [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Alabama has expired. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. LANHAM}. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I shall really 
occupy all the time yielded tome. I wish tosay just afew words 
with reference to the bill itself; and I desire to state in the first 
place that it relates essentially to procedure, to the remedy that 
is desired to be applied. It has no ex post facto significance 
whatever. It is manifest to everyone who has given any consid- 
eration to the subject and is familiar with recent transactions 
that it has reference essentially to conditions which have ce- 
veloped in Cuba. While it is expressed in general terms relating 
to a ‘‘ foreign country or territory occupied by the United States,’ 
we all know that it is intended to apply directly to affairs in 
Cuba. I should have no objection myself to the amendment pro- 

»0sed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp]; in fact 
am inclined to approve it; but I think the same effect would be 
accomplished by the passage of the bill without such amendment. 

We occupy a very peculiar relation to the people of Cuba—a 
fiduciary relation. We are there supposed to be engaged in tho 
effort ‘‘to pacify the island,” to assist its people toestablish a good 
and stable government, and to help and train them as far as wo 
may be able to do to properly govern themselves. We are exer- 
cising authority over them; we are practically their trustee 
Hence we owe to them not only good faith, but, in the language 
of the law books, ‘‘the richest faith.” We ought to set before 
them a very high example of uprightness and propriety, and ex- 
hibit the best conduct possible in showing them how good gov- 
ernment should be administered. 

Now, if a theft or an embezzlement has been perpetrated in the 
island of Cuba by any citizen of the United States temporar: y 
there—if he has offended against the law of Cuba, against the 
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laws of all civilization by a theft or an embezzlement—it is but | thieves (for there are others—the natural outcropping of 


right and just that he should be tried somewhere; and it would 
be the worst of faith, it seems to me, on the part of the United 
States Government, especially under the circumstances, if we 
were to harbor such an embezzler, such a thief, if there be such, 
who has sought refuge in the United States. 

Now, it is candid to say that special and peculiar conditions in 
Cuba have demonstrated the necessity for the very law that we 
propose. Indeed I think that many of our laws grow out of ne- 
cessities which are suggested by particular cases and extraordi- 
nary conditions; and this bill is really designed to meet the very 
situation which obtains in that island. 

The bill may be regarded, furthermore, in that connection as an 
expression of condemnation upon the part of the United States of 
any rascality that may have been perpetrated by any of our citi- 
zens or agents there during our occupancy of Cuba, The United 
States can not afford to harbor any scoundrel, and more especially 
it can not afford to shelter one whose rascality has been perpe- 
trated in aparticular territory while the United States exercised 
control or authority over it. 

Whether the proposed legislation is designed to apply to the very 
party himself who’ is alleged to have committed the offense 
charged against him—Neely—or for whatever specific object it 
may be intended, I for one wish to see placed upon the statute 
book such legislation as will enable the United States, after a 
hearing by a high judicial officer, to send him, or any other person 
charged with a crime under similar circumstances, back to Cuba 
and let him be tried there. As to hosav he shall be tried there—as 
to the forum in which he shall present his defense, or what his 
defense may be—that is a matter to be considered hereafter. The 
bill guarantees a fair and impartial trial. 

= the hammer fell. | 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this is but an- 
other exemplification of the fact that wrong steps lead men to 
funny places, and that in funny places they are met with queer 
spectacles. The queer spectacle here to-day is the urging that a 
law be passed to enable a government to extradite one of its 
criminals from itself to itself. Extradition is a thing which 
takes place between governments for the purpose of surrendering 
criminals to the jurisdiction of a government for trial in that 
government’s tribunal. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, my friend, do you not know 
that we have now on the statute books laws providing for the ex- 
tradition of persons within the United States, from one judicial 
district to another—by a department of the Government of the 
United States to a department of the Government of the United 
States? Let my friend read the Revised Statutes. Neither the 
principle nor the practice is new. But here we are to send a 
criminal out of the United States to a foreign country. That for- 
eign country is occupied and governed by the United States; its 
laws ought to be enforced, and hence the necessity for the pro- 
posed law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am aware of the fact that 
we have laws upon the statute book to remove a criminal—to 
carry him, rather—from one jurisdiction into another, But the 
very word extradition, as used in the sense in which the gentle- 
man from New York himself used it this morning when he re- 
ferred to the fact that we had “no extradition treaty ” with Cuba, 
and when he said that we could not “ extradite” this man, “ be- 
cause we had no treaty with Cuba,” showed that he was speaking 
of the word “extradition” in its sense as used in international 
law. In other words, he was speaking of the necessity of the 
Government having a treaty with itself in order to extradite a 
man from one jurisdiction within itself to another jurisdiction 
under its own officers. 

Now, who constitutes the government in Cubato-day? Nobody 
under the sun except the authorities of the United States Govern- 
ment. What is the government in Cuba to-day? There is per- 
haps no government de jure there at all; but there is a govern- 
ment de facto; and that government de facto is constituted of 
officers appointed by the President of the United States. So that 
you have the queer spectacle of gentlemen coming up and com- 
plaining that we have no treaty with ourselves by means of which 
we can extradite ourselves to ourselves. That is the situation, 
and it is a queer spectacle. . 

But to continue, what branch of the United States Government 
controls Cuba? Why, sir, every man there, whether under the 
postal authorities or not—whether holding a quasi civil position 
or not—is there under the War Department—absolutely under the 

ar Department and under military authority—as much so as 
the humblest private soldier. Now, lam not opposed to this bill, 
for a very simple reason. On the contrary, although it is un- 
necessary, I shall vote for it. I am not willing to furnish any- 

y anywhere with an excuse, or a pretext, not to carry this 
man, whose name has been mentioned here to-day, and other 
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baggery everywhere) back to Cuba, by any means thought proper, 

But 1 do submit that this legislation is absolutely unnecess f 
I do submit that this man could be arrested for a crime commit- 
ted against the United States in Cuba, against the de facto go 
ernment there, which is the Government of the United States; 
that governments extradite and not countries, and that there could 
be no necessity for a law to enable the United States to surrender 
to herself a criminal. There might be some legislation necessary 
to provide the process by means of which the seizure of his person 
should take place. 

But the entire argument of the gentleman was based upon the 
idea that Cuba is a foreign country. Cuba is a foreign country, 
but the government existing in Cuba to-day is not as to us a for- 
eign government, nor could it be in the slightest degree. It is 
our military arm, If a private soldier were to desert from Cuba 
to-day and go to Georgia, that military arm could seize him bodily 
and carry him back. A sergeant and a file of soldiers would be 
all sufficient. This man Neely is just as much within the reach 
of that arm, our sole authority in Cuba, as the soldies would be. 

Mr. TERRY. Lask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
to use some of his time at this point. 

Mr. RAY of New York. How much time have I remainin 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not find anybody on this side of 
the House who desires to speak, 1do not care to discuss the que 
tion very much, only to say that I am very much grieved indeed 
to find so many of the Democrats in this House opposing the arrest 
of criminals found in the United States. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Will the gentleman vield for a question? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly, 

Mr. DE ARMOND., I should like you to indicate where you 
have found one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Name one, 

Mr. RAY of New York, Why, when I found the gentleman 
from Missouri opposing this bill with such energy and emphasis 
I supposed he was against it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Ifthe gentleman will yield tomea moment 
more 

Mr. RAY of New York. If the gentleman is for the bill, I will 
be glad to have him say so. Are you for this bill? 

Mr. DE ARMOND., lam for the amendment of this bill, and 
after thatis disposed of— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Are you for this bill? 

Mr. DEARMOND, Iam for amending this bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ididnotask youthat. My question is, 
Is the gentleman from Missouri in favor of this bill or against it? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr, Speaker, if the gentleman will allow 
me to answer, the gentleman made the statement that he was sur- 
prised or grieved to find so many Democrats in the House opposed 
to a law for arresting criminals against Cuban law when found in 
the United States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. [didnot sayanything about Cuban law. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The ReEcorp will show, unless the gentle- 
man fixes it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not think I did. 

Mr. DEARMOND. The statement of the gentleman was that 
he was grieved or surprised—either would answer jusi as well—to 
find so many Democrats opposed to a law for arresting criminals 
and bringing them to justice, Isay he has not found one and can 
not find one. The statement is totally gratuitous and entirely 
unfounded and wholly inexcusable. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, then, I am glad to find that the 
gentleman from Missouri is in that most happy and uncertain 
frame of mind where he does not know where he is. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Ican not join with the gentleman froin 
New York in that frame of mind which is habitual to him, 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman will not state whether 
he is for this bill or against it. Now, I ask him again if, when 
this bill is voted on in its present form, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will vote for it or will he vote against it? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the gentleman. 
I think the bill can be made better byamendment. We shall try to 
amend it, and we will not concede that the bill is to be voted on in 
its present form, until the Houseshallsodecide. If the House does 
decide that it does not desire to better it by an amendment, when 
we come to the present form, if nothing better can be had, the gen- 
tleman then will find out how we vote; and I will say to the gentle- 
man frankly that so great is the need for something to correct 
rascality growing out of imperialism and sheltered by it that I 
will go a long way toward meeting an emergency which has arisen 
and which is growing. [Applause on the Democratic side, | 
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Mr. RAY of New York. 
have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes remaining 

Mr. RAY of New York. I wantto be notified at least three or 
feur or five minutes before my time has expired, retaining the 
fic or. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. D—e Armonp] is gradually 
being converted to a frame of mind where he indicates that pos- 
sibly he may support this bill. I think that in course of time he 
could be brought to conclude that he would. I think by the time 
the bill is voted on he will vote for it. He will vote for it because 
he dare not vote against it. 

Now, what is the proposition? I had hoped, Mr. Speaker, to 
avoid all this Cuban discussion. I had hoped that it would not 
be dragged in here. I had hoped that when we found the neces- 
sity for a statute to cover the conditions that have arisen we could 
frame and place upon the statute book an efficient law, a general 
law in gengral terms, that would cover all conditions and emer- 
gencies now existing or that may exist hereafter, and that we could 
place it upon the statute book in a fair way without injecting into 
the discussion any political talk or any denunciation of what this 
Administration has done or may do during our occupation of Cuba. 
But I find that has been impossible. 

Now, what does the gentleman propose to do to this bill by his 
proposed amendinent which he has read? Does he propose to 
change its legal effect? Notatall, Does he propose to change its 
phraseology so far as it would affect the arrest and surrender 
up of offenders? Notatall. But he proposes to substitute words 
that would make this legislation apply to Cuba in terms and not 
to be a general law upon the statute book, and he does this in 
order that some fancied partisan adv antage may be gained by 
heralding in the newspapers and going to the country, perhaps, 
during the approaching campaign with the claim that the 

ublican party found itself, through the criminal acts of some of 
its employees, driven into a corner where it was compelled to 
legislate directly for Cuba. 

This bill as we have reported it has nothing to do with Cuba, 
but it will cover conditions that exist and have arisen out of our 
occupation of thatisland. Thatisall. It is general inits terms. 
lt would apply to all territory that we may occupy in the future, 
It has met the approval of every member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, excepting two or three, sofar as I know. There wereonly 
two votes cast against it in the committee, if my recollection 
serves me right. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Is it not a fact that the proposition to ap- 
ply it cnly to Cuba met the approval of a majority of the Judi- 
ciary Committee and that finally the Judiciary Committee decided 
against it by one majority? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, if it is proper to state what 
occurred in the committee—— 


Mr. sali iin ell ls Sais | Mina: OR aa A aad tas ta ik gu | how much more time 


The gentleman has thirteen 


Mr. DE ARMOND. What have you just stated? Have younot 
just stated how the committee stood? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, now! 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I did not gointo that. You did. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I say if it is proper to state what oc- 
curred in committee, and no one here objects, I am frank to say 
that that proposition of the gentleman, against my opposition, did 
prevail by one vote at one time, and then it was stricken out of 
the bill. Good common sense prevailed finally. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. By one vote. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And I hope it will prevail in this 
House. It was sought to be injected for partisan purposes, It is 
songet ~ be injected into this bill here for partisan an4 political 
pur 

Mr “DE ARMOND. Oh, no; for the honor of the country. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. May I interrupt the gentleman 
just for a minute? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAY of New York. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has seven min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Seven minutes. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. In reference to what happened 
in the committee, I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying 
that two members of the committee voted against his measure. 
Nobody voted against it in the committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. On the final roll call. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Two reserved the right to oppose 
it, if they saw proper inthe House. That is my recollection of it. 

r. RAY of New York. Allright. Nothing should be said on 
the Sour as to what has taken place in the committee, but I have 
offended as much as anyone in that regard. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. You referred to it first. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No, I did not, 
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Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I want to say that every Demo- 
crat in this committee favored this legislation as heartily as you 
did, but not in this particular form. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What do you mean by their manifesting 
their right to o 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I am in favor of this bill if we 
can get nothing better. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About their right; when a man says he 
reserves the right to oppose on the floor, how he manifests his 
desire to support the measure is not obvious. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. We didnot vote against the meas- 
ure in the committee. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He reserves tle right to oppose. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Two members of the committee did 
vote against it on the final call. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 
Mr. RAY of New York. 


I do not know who it was. 

I want to see if that is true and ascer- 
tain how many will vote against it, and how many members will 
vote 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 





None of them will. 

Mr. RAY of New York. None of you on your side? 

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. None. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, then, I want to listen to the rest 
of the discussion, and then I will demand ithe previous question. 

Now, in this situation, when we bring in a bill that is fair and 
honest and not attackable from a legal standpoint, the Democratic 
side of the House insist upon forty minutes on a side for debate. 

What for? To attack the bifl, the legality of it, the fairness of it, 

the pr ny of it, and the necessity for it—no, not at all, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To try to get a better one. 
Mr. RAY of New York. To raise a hue and cry on partisan 
grounds, and try to gain a partisan advantage. * Now, then, con- 
— the balance of your time, and I will move the previous ques- 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Our object was to get a better 
bill, and we think we have the right to do it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Finish up your stump speeches, and 
then I will ask the previous question. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. eet 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. If there had not been any steal- 
ing down there, there would not have been any necessity for the 
“Nir. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that there 
has been so much partisan.politics brought into the discussion of 
this matter here this morning. I have heard agreat deal more of 
it in the last forty minutes than we had in the committee during: 
the entire consideration of the bill. Now, I wish to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am one of those who from the first intended to 
vote for this bill whether it was amended or not; but Iinsist—and 
I do it without any possible reference to any partisan politics— 
that this bill ought to be amended. Thechairman of the commit- 
tee may have some grounds for saying that a portion of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri, in reference 
to the time when American soldiers should be removed from Cuba, 
might have a partisan bearing. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr, Speaker—— 

Mr. FLEMING. But the gentleman will have no excuse for 
saying that the amendment which was accepted by a majority of 
the committee in the first instance has any partisan bearing at all. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, if I had time I would yield. I 
have only five minutes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, now, if you will devotea part of that 
five minutes to explaining to this’ House what legal effect that 
stump speech that you insert there on the end of this bill will have 
upon its construction—— 

Mr. FLEMING. Noman in this House has ever heard me make 
a stump s h here—— 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. No, no; on this amendment. 

Mr. FLEMING. No man has ever heard me make a stump 
a) in debate here, and I have said nothing that indicates that 
I desire to do so. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
the amendment pro 
Mr. FLEMING. If the gentleman will kindly be seated and 
allow me to have my time, I will show him that I do not intend to 
make a stump s h, I will make that plain and clear, 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman entirely misconceives me 
if he uahenseeee that I indicated that he intended to make a 
stump s 

Mr. FLEMING G. Will the gentleman [Mr. Terry] give me 
some more time? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Icharacterized the amendment of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Missouri as being in the nature of astump 
speech and having no tendency whatever to affect the legal con- 
struction of the measure. It is that portion of the amendment of 


I donot refer to theremarks. I refer to 
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the gentleman from M?:souri that I would like the gentleman to | man onght not to make a question of order upon a question which 
explain. , | has already been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. FLEMING. Now, as [ had only five minutes, I am going Mr. DE ARMOND. But I want to be heard upon the question. 
to call upon the chairman of the committee to yield me sufficient The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has decided the ques- 
time to make up for all I have lost by allowing the gentleman | tion. 


from Maine to make his stump speech. | Mr.DEARMOND. But the Chair has not heard any discussion. 
Mr. TERRY. I gave the gentleman five minutes. The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has decided that no 
Mr. RAY of New York. How much time have youremaining? | amendment is in order until the end of the forty minutes’ debate, 
Mr. TERRY. Only three minutes, and that is all there is. | Mr. DE ARMOND. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. FLEMING. I think you have eight minutes more. | Mr. PAYNE. I move that the appeal lie on the table. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield two minutes of my time to the Mr. DE ARMOND. But, Mr. Speaker, I have the floor. 
gentleman from Georgia, my colleague on the committee. | TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has the floor, and 


Mr. FLEMING. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state | he offered the amendment. The Chair held that the amendment 
to him that there are men on that side of the House, Republican | was not in order, The gentleman appealed from the decision of 
members of the committee, who voted yesterday for what I pre- | the Chair, and the gentleman from New York moved to lay that 
sented. — on the table. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question is simply this: This bill has | he question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
the following aawane: ‘*That whenever any foreign country or | judgment of the House? 
territory or any part thereof is occupied by the United States.” | Mr. TERRY. Does the Chair hold that the gentleman from 
There is not a foot of earth in the world to-day that that language | Missouri.can not debate the question of the appeal? 
can apply to except the island of Cuba. Now, I submit we ought The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has made the ruling 
to strike out that language and insert in it the words, ‘‘the | usual under these circumstances—that having once decided the 
island of Cuba,” in order to confine it to that island, and let | question he will not hear an argument upon it. 
the world see that this extraordinary legislation is passed by us| Mr. TERRY. I know the Chair will not hear, but the House 
to meet an emergency and is not intended to stand as a part | might be given achance, [Laughter.] 
of the permanent statute law of the United States. Myreasonis|; The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair had hoped the gentle 
this: Leave it on the books as you have it here, and what does it | man from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] knew, and regrets to find that 
imply? It implies that the American Congress has begun to work | he does not, that a motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 
and lay the foundation for extending the operation of theirlaws| Mr. TERRY. I do not know how the gentleman from New 
and courts over other territory, which we may or perhaps intend | York got the floor while the gentleman from Missouri was on it. 
in the future to conquer and hold under military power. Why | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, did not the gen- 
should we wish to put the world upon any such notice, when I | tleman from Missouri have the floor? 
hope to God we have got no such intention? The SPEAKER pro tempore. He didnot. The ruling is abso- 

Mr. Speaker, if France, or Germany, or Russia, or England | lutely clear through the whole line of decisions, The gentleman 
were to = upon their statute books such a law as this, proclaim- | appeals from the decision of the Chair. 
ing a policy that it was going to pursue in those countries which | Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has he not the right to be 
it should hereafter conquer and hold under military rule, it would | heard on the appeal? 
stir every diplomatic circle in Europe. I say that the Congress of The SPEAKER pro tempore. Notatall, Following an appeal, 
the United States is placing us in a false attitude when you put | the motion to lay on the table is always in order, 
in general terms a law on the statute book which can apply only Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But will the Chair excuse me 
to Cuba, but which is subject to the inference that this country | a moment? The exact language of the gentleman from Missouri 
intends to send its armies to other countries and hold them in | was this: 
military occupation. I appeal from the decision, and ask to be heard on the appeal. 

Do we intend to notify Canada that the American Army is to Mr. RAY of New York. I call for the regular order. 
invade that country, and when a man commits a crime there we Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, while the gentleman 
will send him back. Do we intend to notify Mexico and the re- | from Missouri was occupying the floor in that way, the gentleman 
publics of South America that we are laying a basis for military | from New York rose and moved to lay the appeal on the table. 
occupation of their country? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 

I submit, Mr, Speaker, that this law is worse than a blunder; it | has stated the exact facts; and the Chair rules that, notwithstand- 
is almost a crime to express it in the language in which it stands, | ing all that, the gentleman from New York had a right to make 
when it is so easy to correct it and when it was corrected in com- | his motion; and nobody knows it better than the gentleman from 
mittee, until some question of partisan politics was injected into it. | Mississippi. 

I sincerely hope that the chairman of the Judiciary Committee will Mr. TERRY. If you smother up investigation in Cuba as you 
have the fairness and magnanimity to accept the amendment | do discussion in the House, there will be no use of extraditing. 
which was carried by a majority of his colleagues in the commit- | [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. | 

tee, and let the House vote upon it. and let it stand on its merits,| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
and not give notice to the world that we are laying the founda- | the gentleman from New York to lay the appeal on the table, 

tion to put other countries under military subjection and expose| Mr. DE ARMOND. TIriseto a parliamentary inquiry. 

us to the injustice arising from the suspicion that we have designs | The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as are in favor of the 
upon other countries on the Western Soakiohers. [Applause on | motion of the gentleman from New York will say ‘‘aye” [the 


the Democratic side. } | affirmative vote was given]; contrary opinion ‘‘ no,” {the negative 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer the amendments, 1 propose | vote was given]: the ayes appear to have it. 

to strike out the words—— | Mr. DEARMOND. lIcall for a division. 
Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman has noright tooffer| The question being again taken, there were—ayes 107, noes 96, 


an amendment. | Mr. DE ARMOND. I think we had better have tellers. 
Mr. FLEMING, My time has not expired, and I have a right The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask for 
to read them in my time. My first amendment is to strike out the | tellers? 
words ‘*that whenever any foreign country or territory, or any Mr. DEARMOND. Yes, sir. 
part thereof” and insert the words ‘‘while the island of Cuba.” | Tellers were ordered. 
Second, I propose to amend by striking out, in lines 9 and 10 and Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
in lines 21 and 22, the words “such foreign country or territory” | nays. 
and insert the words ‘‘the island of Cuba.” The legal effect of | The yeas and nays were ordered. 
this amendment and the object and intention of the amendment The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 
is not politics at all, but to get the bill in a proper shape asit| Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 





should be, Would it be in order to have read the amendment on which the 
Mr. TERRY, I now yield the remainder of my time to my col- | Speaker has ruled? 
league on the committee, Mr. DE ARMOND. The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr, DE ARMOND, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- Mr. DEARMOND. The reason I thought it might be in order 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. was because the Chair prefaced his ruling by saying that he knew 


Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman has no right to offer | nothing about it. 
an amendment. If he does not desire to occupy the time, I will | The SPEAKER pro tempore, Debate is not in order. The 


take the floor. Clerk will call the roll. 
The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair holds that the amend- The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, but was interrupted by 
ment is not in order. Mr. FLEMING, whosaid: Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to be heard on the question whether | inquiry. Iwish toknowthe precise question on which we are voting. 
the amendment is in order. he SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state his par- 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair holds that the gentle- | liamentary inquiry, 
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Mr. FLEMING. 
make it intelligible. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that the roll is being called. 

Mr. FLEMING. lIamasking information in regard to the ques- 
ticn to be voted on, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question. The gentleman from Missouri offered an amendment to 
the pending measure, The Chair ruled that during the forty min- 
utes allowed for debate it was not in order to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FLEMING. Isimply wanted to know 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thereupon the gentleman from 
Missouri appealed from the decision of theChair. The gentleman 
from New York moved to lay that appeal on the table; and the | 


Let me ask the question in such a formas will | 





York. 

Mr. FLEMING. I simply wanted to know whether the appeal 
was from the ruling that the gentleman from New York could 
take the gentleman from Missouri off the floor. I think the 
ruling of the Chair on the parliamentary point as stated by him 
is correct 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So does the Chair. 

Mr. FLEMING. But that the action of the Chair in taking the 
gentleman from Missouri off the floor was wrong. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 101, 
answered “ present” 17, not voting 105; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 





The Chair will of course state the | 


| 
. . . + y | 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from New 


{Laughter. ] | 
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Acheson, Esch, Landis, Reeves, 
Adains, Faris, Lane, Rodenberg, 
Aldrich, Fleming, Lawrence, Shattuc, 
Alexander, Fletcher, Littauer, Shelden, 
Allen, Me. Fowler, Littlefield, Sherman, 
Babeock, Freer, Long, Showalter, 
Bailey, Kans. Gardner, N.J. Loud, Sibley, 
Barney, Gibson, Loudenslager, Smith, H.C. 
Bartholdt, Gill, Lovering, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bishop, Gillet, N. .. Lybrand, Southard, 
Boutell, TM. Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Spal-ling, 
Bowersock, Graff, Mann, Sperry, 
Brick, Greene, Mass. Marsh, Steele, 
Brosius, Grosvenor, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Brown, Grow, Miller, Stewart, N. J. 
Burkett, Hamilton, Minor, Stewart, N.Y. 
Burleigh, Haugen, Mondell, Sulloway, 
Burton, Hawley, Moody, Mass. Tawney, 
Cannon, Heatwole, Moody, Oreg. Thomas, Iowa 
Clarke, N. H. Hedge, Morgan, Tompkins, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Needham, Vreeland, 
Corliss, Hepburn, O'Grady, Wachter, 
Cromer, Hill Olnsted, Wadsworth, 
Crumpacker, Hitt, Otjen, Warner, 
Cushman, Hoffecker, Overstreet, Waters, 
Dahle, Wis. Hopkins, Packer, Pa. Weeks, 
Dalzell, Howell, Parker, N. J. White, 
Davenport,8.A. Jack, Payne, Wise, 
Davidson, Jones, Wash. Pearson, Wright, 
Dick, Joy, Pearre, Young. 
Driscoll, Kahn, Phillips, 
Eddy, Kerr, Ray. 
Emerson, Lacey, Reeder, 

NAYS—101. 
Allen, Ky. Elliott, Little, Sheppard, 
Atwater. Finley, Livingston, Sims, 
Bailey, Tex. Fitzgerald, Mass. Lloyd, Slayden, 
Bail, Fitzgerald,N.Y. McLain, Spight, 
Bartlett, Foster, McRae, Stallings, 
Bell, Gaston, Maddox, Stark, 
Bellamy, Gilbert, Meekison, Stephens, Tex. 
Benton, Glynn, Moon, Stokes, 
Berry, Gordon, Neville, Sulzer, 
Bradley, Green, Pa, Newlands, Sutherland, 
Breazeale, Griffith, Pierce, Tenn. Talbert, 
Brenner, Griggs, seat, Tate, 
Brundidge, Hall, Ransdell, Terry, 
Burleson, Henry, Miss. Rhea, Ky. Thomas, N.C, 
Caldwell, Howard, Richardson, Underwood, 
Chanler, Jett, Ridgely, Vandiver, 
Clayton, Ala. Johnston, Rixey, Williams, J. R. 
Cochran, Mo. King, Robb, Williams, W. E. 


Cowherd, 

Cox, 

De Armond, 

De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Driggs, 


Boreing, 
Butler, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cousins, 
Dovener, 


Adamson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Bingham, 


Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Latimer, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"—17. 


Gaines, 
Hull, 
Jenkins, 
Knox, 
Lanham, 


Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 
Ruppert, 

Ryan, N.Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Shackleford, 


McClellan, 
Mahon, 
Meyer, La. 
Naphen, 
Taylor, Ala. 


NOT VOTING—105. 


Boutelle, Me. 
Brantley, 
srewer, 
romvell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 


Burke, 8. Dak, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burnett, 
Calderhead, 
Campbel) 
Capron, 
Carmack, 


Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Zenor, 

Ziegler. 


Wheeler, Ky. 
Wilson, 8. C. 


Catchings, 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Crowley, 


’ 

Crump, Hay, Muller, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Cummings, Hemenway, Noonan, Snodgrass, 

| Curtis, Henry, Tex. Norton, Ohio Sparkman, 
Cusack, Jones, Va. Norton, 5. G Sprague, 
Daly, N. J. Ketcham, Otey, Stewart, Wis 
Davenport, 8. W. Lassiter, Pearce, Mo. Swanson, 
Davey, Levy, Polk, Tayler, Ohio 
Davis, Linney, Powers, Thayer, 
Dayton, Lorimer, Prince, Thropp, 
Denny, McAleer, Pugh, Tongue, 
Dolliver, McCall, Rhea, Va. Turner, 


Underhill, 


McCulloch, 
Van Voorhis, 


McDowell, 


Riordan, 


Fitzpatrick, 
Roberts, 


F< yrdney, 


Foss, McPherson, Robertson, La. Wanger, 
Fox, May, Russell, Watson, 
Gamble, Mesick, Scudder, Weaver, 
Gardner, Mich. Metcalf, Shafroth, Weymouth. 
Gayle, Miers, Ind. Small, 

Graham, Morris, Smith, Ii. 

Grout, Mudd, Smith, Ky. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. | 
voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the gentleman from lov 
Mr. McPuerson. I desire to be marked “ present.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER; but I forgot it, and voted ‘‘no.” Iwa 
to withdraw my vote and be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I am paired with the gentle. 
man from California, Mr. MetcaLr, I desire to withdraw iny 
vote and to answer ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. HULL. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Hay. I am informed that he did not vote. I therefore 
desire to withdraw my vote and to answer ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I am paired with tho gentleman 
from West Virginia, Mr. Dayton. I voted ‘‘no.” I desire to 
withdraw my vote and to answer ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, Mr. RussELL. Therefore I desire to withdraw my vote 
and to be recorded ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. MAHON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Orry. I desire to withdraw my vote and to answer ‘‘ present.” 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For the session: 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr, ATWATER, 

Mr. Hutu with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. RvussELL with Mr. MCCLELLAN, 

Mr. WANGER with Mr, ADAMSON. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WixLson of South Carolina. 

Mr. MetcaLr with Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuL.Locu. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDowELL, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr, Fox. 

Mr. SoUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BovuTe..e of Maine with Mr. RoBerTSsON of Louisiana, 

Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr, JENKINS with Mr. SmitH of Kentucky, 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. Brovussarp, 

Mr. BorEING with-Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr, CATCHINGS, 

Mr. KetouamM with Mr. MULLER, 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. CLARK of Missouri, 

Mr. McCa.. with Mr. GAINgEs, 

Mr. BurKE of South Dakota with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. Giiuet of New York with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 

Mr. PackER of Pennsylvania with Mr. PoLk, 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. BARBER. 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Mrers of Indiana, 

Mr. MAHON with Mr. OTEY. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. Cusack, 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. CocHRANE of New York with Mr. Davis, 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. RoBeErRtTs with Mr. NAPHEN, 

Mr. Poeun with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 

Mr. BuLL with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. MgsiIck with Mr. BurKE of Texas. 

Mr. DayTon with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 

For this day: 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. ForRDNEY with Mr. Denny. 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr, CAPRON with Mr. RIorRDAN, 
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Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. CLayTon of New York, 

Mr. BiInGHAM with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr, Lanuam. 

Mr. Smita of Illinois with Mr, DaLy of New Jersey, 

Mr. Foss with Mr, CUMMINGS, 

Mr. GRAHAM With Mr, GAyLe. 

Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. Noonan, 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. May. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS with Mr. ScuDDER. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. JonxEs of Virginia. 

Mr. TonavueE with Mr. SMALL, 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. SHAFROTH, 

Mr. THropP with Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Liyney with Mr, Lassiter. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. a I find that I am paired, on the read- 
ing of the pairs. I desire to withdraw my vote and to answer 
« present.” 

Mr. COUSINS. I find that my pair with the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN, has been extended. I therefore wish to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. BOREING. A pair was announced between the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Mr. FirzpaTrick, and myself. I understood our 
pair was at an end, as we are both present in the city. I will ask 
if the gentleman voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr, FirzpaTRIckK, did not vote. 

Mr. BOREING, I will then withdraw my vote. 
because I understood that our pair was at an end. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the vote will 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER, I understand that [ am paired with my col- 
league, Mr, BARBER. If so, I desire to withdraw my vote and 
to be marked ‘‘ present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
he is paired or not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that Iam paired. I thought the 
gentleman [Mr. Barber] hadreturned, I will withdraw my vote, 
and answer “ present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. D—E Armonp] for three minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not know of any useful 
purpose to which the three minutes can be devoted. Perhaps I 
may employ that time to some extent in giving expression to my 
surprise at the ruling of the Speaker pro tempore. I understood 
the Speaker pro tempore, when I first proposed to offer the amend- 
ment, to announce to the House that he was acting under instruc- 
tions, and that really he did not know anything about the ques- 
tion involved. Ithink bothstatementsweretrue. Iaccepted both 
of them asabsolutely andunqualifiedly correct, Now,inthatcon- 
dition of things, I hoped that the instructions might be removed 
temporarily, and I hoped that the Speaker pro tempore might in- 
form himself upon the subject or that he might apply to some one 
who had the information. 

In this condition of things I was not prepared for the rude sur- 
prise which came when he ruled out of order the amendment 
which I offered. It was in the nature of a shock, because when 
the Speaker pro tempore had so plaintively announced that he 
was acting under instructions, oad that really he knew nothing 
about it, and when the House had accepted so placidly and with 
such implicit confidence the statement of the Speaker pro tempore, 
{ thought that at a later stage of the proceedings we would find 
ourselves in a condition where this amendment might be enter- 
tained. This is only one of many disappointments that occur in 
this Honse, 

The hope I have now is that if the gentleman from New York 
persists in his apparent purpose to force the previous question 
upon the House before the House has an opportunity to consider 
what is really good for Neely and some other people, the House 
will not sustain him, but will vote down this demand for the pre- 
vious question and will use its enlightened judgment in determin- 
ing what is best in the matter of the amendment in good time, 
after the previous question is voted down. It seems to me that 
the gentlemen of the committee ought not to shrink from that 
test. It would seem to me that with twenty or thirty majority, a 
majority increased by very close elections here since we met here, 
the gentleman ought not to shrink from that test. 

If the bill proposed is better than the amendment which I have 
offered, it would seem that this House, the majority of this House, 
- a direct vote would sustain the gentleman who proposes the 

ill. However, they must entertain some doubt upon the subject, 
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The gentleman from Kentucky, 


I only voted 


The gentleman knows whether 
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and the proponents of the bill are presumed to have good reason 
forthe doubt. I believe the amendment that I have offered would 
improve the bill, andif the gentlemen will not permit the amend- 
ment to be considered, it is because they do not desire to have the 
bill improved, but desire to have it go afar as it is, go even in ad- 
vance of the Constitution, according to their theory. I see the 
gavel is in the air, and I yield to it. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, the House is never in- 
structed, but always entertained, when it listens to its common 
scold. I now move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to its final passage. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. DE ARMOND, 
order !”] 

Mr. LANHAM. I want to make a suggestion about a typo- 
graphical error in the bill, which I think ought to be corrected, 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman calls my attention to 
a typographical error. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, let that go. 

Mr. LANHAM. Itis a typographical error on page 3, line 10, 
Itshould be ‘‘surrendered.” Thereisan ‘‘a” thereinstead of ‘‘d.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the Clerk informs the Chair that the 
correction has been made already. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Pending the motion for the previous ques- 
tion, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM, And then I want to suggest to the gentleman 
from New York further, whether it would be in order to perfect 
the bill on page 3, line 7, where the word ‘‘therein” is used, to 
usethe words ‘‘ United States?” We have used the word “ therein” 
three different times. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
We went over it carefully. 

Mr. LANHAM, Possibly it does, but I think it would be 
clearer. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
demands the previous question upon the bill and amendments to 
its final passage. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Pending that, I make a motion to recom- 
mit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. DEARMOND: Will the Speaker kindly read Rule XVII? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Not read it to the House, but for his own 
information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the Chair will read it tothe 
House. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered 
by a majority of members voting, if a quorum be present, shall have the 
effect to cut off all debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the 
immediate question or questions on which it has been asked and ordered. The 
previous question may be asked and ordered upon a single motion, a series 
of motions allowable under the rules, or an amendment or amendments, or 
may be made toembrace all authorized motions or amendments and include 
the bill to its passage or rejection. It shall be in order, pending the motion 
for, or after the previous question shall have been ordered on its passage, 
for the Speaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without 
instructions, to a standing or select committee. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That is what I had in mind. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will call the attention 
of the gentleman from Missouri to the ruling of the Speakers of 
the House, which seem to have been uniform. Section 1015, page 
538 of Hinds’s Parliamentary Precedents, says: 


He did not hearyou. (Cries of ‘ Regular 


It plainly refers to the United States, 


The motion to commit under section 1 of Rule XVII is not in order before 
the engrossment and third reading, although the previous question may be 
ordered on the engrossment and third reading to the passage at one vote. 
On May 26, 1896, the House had under consideration the bill (H. BR. 8282) re 
lating to the use of alechol in the arts, and the previous question, on motion 
of Mr. Waltu> Evans, of Kentucky, had been ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments to the passage, when Mr. William E. Barrett, of Massachusetts, pro 
posed a motion to recommit with instructions. 

The Speaker held that the motion would not be in order until the bill had 

ed to be engrossed and had been read a third time, saying: 

“The Chair supposes that the practical principle involved is this: After 
the House has proceeded to amendment of the bill, and the bill has reached 
its final position, ready to be engrossed, or ordered to be engrossed, then, if 
the House is dissatisfied with it, it may move to commit, or recommit, as the 
phraseology ordinarily is. That is to enable the House to correct its action 
in case the bill when finished is not satisfactory.”’ 


So that, following the uniform ruling of the Speakers of tho 
House, the Chair holds that the motion of the gentleman is not 
in order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the Speaker willindulge me. My only 
object is to call attention to the apparent conflict between tho 
ruling of the Speakers and the rule, providing the rule at that 
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time was the same. 
reads as follows: 

It shal! be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its pean. for the Speaker to entertain and 
—— ‘a to commit, with or without instructions, toa standing or 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is perhaps a discrepancy, 
but the practice of the House, since the ruling of Speaker Reed, 
has been uniform. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Of course the rules will have to yield to 
the rulings, I suppose. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question upon the bill and amendments to ee pesenee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Dr ARMOND) there were—ayes 92, noes 82. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. Ray 
of New York and Mr. De ArRMoND of Missouri. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, 
noes 94, 

So the previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the motion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Missouri at the proper time to make his motion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
moves to recommit the bill with the following instructions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I move to recommit the pending bill to the Committee on the Judiciary 
with instructions to report the same back to the House as soon as possible, so 
amended as to make it apply to Cuba only, and only during the occupancy 
thereof by the United States, and limit such occupancy so as to secure to the 
Cubans their present right to be free and independent, as the observance of 
the solemn pledge of the United States in honor imperatively demands. 


The rule seems to be reasonably clear, and 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order | 


against that, that it is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND., I would like to be heard on the point of 
order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This bill has no reference to any such 
subject; does not refer to Cuba or its occupancy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the gentle- 
man from Missouri can be heard on the point of order. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I object. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The parliamentary inquiry is, Whether 
upon a point of order any member has a right to be heard unless 
the Presiding Officer be sufficiently well satisfied or indisposed 
and refuses to hear him? Anda furtherinquiry is, Has any mem- 
ber upon the floor a right to object to any member being heard 
upon a point of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention 
of the gentleman from Missouri to Rule XVII, paragraph 3, of 
the rules of this House, which says: 


All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the pre- 
vious question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on ap- 
peal or otherwise, without debate. 


Mr. DEARMOND. This is the pending questidn, whether we 
shall recommit. The point of order is made against that motion; 
and upon that point of order I would like to be heard, That is 
the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of the opinion—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. One point of order is now pending. 

Mr. TALBERT. The point of order I make is that a point of 
order can not be raised against a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is following the uni- 
form practice of the House. 

The Chair is of opinion that this is a troublesome question. The 
a of the gentleman from Missouri to recommit this bill 
with certain instructions appears to the Chair to be a limitation 
upon the operation of the bill itself; and while there is in the 
proposition certain language which the Chair would hold obnox- 
ious to the point of order, if it were not explanatory of the text of 
the motion, the Chair is inclined to overrule the point of order. 
The question therefore is upon the motion to recommit with in- 
structions. 

- Mr. RAY of New York. On that I demand the previous ques- 
ion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I ask that the instructions be again read. 

The Clerk again read the proposed instructions of Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the 
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motion to recommit with instructions). 
| have it. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. 





I call for a division. 





May 23. 


The ayes appear 


The question being again taken, there were—ayes 89, noes 97, 


Mr. DE ARMOND. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 12 
answered ‘‘ present” 15, not voting 104; as follows: 


Allen, Ky. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
3erry, 
Bradley, 
Breazeale, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Chanler, 
Clayton, Ala. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
Cummings, 

De Armond, 

De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 
Dinsmure, 
Dougherty, 
Driggs, 


Adams. 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
nee, 
Boutell, I. 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clarke, N. EL 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzeli, 


Davenport, 8. A. 


Davidson, 
Dayton, 
Dick, 


Boreing, 
Brenner, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cousins, 


Acheson, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Bankhead, 
Barber, 
Barham, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Brantley, 
Brewer. 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Tex. 
Burnett, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
cueteee, 
Catchings 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 


YEAS—106. 
Elliott, Little, 
Finley, Livingston, 


Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Fleming, 

Foster, 

Gaston, 

Gilbert, 

Glynn, 

Gordon, 

Green, Pa. 
Griffith, 

Griggs, 

Hall, 

Henry, Miss. 
Howard, 


Lloyd, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Meekison, 
Moon, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Pierce, Tenn 
Polk, 
Quarles, 
Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 


Jett, Richardson, 
Johnston, Ridgely, 
King, Rixey, 
Kitchin, Robb, 
Kleberg, Robinson, Ind 
Kluttz, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lamb, Rucker, 
Latimer, Ruppert, 
Lentz, Ryan, N. Y. 
Lester, Ryan, Pa. 
Lewis, Salmon, 
NAYS—1227. 
Driscoll, Kerr, 
Eddy, Lacey, 
Emerson, Landis, 
Esch, Lane, 
Faris, Lawrence, 
Fletcher, Littauer, 
Foss, Littlefield, 
Fowler, Long, 
Freer, Loud, 
Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, 
Gibson, Lovering, 


Gillett, Mass. 
Greene, Mass. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hawley. 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 


Ly brand, 
McCleary, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor. 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 


Henry, Conn. Morgan, 
Hepburn, Needham, 
Hill, O'Grady, 
Hitt, Olmsted, 
Hoffecker, Otjen, 
Hopkins, Overstreet. 
Howell, Packer, Pa. 
Jack, Parker, N. J. 
Jones, Wash. Payne, 
Joy, Pearce, Mo. 
Kahn, Pearson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1. 
Gaines, Lanham, 
Gardner, Mich. McClellan, 
Jenkins, McDowell, 
Knox, Mahon, 
NOT VOTING—104 
Cooper, Tex. Lassiter, 
Crump, Levy, 
Cusack, Linney, 
Dahle, Wis. Lorimer, 
Daly, N. J. McAleer, 
Davenport, 8. W. McCall, 
Davey, McCulloch, 
Davis, McPherson, 
Denny, May. 
Dolliver, Mesick, 
Dovener. Miers, Ind 
Fitzpatrick, Moody, Oreg. 
Fordney, Mudd, 
Fox. Muller, 
Gamble, Naphen, 
Gayle, Noonan, 
Gill, Norton, Ohio 
Gillet, N. ¥. Norton, 8. C. 
Graff, Otey, 
Graham, Powers, 
Hay, Prince, 
Hemenway, Pugh, 
Henry, Tex. Reeves, 
Hull, Riordan, 
Jones, Va. Roberts, 
Ketcham, Robertson, La 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden, 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 

ee et. 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Terry, 
Underwood, 
Vandiver, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, J. R 
Williams, W.E 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Zenor, 

Ziegler. 


Jnke PERERA RAF 
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Pearre, 

Phillips, 

Ray, 

Reeder, 
Rodenberg, 
Shattuc, 

Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 

Sprague, 

Steele, 

Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tompkins, 
Warner, 

Waters, 

Weaver, i 
Weeks, Bh. 
White, = 
Wise, x 
Wright, Pe 
Young. , 


ei egal eile HF ee 
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Meyer, La 
Morris, 
Taylor, Ala 


Russell, 

Scudder, 

Shackleford, 

Small, 

Smith, Il. 

Smith, Ky. 

Smith, Wm. Alden, 
Snodgrass, 

Southard, ¥ 
Sparkman, ‘ 
Sulloway, ' 4 
Swanson. 

Tayler, Ohio 

Thayer, 

Thomas, N. C. 

Thropp, 

Tongue, a 
Turner, 
Underhill. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wachter. 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Weymouth. 


So the motion of Mr. Dz ARMOND to recommit the bill with 


instructions was re 
The following ad 
For this day: 


Mr. WACHTER with Mr. BRENNER. 
Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 


— 
itional pairs were announced: 
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Mr. BRENNER. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘‘aye;” but as Iam 
paired with the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. WacurTer, I desire 
to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Mr. Speaker, when my name 
was called I answered ‘‘ present,” because I have been paired with 
the gentleman from California, Mr. MetcaLr. But it seems the 
eentieman was in the hall and voted, If permissible, I would like 
to change my vote from ‘‘ present” to ‘‘ aye.” 

The name of Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky was again called, and 
he voted “‘aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question being then taken on the passage of the bill, it was 

yassed. 
: On motion of Mr. RAY of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the yote by which the vote was passed was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. LOUD, by unanimous consent, the House took 
up for consideration the amendments of the Senate to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask unanimous consent that the House noncon- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate and ask a conference. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Loup, Mr, 
GARDNER of New Jersey, and Mr. SWANSON as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 1423. An act for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon in the city of Elizabeth, N. J.; 

S, 2868. An act to provide for the purchuse of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Grand Junction, in the 
State of Colorado; and 

S. 3115, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Mo- 
ran. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
8582) making appropriations for the support of the Regular and 
Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
Bame: 

H. R. 6876. An act providing for the transfer to Post 39, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now 
in possession of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia; and 

H. J. Res. 255. Joint resolution to print the annual reports of 
the American Historical Association. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

8. 124. An act regulating permits for private conduits in the 
District of Columbia; and 


5. 4048. An act to amend an act regulating the inspection of | 


flour in the District of Columbia, approved December 21, 1898. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

5. 1423. An act for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon in the city of Elizabeth, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

_ 5. 2868. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Grand Junction, in the State 
of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

5. 3115. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Moran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE AT PARIS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State in regard to the 
— sed American National Institute at Paris, fo be erected on ground to 
donated by the Government of France and to be free from taxation. 
E " WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
XECUTIVE MANSION, May 23, 1900. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION FOR ALASKA BILL. 
; - WARNER. I ask unanimous consent that at 5 o'clock 
0-day the House take a recess until 8 o'clock, and that there be 


an evening session from 8 o'clock till half past 10 for the further 
Consideration of the Alaska bill. 











Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
say to the gentleman that a bill so important as this should, I 
think, receive the consideration of the House, and it will not r 
ceive due consideration if taken up at a time when members gen 
erally are not present, as would be the case at an evening session. 
For that reason I intend to object now. If later it should be dem- 
onstrated that the bill can not be passed at this session of Congress 
without an evening session, then I will withdraw the objection; 
but I think that in the first instance we ought to undertake to 
consider the bill at times when it will receive the attention of 
members of the House. 

Mr. WARNER. Thereare overathousand sections to the bill; 
and we have considered only 26. It is very important that the 
bill be passed by the House in time to go back to the Senate and 
be sent to the President. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprr- 
Woop] objects. 


REVISION AND REDUCTION OF WAR-REVENUE TAXES, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I offered this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means have leave tosit during 
the recess to consider the subject of the revision and reduction of the war 
revenue taxes 

The SPEAKER. 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not suppose any gentleman desires any 
debate on this resolution, as the matter has been pretty thoronghly 
debated this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is adopted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I simply asked for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, for the first time in his life, must 
confess that he has committed an error. |Laughter.| The reso- 
lution has not been passed. 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson]} and the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. UNDERWOOD] may extend in the REcoRD their remayks made 
this morning, the leave to extend to be for the period of five days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne} 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
Rosrnson] and the gentleman from Alabama |Mr. UNpERWoop| 
be allowed to extend their remarks for five days. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
like to be included in that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] asks unanimous consent that he be 
permitted to extend his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask a like privilege for those who 
made remarks on the bill that just passed the House a little while 
ago—the Neely extradition bill. 

TheSPEAKER,. The gentlemanfrom Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent that those who spoke upon the bill with respect to extra- 
dition, passed this afternoon, have leave to extend their remarks. 

Mr. TERRY. For five days. 

The SPEAKER. For five days. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the understanding that their remarks 
shall pertain to the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas accept 
the modification proposed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to that at all, but I do object 
to a general leave to print. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it ought to be like the other, 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, I will let it go that way then, that they be 
permitted to extend their remarks on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas amends his 
request to the effect that the extended remarks shall apply to the 
bill discussed. Is there now objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from New York {Mr. Payne}. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY H. R. 11000, 


Mr. KLEBERG. Iask unanimous consent to print the views 
of the minority on House bill 11000. 
The SPEAKER. The geatleman from Texas asks unanimous 


Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 





Mr. Speaker, I should 


ON 
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eonsent of the House to file the views of the minerity on House 


bill 11000. Is there objection? 
There was no objection, 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS FOR HAWAII, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER. The seein from New York calls up a 
privileged bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill (S. 4560) to provide for officers in the customs district 
of Hawaii was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be in the customs district of Hawaii 
one collector, who shall reside at Honolulu, and who shall receive a salary of 
$4,000 per annum, and such deputy collectors and other customs officers as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall deem necessary. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that a bill like this 
passed the last House unanimously, and this bill is unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE, With the opportunityto move an amendment to 
limit the number of officers, I am ready to consent to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. McRAE. With an opportunity to move an amendment to 
limit the number of officers. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, if the gentleman desires to offer an amend- 
ment, I will yield to him for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection, with that understanding? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been read. It simply 
provides for a collector of customs at Honolulu, at a salary of 
$4,000 a year. While the bill that passed the House regulated the 
matter of customs duties for the Hawaiian Islands and created 
customs districts, it did not provide for any collector of customs 
at Honolulu, That was an omission. I want to say that in the 
last Congress a bill was introduced in the House providing for 
the collection of customs in the Hawaiian Islands, providing col- 
lection districts, and also providing for this very officer, a col- 
lector of customs at Honolulu, at a salary of $4,000. It was the 
unanimous voice of the committee at that time, and of the House 
as well, but the bill was not acted upon by the Senate. I under- 
stand at the Treasury Department that they are anxious that this 
legislation be had now, because they want to send officials there 
to provide for the collection of the customs, to reach there by the 
15th of June. If I mistake not, the Hawaiian bill goes into oper- 
ation on the ist of July. 

Mr. KNOX. Forty-five days from the date of its passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. It will be necessary for the officials to reach 
there by the 15th of June in order to get the machinery in order 
to collect the customs, 

— KNOX, It goes into effect earlier than the gentieman 
stated, 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY, Isit proposed to put a tax upon commerce 
between the Hawaiian Islands and the United States, the same as 
we imposed a short time ago in the case of Porto Rigo? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not by this bill. I will say, however, that the 
House and Senate did im in the Hawaiian bill a tax upon 
articles coming from the Hawaiian Islands, which articles were 
imported into the Hawaiian Islands from foreign countries prior 
to the passage of the bill. While the gentleman from Kansas 
| Mr. RipGeLy] may regard this as a violation of the Constitution, 
yet both sides of the House fractured the Constitution with re- 
spect to the Hawaiian bill, if that is a fracture of it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Can the gentleman inform us as to whether 
his committee would favor a tax upon the commerce between this 
country and the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not speak for the committee. So far as I 
am concerned, I am in favor of the provision that was put in the 
Hawaiian bill, to put the full tariff duties of the United States 
upon all articles the products of foreign countries which were 
imported into Hawaii previous to the passage of the bill and after- 
wards imported into the United States. 

Mr. RIDGELY. How about goods that are produced there and 
goods that are produced here being exchanged? 

Mr.PAYNE. Oh, sufficient to say that I voted for the Hawaiian 
bill, which does not impose a duty upon those articles, che Ha- 
waiian people not having had any hurricane or any other de- 
structive calamity, and having sufficient resources within them- 
selves to provide for the government of the islands otherwise than 
by paper duties upon articles of traffic between this country 
and the Hawaiian Islands. There is no necessity for it, and of 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
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course I did not suggest any, but I voted for the bill which pro. 
vides for duties upon the articles which I have stated, 

Mr. McCKAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkansas de- 
sires to make a statement. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope the gentleman will modify the bill and 
limit the number of officers to be employed. I do not think that 
he should give to an executive officer the right to appoint as many 
as he may deem necessary, without any maximum limitation. 

Mr. PAYNE, I think that is the provision of the general lavwy, 

Mr. McRAE. I think not. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the same provision that was in the bill two 
years ago. 

Mr. McRAE. Then the bill was wrong two yearsago. Thero 
ought not to be any law allowing to an Executive Department tho 
right to fix the number of officers without some limit. I do not 
know in this case how many they ought to have; but the Depart- 
ment ought to have some idea of the number of people that wil! 
be necessary to perform the work, and the committee should hayo 
obtained such information and made a limit. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman think his own state- 
ment refutes his position? 

Mr. McRAE. It does; but if I had charge of the bill, I would 
know more about it than it appears is known by the gentleman in 
charge of it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You say you do not know the number re- 
quired. Now, do you not believe that the Secretary of the Treas. 
ay is better capable of determining that than a member of tho 
House? 

Mr. McRAE. He ought to be able to tell the committee what 
the public service requires. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It might require five men at one time and ten 
men at another. It all depends upon the amount of commerce. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say tothe gentleman from Arkansas 
that it is within the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
as to how many officials he will appoint at nearly every subport 
in the United States—where there are subportsof entry. I know 
it is so in my district, and under one Administration there were 
more Officials than under another, without any change of law, 
and it was found to be lawful in each case, It dopants entirely 
upon the Administration; and it is a matter that you can not fix 
a hard and fast rule about, especially in regard to this country, as 
we have to go there and try and find out what is necessary. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the gentleman mean to tell me that at all 
the ports of the United States the Secretary of the Treasury has 
power to employ, without limit, such officials as he may see fit? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I did not say quite that much. A partof 
the ports of the United States he has the power to appoint depu- 
ties and inspectors, and without limit, so far as practical observa- 
tions have m concerned. In some ports in my own district, 
subports, one Secretary of the Treasury would sometimes allow 
more than another, 

Mr. McRAE. I do not want any statute passed that has not 
the number fixed. Of course I am not familiar with the require- 
ments of this case, but I would not give this unlimited power to 
an executive officer in any permanentstatute like this. e should 
not at this time, when Congress is just about to adjourn, a reso- 
lution having already been passed to adjourn, in a Presidential 
year, give an Executive Department the right to fix the number 
of officers. The temptation is too t. I think it is without 
precedent, so far as I know, and unless the gentleman will sug- 
gest some number, I will move to insert ‘“‘not exceeding five in 
number.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will simply say this, before mov- 
ing the previous question on the amendment and the bill, that it 
is im ible to fix the number in a matter of this kind; otherwise 
1 will have no objection. We do not know how many men are 
needed. This bill was carefully considered two years ago by the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House and adopted. A 
similar provision was adopted in the Senate on the Porto Rican 
bill, if my recollection is right, when it came from the Senate. 
Therefore I move the previous question on the billand amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas offers t/ic 
amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ collectors,” in line 6, the words “not exceeding 
five in number.” 

Mr. PAYNE, The gentleman does not mean that. 

Mr. McRAE, I have not a copy of the bill, and have not been 
able to get one, so as to see the proper place to insert the amen(- 
ment. I want to limit the officers not named, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

So tant it will read, “and such deputy collectors, not exceeding five in 
number.” 

The SPEAKER. Upon the bill and amendment the gentleman 
from New York asks the previous question, 





1900. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before that question is put, 
Mr. Speaker, of course the House wants to understand the amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Arkansas has not a copy of the bill. 





As it is, with his amendment, it reads ‘‘ deputy collectors not to | 
exceed five in number and such other customs officers as the Sec- | 


retary of the Treasury ceems necessary.” 

Mr. MCRAE. It is to come in after the indefinite number of 
officers. If you will give me a copy of the bill, I will show where 
[| want it to go in; and if it reads as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi suggests, it is not where it should come in. 

The SPEAKER. 


ci id. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask that the gentlemen be 
permitted to insert the amendment at the proper place. It was 
done by the Clerk in mistake. 

Mr. McRAE. It should come in after the last word. 

The SPEAKER, Let the Clerk report it to the House, so that 
it will be understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “necessary” insert at the end of the bill “not exceading 
five in number; *’ so that it will read, “and such deputies and other customs 
officers as the Secretary of the Treasury shall deem necessary, not exceed- 
ing five in number.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withdraw that for the moment. I do not see 
how that amendment can be put in there without destroying the 
bill. To insert the,words ‘‘not exceeding five in number” will 
apply to the collector, clerks, and everything else. 

“Mr. McRAE, I did not intend it to do that. 

Mr. PAYNE. To put this on the bill destroys the service down 
there. I now demand the previous question. 

Mr. McRAE, Then let me modify the amendment. I do not 
want any misunderstanding about it. I will ask that it be in- 
serted after the word ‘‘ officer,” but I really believe that it makes 
no difference whether there or at the end. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. This is all out of order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the call for the previous question? 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question nowis on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. McRakr]}. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McRa®) there were—ayes 55, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be read athird time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that at 5 o’clock to-night 
the Honse take a recess until 8 o’clock, and that from 8 o’clock 
until half past 10 the House be in session for the consideration of 
the Alaska bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihope the gentleman will not press that motion. 
Later, after we get through with the contested matters, if it be- 
comes necessary, that can be done. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I serve notice that unless this is 
done I shali object to all requests for unanimous consent from 
now on. I have been very clever and accommodating, and have 
not interposed a single objection to a request for unanimous con- 
= but unless this is agreed to I shall insist on my rights here- 
alter, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that if matters of serious importance come up at the even- 
ing session, they can be postponed and passed over until the bill 
is completed and then heard before the whole House. 

Mr. WARNER. If anything very serious comeg up, I would 
have it postponed myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not go into Committee of the Whole now 
and sit until half past 5? We should get an hour. 

Mr. WARNER. I am perfectly willing; but I want an evening 
session besides, I want to go on with this bill now and to-morrow 
and keep at it until it is disposed of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The objection to an evening session is not 
frivolous, We know it is a mere formal meeting at night. [ 
would suggest to the gentleman that we meet at 11 o’clock in the 
daytime, when we can all come here and get an hour more in the 
day, and in that way 1 think we shall be able to pass his bill, but 
if it becomes necessary to have an evening session further on, I 
do not think there will be objection. We can meet at 11 o'clock 
from now until the bill is passed. I recognize the fact that the 
bill ought to be considered with a larger attendance than we get 
at an evening session. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that when we adjourn we adjourn tomeet at 11 o’clock to-morrow, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the House take arecess until to-morrow at 11 0% 


Mr. PAYNE. That the House now take a recess 
The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair understood the 
tleman. 


Mr. WARNER. I asked that we meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks that when 
the House adjourns to-night it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to- 
morrow instead of 12. Isthere objection? |Afterapause.| The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
NANCY E. NEELY. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privi- 
leged report on the bill (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E, 
Neely. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 8. 517, “An 
act granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J. H. BROMWELL, 

8. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

LUCIEN BAKER. 

GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the S te. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the reading 
of the report be omitted and the statement be read, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill of the Senate No. 517, granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely, hav- 
ing met for a full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. HW. BROMWELL, 
Ss. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
MARGARET E. VAN HORN, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
conference report on the bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret E. Van Horn. 

The conference report is as follows: 


The comtnittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill 8S. 207, “ An act granting an in 


crease of pension to Margaret E. Van Horn,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to amendments as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by the House insert “forty.” 

In line 9, after the word “receiving,” insert ‘‘and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the two minor children of said James J. Van Horn un- 
til such children arrive at the age of 16 years." 

And the House agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J. H. RROMWELL, 

Ss. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

GEO. L. SHOUP. 

JAMES H. KYLE. 

GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill of the Senate No. 207, granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Van Horn, having met for a full and free conference, have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to amendments, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by the House insert “ forty.” 

In line 9, after the word “ receiving,” insert ‘and & per month additional 
on account of eachof the two minor children of said James J. Van Horn until 
such children shall arrive at the age of 16 years.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
5. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the Hous 
ELLA COTTON CONRAD, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I send to thedesk another conference 
report with the statement of the Houseconferees, 1 ask that only 
the statement be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MAY 19, 1900. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill of the Senate No. 1619, granting an increase of pension to Ella Cot- 
ton Conrad, having met fora full and free conference, have agreed to recom 


mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by the House insert “forty; and the House 
agree to the same. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELI 
8S. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, I move the adoption of this report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there ne statement of the House con- 
ferees in this case? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The statement has just been read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought it was the conference report 
which was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. No; it was the statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The rules require that a statement of the 
House conferees be made in writing, showing what has been done. 
This statement does not give any information that can be under- 
stood, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, The paper just read was the state- 
ment of what was done by the conferees. 

The SPEAKER. The report and the statement seem to be, 
practically, duplicates. 

Mr. RICHAKDSON, I could not tell from the reading what 
was the effect of the House receding from its amendment. Will 
the gentleman make a statement on that point? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The Senate passed the bill at $50 a 
month and the House at $30 amonth. We now report in favor of 
$35a month, This is the agreement between the House and the 
Senate. The Senate recedes from $50 and the House agrees to $35. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They compromised on $35? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER., Yes, sir. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was adopted. 


JULIA MACN, HENRY. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, I have another conference report. I 
ask that the reading of the report be waived and only the state- 
ment of the House conferees be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MAY 19, 1900. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two #louses 
on the bill of the Senate, No. 1781, granting an increase of pension to Julia 
MacN. Henry, having met for a full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 2, and agree to an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed hy the House insert “seventy-five;” and the 


House agreed to the same, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
8. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The question being taken, the conference report was agreed to. 
RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent that Sen- 
ate bill No. 340, reported from our committee, be recommitted for 
the purpose of correcting an error in the bill as reported, which 
is not the action of the full committee. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

CAPE COD LIGHT, MASSACHUSETTS, 


Mr. LOVERING. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 2883 to change the characteristic of 
- Cod light, Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, situ 
ated at North Traro, Mass., from a fixed white toa flashing white light, at 
a cost not exceeding $15,000, 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. LOVERING, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


CORPORATIONS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. McRAE, I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3369) to put in force in the Indian Territory 
certain provisions of the laws of Arkansas relating to corpora- 
tions, and to make said provisions applicable to said Territory, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 960, and the succeeding sections down to 
and including section 1085, of the laws of Arkansas, as published in 1884 in the 
volume known as Mansfield's Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas be, and the 
same are hereby, extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, so 
far as they may be applicable and not in conflict with any law of Congress 
applicable to said Territory heretofore ; 

So. 2. That wherever in said sections the word “county” occurs there 
shall be substituted therefor the words “judicial district;’’ wherever the 
words “State’’ or “State of Arkansas’ occur there shall be substituted 
therefor the words “Indian Territory; wherever the words * secretary of 
state occur there shall be substituted therefor the words “clerk of the 
United States court of appeals for the Indian Territory,” and said clerk shall 
be entitled to the same fees and compensation for his services rendered un- 
der this act that the secretary of state in Arkansas is entitled to receive for 
like services, and shall retain the same as compensation for his services under 
this act; wherever the words “clerk of the county” occur there shall be 
substituted therefor the words “clerk of the judicial district,” and said 
clerk shall be entitied to the same fees and compensation for his services 
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rendered under this act that county clerks are entitled to receive for | 
services, and shall retain the same as compensation for his services un: 
this act; wherever the words “ generai Evy, * occur there shall be s 
stituted therefor *:e words “Congress of the United States;"’ and wh: 
the words “vest in the State” occur in section 1035 there shall be sub 
tuted therefor the words “ vest in the United States.” 

Sec. 3. That the United States courts in the Indian Territory shall ha 
and exercise, in reference to all corporations created under this act, the so 
powers and jurisdiction as may be exercised in the State of Arkansas by 1 
courts of that State over corporations created therein under the provisi 
of any law in force in that State relating to corporations. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Indian Affa 
were read, as follows: 


On page 2, line 7, after the word “shall,” strike out all words to and 
cluding the word “act,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the words ° 
count for the same to the Government.” 

On page 2, after line 19, insert the following: 

‘Sec. 3. That foreign incorporations may be authorized to do busines 
the Indian Territory, under such limitations and restrictions as may be | 
scribed by law; and as to contracts made and business done in the Ind 
Territory, they shall be subject to the same regulations, limitations, and | 
bilities, and shall exercise no other or greater powers, privileges, or f: 
chises than may be exercised by like corporations organized under the | 
visions of sections 1 and 2 of this act. 

“Sec. 4. That before any foreign corporation shall begin to carry on } 
ness in the Indian Territory it shall, by its certificate, under the hand of t}\> 

resident and seal of such company, filed in the office of the clerk of the 
Tnitea States court of appeals for the Indian Territory, designate an agent 
who shall reside where the United States court of appeals for the Indian T 
ritory is held, upon whom service, summons, and other process may 
made. Such certificate shall also state the principal place of business of s 
corporation in the Indian Territory. Service upon such agent shall be su! 
ficient to give jurisdiction over such corporation to any of the United Stat: 
courts for the Indian Territory. 

“Seo. 5. That if any foreign corporation shall fail to comply with t) 
provisions of the foregoing sections all its contracts with citizens and r 
dents of the Indian Territory shall be void as to the corporation, and : 
United States court in the Indian Territory shall enforce the same in favor 
of the corporation. 

“Sec. 6. That corporations doing business in the Indian Territory at the 
time of the passage of this act are given ninety days in which to comply with 
section 4 in order to avoid the penalty of section 5. 

“Sec. 7. That the clerk of the United States court of appeals for | 
Indian Territory shall charge and receive for services imposed upon him 
the provisions of this act the same fees allowed officers of the State of A: 
kansas for like services under the laws of that State. 

“Sec. 8 That any bank now or hereafter organized and doing busi: 
in the Indian Territory may loan money and contract for the payment 
the same at a rate of interest not to exceed the sum of 10 per cent per «1 
num, and a like rate for a period less thana year. Any bank that contra 
for more than the rate of 10 per cent per gnnum shall forfeit the interest 
only, upon usury being pleaded: Provided, Tnat the lawful interest in said 
Territory shall be 6 per cent when no rate of interest is agreed upon, but in 
no case shall the interest exceed 10 per cent per annum.” 

In line 20, after the word “section,” strike out the figure “3” and insert in 
lieu thereof the figure **9.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object. 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman from Ohio withhold his ob- 
jection until I can make a statement? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave no objection to that, but I do not 
believe in legislating by taking a lot of statutes that we do not 
read, that we have never seen, and lifting them bodily and app|y- 
ing them to a Territory. 

Mr. McRAE. I want to say to the gentleman that many chap- 
ters of Mansfield’s Digest of the Laws of Arkansas have already 
been extended to that Territory. It is the only code laws ap))i- 
cable there. This bill, if passed, will make the private corpora- 
tion applicable. 

This bill was introduced by the gentlernan from Kansas | Mr. 
Curtis], reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, ani is 
necessary for the business of the Territory which must be done 
by corporations. In other words, no corporation of any kind can 
be organized there until this or some similar law is passed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is to hinder our legislating directly 
for that Territory? 

Mr. McRAE. I did not quite catch the gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is to hinder our legislating directly 
for the Indian Territory ourselves? 

Mr. McRAE. Why, that is exactly what we are doing by this 
bill. 

Mr. GROSYENOR. I know; but why not enact the law that 
you want directly? 

Mr. McRAE. Because it takes too much time to do it, and we 
have already extended much of this Mansfield’s Digest; and that 
digest of the Arkansas laws is something that every lawyer th: re 
is familiar with, and it is better to continue until we make a cole 
for that Territory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Where did this bill come from? 

Mr. McRAE. It came from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
It is a matter upon which many public enterprises depend, ani 1t 
is too late to think of making a code for those people now. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from ©)!'0 
that in the Alaska code we extended the laws of Oregon to te 
district of Alaska. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; and we got into a beautiful lot of 
confusion about it. I said then that never while I was in Con: 
Sr I permit such a thing to be done again, if I could 
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Mr. LACEY. Thesame thing has been done in the Indian Ter- | 


ritory with the Arkansas coda, and every lawyer in the Indian 
Territory is familiar with that code. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me say tothe gentleman from Ohio that 
| took this bill and this digest and read every section that is pro- 
posed to be enacted into law for the Indian Territory. This is 
simply @ provision carrying into the Indian Territory the portion 
of the Arkansas law which relates to the incorporation of certain 
companies. That law is an exceedingly good one, a careful one. 
In its provisions as to capital stock, as to payment of installments 
of assessments, as to reports, and all that sort of thing, it is one 
of the most carefully drawn laws that I have ever seen, 

Mr. LACEY. And the Arkansas code, of which this is a part, 
is familiar to every lawyer in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. DALZELL. Iwill say that I read this for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether it was a wise law to be enacted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That does not meet the objection that mem- | 
bers of Congress know absolutely nothing of what they are pass- 
ng upon. 

M 2 DALZELL. I think generally that it is a good objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My objection goes to this: I have been 
taught, and I believe correctly taught, never to repeal or amend 
a section of a statute by merely saying that the following shall be 
added, or the following shall be stricken out. The State consti- 
tutions of this country very largely demand that before a statute | 
shall be amended the amended section shall be the subject-mat- | 
ter of the legislation. 

Mr. BROWN. Our constitution contains that provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It isin the Ohio constitution, and the con- 
stitutions of many other States. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a provision of the constitution of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McRAE. It is also the constitution of Arkansas. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is far worse than that. It not only | 
amends some of these statutes by adding this and taking that 
out, but it does not present to the Congressman what it is that he 
is voting for at all. 

Mr, McRAE. The only amendment to the Arkansas corpora- | 
tion law, except the new sections which relate to foreign corpo- 
rations, is that which provides that instead of filing these charters 
with the secretary of state, they shall be filed with the clerk of 
the court of appeals for the Territory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Where does this bill come from. 
Mr. MCRAE, from theCommittee on Indian Affairs,of which 
Tam not amember. I called it up with the consent of the gen- | 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CurrIs], at the request of some friends 

in the Territory who want to use it to incorporate. 

Mr. LACEY, It is unanimously reported. 

Mr. McRAE, Thereare private concerns that want to organize 
for business there, and they can not organize without some legis- 
lation. Now, no longer than a few weeks ago we passed an act 
permitting a Missouri corporation to build and operate a telephone 
line there, : 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Ido not like to put my own judgment at 
this stage in the progress of legislation against the action of a 
gre:.t committee of the House; but this must not bea precedent 
for my action upon any other question than this. 

Mr, MCRAE, I agree fully with the gentleman about that, and 
would much prefer the method he suggests. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn. 
agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is one amendment to section 2, 
ported by the committee, which I move. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman sent up his amendment? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following to section 2: 

* Provided, That companies may be incorporated under the provisions of 
this act to construct, own, and operate electric railroads, telephone and tele- | 
graph lines in the Indian Territory.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wish to ask the gentle- | 
man if that is a committee amendment? 

Mr. McRAE. It was formulated after the meeting of the com- | 
mittee; but it was submitted to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. | 
Curtis], and he agrees that it is a proper amendment and should | 
be adopted. Under the Arkansas law it is not absolutely certain 
whether corporations for such purposes can be organized, and 
this amendment is to remove all Toubt upon that point. In fact, 
so far as I know, the demand for electric railroad, telephone, and 
ae companies is at this time more urgent than for any other 
yurpose, 

Mr. ¥ITZGERALD of New York. I recollect very distinctly | 
the consideration of this bill in committee. One of the things in 
Connection with it was that railroads could not be incorporated 


The question is on 


not re- 





| corporation of these companies. 


| that should be scrutinized very closely. 
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under the act that is to be extended to the Indian Territory. The 
amendment which the gentleman proposes would permit the in 

The committee did not intend 
I wish to call the attention of the 


that that should be permitted. 
House to this fact. 


Mr. McRAE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken, because we 


| already have a general railroad right of way act. This is for elec 


tric railroads, telephone and telegraph companies, about which 
there 1s some question, and yet the necessity for those companies 
is greater, perhaps, than for anyother. I will say that the amend- 
ment has been submitted to the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
Curtis], who introduced this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 


| ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like 


| to speak to that amendment. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wish to say that this com- 
mittee, in extending the laws of Arkansas to the Indian Territory, 


| have followed what seems to be a custom of this House and of 


Congress. Most of the men who practice law in the Indian Ter- 
ritory are familiar with the laws of Arkansas, 

Mr. LACEY. They all have to be, because the laws of Arkan- 
sas are practically the laws of that Territory. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. It was never intended that 
under this act railway companies should be permitted to be incor 
porated. It was distinctly in the minds of members of the com 
mittee that this act should not pass for the purpose of permitting 
the incorporation of such companies as are proposed in the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. The amendment may be 
a good amendment, but it should be properly considered in com- 


mittee, and somebody should know something about it. There is 


|even more objection to the adoption of such an amendment at 


this time than there is to the permitting of legislation of this kind. 
The gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. GROSVENOR]| was very solicitous 
that this House should know what was being done. I wish to call 


| his attention to this fact, that this amendment was never consid- 


ered by the committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman from New York 
himself think that it would be a very good idea for men voting 
upon a great code of laws—and this almost amounts to that—to 
know what they are voting for or against? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Yes, I do; but I will say to 
the gentleman that I do not believe that 10 per cent of the mem- 
bers of this House would have read this act if it had been printed 


| and submitted to them for their consideration. 


Mr. HOPKINS. But they would have heardit read. It would 
have had to be read in their presence, for their consideration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It would apply to all other acts of legisla- 
tion just as well as this. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Iam simply speaking from 
my very limited experience in this House. Perhaps the gentle- 
man, who has had very superior experience, is better qualified to 
judge upon this. Iam simply expressing my opinion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I think the gentleman is absolutely right, 
and that is what I am trying to say; and therefore, at least, mem- 
bers ought to have an opportunity to read what they are voting on. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. lam afraid thatthe gentle- 


| man's statement that Iam absolutely right may arouse suspicion 


concerning me. [Laughter.| I wish to call attention to this one 
amendment. It may be proper that an amendment should be 
offered to this section, to permit the incorporation of such com- 
panies; but the act as it now exists in Arkansas will not permit 
that. 

Mr. McRAE, There is a question about it, but I think it is 
proper. We want those people to have these telephone and tele- 
graph lines, and they would rather have it clear. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I believe the question of 
incorporating telephone and telegraph companies to be a matter 
In the Indian Territory 
there are about 250,000 Indians, and there should be some protec 
tion of the rights of those people. Somebody ought to know what 
I say it is not proper that an amendment of 
such importance should be put on in this hurried manner and be 
permitted to slip through this House without anybody knowing 
anything about it. 

Mr. McRAE. Iask for the previous question on the bill and 


| amendments. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
from Arkansas 
Mr. McRAE. 


I should like to know from the gentleman 





I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 


tion if the gentleman desires to he heard. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to know from the gentleman 


from Arkansas whether it is true he has extended more than the 
original bill, and given power to locate a corporate company for 
railroad purposes, telephone purposes, in the Indian Territory, in 
these new sections put on by the committee. 
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Mr. McRAE. We have not. The chapter on corporations in 
Mansfield’s Digest was passed before there was any electric rail- 
road or telephone, and for that reason the people who want to en- 
gage in that business asked us to make it clear by specifically 
authorizing the incorporation of such companies, hatis alland 
the only reason. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not legislate by enactment? 

Mr. McRAE. These people want short-line electric roads con- 
necting the little towns, and also telephones wherever needed. 
We should legislate so as to give them the right to build such con- 
veniences. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I premised the gentleman from 
Kansas that when this bill was called up that I would ask the 
House to disagree to the first amendment of the committee, which, 
I am informed, was adopted under a misapprehension as to the 
salary of the clerk, 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion will now be taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appears to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 7. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. I was informed by the gentleman who reported 
this bill, and who introduced it, that when the committee re- 
quired these fees to be ‘‘covered into the Treasury” that it was 
under the impression that it was a clerk of the United States court, 
who gets five or six times as much money as this clerk. 

Mr. LOUD. But the gentleman has had the previous question 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well made by the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. McRAE. The Chair is right; but I ask the House to vote 
down the first committee amendment, so as to leave the section as 
it was originally and give the clerk the fees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “retain the same as com- 
nsation for his services under this act *' and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘account for the same to the Government.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas if he desires a separate vote on this amendment? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; and Iask unanimousconsent to make 
a statement. I thinkit is due tothe gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
Curtis] that I should do this. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection, but the House can see what 
this would lead to, if you can come in here and ask action on an 
amendment which the gentleman secks, or some other gentleman 
asks be not agreed to, and without a word of debate get the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McRAE. I will say to the gentleman that I am informed 
that this clerk of the court of appeals only gets a very small sal- 
ary, perhaps about $1,000 or $1,200 a year, and if that is true, he 
ought to have this additional pay, and it ought not to be covered 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How much more will this give him? 

Mr. McRAE. One or two hundred dollars, probably. It de- 
pends upon the number of charters filed with him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There has been a good deal said about the sal- 
avies that have been paid to clerks in the Territories. Now, some 
of the salaries of these clerks, I have heard claimed, run up to ten, 
fifteen, and twenty thousand dollars. I think we ought to know 
something about this before we permit such an amendment to be 
made here. 

Mr. McRAE. I know that at least one of the clerks in the 
United States courts gets enormous fees, and they should be re- 
duced, but this is not the one. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If this clerk is not getting enough, why not 
increase his salary, and turn these fees into the Treasury of the 
United States? 

Mr. McRAE. I think he receives fees only. This is to do jus- 
tice to an officer whose salary was sought to be reduced under a 
misapprehension, or, rather, additional work is to be imposed upon 
him without pay. There are some clerks in the Indian Territory 
whose salaries ought to be reduced, and I will help doit. This 
man is only the clerk of the court of appeals, and is not paid by 
the Government, as I understand the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam willing, if the House will agree to it, to 
ask unanimous consent that the salary of this gentleman be fixed 
at $1,800, and that this amendment be adopted requiring this 
money to be turned into the ; 

Mr. McRAE. He gets fees and no salary, as I understand the 
matter, and that had better remain as it is for the present. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


| ment just reported. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to have a division on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize gentlemen as 
demanding a division unless they rise in their place, 

Mr. HOPKINS (rising). I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 44, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the remaining committee 
amendments. 

The remaining committee amendments were considered, and 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SIOUX INDIANS, REDWOOD COUNTY, MINN, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R, 10869) for the relief of 
the Medawakanton band of Sioux {ndians, residing in Redwood 
County, Minn. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 


authorized to sell, dis of, and convey the north fractional half of the 
northeast quarter and the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 


section 1, township 112, range 35, in Redwood County. Minn., purchased in 
1889 for the use of the Medawakanton band of Sioux Indians, residing in Red- 
wood County, for cash at a price not less than $13 per acre, and that he is 
hereby authorized and empowered to purchase other lands in said county 


for said Indians with the proceeds arising from such sale: Provided, That 
the written consent of such Indians residing in Redwood County, Minn.,as 
he may deem necessary, shall first be given. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 10 strike out the word “a” and insert the words “ the best obtain- 
able;” so that it will read: “for cash at the best obtainable price.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. What amount of land is there here? ita 
reservation or section or merely a small parcel? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. It is a small tract; it is not arable land. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Is it mineral land? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. No; not mineral land, 

Mr. CANNON. How many acres? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I do not know how many acres. It is the 
north fractional half of the northeast quarter and the southeast 
quarter of the northeast quarter of section 1, township 112, etc. 

Mr. CANNON. Then it is less than 100 acres. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I should judge so, 

Mr. CANNON. Is it very valuable land? 

Mr. HEATWOLE, No; it could not be used for cultivation by 
the Indians. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not the site of a town? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. No; itis across theriver from a town called 
Morton. It is only valuable for pasturage and for clay. 

Mr. CANNON. What is its probable value? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. 1 do not know. 

Mr. CANNON. It is very valuable for clay—is it worth $20, 
or $100, or $2,000, or is it something of little importance? 

Mr. HEATWOLE, One hundred and fifty-six acres of it was 
bought by the Government for a little over $2,000. There is a 
brickyard adjoining this land, and many of the Indians belonging 
to the band are employed in the brickyard. They have joined in 
a petition asking to have this sold to the proprietors of the brick- 
yard so that they can continue in the employment. 

Mr. CANNON. It bas no extraordinary value? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. [I think not. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


THOMAS ROSBRUGH. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
= a of the bill (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas 
osbrugh. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office bo 
and he is hereby. authorized and required to permit Thomas Rosbrugh. ° 
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St. Clair County, Mo., to enter 160acres of public land, subject to entry under 
the homestead or settlement laws, not mineral nor iu the actual occupation 
of any settler, in lieu of the pny ge of section 24, in township 38. 
of range 27 west, in St. Clair County, Mo., which land was entered by said 
Thomas Rosbrugh on December 21, 1869, under the homestead laws, said entry 
being reported to be without conflict by instruction of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office of the date of January 22, 1870, the title to half of 
which land failed because of a prior disposition of the same, which did not 
then appear upon the records of the Land Office, and the entry of said Ros- 
brugh was canceled: Provided, however, That the said Thomas Rosbrugh 
shall not have made any other entry of land of the United States under the 
homestead laws: And provided further, Thata final certificate and patent 
shall issue to the said Thomas Rosbrugh or his legal heirs or representatives 
upon such entry as he may make hereunder without proof of residence or 
cultivation. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman something about this bill. It was called up the other day 
and unanimous consent asked for its passage, but it did not appear 
that it had passed the Senate. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. It was suspended because the Senate bill was 
not here. It is now in the House. 

Mr. LACEY. To what committee was the bill referred? 

The SPEAKER. To the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill has been considered in previous Con- 
gresses in the Committee on Public Lands, and has been consid- 
ered there, but I do not remember the result. It involves the 
taking of publicland. It is not merely a private land claim, in- 
volving the title to a specific piece of land. I would be glad to 
know what consideration it had. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. How it came to go to the Private Lands 
Committee Ido not know. The bill came from the Senate and 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and has 
been reported from that committee with a favorable recommen- 
dation. As the gentleman from Iowa states, this bill has been 
before the Committee on Public Lands and was reported favor- 
ably. Once or twice it passed the House and once or twice it 
passed the Senate, but it never passed both Houses and reached 
the President. I believe in one Congress it passed both Houses, 
but did not reach the President in time to be acted upon by him. 
How it came to go to the Committee on Private Land Claims I do 
not know any more than the gentleman from Iowa does. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not know that it involves the same question 
that we had before the other committee. 

Mr. DEARMOND. The title to 80 acres failed because the 
—— had been issued; and the entire entry of 160 acres was can- 
celed, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is that the same bill that we reported? 

Mr. DEARMOND. A similar bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands in the last Congress. 

Mr. LACEY. Is the same relief granted by this bill? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes; a grant is made of another 160 acres, 
not mineral land and not in the occupation of anybody else; and 
the title to these 160 acres is to be obtained without complying 
with the requirement of the homestead law in regard to residence, 
wan SHAFROTH. My impression is that we have reported this 

ill, 

Mr, DE ARMOND. I know that you did. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill has not been before the Public Lands 
Committee at this session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND moved to reconsider the last vote and to lay 
the motion on the table.” 

Mr. LACEY. I object tothat motion being acted on now. Let 
it be entered and lie over. I should like an opportunity to look 
at this matter further before it is finally disposed of, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Very well. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, LEWIS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend 
in the Recorp his remarks on the resolution for final adjourn- 
ment, 

Mr, PAYNE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 
minutes p,m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’clock 
a. ™, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
be Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ows: 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8814) 





to provide for the entry of lands formerly in the Lower Brule 
Indian Reservation, S. Dak., and to give preference rights tos 
tlers, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by arep 
(No, 1692); which said bill and report were referred to the Co 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11818) to provide for the 
ram of the judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of the 

ew York Indians, parties to the treaty of Buffalo Creek of Jan- 
uary 15, 1838, and the distribution thereof, reported the same in 
lieu of H. R. 2562, H. R. 9776, and H. R. 10280, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1693); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs, reported the resolution of the House (H. Res, 270) directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the House all payment 
from the revenues of Porto Rico and Cuba to officers of the United 
States Army in lieu of H. Res. 266, accompanied by a report (No. 
1695); which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11161) to refund excessive post- 
age paid on certain newspapers, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1698); which said bi!l and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. KR. 11603) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Dininny, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1654); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert G. Dyhrenfurth, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1655); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1656); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4143) granting a pension 
to Laura V. Swearer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a “ae (No. 1657); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 2217) granting a pen- 
sion to Louise O'Leary, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1658); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10089) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Forbes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1659); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4688) granting an increase of pension to 
James U. Childs, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1660); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8191) granting an 
increase of pension to Adam Bieger, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1661); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 262) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Irvin, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1662); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8418) for additional pen- 
sion to William H. Gibbs, of Hinds County, Miss., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1663); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 3636) granting an 
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increase of pension to George A. Libby, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1664); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3056) granting an increase of pension to Giles 
W. Taylor, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1665); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2692) granting a pension 
to Abbie L. Godfrey, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1666); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, te which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9840) 
to increase the pension of William Snider, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1667); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 92) granting a pen- 
sion to William M. Ferry, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1668); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2656) for the re- 
lief of John H. Gardner, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 1669); which said bill and report were 
referred te the Private Calendar. 

He also. from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4516) granting a pension to Burwell Hinch- 
man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1670); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the billof the Senate (S. 173) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Morrison, reported the same without amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1671); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ir. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10639) granting | 
an increase of pension to Mrs, Julia A. Gilpin, reported the same | 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1672); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (5S, 1984) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Harvey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1673); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8161) granting a 


pension to Annis Bean, mother of William H. Wood, late of Com- | 


pany F, Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1674); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8647) to place on 
the pension roll the name of Joseph Connell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1675); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3134) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Agnew, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1676); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6623) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Wall, reported the same with 


’ amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1677); which said bill 


and — were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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an increase of pension to George W. Plants, of Geneva, Nebr., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a@ report 
(No. 1681); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3356) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Quinn, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1682); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4068) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maria N. Flint, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1683); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3099) granting an increase 
of pension to Melancthon McCoy, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1684); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9785) granting a pension 
to Catherine A. McClenathan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1685); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 712) granting a pension to 
Nellie L. Groshon, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1686); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11187) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Russell, reported the same with amendment, 


| accompanied by a report (No. 1687); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3436) granting a pension to 
Catharine Weinheimer, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1688); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11096) granting 


| an increase of pension to Delia E. Stillman, reported the same 





| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1689); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10785 
granting a pension to Thomas White, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1690); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9570) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry F.. Rice, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1691); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4204) to correct the mi! 





He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 476) granting a pension to Franklin Cooley, 
oo the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1678); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5441) granting a 
pension to Hugh Thompson, Company H, Fifteenth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1679); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1924) nting a pension to Emma R. 
Rusling, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a — (No. 1680); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3956) granting 


itary record of George A. Winslow, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1696); which said bil! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS,“ AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred a: 
follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R, 11816) requiring the disburs 
ing clerk of the Census Office to file an additional bond, and for 
other on —to the Select Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 11817) to revive the right o! 
action under the captured and abandoned property acts, and for 
other pur —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By itr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: .\ 
bill (H. R. 11818) to provide for the payment of the judgment 0! 
the Court of Claims in favor of the New York Indians, parties t» 
the treaty of Buffalo Creek of January 15, 1838, and the distribu 
tion thereof—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 11819) to provide homes an: 
employment for the homeless poor and make them self-sustainin: 
home owners—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other pur 

—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreemen'! 
with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 11822) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust and pay certain claims 
of the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H, R. 11823) for the appointment 
of certain graduates of the Naval Academy to be additional officers 
on the Navy list, not above the rank of junior lieutenant—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A resolution (H. Res, 271) di- 
recting the Secretary of War to report to the House of Represent- 


atives certain information.relative to officers of the United States | 
Army having any quarters in the Philippine Islands other than | 


that furnished by this Government—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY of Texas (by request): A biil (H. R. 11824) for 
the relief of Edmond Sacra—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 11825) to remove the charge of | 


desertion from the military record of William Thomas—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11826) granting a pension to Minerva E. 
Sweny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr, CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11827) authorizing and direct- | 


ing the Secretary ofthe Treasury to pay Eben Pierce, of Tacoma, 
Wash., the sum of $412.50—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 11828) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Charles F, Kramer—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 11829) to pension Law- 


rence James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11830) for the relief of the de- | 


visees of Casper Barber and their assigns from the operation of 
the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Territories 
and the District of Columbia to American citizens— to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 11831) granting a pension to Rich- 
ard Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. * 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 11832) granting a pension to 
Henry Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 11833) for relief of estate of J. C, 
Gunnell—-to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 11834) for the relief of estate of Madison | 


Grimes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 11835) for the relief of Francis 
King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11836) granting an increase 
of pension to Bela Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


3y Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 11837) granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Lewis H. Young—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R, 11838) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Jacob Eckert—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of farmers of Waukesha County, 
Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the 
oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of citizens of Prescott, Kans., 


in favor.of a court of appeals to consider pension cases—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of L. B. Coley and other draggists 
of Alexander City, Ala., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, 
portunnenay and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Epworth League of Chester, 
Pa., ay enactment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama: Petitions of retail druggists 
and citizens of Phoenix City, Opelika, and Dothan, Ala., for the 
repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of Sister 
Louise, in charge of Providence Hospital, for an appropriation to 
build an addition to the hospital for persons unable to pay—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Washington Post, No. 573, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, indorsing the bill 
to establish a Branch Home for disabled soldiers at or near John- 
son City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of the Presbyte- 
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rian Church, Baptist Church, and Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Burlington, N. J., to prohibit the selling of liquors im any post 
exchange, transport, or premises used for military purposes-—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of Robert Holmes, 
Reading, Pa., asking that no action be taken to secure readmis 
| sion for the Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York to 
| transact business in the Kingdom of Prussia—to the Committee 

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions adopted at a con- 
ference of the governors of arid-land States, held in Salt Lake 
City, Utah, in relation to the public arid lands of the United 
States—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, resolutions of J. B. Wyman Post, No. 41, and J. L. Reno 
Post, No. 47, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wash- 
ington and Alaska, in favor of the establishment of a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of Bruno Rios and other retail 
druggists of San Diego, Tex.; also druggiste“of Cuero and Runge, 
| Tex., for the repeal of the stamp tax ongproprietary medicines 
to the Committee on Ways and Mea1 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petitions of Brashear & Hill and Retail 
Druggists’ Association, of Fort W6rth, Tex., relating to the stamp 
tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosinetics—to the Committee on 
| Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Ex-Slave Association No. 624, of 
| Lakeport, Chicot County, Ark., asking for the passage of bill to 
| pension ex-slaves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of druggists of Cartersville, Ga., 
| for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics 

| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

| By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of East Waterford and 
| Reeds Gap, Pa., in favor of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POLK: Petitions of the Presbyterian, Congregational. 
and Primitive Methodist churches of Mount Carmel, Pa., and 
churches and societies of Berwick, Pa., for the passage of a bill 
| to forbid liquor selling in canteens and in the Army, Navy, post 
exchanges, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
| of the estate of J. C. Gunnell, of Fairfax, Va.—to the Committee 
| on Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of the Cincinnati Chamber of Com 
merce, against the amendment of the river and harbor emergency 
bill so as to provide for the completion of the survey of the Ohio 
| River south of Marietta, Ohio—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of retail druggists of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of members of the Cincinnati reserve militia, for 
the granting to said members honorable discharges and one 
month's pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of druggists of Paris, Tex., for 
the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of Gould Post, No. 216, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Republican City, Nebr., in favor 
of the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson 
City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, paper td accompany House bill No, 10730, granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of citizens of Minnesota, asking 
that certain so embraced in Indian reservations in that State 
| be withheld from sale until January 1, 1902—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
| By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of R. J. Cook & 
| Co. and othexs, of Fayetteville, N. C., for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of James P. Derby, of Fitch- 
burg, Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi- 
| cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Baptist Church, Congregational Church, 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Natick, Mass., and citi- 





















zens of Marlboro, Mass., for the passage of a bill to forbid 
liquor selling in canteens and in the Army, Navy, post exchanges, 
etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of eight citizens of Macon, Ga., ask- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 789 citizens of Virginia and Florida, protesting 
against the crime of lynching—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of the Baptist Church of Towanda, 
Pa., to prohibit the selling of liquors in any post exchange, trans- 
port, or premises used for military purposes—-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, May 24, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizvury, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CARTER, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; which had previously 
been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 124) regulating permits for private conduits in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S, 1248) for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen; 

A bill (S. 5473) for the relief of Corinne Strickland; 

A bill (S. 4048) to amend an act regulating the inspection of 
fiour in the District of Columbia, approved December 21, 1898; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, adminis- 
trator of Thomas P, Blair, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6634) to enlarge the powers of the Department of 
Agriculture, prohibit the transportation by interstate commerce 
of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6876) providing for the transfer to Post 39, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now 
in possession of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia; 

A bill (H. R. 8369) to detach the county of Concho from the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the north- 
ern judicial district of Texas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9711) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 

OSes; 
. A bill (H. R. 9879) to detach certain counties from the United 
States judicial district of northern California and to annex such 
counties to the United States judicial district of southern Califor- 
nia; to divide said southern district of California into two di- 
visions, and to provide for the holding of terms of court at the 
city of Fresno and city of Los Angeles: 

A bill (H. R. 10538) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; 

A bill (H. R. 11081) to provide for the holding of a term of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Superior, Wis.; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 255) to print the annual reports 
of the American Historical Association. 


ESTATE OF JOHN 8S, SAMMIS, DECEASED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Egbert C. Sammis, administrator of John 5. Sammis, 
deceased; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh; and 

A bill (S. 2883) to change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, 
Massachusetts. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Van Horn; 

A bill (S,. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neeley; 

A bill (8S. 1619) granting an increase of pension to Ella Cotton 
Conrad; and 
a bill (S. 1781) granting an increase of pension to Julia MacN, 

enry. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested theconcurrencs of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R, 3369) to put in force in the Indian Territory cer- 
tain provisions of the laws of Arkansas relating to corporations, 
and to make said provisions applicable to said Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 10869) for the relief of the Medawakanton band of 
Sioux Indians, residing in Redwood County, Minn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 11719) amending section 5270 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of members 
of the Ex-Slave Mutual Relief, Bounty, and Pension Associations 
of Vicksburg and Warren, in the State of Mississippi, praying 
that all ex-slaves be granted a pension; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against an appropriation 
of $200,000 being made to continue the work of the Philadelphia 
Commercial Museum; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry wholesale merchants of 
Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the use of alum in the manufacture of baking powders; 
which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Salida, Colo., and a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Pueblo, Colo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sa'e of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of Unity Church, 
of Fort Collins, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Hawaii, Porto Rico, 
Cuba, and the Philippines; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades Assembly of Victor, 
Colo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called desert- 
land bill; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Boulder County League of 
Fourth-Class Postmasters, of Lafayette, Colo., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I have received from Mr. M. W. Gilbert, 
assistant secretary of the National Baptist Convention, dated 
Charleston, 5. C., a petition signed by N. B. Sterrett, W. P. Caro- 
lina, pastor of St. Luke’s African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
and 16 other pastors of South Carolina, in which they say 
that the political conditions existing in South Carolina demand 
the serious attention of the country and require suitable legisla- 
tion for the protection of a majority of the citizens of the State 
in the exercise of their constitutional prerogatives. The peti- 
tioners call attention to the speech of the senior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] in the Senate February 26, 1900, 
and they ask for such legislation as will enforce the fifteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. They ask 
for the appointment of a committee to investigate the conditions 
of the franchise in South Carolina. 

With this statement of the language of the petition I ask that 
the names of the signers may be printed in the Recorp, and that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the petition and the names 
be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not the petition. Ihave made astatement 


of the petition, and I ask that the signatures be printed in the 


RECORD. 

There being no objection, the signatures were ordered to be 
printed in the RecorD, as follows: 
‘ oe ee Carolina, pastor St. Luke African Methodist Episcopal 

Shurch. 

M. W. Gilbert, pastor Central Baptist Church. 

George C. Rowe, pastor Battery Congregational Church. 

H. T. Spencer, South Carolina Methodist Episcopal Conference. 

H. Dart, pastor Main Street Presbyterian Church. 

J. E, Beard, Laurel Street African Methodist Episcopal Church. 

A. G. Townsend, pastor Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church. 

D. Brown, pastor of Olivet Presbyterian Church. 

F. C. Ferguson, pastor Reformed Episcopal Church. 

H. H. Matthews, pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, 

S. 8. Youngblood, pastor First Baptist Church. 

J. A. Robinsun, pastor Baptist Church. 

N. B. Sterrett, D. D. 

J. A. Brown, Methodist Episcopal Church. 

O. D. Robinson, pastor Mount Zion Charch. 

G. V. Clark, pastor Plymouth Congregational Church, 

J. F. Page, of Methodist Episcopal Church. 

L. Ruffin Nichols. 

Mr. PENROSE —— a petition of the Central Labor Union, 
American Federation of Labor, of Erie, Pa., praying for the 


adoption of certain amendments to the postal laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Berwyn, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post- 
exchange, canteen, or transport, or upon any premises used for 
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military purposes by the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented the petition of E. B. Mor- 
ris, master, and H. H. Goff, secretary, of the New York State 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the adoption of a 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the dis- 
franchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of the War Veterans and Sons’ As- 
sociation, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation giving preference to veterans in every public employment 
in the civil service of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service. 

He also presented a petition of the Crockery Board of Trade of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation increasing 
the salary of examiners at the port of New York from $2,500 to 
$4,000; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Niagara County Farmers’ 
Club, of Hartland, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation 
giving State authority to control the sale of imitation dairy prod- 
ucts; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He aie presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 7549, 
American Federation of Labor, of Watertown, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the pay and hours of serv- 
ice of attendants at Government Hospital for Insane in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and the congregations of the Congregational 
and Methodist Episcopal churches and the Church of Christ, of 
Burlington, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in any post exchange, canteen, 
or transport, or upon any premises used for military purposes by 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the county convention of 
San Diego County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit the importation or sale of intoxicating liquors in the in- 
sular possessions and Territories of the United States, and also for 
the reenactment of the anti-canteen law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of James Seldon Cow- 
don, of Washington, D. C., praying that the Mississippi River 
Commission be abolished; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

LEASING OF GRAZING LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER. I present to the Senate for reference certain 
resolutions adopted by a meeting at Salt Lake City on the 18th of 
April, 1900, which meeting was participated in by the governors 
of Utah, Wyoming, Nebraska, South Dakota, and Montana, the 
governors of Washington and Idaho, and other persons, protesting 
against the passage of a certain bill pending before the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry which contemplates provision 
for the leasing of the public lands of the United States for graz- 
ing purposes. 

1 took occasion prior to this meeting, indeed before any pro- 
vision was made for it, to call attention to the bill in the Senate, 
and in so doing made the statement, which I believe is generally 
concurred in, that no such legislation as the bill contemplated 
would meet with favor in either branch of Congress according to 
my view. Since that statement was made the Interior Depart- 
ment has in the most emphatic manner recommended that the bill 
be reported for indefinite postponement. In conformity with that 
report from the Department, I understand that the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry has recommended the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. But in view of the high authority from 
whence these resolutions come, I request that they be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

; = PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be so re- 
erred, 
ACT OF INCORPORATION OF THE NICARAGUA COMPANY. 


Mr. MORGAN, I present a certified copy of the act of incor- 
poration of the Nicaragua Company, another one of the New Jer- 
sey corporations, the fourth one, dated on the 1ith day of May, 
1900, and I ask that it may be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The paper will be referred as 
requested, 

CLAIMS AGAINST NICARAGUA, ETC, 


Mr. MORGAN. I present an official letter from the Secretary 
of State, in regard to the claims against the Government of Nica- 
ragua and other governments, which is so highly creditable to the 
Administration and to the Secretary, and so important to claim- 
ants, that I ask that it may be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the letter 
will be read. 
The letter was read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 

Srr: 1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of Decem 
ber 14 last, inclosing one te you from Dr. Earl Flint, of:-Rivas, Nicaragua, re 
questing information as to the status of the claims of American citizens 
against Nicaragua. 

You call attention to the antiquity of sone of these claims and the injus- 
tice done the claimants by the long delay in their settlement, and you ex- 
press the hope that Nicaragua will be held to just account to our people in 
the matter. 


The subject of bringing toa final settlement claims against Nicaragua, 
some of which have remained unsettled for a period of over forty years, is 
one that has received the careful consideration of the Department, even be- 


fore its receipt of your letter. 

Not only these Suteother claims of a meritorious character against other 
governments have received similar consideration. For example, the old 
Spanish and Cuban claims, claims against Colombia, and still others 

The Department has given prompt attention to all current claims and 
business, and, as far as possible, it has taken up and adjusted other claims of 
long standing. More would have been accomplished in this respect had it 
not been for the multiplicity of novel and difficult questions arising during 
the last three years. As soon as it is possible to do so, itis the purpose of the 
Department to bring to settlement, in some form, every meritorious claim of 
an American citizen against a foreign government, even though it may be 
one of long standing. E 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JOHN HAY. 
Hon. Jonn T. MorGAN, 
United States Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4163) for the classifica- 
tion of clerks in the first and second class post-offices, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whomn were referred 
the following bills. reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5508) granting an increase of pension to Jennie C, 
Tayior; and 

A bill (H. R. 5647) granting a pension to Amanda Hurd. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6344) to remove the charges of deser- 
tion from the records of the War Department against Frederick 
Mehring, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1606) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of John C, Carroll, alias John T, Johnson, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1136) for the relief of parties for 
property taken from them by military forces of the United States, 
Ss it without amendment. 

fr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Carrer on the 18th instant, 
relative to one month's extra pay for employees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 8, 1898, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 4425) to regulate the practice of homeopathic pharmacy in 
the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
an amendment relative to an appropriation of $25,000 for improv- 
ing or altering dredge or dredges for use in South Pass, Missis- 
sippi, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was agreed to, 

Mr, TALTAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3526) granting a pension to James M, Ellett; and 

A bill (H. R. 10060) granting an increase of pension to Wine- 
fred M. Goins. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8925) to authorize the detail of 
an officer of the retired list of the Army as adjutant-general of 
the District of Columbia militia, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
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whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11538) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

HISTORICAL ARCHIVES AND PUBLIC RECORDS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4608) to provide for 
the investigation of the historical archives and public records of 
the several States and Territories, and of the United States, with 
a view to their preservation by publication, to report it with 
amendments, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 





The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent thé ' 


Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 4, to strike out the 
word ‘‘ directed” and insert ‘‘ authorized and requested;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the American Historical Association be, and it is 
hereby, authorized and requested toinvestigate the character and condition of 
the historical archives and public records of the several States and Territories, 
and of the United States, and the provisions which have been made by law 
for the preservation and publication of the same, and to report to Congress, 
through the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, the results of such in 
vestigation, together with suggestions of such legislation as the said Améri- 
can Historical Association may deem necessary and proper; and that the sum 
of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated to the said American His- 
torical Association, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

»riated, for defraying the expenses of such investigation and report: Provided, 

hat no member of the said American Historical Association shall receive 
any compensation for his services in connection with the said investigation 
and report other than the reimbursement of such expenses. including clerical 
assistance, as shall be necessarily incurred in the prosecution of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

And provided further, That the said American Historical Association shall 
submit with their report an itemized statement of the expenditures incurred 
in the prosecution of the work provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. THursTON on the 18th instant, 
reported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized, either by 
full committee or such subcommittees as may be appointed _ the chairman 
thereof, during the coming recess of Congress to visit and investigate the 
several Indian reservations, Indian schools supported in whole or in part by 
the Government, or any reservations where, in the opinion of said committee, 
it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have the power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 
oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 
and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such place or 
places as they may determine, to employ stenographers and such clerical 
assistance as may be deemed advisable; and the necessary and proper expense 
incurred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent 
oa of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said com- 
mittee. 

THE COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGAN on the 14th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the expenses of the hearing before the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals on the llth of May, 1900, be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, including the travel and per diem of witnesses, and the services 
of a stenographer and typewriter. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE on the 18th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration be, and it hereby is, au- 
thorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of 
~ Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided for by 

w. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE on the 18th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the assistant clerk to the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
paid from the con nt fund of the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, 
until otherwise provided by law. 
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TIMBER AND STONE IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. THURSTON. Lam directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10665) to provide 
for the use of timber and stone for domestic and industrial pur- 
poses in the Indian Territory, to report it back favorably with 
certain amendments, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object to the present consideration of 
the bill. I think it will lead to much discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota objects, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


STATUE OF GEN, ULYSSES 8. GRANT, 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, r 
ported the following concurrent resolution; which was referr: 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, 13,025 copies of the pr 
coocnes in Congress upon the reception and acceptance of the statue 
Gen. Ulysses 8. Grant, presented by the Grand Army of the Republic. « 
which 4,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 8,000 for the use of the Hou 
of Representatives, 1,000 to be delivered to the committee of the Gran! 
Army of the Republic on the Grapt Memorial, and the remaining 2% copi: 
bound in full morocco, to be presented to Mrs. Julia Dent Grant; and th.» 
Public Printer is directed to procure a photogravure of said statue and » 
photogravure likeness of General Grant to accompany said proceedings. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 4828) granting an increase 
or pension to Norman Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4829) granting a pension 
to Moses P. Osborn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4830) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Ira J. Paxton; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present, to accompany the bill, the peti- 
tion of Ira J. Paxton, of Company I, Eighth Regiment Missouri 
State Militia, praying for the correction of his military record, 
together with affidavits of Amos Paxton, William H. Lord, George 
W. Murphy, Hugh B. Paxton, William B. Charlton, and F. M. 
Harlan. Imovethatthebilland accompanying papers be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURLEY introduced a bill (S. 4831) granting a pension to 
John Laffey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SON introduced a bill (S. 4832) to correct the military 
record of Oscar B. Knight; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4833) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elias D, Strunk; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4834) granting a pension to Otto 
Haltnorth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4835) for the relief of George Sey- 
mour and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee. on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4836) granting an increase 
of pees to Phebe Babcock; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Gommittee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4837) to provide for a 
commission to treat with the Gros Ventre, Mandan, and Aricka- 
ree Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4838) to provide for the hold- 
ing of a term of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Grand Junction, Colo.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REGENT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


Mr. CULLOM. LIintroduce a joint resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 127) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution was read the first time by 
its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in the Board of Regents 0! 
the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than members of Congre 


shall be filled by the reappointment of Andrew D. White, a resident of tlie 
State of New York, whose term of office has expired. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre-- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amen- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 
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ELIZABETH L, W. BAILEY. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 

ropriate $10,519.20 to pay Elizabeth L. W. Bailey, of Washington, 
b. C., administratrix of the estate of Davis W. Bailey, deceased, 
the amount of an award made and filed in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL COMPANY, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to inform the Senate what disposition has been made of the appeal 
‘* the defendant in the case of The United States vs. The North American 
Commercial Company, made in the United States circuit court, southern dis- 
trict of New York, against a judgment rendered by said court in favor of 
the United States April 27, 1896, which appeal was carried to the United 
States circuit court of eupens: also, that the Secretary inform the Senate 
what amount is now due the Treasury of the United States, under the order 
of the court above mentioned, from the North American Commercial Com- 
any for rental, taxes,and bonus on seal skins taken under the terms of its 
leans of the sea islands of Alaska; also what number of seal pups, if any, have 
starved on the islandsin Bering Sea during the seasons 1498 and 1899, and 
whether the practice of branding seals is still pursued and what has been the 
effect of the branding of seals in preserving seal life. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It should be a direction and not a request. 
I move to strike ou’ the word ‘‘requested” and to insert *‘ di- 
rected.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept that modification. — ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

ALICE V. COOK. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask | 
for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2344) 
granting a pension to Alice V. Cook. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that there may be no mis- 
understanding about this matter, I desire to state that this pen- 
sion bill proposed to grant a pension of $25 a month. It was re- 
duced to $12 per month, but 1 am informed by the Commissioner 
of Pensions that the beneficiary is now drawing a pension of $12 
per month, So this act would be of no benefit to her, and hence 
the bill is recalled for reconsideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 8369) to put in force in the Indian Territory cer- 
tain provisions of the laws of Arkansas re to corporations, 
and to make said provisions applicable to said Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 10869) for the relief of the Medawakanton band of 
Sioux Indians, residing in Redwood County, Minn. 

The bill (H, R. 11719) amending section 5270 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CIVIL-SERVICE EXAMINATIONS, ETC, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. GALLINGER on the 22d 
instant, coming over from a previous Gay: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to furnish 
the Senate, at the earliest practicable day, information as to the number of 
persons examined, under the direction of said commission, for appointment 
in the public service during each fiscal year since July 1, 1895, the number 
who passed the required examination each year, the number who received 
appointments, the number who were dropped from the eligible list because 
of not ha received appointment within one year after successfully pass- 
ing the requ’ examination, and the number now on the eligible lists, des- 
ignating the different classes of eligibles. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I ask that that resolution may lie on the 
table subject to call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the resolution may lie on the table subject to his 
call. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered, 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE, 


‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 

ng resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 224 instant, 

coming over from a previous day: 

fr caeioed, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be discharged 

tothe Ons further consideration of joint resolution proposes an amendment 
stitution providing for the election of Senators of the United States, 


and that said joint 
Calendar toe de — reactation be reported to the Senate and placed upon the 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishouldlike to have the resolution lie over, 
not losing its place, with the right to be called up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the Senator's call 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; at the end of the morning business 
I want it to be so that I can call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da 
kota asks unanimous consent that the resolution may lie on the 
table subject to call. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS, 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 4171) to amend “An act granting additional quaran- 
tine powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine-Hos 
pital Service,” approved February 15, 1893. 

This is a bill making certain amendments to the quarantine law. 
It is reported unanimously by the Committee on Public Health 
and National Quarantine. All the objectionable features of the 
bill, or those that were in controversy, have been eliminated, and 
it is absolutely necessary that the bill shall be considered now 
in order that it may become a law at the present session of Con 
gress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
indicated by him. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN, This is such an important matter that, as | 


| have not had an opportunity to examine it, I shall have to ask that 


the bill may go over. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I have a dispatch 
here from Porto Rico to the Surgeon-General of the Marine- 
Hospital Service, stating that it is absolutely necessary that this 
legislation shall be had. The bill does not have a single objection- 
able feature in it. It is agreed to by all the boards of health, in- 
cluding those from the Senator's own State. It isthe unanimous 
report of the committee. It simply gives the Marine Hospital 
Corps, under which alone we can operate during the present year, 
for there is no time now to make any new law, the power to ad- 
minister oaths, which they ought to have had long ago, and the 
power to exclude smuggling vessels and fishing smacks that come 
within the quarantined districts, especially in Florida, and are 
not exempt, and which surreptitiously hold communication with 
= shore. There is not one single objectionable feature in the 

ill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Missouri is undoubtedly 
entirely honest in this matter, and I do not think for a moment 
that he is misstating it; but still it is such an important measure 
to my State that I must have an opportunity to examine the bill 
before I can consent to its passage. 

Mr. VEST. The health officer at Charleston agreed to it. He 
was examined by our committee at a public hearing. We ex- 
amined every health officer from all the principal cities, including 
Charleston. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am not guided by the health officer at 
Charleston. Iam guided by my sense of duty and by my obliga- 
tions to the State as a whole, and I insist that I must examine the 
bill. I will facilitate its passage if I see nothing objectionable in 
it, but I must insist that it shall go over fora time, at least. The 
Senator can call it up later in the day, as soon as I have had a 
chance to read it and see what it means. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill will resume its position on the Calendar, 


LYDIA STRANG, 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to Lydia 


Strang. 
Mr. BACON rose. 
Mr. ALLEN. It will not lead to any discussion at all. 


Mr. BACON. If it will not lead to debate, and if it will not be 
taken as a precedent, I will not object; but the Senator will per- 
ceive that if all unobjected cases are now brought to the attention 
of the Senate the morning hour will be consumed. 

Mr. ALLEN. This is an urgent bill. The beneficiary is sick. 

Mr, BACON. On the statement of the Senator I will consent 
in this case, hoping that no Senator will consider me discourte- 
ous in refusing to extend a similar courtesy to him upon a like 
application. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 23d instant approved and signed the act (S. 906) to 

rovide an American register for the steamer Esther, of New Or- 
eans, 
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The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1066) granting an increase of pension to Margaret B. 
Shipp; and 

An act (8S, 1890) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Treadwell, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. THURSTON. [I ask that the conference report on the In- 
dian appropriation bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the conference report. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the conference report on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill (H. R. 7433) 
making appropriations for thecurrent and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the conference report has been read in full to the Senate, and ap- 
pears in the Recorp. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I find that on page 48 of 
the bill amendments numbered 60 and 61 were disagreed to, the 
Senate conferees receding. These two amendments increased the 
appropriation for the Indian Insane Asylum in South Dakota 
from $15,000 to $20,000. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
came before the Committee on Indian Affairs and stated that with 
this increase a stone fireproof building could be built, and that 
without it it could not be. I should like to know the reason why 
this provision was dropped out in conference under the circum- 
stances; or whether any further information regarding it has 
been secured by the conference committee not within the knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, your conferees in the matter 
of additional appropriations for buildings and other matters pro- 
vided for by the Senate amendments succeeded in securing the 
consent of the conferees on the part of the House to all amend- 
ments of that character of the Senate, with the exception of 
$25,000 for a building at Fort Lewis, Colo., of $2,000 to three dif- 
ferent points in South Dakota, and of $5,000 in Idaho. 

All I can say further is that the committee found it impossible 
to secure an agreement with the House conferees on any other 
basis than that which we havereported. We stood out stubbornly 
for all these amendments, and at one time we thought we were 
successful in securing the consent of the House conferees to the 
amendments of the Senator from South Dakota, but later it was 
found impossible to do so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then there was no special reason urged 
why this should be stricken out, but it was simply stricken out 
because it was the desire not tospend any moremoney. Was that 
the argument? 

Mr. THURSTON. Itis probable the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. PLATT] or the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] can an- 
swer more fully on that matter than I. After we had nearly com- 
pleted our conference I was absent from the city for a time, and 
these particular items were disposed of by the other members of 
the committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not know that 
I can state fully the objections which were made by the House con- 
ferees, and I do not know that I ought to state them if I could; 
but I know that we struggled with the House conferees until 
struggling was no longer of avail, and the only way we could re- 
tain the amendment at all was bya reduction. The committee of 
conference had this bill, Ithink, for three weeks. We had confer- 
ence after conference, and finally in order to get an agreement we 
had to recede in some matters, and this was one of them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What particular amendment is re- 
ferred to? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas 
that the amendment in controversy is a reduction of the amount 
agreed to by the Senate for enlarging or completing the Indian 
insane asylum in South Dakota. I want to know why that item 
was stricken out, inasmuch as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had informed the Senate committee that with thisincrease he could 
build a fireproof stone cae which was thought a very desir- 
able thing to do, and without it he could not. 

Mr. JCNES of Arkansas. The amendment was resisted by the 
House conferees on the ground that there was no necessity for in- 
creased appropriations; that there was enough carried in the bill 
as A: and they were not willing to make the appropriations 
any larger. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Did the conference committee get any fur- 
ther information from the Department on the subject? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Nothing further than the statement 
that the additional amount would necessary to authorize a 
stone fireproof building instead of a brick building; but the argu- 
ments presented on the part of the Senate conferees did not sat- 








isfy the House conferees that there should be an increase in tho 
appropriation, and they refused to agree to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is another item I want to inquire 
about. The House provided for $6,000 to put in a water sup)! 
at the Flandrean Indian school. The Senate struck it out. 1 se; 
the Senate conferees have receded, and therefore that item re. 
mains in the bill and there is to be aseparate water supply at this 
school. The reason the Senate struck out the House provision wa; 
because this school is adjoining the town of Flandreau. The town 
of Flandreau has a water system; they haveconnected their ina 
with the school; and they are furnishing fire protection as we)| 
watertotheschool. Inthefaceof that factit is proposed to build 
plant at a cost of $6,000, which, in my opinion, will not fw 
tire protection, but which probably will furnish water. I sho .\\ 
like to know what good reason can be given why that should be 
insisted upon. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. With the permission of the chair. 
man of the committee, my recollection about that matter is that 
the school was being furnished by a water company at Flandreau 
adjoining; but it was insisted by the conferees that the price paid 
for water was very exorbitant, and that, as the school was at 
the mercy of the water company, it was better that the school 
should have an opportunity to put in its own plant unless it could 
obtain reasonable terms from the water company at Flandreau, 
so as to give them the discretion either by negotiating a better 
agreement or by — in their own water. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, r. President, this provision does not give 
any such discretion: 

Water rent, $1,500; for permanent water supply, $6,000. 

There is no water company at Flandreau, but the city put in it 
own waterworks. There are 350 scholars at this school, and tlie 
mayor of the town informs me that the school uses more water 
than the entire town, which is a very small place of about 1.()\)) 
inhabitants; that the school is improvident in the use of water, 
and yet the charge is but $1,500 a year. Coal in that country is 
worth $taton. If we put ina plant, we must have an enginver, 
and we must, if we have fire protection, have one night and cay; 
then we must buy the coal to run it, and we will absorb more 
than $1,500, in addition to the interest on the $6,000 which goes 


| into the plant, besides the wear and tear of the plant, the constant 


renewals, repairs, etc, It seems to me to be an exceedingly im- 
provident provision. The Senateconferees ought to have insisted 
upon adhering to the action of the Senate. 

I think, also, if the conferees had notified me of the fact that 
they could not secure an agreement, when the actual facts were 
placed before the conference committee this trouble would have 
been avoided, I think this is unjust to the town of Flandreau, a 
town of a thousand people, which has put in a water system at a 
cost of $25,000 and connected it with this school, so as to furnish 
fire protection as well as water. They have an abundant pres- 
sure, so that they can throw a stream over any building in the 
plant, and it seems to me unjust for the Government to go on 
and build a plant now, to discard and throw away the pijcs 
which the town of Flandreau has laid. This plant was largely 
put in because the school was there. The water rent charged was 
not exorbitant. I do not think the Senate conferees ought to have 
yielded this point. It is a mile from the school to the town. 
Water mains were laid from the town to the school, and at the 
end of one year for the Government arbitrarily to come in and 
put in a plant, which will cost the Government more to maintain 
and will not give so good service, it seems to me is bad economy 
and bad management. 

Mr. THURSTON, Just a word, Mr. President. It was the 
opinion of the Indian Department that the water rent at tlie 
Flandreau Institute was entirely too high, and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs had endeavored, in various ways and at various 
times, to secure a reduction of this water rent. My recollection 
is that it was originally $1,250. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. One thousand dollars, I will state that 
the Commissioner never did to secure a reduction, because 
Congress always fixed the rent at $1,000, and so he had nothing to 
say about it. 

r. THURSTON. The Commissioneradvised us that the water 
company—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is notawatercompany. It is the town 
that owns the plant. 

Mr.THURSTON. Well, the town, or whateveritis. TheCom- 
missioner believes that because they had the power to do it they 
raised the water rent to an unfair and unconscionable figure. 

During the consideration of this matter by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, before the Senate acted upon the bill, we endeavor! 
by wire to secure an arrangement from the authorities of t!1° 
town of Flandreau for $1,250 water rent. That arrangement wis 
refused. If that had been granted at the time, there is no qucs 
tion as to what the conferees would have done, We would have 
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agreed to let the water rent stand at that amount; but feeling 
that the Government was really, as they say on the street, being 
‘sheld up” in this matter, we decided to yield to the judgment of 
the House conferees. ; : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say in that connection that this 
school had 150 pupils, and when it paid $1,000 a year for water 
rent it was a year’s rent for 150 pupils; but we wanted connection 
with the water system of the town, and the Government was glad 
to secure it, because it gave fire protection; but a have in- 
creased the school, they have more than doubled it, and there are 
now 350 pupils. Therefore $1,500 a year is not as high in propor- 
tion as the old rent which we paid. I still think it is an improv- 
ident provision and ought not to have been agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
stated that the expense for water would be very materially reduced 
by getting in this water plant. The responsibility is with him. 
1i he fails to reduce the cost of the water supply by putting in this 
plant, of course he will be accountable for it; but if, on the other 
hand, he can materially reduce the expense of water to the school 
by putting in this plant, he will be entitled to the credit forit, All 
the responsibility rests upon him. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me the responsi- 
bility is with Congress, for about the time he fails to do it Bryan 
will be elected President and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
will go out of office. Therefore it seems to me the responsibility 
rests on Congress and not on the Commissioner. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I know there is no particular 
propviety in discussing this report after the committee has reached 
an agreement, for I suppose we shall be obliged to accept it. I 
believe, however, that if I had had an opportunity to say to the 
conference committee some things I have said to some members 
of the committee when I understood they had agreed to leave the 
Fort Lewis item in the bill, I believe it might have been left in 
the bill. This item was indorsed by the War Department. The 


statement was before the committee, showing that there was great | 


necessity for this increase of the buildings for the purpose of meet- 
ing the demands upon that school, which is a very successful 
school, one of the most successful in the United States. We 
simply defer doing what we have professed we were intending to 
do, to put within the reach of the Indians opportunities of educa- 
tion, There is no reason in the world why that provision should 
have been stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to call the Senator's attention 
to the statement of the chairman of the committee that the items 
stricken out of the bill were from Colorado, South Dakota, and 
Idaho. Everything else was agreed to. It seems to be the ten- 
dency not to spend any money in those States until a little later 
in the year. 

Mr. THURSTON, Mr. President, that statement of the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota is, I will not say unfair, but it creates an 
unfair impression. We did leave in the bill other increases for 
each one of those several States. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not want to say any- 
thing unfair of the chairman of the committee, because he is a 
very fair man, but I understood him to say the reductions were 
in those three States, 

Mr. THURSTON, The only Senate amendments for increased 
appropriations for buildings, etc., that we lost in conference were 
in the three States I have named, but in those States we also saved 
other appropriations which had been put on the bill in the Senate. 
There certainly was no purpose either on the part of the conferees 
of the House or of the Senate to discriminate in favor of or against 
any particular State. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURSTON, I will say to the Senator from Colorado 
that I believe his amendment ought to have remained in the bill, 
and the committee—I think the Senator will take my word for it— 
on the part of the Senate did everything in its power and held 
this bill in conference a long time in order to retain these various 
amendments, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not blaming any member of the conference 
committee on the part of this body, at least; but I think it is rather 
unfortunate that the reduction should have been made in provid- 
ing school facilities. There is a provision left in the bill for one 
of the schools in Colorado, not as large as it ought to have been, 
but it may answer the purpose. It is perhaps the most merito- 
rious, as it is now the most needy, of the schools. I have no doubt 
the committee did what they thought to be a proper thing, but I 
regret very much that they could not have retained the additional 
appropriation for that school for the Indian children. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Another item in the bill is in regard to the 
Indian school in South Dakota, The Senate put ona provision—— 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 1 o’clock p. m.). The Sena- 
tor from South Dakota will please suspend. The Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate a resolution; which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. Cuanpier, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, April 25, 1900, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Clark was not duly and legally elected to a seat 
in the Senate of the United States by the legislature of the State of Montana, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |Mr. CHANDLER] is not now in his seat, and I ask that the 
resolution may be temporarily withheld. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that. while retaining its place, the reso- 
lution may be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Until the Senator from 
Hampshire comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hears none, and that order is made, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7433) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senate committee placed an amend- 
ment on the bill increasing the appropriation for the Indian school 
at Chamberlain, 8, Dak., $10,000, to build a dormitory. In the 
State of South Dakota we have about 22,000 Indians, and the school 
facilities are not sufficient to accommodate them. It seems to me 
that if any item ought to have remained in the bill, that one should 
have remained init. In some of the States, I believe, they have 
more facilities than are necessary for the Indians within their 
borders. I can see no good reason why increases should be made 
in adjoining States, as they have been made in this bill, and this 
item stricken off, unless the purpose be to take the Indians out of 
our State to educate them. We do not object to taking the In- 
dians out of the State to be educated; we would be glad to have 
the whole Indian population go if they would never como back; 
but, inasmuch as they area part of us and are ultimately to be- 
come citizens of our State, we feel that we bavea right to have 
them educated within the borders of the State, and that such an 
amendment as this ought not to have been stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

CUBAN INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, I ask that the resolution relative 
to the receipts and expenditures in Cuba may be laid before the 
Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Georgia on the 
11th instant. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. Bacon on the 11th instant, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba ig 
hereby directed to investigate and report to the Senate as early as practica- 
ble regarding the moneys received and expended in tho island of Cuba, by, 
through, and under the officials and representatives of the United States, 
both civil and military, from the date of the occupation of Cuba by the mili- 
tary forces of the United States until and including the Wth day of April, 
1900. 

Said committee shall investigate and report as to receipts, as follows: 
From customs, from postal service, from internal revenue, from all other 
sources, specifying the details as far as practicable, and particularly tho 
places where and dates within which said amounts were collected or re 
ceived, and the officer or officers collecting and receiving the same, as well 
as the law or authority under which said amounts wero in each instance so 
collected or received. 

Said committee shall investigate and report as to the expenditures of the 
said amounts so received, the necessity and propriety thereof, specifying in 
classes and in detail so far as practicable said expenditures, and particularly 
the work, services, or property for which said expenditures were made, and 
the value thereof; also the law or authority under which each of said expend- 
itures was made, the officer, civil or military, by whom said expenditur 
was authorized, and the officer, civil or military, by whom said expenditure 
was made, and the particular fund from which the money was taken for said 
expenditure. 

Said committee shall also report a statement of all public works of every 
kind, including buildings, wharves, railroads, and all other structures built 
or coastructed, improved, repaired, or decorated by or under the authority 
of any such officer, civil or military; and in each instance the cost, value, 
necessity, and propriety of the same, and the uses to which said buildings or 
structures have been put. Where said buildings and works were constructed 
or improvements were made by contract, or where the material used in the 
same was furnished by contract, the committee sha!l report copies of each of 
said contracts and the names of all parties interested in each of the same 

Said committee shall also report a statement of the personal property 
which was purchased or procured and intrusted to any officer, civ A or mili- 
tary. in Cuba within said time, the cost and value of the same, and the uses 
to which said propérty has been put, and the disposition which has been 
made thereof. 


Mr. BACON addressed the Senate. 
fifty-five minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
Senator from Georgia will suspend, The hour of 2 o'clock having 


New 


Isthere objection? The Chair 









After having spoken for 
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arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (8. 2355) in relation to the suppression 
of insurrection in, and to the government of. the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded in 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator from Georgia 
desire to conclude his speech to-day? If so, I will take pleasure in 
asking that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in 
order to enable him to do so. 

Mr. BACON. I would like very much todoso. At the same 
time I dislike to incommode my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], who has also an unfinished speech. But as there has 
been a break in his, possibly it will be an economy of time on the 
part of the Senate to permit me to conclude rather than to let me 
take a fresh start. e had an illustration yesterday from the 
Senator from Wisconsin showing that that course produces delay. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask, then, that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears none, The 
Senator from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as within a few days past I ad- 
dressed the Senate somewhat at length upon these resolutions, 
what I now shall say will not be in the nature of an elaborate dis- 
cussion of the subject involved, but instead thereof a somewhat 
cursory discussion of some of the points which have been raised 
by the speech made on yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Pvatr]. 

That distinguished Senator, in a very earnest and able speech, 
sought to present to the Senate the reasons why these resolutions 
should not be adopted and why there should not be an investiga- 
tion by a committee of the Senate. Itis true that the Senator said 
that for certain reasons the resolutions should be adopted and the 
investigation should proceed. The Senator alleged that he had 
reached this conclusion not because there was anything in the sit- 
uation or in the facts or in the probable facts which, in his opinion, 
warranted and required an investigation, but because, as stated 
by the Senator— 

The charges by way of insinuation, innuendo, rumor, scandal, and mud 
throwing have made it necessary that this investigation should go on. 

That is the distinct ground upon which the Senator bases his 
consent that there should be an adoption of these resolutions and 
that the investigation should be had. 

The Senator in the course of his argument addressed himself to 
what may be considered as two considerations urged by him why 
these resolutions are not of themselves proper and justified. In 
the first place, the Senator takes up the conceded fact that there 
has been an embezzlement of the Cuban funds and argues that, so 
far as that particular embezzlement is concerned, or rather the 
embezzlement in that particular department, there is no need of 
a legislative investigation, for the reason that there is now pend- 
ing a departmental investigation, which is all-sufficient in itself. 
and, as suggested by the Senator, an investigation on the part of 
the Senate would not only be unnecessary, but would interfere 
with the proper conduct of that investigation by the Department. 
I read the language of the Senator: 

l think, Mr. President, that we can not well interfere with the investiga- 
tion which is heing made by the executive department and by the Postmaster- 
General. To interfere with it while it is going on would defeat very likely 
the ends of justice. 

In another part of his speech the Senator, after presenting the 
reasons why the embezzlement in Cuba in the postal department 
does not make necessary a Congressional investigation, and that 
in factit would be improper to make it, referring to the matters 
charged and alleged relating to extravagance and waste and mis- 
appropriation and jobbery in the expenditures in other depart- 
ments in Cuba, the Senator uses this language: 

I have seen nothing of fact which I think renders a Congressional investi- 
gation necessary; nothing of admitted fact, nothing of proven fact, which 
requires any investigation, unless it be the defalcation to which I have 
already alluded. 

Thus it is, then, Mr. President, that the Senator bases his ap- 

roval of the adoption of this resolution and of the prqposed 
investigation solely upon the ground of the statement from him, 
which | first read— 

That the charges by way of insinuation, innuendo, rumor, scandal, and 
mud-throwing have made it necessary that this investigation should go on. 

The speech of the Senator then leaves the issue still joined 
between us, as to whether or not the charges which have been 
made, and the probabilities of their truth, are such as to make the 
investigation a proper investigation, one which is called for and 
thereby made a duty on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. President, referring fora moment tothe framework of these 
resolutions, it will be noted that, as was developed in the discus- 
sion on yesterday, an amendment had been offered by me to the 
resolution previously offered, providing authority to the commit- 
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tee to sena for persons and papers, to swear witnesses and em)! 
stenographers, to hold itssittings in the United Statesand in Cu 
etc. The Senator from Connecticut thereupon indicated that | 
resolution, so far as it went, was agreeable to him, but desired :, 
add power on the part of the committee to employ an ex) 
accountant, the propriety of which I recognized, and so I agre«({ 
to it. As his amendment, with that exception, was substantia 
the same as the one which I had previously offered, I agreed th: 
that should be attached as the amendment to the original reso) \. 
tion. 

My allusion to that is to call attention to the fact that the inves. 
gation which is proposed will be onein which, however important 
may be expert accountant, there are other branches of the invest;- 
gation much more important than that whichdepends upon what 
can be discovered by an expert accountant., As I had occasion 
the other day to say, an expert accountant can trap the plain 
thief, the man who taps the till, the man who takes money, and 
who seeks to conceal the theft by making no entries or by making 
fraudulent entries; but the man who steals money in that way is 
not the man who is the great plunderer of public funds. 

A man who steals money in that way steals his thousands; but 
the man who secures that which he is not entitled to out of the 
public Treasury through jobbery, through dishonest contracts, 
through fraudulent devices of all kinds, which may appear to be 
all right upon the books, and yet in fact all wrong as to the dispo- 
sition of the money—that is the man who does not simply defraud 
the Government of thousands but of millions of dollars; and the 
great purpose of this proposed investigation is not simply to asccr- 
tain the comparatively paltry amounts which have thus been 
stolen in money, and which may be found by an expert account- 
ant, but to ascertain whether or not in this expenditure of over 
$14,000,000 there has been an honest and economical disposition of 
the money, or even in case the books do balance, and it is shown 
that the money was actually paid as represented by the books, 
whether it was honestly and economically expended, or whethier 
any part of it was misappropriated and dishonestly applied to 
grossly swollen and fraudulent salary rolls, or to property not for 
public uses, or to the payment of fraudulently overvalued prop- 
erty bills, or to any jobbery or other illegal devices. 

In illustration of that, Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senate to the question involved in the post-office embezzlement to 
see whether or not the investigation which is being pursued by 
the Post-Office Department, as honest and as earnest as I concede 
it to be and asI believe it to be, will disclose the facts which we 
desire to have disclosed and made public by this investigation. 

What are the things which the Post-Office Department is inves- 
tigating with reference to this post-office embezzlement? It is 
charged that this man Neely and his confederates, so far as dis- 
closures now indicate, or up to yesterday indicated, embezzled 
some $45,000; and that was the amount stated by the Senator from 
Connecticut yesterday. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For this current year. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; forthiscurrent year, ‘There may be others 
for the time preceding January 1, 1900, and there is every reason 
to believe there are. Those may also be discovered by the expert 
accountant and I hope will be, and I do not mean in any manner 
to depreciate the necessity of the expert accountant, and I think 
the Senator is entirely right in desiring that the power to em)|oy 
an expert accountant shall be put into the resolutions. I am sim- 
ply using the provision for the expert accountant as the thing 
which has suggested to me this comparison, and to show the vas! 
reach necessary in this investigation, very far beyond that whic!) 
can be accomplished through the aid of any accountant, 

It was also stated in the afternoon papers yesterday and in this 
morning's papers that the intimation which we had some time ago 
that there might be instead of $45,000 some $400,000 of embezzle- 
ment through the dishonest sale of stamps may possibly be ani 
on is true; but conceding that all these facts will be es‘ab 

ished by the investigation by the Post-Office Department, we 
come toother accounts where it isnecessary that there should be an 
investigation by a body sitting as a tribunal to examine witnesses 
and to have persons and papers brought before it and to search to 
the bottom not only the question as to whether money has |e!) 
taken out of the till, not only whether the money has been stv!en 
by the illegal sale of stamps, but whether money which appe's 
by entries upon the books and for which they may have vouchers 
has aoe! legally and legitimately and honestly and economic:lly 
expended. 
hat are those items? I will state that I hold in my hand !)oc- 
ument No. 177, part 2, which is a supplement to the original |)o°- 
ument No. 177. It is a communication from the Secretary of \\ at 
responding to instructions of inquiry from the Senate, and in this 
supplemental report there is for the latter half of the year !*‘!) 
what purport to be some eighteen or twenty different separte 
accounts of expenditures in Cuba, giving the matter somew!:t 
more in detail than was found in the original report, but sti!) 12 
a very general way. This postal account is one of the accounts 
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contained in this report; that is, for the entire year 1899. Most of 
the accounts in the reportare for six months. From January | to 
December 31, 1899, for the department of posts, the expenditures 
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were $612,290.38, and it is shown by other reports that the entire | 
receipts from that department in Cuba for that time amounted to | 


$250,000. 

*“as to the items of expenditure, which I submit are items that 
call for a thorough and searching investigation on the part ofa 
committee either of this House or the other House—I am very 
frank to say that I would very much have preferred if this inves- 
tivation had been undertaken by the other House, but as it has 
not been, we should proceed with it here—the very first item upon 
this account is an item which appears not only in this account, but 
in a'most every other account in this report with wonderful fre- 
quency—‘‘miscellaneous.” ‘‘ Miscellaneous, $49,544.86.” The ex- 
pert accountant, and the investigation which is being proceeded 
with by the Post-Office Department, will disclose the fact that 
there were $49,544 thus expended; but what the Senate will wish 
to know, and what the country will wish to know, and what the 
country will know, is for what was $49,544 spent and charged up 
and reported to Congress simply as “ miscellaneous.” 

Well, the next expenditure is ‘‘salaries.’”’ By the way, that is 
another item which appears in each one of these accounts with 
alarming frequency and with the utmost liberality of amount. I 
shall have something to say before I get through upon the subject 
of the amount of money which has been spent in Cuba for salaries. 
‘Salaries, $219,087.91.” Ihave no doubt that those salaries were 
paid, but to whom were they paid, to what officers, and what 
services were performed by these various parties? 

Now, mark you, the salaries amounting to $219,087 are not for 
the ordinary employees of the Post-Office Department. They are 
salaries for the ‘‘department of posts.” Thereafter follows an 
enumeration of salaries for the ordinary employees. 
to the $219,087 paid under the head of ‘‘Salaries—department of 
posts,” we have these salaries: 

Clerks in post-offices, $35,672.90, 

Postmasters, $87,364.39, 

Railway postal clerks, $24,279.49. 

Letter carriers, $17,927.24. 


| some brief allusions to these various accounts. 
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carriages and equipment, out of the public funds of Cuba as a part 
of the — service in that island, and under what head there has 
been placed the expenditure, if any, for the horses that drew these 
carriages. 

I wish to call attention to another matter before going on with 
The original 
document, No. 177, on page 107, has a statement of receipts and 
expenditures in Cuba tabulated in brief. Under the head of re- 
ceipts there are four sources of revenue enumerated—first, from 
customs; second, from postal service; third, from internal revenue, 
and fourth, from miscellaneous sources. These two documents, 
the original and the supplement, are made up, | presume, from 
exactly thesame papers; they certainly ought to be; and yet there is 


| a discrepancy of $30,000 between the original report and the sup 
| plemental report as to the amounts of money which have been 


received in Cuba during the year 1899—the very direct, identical 
sources of revenue being enumerated in the one instance as in 
the other. 

Now, let me give the statement. Ishall include this table on 
page 107 in the appendix to my remarks. The total from these 
tour different sources is $16,346,015. In the supplemental report 
from exactly the same sources of revenue the amount received is 
put at $16,316,500. I do not read that for the purpose of showing 
that $30,000 has been stolen, but I do read it for the purpose of 
showing that there has been such looseness, such an absolute in 
difference to all the requirements in the keeping of accounts as 
are provided in our own Government, as calls for the most search- 
ing investigation on the part of Congress. 

I will state another thing. Under the head of expenditures the 
same items of expenditure to the number of five are stated in the 
original report as are stated in the supplement, and yet L believe 


| without exception there is no single item in the original in which 


In addition | 


Mr. President, in those four classes we have enumerated the | 


ordinary employees of a post-office department who execute and 
carry on the tal service—clerks in post-offices, postmasters, 
railway postal clerks, and letter carriers. Those are the men 
who operate the detail machinery of the postal department out- 
side of that used in the transportation of the mails, and for the 
year all these officers thus operating the ordinary postal machin- 
ery of the department received only $165,242, but in addition to 
that and in addition to these men who thus operate the ordinary 
machinery of the postal department, under the single head of 
“Salaries, department of posts,” is $219,087. 

Now, I say that the most ordinary requirement on the part of 
Congress is that there shall be an investigation to know who are 
the people who, under the head of department of posts, have re- 
ceived $219,087, when they do not include in any way clerks in 
post-offices, postmasters in Cuba, railway postal clerks in Cuba, 
or letter carriers in Cuba, or the transportation of mails, either by 
contract or otherwise. I state this now simply by way of iilus- 
tration, because there are many other items in this account re- 
quiring investigation. It may be that an investigation will show 
it to be all right, but it is certainly devolving upon us to ascertain 
that it is all right. 

Another thing. 
with the Post-Office Department in such an investigation. Here 
are accounts which have been for six months in the Post-Office 
Department, and while they had no knowledge of any embezzle- 
ment, they did have knowledge of those most extraordinary and 
startling expenditures, and no investigation has been made or 
ordered or attempted by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. President, there are other most extraordinary items. I can 
not stop to go through them all, because there are a great many 
things here, and I can only touch on a few of them hastily. Let 
me call attention to one—per diem. After all thesesalaries here is 
‘per diem, $17,313.39.” ho authorized per diem to be paid, and 
to whom was it paid and of what amount? That is certainly a 
matter for investigation. 

Carriage, harness, equipment, $3,105.26. 


For whom were the carriage and harness and equipment, and 
uncer what law? When my eye first fell upon that item | thought 
possibly under the head of carriage there was included provision 
for the carrying of the mails, but that is not true, because other 
items in these accounts show that it was provided for otherwise. 
We have here under the head of mail transportation $14,231. We 
have mail wagons, $1,085; we have star-route contractors, $14,496, 
and we have mail messengers, $1,733, etc. So that carriages and 
harness and equipment do not apply and ure not intended to apply 
to the carrying of the mails, and it is a matter of investigation 
and proper investigation as to who has had harness, who has had 


Senators say that it is not proper to interfere | 


| ment, but I wish to call his attention 





| err being made on account of the fis 


the amount of expenditure is stated as the same amount that the 
same item is stated in the supplemental report. The items are 
found on page 107 of the original report and on page 2 of the sup- 
plemental report. That is another reason why there should be an 
investigation to understand why it is that there is this looseness, 
How is it that there is an utter absence of specific, accurate keep- 
ing of public accounts there which should be required every where, 
and which is required in this country? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senater from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS... lam not sure that I correctly heard the 
Senator's criticism of the schedules furnished by the War Depart 
to a statement made in the 
report of General Brooke on page 418, being his annual report for 
the year ending June 30, 189". He savs, atter expenditure, under 


| the head of statement of revenu> and disbursements to and includ- 


ing June 30, 1899, the following: 


The expenditures shown above include all payments to date, August 19, as 
‘al year ending June 30, 1800 
‘or this reason the total amount of expenditures on statements made may 
be different on different dates. 


I simply allude to that for the purpose of suggesting to the 


| Senator whether the schedule from which he is reading is not 


one that might be modified in the manner indicated by General 
Brooke, 

Mr. BACON. I donot know. I have two accounts sent here 
from the War Department not very far apart in point of time, so 
close together that one is sent by the Department as a supplement 
to the other, and the second in response to exactly the same reso- 
lution as that under which the original response was made, and 
in the two reports there is this marked difference between their 
statement of the same item in the one and in the other. 

I repeat that in the revenues received from four sources named 
in the original report, and in the revenues named in the supple 
mental report as received from the same sources, and both for the 
year 1899, there is a difference of $70,000. In order that I may 
not be misunderstood I will give Senators the pages. I refer to 
the items enumerated on page 107 of the original report and on 
page 2 of the supplemental report. Iam simply calling the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a few of the very many items stated in these 
reports which call for investigation and for legislative investi- 
gation. 

Before going on, I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
one other matter, and that is the peculiar way in which reports 
are made of these expenditures. Very frequently two subjects- 
matter are included in the same account where there can be no 
legitimate relationship between the two. Why the one should be 
mixed with the other [ am at a loss to understand. For instance 
we have the accountsof *‘ Rural guardandadministration.” What 
does * administration” mean? What is ‘‘rural guard?” I say if 


is impossible from the inspection of the accounts rendered under 
the head of ‘“‘ Rural guard and administration ” to know for what 
this money was spent, and that it is necessary not only that 
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books should be examined, but that witnesses should beexamined 
in order that we may ascertain for what this large amount of 
money, $506,162, of which, mark it, the item of salaries is $417,813, 
outside of the pay roll for labor, which is $27,570. 

There are items for property, all sorts of items, without any 
possible indication of what they are or for what purpose the 
money was spent, much less any possibility of ascertaining 
whether even if the subject-matter was correct the prices were 
correct. Nothing but an investigation can disclose that fact. 

Then, again, we have ‘‘justice and public instruction” put in 
one account. Why are justice and public instruction in one ac- 
count and mixed up and sent here together? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Because that is one of the depart- 
ments. 

Mr. BACON. That may be. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That department includes both. 

Mr. BACON. But they are not cognate subjects. One relates 
to the administration of the courts; the other relates to the schools, 
I presume—colleges, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, It is just like the Department over 
which the Secretary of the Interior presides, which has lands and 
pensions and _— and a variety of things in its jurisdiction. 

Mr. BACON, The Department of the Interior in making its 
report to the Government does not put the accounts of these vari- 
ous things together; itseparatesthem. That is what my criticism 
is; not that there is a department which had charge of these two 
subjects-matter, but that in making the return of money expended 
it does not separate public instruction from the department of 
justice. 

‘‘Agriculture and public works.” Here, again, the same thing 
is found. I call attention in this connection to the fact that not 
only do we have public works in connection with agriculture, but 
we have another item of public works in connection with ports 
and harbors, and you will find in other accounts scattered through 
these items where large amounts are charged, again, to public 
works, Indeed, it seems that where there was a sum to be tucked 
away in some manner not convenient to be put under the regular 
head, it is put under some extraordinary expenditure, or miscella- 
neous expenditure, or under the head of public works. 

Then we have the department of ‘‘state and government,” 
‘public works, ports, and harbors,” ‘‘ charities and hospitals.” 
Then another, ‘‘aid to destitute.” It would seem that “aid todes- 
titute” would properly come under ‘ charities and hospitals,” but 
there is a separate department, and in each department the most 
enormous salary list, I will venture to say, without possibility of 
successful contradiction, that ever was known in proportion to 
the public expenditure. 

Under the simple head of sanitation we have the enormous 
amount of $3,052,282. According to the argument of the distin- 
guished Senator on yesterday, because sanitation was important 
and something which, perhaps, had yielded most beneficial results, 
the question as to whether or not the money which had been ex- 
pended for the purpose had been honestly expended should not be 
considered. Grant all that he says about sanitation; it does not 
relieve us of the proposition that where such an amount as $3,052,- 
282 has been expended under the simple head of sanitation there 
ought to be an investigation of it to ascertain if it has been eco- 
nomically and honestly expended for this purpose. In this con- 
nection I call attention to the fact that in this detailed report in 
which these various accounts are set out there is no report of an 
account for sanitation for the whole year 1899, involving this 
enormous expenditure of $3,052,282, but only a partial account for 
the last six months of 1899, with an expenditure of $1,688,422.84. 
The account for the first six months of 1899 is not given. This 
half year’s account, among other things, includes for salaries, 
$109,539; for pay rolls, labor, $880,799; repairs, $53,730; material, 
$839,685; property, $126,087, etc. 

The same thing is true of “‘ barracks and quarters, $1,269,939,” 
which is only given in the detailed report for the last six months 
of 1899, from July 1 to December 31, and which contains the 
most remarkable items. In this connection I call attention to 
the most remarkable fact, which of itself would require an inves- 
tigation, and that is that under this call for information the War 
Department has in this supplemental report sent us the report as 
to the last half of the year 1899, ard has given as a reason why it 
does not send eo as to the first half of the year 1899 that the 
reports have not n received from Cuba. With $7,000,000 and 
over spent, eighteen months ago, nearly, seventeen months since 
that expenditure began in Cuba, the expenditure of these millions 
of doliars for the first six mont}s of the year 1899 has never been 
returned in the way of accounts to the Government. Do these 
facts indicate that the legislative department can leave this matter 
to the investigation of the Departments? Do they indicate that we 
can leave it to the military authorities inCuba? The uccounts of 
the first six months of expenditures have not been returned to the 
Government, and when called upon by the Senate for the infor- 
mation the reply is that the accounts have not been received. 
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Now, Mr. President, I wish to call attention to another matter, 
I do not go through these matters in detail, because I intend to 
put these tables in as an appendix to my remarks, but I wish to 
call attention toseveral items. After all these enormous expenses 
under every conceivable head, with a corps of officers receiving 
salaries under every subdivision of business which could })5 
imagined, we have an omnium gatherum under the head of ‘ex. 
traordinary expenses ordered by the military governor” with a 
total of the enormous sum of $448,079.92, on page 13 of this sup- 
plementary report, a term which, by the way, could be propei|y 
applied to each of these accounts; and in it we bave such items 
as the following: 

Provincial deputation, $23,058.78. 

Can anybody tell me what *‘ provincial deputation” means and 
for what purpose twenty-three thousand and odd dollars was 
spent under the head of ‘‘ provincial deputation?” Cananyonesay 
what the next item means— : 

Eventual expenses, $31,236.25? 


Then, after having had over a million and a quarter of dollars 
put down under the head of ‘‘ municipalities,” we have the ac- 
count of ‘‘extraordinary expenses,” in the supplemental report 
under the head of ‘‘ municipalities’ deficit,” the item of $289,67:.46; 
and so it goes clear through with these various accounts, And 
then, in addition to the account of ‘‘extraordinary expenses,” 
there is a ‘‘miscellaneous” account, with the remarkable items 
involving $109,642. 

As I said, I shall put the tables in as an appendix, and therefore 
I shall not stop now to enumerate them specially, as it would be im- 
possible to do so. 

But I do want to call attention toonething. This is not rumor, 
this is not newspaper charge; but it is the report of the War De- 
partment. In Cuba, for the year 1899, it is stated in the sup- 
agra report that the expenses for civil salaries amount to 
$3,122,052. 

This, however, is misleading, It will be noted, by reference to 
the tables on pages 14 and 15 of the supplemental report, that all 
of the salaries are given for the whole of the year 1899 except for 
the 12 items at the close of the account, beginning with the item 
“barracks and quarters.” These last 12 items are for only six 
months and aggregate $1,208,535. Assuming that the salaries in 
these items were as great in the other six months of the year, the 
same amount, $1,208,535, must be added to the total, and when 
this is done, instead of $3,122,052 as the salaries paid in Cuba 
in the year 1899, we have the enormous amount of $4,330,587. 
This, I repeat, is the largest proportion of salaries to public ex- 
penditure that can be found in any government anywhere, cer- 
tainly on this hemisphere. 

Mr. President, it may assist to a realization of the exorbitance 
of this expenditure for salaries for one year to make some com- 
parisons. In the remarks I submitted on this subject in the Sen- 
ate last week I included a statement of the annual expenses of 
certain States, excluding expenditures for education and including 
all ordinary e ses, including payment of public debt. This 
Cuban salary list is greater than such expenses in each of theso 
States, besides those of many others—in some of them several times 
greater—greater than the entire annual expense of each of these 
States including the public debt: Missouri, Massachusetts, Inii- 
ana, Goong, Mississippi, Arkansas, Kentucky, Tennessee, (‘on- 
necticut, Texas, Mi » New Jersey, and Alabama. Mr. 
President, upon the subject of these expenses, I will venture to 
read something from a newspaper which possibly may not be 
objected to by the Senator from Connecticut on the ground that 
it is one which has any purpose to make campaign material, 
or one which for any pur would en in mud slinging. | 
read from the New York Tribune of the instant, and, as the 
Senator yesterday was dissatisfied with the newspapers from which 
I read, I have thought I would to-day select some the orthodoxy of 
which, from his standpoint, might not be criticised. I presume 
the Tribune is one which he will admit to be in the ortho lox 
column. This is what the New York Tribune, in giving a uar- 
ration of this matter, relates with reference to the matter of sal- 
aries and expenditures by these people in Cuba: 

WASHINGTON, May 21, 1)”. 


The Assistant Secretary of War, Mr. Meiklejohn, to-day made public a !ong 
explanation of the partial report on Cuban receipes and expenditures seut to 
de the a aS War last week. He eee ee con- 

5 statements showing specifically and in de expendl- 
tures,” etc. How “ y and in detail" these “itemized statements’ 
are is indicated by such items as a. $53,730.16;" “ property, $126.08) ‘|, 
and “real estate, $38,510;" all of which appear among other items under (!10 

eral heading “sanitation,” covering a total expenditure amountiny to 
Fires, 422.84 fora — of six months. ; 

Farther on in statement of the Assistant Secretary these remark«!)!¢ 

nd suggestive 


a passages are found: 

“ The e tures for the first six months of 1899, as audited, have not yet 
been re’ by the military gover. but such report is nearly comp!:' 
for transmission to the War Department. For the first six months of |> 
there was allotted by the military governor Fy by the treasurer © 
Cuba to the officers the sum of $5,094,796.19 for the expenditure 
outside of executive ts, while for the last six months of 1\", 43 
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audited and reported for such purposes, the expenditures were $4,377,020.56. 
Therefore the expenditures during the first six months can not exceed the 
amount allotted, thus making the total possible expenditures in Cuba 
$12,516,515.80 for 1899.” 

Now, Mr. President, that is what the Secretary of War says 
must be the expenditure, that it can not exceed that amount, and 
vet the report which is sent in here shows a balance of only $2,000,- 
000 in the hands of the treasurer, An expenditure of $16,000,000 
is reported to the Senate. A balance of a little over $2,000,000 is 
reported and an expenditure of over $14,000,000 alleged, which, of 
course, would make that a correct balance; and with the Secretary 
of War himself publishing the fact that under the figures there 
could be no sum except about $12,000,000, it must necessarily show 
that the balance reported of $2,000,000 is incorrect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON, Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know that it is worth 
while to attempt to go into this question of figures; but if the Sen- 
ator has made an examination of them, he will see that the first 
account to which he refers under the head of ‘‘ Receipts and ex- 
penditures” is an account of receipts and expenditures for allow- 
ance by allotment to the different departments and that the second 
account is all the audited account, so that there may be, as with 
us, and probably is, money covered into the treasury which is not 
used from the money appropriated. 

Mr. BACON. That explanation would be a proper explanation, 
but it does not appear from these reports. The Senator said if I 
would examine the figures. I have examined them. The facts 
may be as stated by*the Senator, but they are not so reported by 
the Secretary of War. The table in this report is headed this way: 

Statement of receipts and disbursements of public funds of the island of 
Cuba from January 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899. 

It does not say allotments, or as allotted, 
amounts received and disbursed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator has seen—— 

Mr, BACON, I donot dispute the fact that the explanation 
may beacorrectone. I am simply stating that the report does 
not make it that way. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator has seen the state- 
ment made by the Assistant Secretary of War, he will see that the 
explanation was given. : 

fr. BACON. Iam very frank to say 1 did not see it, but I am 
simply taking what is reported here in the Tribune, I do not 
know how it escaped me, but I have not seen the statement in 
full; but the reports as sent to the Senate do not make the ex- 
planation which the Senator now suggests. 

I understand the suggestion of the Senator to be that certain 
moneys having been allotted to various officers, which they have 
expended, but the accounts of which having not yet been audited 
by the Auditor, it may be true that there is in the hands of the 
Treasurer, as stated in this report, only $2,260,209, and there may 
be about $2,000,000 out which has been expended in the past year, 
1899, of which there has been yet no audited return, I understand 
that to be the proposition of the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Either that, or that there is still 
money remaining unexpended in the hands of the different de- 
partments to which it has been assigned, 

Mr. BACON, If there could be any stronger illustration of the 
necessity of an investigation it will be found in the fact that for 
eighteen months, beginning eighteen months ago, there has been 
an expenditure ending five months ago of, which there has been no 
return for the first six months, the last of which expired eleven 
months ago. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Has the Senator examined the annual re- 
port of General Brooke? 

Mr. BACON, Ihave been taking the reports which have been 
sent to the Senate in response to the inquiry as to what have been 
the amounts received and expended. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will read him the report just before me, 
showing quite a large number of expenditures, submitted under 
the proper headings, 

Mr. BACON, ees the Senator mean to say that General 
Brooke’s accounts do not agree with the accounts which the au- 
ditor has sent to the War Department and which the War De- 
partment has sent to us? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I said nothing whatever, except when the 
Senator said that no reports had been furnished, I asked him if he 
had examined the statements in General Brooke’s annual report, 
purporting to be of certain expenditures. 

- BACON. Mr. President, I am going by the report that the 
Secretary of War hassenttotheSenate. We directed him to send 
us a statement of all the moneys which had been received in Cuba, 
and to send us a statement of all the moneys which had been dis- 
bursed in Cuba, and he has professed to do so, and, I have no 


It says those are the | 
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doubt, has done so so far as the papers and returns in his office 
will permit him to do it. 

Now, Mr. President, if these reports thus sent in by the receiving 
and disbursing officers say one thing, and the report that is sent in 
by General Brooke, as the military commander in charge of all this 
matter, says another thing, what higher evidence or necessity 
could there be for an investigation, and a very searching one? It 
may be, and I trust it will be found to be so, that the two can be 
reconciled; that it can be shown how one is correct and the other 
is incorrect, and that they may be reconciled with an honest dis- 
bursement. But, Mr. ‘President, I am speaking of our duty to 
investigate it—to find out what is the truth. 

The Senator said yesterday that the comparison suggested by me 
as to the expenditures in Cuba and the expenditures of several 
States in the Union was most startling as presented by me, and 
then the Senator went on to endeavor to show that it was not a 
correct statement. But before I go to that, the Senator inter- 
rupted me before I had finished reading this article from the 
Tribune, which I desire tocomplete. The article in another place 
says: 

_ The fact that the auditor in Cuba furnished prior to May 16a statement of 
disbursements on account of ay works, ports, harbors, barracks, and 
quarters, rural guards,’hospitals, and charities, quarantine, sanitation, « 
from July 1, 180, to December 31, 1899, and was not then able to furnisha 
statement of expenditures for the same objects for the six months from Jan 
uary 1, 1899, to June 30, 1899, fairly justifies the inference that when the in 
structions of the Secretary of War to furnish the information required by 
the Senate resolution were received by the auditor in Cuba last January 
they found him utterly unprepared to do so, and that he was obliged to col- 
lect data for that purpose. Why he did not begin at the beginning of the 
period instead of at the end of it, if such was not the fact, is a question easier 
asked than answered, but an answer will probably be required by Congress. 
Another question_to which an answer will be necessary is why the auditor 
could not give in January, or could not have given months before that time, 


a statement of the balances inthe hands of the disbursing officers on June 30, 
1809. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia will 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary, A bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression 
of insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine 
Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty con- 
cluded in Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does the Senator from Georgia 
desire to conclude his speech to-day? If so, I will take pleasure 
in asking that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in 
order to enable him to do so. 

Mr. BACON, I would like very much todoso. At the same 
time I dislike to incommode my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], who has also an unfinished speech. But as there has 
been a break in his, possibly it will be an economy of time on the 
part of the Senate to permit me to conclude rather than to let him 
take a fresh start. We had an illustration yesterday from the 
Senator from Wisconsin showing that that course produces delay. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask, then, that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears none, The 
Senator from Georgia will proceed, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, [ am very much obliged to the 
Senate for its courtesy, and especially to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Now, I will pause in reading this article from the New York 
Tribune to call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut to 
the answer that the New York Tribune gives to the suggestion 
made by him as to these unexpended balances. I willread the last 
sentence over, as I was interrupted, and possibly the Senator cid 
not catch the purport of it: 

Another question to which an answer will be necessary is why the audil- 
tor could not give in January, or conld not have given months before that 
time, a statement of the balances in the hands of the disbursing officers on 
June 30, 1899. 

The suggestion is made here that there is a discrepancy of over 
$2,000,000 between the report as sent to us by the Secretary of 
Waras to the amount of expenditures and as to the balance which 
in consequence of that error should be in the hands of the treas- 
urer, and the Senator from Connecticut suggests that these bal- 
ances are outside in the hands of these disbursing officers. The 
New York Tribune, not a mud-slinging paper, not a paper seek- 
ing to make capital for the campaign adverse to the party of the 
Senator, asks the question, Why was it, if that is true, that 
the auditor could not in January state what were the balances in 
the hands of the disbursing officers six months before then? I 
think the New York Tribune very properly suggests that Con- 
gress will require an answer to that inquiry. The New York 
Tribune goes on to say: 

Asa matter of fact it could have been given, unless the regulations pro 
mulgated by the Secretary of War a year ago had been ignored. 

Which they must necessarily have done. It was somebody's 
duty to see that those regulations were complied with. 
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Upon the subject of expenditures in the same article there is the 
following statement: 


The Assistant Secretary explains the heavy expenditures for labor by 
saying 

This is quoted now from the Assistant Secretary’s statement— 

“ That the eupentitare for unskilled native labor seems large is not surpris- 
ing, when one of the objects sought to be accomplished by this Government 
in Cuba upon military occupation was the relief of starving people through 
their employment upon public works. It was our well-defined policy to feed 
gratuitously the absolutely helpless and starving inhabitants, and to reduce 
as far as possible such gratuitous relief. This was accomplished by furnish- 
ing employment to the able-bodied, thereby pening them self-supporting 
and relieving the prevailing distress and stagnation in business throughout 
the island by the proper and legitimate use of the revenues upon public im- 
provements, necessary and permanent in their character, and which will 
nure to the benefit of the people of Cuba.” 

That is the extract from _the statement of the Assistant Secre- 
tary of War, and now the New York Tribune makes this comment 
upon that: 

The expenditures on this account during the six months ended December 
31, 1899, amounted to $1,382,197.87, of which the sum of $880,799.79 was expended 
for “sanitation.” If the men who did the work were destitute, unemployed, 
and unskilled, it is not possible that they received mvure than §1 (gold) each 
for a day’s work, and at that rate it would have required 8,744 men working 
all day and every day except Sundays during that period to earn $1 382,197.87. 
and it would have taken 5,577 men working all day and every day exce;'t 
Sundays from the morning of January 1 to the night of December 31 to earn 
the sum of $880,779 charged to labor under the head ef “ sanitation.” 


Now, Mr. President, by the fact that the Senator from Con- 
necticut, who on yesterday_so strenuously objected or rather 
criticised the reading of articles from the Washington Post, does 
not interpose any criticism upon the loyalty of the New York 
Tribune to the interests of the Republican party, and does not 
make any suggestion that anything which appears in the columns 
of the New York Tribune may be set down either to a desire to 
manufacture campaign material against the Republican party, or 
be set down to the score of mud slinging, I am encouraged to 
read some more from the New York Tribune. I think the Sena- 
tor will find that when he says that this purpose to find out what 
has been done in Cuba, this design by a proper and searching and 
exhaustive examination and investigation to ascertain whether or 
not the money of Cuba has been honestly and economically spent, 
he is mistaken in attributing it to those who desire to make cam- 
paign material against the Republican party, and he will find 
that the American Pee regardless of party intend that this 
matter shall be sifted to the very bottom, and that there shall be 
ascertained not simply whether correct books have been kept, but 
that there shall be ascertained whether there has been economical 
and prudent and honest disbursement of this fund which we 
have raised in Cuba, not one dollar of which, I repeat, belongs to 
the people of the United States, and every dollar of which belongs 
to the people of Cuba. 

The Senator is going to find that it will not be limited as he 
sought to limit it on yesterday, and Ican have no higher illustration 
of the fact than the position which is taken by the New York 
Tribune in bringing to the light so far as it can what is the truth 
with reference to this matter. Speaking of the r ition of 
accountability for these expenditures in Cuba, the New York 
Tribune of the 22d, in its story, as the newspaper phrase goes, 
with reference to this matter, said: 

This is peculiarly true in the former case— 


It had spoken both of Cuba and the Philippines, using the word 
“former” in referring to Cuba— 


This is peculiarly true in the former case, where the United States military 
authorities are col ecting and disbursing the public revenues of Cuba and 
not those of the United States. A keen sense of this peculiar relation and 
responsibility has already found expression in both branches of Congress in 
propositions to appropriate money from the National Treasury to make rp 
the losses the Cuban treasury has sustained through the dishonesty of the 
agents of the United States. 


I trust the Senator will listen to this: 


That would in part repair the wrens. but only in part, for it already ap- 

rs only too evident, even from the geet nformation now accessible, 

hat criminal extravagance as well as official ulation and plain stealing 
have merked the administration of Cuban affairs in too many respects. 

Take the postal service, for example, which is carried on under the mag- 

nificent and peas name of “department of posts,’ under an official de- 
scribed by the equally magnificent and moos title of “ director-general 
of posts." Plain “ director of posts’ was not dignified enough, and so the 
“ general” was added—whereu the official who bore it immediately pro- 
ceeded to sustain his new dignity } by adding to his official staff and raising 
their salaries, and having his own inc toasum which ther with his 
other official * perquisites,” made a total exceeding the offi salary of the 
Postmaster-General of the United States. 

He also set up a carri at a cost of several thousand dollars for the first 
ear—tothe revenues of Cuba—and his “miscellaneous " official expenditures 
umped from about $5,000 in the first half of last year to nine times that sum 

in the second half. The combined salaries of self and the clerks and 
other employees in his office amounted to more than $219,000 last year, which 
was about $47,000 more than all the public-school teachers in the island re- 
ceived, and nearly twice as much as was paid in salaries in the department 
of agriculture and public works, and salaries there were on a generous 
scale. No wonder that the expenditures for salaries under the “director- 
general of " were ed by both the military governor and the 
auditor of the island as “extraordinary expenditares.” 

The sum of $219,000 was expended on the headquarters administration of 

a postal service which consisted of 535 employees besides the 68 at headquar- 
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ters; which bad 230 t-offices—fewer than there are in any State in the 
Union; which covered 81 mail routes of every description, with a total mil. 
age of 4,313 miles; which had 45 railway postal clerks and 96 letter carriers 
and the total revenues of which amounted to $250,100. Of course, all the sa 
aries under the department of posts, and many other expenses of the post 
service, had to be met from the customs revenues or other sources. But t}). 
accounts of all the expenditures until within the present month were du}, 
certified and passed by the military auditor in Cuba. 

Then the New York Tribune, in substantiation of that, goes for. 
ward and sets out one of these very accounts which are in this 
supplemental report, which I will not now read, as it will be pu: 
in otherwise. But it has made a calculation relative to the « 
count under the head of ‘‘ Finance,” and here it is published in t), 
New York Tribune, under the head of ‘‘ Finance,” giving the pro 
portion which salaries bear to all other expenditures in this par- 
ticular account, and the expenditures were very large, the tota 
expenditures in this account being $211,292. The portion of th.) 
amount representing salaries was $187,572.54. Thus it is seen tha 
more than 88 per cent of the entire amcunt disbursed under t| 
head of ‘* Finance” was paid in salaries, Of ‘‘ Justice and pub! 
instruction ” the salaries were more than 83 per cent of the amount 
expended. Of ‘Agriculture and public works” the salaries we 
more than 45 per cent. Under the head of ‘‘State and govern- 
ment” the salaries were more than 74 per cent, and under the 
head of ‘‘ Posts” the salaries were more than 62 per cent. 

Why, Mr. President, the whole possible employment of the 
men thus legitimately engaged could not have reached this ex 
orbitant amount of expenditure. 

Then, putting in another table, which I will not read, becau 
it is contained in this second supplementary report as to the dis- 
bursements for six months ending December 31, 1899, the Tribune 
account goes on to say: 

More than 38 per cent of the total expenditures accounted for by the for 
going statement — 


That is, the statement of expenditures for the last six months 


More than 38 per cent of the total expenditures accounted for by the fore 
going statement are comprised under the head “Sanitation.’’ Some of tho 
itemsare: Pay rolls, labor, $880,799.79; material, $339,685.10; property. $126,087. 
salaries, $109,539.14; real estate, $38,510; disinfectants, $12,891.95; band stand 
$50; remorne, garbage, $50; royalty on electrozone, $724.82, and schoo! su 
plies, $23.45. It will observed that the heading “ Sanitation’’ covered a 
wide variety of items. So did the heading ** Miscellaneous,’ which is quite a 
favorite among the disbursing officers in Cuba, some of whom show a ten! 
ency to repeat it. Under ‘* Miscellaneous,” as a general heading, are foun 
rents, miscellaneous, $14,477.44, followed by plain miscellaneous, $572.68. * hi: 

irs * cost $6,027.04, and repairs to quarters, captain of the port, cost $14,775 

here was an item here also for property amounting to $9,527.75; one of 
$491.77 for material; one of $614,08 for office supplies. Attorney's fees co 
the Quartermaster’s Department $100, and lawyers’ fees cost Mr. Misce|la- 
neous = equal sum, while only $83.25 was paid for trade journals on that 
account. 

Among the items under the heading ‘‘Rural guard and administration" 
are such plain and specific ones as these: Miscellaneous, $1,725.84; property, 
$11,224.48; trade journals—for the rural guard—$70.90; ammunition, $19, and 
photographic views, $31.50. The expenditures under the heading * Culan 
census’ Include an item of $26.81 for trade ares appear to have 
had a somewhat wide circulation in the Cuban accounts; one of $402.25 for 
miscellaneous, and one of $2,584.24 for pooperts. 

It may be said that such items sign fy nothing. The chances are that. in 
significant as they may seem, they indicate a good deal that requires further 
investigation. © reports furnished tothe Secretary of War, and by him 
transmitted to the Senate, show that it is utterly useless for that body to de 
pend upon resolutions of inquiry, however carefully drawn or promptly 
answered, to obtain facts and information which are of absolutely vital impor 
tance to the rescue and preservation of the honor and good faith of the United 
States in its dealings in Cuban affairs. No satisfactory information can |» 
obtained, nor can all the abuses and irregularities be corrected except as the 
result of a thorough, searching, and independent investigation by authority 
and meansentirely independent of the officials in Cuba. If the partial and 
incomplete reports sent to Congress mean nothing else, they do mean and 
emphasize that. 


Mr. President, I think that that might be considered a sufiicicit 
answer to the charge of the Senator that I have been engaged in 
mu4 slinging, for while the Senator does not mention my name, 
there is nobody else who has spoken on this subject, and thie 
Senator announced in the beginning of his speech that he did not 
intend to oppose the resolutions, but that something that I said 
ee an answer at his hands. 

do not intend to dwell upon the serious charge against me— 
certainly including me—by the Senator from Connecticut, whici 
I have twice read to the Senate, as the reason why this investix:- 
tion should proceed, but every word that I have said is in print, 
and I challenge that Senator or any other Senator to put his finger 
upon a single word in that speech which is disrespectful to «1)- 
body, much less a word which can be properly classed under t!1¢ 
head of ‘‘ mud slinging.” 

I understand the Senator classifies as extravagant and as innu- 
endo and as unfounded charges and as mud slinging the vari: 
matters which have been brought to the attention of the Senite 
and of the country with reference to these alle improper (is- 
bursements in the islandof Cuba. I donot think that in any way 
that can be regarded as a legitimate criticism. It is the duty \! 
Senators to bring to the attention of the Senate anything whi: !), 
in the opinion of such Senators, may require an investigation: 
and so far from being the object of criticism, the official who ds 
it should be commended. 
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It seems that it is not only in this Chamber that there is objec- 
tion to the suggestion that there has been improper expenditure 
and dishonest misappropriation; it seems it is not only in this 
Chamber that there is condemnation of the making public of any 
such charge. This man Neely, who so far appears to be the prin- 
cipal, but not the only offender, seems to have been brought into 
his trouble by some one who committed what some people con- 
sider an impropriety in ‘‘peaching,” in disclosing the fact of 
Neely’s dishonesty. He had a young man whom he seems to have 
befriended, by the name of Rich, and he turned against him in the 
way of evidence, and that fact has brought down upon him con- 
demnation by Neely’s friends. I read, Mr, President, at the risk 
of incurring the criticism of the Senator from Connecticut for 
again reading from the Washington Post, an account which the 
Washington Post gives of the condemnation which has been vis- 
ited upon Rich because he ‘‘peached” on Neely. It is headed 
“The ingratitude of Corydon.” It seems this young man Rich 
had the classic name of Corydon—Corydon Rich. The article in 
the Post is headed ‘*‘ The ingratitude of Corydon,” and is as fol- 
lows: 

We are bound to confess to a deep and yearning sympathy with the party 
workers of Muncie, Ind., who have been so cruelly disturbed over the con- 
duct in Cuba of a former fellow-townsman. These honest and devoted gen- 
tlemen may be mistaken in supposing that the scandal could have been 
averted butforhim Privately, we thinkthey are. But there canbe nosort 
of doubt as to the question of principle—a question which can be stated in its 
most compact form by quoting a Muncie special to an Indianapolis paper: 

“The feeling against Corydon Rich, who, it is said, confessed to the defal- 
cations in the Cuban pgstal service, is very strong here, and he is roundly 
condemned for peachingy He is under obligations to Neely for his appoint- 
ment, and his confession is pronounced by bis political friends the basest in- 

titude.” 
or rhis man Rich has stupidly confessed. His front name is Corydon, but we 
venture to assert that no true Indiana Phyllis would now so much as look at 
him. It was a dastard thing he did. Neely had been his guide, philosopher, 
and friend. “Neely had put him in the way of opulence. Taken warmly 
under Neely’s wing, and in a position to see which way the cat would jump, 
this Corydon should have known how to rake his hay in the hot sunshine of 
the Cuban snap and stuff his wallet while the orb of day enveloped him in its 
stimulating warmth. He should have been grateful to Neely. He should 
have tapped the till while his master squeezed the safe. We quite agree with 
the spirit of the Muncie oe Rich made tke mistake of his life in ‘* peach- 
ing” on his benefactor. His duty was to work the opportunity for all that it 
might be worth, and to thank Neely for the chance. 

ingratitude, thy name is Rich! There is no meaner thing in life. Barra- 
bas, Ali Baba—all the most engaging thieves of history—have felt thy das- 
tard cane, It is with tyrants, emperors, and aeage oe with pirates, brigands, 
and freebooters. Marat had his Corday. Neely has his Rich. But it is in- 
famous, just thesame. The hot tear fries upon our cheek. The tentacles of 
one’s very soul must reach out and try to grapple with their woe. 

Mr. President, if the party who sent that dispatch to Indian- 
apolis had been familiar with the parliamentary language which 
is sometimes used in the United States Senate, instead of all that 
elaboration in the dispatch, he would have simply said that Rich 
had been guilty of ‘‘ mud-slinging.” L 

In regard to this Habana railroad—and I shall not detain the 
Senate very much longer—at the time my former remarks were 
addressed to the Senate I had no information of a definite 
character as to what that road had cost. I did use the words 
quoted in the speech of the Senator from Connecticut yesterday 
by way of illustration, but was careful to say that I did not know 
the cost, but had heard that it was enormous. Since then the 
statement is made that the road has cost $342,611. I take it from 
a press dispatch, but I understand that it also is found in the 
statement of the Assistant Secretary of War. As to whether or 
not that was a proper expenditure, of course is a matter upon 
which evidence must be heard; as to whether it was a proper con- 
struction as well as whether it was a proper expenditure must 
also beascertained, Iknow nothingaboutit. I believe, however, 
from my limited knowledge of railroad construction, that it must 
have been a most exorbitant expenditure for something which 
appears to me, from all I can learn, was very little needed. _ 

There is another fact connected with that railroad to which I 
want to call the attention of the Senate so as to show how we are 
keeping up with expenditures in Cuba, I venture to say—and if 
Iam in error I ask members of the committee to correct me—I 
venture to say that up to six weeks ago there was not a member 
of that committee of our relations with Cuba who knew the fact 
that this three hundred and forty-odd thousand dollars had been 
expended in Cuba for the construction of this road, or that the 
road had been constructed. I will venture to say that when the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Cuban Relations went to Cuba 
and went to Habana they were not informed of the fact—much 
less called upon to inspect the road—that they were not informed of 
the fact that such a road had been built; and I venture the asser- 
tion that when the members of that subcommittee returned to 
Washington not one of them brought with him the knowledge of 

the fact that such a road had ever been built at the public expense, 
yet it has been built for over a year. 
_ Mr. President, whenever one hassome embarrassm ent in address- 
ing himself to the legitimate point of an ness it is sometimes 
& device to put up a man of straw and belabor him and with great 
muscularity and vehemence; and on that line I presume it was 
that on yesterday the Senator from Connecticut read with very 
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great indignation the fact that it had been charged that Senators 
here had some connection with the building of that railroad, and 
that another high ex-official also had; thereby implying that that 
charge had been in the remotest degrae ever insinuated, or ever 
contemplated, or ever thought of by anyone who was instrumental 
in asking for this investigation. Mr. President, I need not say 
that I had nothing of the kind in contemplation, and that I had 
never heard a whisper connected with either of the distinguished 
gentlemen, and that i needed no disclaimer from either one of 
them to satisfy me that that was the utterance of some idle scandal 
monger. No disclaimer on their part is required; nobody expects 
it, and nobody wants it. G 

But, Mz. President, the merits of the question whether or not 
there should be an investigation upon legitimate lines are not to 
be disparaged by such a discussion as the Senator evidently im- 
plies, necessarily implies, that one of the injustices of the proposed 
investigation was that which involved the names of these gentle- 
men, an utterly baseless and unwarranted insinuation. Sir, there 
is no issue in this discussion as to these distinguished gentlemen, 
except the issue which the Senator from Connecticut has made 
between himself and this man of straw which the Senator has 
himself set up, and which he has so valorously knocked down. 

But there are some things about that railroad that I will not 
hesitate to speak of—not that railroad in particular, but railroad 
construction in Cuba—as a matter which requires an investiga- 
tion; and as I have been so fortunate as to escape condemnation 
in bringing to the attention of the Senate what the New York 
Tribune says, I will try it once more. 

Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate last week I called 
attention to the fact that one Robert P. Porter had been sent to 
Cuba on a mission connected with the revision of the tariff for 
Cuba; that during five and a half months this Mr. Robert P. Por- 
ter had not only drawn a salary of $500 a month, but that he had 
put in an expense account, and had been paid it, for over $500 a 
month besides his salary, and that in about five months and a half 
he had drawn over $3,100 as an expense account—nearly $20 a day 
for every day, Sundays being excluded. Mr. President, that may 
have been all right; but that will not be the subject-matter of 
investigation, I presume, under these resolutions, if adopted, for 
the reason that that money as to the salary of Mr. Porter and as 
to his expense account—$20 a day, very nearly—was paid out of 
the $50,000,000 emergency fund that the people of the United States, 
through their representatives in Congress, voted two years ago, 
when we stood in the presence of grave national peril. It seems 
now that we appropriated more than was necessary. 

I am speaking of the fact—I am not trying to intimate, do not 
intimate, and disclaim any such intention—that the money for his 
legitimate payments ought not to have been paid out of this fund, 
because it was after the war was over, when the fund was not 
needed for the purpose for which it had been originally devoted, 
and, of course, an expenditure in that line had no particular 
ground for objection. Itis a question of amount solely which I 
am speaking of, and I am eiaply allading to the fact that this can 
not be investigated although it was expended in Cuba, because it 
was expended out of a different fund. 

But the matter to which I call the attention of the Senate in 
regard to Mr. Porter's mission to Cubais this: There has recently 
been organized in New Jersey a syndicate—this is not stated by 
me from ever having seen the charter, but is reported to me upon 
evidence which I understand to be entirely credible—a chartered 
syndicate known as the Van Horn syndicate, with a capital of 
$8,000,000, to construct and operate railroads in Cuba as well asin 
some other island, I understand, possibly in Porto Rico, and it is 
also stated as a fact—one which I do net personally know, but 
which Lalso believe—that this Mr. Porter is now one of the officers 
or employees of that company, and that he lias gone to Europe 
with officers of that company upon business of the company. 

I repeat I can not make that as a charge, because I do not know 
it to be true, but I do make it as a charge of what is generally re- 
yuted and understood to be true. I now repeat what the New 

ork Tribune says on that subject, premising that the particular 
point is this, in order that Senators may apply the statement here 
as it goes along, that the original tariff upon railroad equipment 
in Cuba, railroad iron and all other matters entering into the 
construction and operation of railroads, was 40 per cent ad valo- 
rem; that Mr. Porter in revising that tariff reduced it to 10 per 
cent, and that immediately subsequent thereto was bis connec- 
tion with this company. Now, here is what the Tribune says 
about it. Whether true or not, personally I do not know. It is 
certainly, however, matter brought to the attention of the Senate 
in such a way as to entitle it to respect and to require investiga- 
tion: 

The keen and jealous scrutiny— 

That is from the New York Tribune of to-day— 


The keen and jealous scrutiny which is being brought to bear these days 
on the administration of Cuban affairs is indicated by the attention the last 
revision of the Cuban tariff is receiving at the hands of Senators and others 











iret a zy 


Ll coe a ity 
ANS SY, w 


a ante eae 


Sis Vaden 





i 


rote 


ie j i a Nb insiah ink oi ins 


9944 


who are especially interested in such subjects, and who have enjoyed an op- 
portunity to examine the work. Some of the comments and critic s heard 
are far from complimentary to the author of the revised tariff, Robert P. 
Porter, who was the Superintendent of the last United States Census and is 
now connected in some capacity with a powerful and wealthy railroad syn- 
dicate, which it is generally understo has recently obtained control of 
most of the railroad franchises in Cuba and is maturing extensive and com- 
prehensive plans for the construction and reconstruction of important lines 
of railway in Cuba, the carrying out and development of which plans will 
involve the investment of large amounts of capital and the expenditure of 
very large sums of money for railway supplies and materials, machinery, 
locomotives and other rolling stock, etc., virtually all of which must be im- 
ported from the United States, England, Canada, and elsewhere, inasmuch 
as Cuba produces few or none of the articles required. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator intends to put in all 
the article, whether he intends to read it or not? 

Mr. BACON. All the article. 

Mr. CHANDLER, All this article from which he is now read- 
ing? 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to read every line and word of it. It 
is not necessary for the Senator to anticipate me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I was going to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, 

Mr. BACON. Well, just wait until I get through with that 
article, please? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
of it. 

Mr. BACON. I will read the whole of it. The Senator need 
not think I will omit any of it. I have too much estimate for the 
character and dignity of this authority to omit any of it. 


The names of some of the active promoters of this importantand extensive 
enterprise were published some time ago, and the list included some of the 
ablest and most widely known railway capitalists in the United States, Eng- 
land, and Canada—men whose names are a sufficient guaranty of sound and 
adequate financial backing, wise judgment, long experience, and practical 
and skillful management in behalf of any enterprise they may undertake. 
Neither money nor brains will be lacking in the Cuban railway enterprise, 
and the propect appears to be that the men who are to control it will thereby 
have also absolute control of the entire railway system of the rich island of 
Cuba. The exact nature of Mr. Porter's connection with this great symticate 
is not known here, but it is inferred from certain newspaper publications 
some weeks ago when he was in London in company with two of the most 
active promoters of the enterprise, whose visit to and negotiations in that 
city were described as exceedingly satisfactory and successful, that his rela- 
tion was a pretty intimate one. 


AN INTERESTING COINCIDENCE. 


What has all this to do with the Cuban tariff? That is a proper and perti- 
nent question, the answer to which, while not complete, reveals an interesting 
coincidence or sequence of events, in which Mr. Porter, as special commis- 
sioner to revise the tariff on the one hand, and the organizers and promoters 
of the big railroad syndicate on the other hand, were both equally interested, 
but from seemingly opposite points of view. The object of the former, as 
indicated in his oficial instructions and explained by himself, was so to re 
vise the tariff as to readjust the rates with a view to reducing those on the 
articles of universal or general necessity and consumption required by the 
people, a large proportion of whom were persons of very small or moderate 
incomes, without reducing the total revenues of the island below the sum 
annually required to carry on the Government. This was a laudable as well 
asa desirable object. Of course one of the prime objects of the capitalists, 
who were about to expend millions of dollars on the construction, recon- 
struction, and general rehabilitation of the railroads of Cuba, was to get the 
necessary materials, o/s machinery, rolling stocx, etc., into Cuba as 
cheaply as practicable. None of those articles were manufactured or pro- 
duced in Cuba, except to an insignificant extent, if at all, and therefore the 
tariff duties, whatever they might be, would come out of the pockets of the 
great syndicate. Of course, therefore, it would make a considerable differ- 
ence to them whether the tariff was 40 per cent or only 10 per cent. In fact, 
the total duty on $1,000,000 worth of railroad materials, machinery, and sup- 
plies at 10 per cent ad valorem would amount to $300,000 less than it would if 
the rate were 40 per cent. 


LOW DUTIES ON RAILROAD SUPPLIES. 


Now, Special Commissioner Porter, who devoted a portion of last winter 
to the work of revising the Cuban tariff, finished the work in time to have it 
approved by an order dated March 31, 1900. The new tariff was not to be put 
into operation, however, until June 15, and the new rates were not made 
public until the middle of the current month. The ———— of duty on 
railroad supplies, materials, machinery, etc., under the Cu tariff framed 
by Special Commissioner Porter and put into operation on January 1, 1899, 
amounted to an equivalent ad valorem rate of 40 percent. The revised aver- 
age rate on those articles, which is to become operative on June 15 and con- 
tinue in force for the ensuing twelve months, is a to an average ad 
valorem rate of 10 per cent. Between the date of approval of the revised 
tariff and the date of its promulgation, and after Mr. Porter is supposed to 
have severed his official relations with the Government, he made the voyage 
to London in company with the railway capitalists before referred to. 
Doubtless the desirability of railroad development in Cuba may be unself- 
ishly urged, both there and in this country, and a strong argument in favor 
of substantial reduction of the duty on railroad supplies might be made in the 
interest of the island. Mr. Porter's friends likewise may be able to furnish 
a satisfactory explanation of his connection with the affair. but thus far they 
have not done so, and until they do it is likely to be regarded as rather un- 
fortunate that the author of the Cuban tariff should appear to enjoy such 
close eee with the syndicate that is directly benefited by this reduced 
rate of duty. 


— I will hear the question of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wished to ask the Senator if he had any 
information that Mr. Porter was connected with this railroad be- 
yond what is stated in that article. 

Mr. BACON. I have no information except that the fact has 
been stated to me personally by those who profess to have infor- 


I will wait until the Senator reads the whole 
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mation, 
stand and prove it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must have noticed that there 
is hardly any direct charge here that Mr. Porter is connected with 


Personally I do not know it. Icould not go upon the 


it. It says: 


The exact nature of Mr. Porter's connection with this great syndicate js 
not known here, but it is inferred from certain newspaper publications « 
weeks ago, when he was in London in company with two of the most activo 
promoters of the enterprise— 


That he was interested. 

I do not know but that he is; but in justice to Mr. Porter it 
should appear that there is not one particle of evidence that he 
is, except that he went to London on the same steamship with 
some of the promoters of this enterprise; and if a man becoines 
a partner with everybody he takes an ocean voyage with, we arv 
all of us liable to be in ticklish partnerships. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator who makes trans-Atlantic voyages 
every year may be in that trouble, but Iam not. I will state this 
in reply to the Senator. If Mr. Porter were on trial on the evi- 
dence furnished in this article, and by the evidence which has 
been given to me outside of it in the way simply of a general 
statement, I would be obliged to acquit him, because specilic 
proof would be required to convict him; but if I am considering 
the question as to whether or not a charge is to be investigated, 
the evidence need not necessarily go to the extent of that which 
is requisite for conviction, but is only required to be sufficient to 
raise a reasonable suspicion or probability of guilt. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the Senator to allow me to say that 
I agree with him in that particular. I should be willing to make 
an investigation upon the statements contained in the article, and 
I propose to vote for an investigation; but I wanted attention 
called to the fact that the statements of the Tribune as to Mr. 
Porter’s supposed connection with this company are almost all 
innuendo, 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator, as this is to be printed, if 
the statement will not speak for itself as to whether it does go 
beyond the degree which the Senator specifies, and whether it is 
necessary to call attention to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I think attention should be called to it. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection to attention being called 
to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I think attention will be called to the ab- 
sence of evidence by reason of this colloquy. 

Mr. BACON. I take occasion to say I hope it may be proved 
to be untrue, because if true it does not simply affect Mr. Porter. 
It affects the Senator from New Hampshire and it affects myself, 
and it affects every other man who cares for the honor and purity 
of the public.service of the United States, and I do most sincerely 
care forit. I wish mostfervently that everything which has been 
charged with reference to peculation and embezzlement in Cuba, 
as to-misappropriation, as to wastefulness, as to extravagauce, 
could all be shown to be untrue. 

The Senator from Connecticut stated as broadly as can be stated, 
in his speech yesterday, that the purpose of this investigation is to 
manufacture campaign material. Did the Senator from Connec- 
ticut weigh his words when he said that? What right had the 
Senator to charge a Senator upon this floor with insincerity in 
asking for this investigation? 

When he said that, did he recollect the fact thatif these charges 
were true they brought disgrace not only upon those who are cvn- 
cerned but more or less upon every citizen of the United States; 
that it was a dishonor to the Government and to all of its peoyle? 
Would the Senator say that a brother Senator, standing in lis 
place in the Senate, knowing that these charges, if true, would 
bring disgrace upon the Government, would bring dishonor upon 
the public service, would be a humiliation and a shame to every 
citizen of the United States—would he say that a Senator woul: 
bring an accusation which if true would have such direful results 
and such direful influences, when he did not believe them to be 
true, and when his only purpose was to manufacture campaicn 
material? Mr, President, I acquit the Senator of meaning w)iat 
his wordsimported. I know him too well to believe that he would 
have such a conclusion drawn from what he said. 

In this connection I wish to ask another question. If it be true 
that the purpose of endeavoring to ascertain the fact wheiler 
there have been dishonesty and improvidence and wastefuliiss 
and extravagance and fraud in the expenditures of the Cuban 
revenue is to manufacture campaign capital, which is the mre 
creditable, to endeavor to uncover fraud, to expose embezzlement 
for the purpose of campaign material, or to attempt to cover up 
fraud, to conceal the guilty, in order that there may not be cain- 
paign material? I deny for myself that the purpose is to maiu- 
facture campaign material, and denying that for myself I accord 
to the Senator that his purpose is not to prevent the discovery of 
fraud in order that there may not be campaign material. But | 
submit that if it is a question of the manufacture or the defeat of 
the manufacture of campaign material, one who stands on 0 
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side of the uncovering of fraud, the conviction of the dishonest, 
the disclosure of embezzlement, is more to be commended, even 
though his motive be such as he describes, than the one who will 
attempt the concealment of all this if only to prevent exposures 
which, if made, will furnish campaign material to his political 
ypponents: 

5 r. President, the Senator from Connecticut, in answer yester- 
day to the question propounded by myself, andin answer directly 
to me as to when we were going to get out of Cuba, replied—I 
am sorry I have not the exact language before me to read, but 
Senators here will recollect it and the REcorD is on everyone's 
desk—that that day would be delayed by those who are interfer- 
ing with the work of the military commander in his efforts to ac- 
complish what is necessary in order that we may evacuate Cuba 
and withdraw our forces and leave the government in control of 
itsown people. The Senator,in thesame connection, saidit ought 
to bring the blush of shame to the cheek of every man who is en- 
gaged in that work. What could the Senator mean? Is it inter- 
fering with the work of the military commander in Cuba to 
ask that there shall be an honest disbursing of the funds raised 
by the revenues of Cuba? Is it interfering with the work to ask 
that there shall be a thorough investigation to see whether or not 
this has been done? What else is being done? In what manner? 
The Senator could not, in his reply, have had reference to any- 
thing else but the “ager proceedings, because nothing else was 
before us. There had been no mention or suggestion that any- 
body was making any interference in any way, and the only pos- 
sible interference # which the Senator could have had reference 
was such interference as was to be found in this investigation, and 
this investigation is solely addressed to the question whether or 
not money has been legally collected in Cuba and whether it has 
been honestly disbursed. 

My cheeks, figuratively at least, do burn with shame as an 
American citizen with the knowledge of the fact that this trust has 
been so grossly abused, If I know myself I would scorn myself 
if I could rejoicein the proof of the fact of this dishonesty because, 
forsooth, it might benefit the political party towhich I belong. I 
would scorn myself if 1 would not rather that the opposite party 
should forever succeed than that there should be this humiliation, 
this disgrace, not only upon the Republican verte but the Demo- 
cratic and Populist parties, and upon every citizén of the United 
States. But my cheeks do not burn with shame, and the cheek of 
no citizen should burn with shame, who, if he has knowledge of 
the fact that those of his own household are unworthy, that they 
have betrayed a trust, will, at the expense even of having to ac- 
knowledge and share the general disgrace, seek to make disclosure 
of the fact and to bring the culprits to justice. 

Mr. President, the distinguished and learned Senator from Con- 
necticut said yesterday that he saw nothing in the facts outside 
of this particular defalcation which required investigation as to 
the receipts and disbursements in Cuba. The Senator is to be 
charged, if this resolution passes, is adopted by the Senate, with 
the duty, as chairman of the committee, of making the investiga- 
tion. Yesterday the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SProoner], in 
the course of a colloquy with some one, said that when a man 
went out making a search, what he expected to see he generally 
found. This is true. Applying the converse of it, how can the 
Senator from Connecticut expect to find, as the result of his in- 
vestigation, this corruption and this fraud when he has announced 
to the Senate, during the course of a most elaborate and earnest 
and able speech, after several days of investigation, that he does 
not believe there is anything there to find? The Senator’s pride of 
opinion, after what he said yesterday, will be greatly shocked if 
the results of this investigation constrain him to report hereafter 
to the Senate that the administration of public affairs in Cuba 
had in some features at least been characterized by jobbery and 
embezzlement, 

Mr, President, do we not face a great duty? We have started 
out upon a road altogether different from that which we have 
heretofore traveled. Conceding it to be proper that we should 
— that journey, conceding it to be proper that we should cut 
oose from the past, that we should enter upon a career where we 
shall govern distant colonies—and certainly no one can ask that 
for the argument I should concede more than that—if that is con- 
ceded to be true, in the presence of this first attempt and in 
the presence of the undenied fact of this peculation, this embez- 
zlement, this thievery; in the presence of the strong probabilities 
of the truth of the charges which are everywhere, on the streets, 
in the halls of Congress, in the newspapers, that there has been 
extravagant, wasteful, dishonest expenditure of this money, not 
one dollar of which belongs to us; in the face of this disclosure 
upon the first experiment, do we not stand in the face of a great 
and most solemn duty? In view of what we intend to do in the 
future, conceding for the argument this departure to be correct, 

O We not stand in the face of a most solemn duty to probe this 
matter to the bottom; not to go into it saying we do not believe it 
is there, but to go into it with 
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ards, not simply shall there be labor, but that there shall be with 
an open mind and with a determination to get the truth, an in- 
vestigation which shall probe this matter to the bottom, bring 
everything into the light of day, vindicate the innocent, and ex- 
pose the guilty? 

Mr. President, there is a great horde of money seekers who are 
looking to those new openings as a means by which they can fill 
their pockets. Doubtless there are those who look to honest enter- 
prises in Cuba; no one will question that. But outside of them 
there is the army of camp followers and job seekers. They do not 
simply look to small amounts; it is to large amounts. What a 
day it would have been for the Ancient Pistol, who, when a 
creditor pressed him to pay a debt of 8 shillings, bade him be 
patient and wait until he returned from the wars in France; for 
said he— 


I shall sutler be 
Unto the camp, and profits will accrue. 


But to think of 8 shillings—S shillings in contrast with the mil- 
lions! 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut gave a clean bill of 
character yesterday to the distinguished gentlemen, | will say, 
who have been caught in this peculation, this thievery. That 
reminds me to recur to one matter I had forgotten, and I am glad 
of the opportunity to do so. 

The Senator was accusing me—probably that is strong lan- 
guage, but certainly by implication was putting upon me the 
charge that for the purpose of campaign advantage, party ad- 
vantage, campaign purposes, I was willing that these charges 
should be brought against the civil officers of the Government; 
that I was discrediting the President of the United States; that 
I was casting imputations upon the heads of Departments. 
That charge was absolutely unfounded. I never named the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I did not allude to him. I did not 
say a word which by innuendo or in any other way could be cun- 
strued into a reflection upon him. I never have done so, and I 
never expect to. Imay criticise the President for differences upon 
principle; I ought to do so where I differ from him; but I have 
never spoken a disrespectful word of him in the Senate. I never 
expect to, and Iam sure Inever will. Nor did I say a word which 
reflected upon any member of his Cabinet. I differed from the 
Secretary of War, not the present Secretary, but the Secretary 
who issued the order making what I contend are illegal allow- 
ances to officers of the Army. It is right and proper that I should 
do so. 

When I came to the Postmaster-General I expressly exonerated 
him, and I asked the Senator from Connecticut yesterday to read 
it in connection with the sentence which he himself had volun- 
tarily read out of the speech I made a few days ago. He declined 
todo so. Now I willreadit. I will read the preceding sentence, 
which the Senator did read, and then I will read the one which I 
asked him to read and which he declined toread. In discussing 
the question as to the propriety of this investigation I said this: 


Mr. President, if it were only the Post-Office Department which was in- 
volved, there might be a strong argument presented as to why this investi 
zation should be left to the Post-Office officials, because they are a trained 
Cody of men familiar with those matters, and perhaps better capacitated 
than any others for a proper investigation of the facts, and if an investiga 
tion shall be entered upon by the Senate those officers must be largely used 
in the prosecution of the investigation. But itis nota proper thing, in my 
opinion, in any instance where there has been a widespread conspiracy. 


That much the Senator read, and when I asked him to read the 
succeeding paragraph he declined todo so, It is as follows: 

Mr. President, I do not wish to reflect in any manner on the Postmaster- 
General. It is unfortunate for him that the first disclosure is of misappro- 
priation in his Department. I have not the slightest doubt he has selected 
men he thought to be honest. The fault has been inthe absolute form of 
government, the dictatorship, the aping of the colonial system of monarch- 
ical governments, under which will ever reek frauds and corruption. There 
is no man who could occupy the position of the Postmaster-General and en- 
deavor to carry on such a department in Cuba under this system of absolut- 
ism, dictated by military orders, but what he would be liable to the same 
disasters in the administration of his office. 


Where is there excuse or justification for the charge made by 
the Senator that I had in any manner reflected upon the President 
of the United States, or that I had imputed anything wrong to 
any officer of his Cabinet? In this connection—and the thing that 
reminded me of that was this—the Senator from Connecticut yes- 
terday gave a clean bill of character to Rathbone, Reeves, Neely, 
and Thompson, and he said that they weremen who prior to this dis- 
closure had stood unimpeached, had stood high for integrity and 
purity of character, and that if the President of the United States, 
in the presence of a great necessity to select the best man, had 
been guided solely by the question of merit and solely by the rec- 
ord of pure conduct when formerly in office, he would have found 
no better man than Rathbone. And he calls on Senators to wit- 
ness that fact. Then he takes up Neely, and he gives him a sim- 
ilar eulogy; and he callson the Senator from Indiana to bear tes- 


the determination that at all haz- i timony to the correctness of the estimate in which he held him, 
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The Senator from Connecticut, in the warmth of his praise and | SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT MADE BY THE SECRETA RY OF WAR TO THB SENATE 
eulogy for these men, made them very angels of purity and in- May 18, 1900. 


tegrity. Statement of total receipts from all sources in the island of Cuba and expendi- 
Mr. President, what does that prove? Grant what the Senator tures made by the military governor, the civil departments of finance, justice 
aw l —_—- It res th aati i f tk t } and public instruction, agriculture and public works, state and government, 
says to be true. proves the correctness of the statement made department of post-offices, for the calendar year 1899, and disbugsements for 


by me in my remarks on a former occasion, that it is due to the all other purposes from July 1, 1899, to December 31, 1399, as audited and r 
system, that it is due to the colonial policy, that it is due to the ported by the auditor of Cuba. 


maintenance of satrapies and proconsulates and viceroyalties, RECEIPTS. 
and that so long as we continue them we will have to submit en $15, 012, 100. 10 
just such humiliation in the frauds and embezzlements which | From postal ....---..-2. 2.2... ee2e---ceeees:eeeeee cenees ceeeeeeneees 250, 025. 85 
will be brought to light. The great Cardinal said that by the sin ~— — TOVENUC «~~ 000 2 eeee en neen en cene ance en eeee enee eneees aay 880. 333 
of ambition the angels fell, but in this modern day it is a more | *7™ Miscellaneous --.. ~~~... ~~-------+ --ee0e sane eeceencnnnnenens | meeeee Ol 
sordid sin which is dragging them down. _ : Total receipts for the calendar year 1899 ..............-.. 16,316, 500. 79 
And, Mr. President, if the policy of colonial government is to i Lae 4 
become a fixed feature of this Government there will be the fall Sasa EeEea. ‘ 
not simply of four angels but of legions of them. [From January 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899. ] j 
Mr. President, I repeat, do we not stand in the presence of a | Department of financo......---.-------+--e---+00----e $211, 202. 27 3 
great du'y, a duty higher than partisanship? Do we not stand in | Department of justice and public instruetion..-.... 876, 640. 16 : 
the presence of a duty where we should unite in its performance | Pevartment of agriculture and public works ....... 235, 431.23 j 
> . . . : ‘epar 8 > PPOMGNL ...--- «---- +0 |, vio. E 
regardless of party? I think that duty is twofold. hat duty in Extracedinary expenses Ordered by the military i f 
the first place is to go to the very bottom, not simply through ex- BOVEEMEG o0.- <505-0 <5 peaveddcavéntee~sébesteckovesnne 448, 079. 92 ¥ 
pert accountants, but through the examination of every witness | Department of post offices --...-.....-..--.---------- _ G12, 200.38 $3, 014, 090 | 


who can be found or will produce himself, to ascertain everything 
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| 
the : i on ‘ ae é 
that has been done in Cuba, in order that we may know to what | {From July 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899. ] : 
extent wrong has been done, and in order that when we have @8- | Public works, ports, and harbors ................-... $268,086, 15 + 
certained it we may make restitution. I am not in favor of the | Barracks and aerate w Reece cnvecweces enccee coos ccove oo oes 
adoption at this time of the amendment offered by the Senator | ‘ are ae hospitals ........ ‘ eae is 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. While I agree with him entirely es ed Tit o0 oe ~-493'113 26 
in the purpose which he has in view, I am in favor not of making | Civil governnrent.....-.........-----.----------- ena 164, 281. 75 
an appropriation of a part. Let us wa:t and see whether in the | Aid to destitute -.--------. ---.------------+----+---00" 76, SS. 6 
} y Gos . sa) ' ‘ " SD ii de osineas Gade 9 etubd incense ebpacenmesen 343, 985. 99 
piace of $200,000 there are millions of dollars of the Cuban funds | Guyian census ...............-...--.. eee eeeeeeee eee 211) 401.80 
which have been misappropriated, and if there has been such mis- | Sanitation .......-...- siieaties phediahetnep ania anil 1, 688, 442. 84 ’ 
appropriation let us make restitution. Rural guard and administration --..-..-..----.------ 506, 152. 50 ; 
") . . Miscellaneous ................ pidintunddnacanaeeitonnad’ 109, 642. 38 % 
hen our farther duty, one in the performance of which we can —— 4,377,020.: 
not too soon get together, is to recognize the fact that we are in —_—_ 
possession of Cuba under a pledge that we are there for a specific 7,421, 719. 6) 
purpose, and that we will not go on drifting for this specific obli- | statement of disbursements from January 1, 1899, to December $1, 1899, made | 
gation to take care of itself and result as i¢ may; but that in the E. G. Rathbone, director-general of posts of Cuba. 
furtherance of a high resolve to do our duty we will get together pieeaneens ~ = 2-202 Rae ernihenahciccadelinnincwinesitis Be 
and determine what shall be done to bring this matter to a speedy ser rkh a pect obeee. padi 4 
conclusion. We have solemnly pledged ourselves, and, as the EOC iets ab wesick cnckare scence Sibceunccebaece , B64. 30 
Senator trom Wisconsin said, we intend to keep the pledge, al- SG SUNN CUEING 0 oe concineds cedscc noccce suceséseces poccone 279. 49 
though there are powerful influences urging its violation; but if acne, SEE <8 tere emealanente eomnoeoos es Sah <pebareesoe AGT 52 
we do intend to keep it, we bring discredit upon the loyalty of | printing and stationery......---.-..--.-.-------00ss2e0crseceeeseeee 1,190.48 
our intentions by delaying its performance. Now is the time. | Furniture ........-..--...---------- puede dieilewcete depnthinesdinsaiad 20, 672.05 
It is said we have to adjourn. The decree is said to have gone | Rent. .....-------------0-+----0----0-00n 00s esnneevennnneseneeesoeees oe i 
forth. Mr. President, there are some things I should extremely | Per diem .......2..22eececnoe cece eee ence etc ceeeeee, | BIR 
dislike to see done before we adjourn, but of all things I should | Bonds.............-..-- anices pended Viwdds cchuysapsuesncecsoaseenshee 1, 674.50 
like to see this nation redeem its pledge before we adjourn. and ae RE Sea wore erecee ceeenecnenacnene oneeeens cence 3, o i 
by an act of Congress fix the day when we will withdraw from | yiaii transportation........--..-.-+ss.2-svsessseseseseseseseseseceee 14,2319 
that island and leave those people, as we pledged they should be | Mail bags...... ....-.-. .-.-----20---e0eseeeeeeeeececeee scene eneeeennee 4, 180.015 
left, in the possession of their own free and independent govern- | Letter balances and scales. -.....------.-..------- +---++--++ nt eeeeee 4. 00) 
3 ‘ ment Postmarking and rubber stamps............-..-------2----e2e-s- ot 1, 943. 86 
ia , OG GONE MIs cnn caspndeh Sune enone wedsp ccs censens cocegn coenes , 581 45 
a ND aE BRE due ond Rhian ses boskuxatbandcmts Sink see bukiews 6, 202. 44 
ae rE Ce Lia cca dinieibers Gadnbohiuntsibwecinsesio 7,494.72 
if APPENDIX. Bui . Bes 
; IN 5 5 Livin piab adnd CdgnEe Ube ehnet pSeeresebetanse 35, 931. 40 
ij ORIGINAL REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF WAR TO THE SENATE, Fesru- | Mail wagons --..-.-.....-.----------- -----+ -------- +--+ nadientinn brane 1, O85, (0) 
ARY 15, 1900. a MNIONG 2 coc coceshbkdevesééndwtecbasbsasedeceedgesecte ee 3 
Mil MOUBOMMOSTS... 2.020 cnccen coccce cncces cecewccccs even cece concee ons oe » 133.5 
Statement of receipts and disbursements of the public funds of the island of | Exchange -..-.....---..----------+---- 2-20 eeeeee ooo =e eee ee ee ee eee eens 363. 10 
Cuba from January 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899. SO pea Pceepengnen Snascs Seaere iniiabwn sige Moutune ede 100,00 
RECEIPTS. DRE os inn - coving bepeovonscicantscandepucsees Whidlesscndssosempubeen 613, 08.17 
{ wank SURINN.......ni> cannes cpanel naahsdechundhiedus Ceaebicedeaibies cede Less warrants canceled -..... See ree earn rane e sna seen eeeene wenn saneen= 1,317. 9 
I a i ei 244, 002. 33 ” @ae@ oan 
| Fre mm Internal ee ES Ag tL 787, 692.19 Total ....---- 22-00 -n0e n-ne nene ences ee eeee nen eee e rene cn eeneeeee 612, 2x 
From miscellaneous sources ...... ..-.-- ----+-----+--+0+ ee neee eee 803,331.43 | Statement of expenditures under the heading “* Public works, ports and hu 
eS bors,” etc., for pence Srom July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited a 
ER Oe Ease ere 16, 346, 015.17 reported by the auditor of Cuba. 
—_— cee t MOTOR... an oiinndt nea thbehecs abnbiieneducstnecoéuncqeccessasencscases fe, 155.35 
DISBURSEMENTS. POY POS, MOP. ..... 022 cecowe s nvecc csessc cocececcns consec ccccetcecce - 152, 656.1 
bE en ae ei oe selena tactinema vimanas $1, 289,939, 43 | Repairs . ..........---0+ -- +--+ ---- eee e enee eens cane ee eeee ee eeee cee n eens 3, 885. 58 
“t Sanitation... (2 le.& bad cede thes canhatrinde saaeratire cis 3, 052, 282.94 | Material ................---.-----------++5 eo recese cwcnee ceca cccese wees 49, 425.5 
Rural police and administration ..........................------.. 1, 445, 467.21 | Rents, miscellaneous -..... .-...0---.2- .0-s0-eeecee eneeee en eeee eee eee 1, St H) 
ee On NS .-. oc.» oninndhaienbabess Senkbecacecscpennene 700, 126.01 Miscellaneous Wane anne e te eeee we nene mannan ee eteennre eween tna nn nena wenn » wet nt 
ee ee ee use 625, 783. 53 Property - . ~~... -----~ ----+- --++0+ e2e--2encnee sane een en ne ee eeee eeeeee 7,315.75 
Miscellaneous (includes internal revenue to June 30) 640, 329.48 | Stationery and priuting - -.-..---..-...-----+..-----------+-+--0+ 22+ 1, 040.50 
CE ci ciiccdatiiedscinntoth obannenatheh 345,479.05 | Transportation, travel. .... .....-.....-.--eecee-e-e ees een nene eee enon OU, 0+) 
pa al IT A et Tt IS HES , 239, 403.65 | Disinfectants. ...... ..-.-- +--+ 2 ---0. 22 eeee eo enee cece nee e ee eee ene e eee 127.62 
PY RES OIE SIRE OF RT OE 229,912.87 | Forage .... ~...------ --.-00e-seeeennnen cenee ences on cene mens ncnneeceee 641.15 
RINE Fink cians vince caleba che auctieel hie at ebleneunagh 156, 813.90 | no ahaa freight ......-..... fae eeee ences ane eneeceeee nee cees eo “ 
. COREG GRPUEED « . cine acncane th -sgneindensonins cnedyabeninehs ce $10, 802. 31 OVISIONS « ~~ 0 ~~~ 200 «nee nn eee mane een nne mennne ean ewwne enn enn ene anes perc. Sv 
[a ee REFER  M 690, 334.04 | Lights, electric and gas.............-.....-.... ween en neneeneeeene ence 13° of 
Se SURED GIG PUUNS TUBIPROTIOE «.. .nccccccss sods ccccscbncessecescces 780,807.20 | Rent of tug. ..-- ~~... -... .----0 -eeene a nneeennnn en neee anne nneeenenenee pe 
4352 Finance... 55 clidlee 6babLk vol Dbdaddbees ake ee eee Bee 498: G3 | Boemst Of Caps wad lighter. ....... 2... .n2ccccscec-scccsnceccesccescsnce . 408.00) 
te! Sn 4 nankdu niabgilaiibudddabinthcheeadeiaisecaiddiben 347,516.93 | Office expenses. .....-...--.--------~---002e-eee ee eeee eo eeee eeeeee eens ant 
&. ee ee 63%, 92v. 10 | Carts and horses. ...... ---.-- .---.-----0eeeee ene en eeeeee i pitedpwedses 1, 200. 4 
ee Auditor's and treasurer's offices................ --.. ~~ ee eee eee 206, 397.23 | Supplies for light-house -........ .... 2.2.2.2... 222. .0seeeesee ee _— bh. os 
4 a SS led a Sa re a es RT aR FOP TS 357, 877. 37 OGG vn 08 on Sates cones seates Huenhsvisensec cbsheeoeteoscence aese- 640. 0) 
ie SE DUN <5 cia natginetecnh donein® tk tela lt Windia aint don bane 2, 387.0 
P pe f ES tak ivcint cabin beusenustotnned tbada wits Recbasoddes ined Cagiinine 534.55 
NEE s cdawubincldtpoeces oqieneeeuenenceremnbemnneecdhbapecial 14, 085, 805. 32 ion eek int Dh abcite alae BH fgrrwngemnnnoenece sone tse ( 
——--.. | Dry docking and repairs to tug and launches 3 
Balance on deposit to the credit of the treasurer and in the 
hands of collectors...... ~~. ~~ -.----+00e---seeee-ee eee eeeesees--. = 2, 260,209.85 WEEE scccninn< initia dideuismaiawndaciirbetndbiberinamon 
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Statement of expenditures under the heading “ Charities and hospitals"’ for | Disinfectants .....................-...- $1 2 
the period from July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by the | Forage aaka ip aalien “ahd sictiiae owas aaa | 
auditor of Cuba. | Transportation, freight .. ‘ a On. 4 

ie oe one cca a cenecn baeanece Ghdnecgeecunenectes .. $17,854.06 | Provisions ‘ ; eeseaae’ 146.85 

Pay rolls, labor -- 37 | Allotment 1,645 

Repairs ......----- .65 | Lights, electric and gas . 5, SOG SS 

Wi an es oS ie etic aeaae 35,615. 7y | Storage . 2+ see : . . 0. 5S 

Rents, miscellaneous 43 | Refunds “2 : . 1. 4 

nn denen cn enndccrcupasasconabanves 254 03 paprovementes desneseusensugos ; acaeiatias 1, 500.00 

Property --------- Ee Sack a LAR 9,021.07 | Jailexpense.....- ° . kivine 5. (W) 

Stationery and printing 5 | Prov isions for jails ed 45 

Transportation, travel ................2...0.....-- S PPLE wove aspsnetdnses scesecescece nian 253.00 

lisinfectants..........-.- 

aoe ete eee” Total ae eanves 2 eause vende 123, 115. 25 

Transportation, freight ---..-. | Statement of expenditures under the heading “ Civil governs 

Dr oU ORD xs ccnbcdesctoncccsscccccesccces period from July 1 to December 31, 1809, as audited and repo by t 

Post-mortem ditor of Cuba 

Clothing -.-- ----- -- | Salaries ‘ coke . ° $70, 768.48 

Allotment ....------ -----------+----- --- . Pay roll, labor jena HL. + 

Lights, GRSGOTEO GING GOD «2 cne cc ccce cc cces ccccce ce ccee Repairs cL hi eae 7 . SIT. 

Medicine ..-. wseee seen es -- Material arene Wadhind Sontes merece edad 8457.21 

RemOViNG GAFURZO . <.200 cc xccc ce cenn cence eee eeees | Rents. miscellaneous ‘ sé bina 1,142 6 

Carts wanes eee ete ene teen manne e meee nee enn ens Miscellaneous J dinbede oi é ‘ (2.78 

Improvements --.. Property ; xs 

Oflice expenses : Stationery and printing 1,755.1 

Medical and surgical supplies Transportation, travel aes 12 

Supplies ....--~---++------++------ Disinfectants . ; : 

Aid to hospital ......... Forage eee 4 alata 101.08 

Yellow-fever board ‘Transportation, freight anabhiate aa 6,917.08 

Aid to orphans...... .- RG co Se os 1) }08. 45 

AG CONE GRU Bidnks a sces cect cues wecewneses coscedscenee . PRT I orn ancien cannumautia 

Telegrams and telephone © Pree cccccccces coeces eedecece 18.00 Lights, electric and gas settee ie . - 3 

A Re ene 6 Se delmcewed tees occs ccccccecoscosceecoccesses cscoccese 16, 160. 91 Storage ; tit} 

] Cy Se Seecce soccse 4.92 | Medicines . 46.20 

Medical examinations .... .. eee 24,00 | Medical and surgical supplic ’ 

Emergency purchases,guiscellaneous -- 168.21 | Office supplies 8. 64 

Burial expenses...........-.- 51.17 | Advertising ; sila dike y jae 5, Ben, 

Ratione .scacdcenes ones 3,713.95 | Pie eS scene 60 

Veter y supplies 58.00 | Trade journals ‘ ; 

ROCETOGRE Geass ccc cece scccccccccseccccvccsne cece 1,000.00 | Exchange ci iaiienat 101. 74 

_ Post-office stamps anwe oa | 
EE, ee i nas Be 282,002.79 | Revision, civil code ° 000. 00 
, Preliminary work, ** census’ 700. 00 

Statement of expenditures under the heading ** Barracks and quarters” for the 
period from July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and repurted by the audi Total 164,281.75 
{ of Cuba, Statement of j litures under the heading “Aid to destitute for the iod 

BalAT BOG soos d 6600 s6s0es Senses coccccs cocces coccce ccce ce jrom July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by the aud 

Pay roll, labor. .- . etuge thee tee Cuba 

Repair < Saceee sons Seeese eccces we Salaries Reteaonhiar enol inerietiie ta ataebasintn BW. Sh 

Material . oH ww nnee eeareeennawesascan a= ee e . », O21. 

Rents, miscellaneous ........ | Repairs... .. oar en tte : . 55 

Officers quarters | Material os agi : bos poe f 1236. 25 

Miscellaneous ....... oi~. | Rents. miscellaneous ‘ 774. 00 

Pr ae a teee wen wane - - - -- ee ee a de waveebnwmadacenecenee 217.45 

Real GUGEND 6 ocscesn segs. wn nae sane genes maa nee ce ee ene eeeneweees 8,000.00 1 Proverty : : ke 681.50 

Damage to property by the United States ~H.97 | stationery and printing .................... 150.10 

Stationery and printing. .................-. 14.61 | Tyansportation, travel ........... i ie ca a d 49h), 265 

Transportation, travel 360.39 | Forage la s : ni if 12.73 

Disinfectants. ..........-+---.- 12.50 | Transportation, freight nikvhlenened 25S. tt 

Forage ....-..-.-.--; ~33.84 | Provisions rc aS ae a i ae Ne 30, BTR. uD 

rr insportation, freight 718.10 | Lights, electric and gas adalat etthedot ' 6.19 

Provisions wesee scesiees dt Asde os 13.60 | Medicines , se earn VES 4,004.02 

Lights, electric and gas ............- 891.57 | Carts ee . : 264. 50 

Cleaning sinks and cesspools 40.09 | Medical and sargical supplies 7423.33 

vemoving garbage..........- 137.00 | Oflice supplies a a 5 ; L5. 64 

Senin -- 2. BO | Cuban rations wat am ' 28, 140. 42 

, u wsistence .. 1, 435.14 NT 10.23 

ee ils Beh 6 cessenees casesc cencns wosnes cotceseececs 115.00 | Advertising ..............-... 30. 63 

Gas i dcethcusceoecseooeeseeees cocebdbuedéccesecees #25.90 | Hire of land PRE RS é s 75.00 

Bath house . .. 25.00 | Interment of remains a a ‘ indies 138. 00 

Carts ~.---.0 000 161.9 | Burial expenses ean ‘ sa aac ; j 119. 60 

Water . 








Fuel 





617, 755. 84 


Total 


Statement of expenditures under the heading ** Quarantine” for the pericd 


from July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by the auditor of 
ft uba, 3 


Salaries 


ee cee es ceewss Ueboceneaede seceseosescoce $229. 50 
Pay roll, labor... 67. 23 
Material ...c060ssscows 190. 06 
Rents, miscellaneous .. 208.00 
a custeccucuaces 25, 00 
PODS Guldtua Eada dessus ses ccosce 28.00 
lransportation, travel. . 5.00 
Provigice 528. 72 


Cablegrams ........... eneces os 
Oflice expense .. 


2.00 | 
Detention fund ..........- 1,750.00 
Telegrams and telephone.............-.--.-.- 71.09 
Property destroyed by United States Army... 130.00 





Statement of expenditures under the heading “* Municipalities” for the period 


fi - July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by the auditor of 
Cuba, 


Salaries 


NONE Slade bison drown sees $67,294.46 
Pay rolls, labor 21, 200.83 
Repasra.....es 8,875.41 







Manet Kiiiteeeie 

tents. miscellaneous 
Miscellaneous .. 
Property S Siew es OVENeN seeus 
Stationery and printing. . 
Transportation, travel 





3, 575. 58 | 


7, OBO. 63 | 
440.12 


WF. 2 


Total : as ; , 
Statement of expenditures under the heading * Customa service 
from July 1 to December 381, 
Cuba 
Salaries 


78, 530. 63 


* for the 
1899, as audited and reported by the 


period 
auditor of 





a ences seoses secesnenes S258, 555. 80 
Pay roil, labor on _ 4, 407. 67 
Repairs 20, 14.83 
Material 4, 767.08 
Rents, miscellaneous 2, 40). 22 
Officers’ quarters . . . es OOO) 
Miscellaneous ° Ww. OO 
Property neces 8874.17 
Stationery and printing ‘ be ean lacie Giesiaae 6, 496. 02 
Transportation, travel atehebiaeien - . 1, 34), 26 
rransportation, freight ......- esenes = - ‘ 285.50 
Provisions eh ; nba bend cevia te tied 8.15 
Lights. electric and gas waacens ‘ i 151.90 
Refunds 28, 000. Su 
Cablegrams piicinde iseenens weaote ‘ nai 14. 
Oflice suppiies.... bie eat titecteabe “ 1,478.25 
Insurance on freight ......... - i 142, 28 
Veterinary inspector “ 1}.28 


Uniforms -..... . lait abinicctel hci wean ibstvaleis ; : 23 
Fuel .. ... cantons : ad : 18} 





4) 

Telegrams and telephone. ’ 114.28 
Rent of scows and tugs 100.00 
Trade journals 166.56 
Supplies for launch aaatniduigiss ‘wal nadie 183. 73 
Rent of launch Ths (0) 
Oo deel nisbiniehiedieweleedele stacks etmaihen 221) 00 
Exchange : eUsnh@nbvbbetived ac »4 70 
Repairs, launch -. i 124.55 
Money-order fees 1. 00) 
Auctioneer's fees ‘ : ‘ 120 05 
Supplies to cutter and launch ae 1.42 
Capturing British schooner --....... 3.00 
Legal services . enti 1,218.51 
Telegrams and cables.................. 0 84 
Es Midi edh ebadanesdinddaddiddGideedccsdces couse H3.15 
PD Uidcdbssenedudasedbaaddaesedccssséedswcccevce 345, O85. 99 














Statement of expenditures under the heading **‘ Cuban census” for the period 
Srom July 1 to December 81, 1899, as audited and reported by the auditor of | 


Cuba 
Ralarics 9660 cceebbnede avenese peouseuwseces sevetednludesgienas 
Pay roll, labor - pine vessesenesusCbbens tenstenteseiilntit * | 
Material - on CnGncetene wenn seu: néceseeuteose 
Rents. miscellaneous. . seenees buvcbedhe ongnnn somkebioentmntnne i 
Miscellaneous ~ scscse 600 cecceee covese | 





Property ‘ 2 ~4 | 
Stationery and printing 1, 665. 59 | 
Transportation, travel scccedews 3, 004. 0S 
Forage : : er . beet thcialli heat ani ‘elect 5.00 
Transportation, freight .... est ’ sien acere eee 108 














Provisions ; en 468 
Lights, electric and gas.... il al ia ail Teall cial 27.76 
Advertising Se EE a ek ee alle 174.00 | 
Trade journals . am bee eae antiiie 26.81 
Telegrams and cables.. ial iaas ‘ 76.71 
Supervisor ee a Spe &, 1, 200. 00 
Telegrams censiadsnentds amma i a inaAeheneidaiaas ‘ 228.28 | 
Total - Det densne ehh heathen waehbeetentn aetna . 211,401.80 
The above statement Deon: not seem to include the following items: 
A payment to the Cuban census supervisor under the heading of 
* Miscellaneous,” amounting to... $980. 00 
A payment for salaries, census supervisors, under the he ading of 
‘ Miscellaneous,” amounting to 872. 51 
A payment for preliminary work, ** census,” paid under the head- 
ing “ Civil government,’ amounting to . insane: : 709. 00 


And a payment for transportation and subsistence, “census 
supervisors,” under the heading of ** Miscellaneous,” amount- j 
ing to. aa onnaalediaie ee ees te baibjennabhonteeidah dae 1, 944.37 | 





Total Sethi iia eh a aa re ace tae 4, 496 88 


Statement of expenditures under the heading ‘* Miscellaneous” Jor the period 
from July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by ‘the auditor of 


Cul 





Salaries wembtaembdeet barn on , 204. 67 
Pay roll, labor ee ee 2, 580.89 | 
Repairs ; inate 6,027. 04 
Materia! 491.77 | 


tents, miscellaneous 

Miscellaneous 

Property 

Stationery and printing 

Transportation, travel . 

Provisions 

Disinfectants 

Forage 

‘Transpor tation, freight 
‘lothing 

Lights, electric and gas 

Medicine 


MM, 47. 44 


















Medical and surgic al su] plies Dn ccbad annetbcocengntibanacsteontee eenene 72.69 
Cuban census supervisor............ 880,00 | 
Office supplies ..... peeniinked 614.08 
Aid to charitable institutions....-- 90. 65 
Cuban rations eres : neosstaies 7, 000.00 
Making Cuban pay rolls... selpaieteiientinrihemmiibaneaiia 1,212.00 
Attorney's fees, quartermaster's de »partment pein itinitbsinaets 100.00 | 
Ri ei 42.81 | 
Transportation to funds 137.50 
Architects and engineers... 250.00 


28.00 
1, 446. 89 | 


| 

Rural guard.......... 
8, 836. 29 | 
| 


Secret service 
Advertising 








Telegrams ‘and tele ep NE ots cree, oe ndtch ee ace ae eee 28. 68 
Trade journals....... pchpadédeneconbnntbninbnalinnbinhibeasidanes 83.25 
Laundry. dice edisenlietabtan diastase kadiibann aia eeanenasipdonnaneneniia .90 
Re pairs to uarters. ‘Captain of the port nati imitate ncaa - 11, 775. 00 
Destruction of crops and wharves by U nited States Ar ne 1, 000. 26 
Salaries, “Census supervisors"’ ... eialibiaidh anit tliat ciareteiitaia titel 872.51 
Transportation and subsistence, **C ensus super visors” 1,944 37 
Lawyers’ fees ......... elle deat aii at a et taht a iin 100.00 

Total Se 109, 642.38 


Statement of expenditures under the heading “ Sanitation” for the period from | 
July 1 to December 31, 1899, as audited and reported by the auditor of Cuba. 


, 530. 14 














Salaries - 





Pay rolls, labor 
Repairs “ 

Material 
Rents, miscellaneous 
Miscellaneous i 
Property . | 
Real estate . | 
Stationery and printing 
Transportation, travel 

Disinfectants 

Forage . . 

Transportation, freight ........ “ 27, 468. 87 
Provisions............ 415. 60 
Clothing : a 2.05 
Lights, electrical and gas sec siidminii de taint maar tated allie dei eras 336.15 | 
Medicines i esiletvinsenenemsttpeae tienes coeandnciidi in eatiaiadeesdiactaai tad 350. 63 | 
Cleaning sinks and < esspools - 1, 908. 47 
Removing garbage ..............-..-.-. 50.00 | 
Customs duties .............. 484.53 
Carts siemsticicani are 11, 465. 74 | 
Water liaise ier saan atin ; 100,00 | 
Mattresses for hospital..................--. 360.00 | 


Band stand 50. 00 


Improvements 
Electrical work 


750. 00 


1, 098. 00 


Property destroyed by United States Army 39.00 
Rent for tug and lighter...................... . 2, 994. 40 
Vacc inating a acealan alll ta ind cesati aaah inated 2, 273. 90 
CS ee eee - 7.50 
Tanks, culverts, and bridges... ..........-.---see.-------0ceeee--- - 362. 66 


te SR nn0dd iindebntengenaesueuenstchuntnchehehenenye ean . 73. 00 
I nnd scettibnieetettahdenaunihitihlitentineths aateneneanmemaninntian, sada 986. 00 
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| Secretary and assistant’s office: 


May 24. 

































DS, inne dniiitnnninbetitibaed wean mditlbascenintndeniethtaiend rn) 
I initisuss iit ahastitensitdithdiptnbiein Aisina WialhuasRiditbaete auleciintinin bead ae ceirinn , 
NEE tic aetabtistis’: teenie oaiainiewteabiicdeteen heaiinhinn (intnk tena sme iilcan 
Miscellaneous supplies petidbibvineistiTtbenkeSliinehee tirbeet en iw ° 

Hospital supplies ............. 

OS 











Telegrams and te lephones 
Vaccination expenses....-- 




















i es unbé dameunnoseeenkeeenes 3,7 
tent of tugs and launches 2,4 
roe... 8 oe ai aaed aesann &aepan a aneee 1,04 
Huts for reconcentrados ...... 2... .......-- . 
toyalty on electrozone 724 
Scl ool supplies 2 
Rent of lighters and sc 7,0 
Veterinary supplies -... i) 
es 1, 688, 42” 
Statement of expenditur der the heading “Rural guard and admini 






tion” for the period from July 1 to December 1, 1899, as audited and re; 
by the auditor of Cuba. 






Salaries 





Pay roll, labor fee a 
OE Eee > detec mie 2, ( 
Materia! " 


tents, misc 
























Miscellaneous .......... lat ata 1. 

PEOPOPty ...<<c- Ss eh ee 11. 

Damage to property by United Stat 

Stationery and printing 19.5 

, portation, travel 41 
> l,i 











‘ansportation, freight — 
ILL. 25 - 228 ahicee oswatedseueenese ~ 1,9 






















IL ot nadia Suie avg cede manda ddnehes twshieee igutiednenentn 1} 









Onion expenses dicbee seas wuiewes Sedine edenens pede bhedes Secon 2.40 
oappile III Cn en ee er Sia eae oes i 
I ilies ie ai 5 a i inebbe Que HeMeet~e ivmthaicumea bd CebesceGaatn 74 






Newspapers. ¥ 
Photograp Jhic views -.. 
Sec ret service 

























3,1 

. — oe ecco o see ee y ) 

i nek eens soaked Sener’ 6 ; s 70.90 
jE 2. .n: cirh enndin gebeeeakes easier 19.00 
PEED . cnswee caceeccoes - > av<asbesesenee gucboes ‘ ll } 
Attorneys’ fees 100.00 
Telegrams and cables li ) 

RIT Ali cns Gcbseeasanenieadeenbaethinbalnadbenteewiogsmepanen 506, 15 







Statement of payments made under the heading *‘Department of finance ™ 
ing the period from January 1 to December 81, 1899, as audited and rep: 
by the auditor of the island of Cuba. 


Secretary and assistant’s office: 





















Neen enn dae kes tekimneben $96, 349.11 

T-ceil edi nbinpey Sage Rhee adanhwanesewullinsbieudas G, 205. 82 
EE BRIE i nn00c cnccn Hajnns decks cows ence pbbbns Cubbed aiews de ‘ 1 
Inspection I: cancun comkennnen asmehanenes onsic bEAGs 2,41 
cis seaidne macecknesd nétneb dnenctecansuntend dee 1, 545.00 
Printing matters -.. 379. 4 








ET an enn ini . os f ee 1,285.75 
Assessments office, s: 
Provincial branch office: 

i nF penledimedainebnte tebheae 

tei i. 1. jumid peakuiinsadaebar casa russ aate dined abadesee 

el a i i eta ee 

Management ........-. 
Devolution of receipts 
Installation expenses 
Repair and renewal archives. ... 






































Statement of payments made under the heading “Department of justi: 
public instruction” during the calendar year 1899, as audited and rej 
by the auditor of the island of Cuba. 



















Salaries 
Material 
Supreme court: 
a i a 3, 025.55 
aii ian tar at ic ee aren idlies cereale ei } 
Il kink heed mle ed enlndieeenneh ban idmamiinnaeeinitedae abet anei l 
A TL AI a I AT i aE \ 
TE ith lactic tdishenontabenuaid tniupentiniand waimentGinkiaaed c U 
Audiencia: 
SS 0 tates ehetinmeanns = 219, 995. 64 
Material - = . 2 
i nhth din nthe cee aphebsehbehsnibheéaweae 3, , 
Furniture f 
Judges, first instance 
ie ee 96,7 
Material . 
Rent ..... 
Interpreters 
Courts, expenses for witnesses - 
Justice expenses, material a 
Office IED a Ss henapanseas esccppmenncsssesdoscepcacecnns ened ecuces sa ie ] 









-— 








~ 

































Inspection expenses, material... .................---.-cee rE dae l } 
Superior instruction institute: 
See stints misieninn been ameine oe 2,6 
RR hp ete aS ee pe eg ‘ 
ites edict dit ainda es betta alicia fll ineiahenamein shat dimiwe wee . od 
eT  scitn ntittnnnteins icibbnstiiiineneitibadesoon ° i 















_ 








x eae 


ip 


ee 


er adn, 


hc S SRR SY 


ake 


le ER ale Ge T he 


% 
4 











1900. 





Public instruction, schools: 


BRIATION. .--- 220000 22-2 202 e cone oon enn cone enne ne enee cones. 8143. 195. 98 
RMN MRAB ES ciislecicsscacceswocescosccsasecssn- powhen , 195. 96 
Rent... .- ------ 2+. 222 0-2-2 eneee i ee Pe aera oa 40. 726,47 
iat add delhi etenn bake Guaneh ae ackaiouhidun ewe ven P 4555, 50 
University: 
Et Denil Gektyebeiediedbedes cadces cccsceccevcses ee: 89. 781. 42 
essed ommtinwecsenwudaeten SN Daa al A eo 8919 33 
a eel canta nad nen oes he aie O95 OD 


Eventual expen: 
Professional schools: 











BalasteS .cccce ccc cco coe wecwve ceccce coos coce x3 

Ss casecuneccace ‘2 ‘ 3.05 
Painting and sculptural school: 

Salaries.....--..-- 7. 024.97 

Material .......-.- 413.2 

Eventual expens« 31100 
Normal school: 

BOIRTEOB cnn cowese wocsecnccs cocces cece nee Re een te "79.73 

Matetttl « dncccwo0ces coeee Misidhibitied: seabed eink iiedeiedadidemed a 1,439.24 
Arts and trades school: 

tt hihi aenemeseeooesesces 7 

Te ae ks sec énee dosann 

Rent ..... a 








Assistance..........---.--- 
Printers’ academy: 
Assistance ........ Dein steeeted dose cockebacat sabes a 1, 030, 00 
logical laboratory: 
BN wns care steewece coerce ccesn ccs cones coesce ceccceccoesses 4,510.79 
! ; Academy: 
DBRT, one 003 cen 0 oscee cmesccosesec cece coccccncescccecces es 902.15 


natomical dissecting room: 
Rent aon ——_ 

Repair of institute buildings 

Register's office: 

Salaries 





9292. 59 


000,00 





1,218. 54 


ten. tok 







Material 150. 00 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mercedes Hospit 
jj} i iach 6 cenb nce wa tuen Satkeaebesdeeedweeseeonn seco 2, 058. 74 
i es iii ine tht istsmenat toca ip dieters deleemaan aeuamtitas harwene eae SOO. 40 | 
Municipalities: 
ns acad cues dswetewusueecsndessvsndesseues 171.40 
EE ann oe vn wkaenmmibnenen odoinn s cabectmeees 876, G40. 16 


Statement of the payments made under the heading “Department of agricul 


ture and public works,” etc., during the calendar year of 1899, as audited and 
ported by the auditor of the island of Cuba, 
Secretary and assistant’s office: 
ii iii tin 66 vont cle clning ites eendee een soodeeta ecéneetod " $21, 208. 08 
RE eth atinint ac oncnscieaceteccen nestinieietoaadaguah 983. 64 


Salaries..... 16, 326. 85 








Material. ...... 528. 89 
Public works inspection: 

i eh deece oucnceeccces 6,910.21 

iE Mi cneehGndese Gaseue Beets nacces swactedtetapookvus 165. 00 
Civil construction office: 

ts wet, & dcindibie ded atie ene bebees ehedes deedcees 4, 064. 59 


Ma‘erial St tieadtias tenes 
ights and measures office: 
aterial 


120. 00 


416. 60 






Salaries 

PE bt chbctccbecex-- 

RE vids becbne- concse secuseectenccesoce 
Railroads inspection: 












a el lls aiaica sadedhas 4, 530. 62 
ee nc ena dnccdtincocee 135. 00 
Eventual expenses. .- 730.00 
Assistames............... 12.30 
Se cna emoee 833. 59 





cial branch office: 





333.19 
160. 00 


. 10.00 
oo wcetebtcben ceded si 1). 83 
Light houses: 


Salaries 





EE auebuas wieneitlnde 17,001 
SR a ea - 15, 48% 
Repairs of building tet HE i 7 1,213 
ES ae a “4 5 OG 
ee cnaunadecdoceceeenses 104, 883.68 
Repairing of State EE ea esone pou 6, 232. 84 | 
Allowance to the technical OR. ch deiddaweconpacen ates 1, 995. 76 


they 92 
Statement of payments made under the he ading ** Department of state and gov- 


f rnment,” during the calendar year 1899, as audited and reported by the 
tor of the island of Cuba. 


Secretary and assistant’s office: 
Salaries 
_ ia gaia 
Board of health: 
Salaries 
Material ............. 
insane hospital: 


audi- 









Salaries ee Rr 12, 506. 80 
Material... 25. 607. 74 
Assistance .. 4 14, 166. 67 


Eventual expenses. 
Repair of building ._..... 
Santa Susana Hospital: 
Assistance... : 
Deficit ve 


2,206.00 
2, 102.06 





. 2, 495. 4 





0, 421.23 | 


$5, 478.68 | 





YAS 











Lee Orphan Asylum 

As tance < ‘ 
Chariti : 

Assi nce i 
Office rents 
Lxtra 

Mat a * 
Civil go 

Salar ' 

Mat ’ 

Opic r 
Inspection expenses 

Material ’ 

ment expenses ‘ 
Allowance for extraordinary com , 
Police 

Su ries i - it 

Material 

Transfer of prisoners........... 

Prisons: 

mM . 

Mat 
Vaccina 1 boa 

Salari t 

fater 
San Lazaro Hospital | i 
Municipalities 

Deficits 
Civil register books ”) 
Confidential fund 
Sanitary service 

Salaries. . 

| 

Total .. ‘ : pies s . ‘ 
Statement of ryments made le the ’ 

dered byt ’ f y gove i d vf ( uw owe i 

ane ported by the auditor of t 5 l of ¢ 
Provincial deputation 
Eventual expense ) 
Municipalities ae 
Municipalities deficit ‘ 

Salaries ; 

Material i “ 
Headquarters ) 
Charities : aD 
Administration expen . | 
Civil government . oa ‘a ‘ ‘ ) 
Aucdiencia . . . > 
Public worl ? 
Secretary and government oftics } 
Public instruct : ) 
Light-houses, old government a ] » B4 
President of secretary's conseil: 

Salaries Center ans tetseetiowen . ee ‘ ‘ t , 
Justice office . 4 mani 5 imei a i 
Government office : - dawes . 2, 31 l 
Public works office - ‘ 7 1,261.50 
Lottery section office nine’ ‘ > ! 
Provisional board of charity... . we : d inca 1, 234. 0 
Vaccination board . 7 is 
Mortmain section office............ = P » 
Purchase of house No. 40 Cuba street, for supreme court 16,5 \4 
Provincial board of agriculture, industry, and co erce, } 

tanza 

Salari . “ ] ) 
Provincial board of agriculture, industry, and commerce, Pinar 

del Rio 

Salari 9 eecese swusseus i ; es 0. 99 
General archive 

Manageinent expenses......-. oa . i ; m 170.00 

Eventual expense aaeunane ‘ 68.40 

Transfer and repairing . ‘ 7 liiwnds ‘ Lis. 00 





*‘Mercedes”’ Hospital 
Assistance oe . ™ } } 
Prov. diputation 
Material 
Prison . 
Police 
Salarie ‘aia Ps ib 3 . 6, 258. 20 
Material ‘ ee , } 
! ") 
ne . ( 4) 
Assistance..... — oie a - 2 Oo 
Hospitals: 

SR iigintis 00 k6tGnee 4) 
OE axe daeadu ; 4 
Summary, by departments, of expenditures under the headings of fa i 

government, Justice and Z ublic instruction, Finance, Agricull / 

worka, etc., and extraordinary expenses ordered by the military govern 

ing the calendar year 1899, as audited and reported by the auditor of Cr 

Habana Siniiinedapeabenwe itclbnenn iiaeiindtasbibioass : =" $1, 479, 645. 57 
Pinar del Rio...... ; é ieoaladin o- . 165, 927.20 
Matanzas ibteeeee ; etna ound gnene s 2A), 607.48 
| Santa Clara........... J bodes = nations oe ee 216, 518. 34 
Puerto Principe ...... a 179, 834. 12 
Santiago de Cuba ................... _ 130 7 
Total siya ee indivatia = aa 2, 432 67 

Statement of salaries (not including pay roll, labor) paid wader the he 


10.00 


eriod from 
reported by the auditor of Cuba, 


as shown during th 


July 1 to December 31, 1 ) as audite 


Rarrackes and quarters as . $ 1] 
Sanitation a ; e We ‘ 
Rural guard and administration .......... 417, 4 


Public works, ports, and harbors 





Sap ieR peu ta dy AEDS te 
7 \ Loa : 
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Charities and hospitals n $17, 854. 06 
Mi-cellaneous santas dina nenbegenedbbeaaanibada baie 27, D4. 67 
Civil government ° 79, 766. 48 
TD t.cavhone neobnendpiekeuenoen anaes dewakaaiiineaienind 67, 204. 46 
Quarantine op occa cece onsesoennes oes eusneneetesaeny om “ 229. 50 
Aid to destitute ; 6, 565. 84 
Customs service 258, 555. 80 
Cuban census 179, 231. 45 


Total 1], 208, 535. 64 


' This amount does not seem to include the sum of $980 paid to ‘“*Cuban cen- 
sus supervisor,” under the heading, Miscellaneous; nor the sum of $872.51, 
salaries ‘‘Census supervisors,” paid under the heading “ Miscellaneous,” nor 
the sum of $700, preliminary work census, paid under the heading “Civil 
government.” 


Complete statement of all salaries paid during the periods shown, as audited 
and reported by the auditor of Cuba. 





Total. 


30. 


Jan. to June} ouly Dec. 
“= el el aie i 
State and government: | 
Office of secretary and assistant..| $17,988.70 | $25,860.59 , 849. 29 
Police 23, 674. 75 318, 087. 6% 1,712. 44 
Board of health ............ SERRE Nctitinmeinnaianed 123. 87 
Insane asylum J , 901.75 10, 605. 05 12, 506. 80 
Sanitary services .............. 283. 16 nent wdeeceacion 2R3. 16 
Vaccination board 767. 66 2, 302. 98 8, 070. 64 
Civil government .................! , 984.11 49,311.73 69, 205. 84 
Prison .. . 8, 040. 80 | 3, 040. 80 


Total ia ieieteann nian aa a 84 





Department of justice and public in- 
struction: 

Office of secretary and assistant - 16, 491. 44 21, 562. 67 U 
Supreme court 5, 890. 86 37, 135. 69 3, 026. 55 
I ttt eee d 85, 319. 04 134, 675. 70 : 4 
Judges, first instance 40, 182.08 56, 573.18 , 7. 21 
Superior instruction........ 23, 442. 32 19, 221. 86 .18 
Public instruction schools 291. 66 162, 904. 32 5. 98 
University 45, 009. 55 44, 772.07 781.62 
Professional school 7, 304.49 7,309. 84 14, 704. 33 
Painting and sculptural school. -- 3, 360.11 3, 664. 86 
Normal school 5 | ee cet 
Arts and trades school , 127. 4 12, 744. 86 
Register’'s office 


EE a 


Department of finance: : 
Office of secretary and assistant. 46, 416. 76 b 96, 349. 11 
Provincial branch office | 5 ; 89, 288. 52 
Assessment office \ 1,934. 91 


ee . s sbemeneel = od 187, 572. 54 


Department of agriculture, public 
works, ete.: 
Office of secretary and assistant. . 72 . 21, 208. 08 
Board of agriculture, industry, 

ONE GROUNDING ad cicnmrccctinctnii 8, 186.74 . 16, 326. 85 
Public works, inspection.........-. 2, 549. 36 é 6,910. 21 
Civil construction office ........... , 828. 4, 004. 59 
Forests and mines, inspection... , 396. 8, 425. 78 12, 822. 52 
Railroads, inspection , 895. 2, 635. 21 4, 330. 62 
Provincial branch office 2, 067. 14, 823. 39 26, 801.35 
Provincial board of agriculture, 

industry, and commerce » 8, 082. 47 5, 478. 68 
Light houses 2. 10, 259. 01 17,001. 64 
Allowances to the technical per- 

DEE nue theta senntbnaeseniveiind . 1, 524.30 


Extraordinary expenses ordered by 
the military governor: 
President of secretary's conseil.- 
Provincial board of agriculture, 
industry, and commerce— 
INT» :nnicc mintiemietieenain 
Pivar del Rio 
Municipalities, deficit. - 
Police = ceases eeoese oa cescened 
Department of posts .............. 06, 334. 22 
Clerks in post-o! 23, 015. 58 
TT enciniin annanngmedeeed 42, 078.12 
Railway postal clerks............. 12, 893. 78 
Letter carriers 7, 690. 02 


Stes Ba 
SRERRRE se 
BANBBSESS 


BOONE. cckidinhnceenctdbecensbeuntbebibbeesetiinnds 


Sarracks and quarters..... Scsneenesselesssecce coeces 
PTE .. .ca.006qccupesipenentiiteetetiecnenemsenenin 
Rural guard and administration ...../........ patent 
Public works, ports, and harbors 

Charities and hospitals .......... ousetiodnnascenessen 
ene RSE 

Civil government 

Municipalities ..... 

RREEIREE® 2. cccccccccccocccovessesests 

8 “SEES ae Senniines 
I a on eimai 

RE nccencccen cecamaninninne 


SHEUSSEeREE 
BEESEEAS 


May 24, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Would it be agreeable to tho 
Senator from Georgia to have the amenament which I propose: 
to the resolution adopted at this time? 

Mr. BACON. It will. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the resolution can go to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. BACON. It will be entirely so. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut is substantially the same as th 
one which I had previously offered, except that I find in it a pr 
vision for expert accounting. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator is satisfied with t) 
amendment I have proposed? 

Mr. BACON. Iam satisfied with the amendment presented |, 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then I ask that it be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks for the adoption of the amendment proposed by him to tho 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Georgia. The amen 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add to the resolution the f 
lowing: 

Said committee is authorized to conduct said investigation, and make s: 
report by subcommittee or committees appointed by the chairman; and t 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit during 1 
recess of Congress at such place or places in the United States or Cubaas may 
be necessary; and is empowered to send for persons and papers, issue s 
poenas, administer oaths, examine witnesses, employ stenographers, exp. rt 
accountants, and other necessary assistance, and the expenses of said iny 
tigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouch rs 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The amendment having been 
agreed to—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as amended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose the law requires that 
the resolution shall go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But let it be printed as amended and then 
referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
as amended, and referred to the Committee to Audit and Contro! 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


ANDREW F, DINSMORE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
- In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 22d instant (the House 


of Representatives concurring), I return herewith the bill of the Senate \v 
8215, entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew F. Dins- 


more.” 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 24, 1900. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask that the bill and message may lie on 
the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, without 
objection. 

HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that on to-morrow 
and Saturday the Senate shall meet at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that on Friday and Saturday next the Senate 
shall meet at 11 o’clock, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Montana resolution be 
postponed until Wednesday of next week at 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Ham)- 
shire moves that the resolution respecting the election in Montana 
be postponed until 1 o’clock on Wednesday next, The question 
is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consi! 
eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insu'- 
rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ce:! 
by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris. 
the 10th day of December, 1898, 

Mr. 8 NER. Yesterday, Mr. President, before I yielded t' 
floor I had called the attention of the Senate to a letter writ(: 
by Aguinaldo to the Spanish general, Rios, in command of Iloi!)), 
October 25, before the commissioners at Paris had demanded : 
cession of the Philippine Archipelago, and of course before it hi 
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been ceded, in which he besought the Spanish general to sur- 
render to him and not to the Americans and to join him with 
his troops and the 9,000 prisoners held by Aguinaldo in fighting 
the Americans. I called attention to it because it is irrefutable | 
evidence and meets many charges found in the extended prop- | 
aganda which for months has been flooding this country against | 
the honor of the United States as ee by the Adminis- | 
tration in their treatment of Aguinaldo and his forces. | 

In this book of Aguinaldo’s (and I do not read it for the pur- 
pose of denouncing him as a man not only of bad faith, but of | 
want of veracity) appears a statement which I shall read. This 
is addressed to the nations of the world, attempting to set forth 
the breach of promise made by consuls and by Admiral Dewey, 
stating his victories and the extent of his control, and appealing 
for recognition. He says: 

I, Emilio Aguinaldo, though the humble servant of all, am, as president of the 
Philippine republic, charged with the safeguarding of the rights and independ- 
ence rr the people who appointed me to such an exalted position of trust and 
responsibility— 

It is true the people did not appoint him; he appointed himself— 
mistrusted for the first time the honor of the Americans, perceiving of course that 
this proclamation of General Otis completely exceeded the limits of prudence, and | 
that therefore no other course was open to me but to repel with arms such unjust | 
and unexpected procedure on the part of the commander of friendly forces. 

This was several months after Aguinaldo had written to the 
Spanish general asking him to surrender Lloilo to him and to join 
with his forces in fighting the Americans, the hated Spanish flag 
and the beloved Philippine republic flag to float side by side, and 
yet he says that he*mistrusted our honor for the first time when 
General Otis issued his proclamation January 4, 1899. 

Much has been made of the statement that we recognized 
Aguinaldo by turning over our sick to him. It was made in the 
Senate Chamber the other day. If there is any foundation for it 
in the papers accessible I have not been able to findit. It un- 
doubtedly arises out of a request made by our officers of Agui- | 
naldo. They treated him with the utmost courtesy, Our com- 
manding officer made request to be permitted to establish a 
hospital on some high ground in the suburbs within his lines— 
a simple request in the interest of human life that any friendly | 
commander would immediately grant. He refused it, and the 
General in reply stated that he had upon investigation come to 
the conclusion that the establishment of such a hospital was not 
necessary. 

It is said we recognized him by turning over our prisoners to 
him. This refers—and I will spend but.a moment upon it—to 
the troops captured by our naval forces at Subig Bay without 
any cooperation or assistance from Aguinaldo, although at that 
time he professed to be friendly, and our pom were treating 
him as friendly. As the Spanish soldiers would not accept pa- 
role, and as there was not room for them upon the war ships, 
and as we had no soldiers there, the baaieal states that he left 
them in charge of Aguinaldo, first exacting the pledge that they 
should be decently treated as prisoners of war. They were our 
prisoners of war. That is all there is of that. 

It has been said that the outbreak of hostilities was brought 
about byus. Onthe papers I denounce that as without the slight- 
est foundation. On the contrary, I assert here, and it is suscep- 
tible of proof, not only that the attack upon our troops was 
made by the troops of Aguinaldo, but that it was long pre- 
meditated. Why dol say that? I say it, Mr. President, amon 
other things, for this reason: I hold in my hand a cable datec 
Manila, May 7, 1900, from General MacArthur, as gallant and 
chivalrous a soldier as ever served in any army. It refers toa 
paper captured the other day from Aguinaldo’s troops in the moun- 
tains . General Funston. It throws a great light upon the fact 
which has been in contention: 








MANILA, May 7, 1900. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL, Washington: 


Referring to cable 5th instant re Aguinaldo’s orders for uprising Manila. 
Order contains over thousand words, mostly detailed instructions street fighting; 
involves certain acts treachery—use boiling liquids from upper widows by women 
and children, Assassination American ofticers implied, not positively ordered. 
Paper principally valuable account date, January 9, 1399, evidencing well devel- 
oped plans of offensive insurgents before outbreak. Importance full text insutti- 
took oii cabling. Unless absolutely required will not cable. Otis | 


took origin 
MacARTHUR. 

It would have cost $2,000 to cable it. There are a thousand 
words in the order, written in the Tagalos language, with 
Aguinaldo’s own signature to it, dated January 7, many, many 
a before the outbreak of hostilities, which occurred on Febru- 
ary 4, 

Ally! A man brutally attacked, the friend of liberty and our 
coadjutor, by American troops! 

That is not all, Mr. President. Without limit, evidences which 
can not be disputed are susceptible of accumulation. 

[Presidency. Personal.] 


REVOLUTIONARY GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES, 
Two days before the date of this order 
Malolos, January 7, 1899. 


My Dear Dow Benrro: I write this to ask you to send to this our Government 
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the photograph you have in your house, and I will pay you for whatever price you 
may ask. Also please buy me everything which may be necessary to provide tho 
said photograph. 

1 beg you to leave Manila with your family and te come here to Malolos, but 
not because I wish to frighten you—I merely wish to warn you for your satista: 
tion, although it is not yet the day or the week. ; ; 

Your affectionate friend, who kisses your hands 


EMILIO AGUINALDO 
Sr. D. Benrro LeGarpa. 


The week fixed was the first week in February, the day fixed 
was the 5th day of February, and the outbreak came one day 
before it was intended. 

Gen. Charles King, a gallant and noble soldier of the Regu- 
lar Army, years ago wounded in the Indian wars, and retired, 
but unwilling to remain inactive during the Spanish-American 

yar, in which he was a general officer, has written to me the 
following letter: 
MILWAUKEE, WiIs., May 5, 1900 

DEAR Sir: The conditions in front of my brigade preceding the outbreak of 
February 4, 1899, were as follows: 

The line of delimitation extended along tho estuaries from Pandacan Point on 
my extreme left to blockhouse 12 on my extreme right. Only one bridge crossed 
the estuary. It was directly in front of my center at blockhouse 11. 

It was distinctly prescribed that, under arms, neither Americans nor insur 
gents should cross that line. 

On December 21, insurgent guards, under arms, crossed to our side, and aclash 
with our sentries was narrowly averted. General Ricarti promised that it should 
not occur again, but on December 29, and once before, the same thing happened 
After January 1, 1899, although the insurgents were allowed, unarmed, to wander 
at will within our lines, they ordered our officers back. By January 3 there were 
significant demonstrations. Earthworks and redoubts grew with every night 
and up to January § Filipino families in great numbers passed out of town to tho 
country, carrying their goods with them. The insurgents increased the guard at 
the bridge opposite my center. From this time I could see their working parties 
flitting about the opposite fields all night long; reported the intrenchments rap 
idly growing, but we were forbidden to make counter demonstration. 

Aiter January 15 insurgent officers and men repeatedly threatened and insulted 
my sentries, daring them to fight, calling them cowards, flashing their swords in 


their faces. In order to do this they had to come across the bridge. We were or 


| dered to pay no attention to threats or abuse, and the situation grew constantly 


more strained until the general attack made by the insurgents the night of Sat 
urday, February 4, and morning of Sunday, February 5. 


General MecArthur's report, herewith, tells of the attack north of the Pasig 
River. It was there the battle began. At 2.40 Sunday morning the insurgents 


made a deliberate attack in force on my line south of the Pasig. 
by no shot or demonstration on our part. 
Very respectfully, 


It was provoked 
Every forbearance was shown. 


CHARLES KING, 
Late Brigadier-General, U.S. V. 
Hon. Jonn C. SPOONER, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Thus it appears that during those weeks, Mr. President, every 
night, the time was spent by Aguinaldo’s forces in making earth- 
works and redoubts around Manila. Why were they doing this 
around Manila? Why were they adding to their fortifications? 
Were they anticipating an attack from the Spanish troops? The 
Spanish troops had surrendered months before and had -been 
transported back to Spain. They were getting ready for a fight 
with the soldiers of the United States. They had no reason to 
anticipate an attack from us. The President, as the cablegrams 
show, over and over again, all the time, whenever word came 
from Manila from our officers of bad blood between the two 
armies or of insult to our men, of every conceivable taunt and 
attempt to provoke a resort to violence upon our part, never 
failed to cable there, not to resort to force; not to break the 
peace; and General Otis, only a few days before the outbreak, 
wrote the following letter to Aguinaldo: 

Permit me now briefly, General, to speak of the serious misunderstanding 
which exists between the Philippine people and the representatives of the United 
States Government, and which L hope that our commissioners, by thorough dis 
cussion, may be able to dispel. I sincerely believe that all desire peace and 
harmony, and yet by the machinations of eyil-disposed persons we have been 
influenced to think that we occupy the position of adversaries. The Filipinos 
appear to think that we meditate an attack, while I am under the strictest orders of 
the President of the United States to avoid a conflict in every way possible. 


The President did his duty in the interest of peace. General 
Otis did his duty in the interest of peace in notifying Aguinaldo 
directly that he was under the strictest orders to avoid a conflict. 


My troops, witnessing the earnestness and the comparatively disturbed and un- 
friendly attitude of the revolutionary troops, and many of the citizens of Manila, 
conclude that active hostilities have been determined upon, although it must be 
clearly within the comprehension of unprejudiced and reflecting minds that the 
welfare and happiness of the Philippine people depend upon the friendly protec 
tion of the United States. The hand of Spain was forced, and she has acknow! 
edged before the world that all her claimed rights in this country have departed 
by due process of ‘law. 

This treaty acknowledgment, with the conditions which accompany it, awaits 
ratification by the Senate of the United States, and the action of its Congress 
must also be secured before the Executive of that Government can proclaim a 
definite policy. That policy must conform to the will of the people of the United 
States, expressed through its Representatives in Congress. For that action the 
Filipino people should wait, at least, before severing the existing friendly rela- 
tions. Iam governed by a desire to further the interests of the Filipino people, 
and shall continue to labor with that end in view. There shall be no conflict of 
Sorcesif I am able to avoid it, and still I shall endeavor to maintain a position to 
meet all emergencies. 


What more could be asked by the most critical ‘‘ anti-imperial- 
ist,” as some of these gentlemen call themselves? What more 
toward the preservation of peace could the President have done 
or could our generals have done? Nothing more. It was the 
farthest from our thought, the farthest from our wish, to have 
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trouble there. Our forces had not gone there for trouble with the 
Filipinos. 

Mr. President, it has been thought and stated many times, and 
it will be stated again, that if the Senate had passed the Bacon 


resolution after the ratification of the treaty there would have 


been no war. The Bacon resolution was pending; a Filipino 


commission headed by Agoncillo was here in the city; that reso- | 


lution had not been acted upon; even the treaty had not been 
acted upon. They knew in the Philippines of the pendency of 
the treaty; they knew in the Philippines of the stdoner of the 
Bacon resolution, and when it came before the Senate and was 
voted upon, I believe it was only lost by the casting vote of the 
Vice-President. 

But they would not wait. This second George Washington; 
this man who wanted only liberty and independence, although 
he had been trading with the Spaniards from June 9 to fight us; 
this man surrounded by international lawyers; this man and his 

wople, capable of independent government, could not wait. 

Vhy not? Puffed with the pride and the vanity of the Oriental 
that so disgusted Admiral Dewey with him, within thirty days 
after he arrived at Manila, thinking he could drive us out of the 
Philippines, he was not willing to wait. 

It has been said that we tired the “‘first shot.” In one sense, that 
istrue. Iwill not read the statement from the report of the com- 
mission as to the details of the situation out of which came hostil- 
ities. It is knownof all men, it is not open to dispute, that on 
that night of February 4 a lieutenant, and, I think, four private 
soldiers, and possibly one noncommissioned officer, came three 
times within our lines, where they had no right to be, and 
attempted to force the guard. Three times that sentry halted 
them, and on the third time on their approach he fired. He was 
not obliged to halt them more than once, but the third time he 
fired, I think it is stated, killing the lieutenant. Thereupon, 
simultaneously and almost immediately, there was a general 
attack from the Filipino lines upon our lines. 

It was stated here the other ie that our sentry was where he 
had no right to be. Isthat true? The Senator from South Dakota 
{Mr. PETTIGREW] said he could prove it. When before did 
the mere shot of a sentry or a guard precipitate a general firing 
along the whole line? Never, unless it was a prearranged signal. 
Such a thing never was known, I believe, in the history of war. 
Philippine soldiers had been shot before by American sentinels, 
I think once at least; but evidently by arrangement there was a 
general firing upon our troops along the entire line. 

From the report of General MacArthur this appears: 

The portinacity of the insurgents in passing armed parties over the line of 
delimitation into American territory, at a point nearly opposite the pipe-line out- 
posts of the Nebraska regiment, induced a correspondence which, in the light of 
subsequent events, is interesting, as indicating with considerable precision a 
premeditated purpose on the part of somebody in the insurgent army to force a 
collision at that peint. The original note from these headquarters, which was 
prepared after conference with the department commander, was carried by Major 
Strong, who entered the insurgent lines and placed the paper in the hands of 
Colonel San Miguel. The answer of Colonel San Miguel was communicated in 
an autograph note, which was written in the presence of Major Strong, who also 
saw Colonel San Miguel write an order to his officer at the outpost in question, 
directing him to withdraw from the American side of the line. This order Major 
Strong saw delivered to the officer on the outpost. The correspondence referred 


to is as follows, the “—_- of Colonel San Miguel's note, which was written in 
the Spanish language, being inclosed herewith: 


HEADQUARTERS Stcoxnp Drviston Eicnta Army Corps, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, February 2, 1899. 
Commanding General Philippine Troops in Third Zone: 


Sir: The line between your command and my command has long been estab- 
lished, and is well understood by yourself and myself. 

It is quite necessary, under present conditions, that this line should not be 
passed by armed men of either command. 

An armed party from your command now occupies the village in front of block- 
house No. 7, at a point considerably more than 100 yards on my side of the line, 
and is very active in exhibiting hostile intentions. This party must be withdrawn 
to vour side of the line at once. 

From this date, if the line is crossed by your men with arms in their hands, 
they must be regarded as subject to such action as I may deem necessary. 


Very respectfully, ARTHUR MacARTHUR, 
Major-General, U. 8. V., Commanding. 


San Juan Devt Monte, February 2, 1899. 
Major-General MACARTHUR. 


My Very Dear Sir: In reply to yours dated this day, in which you inform 
me that my soldiers have been passing the line of demarcation fixed by a ment, 
I desire to say that this is foreign to my wishes, and I shall give immediate 
orders in the premises that they retire. 

Traly, yours, 
L. F. SAN MIGUEL, 
Colonel and First Chief. 


At about 8.30 p.m., February 4, an insurgent patrol consisting of 4 armed 
soldiers entered our territory at blockhouse No. 7 and advanced to the little vil- 
lage of Santol, which was occupied from the pipe-line outpost of the Nebraska 
regiment. (This, it will be observed, was precisely the point referred to in the 
correspondence above quoted.) The American sentinel challenged twice, and then 
as the insurgent patrol continued to advance, he fired, whereupon the patrol 
retired to blockhouse No.7, from whence fire was immediately opened by the 
entire insurgent outpost at that point. 


Notice that the line of delimitation had been agreed upon; it 
had been long established; there had been many attempts to force 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 24, 


that line, and General MacArthur called the attention of Gener; 
San Miguel to the fact of an army patrol, in disregard of the 1} 
established, coming with hostile intent, apparently, into our li 
and asked him to stop it, giving him fair notice that if repea: 
it would be treated as an evidence of hostility. The officer rep 
that he would. On the night of February 4, the night when }; 
tilities broke out, the offense was repeated at that precise s; 
Can anyone doubt what that was for? Can any man who 
unwilling to see anything in all this business but dishonor ; 
brutality and crime upon the part of an American President » 
of American generals and American troops doubt that that 
trol went there in order to force a hostile shot from the Ameri: 
troops? ; 

But that is not all, Mr. President. i have before me a let 
from Manila, written by a man whom I believe to be entirely 
liable, the special correspondent of the Outlook. I have 1 
many of his letters. They are frank letters; they have indul 
in some criticisms upon us as wanting here and there in the 
uisite tact, but certainly he seems to be a reliable man, as 
certainly is anintelligent one. He says: 

I have seen letters sent by Aguidaldo to his chief men in Manila at that tin 

Referring to the outbreak— 
directing them to arm and instruct the secret regiments that had been 1 
inside the town. 

Shortly before the outbreak. 

Finally, about February 1, he notified the officers that they were to rise on {he 
5th, and that simultaneously he would invade the city. Over 2,000 Spanis! 
diers who were then being fed and housed by the Americans had enlisted in t 
secret regiments. 

The man, Teodoro Sandico, who issued the order which \ 
sought to be carried out on the night of the 22d of Februa 
(Washington’s birthday). for the extermination not only of our 
forces but of the families of all Europeans, Americans, Spaniar‘| 
Hollanders, Frenchmen, and English, men, women, and children, 
withont compassion, as the order reads, had been busy for weeks 
organizing clubs in Manila, apparently social clubs, but really 
enlisted troops; and it is a fact which no man can gainsay, ani 
which no man will gainsay, that the night when this outbreak 
occurred there were 10,000 organized soldiers in Manila to aid ihe 
outside troops in capturing the city and destroying the people. 

I said they attempted on the night of February 22, after this 
outbreak, to carry out the order of Sandico. Ifind among the 
papers the report of one officer who headed the troops for that 
purpose, who set fire tosome buildings, and who happened to dis- 
cover when he reached the spot where he was to do more of that 
work that the Americans had been warned and were ready to 
receive him; and if it had not been for friendly Filipinos; if it had 
not been for intercepted correspondence; if it had not been for the 
care and skill of General Hughes, the provost-marshal, there would 
have occurred, Mr. President, on that night a massacre so shock- 
ing that the world never, never would have forgotten it. 

We commenced the war! Why? Because “ we fired the first 
shot.” That has been said over and over and over again in this 
Senate and elsewhere. In very many cases of self-defense the man 
who is attacked fires the first shot. One might as well say that if a 
caravan crossing the plains in the olden day, the savages circling, 
as was their wont around it, drawing nearer and nearer, in war 
paint, should fire first upon them to drive them away, they began 
hostilities upon thesavages. They would have fired the firs? slot. 
A man approaching the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] at 
night, with a revolver in his hand, evidently intent upon violence, 
might, with as much propriety, say, if the Senator shot him, being 
quick and prompt, and wounded Lim, ** You commenced hostili- 
ties; you fired the first shot.” 

It often happens, it generally happens, that when an advanc- 
ing force reaches a picket line the first shot is fired by the pick: ts 
of the army which they seek to attack. Itistherule., They fire 
to give warning; they fire to give the alarm, and then ther 
firing along the whole picket line, from the reserves to the en; 
and then comes the beating of the long roll; then the forces «1 
aroused, and men are ready in all the regiments or corps or divi- 
sions, as the case may be, to meet the attack; but the picket who 
fired the first shot against the enemy advancing could not be svid 
to have commenced hostilities. Its too absurd to talk about 

That night, Mr. President, Aguinaldo promptly issued his d: 
ration of war. It has been said that the next day—and that 
been one of the principal counts in this indictment—Gen 
Torres came into our lines under a flag of truce from Aguina 
saying that the firing was accidental, that Aguinaldo had | 
ordered the attack, and asking for an armistice and for an ag! 
ment upon a neutral zone in order to prevent further hostilitis 
between the armies, and that General Otis replied: ‘‘ No; fighti1 
has begun and it must go on to the grim end.” I lament the sh«'- 
ding of blood; I hate brutality, and therefore I hate war; but, \!". 
President, I stand here to-day to say that had the facts been \\s 
charged here General Otis would have done his duty in the enyi'- 
onment of that day in refusing an armistice. 


A 











1900. 





Why? Here was our little army of 17,000 men only, 7,000 miles 

away, occupying the city of Manila, with enemies all around them 
within the city, and enemies all around them without the city, 
with information that gave them the right to believe that not only 
wasan attack meditated upon the city, but an atrocity—surrounded 
by 10,000,000 of possible hostiles, a strange and alien people, a 
eople who had been prejudiced against us, vast numbers of whom 
iad been excited and agitated by the appeals of Aguinaldo, claim- 
ing to have then an army of 30,000 men outside of the city, to say 
nothing of Sandico’s clubs of butchers within the city—what 
would be said of a general holding a city filled with friendly Fili- 
pinos, containing the families of foreigners and American ofticers, 
who, when an attack had been made upon him, unprovoked and 
wicked, would have granted an armistice and an opportunity to 
consolidate forces and to gather in more troops, to set more fires, 
to mature more plans of assassination? 

If an armistice had been granted and that city had later fallen; 
if our troops there had been overwhelmed; if the families of for- 
eigners had been destroyed, what would have been said of General 
Otis? Every man in the United States would have called him either 
an idiot or acoward. There was nothing in the situation to lead 
a prudent commander, circumstanced as he and our army were 
circumstanced, a general attack having been made upon us, to do 
other than to press forward. But it turns out that no such flag 
of truce was ever brought to General Otis; that no such request 
for an armistice was made of General Otis. 

The Adjutant-General, in order to be able to furnish informa- 
tion sought by a resglution of the Senate, wired General Otis as 
follows: 

(Cablegram.] 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 30, 1900. 
Ors, Manila: 


Cable whether General Torres came to you under flag of truce February 5, 
1899, and stated Aguinaldo declared fighting had begun accidentally and not au- 
thorized by him; that Aguinaldo wished it stopped, and to end hostilities pro- 
posed establishment of neutral zone between the two armies of width agreeable 
to you, 80 during peace negotiations there might be no further danger of conflict. 
Whether you replied fighting having begun must go on to grim end. 

CORBIN. 

Here is General Otis’s reply: 

[Cablegram.] 
MANILA, May 1, 1900. 
AGwar, Washington: 

Judge Torres, citizen, resident of Manila, who had served as member insurgent 

commission, reported evening Pebruary 5 asking 


It was a purely voluntary thing on his part. 
to come from Aguinaldo, 
naldo. 


if something could not be done to stop the fighting, as establishment of neutral 
zone. I es Aguinaldo had commenced the fighting and must apply for 
cessation; I had nothing to request from insurgent government. 


That was right— 


He asked permission to send Colonel Arguellez to Malolos, and Arguellez was 
passed through lines near Caloocan next morning. He went direct to Malolos, 
told General Aguinaldo and Mabini that General Otis would permit suspension 
of hostilities upon their request. ‘They replied declaration of war had been made, 
a copy of which they furnished him. 


That was the answer they gave him. When informed by Gen- 
eral Otis that there would be a cessation of hostilities if requested 
by Aguinaldo, they sent to General Otis a declaration of war: 


They said they had no objection to suspension of hostilities, but beyond this 
general remark made no response, but directed him to return with that message. 
Arguellez reperted that he conveyed my statement; that they had commenced 
the war, and it must go on since they had chosen that course of action, but did 
not attempt to induce them to make any proposition, as he feared accusation of 
cowardice. The insurgent chief authorities made no propcsition and did not in- 
tend to make any, nor did they attempt to do so until driven out of Malolos. My hasty 
dispatch of about that date misleading. * * * 


He did not claim 
He did not claim to speak for Agui- 


OTIS. 


That is what General Otis says, and I received in the mail this 
noon an insulting letter from a prominent “ anti-imperialist ” in 
Boston, whom I do not know, referring to General Otis as 
untruthful for sending this dispatch. 

_Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to make a statement 
~— there? I will not occupy his time. 
fr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be of some interest to the Senator and 
to the Senate to know that I have been told by an officer, whose 
name I do not speak, because to do so would imperil his position, 
that he was present at General Otis’s headquarters when General 
Torres came forward with a flag of truce, as is stated in a docu- 
ment the Senator has read. That officer is yet alive,and he isa 
gentleman of entire integrity. He is still in the Army, and so I 
do not think it proper to disclose his name. 

. Mr. SPOONER. If he charges falsehood upon the command- 
ing general he ought to do it in the open. 

Mr. ALLEN, He can not afford to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then he ought to shut up. 

Mr.ALLEN. No,sir. There is no reason why a man should 

not tell the truth, though he can not afford to disclose his name. 


__ XXXIII——378 
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Mr.SPOONER. He can afford to disclose his name if he tells 
the truth and charges his commanding officer with telling a lie. 
A court-martial would take care of his case, and that of the com- 
manding general, too. 

Mr.ALLEN. This man would imperil his office by inviting a 
court-martial to inquire into the facts. 

Mr. SPOONER. He would not imperil his office under any 
decent government in the world, Mr. President, by telling in a re- 
spectful way the truth. 

Mr. ALLEN. That might be true, Mr. President. But I will 
not occupy the Senator's time, because I shall on a proper occa- 
sion reply to a number of statements he has made, in which I beg 
to differ with him as to the facts and proofs; but I can not afford 
to give that officer’s name, knowing how the Army of the United 
Statesis run. It would imperil him by disclosing the truth, and 
he would not do so unless it was absolutely necessary to make a 
disclosure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there never was a time when 
the Army of the United States, illustrious as its history is, was 
commanded by more honorable men than those who command it 
to-day, from the Commander in Chief down. 

Mr. ALLEN. [have not said anything to the contrary, 

Mr. SPOONER. And, Mr. President, I must be pardoned if I 
pay more regard to this unequivocal statement made by General 
Otis to the Commander in Chief than I do to the statement of a 
man made tothe Senator from Nebraska for use in the campaign 
probably—— 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Whose name can not be given tothe public. 
General Otis signed his statement. Mr. President, I have not 
much respect for a man who goes behind the back of his general 
to contradict him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit a remark? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The circumstances of this matter to which the 
Senator refers are peculiar. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are a great many peculiar circu 


lii- 


stances, 

Mr. ALLEN. I know there are a great many peculiar things 
in the world, and we discover them as we go on from day to day, 

Mr. SPOONER, Andif some can not discover them they make 
them. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. If we do not discover them we miss 
them, and what we miss probably sometimes is much more valu- 


able than what we come in contact with. 

But the fighting began between the Filipinos and a regiment 
which went from my State—the First Nebraska—and one coin- 
pany of that regiment having gone from the little city in which 
I live, I think I am in an attitude to know, if men who have 
always borne a good character for truth and veracity can be 
believed, that the statement made by General Otis is not true. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, all that brings us to this situation: We 
have a Senator here who, in the interest of antiimperialism, has 
placed upon the record the charge that the President did not tell 
the truth. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who did not? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have alsohad placed upon the record here 
the statement that Admiral Dewey has not told the truth. 

Mr. ALLEN rose, 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not refer to the Senator from Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank you again. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now we have placed upon the record the state- 
ment that General Otis is a prevaricator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, Mr. President. Ido not make the 
charge that General Otis—I will not use the word ‘“ lied.” The 
Senator seems to use that word with some degree of freedom. I 
will not use the word “ prevaricator,” because that is a milder 
method of expressing the same thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. What word do you use? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will simply say that General Otis is mistaken, 
which is a still softer term. 

Mr. SPOONER. He may be mistaken abont it, of course; but 
teneral Otis would be as likely to know as anybody else. 

Mr. ALLEN. A thousand men—1,200 men—standing in line, 
and other officers and intelligent persons present in hearing dis- 
tance, can not be ignored in settling a question of fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isuppose there hardly could have been a thou- 
sand men present at the conference between this officer, if he came, 
and General Otis. , 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose the old rule holds good yet which pre- 
vailed in the days when the Senator and I served in the Ariny, 
when a private soldier was supposed to know nothing at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. That. was true in a good many instances, 
[Laughter.] 


I do not refer to you. 
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Mr. ALLEN. It was probably true, arid I think in some in- 
stances it has held true up to this time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, probably. 

Mr. ALLEN. But I hope the Senator does not propose to adopt 
that rule. We know that if there is an intelligent man upon the 
face of the earth it is the average American citizen. 
not cease to see and to hear and to feel and to reason because he 
wears the uniform of a private soldier and does not wear the 
epanlettes of the commissioned officer. These men to whom I 
refer and of whom I speak can not all be fools and all liars, and 
the bewhiskered gentleman at the head of the Army at that time 
know all the truth. 


Mr. SPOONER. I should think that General Otis would have 


known more about what happened in an interview with him than | 


the army would. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Senator from Wisconsin know more 
about what happened in an interview between himself and the 
honorable Senator from Iowa if the Senator from Michigan, who 
sits by him, was a listener to that conversation? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr.ALLEN. No. Suppose, added to the Senator from Michi- 
gan, there were a dozen other men whohad an equal opportunity to 
hear it, would the statement of the honorable Senator from Wis- 
consin or the honorable Senator from Iowa be taken in preference 
to the statements of the dozen other gentlemen who had all listened? 

Mr.SPOONER. Onamatter of this kind, before answering the 
question I should want to know the politics of the man. 
{[Laughter.] This is a Presidential year. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have assumed all the way through that it is 


possible for a Republican to tell the truth. It may be that I am | 


mistaken. If I am, I apologize to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought to know. 
publican long enough. [Laughter.]} 

Mr.ALLEN. Iwasa Republican until I discovered that Repub- 
licanism meant nothing. 
thank God. The Senator has not thus far left it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator has gotten that in my speech. 
He became a Populist. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is nothing. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no. That is,as you view it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is, as I view it. 

Mr.ALLEN. In myhumble opinion, the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin, in all the fullness and plenitude of his knowledge and wisdom, | 


has never read a Populist platform. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have. 

Mr. ALLEN. You have read more than I thought you had. 

Mr. SPOONER. And I can sum it all up in one sentence, al- 
most. They are opposed to everything that is—— 

Mr. ALLEN. And everything that may be. 

Mr. SPOONER. And in favor of everything that is not, that 
never has been and never ought to be. aughter. | 

Mr. 
Populist party is in favor of? 

Mr. SPOONER. No. The Senator proposes to reply to me. 
He will have time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do propose to af y,and I propose to reply par- 
ticularly to that facetious part, an that specious part—I will not 
characterize it in stronger terms—which is calculated to gloss over 
the monstrosities that are existing in public life to-day and to 
meet the acclaim and applause of the galleries by light and trivial 
sayings. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can use any language he chooses. 
He need not modify his language on my account. 

Mr. ALLEN. It would be unparliamentary language. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now,I come back to the aoe that I 
think the American people will believe General Otis, at any rate 
until he is contradicted by somebody whom they know and who 
comes into the open to dispui. his statement. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. But I must finish this afternoon, and I have 
not said a word about the darkey or South Carolina. [Laughter. ] 
I have not looked at the Senator from South Carolina. I was 
looking at the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will not the Senator allow a slight interrup- 
tion notwithstanding? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, what is it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will direct the Senator's attention—I know 
he is fair—to the fact that General Otis has himself been his worst 
witness as to his own veracity, for the reason that he has so often 
telegraphed that the rebellion was suppressed, and that there 
was nothing left of it except a few straggling bands that we have 
come to believe that the war was over. Nevertheless, our latest 
news from there, even before he left and since he left, is that it 
is about as strong opposition as it ever has been, 
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Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
little bone- 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I beg pardon. , 

Mr. TILLMAN. In regard tothe causes of this battle and h. 
it came about and who provoked it, I read from General Oti 
report, in his own words: : 


The engagement was one strictly defensive on the part of the insurgents 
a vigorous attack by our forces. 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then it could not have been intended by ; 
insurgents and could not have been a premeditated plot. If ; 
insurgents had provoked the assault and had sent their men (;; 
to get shot down in order to attack the Americans, they wou; 
not have been strictly on the defensive. They would have |, 
ready for a rush. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator attempts to discredit the w 


Is that all? 
Well, then, I will give the Senator anot)h 





He was a Re- | 


had the manhood to leave that party, | 


of General Otis because he has reported from time to time t 
the insurrection, as I call it, was suppressed; but it turned ont 
later that it was not. That was an opinion on the part of Gen- 
eral Otis susceptible of easy explanation and in entire harmony 
with his integrity. I have come to look upon General Otis as ; 
man of great ability, and I have never discovered anythi: 
and I have studied these papers carefully—which would war: 
the slightest imputation upon him. I thought at one time that 
he was not a fit man for the responsible position in which he \ 
placed there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why was he recalled? 

Mr. SPOONER. He was recalled at his own request, because 
he had been there a long time in a climate which breaks mec 
down, carrying upon his shoulders a burden of responsibility, 
military and civil, and performing an amount of labor, prodigion 
in its character, which would break any man down. He won. in 
my opinion, by his conduct in the Philippines, the gratitude, to 
say nothing of the respect, of the American people. It is true 
that he thought when he had driven the men out of this village 





ALLEN. Will the Senator be ind enough to tell what the | 


and the other they would stay out, but when the rainy season 
came, and when our troops had to be withdrawn to Manila, 
or leave the city subject to loot and destruction, the insurrec- 
tionists reoccupied the positions from which they had been driven. 
That was not the fault of General Otis. That was because we 
had not afforded him the requisite troops with which to carry on 
| to consummation an Herculean task. 
Mr. ALLEN. Willthe honorable Senator permit me to suggest 
| that the history of that insurrection, or whatever it may be called, 
| does not furnish an instance where General Otis was on the battle- 
field during an action. 

Mr. SPOONER. Itis a matter of no consequence. The books 
| are full of cablegrams, letters, orders, and communications, even 
| as to the detail of movements, which show that General Otis from 
the beginning to the end kept in touch with every movement, with 
every troop of men, and gave general directions, as he was obliged 
to take the general responsibility. 

Mr. ALLEN. Conveniently distant from the scene of danger. 

Mr. SPOONER. I supposethe Senator means by that observi- 
tion to charge him with cowardice, does he not? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not mean to charge him with cowardice. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then what is the point of the suggestion’ 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to say that he has never been upon the 
field of battle during an action. The Senator from Wisconsin 
was not there, but it does not follow that he is a coward. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not my business to be there. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was the business of the commanding gencral 
to be there. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it was not the commanding generals 
business. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did the Senator ever know of a battle being 
fought before the late war where the general commanding tlie 
troops was not somewhere on the scene of action? 

Mr. SPOONER. He was not the immediate commander of the 
troops. Hewas the commander in chief. He occupied the same 
relation to the different corps—if there were corps—to the differ- 
ent brigades, and all that in the Philippines that General Grant 
occupied during the war over all the armies and all the com- 
manders of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. There can not be found an instance in the his 
tory of over two hundred battles fought during the civil war in 
which the commander of the army was not upon the scene ol 
battle—not one. 

Mr. SPOONER. The immediate—— 

Mr. ALLEN. We have reports of battles, if you dignify them 
by that name, skirmish after skirmish in the Philippines, aud 
Otis not upon the field of action in one of them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, that is absurd. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, it is true nevertheless. : 

Mr. SPOONER. General Otis was there attending to his (u- 
ties. He had good lieutenants. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. SPOONER. He had the brave and generous Lawton. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 

Mr. SPOONER. He sleeps over here now in sight of the Capi- 
‘ol, among the men with whom he served for the preservation of 
this Union. The last word almost which he sent to the Ameri- 
can people was that men over here were prolonging and inciting 
that insurrection, and that if he were shot he might as well be 
shot by his own men. 

Mr. ALLEN. I deny that he ever gave utterance to that sen- 
timent. Ihave heard the Senator repeat that before. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I sheuld like to have proof of the authen- 
ticity of that utterance, because Lawton has made statements 
that were entirely contrary to it. I have one here in my hand. 
The two do not go together. I should like to know which is the 

ruth. 
. This is from the New York World correspondent. [Laughter.] 
I see the New York World is not very popular on this side of 
the house. It is from the correspondent of the New York World 
in Manila. 
" Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Senator would hurry, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It says: 


General Lawton, during the last few months before his death, more than once 
expressed his discontent in his impulsive way. 

“I'm going to the Transvaal,” he exclaimed one day. 
way down there.” 


That sounds a good al more like Lawton than the other. 


“No, you are not,” Mrs. Lawton replied. 
with me to raise oranges.” 


Then the correspondent goes on to say: 


Now, that he has gone where no influence of an enemy can be brought to bear 
on him these things may be told. It is eight months since he said that 100,000 
men were necessary for the pacification of these islands and authorized the publi- 
cation of the statement. 

‘General Otis scolded me aboutit,’’ he said afterwards, ‘‘ but I didn't go back 
on what I said.” 


There are further quotations, but that is the point. 

Mr. SPOONER. have no doubt there were times over there 
when General Lawton was not satisfied. I have heard myself 
that he was not entirely satisfied with the way he was treated. 
That is not the matter I was talking about, nor is that any con- 
tradiction of what I said. This paper that I have in my hand is 
yart of a letter which was written by General Lawton not long 
ome his death to the Hon. John Barrett, ex-minister to Siam, 
whom he knew. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Do you know it was written? 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator reminds me of a lawyer who was 
defending a prisoner for murder. The evidence showed that the 
defendant stood with a revolver when the other man approached 
and fired it, and when he fired it the man fell dead. On cross- 
examination of a witness who saw it the counsel said to him, 
** Did you see this defendant?” ‘‘ Yes.” ‘‘ Where was he?” ‘* Well, 
hestoodsoandso.” ‘ Did he havea revolver in his hand?” ‘ Yes.” 
“ Was it pointed at the deceased?” ‘‘ Yes.” ‘* How far from him 
was it?” ‘ Twelve feet.” ‘Did he fire it?” ‘‘ Yes.” ‘* Did the 
deceased drop when he fired it?” ‘ Yes.” ‘‘ Did you goto him?” 
“Yes.” ** Was he dead?” ‘* Yes.” ‘* Now, sir; I ask you to in- 
form the jury, on your oath, whether = saw any bullet go out 
of the barrel of that revolver.” [Laughter. | 

General Lawton wrote—and this is altogether apart from what 
I wanted to say to the Senate— 


I would to God that the whole truth of this whole Philippine situation could 


be known by everyone in America as I knowit. If the so-called anti-imperialists 


would honestly ascertain the truth on the ground and not in distant America, 
they, whom I believe to be honest men misinformed, would be convinced of the 
error of their statements and conclusions, and of the unfortunate effect of their 
publications here. If Iam shot by a Filipino bullet, it might as well come from 
one of my own men, because I know from observations, confirmed by captured 
prisoners, that the continuance of fighting is chiefly due to reports that are sent 
out from America. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. What I asked was, What proof have you 
that that was written by Lawton? 

Mr. SPOONER. In the first place, it was a signed letter writ- 
ten to Mr. John Barrett, and I assume he wrote it, because I 
believe it expresses the truth. 

Mr. ALLEN. Have you the original letter? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I have not the original letter, 

Mr. ALLEN. You have a printed copy? 





“They are fighting my 


**You are going back to California 


Mr. SPOONER. This printed extract. 
Mr. ALLEN. That is all. 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. If that is not enough I will furnish the 


original letter. 
Mr. ALLEN. That would be better. 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know. Most men would be satisfied 
with the word of a man who had received the letter. Mr. Barrett 
a he received the letter. 


- ALLEN. It would depend upon the veracity of the per- 
son who said he had read her. , "= 
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Mr. SPOGNER. It would depend upon whether it was: an 
original and authentic letter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have seen it contradicted a half a dozen times. 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom? 

Mr. ALLEN. Byreporters and others who profess to know. I 
can not call their names now. I know the Senator had it in his 
desk four months ago. He read it four months ago, or shortly 
after Lawton died, 

Mr. SPOONER. I will read it again. 

Mr. ALLEN. It hasdone duty here on several occasions. 
that is not what I rose for. 
inquiry. 

Mr. President, I have never seen the rules of the Senate vio- 
lated without some steps being taken to check it until an occa 
sion like this comes up. There have been constant and repeated 
violations of the rules of the Senate during this discussion by the 
occupants of the galleries and by gentlemen who have the priv- 
ileges of the floor. I want now to insist—I am perfectly willing 
that the Senator from Wisconsin shall have all the applause he 
sees fit to enjoy —— 

Mr. SPOONER. I need alll get. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no doubt of that, but I certainly insist 
that for political purposes and to aid imperialism and its greed 
for power-— 

Mr. SPOONER. 
of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam stating it. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no imperialism in our rules that I 
know of. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator should not put words in my month 
or tell me how I should state my proposition. The traditions and 
rules of the Senate should not be constantly violated, and the 
Senate of the United States turned into a town caucus. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There has been no applause or 
disturbance from the galleries during this speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg to differ. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There has been laughter on 
the part of Senators themselves, and the Chair has no right to 
call a Senator to order for laughter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Chair's pardon. There was applause 
in the galleries. Sitting where I sit, I have heard it from the 


But 
wish to make a parliamentary 





I thought the Senator wanted to make a point 


galleries. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has heard no 
applause. 


Mr. ALLEN. I have. 

— SPOONER. Thereit isagain. 
ort-— 

Mr. TELLER. There certainly has been great confusion in the 
Chamber and great confusion inthe galleries. I think that it is 
time that confusion ceased, particularly on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish simply to refer to 
what has already been said in connection with the Lawton mat- 
ter very briefly, if I may be permitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am not inclined to interrupt another 
Senator when he is making a speech. I seldom do it, and I think 
my fellow-Senators will bear me out in saying that, but I must 
say that it seems to me there has been a studied effort in the last 
two days tocompel me to take a part in this debate by very pointed 
and direct allusions that justified what little participation I may 
have had in it. Therefore I do not feel like apologizing for what 
I may say. 

I do not believe the statement, on the proof presented, came 
from General Lawton. I will believe it when such proof is 
brought as would satisfy a jury and beconsideréd evidence. The 
statement is not like Lawton. The New York World correspond- 
ence is more like him. It seems to me itis going very far for any 
one to stand up in the Senate and undertake to insist, in view of 
all the facts that surround the case, that the people who believe 
that we ought to withdraw our armed forces and stop killing those 
people are guilty of the killing of our troops. 

hen Aguinaldo sent word that he wanted a truce, that we 
could fix the boundaries of a neutral zone, and we declined to 
answer, and the killing has gone on ever since, I submit that 
those who are so jealous of the honor of our flag that they object 
to its being used to destroy the liberties of other people, are not 
responsible for the killing that has resulted since that time. The 
responsibility rests upon those who insist on continuing a war of 
conquest in an effort to subject a people to a rule distasteful and 
unsatisfactory to them, and the responsibility is on no one else. 
It is in bad taste, unjustified under any circumstances, to bring 
into this forum any such charge; and [ do not believe Lawton 
ever did it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will undertake to satisfy the Senator that 
the letter is a genuine letter, 


[Laughter.] Thisis a day 
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The Senator from South Carolina quoted from General Otis that 
in the fighting that night the insurrectionists acted “‘ strictly upon 
the defensive” and that our troops acted upon the aggressive. 
The Senator construes that as a statement by General Otis that 
we were responsible for the outbreak of hostilities. That is a 
manifest misconstraction. General Otis is there giving a report 
to the Secretary of War, using the language of a soldier to his 
superior officer, and he is referring to the operation of that battle 
from the tactical standpoint and not to the responsibility for 
opening the hostilities. It undoubtedly is true, as he states, that 
the Philippine army was intrenched partly around Manila. They 
fired upon our men from intrenchments, and the American soldiery 
in self-defense charged those intrenchments and assumed the 
aggressive, and drove them out of the intrenchments and out of 
the suburbs. 

That is obviously what is meant by General Otis—that the one 
army fought behind intrenchments and did not charge, and that 
the other army charged the intrenchments and drove the enemy 
out; and that is in accord with the facts. Iam glad the Senator 
called my attention to it because I had heard that statement be- 
fore as authority for the proposition that General Otis had re- 
ported that the American troops opened hostilities and were the 
aggressors. They are the soldiers who charged the Filipinos 
after they had opened a general fire upon our lines. But General 
Otis was informed that rockets of a certain sort had been agreed 
upon as the signal upon which there should be a general engage- 
ment, and Admiral Dewey has stated that when the sentry fired 
the shot, followed by a fusillade, those rockets which had been 
agreed upon as signal for attack, he saw from his ship. 

It has been said here, and it shows how forced to a ridiculous 
contention some of our friends are, that possibly as the lieutenant 
and his men did not understand the English language, they may 
not have understood the sentry when he called ‘‘ Halt!” 

Mr. President, think of it. There is not a soldier in the world 
who does not know, when a sentry stands with gun in hand, 
what it means, and when he utters a word with gun in hand, 
even an Indian on the plains knows what it means. It is the 
language of war. Itmeansstop. It ismore than mere language; 
it is more than a mere word. The attitude itself and the duty 
which the soldier is performing speak for themselves. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will assist the Senator in 
trying to bring out the facts. I should be glad if the Senator 
would allow me to make a suggestion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am paying a pretty heavy price for the as- 
sistance. I am anxious to get through. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Why does the Senator look at the clock when 
I get up? 

.Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. TILLMAN, 
Mr. SPOONER. 

get through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not think the Senator ought to object to 
giving the great pleasure he has been giving us now for three even- 
ings in succession; and I am satisfied he has received attention as 
no other man has during this whole session of Congress. I have 
drunkin every word I could of his, and I have enjoyed it as much 
as though he was fighting on my side, because it is the most mag- 
nificent piece of special pleading that I have ever listened to or 
that I believe has ever been uttered on this floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am chagrined that my ob- 
servations have taken a portion of three sessions. I ask my col- 
leagues to remember that it has been largely due to interrup- 
tions. But now I desire to be permitted to finish what I have to 
say without interruption. 

‘ Mr. TILLMAN, Of course, I will not interrupt the Senator if 

e objects. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam anxious to be through for many reasons. 

Mr. President, I will not take further time upon the question 
as to who commenced the battle. I will not discuss it in detail, 
although I would have been glad to do it, if I had not already 
been beguiled into delay on matters which are important to be 
considered in connection with this branch of the subject. 

There is one significant thing which I have never heard alluded 
to by those who are so anxious and industrious to impress upon 
the people that we brought on hostilities and that we have been 
nae war upon a people struggling for independence, and that 
is this: 

Professor Worcester, in his address, ‘‘ Some aspects of the Phil- 
a question,” states that under date of February 12, General 

is sent the following dispatch: 

Reported that insu resentativ: le inaldo 
to drive out tae ee a at received 


Hongkong and mailed to Malolos, which decided on attack to be made about 7th. 
Eagerness of insurgent troops to engage precipitated battle. 


There is the strongest possible corroboration of that statement. 


The Senator does not own the clock. 

I do not claim to own the clock. 

I looked at the clock—— 

If the Senator objects to my interruption—— 
I looked at the clock because Iam anxious to 
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I know that in this city, stopping at the Arlington Hotel durin 
the time we were debating the treaty, was a Filipino commissj,,;, 
headed by Agoncillo, one of the Philippine junta, one who max, 
an important speech on May 5 at the meeting which decided th.; 
Aguinaldo, against his will, should go to Manila. j 

And I know, Mr. President, that before any of us knew in thi: 
country that there had been any outbreak in Manila Agoncj}) 
and one of his associates left the hotel. He left at midnich+ 
February 4 and went to Canada by the shortest route, and 
by the time we learned by cable from those distant island. 
that warfare had been commenced there and an attack hai 
been made on the night of February 4 upon our troops, Avo). 
cillo was near to the Canadian border. Why he suddenly eq 
from the United States in this surreptitious way and sought to 
be under another flag, I can not tell. Perhaps others can. — 

I have always thought, Mr. President, it was because he knew 
it had been arranged that on that night or on the next morning 
there would be an attack upon our troops in Manila by tho 
insurgents, and thought it would be safer for him to be beyond 
the jurisdiction of the United States. : 

There is absolutely nothing, Mr. President, in my opinion, upon 
which to base the assertion that, in violation of General Otis’s 
orders from the President, and in violation of Otis’s orders to his 
men, our troops brought on that engagement. But the fighting 
wenton. Our troops aggressively followed the insurrectionists, 
That was a legitimate part of self-defense. Nothing would require 
them, hostilities having broken out, to remain in Manila and allow 
the enemy to again surround the city, to again attack them at a 
disadvantage. 

Now, Mr. President, whether the insurrection is ended or not, 
I do not know. I fear not until after election. From the time 
that treaty was ratified, which has been declared or characterized 
as a declaration of war, we have had an agitation in this country. 
Mr. Bryan, to whom I refer respectfully, came here and labored 
for the ratification of that treaty. If it was a declaration of war 
he must take his share of the responsibility for it. If it in itself 
involved imperialism he was a promoter of imperialism. 

Before the treaty was ratified, January 9, he published in 
the New York Journal an elaborate article upon the subject, 
urging the ratification of the treaty, and a declaration of future 
policy as to the Philippines, strongly I thought, and think, fore- 
shadowing, in the event of failure to make such a declaration, 
an aggressive issue against imperialism or colonialism, and from 
that time in all the speeches he has made, which I have read, he 
has made anti-imperialism the paramount feature of his political 
creed. Without impeaching the sincerity of his view against im- 
perialism, asI understand it, or colonialism, when the time comes 
to decide that question, I have thought, and do think, that it was 
an attempt to make an issue where there is no issue, apparently 
born out of the necessity to obscure in some respects the issues of 
1896. 

For I insist, Mr. President, that there is not in this day, nor has 
there been, any legitimate foundation for an issue of imperialism 
and antiimperialism. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am loath to interrupt the Sena- 
tor, but I think Lought to remind him, if he will allow me, that —— 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. The question of imperialism was raised by 
Republicans long before Mr. Bryan said anything about it, and it 
was raised in this Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but those were the men who thought 
that the ratification of the treaty constituted imperialism and 
committed the country to it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, they contended that the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty meant what they are now contending this 
Administrationintendstodo. Every contention they make to-day 
the members of the Republican party who are contending against 
what they call imperialism have made in this Chamber and stated 
that that would be the result of the ratification. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but, Mr. President, no man who helped 
to ratify the treaty is justified in denouncing that as imperialism 
or in asserting that by the ratification of that treaty the country 
became committed to the doctrine of imperialism. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not allow the Senator to assert or to 
insinuate that I-— 

Mr. SPOONER. That remark could not refer to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well, then. Mr. President, I voted to 
ratify the treaty. I never regretted that I voted for it. I want 
to say that it is an unfair — for the Senator to take to 
charge that Mr. Bryan is the author of what is called an\- 
imperialism in this country. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Bryan is the most conspicuous and pow- 
erful leader of the Democratic party at this time, and he a 
done more, in the way of public speeches and writings, in att 
upon what he calls imperialism than any other man in the —_ 
try, and that is manifestly what he seeks and has sought to maxe 
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the principal issue in the campaign upon which we are shortly to 
ter. 
= did not refer to my friend from Colorado. I voted for the 
treaty myself, and I stated before I voted for it that if I thought it 
committed this country to permanent dominion in the Philippines 
| should vote against it. What I mean to say, and I say it with- 
out fear of successful contradiction, is that there is no issue of 
imperialism and antiimperialism now, Mr. President, except it 
be made for party and political purposes. 

Where is the issue of imperialism and antiimperialism? 
what foundation of fact does it or can it rest now? 
osed imperialism in the Philippine Archipelago? 
speak under the Constitution upon that subject? The President 
has had but one policy, and that is the policy of an executive. 
It is the policy to carry forward into execution the law. We 
ratified the treaty. We might have rejected it. We take our 
share of the responsibility for laying that foundation. We had 
passed the military bill. Wehad placed these soldiers at his com- 
mand, knowing and intending, Mr. President, that he should use 
them, that he would use them to assert and maintain the sov- 
ereignty of the United States in the Philippine Archipelago. 

Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is territory of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr.SPOONER. Whocan dispose of it? The President? No. 
The President has made no speech in which, as I recollect it, he 
did not assert that the power of disposition isin Congress. He 


Upon 
Who has pro- 


says in his last annual message that the whole power of govern- | 


ment there is in Congress. The Constitution provides that Con- 
gress shall have power ‘* to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regulations respecting the territory of the United States.” 
The President can not doit. It is forCongressto doit. Itis for 
Congress to say whether we will withdraw our Army from the 
Philippines or not, whether we will cede the Philippines or not, 
how we will govern the Philippines if we retain them, or how 
long we shall retain them. It is not for the President to say, nor 
has he arrogated to himself that function. 

That power to ‘‘dispose of ” the Philippines is a continuing power, 
Mr. President. It is not one that is lost by failure to exereise it 
this year or next year. It does not lapse by nonuser. It is not 
one that can be exercised by declaratory resolutions. It is one 
which requires legislation. Has there been any? Has there been 
any proposition of the kind? Not until the Senator from South 
Dakota introduced his amendment here a day or two ago, that I 
have known of. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. In the years to come, Mr. President, if there 
shall be a time when the Philippine people, having under our 
tutelage and guidance been uplifted, having by years of partici- 
pation in local government become familiar in a way with that 
science; when education shall have been more largely diffused in 
the islands; when they have come to know, as they will come 
to know, that we are their friends, not their enemies; when, in 
the opinion of the intelligent, patriotic people of the United 
States, the Philippine people are capable of self-government, capa- 
ble of maintaining a government which will discharge the duties 
of a government, which will protect life and liberty and prop- 
erty, which, if you please, can discharge the obligations between 
nations, then, Mr. President, if they want independence, and there 
shall be a party in this country which says “yes,” and a party in 
this country which says ‘‘no, we will govern them forever as a 
territory or colony,” that will be an issue of imperialism and anti- 
imperialism. It can not come until then, and it can not be 
settled unless anduntil it shall have come. It is not here now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. I must decline to yield, Mr. President. I 
hope my friend will pardon me, but that issue, I say again, Mr. 
President, is not here now except for party and partisan pur- 
poses. It is a forced and fictitious issue, Mr. President, and 
nothing else, and it is a baleful issue; it is a wicked issue. I 
speak only for myself. I represent no man’s opinions here but 
my own, so far as I know; but, Mr. President, the utterances 
upon that alleged issue in this country, the agitation as to what 
in time to come shall be done with the Philippine people, has 
been in the highest degree harmful to our soldiery ond embarras- 
Sing and obstructive in the discharge of Executive duty. It 
18 my opinion that it has prolonged the insurrection; it is my 
+ temp that it has cost millions of money and cost many, many 
ives. And that, too, when there is no such issue before the people, 

and when no can rightly make it an issue now. 
h It was the duty, as I said the other da , of every man to say what 
€ thought should be said upon that saldect of ratification regard- 
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less of the effect it might have anywhere. But that is not the situ- 
ation to-day. That has not been the situation any day since that 
treaty was ratified and since hostilities broke out in the Phil 
pines. There are issugs enough without this feigned issue. Has 
it done harm? Has it done good, I might rather ask? Almost 
every utterance, Mr. President, of a conspicuous man against 
what is termed “ Imperialism” has been translated into the Span- 
ish and circulated among the insurrectionists; and it would have 
been none different whatever in its effect if a great political part 
in this country had sent a message to them, ** Maintain your in- 


| surrection until after the election, and if we succeed at the polls 


Who could | 


| 
| 
| 











we will give you independence.” 

I received from a commander in the Navy the other day, to 
illustrate what I mean, this paper. <A city of 17,000 people had 
just been captured over there by our Army, and in the offing were 
two vessels of the Navy. Some of the officers with marines went 
to thecity. I only mention this to show how closely they follow 
public opinion and utterances in the United States. They found 
posted up in conspicuous places around that city this poster in 
Spanish. I have here the translation of it, an effort against what 
is called imperialism, against what is characterized as brutal 
policy on the part of the United States, a willingness to subju- 
gate a people and to hold them in slavery. 

[Translation of circular or proclamation.] 

From the provincial chief of this province received to-day, the 9th of Decem- 
ber, the tenor of which is as follows: 

I have the great pleasure of informing your excellencies that you may in your 
town cause to be publicly known that data according to the foreign newspapers 
very strongly favorable to the independence of our fatherland exists in the fact 
that the party of the North American people which calls itself the Democratic 
party, preserving unimpaired its avcient principles and traditional institutions 
xy which it obtained in the past century the independence of its own country, 
emancipating it from England, sustains and defends to-day with ardor the decla- 
ration independence of the Philippines and that the Massachusetts periodical 
having the widest circulation among the agriculturists of the country known 
under the name ef The Farm and Home—- 


The Farm and Home. 
know that paper? 

Mr. LODGE. Ido. 

Mr. SPOONER (reading)— 

The Farm and Home, having interested its subscribers in the subject, asked that 


they manifest themselves in favor of the independence of the Philippines or their 
annexation with the following results: 


Does the Senator from Massachusetts 


For inde- | For annex- 


Sect ion, 


pendence, | ation. 
PT itis nie kind cibahetemibhikibeetannteinds 1. 277 . 785 
tees Vas ant tn Genddaeadegekenéeddneutseaee | 8. 888 2. 343 
Central West........ nisidiespethcakGdd hinds dbiinnendinesn | 4.901 3. 102 
Southern States......ccccsese-e pndtintihdiabneeeeeseenns 1. 792 1. 083 
EE xt inancsedserdesunsendnessdeseiccnestonacetens 1. 684 1. 103 
BORE An ccccocesee Sdosecsccconenenssscoesooscocasee 18. 524 | 8. 416 
| 


May Providence decree that in the election for the President of the United 
States the Democratic party, which defends us, shall triumph, and not the imperial- 
istic party, which is headed by Mr. McKinley, and which attacks us. 

I presume this was all over the Philippines— 

The great Democrat, Dr. Bryan, one of the most eminent men of the United 
States, is assured that he will be the future President, and then our happy hours 
begin. There hace also been celebrated in New York and Chicago great meet- 
ings and banquets in honor of our dearly beloved president, Sr. Aguinaldo, who 
was entitled one of the world’s true heroes. 

The masses who have thus voted in our favor have done the same with refer- 


; ence to Cuba, asking her independence, for which she is already to-day strug 


gling. 

Finally, the conduct of the Filipino annexationists condemns itself. They 
have changed their flag as they change their shirts. and are animated solely by 
momentary lust of stolen gold; but by their own vile conduct, aided by their 
thieving country, they are only raising their own scaflold, 

God guard your excellencies many years. 

Guinabatan, December 4, 1899. 

Sic. DOMINGO SAMSON. 


I have here a number of extracts translated from La Independ- 
encia, published in the Philippines. I willread but afew of them: 
AN ADVERSARY OF M'KINLEY. 


Mr. Bryan, the competitor of McKinley in the last Presidential election and the 
candidate selected for the future by the Democratic party, has published a mani- 
festo which has caused a profound sensation in the United States 

Mr. Bryan announces himself decidedly opposed to the imperial policy of the 
Government, anid shows the danger in which American institutions will be placed 
by this entirely new ambition for colonization. * * * He asks that the régime 
instituted in Cuba be applied to all the territory taken from Spain. * * * 

To place the American yoke on the millions of natives wLo wish to be free, 
200,000 men will be needed. * * * February 2, 1899. 

A great popular meeting was held in New York on February 23 to protest 
against the imperialistic policy of the United States. March 8, 1899. 


BRYAN SPEAKS, 


Mr. Bryan * * * declared at a great meeting at Denver that the United 
States could not institute a colonial policy. ‘ Imperialism,” he said, ‘‘ may increase 
our territory, but it will lower our ideals, It is a step backward, etc.” March 
28, 1899. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
reading? 
Mr. SPOONER. I am reading an extract from a newspaper 


May I ask the Senator from what he is 
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ee in the Philippines and supported by Aguinaldo called 
4a Independencia. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to ask if he is read- 
ing from the original paper? 4 

Mr. SPOONER, I can not read from the original paper, as that 
is in Spanish. 

Mr. r LLEN. The Senator is reading a translation? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; a translation. 

Mr. ALLEN. By whom was the translation the Senator is 
reading made? 

Mr. SPOONER, 

Mr. ALLEN. 
translated it? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
translated it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator any knowledge of the genuine- 
ness of the translation? 

Mr. SPOONER. I only know that it was translated in the 
War Department and given me as a correct translation. The 
papers are all in the War Department. I saw them there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator hold Mr. Bryan responsible for 
what that translation states? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is notwhatIam saying. So far as that 
is concerned, what the paper states is substantially a fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not doubt that the Senator thinks so; but 
I hope the Senator will not snap at me quite so savagely. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to be offensive, and I hope the 
Senator is not alarmed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator scares me entirely away I 
wish to ask him if he has seen a translation of the speech which 
was made by the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], 
which was cabled to Manila, translated into Spanish, and circu- 
lated among the Filipinos as conclusive evidence that this Govern- 
ment never did intend to give those people their liberty? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not. 


By an officer of the Army. 
Did the Senator get it from the officer who 


No, sir; I did not get it from the officer who 
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Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator recognizes that that was done, | 


does he not? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have seen that statement made. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood it was done, and I have as good 
authority for saying that it was done as the Senator has for what 
he says. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Indeed, I have. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the first place, these statements imputed 
to Mr. Bryan and other gentlemen were, in subtance, made here 
in public. There is no doubt about that; and they were cabled 
over there. Iam not assuming now that it was ever the purpose 
of anyone here to make trouble over there, nor do I believe such 
athing, of course. Iam only saying that this agitation and these 
utterances upon an alleged issue, which does not exist, have done 
and will do great mischief. That is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam trying to find out as to the facts. I am 
not prepared to affirm or disaffirm what the Senator says; but 
what authority has the Senator for placing before the Senate and 
the world these statements which he has pees as authentic? 

Mr. SPOONER. I place them before the Senate as authentic 
because they were given to me, andI think they are correct trans- 
lations. The Senator can find the paper at the War Department 
and translate it for himself. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I can not. 

Mr. SPOONER. And verify the correctness of the translation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret to say that I only know one language, 
and that very imperfectly; and so I would not know ———s 
about it if I had the papers; but the Senator, being an Englis 
and a Spanish scholar as well, I suppose, could probably have 
compared these translations with the original text, and would be 
able to supply that hiatus in the proof. 

Mr. SPOONER. To whom is the Senator referring? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam referring to the senior Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not a Spanish scholar. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought the Senator was. 

I have always given the Senator credit for knowing all about 
languages and about a great many other things, and I always 
interrupt him with a great deal of diffidence, knowing his uni- 
versal knowledge com with the feeble amount of informa- 
tion that I have been able to pick up. 

When I take occasion to interrupt the Senator it is as to things 
that come to my mind in the course of debate, and I want to know 
the connection of these things and the proof. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have stated to the Senator that I can show 
him the paper, and if he thinks this is not a correct translation 
he can bring it to the attention of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. The burden is upon the Senator to prove that 
the translation is correct. When the Senator introduces a docu- 
ment in evidence he must lay the foundation by proving that it 


May 24. 


is genuine, and tracing the proofs step by step up to the do. 
ment which he seeks to introduce; and now the Senator propo; 
that [shall assume the burden of disproving the genuineness 
the document that he seeks to introduce. 
| tion. 


I decline that inyi 


Mr. SPOONER. I went to the War Department to get ; 
correct translation, and the Senator ought to go there if he thi) 
it is not a correct translation and verify it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall not go to the War Department. 
no business at the War Department. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is business. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know it is, but possibly if I went to the W,, 
Department, with this lingering suspicion upon my mind, | 
opportunity of ascertaining the correctness or incorrectness of 
translation would not be as open to me as to the Senator f; 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think, Mr. President, that is an entir:|, 
unjustifiable imputation upon the War Department. The S 
tor may think that, but I am satisfied he will find he is mista; 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not mean toimpute anything against | 
— 5 aaa eee but the Senator knows human nature just a. 
well as I. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, just to show further the eff 
in the Phillipines of this agitation and the discussion of {his 
attempted issue, which is not an issue, I read this, which wa, 
telegraphed from over there. The original was in Spanish, 
Ican not swear to the translation, but I should think it correct 
from its contents. 

Mr. ALLEN. What does the Senator say about the issue? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say that there is no issue of imperialisin 
and antiimperialism between the Republican party and the Deim- 
ocratic party, except as made by the Democratic party for cam- 
paign purposes. 

Mr.ALLEN. Iam notspeaking forthe Democratic party at ail. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, the Populist party. I forgot that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam speaking for no party. Now, what is the 


I ha 


| attitude of the Republican party on that question? 


Mf. SPOONER. The attitude of the Republican party is this, 
so far as I know: Itis first to enforce and maintain the authority 
of the United States in the Philippine Archipelago. 

Mr. ALLEN. And that being done, what follows? 

Mr. SPOONER. To organize as speedily as possible civil goy- 
ernments there, adapted to the necessities of the different tribes 
and people; to give them honest courts of justice; to abolish 
and that has already been done—the ecclesiastical courts, so that 
the friar may be brought to the ordinary court and tried as are 
other men for an offense which he commits; to protect life and 
liberty and property; to fill that country with schoolhouses—- 

Mr. ALLEN. And churches. 

Mr. SPOONER. To give the people an opportunity for educa- 
tion; to be just and — to those people, giving them pur- 
ticipation in the local governments there as large as possible at 
first, and on increasing lines as they may show themselves fiited 
for it; to honestly expend the moneys collected from taxation 
there in their interests and for their benefit; to maintain laws 
there, Mr. President, so honestly and firmly that no man, however 
rich, shall be beyond their reach if he does wrong, and no man, 
however humble, shall be denied their support or protection if li 
is wronged. 

Mr. ALLEN. I concur with the Senator in that. 

Mr. SPOONER. In short, Mr. President, to carry to that peo- 
ple what they have never had before, and what the American 
flag always carries to a people—generosity, justice, liberty, and 
the blessings and advantages of our civilization as far and as 
fast as possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I heartily concur with everything the Senator 
says on that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any imperialism in that? 

Mr. ALLEN. I stand side by side with the Senator up to that 

int. Now, all these things being accomplished, what does thc 


nator oe to do with those islands? 

Mr. 8 NER. All these things being accomplished—it will 
take some time to accomplish them—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Doing our level best-—— 

Mr. ALLEN. All the time. 

Mr. SPOONER. It will take a long time to accomplish t)at. 

Mr. ALLEN. Some years. 

— SPOONER. Some years—and the Senator is in favo 
that? 

Mr. ALLEN. It will take some years to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Some years to do it—then, Mr. President, 
where is your issue of imperialism now? 

Mr. ALLEN. What I ask the Senator, then, is—these ye:'s 
having by, having passed into eternity, all these things 
havin accomplislied—what does the Senator propose to (vu 
with those islands? 
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Mr. SPOONER. I do not expect to be here. I say it is a | sustaining them against all the encroachments of Europe; but the 


wicked thing to attempt to make that issue now, with our Army 
in the field, and with work before us to which the Senator agrees, 
which will, even upon the Senator’s own admission, take some 
ears yet. 

Mr. “ALLEN. No; theSenator can not run away by saying- 

Mr. SPOONER. [run away from nobody. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I think not; but the Senator can not run 
away, metaphorically speaking, of course, from the argument by 
pel sonalizing himself. : 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, he was out 
when I submitted observations upon that subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, I will put the question differently. Is 
there ever a time, or will the time ever come in the history of the 
Philippines, all these things being accomplished, when those peo- 
ple will be allowed to erect an independent civil government for 
themselves? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill restate, Mr. President, that in all these 
constant agitations and denunciations—and the Senator ought to 
know it, and those for whom he speaks ought to know it—the 
power to govern and dispose of the Philippine Archipelago is not 
in any Administration; 1t is not in any President, but, under the 
Constitution, itisin Congress. As I said before the Senator came 
in. what we are concerned about now is the discharge, in a man- 
ful way, of present duty. What will in the ultimate be the policy 
of the American people in the Philippine Archipelago is for the 
American people to say,when that day comes. I do not hesitate 
to assert my conviction that when the day does come that the 
Philippine inhabitants have so far evidenced their ability to 
maintain a government—to discharge its functions—that they 
can safely be intrusted with independence, and they want it, the 
American people will give it to them, 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Republican party give it to them? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about the Republican party. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thought you were. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the trouble with all this business, 
Mr. President. It is party, party, party, and nothing else, and 
that is what I complain of. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has been arguing for his party for 
three days upon this subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not been arguing for my party, axcept 
in this sense: I have been attempting in a frank way to defend 
the Administration of my party against what I consider unjust 
accusations. That is proper. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave put the Senator a fair question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will only take one of two words to answer it. 
Does the Republican party propose at any time, if it is in power, 
all these things and all these blessings to which the Senator has 
referred having been accomplished, to give those people an inde- 
pendent government? 

Mr. SPOONER. I can not speak for the Republican party. 

Mr. ALLEN. That question is capable of an answer. 

Mr. SPOONER. Doesthe Democratic party propose to do that? 

Mr. ALLEN, Ido not know anything about the Democratic 


party. 














Mr. SPOONER. Well, does the Populist party propose to do it? | 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then why have oar not said so? 

Mr. ALLEN. They have said so in th 
Sioux Falls, as the Senator will see by a reference to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. When are they going to do it? 

Mr. ALLEN. Just as soon as the matter can be adjusted be- 
tween the two governments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Adjusted between what two governments? 
_Mr. ALLEN. Adjusted as between the two peoples. In the 
first place, when the Populist party is in power it will not be too 
cowardly to do this. 

Mr. SPOONER. Between what two governments? 

Mr. ALLEN. The United States and the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SPOONER. But an island is not a government. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I know something about the attitude 
there. {f will say “‘the Philippine people,” if that will suit the 
Senator better. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 

_Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party would do what the Repub- 
lican party will never do, in my judgment. There will never be 
an offer to adjust the differences between this people and that 
people so long as the Republican party is in power until we shoot 
down every man in those islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh! 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party would offer to those people 
the blessings of civil liberty immediately. It would not go to them 
with shot and shell and sword and bayonet and artillery, but 
would go to them with a mission of peace, and by peaceful means 
put them upon their feet, making for them a government, and 


eir platform recently at | 


Republican party, full and drunken and intoxicated with power, 
with greed, with lust of empire, never will do anything of that 
kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think the Republican party is very 
much intoxicated. Ido not assume to say what the Republican 
party will do in five years from now, and I do not think the Sen- 
ator has any warrant for saying what the Democratic party will 
do five years from now, or what the Populist party will do five 
years from now. Wecan not proceed upon mere speculation. I 
am content with discharging present duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Soam I. 

Mr.SPOONER. Iwanttomaintain the authority of the United 
States in the Philippines. Does not the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. «So long as we have any right in the Philippine 
Islands, I want to maintain the authority of the United States 
there. I have said so months and months ago in this Chamber, 
and I say so now; but I do not want to go to those people with 
guns, and swords, and bayonets, and munitions of war, without 
first going to them with a mission of peace, with a full assurance 
that if they surrender their arms and cease their contention 
against the sovereignty of the United States, which is there for 
the time being, they shall be made an independent people with 
an independent constitution, just exactly as God has determined, 
in my judgment,.that every free people should be. I would do 
that first. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I decline to be further inter- 
rupted, for I must finish my speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Senator's pardon for having inter- 
rupted him, 

Mr. SPOONER. I was saying that the Republican party is in 
favor of discharging present duty. There is a plain pathway 
before us, Mr. President, and that is to maintain authority in the 
Philippine Islands, and to use that as the foundation for the crea- 
tion there of a government. It canonly be done inthat way, and 
already, Mr. President, although that people have been prejudiced 
against us—prejudiced by the friars, prejudiced by the Spanish 
soldiery who are left there, prejudiced in every conceivable way, 
prejudiced by utterances in the United States, suggesting that we 
intend to put them into slavery and under a yoke—we are win- 
ning, as rapidly as we could expect, their confidence and their 
seaneeh. sel we should proceed with that work. We shall winit, 
because we will deserve it. 

While I can not speak for the Republican party in the future, 
any more than another Senator can speak for the Democratic 
party or the Populist party in the future, I repeat that when the 
day shall come that that people is fitted to maintain an, inde- 
pendent government—one which can discharge its international 
obligations; one which can protect life, liberty, and property at 
home—and the question is, whether they shall have it, if they 
want it, or whether we shall keep them forever in the condition 
of dependence or territorial government; I have no doubt that 
the American people—Democrats, and Republicans, and Popu- 
lists—will say that they shall have it, and, with all that, I never 
expect the American flag to come down in the Philippine Islands. 

This is consistent with all I have said. FSaving the title, we 
can, in anything the people may do as to the Philippines in the 
future, make such reservations to ourselves, or exceptions, as are 
right and needful for safeguarding our interests in the Orient. 
We can have there naval stations for our war ships, a safe resting 


| place for our Pacific commerce, and our flag as it floats there will 


| forever be evidence to the world of our interest in the archipelago, 


and our interest in its people. 

I was saying, Mr. President—and I ought not to have consented 
to these interruptions—that there is nosuch issue here now, and, 
practically, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] admits it. 

In October, 1879, Aguinaldo published a signed manifesto in 
La Indepencia in which he said— 

** We ask God that he may grant the triumph of the Democratic 
party in the United States, which is the party which defends the 
yn em and that Imperialism may cease from its mad idea 
of subduing us with its arms.” 

I will read another evidence of the malign influence over there 
of this agitation upon a vain and false issue for political purposes. 
Here is a captured document translated into English: 

{Telegram. ] 

In the United States meetings and banquets have been held in honor of our 
honorable President, Don Emilio Aguinaldo, who was proclaimed by Mr. Bryan, 
the future President of the United States, as one of the heroes of the world. 

The Masonic society, interpreting the unanimous desire of the people, together 
with the Government, organizes « meeting and popular assembly in this capital 
in favor of the national independence, which will take place on Sunday the 29th, in 
honor of Mr. Bryan and the anti-imperialist party which defends our cause in the 
United States. 

All the Masons and all the Filipino people are called to take part in this solemn 
act. The meeting will be composed of three parts: First. At 8 in the morning on 
the 29th, a se in an appropriate place will take place, which will begin by 
singing the national hymn; then appropriate speeches will be read. Second. At 
midday a banquet will take place in the palace iu honor of Mr. Bryan, who will be 
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represented by American prisoners, Third. At 4 in the afternoon a popular man- 
ifestation will take place every where—the people will decorate and illuminate their 
bouses, bands of music will pass through the streets. 
SEAI THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Paniat 
To all the provincial, local, and military commanders in this capital, Nuncia 
Capas, Bangbang, Gerona, Panique, and Victoria, the president of the audiencia 
of Bbayambang, and the editor of La Independencia. 
I certify that this translation is correct, to the best of my belief. 
JOHN KR. M. TAYLOR, 
Captain, Fourteenth Infantry, in charge insurgent records. 
MANILA, February 23, 1900. 
Here is the Spanish telegram: 
ASAMELEA DE MUJERES. 
Se verificara el 2 de Noviembre de 1899, en el Teatro de Tarlac. 
Eu honor de la Independencia patria y del pueblo americang que simpatiza con 
la nacion Filipina, 
Programa. 
Primera parte. 
(6 mafians.) 
Diana—Las bandas de musica recorreran la poblacion. 
(8 mafiana.) 
Acto inangural-——-Marcha Nacional. 
Discurso de apertura por la Presidenta. 
Lectura de telegramas. 
Discursos y povsias. 
}*onativos para los heridos en campana, 
Hino: AGUINALDO— Bryan. 
Pax La Independencia. 


Segunda parte. 
(4 tarde.) 


October 27, 1890 


lobic 


Manifestacion popular. 
a * * 

Here is another: 

Fiuurwo Rerusuic, Secretary of Foreign Affaire: 

Wishing to hold a meeting in the morning of Sunday next in the Presidential 
Palace of this republic to correspond with the one held in the United States by 
Mr. Bryan, whe toasted our honorable president as one of the heroes of the 
world, and with the object of carrying this out with the ntmost pomp and with 
contributing by the presence of your subordinates to its greater splendor, I would 
bo obliged if you would come to see me for a conference upon this matter. 

May God keep you many years. 

Tarlac, October 26, 1899. 

FELIPE BUENCAMINO, 
The Secretary. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Here is the telegram from the secretary of war, Tarlac: 

(Telegram. Reg. No. 82.] 
Wo. 612. Rs. 70. De Dacuray, 1.34 p. m. 

Ba. 29 de 10 de 1899. fis. 11.30 el office de Guerra. 

MONSON. 
SecreTary or Wak, Tarlac: 
Provincial Chief Zambales. 


Received your circular by telegraph youtentag. 
Was received with great animation and patriotic enthusiasm by the people gath- 
ered in a great reanion in government house. We had early this morning a gath- 
ering of civil and military officers and private persons to celebrate the independ- 
ence of the country and in honor of Mr. Bryan, and at 4 p. m. we shall have the 


second part of the meeting. We all join in congratulating our honorable presi- 
dent, the government, and the army. 


I read these, Mr. President, not to impute the purpose to anyone 
in this country to do harm over there to our Army, for I know 
that is not true, but to show that this agitation against the Repub- 
lican party as an imperialistic party, and inst the President of 
of the United States, now Commander in Chief of the Army,as a 
a man of ambition, with a lust for empire, regardless of the liberty 
of others, and the attitude of the Democratic party as favorin 
the independence of that people, is known over there and ac 
upon over there, 

Mr. President, I beg leave to say that it furnishes much war- 
rant for the belief that General Lawton wrote that letter, because 
it furnishes evidence that on the issue of imperialism or antiim- 
perialism, if the Republican party is defeated at the next elec- 
tion, itis expected that independence will go at once to the Philip- 
pine republic, so called, and it conveys to them and furnishes to 
them the strongest imaginable motive for continuing their insur- 
rection. 

The first thing to do is what we are doing to-day—to put an end 
to the insurrection, tolay the foundation of peace for the victories 
and blessings of peace, and to try this question of imperialism, 
if it ever arises in the United States, when it arises, and at 
least to be silent upon it while our Army is in the field to be in- 
jured by it. That is the way I feel about it, and I believe that is 
the way the American people will feel about it. I think they 
will not be deceived by this talk of imperialism and anti-impe- 
rialism. They may listen to your talk during the campaign about 
the violated Declaration of Independence, about the Constitution 
being trampled upon; they may seem to hear you, but they will 
realize that there is no such issue in this campaign, and they will 
be thinking of the men over there who are sallering and in danger 
pe y as a consequence of the attempt here to obscure one issue 
y manufacturing another. 

Mr. President, when I introduced this bill there were two reso- 
lutions pending before the Senate. One was the resolution in- 
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troduced by the Senator from Indiana | Mr. BEVERIDGE], declari 
that we own the Philippines and will retain them, and est 
lish such government there as we may deem best. I could jot 
vote for that resolution. If we own the Philippines, a more 
declaration that we own them adds nothing to our title. If wo 
do not own them such a declaration will not make them ours, 
This Congress can not bind any subsequent Congress, and 
declaration that we intend to hold the Philippines forever bins 
no subsequent Congress, and is merely an empty declaration. 

The other resolution pending is that introduced by the dis. 
tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. It is based uy) 
the theory that we acquired title by the cession and have ¢ iy 
pleted it by subsequent possession. It contemplates that tho 
authority of the United States shall be maintained there wu: 
armed resistance to it shall have ceased in said islands and pea 
and order shall have been restored, and it declares that when 
stable government shall, through the agency of the Unite 
States, have been created by the people of the islands, * com) 
tent and worthy, in the judgment of the United States, to exer. 
cise the powers of an independent government, and to preserve 
peace and maintain order within its jurisdiction, it is the purpose 
and intentjon of the United States,” reserving certain har)}ors 
and tracts of land for coaling stations, etc., to transfer to said 
government, upon terms which shall be reasonable and just, «ll 
right and territory secured in said islands under the treaty with 
— and to thereupon leave the dominion and control of said 
islands to their people. 

While approving much in this resolution, Mr. President, I can 
not vote for it. I refused to vote for the McEnery resolution, 
which passed the Senate, because of the conditions of that day, 
and my belief that it would be unproductive of good and only 
fruitful of mischief. 

I oppose the resolution of the Senator from Georgia, among 
other things, because it is not legislation. It is not an exercise 
of any power which the Constitution confers upon Congress. It 
does not dispose of the Philippine Archipelago. It is ineffective. 
It is only declaratory. It projects into the future a promise 
which we have no power to make, to be redeemed or left unre- 
deemed by succeeding Congresses. No one can know when the 
year will come for the fulfillment of this pledge. Inevitably, 
upon the theory of the resolution, its redemption will require 
years. 

It will doubtless be years before a government can be formed 
in the Philippines by the people ‘‘ competent and worthy in the 
judgment of the United States to exercise the powers of an inde- 
pendent government.” In the intervening time this moral obli- 
gation would be outstanding. The ambitious Philippine leaders 
would impress upon the people that the pledge was ripe for 
redemption; that the government was ‘‘ competent and worthy to 
be independent,” and would be sincere in that belief. That they 
would differ with the United States upon that subject is as certain 
as that the day will follow the night. That there would be con- 
troversy and dispute over it is inevitable. Gentlemen of great 
name and ability have stated that they are now fit for self- 
government. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Dewey said so. 

Mr. SPOONER. He said they were better fitted for self-govy- 
ernment than the Cubans. That is all I have ever heard imputed 
to him upon the subject. 

Senators have stated here that the sessed a government 
before the outbreak of hostilities entitled to be recognized, with 
a constitution, a congress, and courts, and colleges. Whethier, 
left to themselves, these evidences of civilization would have been 
afforded by the FilipinosIdo not know. To me theyare the only 
evidences of good government left by Spain in the archipelago. 

That they are unfit for self-government now I think is over- 
whelmingly demonstrated. 

I can not doubt, in view of the entire situation, that they would 
differ with us as to their qualifications for independent govern- 
ment, and that out of the fulfillment of this Congressional prom- 
ise, if it were made, there would arise trouble, agitation, charges 
of repudiation and bad faith, and possibly insurrection, with its 
burdens and complications. 

Why project into the future such a promise? It is not needful, 
unless Senators are afraid to trust the people. May not the 
decision of this question be safely left to the American poople? 
Senators need not fear that they will be wanting in love of |ib- 
erty, in regard for the Declaration of Independence, or in loyalty 
to the Constitution. It is not needful for the Congress of to-day 
to protect the American people by pledges of this sort agaist 
themselves in settling the questions of the future. 

As to the bill which I introduced, I claim for it nothing of 
originality. It has been read by the Senator from South 
Carolina. Itis legislation. Itis fashioned after the Louisiana 
bill. Itisfashioned after the Hawaiian resolution. It deals with 
the situation as it is. It is very short. It assumes our sover- 
eignty there, It recognizes that we acquired the archipelago by 
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the treaty. ltassumesthe fact that we will enforce obedience to 
our authority over there, and then provides, after the war shall 
have ended, for a government by the President through his ap- 


consul) until Congress shall otherwise provide. 

I would vote for it whoever occupied the Presidential chair, 
whatever party he came from, because the Senate knows we 
have not the information as to the conditions over there to en- 
able us to pass a government bill now. 
tribes. Some of them are hostile to each other. We know very 
little of them. We do not know what form of government is 
adapted to that people. The President has the power now and 
it will continue until Congress acts, under the war power, to 
establish a government and maintain it. 

My purpose in this bill was first to show to the people that the 
Congress is behind the Administration in the Philippines to 
meet it, if it might be met—the belief which has been created over 
there that the people of this country are not behind the Adminis- 
tration and the Army. Moreover, 1 thought that Congress ought 
to put this measure of authority behind the President, when insur- 
rection shall have been suppressed, in governing a people seven 
thousand miles away, ten million of comparative strangers. To 
leave it all to his war power seemed to me unjust. That was all. 
It was no play for politics. It was not to shelve a. question or 
to evade any question. Itis upvn the theory which I have asserted 
here to-day, that there is no issue here of imperialism or anti- 
imperialism. i R ; 

Mr. President,in my heart I believe that. Thus far it has been 
largely force, not subjugation, but subduing insurrection, from 
my standpoint. We know comparatively little of that people. 
General Otis says in a recent interview : 

We are spending $300,000 now in road making and could spend hundreds of 
thousands more mostadvantageously. ‘The Filipinos are enthusiastic about roads, 
the construction of which gives employment to many of them. If it was possible 
to grant franchises for railroads, it would be a good thing, but all that will come in 
time. Roads and good schools are better. 

It is astonishing how eager these people are for schools. They are clamoring 
for them everywhere. We bought $40,000 worth of books and have exhausted the 
supply of Spanish-English primers. I told some prominent Filipinos that they 
must wait for a new supply, but they said no, and suggested that we give English 
instead of Spanish books, declaring that the children would learn very quickly. 
If I were to continue here and had my way, I would build schools everywhere. I 


would build a big two-story schoolhouse on that open lot in front of the first 
reserve hospital if it cost a million dollars. All this is hopefal. 


I do not share altogether the view of the Senator from Indiana 
ie. BEVERIDGE] as to that people. I believe they have aptitude 
or government. Bishop Potter says the children take to our sol- 
diers as friends. He says they are anxious to learn. I have an 
abiding faith that when they come to know us, to understand us, 
when they feel our sense of justice, when they feel the protection 
which we will throw around them, when we build roads for them, 
when we furnish them with schoolbooks, they will accept the sit- 
uation. A resigned army officer is now teaching school there, and 
he speaks in the very highest terms of the intelligence and the 
eagerness for instruction on the part of the Filipino children, and 
of their parents that they shall haveit. If someSenators are right 
as to their capacity for self-government our task will be easier. 

We have a difficult problem to solve. I wish it were not upon 
us. But we have had difficult problems before. 

I believe before very many years that people, participating as we 
go along in local government, will have faith in us, and that the 
will be able to maintain at least an autonomous government, al- 
though for many, many years they will need our protection and 
our care and guidance. And the men who deliberately charge in 
high places that the flag of the United States is there as an 
emblem of slavery, that it is there for oppression, do great injus- 
tice to this nation and great injustice to the American people. 
Why not trust them? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Is the Constitution there with the flag? 

Mr. SPOONER. Whether the Constitution is there with the 
flag or not, men are there under the flag who will give to that 
people every element of individual liberty which we have under 
the Constitution, Already under that flag by military order the 
habeas corpus has been put in operation throughout the archi- 
pelago. A y under that flag the ecclesiastical court, which 
was a court of oppression, has been abolished; and already that 
flag has carried to that ple, as it always does carry to a people, 
liberty, protection, and honest, responsible government. 

{ have said nothing of the richness of the islands in mineral 
and other resources. I sincerely trust, for the benefit of the in- 
habitants, that the glowing story told of undeveloped wealth there 
is an understatement. I hope it for the sake of that people, and 
also as lightening the burden which duty seems to place upon us. 

Mr. President, I have submitted to interruptions so that my 
speech has been discursive. I have not entirely followed the line 
— I should otherwise have done. Without purpose to be 


scourteous or unjust to anyone, I have said frankly what I 
believe. The President has left this matter toCongress. I want 


to read here an extract from his message as expressive not only of 
the views of the Administration, but of the American people, in 
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my judgment, for they will stand by an Executive doing his duty 
and by their Army wherever it is on duty, and will discounte- 





| nance any policy which in this country is inaugurated, the effect 
pointees, (not to be permanent, not to make the President a pro- | 
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of which will be to prolong insurrection or to endanger the liy 
of their soldiery. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator mean to say they will 
stand behind it whether right or wrong? 

Mr. SPOONER. Right or wrong, | say, they are behind it; 
but they are right. That is a question for the people to deter- 
mine, not for the Senator. The President says in his message: 

Until Congress shall have mado known the formal expression of its will I shall 
use the authority vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes to uphold 
the sovereignty of the United States in those distant islands as in all other places 
where our tlag rightfully floats. I shall put at the disposal of the Arm) a 
Navy all the means which the liberality of Congress and the people have pro 
vided to cause this unprovoked and wasteful insurrection to cease. 

If any orders of mine were required to insure the merciful conduct of militar 
and naval operations, they would not be lacking; but every step of the progress 
of our troops has been marked by a humanity which has surprised evon tho w 
guided insurgents. ‘The truest kindness to them will be a swift and effective «« 
feat of their present leader. The hour of victory will be the hour of clemency mad 
reconstruction. 

No effort will be spared to build up the waste places desolated by war and by 
long years of misgovernment. We shall not wait for the end of strife to begin 
the benificent work. 


Nor has he waited. 


We shall continue, as we have begun, to open the schools and the churches, to 
set the courts in operation, to foster industry and trade and agriculture, and in 
every way in our power to make these people whom Providence has broug 
within our jurisdiction feel that it is their liberty and not our power, their wel 
fare and not our gain, we are seeking to enhance. Our flag has never waved over 
any community but in blessing. I believe the Filipinos will soon recognize the 
- that it has not lost its gift of benediction in its world-wide journey to theix 
shores. 


Mr. ALLEN. Doesthe President anywhere in his message say 
that at any time they shall havea free and independent govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. SPOONER. The President is President; he does not 
claim to be a prophet; he leaves to the future what belongs to 
the future, but what he says there is the language of patriotism. 
It.is the language of philanthrophy. It interprets the genius of 


our institutions. Itisin harmony with the nature of the manand 
with his career. There is in it nothing but goodwill, nothing but 
kindness. There is in it nothing of exploitation. There is in it 


nothing of commercialism. Thereisin it nothing of imperialism. 
Weareto go along. We will make mistakes. We will fall down, 
but we will - ourselves up. Wewill cross bridges as we come 
to them, and when we come to streams without bridges we will 
build them. We will feel our way. We will go forward in a 
manful fashion, with a holy purpose to do what is just and gen- 
erous and right. 

No American has any right to doubt that. 
acquainted with the conditions, We will teach those people to 
know us. We will give them every opportunity in the school of 
government. We will govern them, not for our benefit, but for 
theirs, and in the end the day will come, in my opinion, and I 
believe it will be sooner than I once thought it would be, when 
that people, with confidence in us and friendship for us, with 
ee ne them, with an appreciation of liberty, with some 

nowledge of what government is, will be able to maintain an 
autonomous or independent government; and when that day comes 
I doubt not the American people, of all parties, will promptly 
accord it to them. 

If, Mr. President, in the end it shall come about that through 
the Spanish-American war weshall have liberated Cuba from the 
tyranny of Spain, enabled its people to erect an independent goy- 
ernment, stable and strong; have made happy and prosperous the 
people of Porto Rico, and in the far-away Pacific have brought a 
nonhomogeneous people together into one people, educated them 
for self-government or independence and given it to them, though 
it shall have cost much of patience, of trouble, and of sacrifice, 
we shall have wrought out a consummation more glorious, and 
afforded a nobler evidence of what a liberty-loving people can and 
will do for liberty, than has ever before been seen in the history of 
the world. {Applause in the galleries. } 

Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the Senator from Alabama 
proposes to address the Senate on the pending measure, I[ wish to 
give notice that when he has finished I shall ask the Senate to 
allow me to take the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have been waiting here for 
fifty days to get_an opportunity to express some views upon this 
very important bill, which I conceive to be far more important 
than any bill that has been presented on the subject of our insular 

ossessions since we acquired them. Two speeches have been de- 
ivered by distinguished Senators in favor of the bill, covering 
four days of time, and no word has as yet been heard from any- 
one who is opposed to it, as lam. 1 have prepared my remarks 
in writing in order that they might be accurate and exact in form 


We will become 
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and in substance, ana in order that I might possibly escape some 
of these annoyances of interruption which are interjected into 
speeches here for one reason and another, and which break up the 
continuity of argument and destroy the legitimate effect of any 
discussion upon a question so grave as the one now before the 
Senate. 

] understand from the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that he has asked the Senate to 
meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock for the purpose of taking up an ap- 
propriation bill. I wish to ask that Senator if he will not make a 
request of the Senate now that at the conclusion of the morning 
business to-morrow this bill may be laid before the Senate so that 
I may make my remarks, which I will read, and therefore they 
will be within a short compass comparatively, and after that the 
Senator can proceed with his appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, if that is the wish of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, of course I shall be glad to accede to it. I made 
the motion for the Senate to meet to-morrow at 11 o'clock in order 
that some time during the day I might have an opportunity of 
calling up the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN, li that is agreeable to the chairman of the 
committee, who reported the pending bill, or to the gentlemen in 
control of it, I hope the order will be taken. 

Mr. LODGE. tt is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. MORGAN, lLask that an order may be taken that at the 
conclusion of the routine morning business to-morrow this bill 
may be laid before the Senate for the purpose of enabling me to 
. complete my remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN. The present bill? 

Mr. MORGAN, The present bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. TELLER. There will be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that immediately after the routine morn- 
ing business is completed to-morrow the unfinished business shall 
be laid before the Senete in order that he may address the Senate. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. There ought to be, in addition to that, an un- 
derstanding that after the Senator from Alabama has concluded 


his observations—— 
Mr. PETTIGREW. To that I ob- 


ject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
make a request? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam willing to consent that the Senator 
from Alabama shall go on at that time, but nothing further. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will take my chances with the 
sense of the Senate on the appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER, I wish the Chair to put the request of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. No. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears none. 
order is made. 

Mr, TELLER. I wish to say that to-morrow, when the Senator 
from Alabama is ready to proceed, I shall feel at liberty to object 
to any Senator interjecting any other business into the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I will join the Senator in that. 

Mr. TELLER. I give notice now so that no one may think I 
could be personal in making the objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will that extend to all debates on this question? 
Mr. President, I nope it is not anticipated that when the Senator 
from Alabama concludes his remarks we are then to pass from 
this measure to something else. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 3 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 25, 1900, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate May 24, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Thirty-third Infantry. 

Sergt. Lamar G. Humphry, Company B, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 22, 1900, 
vice Pickel, promoted. 

Forty-seventh Infantry. 


Maj. Starkey Y. Britt, Forty-seventh Infantry, 
unteers, to be second lieutenant, May 23, 1900, 


To that I can not consent. 


Is there objection to the re- 


The 


Battalion Songs. 
United States Vol 
vice Jackson, d 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 24, 1900, 
CONSUL, 
John C. Freeman, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
Staies at Copenhagen, Denmark. 
CLAIMS COMMISSIONER, 


William Glover Gage, of Michigan, to be the commissioner on 
the part of the United States under the conventions for a claims 
commission concluded between the United States and Chile, 
August 7, 1892, and May 24, 1897, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Thomas J. Senn, to be a lieutenant in tho 
Navy, from the 31st day of December, 1899. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Jay H. Sypher, to be a lieutenant in tho 
Navy, from the 11th day of January, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Charles Norman Fiske, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy, from the 15th day of May, 1900. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 

Lon E. Foote, of Arriba, Colo., to be register of the land office at 
Hugo, Colo, 

i POSTMASTERS. 
Walter Price, to be postmaster at Westerly, in the county of 
Washington and State of Rhode Island. 
E.S. Pierce, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of Lafay- 
ette and State of Mississippi. 
Nannie B. Richardson, to be postmaster at Woodville, in the 
county of Wilkinson and State of Mississippi. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, May 24, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m, Prayer by the Chaplain, 

Rev. Henry N. CoupEn, ND. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF ALASKA. 


Mr. WARNER. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the special order—Senate bill 3419, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. JENKINS in the chair, and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3419) making further 
provision for the civil government of Alaska, and for other pur- 
08eS. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, before entering upon the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill I desire to state, as all members 
know, that it is a long and very important bill, and it is in the in- 
terest of the public that we have it disposed of by the House as 
soon as possible, in order that other important legislation may be 
considered during this session, and to that end I serve notice that, 
while I desire to be accommodating and to give every member of 
the House as much time as he should have in fairness to the pub- 
lic interest, I shall endeavor to enforce the five-minute rule iin- 
portent, and shall object to any member's time being extended 

yond the five minutes on any question, and shall also object to 
any member speaking more than once —— any question before 
the committee, my object being to get through with this bili as 
eee as possible. 
4 r. OLMSTED, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after the word ‘“‘void,"’ in line 23, page 25, the followin 
‘And the Secretary of War shall have authority to grant permits genera! 
in character to citizens of the United States or persons who have legally «: 
clared their intention to e such to mine or dredge for gold or other 
precious metals below mean low tide, in such manner, however, that naviya 
tion shall not be obstructed.” 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, on that wonderful beach at 
Cape Nome gold is found, as we all know, but there has been no 
adequate provision for the staking out of claims or the mining of 
the gold, particularly upon that portion of the beach whicl is 
covered with shallow water; therefore the Secretary of War has 
been issuing pans for that purpose under a provision of the act 
of 1899, which reads as follows: 

It shall not be lawful toexcavate or fill, or in any manner toalter or modify, 
the course, location, or condition or capacity of any port, roadstead, haven, 
harbor, canal, harbor of refuge, or inclosure within the limits of any break 
water, or the channel of any navigable water of the United States, unless 
the work has been recommended by the Chief of Engineers and authorize: 
by the Secretary of War prior to the beginning of the same. 

Now, it was contended in the Senate that excavation for gol: 
does not constitute such a ‘“‘ work” as was contemplated by the 
act of 1899; and the Senate adopted a provision repealing all per- 
mits which had been granted and makin g special provision for 
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mining from low-water mark inland. The House committee has 
changed that provision, adopting onewhich extends from low-water 
mark to the tundra or to the high-tide line where there is no tun- 
dra, but has left without any special provision that portion from 
low-water mark out to sea, where gold is also mined, it being the 
intention of the committee to leave it within the power of the 
Secretary of War to grant permits general in character for exca- 
yating or dredging for gold outward from the low-tide line. 

The object of my amendment is to cure any possible defect or 
doubt as to the authority of the Secretary of War in the premises. 
If, as some contend, he has that authority now, my amendment 
does no harm; but if, as others contend and as the majority of the 
Senate seem to think, he has not the power now, my amendment 
cures that and gives him the authority. The amendment is ac- 
ceptable, as f understand, to the chairman of the committee and 
to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr, Lacry], who had contemplated 
asomewhat similaramendment, and I hope that it may be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I will simply say that so far 
as | know the amendment is acceptable to the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to section 26, which amendment I now send to the desk to 
be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 26, line 15, page 25, immediately after the words “ provided by 
law,” insert the words: 

“Provided further, That none of the provisions contained in this section 
shall be construed as vacating or in any way affecting the title to any mining 
claim which under existing law may have been legally located before the 
poomnge et ene act, on any of the land or shoal water above the line of mean 

1igh tide. 

Mr, CUSHMAN, Mr. Chairman, the object of offering this 
amendment—— 

Mr. WARNER. In order to save time,I will state that the 
committee are willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to have an opportunity to examine 
the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like to ask the gentleman who proposes 
this amendment if his mo is practically to abolish the min- 
ing laws applicable to this country and permit the regulations to 
be completely under the control of the War Department. 

Mr. WARNER. Oh,no. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, The amendment which I offer has nothing to 
do with the mining from low water out to sea, which is the only 
portion that is left under the control of the War Department. The 
amendment which I offered simply has reference to the locations 
from the line of low tide back up and inland. 

Mr. McRAE. Do you leave it with the miners? 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Yes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then why not leave it under the general law? 
Is not that the law now? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. This bill provides that all of the land and 
shoal water from the line of low tide back to the tundra shall be 
under the control of the miners’ meetings, or regulations estab- 
lished by the miners. Now, I will explain this by the map which 
hangs in front of the desk. 

Mr. LACEY, I move the following amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CUSHMAN, I understand 1 still have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood the gentleman to yield 
the floor, and the gentleman from Iowa was recognized. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, No; the gentleman did not yield the floor, 
Mr. Chairman. I simply came forward to the desk to make an 


explanation by the map. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not understand, At theend 


of » minutes the gentleman from Washington can be recog- 
hized, 

Mr. LACEY. Go ahead. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. What I desired to say was that under this 
proposes act all of the land between low tide and the tundra is 
eft under the control of the miners. 

Mr, MCRAE. What is the tundra? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. The tundra is a well-defined line, as shown 
here on this map, where the line of vegetation is, and the line 
where the tide reaches when the storm tides are the highest; but 
that line of the tundra is a considerable distance above the line of 
ordinary high tide. Now, the object of this amendment which 
! have offered is simply to show that where under the present 
law a claim has already been legally located by anyone extend- 
ing from back of the tandra down to the line of high tide (the 
line of high tide being the farthest limit that a legal location — 

made under the present law), it is not the intention of this bill 
to take me. from such man any of his rights which may have 
legally attached prior to the passage of this act. That is, when 
We say that under the miners’ regulations a man can locate a mine 
linea ere from low tide to the tundra, that means he can run the 

¢ of his claim from low tide back here till he reaches the line of 


his claim clear back from low tide to the tundra. 
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| a prior legal location which may run down to the line of mean 
high tide. On the other hand, off here on a section like this |{in- 

dicating on the map], where there is no mine legally located on 
the strip between high tide and the tundra, there a man can run 

The object of 
my amendment is to show that we have no intention to interfere 
with present legally located mines. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman from Washington intend 
to legalize entries made below ordinary high tide? 

Mr. COSHMAN., 

Mr. MONDELL. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, No, sir. The amendment says—— 

Mr. MONDELL. The intent is, as I understand it, simply to 
remove all question as to whether this legislation shall interfere 
with claims heretofore legally located. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. My amendment reads: 

Provided further, That none of the provisions contained in this section 
shall be construed as vacating or in any way affecting the title to any min 
ing claim which under existing law may have been legally located before the 
passage of this act on any of the lands or shoal water above the line of mean 
1igh tide. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, that expression “legally located” might 
mean claimsthat have been permitted to be located by an Executive 
Department under some change of the law, or it might as well 
mean those that have been located by the miners’ association and 
under the regulations of the local miners. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, It means those that have been located under 
the present existing law. 

Mr. McRAE, The amendment does not say which, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It does not make any difference which. 

Mr. TERRY. If claims have been located where they ought 
po to be located, does not this amendment cure the defective 
title? 

| Mr. CUSHMAN. No, sir; because this amendment says “any 
| claim which may have been legally located.” 
| Mr. GAINES. Claims which have been legally located ought 
not to be interfered with now by anything we do. 
Mr. CUSHMAN. It is not the intention that they should be. 
Mr. OLMSTED. In the latest Government publication on the 
| subject we are told that the United States military commandant 
at Cape Nome limited a strip 60 feet wide between high tide and 
| the tundra upon which he would not permit anybody to stake out 
claims, but permitted mining in common. 
ment conflict with that? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. This proposed amendment does not in any 
wise affect the so-called 60-foot roadway. The provision of the 

| bill in its present form says: 


And the reservation of a roadway 60 feet wide, under the tenth section of 
the act of May 14, 1898, entitled “‘An act extending the homestead laws and 


Below high tide? 
Yes. 


| 
| 


Would your amend- 


providing for right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for 
other purposes,”’ shall not apply to mineral lands or town sites. 
Here the hammer fell. | 
he CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 
Mr. LACEY. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment by adding also: “ Provided, That nothing herein 


shall be construed as validating, invalidating, or otherwise affecting min 
eral locations heretofore made in said 60-foot reservation or roadway.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. I offer the following substitute for section 26. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers the 
following substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 26. The provisions of the tenth section of the act of May 14, 1898, enti- 
tled ‘‘An act extending the homestead laws and providing for right of way 
for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,”’ relative to 
the reservation of a roadway 60 feet wide, shall not be held or construed to 
reserve any lands from location or entry under the mining or town-site laws 
of the United States. Legal and bona fide locators and owners of mining 
claims along the shores of the Bering Seaand the baysand inlets thereof shall 


} 
1 
have the right to extract gold and other precious mineral from the beach 
between high and low tide abutting their claims: Provided, That in extract- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ing such precious minerals they shall not interfere with navigation. All cit- 
izens of the United States and those who have declared their intention to 
become such shall have the right to dredge and excavate below low tide in 
the waters along the shores of the Bering Sea, its bays, and inlets, for the 
purpose of extracting gold and other precious minerals therefrom under 
such reasonable rules and regulations to prevent interference with naviga- 
tion as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War; but noexclusive right or 
permit shall be granted, ond oll permits to dredge and excavate in the above 
waters which may have heretofore been granted shall be construed in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. No claim which may be hereafter lo 
cated under the placer-mining laws of the United States along the shores of 
Bering Sea, its bays and inlets, between ordinary high tide and the tundra 
shall extend farther inland than the line of the tundra or exceed 200 feet in 
width along the shore line, and a distance of at least 1 mile along the shore 
line shall intervene between any two claims located by the same person. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I think section 26 as it now 
stands and as it has been amended is about as bad as it can pos- 
sibly be. It was bad enough before the bill was amended by the 
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committee, and, with all due deference to the committee, in my | 
opinion it is infinitely worse as presented to the House and as | 
amended on the floor. The section is in every way confusing. | 
The substitute which I offer, with the exception of the last pro- | 
viso, limiting the size of certain claims, does not perhaps affect the 
intent of the section as it now stands, except as it in my opinion 
makes the subject very much clearer, 

In the first place, section 26 as it now stands purports to extend 
the mining laws to Alaska, when, as a matter of fact, they were 
extended to that Territory sixteen years ago, and it would be un- 
wise, in my opinion, to raise a question as to that fact by a provi- 
sion purporting to extend them at this time. Further than that, 
there is a provision here which seems to give the miners authority | 
to control locations and claims between ordinary high tide and 
the tundra, As a matter of fact, the miners and miners’ meet- 
ings, under the mining laws of the United States, now control the 
entire region. They have full authority under the laws as they 
now stand to make all proper rules and regulations not incon- 
sistent with the mining laws. Therefore they have to-day full 
control of this subject, and it simply beclouds the situation by 
special enactment to say that they shall control certain specific 
territory when they have absolute control of all the territory. It 
raises a question as to whether the miners have control, under the 
laws of the United States, over all mineral territory in Alaska, 
and that matter should be cleared up. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that if there is 
any beclouding of this matter it will result from the adoption of 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Wyoming. This 
matter has been most carefully considered by the Senate. This 
very section was the subject of more than four weeks’ discussion 
in the Senate. The propositions finally adopted in the Senate have 
been carefully considered by the House Committees on Territo- 
ries and on Revision of the Laws, and further amended on the 
fioor. Now, let me show, Mr. Chairman, that if the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wyoming is adopted it would fur- 
ther confuse this matter. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that this matter was 
carefully considered in the Senate, and then further says that it 
was carefully considered by the House. I want to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that the amendment made by the 
House committee absolutely reverses the provision put upon the 
bill in the Senate, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr, Chairman, I can not yield to the gentle- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the assumption that the gentleman from 
Wyoming had yielded the fioor, and his time had expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the House will 
yield me five minutes in order that this substitute may be prop- 
erly explained. 

The CHAIRMAN. To avoid confusion, the Chair has recog- 
nized the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania was addressing the committee. At the expiration 
of the time of the gentleman the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Wyoming to ask unanimous consent to address the 
committee for five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not understand that my time had ex- | 
pired, 

Mr. OLMSTED. As I was saying, the amendment would con- | 
fuse matters. It provides for mining locations between high tide | 
and the tundra. On this map, which has been placed here for our 
information, the tundra line is clearly defined. But that is only 
at Cape Nome; that tundra extends only 20 miles along the coast. 
Butat Cape Prince of Wales and Cape York, a hundred miles from 
there, where gold is also found, there isno tundra. The bill as | 
amended by the committee provides against any contingencies | 
and against every ob ection that can be suggested. The substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Wyoming throws the whole matter 
again into confusion, and would require endless discussion and 
debate and amendment before his substitute could be made as de- 
sirable as the present section as already amended by the commit- 
tee; and I hope, therefore, that the substitute will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed five minutes to explain his amend- 
ment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my amendment was intended 
simply to clear up the situation. In the first place, my substitute 
provides, not as the present section does, that the right of way pro- 
vided for by the act of 1888 shall not operate to prevent locations 
under the mining laws. I think it isa very much better provision 
than the one in the section as it now stands, because it does not 
repeal that act as regards certain tracts along there and leave the 
act operative as to certain tracts, but leaves it in full force, and 
does not prevent the location of miningclaims. The second para- 
graph is intended to clear up the provision regarding dredging 
for gold below low tide, giving every citizen of the United States 
the right to go in there and dredge and extract gold under such 
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proper rules and regulations as the Secretary of War may pro- 
scribe to prevent interference with navigation. The further pro- 
vision is as to locators and bona fide owners of claims above hivh 
tide, allowing them to extract gold from the beach between high 
and low tide abutting their claims. 

There is only one provision which is new matter, and that is t})o 
provision limiting the size of the claims located between high ti 
and ihe tundra line of the Alaska beach. Now, gentlemen 
know that under the present mining laws 20-acre placer cla} 
have been located along this rich beach. It is a poor man’s div- 
gings. Last year a great number of miners who went in there 
took possession of the beach in spite of the fact that the beach 
had been located under the placer laws; but we know that | 
owners of these claims are not going to allow others to mine thosa 
claims forever. In order that the great number of people go ne 
into the Cape Nome district this year may be provided for, and in 
order that each and every one of them may have a small clair) 
along the beach which has not been located up to this time, my 
substitute provides that the claims along the beach which shal! |\9 
located in the future shall be limited in size to 200 feet along thio 
shore line and extend from high tide to the tundra. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this House has passed a bill containing practically that provis on, 
Iam simply putting into this section a provision which the House 
has already passed upon, a provision which will assure a small 
mining claim, a grub stake, to every man who goes into the d 
trict. This substitute is, in my opinion, a highly important mat- 
ter, and clears up the ambiguity of the section as it now staids 
by reason of the amendments of the provision made by the Senate, 

Mr. McRAE. If your substitute is adopted with the limitation 
upon the area, will it then leave the whole matter in the hands of 
the miners? 

Mr. MONDELL. ‘It does. The present mining laws leaves tlio 
whole matter in the hands of the miners. 

Mr. McRAE. It does not as to this roadway. I want it left to 
the miners. Ido not think roadways ought to stand in the way 
of mines. 

Mr. MONDELL. My provision absolutely leaves it with the 
miners, and provides that so far as this roadway provision is con- 
cerned it shall not operate to prevent the location under the min- 
ing law. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 1 ist 
word, LIagree with my friend from Wyoming in the main as to 
the purpose he has in view, but we must take into considerat on 
the history of this legislation. Here is a section that the Senate 
spent several weeks upon, and the committee have attempted only 


| to change it in the essential thing that they disagreed with the 


Senate upon, without attempting to handle the verbiage of the 
bill at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to call his at- 
tention to the fact that the very first paragraph in the section of 
the billas it passed the Senate refers to the waters below low tide, 
and the House amendment refers to land between high tide and 
the tundra? 

Mr. LACEY. We have been all over that time and again, and 
it is not necessary that the gentleman should take my time to re- 
fer to that. The language left by the committee is the Senate 
language as faras practicable. It has been the policy of the com- 
mittee to try and avoid a change of language except where there 
is an absolute disagreement with the Senate. 

Let me call attention to two things in which my friend’s substi- 
The amended section 
26, as it now reads, only opens up this territory under rules and 
regulations to be established by the miners. This shore could not 
under section 26 as we now have it be open until the miners shall 
first fix the size of the claim. Under the proposition made by my 
friend from Wyoming, they can go in and take 200-foot claims in 
anticipation of the action of the miner. so I think the section as 
now amended is safer for the miners than the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Now, it is true that the language of this section might be better 
drawn, but we must recognize that this has all been fought over 
and agreed upon, and with the changes I believe itis safer to leave 
it as it is. 

There is another difficulty about the gentleman’s proposition. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 4 
vital one. It provides that permits given by theSecretary of W ar 
shall be ‘‘general in their character.” The substitute author.”es 
permits, but not generalin character. It authorizes John Smith 
to get a permit, and provides thatit shall pot exclude John Brown. 
The provision offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that 
there shall be no permit given to John Smith or John Brown, !ut 
that the permit, if a part of the shore, shall be general in its char- 
acter to all the world, and one permit will cover the whole matter 
instead of giving separate permits to individuals. I think te 
substitute does not accomplish as good results as the original 
amendment, 
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Mr. MONDELL. I am sure the gentleman does not want to 
misquote my substitute. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. MONDELL. My substitute provides—— 

Mr. LACEY. I have just read it. 

Mr. MONDELL, It provides that any one can go in there | 
freely and mine—— _ i 

Mr. LACEY. No; it provides that, although mining may be | 
done under the authority of the Secretary of War, his permit 
shall not be exclusive; and the general law as contained in the 
act of 1899 as to navigable waters requires that the Secretary of 
War, under authority of the Chief of Engineers, shall grant per- 
mits; and acting under that authority he has been granting per- 
mits to applicants. He says he will grant them to all who apply. 
Now, what we desire is a general provision which will be an im- 
provement upon the existing law. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the most material change 
which has been made in this section by the House committee is in 
taking from under the control of the miners the mining below low 
tide; andif there should bea disagreement with the Senate on this 
subject, the matter will be considered in conference when the con- 
ferees are appointed. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that this bill 
was sent to us after thorough consideration by the Committee on 
Territories of the Senate and after thorough discussion in the Sen- 
ate; and we have the benefit of the knowledge of such men as 
Senators CARTER and ®HOUP and Stewart of that body. Their 
knowledge of the mining laws and of what is best for that coun- 
try is, I believe, as good as that of almost any man in this House. 

The gentleman from Wyoming has introduced a substitute. I 
venture to say there are not two men on this floor who know what 
his substitute means; and it would be unsafe to adopt it under 
any circumstances without a fuller knowledge of it. Therefore I 
am of opinion the substitute should be voted down and the section 
as amended by the House committee adopted. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that in the Senate com- 
mittee and on the floor of the Senate this bill was very carefully 
gone over by mining experts, such as certain Senators whom he 
has named, I wish to ask the gentlemen this question: If the 
House committee believe that those gentlemen are qualified to 
pass upon these matters, why has that committee changed vit- 
ally and essentially the provision adopted in the Senate and ap- 
plied to high and dry land a provision which the Senate applied 
to deep water? 

Mr. WARNER. They made that provision because they were 
of opinion that it would be better not to allow the miners (who 
can not mine under water at all but only on the sands above the 
water, with spade and pan)—it was thought better not to allow 
them to control the mining below low tide where there would be 
required costly outfits, machinery, etc. It was thought that 
capital invested in that kind of mining should not be subject to 
the will and caprice of men who can not possibly do that kind of 
mining. 

Mr. “MONDELL. I agree with the gentleman fully on that 
point; but I would like to hear some explanation as to why it was 
deemed advisable or necessary to make provision relative to the 
control by miners and miners’ meetings of lands between high 
tide and the tundra, when under the mining laws of the United 
States miners and miners’ meetings control all the mineral lands 
of Alaska as well as elsewhere in the United States. 

Mr. WARNER. The Senators I have mentioned seem to differ 
with the gentleman as to the law; but if the law is as he states it, 
this billdoesnoharm. The gentlemen from Alaska who appeared 
before our committee thought it would be more satisfactory and 
could conduce better to peace and quiet among the miners of that 
country, if this bill should give them exclusive jurisdiction over 
the mining aay between tundra and low tide. That is their 
exclusive jurisdiction under this bill, subject to the genera} laws | 
of the United States. We have adopted this provision in order 
that they may be satisfied with having the mining below low tide 
taken ok from them, 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman wish the House to under- | 
stand that by this eae the miners in Alaska are given some | 
authority over the lands between high tide and the tundra which | 
they do not have over other mineral lines? 

Mr, WARNER, No, sir. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then why have the committee framed ihe 
provision as it is? 

Mr. WARNER, As I understand, the miners now have con- | 
trol of all lands above high tide; the miners and miners’ meetings 
can control it, can make rules and regulations in regard to it. 
Because this bill moves the line up to the tundra, it does not affect 
them injuriously. Ree a lowe already in existence does not 
do any harm; it is only the repeal that can be injurious to exist- 





ghts. 
“_ OLMSTED. Allow me to suggest that while under the 
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present regulations the miners and miners’ meetings controlling 
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this 60-foot strip above high tide are working almost shoulder to 
shoulder, peacefully and harmoniously, the gentleman's substitute 
would give each one 200 feet and would throw the whole matter 
into interminable confusion. 

Mr. MONDELL. Allow me—— 

Mr. WARNER. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpEL.}, 

The question being taken, the substitute offered by Mr. MoNDELL 
was rejected. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WARNER] a question. I did not catch the run of the debate 
just now. I understand that the section just passed touches the 
disposition of the tide land in Alaska, which, under the law, must 
be ‘‘held in trust for the future State,” as the court held in 
Shively vs. Bowlby. 

Mr. WARNER. We just passed that question. 

Mr. GAINES. But was that the question before the House? I 
have just returned to the Hall. 

Mr. WARNER. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that we have adopted amendments to section 26, and the question 
is now on the adoption of the section as amended. 

Mr. GAINES. I thank the gentleman for answering my ques- 
tion. Iwas out of the Hall at the time the section was being con- 
sidered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
as amended. 

The section as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to recur to paragraph 5, on page 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Washington asks unan- 
imous consent to recur to the paragraph on page 2. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And 1 offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is upon agreeing to the section 


Tn line 22, page 22, after the word “ district,” insert the words “date of ex- 
piration of his commission.” 

After the word “‘name,”’ in line 24, on page 22, insert the following: “And 
after each official signature the notary shall add his post-office address.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Chairman, these amendments 
simply require the notarial seal to show the date of expiration of 
the notary’s commission, and that the post-office address of the 
notary shall be added after his official signature, 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I think that amendment is 
unwise, for the reason that notaries hold their commissions term 
after term, and they would have to get a new seal every time they 
are recommissioned if that amendment was adopted. I do not 
understand that it is necessary. We have changed this section 
from having a seal containing the words ‘‘notarial seal” to the 
words ‘‘ notary public” solely for the purpose of allowing notaries 
who are now there who are reappointed to use their old seals, 
which have on them the words ‘‘notary public.” It is entirely 
unnecessary to have this. 

Mr. GAINES. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois { Mr. 
WARNER] and to the gentlemanfrom Washington [Mr. Jones] 

Mr. JONES of Washington, I have not yielded the floor, but 
I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GAINES. I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
WARNER] has the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Washington was recog- 
nized, and his time has not yet expired. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The State of Washington requires 
this provision, It doesnot require the manufacture of a new seal, 
lt is very easy to change the date on a seal without the manufac- 
ture of anew seal. All that would need to be done would be to 
send the seal to the manufacturer and he can put the required 
date upon the seal. In a great many States you will find that the 
notary, when taking an acknowledgment, writes the date of the ex- 
piration of his commission. In many instances the date of the 
expiration is a very important matter. If the seal shows the date 
of the expiration, it is notice to the world outside that when the 
notary made that impression he was still authorized to make it. 
There could then be no question ahout it. 

T¢ seems to me that this is a very good and reasonable amend- 
went. The other amendment requiring him to attach his post- 
office address is, it seems to me, another good amendment. I 
have had considerable experience in examining titles, and I have 
frequently desired to write to the notary public relative to in- 
struments acknowledged by him, but frequently there was noth- 
ing in the instrument showing his post-office address. It isavery 
little thing for him to add his post-office address, and it notifies 
anybody who desires to ask him anything about the instrument 
or acknowledgment where to write to him, It seems to me that 
it is a very good amendment; that there can be no reasonable ob- 
jection to it, and that it should be adopted. 

Mr. GAINES, Mr, Chairman, I should like to state to the 
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committee, and, with all due deference to the committee, in my 
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opinion it is infinitely worse as presented to the House and as | 


amended on the floor. The section is in every way confusing. 
The substitute which I offer, with the exception of the last pro- 
viso, limiting the size of certain claims, does not perhaps affect the 
intent of the section as it now stands, except as it in my opinion 
makes the subject very much clearer, 

In the first place, section 26 as it now stands purports to extend 
the mining laws to Alaska, when, as a matter of fact, they were 
extended to that Territory sixteen years ago, and it would be un- 
wise, in my opinion, to raise a question as to that fact by a provi- 
sion purporting to extend them at this time. 
there is a provision here which seems to give the miners authority 
to control locations and claims between ordinary high tide and 
the tundra, 
ings, under the mining laws of the United States, now control the 
entire region. They have full authority under the laws as they 
now stand to make all proper rules and regulations not incon- 
sistent with the mining laws. Therefore they have to-day full 
control of this subject, and it simply beclouds the situation by 
special enactment to say that they shall control certain specific 
territory when they have absolute control of all the territory. It 
raises a question as to whether the miners have control, under the 
laws of the United States, over all mineral territory in Alaska, 
and that matter should be cleared up. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that if there is 
any beclouding of this matter it will result from the adoption of 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Wyoming. This 
matter has been most carefully considered by the Senate. This 
very section was the subject of more than four weeks’ discussion 
in the Senate. The propositions finally adopted in the Senate have 
been carefully considered by the House Committees on Territo- 
ries and on Revision of the Laws, and further amended on the 
floor. Now, let me show, Mr. Chairman, that if the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wyoming is adopted it would fur- 
ther confuse this matter. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that this matter was 
carefully considered in the Senate, and then further says that it 
was carefully considered by the House. I want to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that the amendment made by the 
House committee absolutely reverses the provision put upon the 
bill in the Senate. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield to the gentle- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania on the assumption that the gentleman from 
Wyoming had yielded the fioor, and his time had expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the House will 
yield me five minutes in order that this substitute may be prop- 
erly explained. 

The CHAIRMAN. To avoid confusion, the Chair has recog- 
nized the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was addressing the committee. At the expiration 
of the time of the gentleman the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Wyoming to ask unanimous consent to address the 
committee for five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not understand that my time had ex- 
yired, 

, Mr. OLMSTED. As I was saying, the amendment would con- 
fuse matters. 
and the tundra. 
information, the tundra line is clearly defined. 
at Cape Nome; that tundra extends only 20 miles along the coast. 
But at Cape Prince of Wales and Cape York, a hundred miles from 
there, where gold is also found, there is no tundra. The bill as 
amended by the committee provides against any contingencies 
and against every ob ection that can be suggested. The substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Wyoming throws the whole matter 
again into confusion, and would require endless discussion and 
debate and amendment before his substitute could be made as de- 
sirable as the present section as already amended by the commit- 
tee; and I hope, therefore, that the substitute will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed five minutes to explain his amend- 
ment, Is there objection? [After a pause.] he Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my amendment was intended 
simply to clear up the situation. In the first place, my substitute 
provides, not as the present section does, that the right of way pro- 
vided for by the act of 1888 shall not operate to prevent locations 
under the mining laws. I think it isa very much better provision 
than the one in the section as it now stands, because it does not 
repeal that act as regards certain tracts along there and leave the 
act operative as to certain tracts, but leaves it in full force, and 
does not prevent the location of miningclaims. The second para- 
graph is intended to clear up the provision regarding dredging 
for gold below low tide, giving every citizen of the United States 
the right to go in there and dredge and extract gold under such 


Further than that, | 


As a matter of fact, the miners and miners’ meet- | 


It provides for mining locations between high tide | 
On this map, which has been placed here for our | 
But that is only | 
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| proper rules and regulations as the Secretary of War may pre- 
scribe to prevent interference with navigation. The further } 
vision is as to locators and bona fide owners of claims above hiv} 
tide, allowing them to extract gold from the beach between hic 
and low tide abutting their claims. 

There is only one provision which is new matter, and that ist}, 
provision limiting the size of the claims located between high ti 
| and ihe tundra line of the Alaska beach. Now, gentlemen 
know that under the present mining laws 20-acre placer cla’ 
have been located along this rich beach. It is a poor man’s div- 
gings. Last year a great number of miners who went in th 
took possession of the beach in spite of the fact that the beach 
had been located under the placer laws; but we know that tlio 
owners of these claims are not going to allow others to mine th 
claims forever. In order that the great number of people go ny 
into the Cape Nome district this year may be provided for, and in 
order that each and every one of them may have a small clair 
along the beach which has not been loca‘ed up io this time, m 
substitute provides that the claims along the beach which shal! |\9 
located in the future shall be limited in size to 200 feet along tho 
shore line and extend from high tide to the tundra. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this House has passed a bill containing practically that provis on, 
Iam simply putting into this section a provision which the House 
has already passed upon, a provision which will assure a small 
mining claim, a grub stake, to every man who goes into the dis- 
trict. This substitute is, in my opinion, a highly important mat- 
ter, and clears up the ambiguity of the section as it now stands 
by reason of the amendments of the provision made by the Senate, 

Mr. McRAE. If your substitute is adopted with the limitation 
upon the area, will it then leave the whole matter in the hands of 
the miners? 

Mr. MONDELL. ‘It does. The present mining laws leaves thio 
whole matter in the hands of the miners. 

Mr. McRAE. It does not as to this roadway. I want it left to 
the miners. I donot think roadways ought to stand in the way 
of mines. 

Mr. MONDELL. My provision absolutely leaves it with the 
miners, and provides that so far as this roadway provision is con- 
cerned it shall not operate to prevent the location under the min- 
ing law. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the | ist 
word. lLagree with my friend from Wyoming in the main as to 
the purpose he has in view, but we must take into consideration 
the history of this legislation. Here is a section that the Senate 
spent several weeks upon, and the committee have attempted only 
to change it in the essential thing that they disagreed with the 
Senate upon, without attempting to handle the verbiage of the 
bill at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman allow me to call his at- 
| tention to the fact that the very first paragraph in the section of 
the billas it passed the Senate refers to the waters below low tide, 
and the House amendment refers to land between high tide and 
the tundra? 

Mr. LACEY. We have been all over that time and again, and 
it is not necessary that the gentleman should take my time to re- 
fer to that. The language left by the committee is the Senate 
language as faras practicable. It has been the policy of the com- 
mittee to try and avoid a change of language except where there 
is an absolute disagreement with the Senate. 

Let me call attention to two things in which my friend’s substi- 
tute would not accomplish what he wants. The amended section 
26, as it now reads, only opens up this territory under rules and 
regulations to be established by the miners. This shore could not 
under section 26 as we now have it be open until the miners shall 
first fix the size of the claim. Under the proposition made by ny 
| friend from Wyoming, they can go in and take 200-foot claims in 
| anticipation of the action of the miner, so I think the section as 
| now amended is safer for the miners than the substitute offered 


i 








by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Now, it is true that the language of this section might be better 
drawn, but we must recognize that this has all been fought over 
and agreed upon, and with the changes I believe itis safer to leave 
it as it is. 

There is another difficulty about the gentleman’s proposition. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 4 
vital one. It provides that permits given by theSecretary of \\ ar 
shall be ‘*general in their character.” The substitute author.’es 

| permits, but not generalin character. It authorizes John Smith 

to get a permit, and provides that it shall pot exclude John Brown. 
The provision offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is that 
there shall be no permit given to John Smith or John Brown, ut 
that the permit, if a part of the shore, shall be general in its char- 
acter to all the world, and one permit will cover the whole matter 
instead of giving separate — to individuals. I think the 
substitute does not accomplish as good results as the original 
amendment, 
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Mr. MONDELL. I am sure the gentleman does not want to | this 60-foot strip above high tide are working almost shoulder to 


misquote my substitute. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. MONDELL. My substitute provides 

Mr. LACEY. I have just read it. 

Mr. MONDELL, It provides that any one can go in there 
freely and mine—— ; Pi 

Mr. LACEY. No; it provides that, although mining may be 
done under the authority of the Secretary of War, his permit 
shall not be exclusive; and the general law as contained in the 
act of 1899 as to navigable waters requires that the Secretary of 
War, under authority of the Chief of Engineers, shall grant per- 
mits; and acting under that authority he has been granting per- 
mits to applicants. He says he will grant them to all who apply. 
Now, what we desire is a general provision which will be an im- 
provement upon the existing law. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the most material change 
which has been made in this section by the House committee is in 
taking from under the control of the miners the mining below low 
tide; andif there should be a disagreement with the Senate on this 
subject, the matter will be considered in conference when the con- 
ferees are appointed. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that this bill 
was sent to us after thorough consideration by the Committee on 
Territories of the Senate and after thorough discussion in the Sen- 
ate; and we have the benefit of the knowledge of such men as 
Senators CARTER and SHouP and STEWART of that body. Their 
knowledge of the mining laws and of what is best for that coun- 
try is, I believe, as good as that of almost any man in this House, 

The gentleman from Wyoming has introduced a substitute. I 
venture to say there are not two men on this floor who know what 
his substitute means; and it would be unsafe to adopt it under 
any circumstances without a fuller knowledge of it. Therefore I 
am of opinion the substitute should be voted down and the section 
as amended by the House committee adopted. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that in the Senate com- 
mittee and on the floor of the Senate this bill was very carefully 
gone over by mining experts, such as certain Senators whom he 
has named, I wish to ask the gentlemen this question: If the 
House committee believe that those gentlemen are qualified to 
pass upon these matters, why has that committee changed vit- 
ally and essentially the provision adopted in the Senate and ap- 
plied to high and dry land a provision which the Senate applied 
to deep water? 

Mr. WARNER. They made that provision because they were 
of opinion that it would be better not to allow the miners (who 
can not mine under water at all but only on the sands above the 
water, with spade and pan)—it was thought better not to allow 
them to control the mining below low tide where there would be 
required costly outfits, machinery, etc. It was thought that 
capital invested in that kind of mining should not be subject to 
the will and caprice of men who can not possibly do that kind of 
mining. 

Mr. MONDELL. I agree with the gentleman fully on that 
point; but I would like to hear some explanation as to why it was 
deemed advisable or necessary to make provision relative to the 
control by miners and miners’ meetings of lands between high 
tide and the tundra, when under the mining laws of the United 
States miners and miners’ meetings control all the mineral lands 
of Alaska as well as elsewhere in the United States. 

Mr. WARNER. The Senators I have mentioned seem to differ 
with the gentleman as to the law; but if the law is as he states it, 
this billdoesnoharm. The gentlemen from Alaska who appeared 
before our committee thought it would be more satisfactory and 
could conduce better to peace and quiet among the miners of that 
country, if this bill should give them exclusive jurisdiction over 
the mining p y between tundra and low tide. That is their 
exclusive jurisdiction under this bill, subject to the general laws 
of the United States. We have adopted this provision in order 
that they may be satisfied with having the mining below low tide 
taken ok from them. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman wish the House to under- 
stand that by this enn the miners in Alaska are given some 
authority over the lands between high tide and the tundra which 
they do not have over other mineral lines? 

Mr. WARNER, No, sir. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then why have the committee framed the 
provision as it is? 

Mr. WARNER. As I understand, the miners now have con- 
trol of all lands above high tide; the miners and miners’ meetin 
can control it, can make rules and regulations in regard to it. 
Because this bill moves the line up to the tundra, it does not affect 
them injuriously. Reenacting a low already in existence does not 
comm harm; it is only the repeal that can be injurious to exist- 
fir. OLMSTED. Allow me to sug that while under the 
present regulations the miners and miners’ meetings controlling 





shoulder, peacefully and harmoniously, the gentleman's substitute 
would give each one 200 feet and would throw the whole matter 
into interminable confusion. 

Mr. MONDELL, Allow me—— 

Mr. WARNER. [ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. MonpeE.},. 

The question being taken, the substitute offered by Mr. MoNDELL 
was rejected. 

Mr. GAINES, I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. WARNER] a question. I did not catch the run of the debate 
just now. I understand that the section just passed touches the 
disposition of the tide land in Alaska, which, under the law, must 
be ‘‘held in trust for the future State,” as the court held in 
Shively vs. Bowlby. 

Mr. WARNER. We just passed that question. 

Mr. GAINES. But was that the question before the House? I 
have just returned to the Hall. 

Mr. WARNER. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that we have adopted amendments to section 26, and the question 
is now on the adoption of the section as amended. 

Mr. GAINES. I thank the gentleman for answering my ques- 
tion. I was out of the Hall at the time the section was being con- 
sidered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
as amended. 

The section as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to recur to paragraph 5, on page 22. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Washington asks unan- 
imous consent to recur to the paragraph on page 22. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And 1 offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question is upon agreeing to the section 


In line 22, page 22, after the word “ district,” insert the words 
piration of his commission.” 

After the word “‘name,”"’ in line 24, on page 22, insert the following: ‘‘And 
after each official signature the notary shall add his post-office address.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Chairman, these amendments 
simply require the notarial seal to show the date of expiration of 
the notary’s commission, and that the post-office address of the 
notary shall be added after his official signature. 

Mr. WARNER, Mr. Chairman, I think that amendment is 
unwise, for the reason that notaries hold their commissions term 
after term, and they would have to get a new seal every time they 
are recommissioned if that amendment was adopted. I do not 
understand that it is necessary. We have changed this section 
from having a seal containing the words ‘‘notarial seal” to the 
words ‘‘ notary public” solely for the purpose of allowing notaries 
who are now there who are reappointed to use their old seals, 
which have on them the words ‘‘notary public.” It is entirely 
unnecessary to have this. 

Mr. GAINES. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
WARNER] and to the gentlemanfrom Washington [Mr. Jonrs} 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have not yielded the floor, but 
I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GAINES. I understand the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. 
WARNER] has the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Washington was recog- 
nized, and his time has not yet expired. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The State of Washington requires 
this provision. It doesnot require the manufacture of a new seal. 
lt is very easy to change the date on a seal without the manufac- 
ture of anew seal, All that would need to be done would be to 
send the seal to the manufacturer and he can put the required 
date upon the seal. In a great many States you will find that the 
notary, when taking an acknowledgment, writes the date of the ex- 
piration of his commission. In many instances the date of the 
expiration is a very important matter. If the seal shows the dato 
of the expiration, it is notice to the world outside that when the 
notary made that impression he was still authorized to make it. 
There could then be no question ahout it. 

It seems to me that this is a yery good and reasonable amend- 
ment. The other amendment requiring him to attach his post- 
office address is, it seems to me, another good amendment. I 
have had considerable experience in examining titles, and I have 
frequently desired to write to the notary public relative to in- 
struments acknowledged by him, but frequently there was noth- 
ing in the instrument showing his post-office address. It is avery 
little thing for him to add his post-office address, and it notifies 
anybody who desires to ask him anything about the instrument 
or acknowledgment where to write to him, It seems to me that 
it is a very good amendment; that there can be no reasonable ob- 
jection to it, and that it should be adopted. 

Mr. GAINES, Mr, Chairman, I should like to state to the 


“date of ex- 
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gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WARNER] and to the gentleman | Alaska, Take two streams coming together, there is a little delta 


from Washington (Mr. Jones] that this amendment is a very 
practical one, and it seems to me that it imposes no hardship upon 
the officials. Wehave this provision in our State. Ido not know 


whether it is a requirement of law, but I do know that in the | 


banks, and a great many of the other notaries, are required to put 


the date of their appointment and the date of the expiration of | 


their commissions on their seal. Suppose you are to take an ac- 


knowledgment in Alaska, and you want to send it down to the | 
| if such a thing existed in Colorado or Wyoming or in Utah, in t} 


United States. It takes months and months to get it back, and 
possibly you may send some amendment or change that is to be in- 
serted, and before it gets back to the notary his commission has 
expired. That causes delays which this wouldavoid. In fact, the 
resignation of the Federal judge up there in Alaska I alluded to 
two days ago had been accepted by the President before he knew 
it. 
when he got there he found that his resignation had been accepted. 
He was no longer a judge; yet he had promised to hold court after 
he was in law and fact an ex-judge. 

Now, this is entirely a matter of precaution and good policy, 
because away yonder in Alaska, when an acknowledgment is 
taken and the papers are sent here, we do not know whether the 
notary is still actingor not. If the expiration of his commission is 
put upon the seal, it is very easy to find out, and the additional 

wrecaution of requiring him to put his post-office address after 
1is signature is also a good one. This would apply, it seems to 
me, with peculiar force and propriety in Alaska, that is thousands 
of miles away, where different cities there are thousands of miles 
apart. I believe it was stated here the other day that the judge 
held court in cities 2,000 miles apart. Twenty-four thousand 
of those people are savages or semicivilized, and other people 
are floating around exploring the country, and everybody would 
be very much accommodated and nobody hurt by these precau- 
tions. The expense to the notary public would be very small, and 
the convenience to everybody concerned would be very great. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
of the two amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Washington asks a 
separate vote. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “district.” in line 22, page 22, insert the words “ date of 


expiration of his commission.” 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “‘ name,” in line 24, page 22, insert the following: 
“And after each official signature the notary shall add his post-office ad- 
dress.” 


The question being taken, on adivision (demanded by Mr. JONEs | 


of Washington), there were—ayes 29, noes 30, 
Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 27. The Indians or persons conducting schools or missions in the dis- 
trict shall not be disturbed in the possession of any lands actually in their 
use or occupation, and the land, at any station not exceeding 640 acres, now 
occupied as missionary stations among the Indian tribes in the section, with 
the improvements thereon erected by or for such societies, shall be continued 
in the occupancy of the several religious societies to which the missionary 
stations respectively belong, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby di- 
rected to have such lands surveyed in compact form as‘nearly as practicable 
and patents issued for the same to the several societies to which they belong; 
but nothing contained in this act shal! be construed to put in force in the 
district the general land laws of the United States. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to offer an amendment to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Substitute “two” for “six” in line 4, page 25, section 27. 


Mr. BELL. Isimply introduce this amendment to substitute 
240 acres instead of 640 acres, that the general question may be in- 
quiredinto. Isuppose thissubject has been considered, but I want 
to make just a suggestion or two. If that were in the State of 
Kangas or Nebraska, or any level country, it would make no dif- 
ference; 640 acres would be all right. But if you take 640 acres 
in the Rocky Mountains, or any other mountainous country, in 
numerous places you would take a piece of ground that would be 
worth miliions of dollars. If you were to go to Lake City, Colo., 
and take 640 acres there, you would take the only level ground 
in an area of many miles. 

If you were to go to Silverton, Colo., and take 640 acres, where 
two streams come together, there would not be left an acre of level 

round, and that organization could get land that they could use 
or town purposes, worth many millions of dollars, If they should 
go to Central City, or to Georgetown, or to Silver Plume, or hun- 
reds of places in the Rocky Mountains, where these great mining 
regions are or where the coal regions are, 640 acres would cover 
every acre of level ground, where the town would naturally be 
located. Now, I have an idea that it is largely the same way in 


He had agreed to hold court at a certain place in Alaska, but | 


| to rob them by this legislation. 


The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 


I ask for a separate vote on each | 





of from two to five hundred acres of level ground, and the michty 


_mountains cover all the rest, so that 640 acres in many plac: 


would more than cover all the availab‘e level territory. 

If there is in existence many of these mission societies, the 
would have thenatural town sites throughout Alaska. They wou 
have the level spots, the beautiful places, that would be worth m)! 
lions of dollars, Now, I simply make that suggestion. I don 
care anything particular about the amendment; but [ want to sa\ 


mountain regions, you would generally take the places where t}) 
great mining towns are to-day, and there would be no ley, 
ground left. You could make a town site which would be wor 
millions of dollars. 

Mr. WARNER. This provision simply provides that the India, 
or persons conducting schools or missions in this district sha\| 
not be disturbed in the possession of any lands actually in th: 
use or occupation and the land at any station, not exceeding (\\) 
acres. In other words, this section will not permit them to }, 


| robbed of what they now have; and I think that is only right 


whether they have in their occupation and use 10 acres or | 
acres. They are there, they have it, they have had it, and th 
have been using it and occupying it, and we should not attem 
That section is all right, and we 
ought to let it stay as it is. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a questi 

Mr. WARNDBR. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does not the section as it stands permit other 
rights to be established? 

Mr. WARNER. Oh,no; not as I understandit. It reads: 


The Indians or persons conducting schools or missions in the district sha 
not be disturbed in the possession of any lands actually in their use or o 
pation. 

That goes into effect as soon as it is passed, and it is in the 
present tense. It states ‘* what they now have,” not such as they 
may hereafter take, but that which they have, as I understand tho 
meaning of the section. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Would the gentleman object to the addition 
of such language as would make it absolutely clear? 

Mr. WARNER. Not at all. 

Mr. BELL. It seems to me it would depend upon what you call 


| occupation—whether that is constructive or actual possession. 


Mr. WARNER. Well, when it says ‘ actually in their use or 
occupation” it means actual use. It does not mean paper occu- 
pation. They have nosuch thing us a deed. It is all actual occu- 
nancy. Now, where these missionary societies have occupied the 
ands and used them and cultivated them, I think it would Le 
wrong and unjust to take a single acre from them. 

Mr. BELL. Ishould not for one be willing to take land from 
them. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iwill ask the gentleman to permit the word 
*‘now” to be inserted after the word ‘‘lands,” in line 3. 

Mr. WARNER. Now listen just a little further: 


The Indians or persons conducting schools or missions in the district shal! 
not be disturbed in the possession of any lands actually in their use or occu 
pation, and the land in any station not exceeding 640 acres, now-- 


Now— 
occupied as missionary stations among the Indian tribes in the section 

1 do not think that it needs any amendment, from the reading 
of the language which I have quoted. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I would ask the Chairman that the word 
‘*now” be inserted, 

Mr. WARNER. I move to amend section 27,in line 3, after 
the word ‘' lands,” by inserting the word ‘‘now.” Iam perfectly 
willing that amendment should be inserted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 27, line 3, after the word “lands,” insert the word “now.” 

Mr. BELL. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 29. An act entitled ““An act to define and punish crimes in the dist: 
of Alaska, and to provide a code of criminal procedure for the district. 
proved March 3, 1899, be, and is, amended, by adding to section 363 ther 
the following: “Provided, Section 15 of an act entitled ‘An act making appro 
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 3), |*:"' 
and for other purposes,’ approved June 18, 1878, shall not be construed to a) 

aly to the district of Alaska: Provided further, That section 460, chapter 4!, 
itle 2, be amended to read as follows: 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


In section 29, line 13, after the word “‘two,” insert the words “of said first 
mentioned act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“Src. 460. That any person or persons, corporation, or company prosecut 
ing or attempting to prosecute any of the following lines of business within 
the district of Alaska shall first apply for and obtain license so to do from « 
district court ora subdivision thereof in said district, and pay for said license 
for the respective lines of business and trade as follows, to wit: 

“Abstract offices, $50 per annum. 

“Banks, $250 per annum. 
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“Boarding houses having accommodations for ten or more guests, $15 per 
annum. 
ae Brokers (money, bil., note, and stock), $100 per annum. 

“Billiard rooms, $15 per table per annum. 

“ Bowling alleys, $15 per annum. 

“ Breweries, $500 per annum. 

“ Bottling works, $200 per annum. 

“Cigar manufacturers, $25 per annum. 

“Cigar stores or stands, $15 per annum. 

“ Drug stores, $50 per annum. 

“ Public docks, wharves, and warehouses, 10 cents per ton on freight han- 
dled or stored, 


. at plants, furnishing light or power for sale, $300 per annum. 

“ Pisheries: Salmon canneries, 4 cents per case; salmon salteries, 10 cents 
per barrel; fish-oil works, 10 cents per barrel; fertilizer works, 20 cents per 
ton 

Mr. KAHN. 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 27, line 28, strike out the word “four” and insert the word ‘“‘two;” 
so that it will read, ‘‘2 cents per case."’ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KAHN. Division, Mr. Chairman! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 19, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the section by 
striking out the word “ four” and inserting ‘‘ three.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 28, page 27, strike out the word “four” andinsert the word “ three;” 
so that it will read ‘“‘salmon canneries, 3 cents per case.”’ 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I think if my colleague had been | 
permitted to explain his amendment to the House, that the amend- | 
ment would have been adopted. It seemed to me there was alittle | 
haste used; in fact, both gentlemen were seeking to address the | 
Chair when the question was put, both the chairman of the com- 
mittee and my colleague. 

The canners, who reside to a great extent in California, 
Oregon, and Washington, are perfectly willing to pay the same 
taxes for doing business in Alaska that any other persons doing 
business are taxed. I want to call the attention of the House to 
your rate of taxes upon mercantile establishments, and you will 
find that the rate of 4 cents per case on salmon is double the rate 
of tax that you have imposed upon mercantile business. It is on 
page 28: ‘* Mercantile establishments doing a business of $100,000 
per annum, $500 per annum.” The business they may do over 
that is not taxed. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. You protect the salmon them- 
selves, and it costs money to properly aly mg them. 

Mr. LOUD. I donot understand what the gentleman means. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much is a case of salmon worth that is 
taxed 4 cents? 

Mr. LOUD. Four dollars, or perhaps four dollars and a half. 
This tax would yield something like $40,009. I say to you in per- 
fect good faith that this is a higher rate of taxation than is placed 
upon anything else. I was struck by the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York when some one referred tv this as a system | 
of taxation, and the gentleman from New York said he could not 
see any system in it whatever. 

I might point to this provision to tax quartz mills $3 a stamp. 
A stamp is worth at least $1,000 put up in the State of California, 
and probably it is worth $1,200 or $1,500 put upin Alaska, If you 
propose to tax it on the value of the property, you will see what a 
small tax you propose to impose. If you propose to tax it on the 
outa, the output may be nothing and it may be thousands of 

ollars, 

I want to say to the House that when the Secretary of the 
Treasury submitted to Congress the proper rate of taxation on 
salmon he placed it at 2 cents per case. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 








Mr. KAHN, Will the gentleman from California allow me a 
suggestion? 

Mr, LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN, Is not it a fact that no salmon canneries in the 


| 


United States pay any taxes whatever of this sort? 

Mr, LOUD. That is true. 

Mr. PAYNE. But they pay State taxes in Washington and 
Oregon? 

_ Mr, LOUD. They pay a tax in Oregon on their property, and 
if these canneries in Alaska were taxed 2 cents per case it would 
amount to about 1} per cent on the investment. 

Mr. WARNER. Ts it not true that in Oregon they are taxed on 

the fish they take from the stream? 

Mr. LOUD. I have heard that statement before, and that ex- 
resses the wisdom of the committee. No, it is not a fact; that 
aw Was repealed some years ago. 

Mr. KAHN. It was repealed October 8, 1898. 

Mr. WARNER, It is in the last revision of the Oregon laws 

that a tax is imposed upon the fish caught, in addition to the tax 
on the property, 
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Mr. LOUD. If the law was repealed in 1898, the gentleman 
would have no revision of it. I want to say that we are perfectly 
willing to be taxed to the same extent as any other industries in 
Alaska. Thecanning of salmon is the canning of a food product. 
I do not see why you should tax it any higher than any other in- 
dustry. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr, Chairman, this matter was fully pre- 
sented to the committee. The canneries were represented by an 
attorney who presented the matter, and the committee was unani- 
mously of the opinion that this tax of 4 cents per case was not ex- 
cessive. It was conceded by the representative of the canneries 
that the product produces four or four and a half dollars per case. 
One of these cases to be taxed 4 cents brings in four dollars or four 
dollars and a half. 

Now, the comparison which has been made between the mer. 
cantile business and this industry is not a fair or reasonable com- 
parison, because the profits of the cannery business are concededly 
very much larger than the profits of ordinary mercantile business. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the committee ascertain what taxation the 
canneries in Washington and Oregon had to pay? I suppose they 
are assessed on the valuation. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. It was said that they were taxed there, but 
there was no claim made by the representatives of the canneries 
that they were taxed any less in these States than the proposed 


; tax by this bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] says 
the taxation of 2 cents per case would be equivalent to one and 
a half per cent on the investment. Has the committee any infor- 
mation as to what percentage Oregon and Washington imposes 
upon the present investment? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Ihave no such information, and I know the 
committee had none at the time of the hearing. 

Mr. PAYNE. There ought to be no discrimination made 
against the canneries in Alaska. They should not be taxed any 
more in proportion than those in Washington and Oregon. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. The claim has never been made until now, 
so far as members of the committee know, that this tax of 4 cents 
per case would exceed the tax paid in any of these States or Ter- 
ritories. 


Mr. LOUD. It would amount to more than 3 per cent on the 


| money invested. 


Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT. The gentleman says the canneries 
were represented by an attorney before the committee, 

Mr. TOMPKINS. They were. 

Mr. 8S. A. DAVENPORT, Were they satisfied with the rate as 


| fixed in the bill? 


Mr. TOMPKINS. No; I can not say that. But the committee 


were unanimously of opinion that it should remain as fixed in the 
bill. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the peculiarity of this discus- 
sion, as of the discussion in the committee, is that not a single 


The 


| objection comes from outsiders whose constituents are poaching 


on the waters of Alaska, They say it amounts to a 8 per cent tax 
on the property invested. Thatis the strongest argumentin favor 
of the 4-cent tax. People go up to Alaska and put up temporary 
canning establishments, running a few boats, at little expense, 
and they take out of the waters of Alaska millions of dollars’ worth 
of fish, while they pay not one cent of tax into the Treasury of the 
United States except what is obtained inthis way. This law has 
been in force in Alaska one year. Instead of killing the fishing 
industry up there it has increased it. The canning factories have 
been increasing every day since the law went into operation, a 
year ago. 

I read in a Minneapolis paper the other day that a company has 
recently been organized there, with a capital of $1,000,000, to go up 
to Alaska to catch and can fish under the provisions of this law 
imposing a tax of 4 cents a case; that is, 4 cents on 48 cans—one- 
twelfth of a cent per can. That is a small enough revenue to be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States for the privilege of 
taking fish out of those waters, and it will not deter a single man 
from going there aud engaging in that industry. I think the 
amendment should be voted down and the section passed with the 
4-cent tax. 

Mr. KAuN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the amendment. 

The — being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. Kann) ayes 30, noes 43. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Freight sad pene transportation lines, propelled by mechanical 
power, registered in the district of Alaska, and not paying license or tax else- 
where, and river and lake steamers, as well as transportation lines doing 
business wholly within the district of Alaska, $1 per ton per annum on net 
tonnage, custom-house measurement, of each vessel. 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 42 to 45, page 28, the words “registered in the district 
of Alaska, and not paying license or tax elsewsere, and river and lake steam- 
ers, as well as transportation lines doing busiAess wholly within the district 
of Alaska” and insert “on inland waters.” 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think I owe to the House an 
apology for venturing for a brief five minutes to speak about a 
matter not pertaining to this bill; but in justice to myself and 
= party I desire to correct a statement—— 

fr, WARNER. I must object to anyone speaking on any- 
thing outside of this bill. 
speedily as possible. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to be heard on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SLAYDEN}] desire to address the committee on the pending amend- } 
ment? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Irise toa _———- of personal privilege. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not be recognized for 
that purpose unless it is upon some matter growing out of the 
proceedings of the committee. 

Mr,SLAYDEN, Very frankly, I must admit thatit has no ref- 
erence to the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to contest the amendment 
reported by the committee to this paragraph. 1 do not suppose it 
possible to attract the attention of the House to what the commit- 
tee has done here. I haveno doubt the members of the committee 
are wise on maritime questions—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will come to 
order so that the gentleman occupying the floor may be heard. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to be heard, because this is a matter 
of considerable importance to all the shipping interests of the 
country. Ican not for one moment believe that the committee | 
have grasped this question of maritime taxation. 

The provision of the bill as passed by the Senate taxes vessels | 
doing business in Alaskan waters and registered in Alaska, which 
is very proper, because they can not be taxed anywhere else. But 
the committee has changed that provision so that a ship may be 
taxed in any other part of the United States; and if it proposes to 
do business in Alaskan waters, it must be taxed in addition $1 a 
ton. I say to the chairman of the committee, in good faith, that 
I do not believe he has comprehended this system of taxation. If u 
ship is registered in the custom-house at San Francisco. that ship | 
is assessed and taxed in the State and county of San Francisco. 


We want to get the bill passed as 





If it be registered (and it must be registered somewhere) in any 
other city of the United States, then, so far as I know—and I as- 
sume the case is the same generally—thatship must payits taxation 
in the place where it is registered. 

Now, when such a ship goes to Alaska to do business, you pro- 
pose to tax it $1 a toninaddition. In other words, a ship of three 
or four thousand tons burden, if registered and paying taxes upon 
the value of the ship in any other place, must, if it proposes to go 
to Alaska, pay an additional tax of three or four thousand dollars 
in order to do business there. Iam satisfied that if the House 
will give its attention, or if the committee will grasp this, it will 
not insist on this amendment that it proposed here to strike out 
the provision of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I hope that the amendment pre- 
pared by the committee will be voted down. The House will no- 
tice that this bill now provides for the taxation of vessels doing 
business in the inland waters of Alaska. Nearly all of this busi- 
ness is done by vessels that are owned in other States. Almost all 
of the business in southeastern Alaska is done in inland waters. 
There is an inland channel all through the southeastern and 
southern coastof Alaska. The vessels going to Sitka, to Skagway, 
and to Juneau do not go out on the ocean. They all go by this 
inland passage, and almost all these vessels are owned by outside 

varties. 
, The Senate provided that vessels registered in Alaska should 

ay a tax there and,as the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
said, thatis proper; but the House provision is that every ves- 
sel doing business in these inland waters, no matter where it is 
registered, no matter whether it has paid a tax elsewhere or not, 
shall pay the tax as in this bill. Therefore it provides for 
a system of double taxation, and that is what we protest against. 
It provides for $1 per ton per annum on the net tonnage of these 
vessels. In other words, a vessel of 4,000 tons we mm Fume 
license in Alaska, and it will pay a tax in the State of ington 
or Oregon or California, wherever it is registered, upon its value 
as provided by its local laws there. It seems to me that this 
House in all fairness ought not to adopt such an amendment as 


that. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the tleman 
from California [Mr. Loup] was in error when he said that this 
original bill provided that ships registered in Alaska should pay 
taxes in Alaska. This is the reading of it: 

Freight apd t tion lin 
power. registered in tito ¢ istrict of Alasks, ond 

re. 


whe 


propelled by mechanical 
not paying license or tax 
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And although the vessel should be registered in Alaska, yet 
it paid a tax somewhere else, we could not get any tax out of that 
company or vessel for Alaska. 

Mr. LOUD. It would not be proper to tax a vessel anywhers 
else if it were not registered. That is the basis of the assessa})!o 
property —its registration. 

Mr. WARNER. I know how this bill reads, and I know ; 
difficulty we desire to remedy. It goes on further: 


And river and lake steamers, as well as transportation lines doing business 
wholly within the district of Alaska, $1 per ton. ; 


And so forth. The intention of the amendment was that «|| 
vessels, whether registered in Alaska or not, doing business oy 
inland waters, should pay atax in Alaska. Some gentleman hero 
has said that all the shipping was done on inland waters ip 
Alaska. That is certainly a mistake. We are informed that 
25 ships are now loaded at San Francisco, Victoria, Seattle, anj 
Tacoma for Nome and St. Michael, neither of which are upon 
inland waters. This only applies to vessels doing business oy 
inland waters. 

If they want to escape double taxation, all they have to do isto 
do what they should do, and that is, when they want to trade on 


| inland waters in Alaska, to register their vessels in Alaska and 


submit to the tax law of Alaska, and not register their vessels in 
Honolulu, San Francisco, or New York, and then trade on the 
inland waters of Alaska. They should register them in Alaska 
and submit to the laws and pay the tax there, a tax that is used 
in protecting them, their property, and their trade. This only 
applies to vessels doing business on inland waters. (They will 
escape double taxation if they will register there, as they should, 

Mr. LOUD. Has it not always been the contention of this 
Government that even the whole of Bering Sea was an inland 


| water? 


Mr. WARNER. Iam not familiar enough with that subject 
to put myself on record with regard to it. 

Mr. LOUD. Wehavealwayscontended that. We have always 
insisted in our contention with England that Bering Sea was an 
inland water. 

Mr. WARNER. Then we had better change the name to L’er- 
ing Inlet or Bering Bay. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from [Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Suppose a vessel is not registered in California or 
Oregon or Washington, and is doing business with Alaska. llave 
you any provision by which it may register in Alaska, and if it 
does, that it may be subject to taxation there? 

Mr. WARNER. As amended this provides that all vessels 
doing business on the inland waters of Alaska, regardless | 
where they are registered, shall pay this tonnage tax, and if they 
want to escape a double taxation, let them register in Alaska and 
not register in San Francisco. Let them register in Alaska and 
pay to Alaska the revenue which they demand shall be used in 
the protection of their trade and property in these inland waters 


| and not give it to some other State or Territory. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. How much of this tax goes to 
Alaska? 

Mr. KING. Suppose they are not registered at all and are seck- 
ing to escape taxation. Ought there not to be some provision tliat 
they shall register in Alaska, so that they may contribute some- 
thing for the maintenance of the Government? 

Mr. WARNER. That is not necessary, because this section as 
amended is even broader than that. Whether they are registered 
or not, if they do business on those inland waters they must pay 
this tax. The gentleman from Washington asks how this tx is 
applied. Half of it goes to the municipalities of Alaska and ha‘! 
of it goes into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what I say. Half of it 
goes to the United States, 

Mr. WARNER. And the Treasury of the United States pays 
the running expenses of Alaska—pays for these three judges and 
for the government that we have established there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. This is a committee amendment. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. W 48- 
NER) there were—ayes 67, noes 14. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Meat markets, $15 per annum. 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I notice that in this paragraph 
we undertake to charge a license of $15 per annum on meat mar- 
kets. Over on the next prea — 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman f rom 
Tennessee that there is no amendment pending to this paragra| 4. 

Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the paragraph. 


Mr. WARNER, What is the motion? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is to move to strike out line 68, on page 29. 

Mr. GAINES. My motion is to strike out the paragraph pro- 
viding for a license of $15 - y annum on meat markets. 
the next page we find hotels ; 
age 27 boarding houses having accommodations for ten or more 
cnests are charged $15 per annum. On another page dealers in 
tobacco, who make large profits, are charged $15. 

Now, that is a most remarkable proposition, Mr. Chairman, 
that we are to charge these concerns that are undertaking to feed 
-4,000 people in Alaska these license fees, and yet you charge the 
tobacconist $15. I say seriously to my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
WRNER] that it is a most remarkable species of legislation that 
we are charging a license to every industry that tends to keep the 
men and women of Alaska alive, and yet only a few months back 
the last Congress had to appropriate money here to send reindeer 
up there to do hauling, so hard is it for the people to get along 
and about. Now, a day or two ago, when I was addressing my- 
self to the question of salaries, paying the governor up there 
$5,000, when he has heretofore been paid $3,000, my friend from 
Jowa [Mr. LAcEy] interrupted me and said: 


ms 


Mr. LAcry. Let me suggest to my friend that living at Sitka, living on fish 
and vegetables there, before the rush of gold seekers raised prices, the living 
was very cheap there then. 

* a * * > “ * 

Mr. Lacey. Heretofore the cost of the necessaries of life up there has been 
much less than it now is, since so many people have gone up there and prices 
have risen. 

In other words, it has become very dear now. I believe it was 
stated somewhere in the Recorp that a piece of beef costs $15 a 
pound, I want my distinguished gold-standard friends to remem- 
ber that that country, where gold almost flows out of the earth 
like water, the price of living has grown so high that a piece of 
steak has risen in this gold country to $15 a pound, and, Mr. 
Chairman, we are taxing 

Mr. OLMSTED. Do you not think that a meat shop that can 
sell meat at $15 a pound can pay a tax of $15 a year? 

Mr. GAINES. I say it is an outrage on humanity to charge 
the poor women who are keeping little boarding houses in that 





country $15 for a license to keep people from starving up there, 
when the Government of the United States has had to send money 


over there to keep them not only from freezing to death but from 
starving to death. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two minutes 
more, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that his time may be extended two minutes, Is 
there objection? [After a pause.}| The Chair hears none, 

Mr. TONGUE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GAINES. I can not yield now. I want to make another 
observation here, and equally as serious as the one I made before. 
Here you are taxing everything on the face of the earth up there 
except ice, everything underneath the earth, everything in the 
water, and everything on the top of the water to carry on that 
government, and yet you dare not tax Porto Rico one cent, that 
has no ice, that has hot weather, that has rich ground, and valu- 
able forests, and industrious people, to whom we promised the 
flag, the Constitution, and ‘‘the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties of American citizenship,” not only through General Miles 
but oe our agents whom we sent to that country. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just one moment in explana- 
tion of this provision of the bill. An important fact which the 
gentleman from Tennessee has overlooked is, that there is no as- 
sessor in the whole territory of Alaska. There is no assessment 
of property there. 

Mr. GAINES. We make governors; can not we make the bal- 
ance? 

Mr, TONGUE (continuing). There has never been one since 
we have acquired Alaska until the passage of the present law. 
There never was a man there who paid taxes on any species of 
property that he had, There isa mine near Juneau that is run- 
ning 800 stamp mills; it is the largest mine in the world, and until 
two years ago, notwithstanding that nearly every dollar of its 
mining product goes to Europe, it had not contributed a single 
cent to maintain order, to support justice, to educate a child, or 
to keep a policeman. 

Mr. GAINES, Will my friend yield to me there? 
ean TONGUE. No; not until I shall have concluded my state- 

ent, 

Mr. GAINES, I yielded to you yesterday until you took up 
my five minutes. That is the unfair way in which you deal. 

_Mr. TONGUE. The people in Alaska have not contributed a 
single cent to maintain government; they will not contribute a 
tine to maintain government except under this provision 
of law. Now, I concede that the situation isnot an ideal one, 
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I concede that people ought to pay taxes on their property accord- 
ing to its value; but there is no machinery to assess them, or to 
ascertain what they are worth, so that two years ago, when this 
bill was passed, there was a provision made in the bill whereby 
they would pay something that was equitable. If a butcher has 
$1,500 invested in his business he would be only paying 1 per cent, 
while in some States people have to pay from 3 to 4 per cent 
taxes on their property. 

Mr. GAINES, Did the gentleman ever seo a boarding-house 
keeper that had that much money in property? 

Mr. TONGUE. A boarding-house keeper has not to pay any 
taxes upon furniture, no taxes upon the ground. The boarding- 
house keeper that does not use a house, furniture, and stock worth 
$1,500 ought to go out of business and give somebody a chance to 
keep a decent boarding house, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr, OLMSTED. I call for a vote. 

Mr. KING, Mr, Chairman, 1 move an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

Mr. KING. I will submit it at the close of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the amendment of the gentleman? 

Mr. KING. I will submit it at the close of my remarks, 

Mr. WARNER. I ask that the amendment be submitted. 

i Mr. KING. I want to ask the gentleman from Llinois a ques- 
ion. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
word. 

Mr. KING. I move tostrike out the last word. I desire to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill, in the light of the remarks 
that have just been submitted by my friend from Oregon about 
the mining companies not having paid any taxes for the mainte- 
nance of the Government, as no law exists authorizing taxation 
upon property in Alaska, whether there is any provision for tax- 
ing the net receipts or earnings of mining companies? 

Mr. WARNER. Up to this date the taxes are on the stamps. 
The placer mining, everything done by scoop and shovel, is free. 
Line 55, page 28, states that the tax on quartz mills is $3 per stamp 
per year. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. KING. I understand that. I have read that. I want to 
register my disapproval of this system of taxation or lack of tax- 
ation provided in this bill. 

Mr. TONGUE, Is the gentleman from Utah prepared to sub- 
mit a better one? 

Mr. KING. I would be prepared, very much better prepared, 
if I had had the time the gentlemen of the committee have had, 
I understand they have been employed on this for months. 

= WARNER. Let me suggest before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds 

Mr. KING. Well, I shall not have very much time if I consent 
to many more interruptions, as I have only five minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. I simply want to say that this is existing law; 
it has been in force since the last Congress. The committee ig 
only reenacting the old law and making two or three changes. 

Mr. KING. Well, 1 shall ask unanimous consent of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill that we may return to this section under 
consideration for the purpose of permitting an amendment to bo 
offered requiring corporations and certain persons who are pro- 
ducing gold and silver, and perhaps other precious metals, to pay 
a tax upon the net proceeds of their mines. 

Mr. WARNER. I willstate that this has been thoroughly con- 
sidered in the House and the Senate twice, and, without wishing 
to be discourteous, [ can not consent to that. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman will consent to return to the 
section for that purpose. I think those who have been receiving 
the benefits of the government provided by the United States 
ought to be willing to contribute liberally to maintain the courts, 
pay for the police protection, etc., here proposed to be given them, 
Those who are the beneficiaries of the system of government of- 
fered should be required to aid in meeting the expenses of main- 
taining the system. In many States and Territories provisions 
have been enacted which tax the net output of the mines. <A tax 
of this character is just. If by wise and liberal laws persons are 
enabled to acquire valuable mineral lands, and to take therefrom 
valuable ores, from which they make enormous profits, why should 
they not contribute out of that which they obtain from the ground 
a fair sum to aid in meeting the heavy expenditures incurred in 
operating the government provided for them? 

The CHAIRMAN, Thetime of the gentleman from Utah has 
expired. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, there are several members of the 
committee who are opposed to this system of taxation. As far as 
I am personally concerned, I am opposed to the principle of an 
occupation tax, and that is the kind of tax that is here imposed. 
But the only way to remedy it, so far as I see, if we have any sys- 
tem at all, is to provide a local government for the Territory of 


The gentleman will send up his amend- 


The gentleman moves to strike out the last 
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of a local government for the district of Alaska, 

Those of you who were members of the last Congress will re- 
member that this tax provision was attached to the criminal code 
and was a part of it, and is inserted here by the Senate for the 
purpose of amending it in one or two subdivisions of the section. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman think we should tax board- 
ing-house keepers $15 and hotels $15? 

Mr. LLOYD. 1 have just stated that I was opposed to an occu- 
pation tax. I am opposed to all taxes imposed by this bill. 

Mr. GAINES. Did the committee have any testimony before 
it showing that there were any such concerns up there? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; there are banks and mercantile establish- 
ments, hotels and boarding houses, and other business enterprises. 
It is not my purpose to extend my remarks, except to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that several members of the 
minority of the committee are opposed to this system of taxation; 
but it can only be remedied by a local self-government, and by the 
provisions of this bill there is no self-government. Astrange feat- 
ure of it is that the representatives of Alaska who were before 
our committee were opposed to having a system of local self- 
government in that Territory. 

Mr. KING. Were all of the committee satisfied with the form 
of taxation and of government which is provided for in this bill? 

Mr. LLOYD. No, sir. 

Mr. KING. Why did not the minority offer an organic act which 
would establish a modicum form of self-government and a reason- 
able aystem of taxation? 

Mr. LLOYD. I just aes that those representatives from 
Alaska who were before the committee were opposed to any sys- 
tem of local government, and we were not in a position to insist 
that these people should have local government when they did 
not want it. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. LLOYD. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE, Were these people you had before you, and 
who were opposed to local self-government, holding Federal posi- 
tions under the present Government? [Laughter. | 

Mr. LLOYD. One of them was; but gentlemen will remember 
that they had a Territorial legislature up there of their own dur- 
ing the last summer; and they elected a delegate from that body 
and sent him down here. He was before our committee whenever 
he pleased, instructing us about the wishes of Alaska as expressed 
by that Territorial convention. 

Mr. TONGUE. Did he press local self-government? 

Mr. LLOYD. He said that the convention was opposed to it; 
but, as I understood, he as an individual, speaking for himself and 
representing himself, said that he would be inclined to such a 
measure. 

Mr. TONGUE. I agree with the view that Alaska should have 
a form of Territorial self-government; and at the proper time I 
propose to offer an amendment to give it a Delegate in this body. 

Mr. LLOYD. A minority of the committee will at a proper 
time offer an amendment providing for a Delegate. 

Mr. TONGUE. I have offered such an amendment. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not knowit. There are gentlemen of the 
committee who are in favor of such a provision. 

But that question does not reach this matter of taxation at all. 
A Delegate may come here and sit in this body; but the question 
in which my friend is concerned is the question of taxation itself— 
whether this is the kind of taxation that ought to be imposed. 
While I am opposed to this system of taxation and am opposed to 
those people up there having any government not controlled by 
themselves—and I believe, from my information on the subject, 
that they are fully competent toadminister a government for them- 
selves—yet when their representatives come here and insist that 
the people there do not want it, we, as I repeatedly said, are not 
in a position to force it upon them. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. GaInEs, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Patent-medicine venders (not regular druggists), $50 per annum. 


Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of asking my friend from Illinois how much the regular 
druggists are taxed in this bill. They are referred to in the para- 
—_ just read. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not remember, 

Mr. GAINES. Are they taxed at all? 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will refer to line 33, page 27, 
he will find that drug stores pay a tax of $50 per annum, 

Mr. GAINES. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Restaurants, $15 per annum. 
Mr. GAINES. For the purpose of making an inquiry, I move 


to strike out this paragraph. Here is a tax of $15 per annum 
upon restaurants. I wish to ask my friend from Illinois why his 
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fo to get something to eat? I ask the question in all seriousn:. 


Mr. WARNER. We tax restaurants here because they pay 
taxes in any other way; and the present bill reduces this tax ; 

a year. Under existing law restaurants pay $25 per annum, wh 
this bill proposes toreduce to$15. That is a very small tax ont 
business. 

Mr. GAINES. If there is a reduction, that is better. 

Mr. WARNER. The people up there—many of them—sleey ;) 
tents and get their food to a greater extent in restaurants th), 
anywhere else. 

Mr. GAINES. I withdraw my amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Ships and shipping: Ocean and coastwise vessels doing local busine: 
hire, plying in Alaskan waters, registered in Alaska and not paying lice: 
tax elsewhere, $1 per ton per annum on net tonnage, custom-house mea 
ment, of each vessel, 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol]. 

In lines 83 and 84 strike out “registered in Alaska and not paying 1j 
or tax elsewhere." 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of calling the 
attention of possibly three or four members of the House to the 
system of double taxation which this bill imposes upon the ship- 
ping interests of this country. Perhaps, if I had not an abidin 
faith in the wisdom of the body at the other end of this Capi: 

I might make a little more of a contest. I can assure gentlemen, 
however, that the legislators at the other end of the Capito! wil! 
not permit such a system of taxation as this to be continued. 

Let me say to the House again that a ship is taxed where it is 
registered—taxed upon the value of the ship; but if the sip, 
though it may be registered elsewhere, wants to do business in 
Alaska, it must, under this bill, paya tax of $1 a ton there. Now, 
if there is any provision of that kind in any State of the United 
States, if there is any system of taxation in this country where)y 
double taxation is thus imposed upon any business, I do not know 
it. Isay again that the committee have not grasped this question 
The Senate have grasped it, because they provide that if a vesse! 
be registered in Alaska it shall be taxed there and not elsewhere; 
if it be registered in any other place, it must pay taxes upon the 
value of the ship at the point where it is registered. 

The gentleman in charge of the bill says: ‘‘ Let the ship get a 
register in Alaska.” Registersare things which probably the gen- 
tleman thinks can be carried about ina man’svest pocket; so that 
when he goes up to Alaska he can register his ship, and when he 
proposes to leave he can put his register back in his vest pocket 
and gosomewhereelse. There is about as much wisdom displayed 
in these two sections relating to the taxation of ships—— 

Mr. KING. As there is in the rest of the sections. 

Mr. LOUD. So far asthe other sections are concerned, while 
there was a good deal of talk about the meat markets, there is no 
other way of reaching them. Butthere is a way of reaching these 
ships; they-can not escape taxation at the place where they are 
registered. But you propose, on top of that taxation of 1; or? 
per cent at the place where the ship is registered, to impose a tax 
of $1 a ton upon any vessel proposing to do business in Alaska. 
Now, my yr are somewhat interested in this. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. These vessels also do an ocean 
business. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course. If a ship proposes to make a single 
trip to inland Alaskan waters, she must pay a dollar a ton, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LOUD. I have not quite finished yet. I do not think I 
have much hope of calling the attention of the House to the enor- 
mity of this taxation, because the House itself will not listen, and 
the committee can not grasp the question. I do not think now 
that they grasp the point that you are imposing a double taxation 
upon shipping. I said the interests of my State are somew)hit 
concerned. You impose a tax of more than $40,000 a year upona 
salmon cannery there, and you will impose a tax of more thin 
$100,000 a year upon shipping. 

Mr. WARNER. I with the gentleman from California 
that the gentlemen at the other end of thisCapitol do unders!:ind 
their business and are capable of passing laws that are constitu- 
tional and proper. That is oneof thereasons why this amend!) 
was made by the committee of the House to the bill as it came from 
the Senate. This‘amendment was made in order to have |! 
section read exactly as the existing law now reads. This amen: 
ment brings this section to read exactly as the law now reas, 
which passed both the House and Senate. 

Mr. TONGUE. And it was put on by the Senate originally. 

Mr. WARNER. It was put on by the Senate originally. | 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] says it makes double (:\\- 
ation. I deny that oe The trouble is that the gen! 
man from ifornia hes to get revenue to go to that Site 


8 


a 


a 


for business done in Alaska. That accounts for the milk in t! 
cocoanut and the monkey’s face thereon. 


Ships and shipping: 
hire, = ing in duane 
or taxe 


Let us read this section: 


Ocean and coastwise vessels doing local business {0T 


waters, registered in Alaska and not paying lic: 
where. 
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When the Senate used that language they must have intended 
to mean something by it. If they can not be taxed at any place 
except where they are registered, why do they put in the words 
“And not paying license or tax elsewhere?” hey knew that they 
could be registered in Alaska and pay their license or tax where 
it was the lowest, and escape the tax imposed in this bill. The 
Senate said that as plainly as they could say it in this section that 
they could register in Alaska and yet pay their license in some 
other State or country, and escape this tax. We say that if they 
register in Alaska, or if they do local business in Alaskan waters, 
they must pay the Alaska tax. That is all this means, and it 
is right an roper and just; and California has no right to say 
that she shall take this tax for local business done in Alaskan 
waters any more than Alaska would have a right to say that she 
should have the tax for local business done in the local inland 
waters of California. Let the tax go where the business is done, 
where the protection is furnished for the property. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman know that if a vessel be 
registered in Alaska it can do business in any other part of the 
United States without paying a tax? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not know anything of that kind. 

Mr, LOUD. Well, it is a fact, nevertheless, 

Mr. WARNER. I know what the Senate is trying to do here, 
and I know what the gentieman wants done. He wants a vessel 
to be registered in Alaska and pay its license or tax in California 
and escape the Alaska tax. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; he does not. 

Mr. WARNER. Thenwhy have you got itin this bill, and why 
do you insist on its remaining in the bill? If it means nothing, 
what is the use of having it in there? 

Mr. LOUD. Ifthe vessel be registered in Alaska, it can not be 
taxed at any other point in the United States, because you can 
not reach it. 

Mr. WARNER. If that is so, this does not hurt the gentieman., 

Mr. OLMSTED. Let the vessel be registered there. 

Mr. WARNER. Let the vessel be registered there. If the 
gentleman's statement of the law is correct, he ought not to kick, 
because this does not hurt him. 

Mr. KAHN. Does the gentleman know that the waters of 
Alaska are icebound most of the year, and that these vessels can 
do business there only three or four months? : 

Mr. WARNER. I know they are not icebound for any part 
of the year along the channels of the sontheastern coast. The 
lowest that the thermometer went in Juneau last winter was 8 
above zero. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted, 
and the question is on the amendment of the committee, as re- 
ported by the Clerk. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. War- 
NER) there were—ayes 77, noes 16. 

Accordingly the committee amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendment was read by the Clerk, 
and agreed to: 

. In section 31, line 2, strike out the word “‘shall’’ and insert the word 
“may.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Page 33, line 40, after the word ‘‘ provided,” strike out the words ‘‘not to 
exceed” and insert the word “no.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

In line 41 e 33, strike out the words “building and three jails” and 
insert ‘build ng or jail.” 

Mr. KING, I move to strike out the last word. I want to ap- 
peal tomy friend from Illinois [Mr. WARNER] to permit an amend- 
ment to be offered taxing the net output of the mines in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska. I understood my friend from Oregon | Mr. 
TonGuE] tosay that nearly all of the output of these mines, or the 
greater portion of it, is faben to England or to Canada. We are 
not particularly the beneficiaries except so far as the money which 
results is circulated in the channels of trade. 

Mr. WARNER. That applies to only one mine. 

Mr. KING. Certainly there is more than one profitable mine in 
the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. WARNER. There will be no objection to the gentleman 
preparing an amendment, and it can be offered at any time. It 
can be brought in at the end of the bill or anywhere else. There 
is no desire or intention to choke off anything of that kind; but 
we did not want a speech made until we knew what it was being 
made about, 

Mr. KING. I want to give notice, in view of the very courteous 
concession of the gentleman from Illinois, that I shall prepare and 
offer an amendment before we leave the bill providing that the 
net output of mines shall be subject to a graduated taxation ac- 
cording to the output. 

Mr, ONGUE. I suggest to the gentleman from Utah that he 
change the title to his amendment and that he call it an amend- 


ment to en : . s 
theives perjury and to permit the mine owners to tax 
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Mr. KING. The remark of my friend from Oregon is certainly 
not warranted in view of the very fortunate manner in which sim 
ilar laws have been executed ina number of States and Territo- 
ries. If his State does not have a law of the character I have 
indicated, it does not speak very well for the learning of my friend 
and of the legislators in his State. 

Mr. TONGUE. lam notamember of thelegis'ature of Oregon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent te go back to line 55, 
on page 28, 

Mr. GAINES. Let me make an observation just there 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will forbear for a moment, 
until I make my request. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from New York | Mr. PAYNE] 
asks unanimous consent to return to line 55, on page 28, Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WARNER. 


I have no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. This provides a tax on stamp mills of $3 per 
stamp. I think that tax is very small, indeed, in proportion to 
the other taxes in the bill. The principal quartz mine there has 
880 stamps and a capital of $5,000,000, although the property cost 
a good deal less than that. They have in sight ore which will 
keep the mill running for thirty years, and they make large profits 
every year; | think a half million dollars or more profit annually, 

Mr. KING. Will my friend permit an inquiry there? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. Would not this be a very fair tax, if another tax 
is imposed upon the output of the mine, because the owner of the 
quartz mill will in most instances be the owner of the mine? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know about that, but 1 think $10 per 
stamp would be a very fair tax. That would only be a tax of 
$8,800 a year on a capital of $5,000,000. 

Mr. DE VRIES. | will say to the gentleman that that is a very 
heavy tax. Makeit$jastamp. That is plenty high enough. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is suggested that $5 per stamp would be a 
pretty good tax, and I am willing to accept that. I move to strike 
out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ five.” 

The amendment of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE] taunted the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Kina] in language that was rather unusual, although 
possibly parliamentary, saying that this amendment would en- 
courage unlimited cases of perjury. 

Mr. KING. That is the same objection which was urged against 
the income tax, as my friend will remember. 

Mr. GAINES. That it would encourage all sorts of perjury and 
wrong, and everything of that kind. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman move to strike out the words 
‘free and unlimited?” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. The taxes imposed in this bill seem be unlim- 
ited, to tax everything in sight and out of sight. Therefore I 
might adopt the gentleman's suggestion. |Laughter. | 

Mr. WARNER, I do not want to interfere, but this can be 
offered later. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINEs] 
has been recognized for tive minutes. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman objects to taxing the output of 
the mines, and yet this bill proposes a tax on the sawmills which 
turn out the lumber to build the houses to shelter the people out 
there. 

Mr. TONGUE. I made no objection to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. GAINES. Then I do not know what there is in loaded 
language, if you did not object to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Utah. You objected to that, and yet you let a proposi- 
tion go by without objection which taxes the sawmills which give 
the people lumber up there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah withdrew his 
amendment. The question is on the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 32. For each certificate issued toamember of the bar, authorizing him 
to practice law in the district, a fee of $10 shall be paid to the clerk of tho 
court, which shall be by him promptly remitted to the secretary of the dis 
trict, and at the same time the clerk shall advise the governor of such remit- 
tance. For each commission issued to a notary public a fee of $10 shall be 
paid to the secretary of the district. and the fees so received by the secretary 
shall be by him retained and kept in a fund to be known as the district his- 
torical library fund. The fund thus collected shall be disbursed on the order 
of the governor for the purpose of establishing and maintaining the district 
historical library and museum. The same shall embrace copies of all laws 
relating to the district, and all papers and periodicals published within the 
district, and such other matter of historical interest as the governor may con 
sider valuable and appropriate for such collection. The collection shall also 
embrace such curios relating to the aborigines and the settlers as may be by 
the governor deemed of historical importance. The collection thus made 
shall be described by the governor in the annual report of the governor to 
the Secretary of the Interior, and shall be by him kept in a secure place and 
turned over to his successor in office. The secretary of the district and the 
governor shall each annually account to the Secretary of the Interior for all 
receipts and disbursements in connection with such historical library and 
museum, 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Inline 8 strike out the words “and the’’ and insert after the word “ dis- 
trict’ the word “ The:”’ in the same line strike out the word ‘“‘so;” in line 9, 
after the word “secretary,” insert the words “under this section.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as a new section: 

“Src, 33. The historical library and museum provided for in section 82 of 
this title is hereby made a designated depository of publications of the Gov- 
ernment, and shall be supplied with one copy of ooek of said publications in 
the same manner as such publications are supplied to other depositories.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 
offer the further additional sections, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CITIZENSHIP. 


Sec. 34. That all citizens of the United States who were bona fide residents 
of the district of Alaska on the lst day of November, A. D. 1899, are hereby 
declared to be citizens of the district of Alaska, and all citizens of the United 
States who shall hereafter reside in the district of Alaska for one year shall 
be citizéns of Alaska. 


Mr, Chairman, I desire to 


ELECTION DISTRICTS. 

Src. 35. The judges of the district, or a majority of them, shall, as soon as 
practicable after their appointment, meet, and by spurotess order, to be 
thereafter entered in each division of the court, divide the district into such 
number of election districts as they may deem ee and also define the 
boundaries thereof by natural objects and permanent landmarks or monu- 
ments in such manner that the boundaries of each election district can be 
readily determined and become generally known from such description, 
which order shall be given publicly by posting, publication, or otherwise, as 
the judges of the court or any division of the court may direct, the necessary 
expense of the publication of such order and the description of the recording 
divisions be allowed and paid as other court expenses. Said judges, or a ma- 
jority of them, shall appoint ree Zonet and two clerks in and for each 
election district; and in case the judges and clerks so appointed shali fail to 
appear and qualify at the time and places to be designated by the judges for 
the holding of the election for which they shall be appointed, the qualified 

voters present may select such judges and clerks. 
ADMINISTERING OATHS. 

Sec. 36. Any judge, clerk, commissioner, or notary public may administer 
the oath to who Feaues and clerks of elections and alf other oaths incident to 
the proper conduct of all elections held under authority of this act. 

GENERAL ELECTIONS. 

Sec. 37. That a general election shall be held on the first Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November, 1900, and every second year thereafter: 
Provided, however, That the governor may, on thirty days’ notice, order a 
special election whenever the necessity therefor exists. 

‘ QUALIFICATIONS OF VOTERS FOR DELEGATE. 

Src. 38. That in order to be qualified to vote for Delegate to Congress a 

yerson shall— 

. First. Be a male citizen of the United States. 

Second. Have resided in the Territory not less than one year preceding 
the election and in the district in which he offers to register not less than 
three months immediately preceding the time at which he offers to register. 

Third. Have attained the age of 21 years. 

Fourth. Within thirty days prior to each regular election have caused his 
name to be entered on the register of voters for his district. 

Fifth. Be able to speak, read, and write the English language. 

DELEGATE TO CONGRESS. 

Sec. 39. That a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to serve during each Congress, shall be elected by the qualified voters 
of the district at the first general election held under this act, and every sec- 
ond year thereafter. Such Delegate shall possess the qualifications neces- 
sary for membership of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and shali be a legal voter of said district. The times, places, and manner of 
holding elections shall be fixed bylaw. The person having the test num- 
ber of votes shall be declared by the governor duly elected, and a certificate 
shall be given accordingly. Every such Delegate shall have a seat in the 
House of Representatives, with the right of debate, but not of voting. 

Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care 
to discuss this amendment at any great length. I discussed it the 
other day, and I believe that the discussion along the line of the 
bill has thus far demonstrated one fact conclusively, and that is 
the necessity of some kind of representation upon this floor. We 
discussed the other day the question of the necessity for three 
judges, and it disclosed a woeful ignorance on the t of mem- 
bers as to the conditions in Alaska, and the uncertainty as to the 
location of the population and the requirements of the judiciary. 
I believe that the difficulties which we have encountered here 
about legislating for that district could be largely remedied by 
the election of a delegate from the district who would be possessed 
of the necessary information to enlighten this House and enable 
us to provide needful legislation. 

Mr. GAINES. But the people of the district are opposed to it 
because there are so many darkies here. 

Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS, That is not my understand- 
ing. The fact is, during this entire winter gentlemen have been 
here in attendance upon the committee who purported to repre- 
sent the interests of the district, and all winter long we have been 
wholly unabie to locate them. It was only in the last few days, 
when the committee were considering the bill after it came from 
the Senate, that we learned that some of these gentlemen were, 
in the interest of a mining syndicate, seeking to gobble up all the 

ining lands of Alaska. When I ascertained that fact, my sus- 
picions became verified; and I, for one, am not satisfied with the 
information that those gentlemen have given. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the only way needful legislation 
can be adequately provided for those people is by a Territorial 
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legislature. But the amendment which I propose does not go t}).' 
far. I have not asked a Territorial legislature. 1 have only ; +, 
vided by this amendment for a Delegate to represent them )\.), 
the floor of this House. In answer to the suggestion of the v 
tleman from Wisconsin {[Mr, OTJEN], why this amendment 
not proposed in committee and why a minority report was ; 
brought in by the members who favored the election of a Te 
torial Delegate, the reason was this: This bill was passed by tho 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Revision of the Lay 
just two or three days before it was reported to the House, and wa 
were advised by the Speaker that we must get this report be 
the House by a certain day if we expected consideration at { 
session, and it was there understood and suggested by the ch:iry 
man of the committee [Mr. WARNER] that all amendments mis})t 
be brought in upon the floor, as it was necessary to be expedition 
in order to get the bill before the House and upon the Calendar 
for consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not a time for political discussion, and [ 
only desire to trespass “pen the rules of the House in order to re. 
ply to my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. OTJEN], who said that [ 
1ad availed myself of an opportunity to make a political spe 


It may be that I did. I did discuss questions political, but they 
pertained to this bill and to Territorial government generally. [ 
did say then, and I desire to repeat, that the people of Alaska have 
been pledged a Delegate on this floor. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that when any party makes a platform declaration, and the }).o- 
ple elect the candidates of that party, it amounts to a ratification 
of that platform and is a pledge that should be redeemed. 

I read the other day an extract from the Republican plat{orm 
of 1896, in which they pledged the people of Alaska a Delegate on 
the floor of this House, that they might have needful legislation, 
I repeat here to-day, and I desire to emphasize what 1 then stated, 
and say to gentlemen who represent the Republican party who 
made that pledge to the people of Alaska, which pledge was rati- 
fied by the ple at the polls—I say to you, gentlemen, it is your 
duty to vindicate your pledge, to keep your promise to the people 
of Alaska, and give them a representative on this floor. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. And to which they are entitled. 

Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS. And, as my friend from North 
Carolina says, to which they are entitled. The Democrats have 
not had this opportunity. e have not had a majority in either 
branch of Congress, nor have we had the President. You have, 
and I do not know why it is that you have not accorded these peo- 
ple their rights long ago. 

Recurring to the necessity of a representative, I believe that 
gentlemen upon both sides of the Chamber will agree to what I 
say, that we are groping in the dark, attempting to legislate for 
people without adequate information or knowledge as to what 
their requirements or needs are, and that a duly accredited Dele- 
gate could afford the necessary information and initiate legisla- 
tion that may be entirely indispensable for the welfare of that 
community, the protection of property, and the maintenauce of 
peace and order. spogees. 2 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, Iamin favor of the objectsought 
to be attained by the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Wituiam E, pr eeaesatt I believe Alaska ought to have 
a Delegate. This discussion has demonstrated one thing that 1 
think will be conceded. It is no disparagement to the intelligence 
of the members of this House to say that there is not a member 
that has the requisite knowledge of the local conditions in Alaska, 
of the resources of Alaska, of the wants of Alaska, to be alle to 
legislate intelligently for it. There isnot a member of the House 
who can spare sufficient time from attending to the local matters 
within his own district to be able to give the necessary attention 
to local legislation in Alaska. It ought to have some one whose 
duty it is, whose province it is, to advise and report legislation 
pertaining to that particular locality. Noone can doit as well 
as a Delegate elected by themselves. I hope to see it done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I shall move 
as a substitute; and if it is voted down I shall support the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W1LLiaM BE. WILLians). 
I do object to letting the court undertake to manage the elections. 
The amendment which I suggest provides that it shall be done by 
the governor. I object, as a Western man, to limiting the fraa- 
chise to people who are fully naturalized. Alaska will be settled 
by peoplefrom the northern part of Europe—Scandinavians, !'inns, 
ont Russians. In every Western State a man is allowed to vote 
if he is qualified to become a citizen of the United States, if he 
declares his intention within one year. The amendment | p'0- 

increases that to two years, and permits a man tovote whi 13 
ualified to become a citizen of the United States, who has ‘le 
clared his intention to become such a citizen within two years. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, If the only amendment which 
the gentleman has to offer to my amendment is that the govern’; 
instead of the judges, shall establish these election districts and 
appoint the judges and clerks, I will accept his amendment. 
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Mr. TONGUE. That and the provision in regard to naturalized 
citizens. Mysubstitute provides that persons competent to become 
citizens who have declared their intention within two years may 
vote. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk be adopted as a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

end by inserting at the end of line 33, page 34, the following: 

a 34. And be it further enacted, Thata Delegate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the United States, to serve during each Congress of the United 
States, may be elected by the qualified voters of Alaska, and which Delegate 
shall be entitled to the same rights and privileges as are exercised and en- 
joyed by the Delegates from the several other Territories of the United 


States in said House of Representatives. The first election shall be held on 


Tuesday after the first Monday in November, 1900, and every two years there- 
after, and in such manner and at such places as the governor shall appoint 
and direct, and that all subsequent elections, the time, place and manner of 
holding such elections shall be prescribed by law. The person having the 
greatest number of votes of the electors qualified as hereinbefore provided 
shall be declared by the governor elect, and a certificate thereof shall be ac- 
sordingly given. 

. “Atal elections held under the provisions of this act any male citizen of 
the United States, 21 years old or upward, or any male person who has re- 
sided in the United States, qualified to become a citizen of the United States, 
and has declared his intentions to become a citizen thereof two years prior 
to such election, and has been an actual inhabitant of Alaska for six months 
prior to such election, shall be qualified to vote for such Delegate.” 

Mr. GAINES. If we give these people a Territorial form of 
government—which the amendment does not exactly provide for, 
but it proposes simply to give them a Delegate—that is a good 
step in the right direction. The next will be a Territorial form of 
government, which is anembryonic State government. We hold 
our Territories, and it is the law that we should so hold them, for 
the purpose of making them ultimately into States. TheConstitu- 
tion allows Congress to ‘‘admit new States into the Union ” in ex- 
press terms. — ; as 

Now, touching upon Alaska, I desire to read from the opinion 
of a very distinguished jurist upon this very question—a decision 
rendered by Justice Deady in a case from Alaska, 30 Federal 
Reports, 115.__This decision was alluded to in a speech which I 
made in this House January 12, 1899. The judge cites numerous 
authorities, including 1 Peters, 542; 19 Howard, 448; 2 Story, sec- 
tion 8044, I read a portion of his language: 

The power to enlarge the number and limits of the United States by the 
admission of new States into the Union is also expressly given to Congress. 
In the construction of this power it has been practically held to authorize the 
acquisition of territory not then qualified for such admission, and the gov- 
ernment of the same by Congress in the meantime, and until it is deemed 
fitted therefor. 

I desire to bring sharply to the attention of members the lan- 
guage of this eminent jurist stating our power to hold this terri- 
tory, what we hold it for, how we should treat it, and how we 
should not treat it under our laws and customs, 

In the exercise of this power, however, Congress can not do or authorize 
any act or pass any law forbidden by the Constitution, as suspending the 
writ of habeas corpus in the time of peace; passing a bill of attainder or ex 
post facto law; Cent soldiers in a house without the consent of the 
owner in time of peace; making a law respecting the establishment of re- 
ligion; but it may exercise any legislative power not expressly forbidden to 
it by the Constitution, and to this there may bea further limit that the same 
shall not be inconsistent with the spirit and genius of that instrument, nor 
contrary to the purpose for which territory may be acquired. Subject to 
these limitations, the manner in which this power can be exercised rests in 
the discretion of Congress. 

It will thus be seen that according to this high authority terri- 
tory is acquired by us for the purpose of making future States; 
and we can not hold it in such a way as to prevent its ultimate 
statehood. 

Subject to these limitations, the manner in which this power can be exer- 
cised rests in the discretion of Congress. 

T also cited in my former speech the leading case of Shively vs, 
Bowlby, 152 United States, recently affirmed in 174 United States. 
In Shively’s case the court lays down the law as Justice Deady 
did, as follows: 

Upon the acquisition of territory by the United States, whether by cession 
from one of the States, or by treaty with a foreign country, or by discovery 
and settlement, the same title and dominion passed to the United States for 
the benefit of the whole people and in trust for the several States to be ulti- 
mately created out of the territory. 
‘- Thisis held to be the law, and our time-honored policy—that is, we 
, acquire and hold” such territory for ‘‘ future States”—by Cooley 
in Principles of the Constitution, pages 37, 187, and 188; by J ustice 
Lamar in 142 U, 8., 183; and the courts of California in Chapin 
vs, Bourne, 8 Cal.; and in 54 Cal., 455, Leroy vs. Dunkery; all 
of which i quoted from in my speech already cited. Judge 
Deady 8 decision was rendered a number of years ago, yet to-day 
we are holding this Territory of Alaska, as it were, by the throat; 
we are giving its people officers appointed from the different 
States—not, I trust of the “‘carpetbag” kind. We do not give 
them any local self-government; we give them no boards of pub- 
lic works, no city council; we give them nothing. We hold them, 
as it were, by an imperial hand, so seneeeey condemned by Mr. 
Cooley and the history of Alaska and recent developments in Cuba 

painful to every patriotic American. Now, let us see what we 


80 
have done, : = 
criticise +a <: aiaaaaiaal this floor—and I do not mean to 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. GAINES. 
Mr. WARNER. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
I would like five minutes more, 

I must insist on the rule, 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 

Mr. WARNER, I wou!d like to givethe gentleman more time; 
but he can get in on another amendment. 

Mr. GAINES, Does the gentleman object to my finishing my 
remarks? ; 

Mr. WARNER. Lintend no discourtesy to the gentleman, but 
he can continue his remarks on another amendment. We must 
get on with this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to say a few words. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Illinois {| Mr. Warner], 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am of opinion that this pro- 
posed amendment or substitute is of too great importance, there 
1s too much involved in it, to allow it to be taken up and consid- 
ered as an amendment to this bill, It should be introduced asa 
separate bill, providing for the election of a Delegatefrom Alaska, 
etc., and referred to the proper committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is it not true that the Republican 
platform of 1896 promised a Delegate to Alaska? 

Mr. WARNER. Iam not certain as to that. 

Mr. HITT. Oh, no; it promised all needful legislation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did it not promise a Delegate? 

Mr. HILL. The language has been quoted here correctly; it 
promised all needful legislation. 

Mr. WARNER. A proposition of this kind should be submit- 
ted to the House in a separate bill, referred to the proper commit- 
tee, considered by it, and then reported back. 

{[t would cost more to hold a general election in the district of 
Alaska than it would to hold a similar election in the State of New 
York. The population of Alaska is shifting and uncertain, ‘The 
people generally do not remain in any one place longer than they 
findit profitable todoso. Whenthey hear of newdiggings or new 
mines they go there in droves. Not one-tenth of the population 
of Alaska would be represented by any vote that could be taken 
there. We have had an illustration of this fact within the last 
few days. 

A convention was held at Juneau which denounced Governor 
Brady and other officials of that district who reside in Sitka, 
There is a fight between the two towns, and I venture the opinion 
that there were not fifteen people in that convention who live out- 
side of Douglas Island and Juneau, 

So it would be of any convention or election held in that dis- 
trict. The attendance would only come from a few towns along 
the coast, Juneau, Sitka, Wrangel, Ketchikan, and those places, 
and we would never hear from the great interior, Circle City, 
Eagle City, Nome, Unalaska, and other places similarly located, 

At the present time there is no necessity for a Delegate from 
that district. There is no trouble. The governor is authorized 
and required to make reports and recommendations as to the legis- 
lation that is necessary for the district. It is too early to have a 
Delegate for that district, and for that reason I am opposed both 
to the amendment and the substitute. We would be compelled 
to provide an election law for the whole district, the manner of 
holding elections, registration, and all that, which would be very 
expensive and could hardly be put in force. I submit that that 
can be left for a future bill to be introduced in Congress and thor- 
oughly considered. It would not do to act upon this amendment 
or the substitute at this time, because we can not give it the con- 
sideration to which it is entitled during the closing days of this 
Congress. Therefore, I hope that the substitute and the amend- 
ment will both be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr, WARNER. And I move to close debate, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move as an 
amendment to the amendment to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, as there is al- 
ready an amendment to the amendment pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. My amendment is a pro forma 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
situation. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to close debate on the paragraph and 
pending amendments—— 

Mr, WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 
five minutes? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Make it ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. No; I move to close debate on the substitute 
and amendments in five minutes. 

Mr. GAINES. If that requires unanimous consent, I object, 

Mr. WARNER. I move that debate be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. WARNER] that debate on the pending 
amendment and on this paragraph be closed in five minutes, 

The motion was agreed to, 


It is not in order under the parliamentary 


Will the gentleman allow me 
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Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, an inquiry 
was made as to the language of the platform to which I alluded. 
I will read it again for the information of gentlemen. It says: 

We believe the citizens of Alaska should have representation in the Con- 
gress of the United States, to the end that needful legislation may be intelli- 
gently enacted 

Mr. RIDGELY. What platform is that? 

Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS. That was the Republican plat- 
form of 1896, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask a question of the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. With pleasure. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of what has just been 
read by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMs] 
from the Republican platform of 1896, declaring that it is the 
sense of the Republican party that the people of Alaska should 
have representation on this floor, what reason is there why the 
committee have not carried out that pledge? 

Mr. WARNER, On account of the changes in the condition 
of Alaska and the population there, and on account of the fluctuat- 
ing character of the residerts. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are there any less people there 
now who are permanent residents than there were in 1896? 

Mr. WARNER. I presume there are more, but at that time, in 
1496, they were located along the coast in towns easy of access. 
Whether that was the platform or not, I do not believe now, un 
der existing conditions, that if a Delegate is provided he should 
be provided for in this bill. The provision should be made in a 
separate bill. The platform does not fix any time when that shall 
be done. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. I do not yield any further. 
In 1896, when there were fewer inhabitants of Alaska than there 
are to-day, it was thought necessary by the dominant party to de- 
clare in favor of a Delegate to Congress to represent those people | 
upon this floor. Now the chairman of the committee [Mr. War- 
NER| has been asked the question what are the changes in the con- 
ditions there that would make a different conclusion necessary. 
The reasons, it seems to me, are all in favor of carrying out the 
letter of the platform. The population has increased a hundred- 
fold, if not a thousandfold, and the cities of Skagway, Dyea, and 
Juneau have largely increased in population, until they are quite 
extensive cities. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman kindly state the provisions 
of the Democratic piatform of 1896 on that subject? 

Mr. GAINES, We are all for it. 

Mr. LACEY. The declaration of the platform is what I want. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, I believe there was no pro- 
vision in the Democratic platform with regard to Alaska, but we 
did declare, as did you, for the admission of Oklahoma, Arizona, 
and New Mexico. We have not had the opportunity to redeem 
that pledge. Why have not you redeemed it when you have had 
the opportunity? 

Mr. LACEY. Why have you become so solicitous about the 
Republican platform? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Simply for the reason, as [ 
stated before, that when a solemn pledge is made to the people and 
that pledge is ratified by the people at the polls, honor demands 
that it should be redeemed; and the a of Alaska are entitled 
to recognition and toa redemption of that pledge in this instance. 
They have increased to such a number that they are to-day in 
much greater need of representation here than they were in 1896 
when that platform was adopted. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Does the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man confer upon the Indians the right to vote for a Delegate? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. No, sir. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I understood that it did. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. No; I think not. It provides 
that the voters shall be male citizens of the United States. I do 
not understand that the Indians are citizens. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I thought there was a provision that all 
**nersons ” should be voters. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. No; it says all *‘ citizens” of 
the United States who are bona fide residents of the district of 
Alaska. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in con- 
clusion, I only want to say that if there was a necessity in 1896 
for representation on this floor from Alaska in order that we 
might inform ourselves and have some one here to advise us as to 


what was necessary for them, the reasons are tenfold greater to- | 


day, when industries are being developed, when mines have been 
epened, when people have gone there by tens of thousands, when 
some form of government has become imperatively necessary, 
= we have been compelled to provide a civil and criminal code 

or those people. Surely they are entitled to have some one on this 





floor who can advise us from time to time as to what they require. 
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Congress when further legislation becomes necessary, and we sh; 
then be as much at sea as we are to-day. [Applause. | 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state for the information | 
the committee that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Roginso. 
at a proper time and in order, moved an amendment tothe amen). 
ment of the gentleman from Oregon. The Chair ruled it out o 
order on the assumption that the amendment of the gentlem, 
from Oregon was an amendment to an amendment, when in fa: 
it was asubstitute. The Chair therefore desires to recognize t}). 
gentieman from Indiana [Mr. Ropinson] for five minutes, jy 
order not to do the gentleman an injustice. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In order to preserve the regular 
of procedure, I will ask unanimous consent that I may proces) 
for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana asks una 
mous consent, uncer the circumstances, that he may be allowed 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I believe in tho 
principle of taxation with representation. This is as old as «, 
mocracy, as firmly fixed as good government. So believing. | 
advocate a Delegate in Congress from Alaska. Alaska is a }yirt 
of our land, is our territory, and inhabited by our people. It las 
the virtue of being also on the Western Continent, and in Nort); 
America. Soessentially a part of us in contiguity, in population 
and by right, no reason exists why she should not have a Dele. 
gate on the floor of this House. Hawaii, under the bill recen:|y 
passed, will have a Delegate, and surely her population, in char- 
acter and numbers, can not more than measure with the high-}red 
gentlemen and patriotic people of Alaska, as described to us yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE]. Alaska, 
as she is described to us by the visiting statesmen who sojourned 
ant during the last two summers, surely should be represented 

ere. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HtLu] has ‘told of her 
vast resources and fabulous wealth, not only in gold and metals 
of many varieties, but in his exuberance to do her justice says she 
outrivals Switzerland and the Alps. He asks that we do justice 
to her, as he thinks our own Alaska may become a rival of Swit- 
zerland in its annue’ receipts of a hundred millions a year in 
profits from tourists. 

Mr. Chairman, Alaska was described many years ago by a dis- 
tinguished Senator as having a climate nine months winter and 
three months infernally cold weather, but it has changed. The 
Houseshould give Alaska this Delegate. Iam surprised the chair- 
man of the committee opposes this clear right, and that his com- 
mittee has not provided for it. 

The discussion so far on this bill, the lack of information on this 
floor as to the conditions in Alaska, demand representation here 
for Alaska... We granted her extensive and expensive courts, three 
in number. We tax her by a form and in a manner approaching 
the limit, and her representative should be here to give usinforina- 
tion, which, so far, we have sought and failed to find. Heshould 
be here, one of her own people and of her own selection, to save 
false, vicious,and dangerous legislatioz., enacted because we know 
not the conditions. 

With such a representative selected by the people, with one 


| directly responsible to that people for his acts, and to them answer- 


able for the legislation enacted here on his advice, he would save 
to them and to the House and the country many times his salary, 
many times the cost of his election. 

These are considerations special but important; but over all is 
that one that you should not deny to Alaska a right of represe1ta- 
tion accorded to the other Territories of the country, especially 
when this right has been guaranteed by the platforms of the 
parties and comports with the traditions of our Government and 
the practices and laws of Congress. 

Mr, HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a Delegate froin 
Alaska. I do not care under which one of these amendments it 
comes. It strikes me the substitute is rather more simple; but | 
do not imagine either one of them would pass through Congress 
without careful revision, not only by this committee, and in ‘lic 
Senate, but in conference. But what I would like to see would 
be a declaration by this House in favor of a Delegate from Alas\« 
in some form, under an amendment to be sent back to the Senate, 
to be carefully considered in conference, and perfected and 'c- 

orted as a part of the bill for Alaska. I care nothing about the 
»inding obligation that has been referred to by a gentleman u)on 
the other side. I base my reasons more upon the condition~ 0! 
to-day than I do upon the conditions that existed at the time t!at 
promise was made in 1896. 

If Alaska is sufficiently developed to have a representative 0)0n 
the floor of the national Republican convention and help to no! 
inate a President of the United States, in my judgment it is su’ 
ciently developed to have a Delegate upon the floor of this Hous° 


If itis not done now, the question will surely arise in the next | to represent its wants and wishes so far as national legislation 's 








1900. 





concerned, Alaska has great resources outside of its gold mines 
andits fisheries. Its simple possession of scenery, which may prob- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Before the Clerk begins to read 


ably seem absurd tomany members of this House, is very valuable. | I desire to ask unanimous consent that the committee return to 


Less than a century ago Switzerland was considered practically a | page 16, as I wish to offer an amendment to section 29. 


worthless part of Europe, and to-day it receives from travelers 
who go there to see its scenery over a hundred million dollars a 
year, and yet the scenery of Switzerland falls into insignificance 
when compared with the wonderful natural beauties of Alaska, 
which will attract our people and people from all over the world, 
who will go there for no other reason except as tourists. 

Mr. Chairman, the commerce of Alaska is something that is be- 
yond the ideas of most people on this floor. I take from a circu- 
jar published by the Board of Trade of Seattle the information that 
in 1898 144 different vessels sailed from Seattle alone for Alaskan 
ports, making from 2 to 15 trips each that year, or upward of 365 
marine departures from Seattle during that year. 

Mr. FLETCHER. And all crowded. 

Mr. HILL. And all crowded, as the gentleman truly says. 
Last year, from January to June, the tonnage of the vessels from 
Alaska to Seattle aggregated 60,000 tons. During the same five 
months the tonnage from Seattle to Alaskan ports aggregated 
62.0u0 tons, With cargoes of 29,000 tons, with a passenger business 
7,305 persons, and so this business is going on; and, gentlemen, 
they have a right to be represented. 

Let me tell you another thing. From Puget Sound to Marys 
Island, where our custom-house is, Canada has lighted and buoyed 
all the channels within her territory. The moment you strike 
American territory, for 700 miles, there is no light-house, with all 
of this shipping business which is being transacted, and there 
they go through these narrow channels without a light and only 
buoys put down in Wrangle and Seymour narrows. This matter 
needs careful attention. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
that there is 29,000 miles of coast line, and the only light they 
have is a little lantern. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; there is more coastline than on all the rest of 
the United States put together, and the only light-house that I 
saw on the trip was improvised by the local authorities at Seattle 
as a harbor light. 

Mr. LLOYD. There is a misunderstanding over here as to the 
position the gentleman from Connecticut takes on these amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care which one is adopted. I am going to 
vote for the first one, and if I can not get that, I am going to vote 
for the second. I think there should be a proposition from this 
House to go before the conference committee for Alaska to have a 
De'egate on the floor of this House. I am willing to leave the 
perfection of the measure to the conference committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, what is the parliamentary 
status? 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment and a substitute 
to the amendment pending. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And the debate is on the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has been on both the amend- 
ment and the substitute, and debate on both is exhausted. The 
question is on pqreting to the substitute. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I ask unanimous consent for three minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it was understood 
that I withdrew my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. The question is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. TONGUE]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WitiiaM E, Witttams) there were—ayes 22, noes 55. 

Mr. HILL. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks for 
tellers. All those in favor of taking a vote by tellers will rise. 
[After counting.| Sixteen gentlemen rising, not a sufficient 
number, and tellers are refused. 

So the substitute was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WiLLIAM E, WIL- 


LIA a) 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
sition offered 
WILLIAMS]? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; and for the election law. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

V ARNER) there were—ayes 71, noes 21. 

Mr. WARNER, Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken; and tellers were refused. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, WARNER. Iserve notice that I shall oppose the amend- 
ment in the House, 


Are we now voting on the propo- 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WiLLIAM E. 


I will 


| state that I have the approval of the chairman of the committee. 


| 
| 
} 


| 
} 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan- 
imous consent to return to page 16 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 116, page 30. the following: 

“And provided further, That chapter 12 of title | of said first above-men 
tioned act be amended by adding, after section 138, another section, to be 
numbered 139 and to read as follows: 

**That no person shall break, take from the nest or have in possession the 
eggs of any crane, wild duck, brant or goose. Nor shall any person trans 
port or ship out of said Territory the eggs or the contents of the eggs of 
any crane, wild duck, brant or goose. Nor shall any person, common car , 
or other transportation company carry or receive for shipment such egg 
or the contents of said eggs. And any person or company who shall have in 
possession or receive for shipment or transportation any eggs or the con 
tents of any eggs of the crane, wild duck, brant or goose shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction be punished as provided in this section 
Any person or company violating the provisions of this section shall be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $500 or imprisonment not exceeding six 
months.’”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ido not understand where the gentleman's 
amendment comes 1n. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
page 26, 

Mr. OLMSTED. But section 29 does not end on page 2%. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. My purpose in offering it here 
was, as the gentleman will perceive, this section relates to crime in 
Alaska. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
where it goes in. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the gentleman that he put it in at 
the end of section 28. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
inal code of Alaska. 

Mr.GIBSON, You will find that section 29 does not end at the 
bottom of the page. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Solperceive. SoI suggest that 
it better go in at the bottom of page 30. That is at the end of the 
section, and the Clerk will please make that correction. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to know what this amendment 





rs 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


At the end of section 29, on 


I have no objection to it, only I want to know 


That does not relate to the crim- 


is. I have been trying to hear it read. 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iwill state what itis. It is an 
effort to protect the wild ducks and geese of Alaska. It is per- 


haps known to members of the House that Alaska and Manitoba 
are the breeding places of the ducks and geese; and there are cer- 
tain people who have engaged in the business of collecting the 
eggs of these wild birds, breaking them, and shipping the whites 
of the eggs to the United States, to be sold for the use of photog- 
raphers throughout the country. In this way well-nigh all the 
wild game in Alaska and Manitoba have been destroyed, This 
is an effort—a very feeble one, I confess—to protect the wild birds 
of Alaska. 

Mr. SHATTUC. And our own birds, too. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes; and our own birds. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwill call attention to the fact that under the 
Dingley bill we protect to a certain extent the birds’ eggs of Can- 
ada by means of customs duties on their importation. This pro- 
vision will supplement that legislation by protecting the saine 
birds when breeding in Alaska. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHEELER 
of Kentucky, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows, under Title II, chapter 1 (‘‘ Forms of 
action”): 

SECTION 1. There shall be but one form of action for the enforcement of pri 
vate rights or the redress of private wrongs. 

Theamendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Strike out the whole section and insert the following: 

“SECTION 1. The distinction between actionsat law and suitsin equity, and 
the forms of all such actions and suits, are abolished: and there shall be but 


one form of action for the enforcement or protection of private rights and the 
redress or prevention of private wrongs, which is denominated acivilaction.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hint having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
BENNETT, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 


President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2344) 
granting a pension to Alice V. Cook. 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. Actions at law shall only be commenced within the periods pre- 
scribed in this title after the cause of action shall have accrued, except when- 
in special cases, a different limitation is prescribed by statute. But the ob, 
jection that the action was not commenced within the time limited shall only 
be taken by answer, except as otherwise provided in section 57. 

The amendment of the committee was read, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Strike out, in line 1, the words “Actions at law ” and insert “ Civil actions." 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. As I understand, under this provision, if it appears upon 
the face of the pleadings that the cause of action is barred, the 
defendant would not be permitted to take advantage of it by de- 
murrer. For instance, if suit were brought upon a promissory 
note, which in many of the statutes is barred after a lapse of six 
vears, and if it should appear on the face of the pleadings that the 
note was dated more than six years before the filing of the suit, 
the defendant could not take advantage of the statute otherwise 
than by answer. Is that the purpose of the section? 

Mr. WARNER. I think thatis proper. I believe that when a 
man proposes to take advantage of the statute of limitations he 
should be compelled to do it affirmatively by answer. It is, in 
my view, a sort of petty larceny or grand larceny anyway. The 
privilege of taking advantage of the statute isa personal privilege; 
the defendant can waive it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iknow it is a personal privilege, which the 
defendant can take advantage of or not as he chooses, 

Mr. GIBSON. I call the attention of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BARTLETT] to the fact that what he desires is provided 
for in section 57. That section is referred to in the pending sec- 
tion by this language: 

Except as otherwise provided in section 57. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Does section 57 provide that this statute 
may be taken advantage of by demurrer? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT, That is what I was trying to get at; because 
in most of the States the courts have held that if it appears upon 
the face of the pleadings that the action would be barred by the 
statute of limitations, it can be taken adyantage of by demurrer. 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. The periods prescribed in section 3 of this act for the commence- 
ment of actions shall be as follows: 

Within ten years actions for the recovery of real property, or for the re- 
covery of the possession thereof; and no action shall be maintained for such 
recovery unless it shall appear that the plaintiff, his ancestor, predecessor, 
or grantor was seized or possessed of the premises in question within ten 
years before the commencement of the action: Provided, In all cases where a 
cause of action has already accrued, and the period prescribed inthis section 
within which an action may be brought has expired or will expire within one 
year from the approval of this act, an action may be brought on such cause 
of action within one year from the date of the approval of this act. 

Sec. 5. Within ten years— 

First. An action upon a judgment or decree of any court of the United 
States, or of any State or Territory within the United States; 

Second. An action upon a sealed instrument. 

Src. 6. Within six years— 

First. An action upon a contract or liability, express or implied, excepting 
those mentioned in section 5; 

Second. An action upon a liability created by statute, other than a penalty 
or forfeiture; 

Third. An action for waste or trespass upon real property; 

Fourth. An action for taking, detaining, or injuring personal property, 
including an action.for the specitic recovery thereof. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that the 
limitation of six years for recovery in ‘‘an action for taking, de- 
taining, or injuring personal property, including an action for the 
specific recovery thereof,” is a very long time. It would seem 
that a person who has been in possession of personal property for 
four years ought to be exempt from suit for its recovery. It ap- 
pears to me that the bona fide undisturbed possession of personal 
property for four years ought to give the holder of the property 
exemption from suit for its recovery. I do not want to offer any 
amendment if the gentleman from Illinois in charge of the bill 
will state some reason why a period of six years is necessary or 
proper in the Territory of Alaska. But it seems to me that to 
allow this liability to suit for the recovery of personal property to 
hang over a person for six years would seriously disturb the title 
of personal property in that Territory. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the gentleman that this is the law 
that has been in force in Alaska since 1884, It is the Oregon stat- 
ute verbatim, They are familiar with it up there and are satis- 
fied with it. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that, We adopted a great 
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many of the Oregon statutes for Alaska, in reference to criminal 
procedure, in the last session of Congress; but I myself am not 
satisfied with the Oregon statutes. I move to strikeout the word 
‘*six” and insert the word ‘‘four.” It occurs to me that the un- 
disturbed possession of personal property for four years ought to 
be time enough to exempt the person from suit. 

Mr.WARNER. Then you would strike out the word “six,” jy 
line 1 of section 6? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; and insert the word *‘four,”so as to 
make the limit four years. 

Mr. WARNER. Then you would limit actions on contracts to 
four years. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, I do not care so much about that. 

Mr. WARNER. That would be the effect of your amendment, 
I think you had better leave it just as itis. The people up there 
are familiar with it and do not object to it at all. If they want a 
change hereafter, they can comeand have it amended. I hope tho 
gentleman will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. At the suggestion of the gentleman, I wil] 
withdraw the amendment, but I am satisfied that six years is q 
very long period, 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

The following committee amendment was agreed to: 

On page 38, section 8, in line 3, strike out the word ‘“‘or,” before the word 
‘false; andafter the word “imprisonment” insert “or for anyinjury t 
person or rights of another not arising on contract and not herein especially 
enumerated.” ; 

The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 

On page 39, section 14, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “as to each 
fendant.” 

In line 3, after the word “summons,” strike out the words “served on 
him, or on a codefendant who is a joint contractor or otherwise united in in- 
terest with him,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “issued.” 

The following committee amendment was agreed to: 

Strike out all of section 15. 

The following amendments were agreed to: 


Renumber section 16 to be 15. 

Renumber section 17 to be 16. 

In line 10 of the renumbered section 16 strike out the word “or,” 
In line 11 strike out the words: “Fourth. A married woman.”’ 
Section 18 to be renumbered section 17. 

The renumbered section 17 was read, as follows: 


Src. 17. If a person entitled to bring an action die before the expiration of 
the time limited for the commencement thereof, and the cause of action sur- 
vive, an action may be commenced by his personal representatives after tho 
expiration of the time and within one year from his death. If a perso: 
against,whom an action may be brought die before the expiration of the tin 
hmited for the commencement thereof, and the cause of action survives, an 
action may be commenced against his personal representatives after the ex- 
piration of that time and within six months after the issuing of letters testa- 
mentary or of administration. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that-there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out the last word. That is 
allthatIcando. It occurs to me to suggest to the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. WARNER] that he has provided that the 
statute of limitations shall commence to run within one year 
from the death of the person whose right of action survives to 
his representatives. That ought to be within one year from the 
appointment of the representative of his estate. A year might 
elapse from the time of the death of the person who was entitled 
te bring the suit, and his estate might be unrepresented for a full 
rear. 

. Now, I do not desire to interfere unnecessarily by the offering 
of amendments, but I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that it would be proper to provide, instead of one year from the 
death of the person to whose estate the right of action survives, 
that it should be within one year from the appointment of repre- 
sentation upon his estate. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman will see that that would not 
do, because it could be extended for an unlimited time by a failure 
to have the personal representatives appointed. 

I will state that this is the Oregon law verbatim, and I am of 
the opinion that it is better to compel persons who want to prose- 
cute such claims to have representatives of the deceased persons 
appointed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say that I am not in love with tho 
Oregon statutes. We had occasion to investigate them last ycar 
in adopting a criminal code for the Territory of Alaska, Tlicro 
are a number of laws in force in the State of Oregon that this Con- 
gress, after investigation, did not see fit to extend to the Territory 
of Alaska. Thestatement thatthe State of Oregon has these laws 
does not carry any force with me, because, so far as I have been 
able to investigate the statutes of Oregon, I find a great many 0! 
them which do not commend themselves to my approval. — 

Mr. WARNER. There are a great many lawyers on this floor, 
and I presume each lawyer is in love with the statutes of his own 
State. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is very true. 
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Mr. WARNER. And each one would insist, if opportunity 
were afforded him, upon having his own State's statutes incorpo- 

ted. 
mur. BARTLETT. The gentleman is mistaken about that so 
far as 1am concerned. I am not insisting upon the enactment of 
the laws of my own State for the Territory of Alaska, I simply 
want to place upon the statute books laws for that Territory that 
suggest themselves to my mind as being reasonable and just. I 
do not think it is reasonable and just to permit the statute of lim- 
itations to run against the estate of a decedent who is unrepre- 
sented for twelve months after his death. 

1 think it would be proper to provide the statute of limitations 
should begin to run from the date of the appointment of the rep- 
resentative of the estate, unless the estate was unrepresented for 
a given length of time—say two or three years. Then it should 
be permitted to begin torun. I merely make these suggestions. 
I have no interest in the Territory of Alaska, except as a Repre- 
sentative here, to see that those people get the best laws possible 
that we can pass for them, and 1 do not think this is a good law 


to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
state to the gentleman from Georgia and to others who are inter- 
ested in the matter, that the committee did not undertake to get 
up a system of ideallaws. We took the laws as we found them 
in existence in the district of Alaska. In the district of Alaska 
the laws of Oregon prevail by act of Congress; and this bill has 
been examined by a committee of Alaskan lawyers, and they have 
suggested to us the changes which they desired. The committee 
of the House has toa large extent conformed to the suggestions 
of that committee of Alaskan lawyers. It was not the purpose of 
the committee to go over the laws of Oregon that are applicable 
to the district of Alaska and entirely recast them. We took them 
as we found them except so far as the lawyers of Alaska desired 
tochange. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I move to strike out the 
last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, in connection with the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, I think it would be well tor the committee to 
consider the fact that in the Territory of Alaska there will be a 
great many people from different States, and that it'may be very 
difficult for those interested in the estate of people dying there to 
have personal representatives appointed within one year. Gen- 
tlemen should realize that if an application be made for the issu- 
ance of letters of administration upon an estate, and litigation 
results over that application, and pending the determination of 
the litigation one year should expire from the time of the death 
of the deceased, that the people who are ready and anxious to com- 
mence action against the estate of such deceased person would be 
debarred and deprived of their right, simply because the different 


claims of people interested in the estate prevents the appointment | 


of legal representatives within the year. 

I think that the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
BARTLETT] is proper. It may be that in the State of Oregon, a 
settled community, where civilized methods have prevailed for 
some years in their highest form, the people there may be able 
to secure personal representatives within a year; but ina place 
like Alaska, where the people are scattered over a wi'd territory, 
and where it may sometimes be a year before the decease of a per- 
son becomes known, the statute should run at least one year from 
the appointment of the legal representatives for creditors or those 
having claims against the estate to commence action. 

Mr, TOMPKINS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman 
from New York to the fact that the creditor may take out letters 
of administration. 


next of kin applies, the creditor may apply. 
Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. 
pentemsees Suppose the creditor should apply, and the next of 


in, or some one claiming to be next of kin, disputes his right to | 


the letters, might not more than a year be taken in the sett!e- 
ment of that dispute, and how could an action be then brought? 
I suppose there are parts of Alaska, rather uninhabited parts, 
where the death of a person might not become known for a year; 
this would deprive those having claims against the estate of such 
a re of right of action against the estate and would be un- 
just. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. By this bill they would have unbarred action 
under the statute of limitations. 
sumes that the bar of five or six years allowed by the statute of 
limitations has fully expired. This extends the statute of limi 
tations one year; and this is a reasonable time for all the claims 
alleged prior to the death of a party who has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Aman may die at any time. 
If he died within a month of the expiration of the time of the 
statute, then it would practically be a limitation of one year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand the gentleman from New 


If the creditor has a cause of action against a | 
deceased person or estate and desires to commence action, if no | 


I would suggest this to the | 


The gentleman’s argument as- | 
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York to say that this extends the statute of limitations for one 
year? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. That is just it. By reason of the death of 
the debtor or the person who may be liable in any action, and the 
cause of action survive as an incident to that death the time is 
extended one year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. From his death? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 21, lines 1 to 6, on page 41. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read to bottom of page 42, at the end of section 24. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will, without objection, direct 
the Clerk to renumber the sections as required by the amendments 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ SEC. 25. Every action shall be prosecuted in the name of the real party in 
interest, except as otherwise provided in section 29; but this section ull 
not be deemed to authorize the assignment of a thing in action not arising 
out of contract. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Page 43, section 25, in line 3, strike out the words 
sert the words “twenty-seven.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 28. A wife may receive the wages of her personal labor, and maintain 
an action therefor in her own name and hold the same in her own right, and 
she may prosecute and defend ail actions at law or in equity for the preser- 
vation and protection of her rights and property as if unmarried 





and in- 


“twenty-nine,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


On page 44, section 28, line 4, strike out the words “at law or in equity.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out sections 3land 32 and paragraphs first and sec: 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois in charge of 
this bill about this section 30, which is amended, and which pro- 
vides that a wife may receive the wages of her personal labor and 
maintain an action therefor in her own name. Is there any pro- 
vision in this bill which provides that if a wife inherits or acquires 
property, it shall be her separate property? For instance, if a 
wife inherits property, or acquires property by labor, not simply 
wages; but suppose she invests her wages in property, is it not 
also separate property? 

Mr. WARNER. She has absolute control of all her property 
as femme sole. This provision about wages is brought in here 
because ordinarily the husband is entitled to the labor of the 
wife. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. I made the motion to 
strike out for the purpose of inquiring of the gentleman if this 
bill also contains a provision that gives to the wife title to the 
property acquired or inherited by her. In other words, whether 
| this law extends to Alaska the married woman’s act which we 
| have in most of the States. 
| Mr. WARNER. It gives her absolute control of her property, 

except that part that she gets through her husband that can be 
| reached for her husband’s debt. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In other words, if a wife inherits property 
or acquires property, or invests her savings in property, it be- 
comes her property as much as if she was femme sole? 

Mr. WARNER. Subject to the husband's courtesy, she is a 
femme sole. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I withdraw my amendment, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cler:: read the following amendment, recommended by the 
committee: 


On page 44 add a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 29. Actions may be commenced and prosecuted by Infants, either by 
guardian or next friend, and by conservators on behalf of the persons th 
represent.”” 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, proposed by the com- 
mittee: 

On page 45 add a new section, as follows: 

“Src. 30. In any action it shall be lawful for the court in which the action 
| is pending to appoint a guardian ad litem to any infant or insane defendant 
| insuch action, and to compel the person so appointed to act. By such ap 
— such person shall not be rendered liable to pay costs of action; and 
1¢ shall, moreover, be allowed a reasonable sum for his charges as such guard- 
ian, to be fixed by the court, and taxed in the bill of costs.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
TheClerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


md. 
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Src. 35. Noaction shall abate by the death, marriage, or other disability of a 
party, or by the transfer of any interest therein, if the cause of action sur- 
vive or continue. In case of the death, marriage, or other disability of a 


party, the court may at any time within one year thereafter, on motion, 
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allow the action to be continued by or against his personal representatives 
or successor in interest. 


With the following amendments, recommended by the com- 
mittee: 


In line 1, section 37, page 46, after the word “death,” strike out the word 
“marriage.” 

In line 4 strike out the word “ marriage.” 

In line 5 strike out the words “one year” and insert “two years.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 37. In any action for the recovery of specific personal property, if a 
third person demand of the defendant the same property, the court, in its 
discretion, on motion of the defendant, and notice to such person and the 
adverse party, may, before answer, make an order discharging the defend- 
ant from liability to either party, and substitute such person in his place as 
defendant. Such order shall not be made but on the condition that the de- 
fendant deliver the property or its value to such person as the court mer 
direct, nor unless it appears from the affidavit of the defendant, filed with 
the clerk by the day he is otherwise required to answer, that such person 
makes such demand without collusion with the defendant. The affidavit of 
such third person as to whether he makes such demand of the defendant 
may be read on the hearing of the motion. 


With the following amendments recommended by the commit- 
tee: 
In line 11, page 47, after the word “clerk,” insert the words “or court.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following amendments recommended by the 
Comunittee: 


On page 47 insert a new section 38, as follows: 

“Sec. 38. All persons having an interest in the subject of the action, and 
in obtaining the relief Gemantiod. may be joined as plaintiffs, except as in 
this chapter otherwise provided. Any person may be made adefendant who 
has or claims an interest in the controversy, adverse to the plaintiff, or who 
is a necessary party to the complete determination or settlement of the 
question involved therein.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following amendment, recommended by the 
committee: 


On page 47 insert the following: 

“Sec. 38. Of the parties to the action, those who are united in interest 
must be joined as plaintiffs or defendants; but if the consent of any one who 
should have been joined can not be obtained, he may be made a defendant, 
the reason thereof being stated in the complaint; and when the question is 
one of a common or joint interest of many persons, or when the parties are 
numerous, and it may be impracticable to bring them all into court, one or 
more may sue or defend for the benefit of the whole.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, recommended by the 
committee: 

On page 48 insert a new section 41, as follows: 

“Seo. 41. Any person may, before the trial, intervene in an action or pro- 
ceeding. who has an interest in the matter of litigation, in the success of 
either of the parties, or an interest against both. An intervention takes 
place when a third person is permitted to become a party to an action cr pro 
ceeding, either by Joining the plaintiff in claiming what is sought by the 
complaint, or by uniting with the defendant in resisting the claims of the 
jlaintiff, or by demanding anything adversely to both the plaintiff and the 
defendant, and is made by complaint setting forth the ground upon which 
the intervention rests, filed by leave of the court and served upon the parties 
to the action or proceeding who have not appeared, and upon the attorneys 
of the parties who have appeared, who may answer or demur to it as if it 
were an original complaint.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Sec. 42. Actions at law shall be commenced by filing a complaint with the 
clerk of the court, and the provisions of sections 14 and 15 shall only apply to 
this subject for the purpose of determining whether an action has been com- 
menced within the time limited by this code. At any time after the action is 
commenced the plaintiff may cause a summons to be served on the defendant. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In line 1, page 48, insert before the word “action” the word “ civil;” and 
in the same line strike out the words “at law.” 

In line 3, page 49, strike out the word “sections” and insert the word “sec- 
tion; in the same line strike out the words “and fifteen.” 

In ae 6strike out the word “ code” and insert “title.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read asfollows: 


Sec. 43. The summons shall contain the name of the court in which the 
complaint is filed, the names of the parties to the action, and the title thereof. 
It shall be subscribed by the plaintiff or his attorney and directed to the de- 
fendant, and shall require him to appear and answer the complaint as in this 
section provided, or judgment for want thereof will be taken against him. 
The defendant shall appear and answer the complaint withia twenty days 
from the date of the service. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In lines 3 and 4, page 49, strike out the words “subscribed by the plaintiff 
or his attorney ” and insert “issued by the court or the clerk thereof.” 
In line ® strike out the word “twenty " and insert ‘ thirty.” 


The Clerk, proceeding with the readiug of the bill, read as follows: 


Sec. 45. The summons shall be served by the marshal or any deputy, or 
by a person specially appointed by him or by the court or judge thereof. 
The summons shall be returned to the clerk of the court with whom the 

laint is filed within forty days after its delivery to the officer or other 
rson for service, with proot of such service or that the defendant can not be 
Found. The marshal or other person to whom the summons is deliv 
shall indorse thereon the date of such delivery. 
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With the following committee amendments: 


In line 4, page 50, before the word “clerk,” insert the words “court or-” 
in = =" line strike out the words ‘‘of the court’’ and insert the word 
“thereof.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 47. When service of the summons can not be made as prescribed 
the last preceding section, and the defendant after due diligence can not | 
found within the district, and when that fact appears by affidavit to tho 
satisfaction of the court or judge thereof, or justice of the peace in an activ», 
Ee te de court, and it also appears that a cause of action exists agains: 
the defendant, or that he is a proper party to an action veg to real pro) 
erty in the district, the court or judge thereof, or a justice of the peace 
an action in a justice's court, shall grant an order that the service t 
oy poses of the summons in either of the following cases: 

irst. When the defendant is a foreign corporation, and has propert 
within the district, or the cause of action arose therein; 

Second, When the defendant, being a resident of the district, has ¢ 
parted therefrom with intent to defraud his creditors or to avoid the ser\ 
of the summons, or with like intent keeps himself concealed therein, or h 
Sarees from the district and remained absent therefrom six consecutiy. 
weeks; 

Third. When the defendant is not a resident of the district, but has p: 
erty therein, and the court has jurisdiction of the subject of the action; 


With the following committee amendments: 
Line 8, page 51, after the word “real” insert the words ‘‘or personal.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following additional provision, recommended 
by the committee: 


Fourth. When an action is to havea marriage declared void, or for a. 
vorce in the cases prescribed by law; 

Fifth. When the subject of the action is personal property in the dist: 
and the defendant has a claim or lien, of interest, actual or contingent, 
therein, or the relief demanded consists wholly or partly in excluding the «c- 
fendant from 7 interest or lien therein; 

Sixth. When the action is to foreclose, satisfy, or redeem from a morta 
or to enforce a lien of any kind on real estate in said district, or satisfy or : 
deem from the same. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
Ows: 


Sec. 48. The order shall direct the publication to be made in a newspaper 
to be designated as the most likely to give notice to the person to be serve! 
and for such length of time as may be deemed reasonable, not less than once 
a week for six weeks. In case the publication, the court or judge shall also 
direct a copy of the summons and complaint to be forthwith deposited in tho 
post-office, directed to the defendant at his place of residence, unless it shal! 
appear that such residence is neither known to the party making the appli 
cation nor can with reasonable diligence be ascertained by him. hen pub 
lication is ordered, porpenal service of a copy of the summons and complaint 
out of the district shall be equivalent to publication and deposit in the post 
office. In either case, the defendant shall appear and answer by the first 
day of the term following the expiration of the time prescribed in the oriecr 
for publication, and if he does not, judgment may be taken against him for 
want thereof. In case of personal service out of the district, the summous 
shall specify the time prescribed in the order for publication. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In line 2, page 53, after the word “designated,” insert the words “ by the 
court.” F 

In line 5 strike out the word “the” and insert “of.” 

in lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, strike out the following: “ by the first day of the 
term following the expiration of the time prescribed in the order for publi 
cation, and if he does not, judgment may be taken against him for want 
Sorest, . and insert ‘within 30 days after the completion of such period or 
publication.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 49. Whenever it shall appear by the return of the marshal, his dep 
uty, or the person appointed to serve a summons that the defendant is not 
found, the plaintiff may deliver another summons to be served, and s0 « 
until service be had; or the plaintiff may proceed by publication; as in this 
chapter provided, at his election. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Strike out the section. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 53. All the forms of pleading heretofore existing in actions at law and 
suits in equity are abolished, and hereafter the forms of pleading in courts 
of record and the rules by which the sufficiency of the pleadings is to be «: 
termined shall be those prescribed by this code. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


fn line 2, after the word “ equity,” insert “‘and in admiralty;"’ at the end 
of line 5 strike out * code” and insert “title.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 57. The defendant may demur to the complaint within the time r 
cores by law to appear and answer, when it appears upon the face thereo!, 
either— 

First. That the court has no jurisdiction of the person of the defendant or 
the subject of the action; or, 

Second. That the plaintiff has no legal capacity to sue; or, 

Third. That there is another action pending between the same parties for 
the same cause; or, 

Fourth. That there is a defect of parties plaintiff or defendant; or, 

Fifth. That several causes of action have been improperly united; or, 

Sixth. That the complaint does not state facts sufficient to constitute 2 
cause of action; or F 

— That the action has not been commenced within the time limited 

this e. 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

At the end of the section strike out “code” and insert * title.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 62. The answer of the defendant shall contain— 

First. A specific denial of each material allegation of the complaint contro 
verted by the defendant, or of any knowledge or information thereof suffi 
cient to form a belief. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

In line 3 insert, before the word “specific,” the words “ general or.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc, 68. If the answer contain a statement of new matter, constituting a 
jefense or counterclaim, and the plaintiff fail to reply or demur thereto 
within the time prescribed by law, the defendant may move the court for 
1 


such judgment as he is entitied to on the pleadings, and if the case require 
t he may have a jury called to assess the damages. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “law,” insert “ or rule of the court.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 75. If the irrelevant or redundant matter be inserted in the pleading, 
it may be stricken out on motion of the adverse party; and when the allega- 
tions of a pleading are so indefinite or uncertain that the precise nature of the 
charge or defense is not apparent, the court may require the pleading to be 
made definite and certain by amendment. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 2 

In line 1 strike out “‘the,” after the word “‘if."’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 79. In pleading an ordinance or enactment of any incorporated city, 
town, or village, or a right derived therefrom, in any action, suit, or proceed- | 
ing, it shall be sufficient to refer to such ordinance or enactment by its title 
and the day of its approval, and the court shall thereupon take judicial notice 
thereof. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed | 
to, as follows: 


After the word “action,” in line 3, strike out the word “suit.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. Every material allegation of the complaint not specifically con- 
troverted by the answer, and every material allegation of new matter in the 
answer not generally or specifically controverted by the reply; shall, for the 
purpose of the action, be taken as true; but the allegation of new imatter in 
a reply is to be deemed controverted by the adverse party as upon a direct 
denial or the avoidance, as the case may require. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


In lines 2 and 4 strike out the word “specifically; and in line 3 strike out 
the words *“‘generaliy or.” 


The Clerk real as follows: 


Sec. 92. The court may likewise, in its discretion and upon such terms as 
may be just, al'ow an answer or reply to be made or other act to be done 
after the time limited by this code, or by an order enlarge such time: and 
may also, in its discretion, and upon such terms as may be just, at any time 
within one year after notice thereo!, relieve a party trom a judgment, order, 
or other proceeding taken against him through his mistake, inadvertence, 
surprise, or excusable neglect. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out ** code” and insert “title.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Sec. 97. The plaintiff and defendant, respectively, may be allowed on mo- 
tion to make a supplemental complaint, answer, or reply, alleging facts 
material to the case occurring after the former complaint, answer, or reply. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


At the end of the section add the following: ‘‘ Copies of all pleadings and 
other ee subsequent to the complaint must be served upon the adverse 
party or his attorney.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Sec. 98. No person shall be arrested in an action at law except as provided 
in this section. The defendant may be arrested in the following cases: 

_ First. In an action for the recovery of money or damages on a cause of ac- 
tion arising out of contract, when the defendant is about to remove from the 
district with intent to defraud his creditors, or when the action is for an in- 
jury to person or character, or for injuring or wrongfully taking, detaining, 
or converting property. 

Second. In an action for a fine or penalty, or on a promise to marry, or for 
money received, or for property embezzled or fraudulently misapplied or 
converted to his own use by a public officer, or by an attorney, or by an offi- 
cer or agent of a corporation in the course of his employment as such, or by 
any factor, agent, broker, or other person in a fiduciary capacity, or for any 
misconduct or neglect in office or in a professional employment. 

_ Third. In anaction to recover the possession of personal property unjustly 
detained, when the property or any part thereof has been concealed, re- 
moved, or disposed of, so that it can not be found or taken by the marshal, 
and with intent that it should not be so found or taken, or with the intent to 
ceprive the plaintiff of the benefit thereof. . 

ourth. When the defendant has been guilty of a fraud in contracting a 
debt, or incurring the obligation for which the action is brought, or in con- 
cealing or disposing of the property for the taking, detention, or conversion 
of which the action is brought. 

_ Fitth. When the defendant has removed or disposed of his property, or 
is about to do so, with intent to defraud his creditors. ’ 

But no female shall be arrested in any action except for injury to person, 
character, or property. 
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The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


5 ' the first paragraph of the section strike out ‘‘an" 
civil.” 

In the second line strike out the words ‘‘at law.” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman of 
the committee who reported this bill in regard to the section of 
chapter 12 which makes provisions relative to the arrest of the 
defendants in civil actions. These several sections recite the va- 
rious suits or actions upon which a person may be arrested and 
confined in jail in the Territory of Alaska. For instance, in sec- 
tion 98 just read it is provided that ‘‘ no person shall. be arrested 
in any civil action except as provided in this section.” The first 
of the cases in which a person may be arrested is thus stated 





and insert “any 


In an action for the recovery of money or damages on a cause of action 
arising out of contract, when the defendant is about to remove from a dis 
trict with intent to defraud his creditors, or when the action is for an injury 


toperson or character, or for injuring or wrongfully taking, detaining, or 
converting property ‘ 

Now, this paragraph and the other paragraphs that follow pro- 
vide for imprisonment for debt. It is true that the instances in 
which the arrest may be made and the confinement in jail may be 
had are stated. In the second instance it provides that in actions 
for a fine or penalty, or on a promise of marriage, or for money 
received, or for property embezzled, etc. This goes on and states 
a number of instances in which a person may be arrested and put 
in jail for nothing except a debt or a suit at law, not involving 
any moral turpitude. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee 
and the attention of the chairman reporting this bill to the fact 
that here is a step in a direction which is not sanctioned by the 
enlightened Christian opinion of the present age. There are very 
few instances where the law should permit the citizen to be ar- 
rested on civil actions. The whole trend of modern times is to 
resist any effort or any statute to imprison a man for debt. Here 
you are extending this law over the Territory of Alaska, which 
covers most instances that could arise in ordinary business trans- 
actions of life in that Territory —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that my time may be extended for five 
minutes. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia asks that his 
time be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLET'!. Lunderstood the Clerk to have read section 98. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk has read_the first paragraph of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, I want to be in time with my amend- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. I want to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to these provisions. There is one section 
which I desire to amend, and I will offer the amendment at the 
proper time. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Willthe gentlemansend up his amendment? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The paragraph has not yet been reached, 
Mr. Chairman. But I desire to call attention to the fact that we 
ought to go very slowly in extending the provision for imprison- 
ment for debt to this new Territory. The law in most States, and 
the enlightened civilization of the world, certainly of English- 
speaking people and of Americans, is against:imprisonment for 
debt. 

Take, for instance, the sections that follow, which provide that 
in a suit for the recovery of money or damages upon a contract or 
cause of action arising out of a contract. you may imprison a man 
when he is about to remove from the district with intent to de- 
fraud his creditors. Weil, it is very easy to make that affidavit. 
It is very easy to catch a man and to allege that he is about to de- 
fraud his creditors, The bankruptcy law, which extends its pro- 
visions over the district of Alaska and all over the United States, 
is sufficient to protect the creditor when a debtor endeavors to de- 
fraud him. In addition to the bankruptcy law, which you have 
extended over all the country under the jurisdiction of our Gov- 
ernment, you provide for the arrest and detention in jail of a 
person who may be charged with endeavoring to defraud his cred- 
itors. 

In section 2 you go further, and in a suit to recover a fine or 
penalty, or on a promise to marry, or in a simple action for money 
received, we are to have the person arrested, and in an action to 
recover possession of personal property, and so forth. 

Not only that, but there are numerous instances in this bill 
which is proposed for the government of Alaska—in fact, almost 
every instance in which a suit may be instituted upon a contract 
or upon a tort, this bill proposes to revive the harsh and objection- 
able proceedings to collect debts by imprisonment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have an amendment which I wish to offer 
later on. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
is entirely mistaken when he asserts that there is any provision 
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in this chapter for arrest for debt. 
only ceevile for arrest in cases of fraud or tort. 
exception to that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that in an action for the recovery of money or damages 
on a cause of action arising out of a contract—— 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Iwas just about to state that with one ex- 
ception this chapter provides for arrest only for fraud or fora 
tort. With that one exception, there is no provision in this chap- 
ter providing for arrest that is not contained in the statutes of 
almost every State in the Union. I know that all of these provi- 
sions in substance are contained in the statutes of New York, and 
we have about as much enlightenment in the State of New York 
as you have in the State of Georgia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman state when those statutes 
were enacted? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Ican not tell you the year or the month. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Time out of mind. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Now, let me call your attention to this one 
exception. It is contained in the first subdivision of section 98, 
and that subdivision provides for an arrest in a case where a 
debtor leaves or attempts or intends to leave the district with 
intent to defraud his creditors. Now, it would not be suflicient 
in such a case to allege simply that the debtor was about to leave 
the Territory-—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I only have five minutes. The chairman of 
the committee has requested me to state—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that his 
statement does not conform to the language of the bill. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. The chairman of the committee [Mr. War- 
NER] has requested me to state the views of the committee in 
reference to this chapter, and in order to do that in the limited 
time which I have I can not be interrupted. 

‘Mr. BARTLETT. Very well. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. This first subdivision is the only provision 
of this chapter which differs materially from the statutes of most 
of the States of the Union. It provides that an arrest may be 
made where the debtor intends to leave the Territory with intent 
to defraud his creditors. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr, TOMPKINS. I decline to yield. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman does not desire to mislead 
the House, and thatis not the statement of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York declines to 
rield, 

, Mr. TOMPKINS. It would not be sufficient, to secure an order 
of arrest, to allege simply that the debtor intended to leave the 
Territory with intent to defraud his creditors. It would beneces- 
sary, under the construction of similar statutes in all the States 
and Federal courts, to set forth in the affidavit facts from which 
the court could say that there was such intent. 

For instance, in our State an attachment against the owner of 
sroperty may be procured upon proof that the debtor intends to 
= the State with intent to defraud his creditors; but the courts 
have held over and over again that it is not sufficient to make the 
bare allegation. Facts must be stated in the affidavit from which 
the courts can say, before a writ of attachment is issued, that such 
is the intent of the debtor. The same construction would be 
placed upon this—— 

Mr. GILBERT. How is the insolvent debtor to be discharged? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Where? 

Mr. GILBERT, Under that code. 
it at all? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Ido not understand the gentleman's ques- 





The provisions of this chapter 
There is only one 


Is there any provision for 


tion. 

Mr. GILBERT. Under the State statutes there are certain reg- 
ulations by which an insolvent debtor can be exonerated from ar- 
rest and released. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. After arrest? 

Mr. GILBERT. After a certain time. 
here? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. That is not germane to this subject. 

Mr. GILBERT. I think it is. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. No; the question here is as to the right to 
arrest. The other has reference to the right to be discharged from 
arrest. 

Mr. GILBERT. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Now, the purpose of this provision is simply 
to authorize arrest to be made where it appears to the satisfaction 
of the court, upon the plaintiff's papers, that he intends to leave 
the Territory with the intent to defraud his creditors, Whether 
there is such an intent or not is for the court to determine upon 

poe facts presented. A mere allegation of fraud would not be 
sufficient; butit occurred to me, and it occurred to the committee, 
that in a wide territory, with a floating and shifting population, 
of all classes, just such legislation as this is necessary; that it 


What is the provision 
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is wiser and more prudent to authorize an arrest to be made, 
where the court is satisfied that there is a clear intent to defrand, 
than to leave the debtor to the mercy of a mob and mob law. In 
other words, itis better to arrest and tohold a pass until the 
rights of the parties interested can be adjudicated than to permit 
fraud to be avenged by mob law. There is such a law as this 
found in the statutes of some of the States. 

Reference has been made to the fact that arrest is permitted in 
action for damages for breach of promise of marriage. That is 
not anew provision. It isa provisionin the statutes of nearly al] 
the States. I know it is in the State of New York. : 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY C, SMITH. I find on page 72, under the head of 
‘**Second:” 

The affidavit may be either positive or upon information and belief. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Read-the next clause, 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH (reading) — 

But if the latter, it shall state the nature and sources of the information 
upon which this belief is founded. 

Now, in the face of that, how do you claim that the affidavit 
must state on legal evidence? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I am basing my statement. upon the con- 
struction of the statute of the State of New York of a similar 
character. In the statute of the State of New York 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH, Then a party could be arrested on a 
newspaper publication. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. By the statutes of the State of New York, 
in reference toattachment of personal property, there is just such 
a provision—that the affidavit may be upon information and be- 
lief; but where it is upon information and belief, the source or 
sources of the information must be stated, and then the court 
must determine from the facts stated, from the information given, 
and from the source of the information, whether there is sufficient 
cause for believing that fraud has been committed or attempted, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. May I ask the gentlemen one wore 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that his amendment has not reached the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ihave an amendment which I will send up, 
In addition to the amendment, I move to strike out the last word, 

Mr. LLOYD. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LLOYD. I desire to know when will be the proper tiio 
to move to strike out the chapter on arrest and bail? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. On the subject of debt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in his opinion, without 
unanimous consent it would not be in order to strike out any por- 
tion that has been read, as in this bill the practice has been to 
proceed by paragraph and not by section, and a complete para- 
graph has been read. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Only three lines have been read, 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asked a par- 
liamentary inquiry, and will state it. 
Mr. LLOYD. My question is, When would be the proper time 
to strike out the chapter? Is it in order now to move to strike out 
the whole chapter? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that a motion 
would be in order to strike out the paragraph read. As the Chair 
now Saeeenen. it is subject to amendment, not having been 
assed, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The Chair is certainly in error 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee has not passed it, There is 
an amendment pending to strike out the last word. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Section 98, commencing on page 
72. has not been read; but only three lines. 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order. 
possible to transact business in the confusion. 

Mr. LLOYD. In order to get at this matter, I move to strike 
out chapter 12, except the first section: 


No person shall be arrested in action at law except as provided in (his 
section. 


The CHAIRMAN, TheChair would say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that without unanimous consent the motion is not in 
order. It is not in order to strike out a paragraph or section tliat 
has not been read without unanimous consent, 

Mr.LLOYD. I ask when will be the time to move tostrike out? 
I would like to ask unanimous consent, if it is the proper thing to 
= to move to strike out the whole chapter except these first three 

ines. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pendin 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman 





It is im- 


that request—— 
ill suspend so that we may 
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! 
dispose of one question at atime. The Chair would reply to the | 


gentleman from Missouri, to fully answer the parliamentary in- 
quiry, that there is an amendment pending, a formal amendment, | 
to the first subdivision of section 98. It would bein order to move 
to strike out that paragraph after it has been perfected; or, in 
other words, after the amendment pending has been disposed of. 
In the meantime the Chair would state to the gentleman that the | 
gentleman from Georgia had offered an amendment, which has | 
not reached the desk. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have; but in order—- 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman from Georgia kindly | 
answer the question of the Chair? Did the gentleman from Geor- 
gia offer an amendment to the paragraph just read? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir; except to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. After reading the chapter sec- 
tion by section would it be in order to move to strike out the en- 
tire chapter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion without unanimous 
consent it would not bein order, The Chair has stated that it 
would only be in order to strike out the section paragraph by 
paragraph as read. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. When achapter is devoted to one particular sub- 
ject, so that the elimination of one paragraph or one section in that | 
chapter could not be accomplished without mutilating and de- 
stroying the legal and proper effect of the entire chapter, is it not 
possible to strike out the entire chapter in one motion? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has already stated that he thinks 
it would not be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I would like to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from | 
Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It seems to me the common sense of the 
situation must be that when a chapter is devoted to a single sub- 
ject, and where striking out one paragraph, as is apparent here, | 

’ would leave unintelligent the action of the House, that this chap- 
ter ought to be treated by the Chair as a paragraph, and at the 
conclusion of it, when the committee has made its anendment— 
as we call it, perfected the original text—it seems to me that a 
motion to strike out the entire chapter is proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis a question for the committee and 
not for the Chair. The Chair ruled in accordance with the rule 
of the House. The practice is well settled and understood that 
you can not without unanimous consent strike out an entire 
chapter atone time. After reading by paragraphs or section you 
can not go back to a paragraph that has been read, but it is in 
order only to strike it out by paragraph or section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Then the Chair will see that the commit- 
tee runs this risk: To strike out one of these paragraphs as it is 
read might disorganize the entire chapter. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thatisa question for the committee and 
not for the Chair, 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
we may read this chapter paragraph by paragraph, and at the 
conclusion of it we may vote on the proposition to strike it all 

out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If you do that and do not strike out the ob- 
jectionable paragraphs, they are beyond amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri has asked 
unanimous consent that chapter 12 be read paragraph by para- 
graph, and that at the conclusion of the reading cf the chapter it | 
be in order to make a motion to strike out the entire chapter. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to change that a | 
little to make it more satisfactory to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can modify his request. 

Mr. LLOYD. Iask unanimous consent that { may now make 
a motion to strike out the chapter. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. 
Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 
2, after the word ‘‘ action,” all the words in lines 2 and 3 on page | 

70. The section as read by the Clerk reads: 

No person shall be arrested in a civil action at law except as provided in 
this section. The defendant may be arrested in the following cases 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman reduce his amendment 
to writing and send it to the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think the Clerk can get my amendment. 
I move to strike out all in section 98, in lines 2 and 38, after the 
word “action.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move to amend the 
committee amendment? 
_,Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out, in lines 2 and 3, page | 
‘0, all after the word ‘‘ action.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to ! 





| 
| 


| ing. 


| read; only the first three lines of it. 


| property, goesmuch further. 


DOS | 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


amend the amendment of the committee? Otherwise his n 
would not be in order. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 

been adopted. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


mm 
I thought the committee amendment had 


No; the committeeamendment is still pend- 
The question will be on the committee amendment to the 
paragraph just read, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 


Section 98, Mr. Chairman, has 
not been read. 


It covers and includes portions of pages 70 to 72 


ins 


| and orderly procedure would be to complete the reading of the 


paragraph before the amendments were entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that in accordance with the rule of the committee, estab- 
lished before we commenced, it was provided that at the conclu 
sion of each paragraph the committee amendments should be dis- 
posed of, rather than wait until the section is read. 

M1. ROBINSON of Indiana. But the paragraph has not been 
The subdivisions are a por- 
tion of the paragraph, and the paragraph extends to line 72. We 
have gone out of the usual and orderly procedure by not complet- 
ing theentire section. The object of the gentleman from Georgia 


| can be accomplished by reading the complete section. 


Mr. BARTLET. The only thing I want is to be in time with 


| my amendment—not to be cut off. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Butthe gentleman recognizes the 


| force of what 1 say and the correctness of the rule. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is only nec 
essary for the Clerk to read the bill paragraph by paragraph, if 


| thereby the sense is plain and the paragraph is complete in itself. 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
dependent paragraph? 
The CHAIRMAN, 


Does not the Chair hold that this is an in- 


ot 


The Chair has so held for the purpose 


| disposing of this question. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Then I move to strike out in this paragraph 
all after the word ‘‘ action,” in lines 2 and 3, so that the section 
will read ‘no person shall be arrested in any civil action.” 

Mr. COWHERD. 1 wish to appeal to the chairman of the com- 
mittee to let us vote on this proposition, which involves the whole 
chapter. It will save a good deal of time. If this proposition be 
voted down, we can then go on to perfect the chapter. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, If we reject the first seetion it 
will destroy the entire chapter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first taken on the 


amendment of the committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Now, I move to strike out all after the words 
“at law” down to and including the word ‘‘section;” so as to 
read, ‘‘no person shall be arrested in any civil action.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, replying to the gentleman from New York, 
who was somewhat disposed to compare, by way of criticism, New 
York and Georgia, I am not disposed to enter into any such com- 
parison at this time, except to say that Georgia has advanced far 
enough and has been intelligent enough to heed the demands of 
humanity and Christianity and to abolish all imprisonment for 
debt; and as a representative of Georgia [ stand here to-day to 
vote against any proposition looking to imprisoning aman for debt, 

The gentleman said that this bill did not go further than to pro- 
vide for the imprisonment of a person who proposed to remove 
from the district with the intention of defrauding his creditors; 
but if he had examined the next line he would have been able to 
state to the House that the bill, in addition to permitting a man 
to be arrested when he proposes to remove beyond the district in 
order to defraud his creditors, or when the action is for injury to 
person or character or the wrongful detention or converting of 
Inenumerating these different cases 
for which the debtor may be imprisoned, you permit the institu- 
tion of an action by which you may incarcerate a man upon his 
failure to obtain bail in nearly every instance in which litigation 
in this country may arise. 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend soas to provide that no 
person in the Territory of Alaska shall be arrested in any civil 
action. I desire this amendment adopted for the purpose of a1 
nouncing the proposition that after we have put upon the statute 
book the bankruptcy law which gives to thecreditor every process 
of law which he ought to have to collect his debt, we do not pro- 


| pose to institute in addition this harsh and cruel process which 


the humanity and Christianity of the enlightened world have de- 
manded shall be abolished. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. TONGUE. Will the gentleman tell me how a creditor 
would proceed to get a debt from his debtor provided the debtor 


| had $10,000 in his pocket and was about to leave Alaska, and told 


him to go to Halifax to get his debt? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I presume he would have to go to Halifax 
to get it. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I do not care what may 
be the supposition of people as to what ought to be done with 
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debtors. Tam willing to put upon this statute book a provision 
that shall permit you, solely in case of fraud, to arraign at the bar 
of a court and to require bail for the man.who committed the 
fraud; but I am not willing to put upon the statute books of this 
Government, by my vote, a provision which permits you, in every 
case of action for injury to person or character or for injury to 
or a wrongful detention of personal property, to arrest a man and 
have him put in jail, and let him stay there until he rots, or until 
the courts shall determine whether or not he is liable. 

It goes further in an effort to recover a fine or a penalty or on 
a promise to marr 
page 71 of this bill. I admit that there are in this bill instances 
which, if you pick them out, might authorize us to a law 
permitting process to issue for the arrest and the detention of the 
party. For instance, where the debtor attempts fraud, where the 
person occupied a fiduciary capacity and puts the money into his 
pocket; but gentlemen must remember that this is a matter which 
the enlightened intelligence of the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws has induced them to report, and to test the sense of the 
House I have offered the amendment. 

I appeal to this House and to the humanity of it, and to the 
Christianity of it, and to the wisdom of it, in the end of the nine- 
teenth or the beginning of the twentieth century, not to put upon 
our statute books a law which permits in almost every case of an 
ordinary civil action, for money had and received, or on a promise 
of marriage, or for similar cases, to imprison the debtor. This 
would simply encourage creditors and plaintiffs in nearly every 
case to resort to and invoke the process of the court to arrest 
the debtor or defendant to enforce their claim and collect their 
debts, and would in the end amount to imprisonment for debt. I 
hope the House will not put the unfortunate debtor or litigant in 
Alaska at the mercy of the creditor or the plaintiff. linsist upon 
my amendment and sincerely urge its adoption. 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to do any- 
thing that will delay the progress of this very important and in- 
dispensable bill through the House of Representatives, but I am 
unwilling to vote for a measure that contains the provisions of 
this bill in relation to arrest and bail. I may not be able to state 
it as eloquently as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT 
has, but I believe the genius of this age has traveled far beyon 
the barbarities of this sort of legislation and this sort of juris- 
prudence. 

I do not stop to inquire now about the enormity of a provision 
to arrest a man on a charge of breach of promise of marriage. I 
hope that if this does go into Alaska, it may be found, although I 
am unable to state the fact about it, that it is the only spot over 
which the American flag floats in which such a damnable statute 
as that exists. Just think now of the operation of that law. A 
breach of promise is alleged, and the party is arrested, and if you 
will follow out the terms of this statute you will find that it is 
next to impossible for the defendant to get out of jail until the 
fair plaintiff sees fit to let him out upon some compromise that 
takes his money or his life, as the case may be. 

A Memper. Or he marries the woman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Orhe marriesthe woman. Now, in cases 
of bastardy I am in favor of very strong measures, but in case of 
asimple breach of promise I do not believe in arresting either 
party, and I do not believe in any of the provisions of this section 
except those which are totally unnecessary. 
the sections of this enactment. Here is one of the cases on which 
arrests and bail may be had: 

In an action for a fine or penalty— 

Now, on a fine you may issue a warrant and arrest the party. 
That is all right. Why put it into this statute and call it a debt? 
or for money received— 

Now, that is the ordinary action for debt. 
or for property embezzled— 

if a man is an embezzler he can be arrested by a State warrant 
and prosecuted. There is no objection to that, but you do not 
need it in this section, and, therefore, the right thing to do is to 
strike out the whole chapter. 
or fraudulently 3 or converted to his own use, by a public officer, 
or by an attorney, or by an officer or agent of a corporation— 

That is still embezzlement. 
or by an officer or agent of a |_~ in the course of his employment 
as such, or by any factor, agent, broker— 

That is still embezzlement. 
or for any misconduct or neglect in office, or in a professional employment. 

‘*Any misconduct or neglect in office or in a professional employ- 
ment!” A party has employed a lawyer, oat he says his lawyer 
was guilty of misconduct. You have all heard it said a thousand 
times. All the party has to do is to file his affidavit, arrest the 
Jawyer, and put him in jail. The same of a doctor, the same of 
a preacher, the same of anybody who is a professional man and 
who takes an en 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
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May 24. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Ree es And in suits for personal property, under 
this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Replevin or troveri 

Mr. BARTLETT. And if the man is not in possession of tha 
property. 

r. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And has never had it, yet if he can not gi, 
bond he has got to go to jail and lie there until the case is tried. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, That is what it provides, 

Mr. BARTLETT. And there is no provision here for the coy: 
to try the issue whether he was in possession of the property, 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 

Third. In an action to recover the possession of personal property 1 
justly detained. F 

Well, any retention of somebody else’s property is unjust. 
Therefore, if my friend has a horse that I think I ought to haye 
instead of the action of replevin, which is world-wide and whic}; 
everybody understands, I will go and arrest him and put him in 
jail because, forsooth, he contends that the horse belongs to hin, 

Mr. DAYTON. If the gentleman will read the whole section, }yo 
will see how that is qualified. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want any qualification of such a 
statute as that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Suits for injury to person or character « 
brace almost every kind of personal action that could possibly 
arise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from West Virginia suv- 
gests that I read the qualification. 

When the property or any part thereof has been concealed, removed. 

I have a horse that I claim to be mine, and I have removed it. 
I have ridden him away; I have sold him, 

Mr. DAYTON. Concealed him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or removed. It isin the disjunctive. | 
have removed him,as I claim I have aright to do. It is said that 
this is an attempt to transmigrate the statutes of Oregon and to 
put them into a colder region, in Alaska. I challenge the gentle- 
man or anyone else to show me such a statute outside of Ore- 
gon. Whereisit? What State of this Union ever said that in an 
action of trover or replevin, or for the value of personal property, 
because I have happened to remove it somewhere, or concealed it, 
perchance, I may be arrested and put in jail, when I claim tho 
property is mine? 

Mr. WEEKS. Half the States of the Union have such a law as 
this to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I deny it; and stand by the States, 

Mr. TOMPKINS. New York has a similar statute. 

Mr. WEEKS. Half the States of the Union have similar stat- 


utes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, gentlemen, let us do just one thing 
more to make it complete. All the balance of this statute is an 
enactment that lays the foundation in New York, in Ohio, in 
Indiana, and in Iowa of an attachment. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Indiana has no such statute as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Indiana has no such statute, and Ohio has 
no such statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
Debate on this is exhausted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recoz- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I find on page 72 the mode of 
procedure in order to secure an arrest and imprisonment is equally 
if not more objectionable than the specific acts for which a man 
may be arrested. Suppose a debtor is about to leave a certain 
district in good faith. His creditor knows that he is about to go 
away, files an affidavit not stating what he personally knows, !ut 
stating upon his information and belief that this man is about to 
leave the district for the purpose of defrauding his creditors, and 
upon that information, when so filed, the court is obliged to issue 
the writ for his arrest. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Almost every State in the Union has a pro- 
vision that a man may be arrested on information, but he has to 
give the source of his information. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Idonot know whether they have or not. [ 
do know that the person seeking the warrant under this bill must 
state the source of his information, but nevertheless he states it 
on his information and belief, and that alone condemns it. | \o 
not believe that one-half of the States of the Union the gentleman 
from Michigan cites, or one-tenth of the States of the Union, have 
a statutory provision whereby you can even temporarily deprive 
a citizen of liberty upon the information of any other man. | 
know there is no provision of that kind in the State I have 
the honor in part to represent, and I do not believe there is one- 
tenth if there are any of the States that permit imprisonment {vr 
debt upon information and belief or permit any man to deprive 
his fellow-citizen of liberty merely upon an allegation which ': 
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founded only on information which he has received from séme 
other source, And that alone, Mr. Chairman, is sufficient to con- | 
demn this whole chapter from beginning to end; and I trust that | 
every paragraph of it will be stricken out. 

Mr. BARNEY. I move to strike out the last three words. I | 
desire to call the attention of the committee to the provision giv- 
ing a cause of arrest, which I undertake to say does not exist in 
the laws of any State in this Union. It is found in the second 
paragraph on page 71: 

In an action for a fine or penalty, or on a promise to marriage, or for 
money received. 

It is followed by ‘‘for property embezzled.” As it appears in | 
the provision, aman may be arrested and held to bail in an ac- 
tion for ‘‘money had and received,” for this clause does not have 
any sense in connection with money ‘‘ received by embezzlement.” | 

It is simply in a civil action for ‘‘money had and received” that 
he may be held for bail in the Territory of Alaska. 

| do not know every provision of law that they have inthe State 
of New York nor in every State of this Union, but I say God help 
any State in Americaif it has a provision in its statutes that a 
man can be arrested and imprisoned simply for money had and 
received; and that is what thislaw contains. Now, I do not think 
any man upon this floor can stand up and defend any such provi- 
sion as that, as it is simply a reenactment of the old law of im- | 
prisonment for debt. Rather than have that done, I should be in 
favor of striking this whole chapter from the code. I had sup- 
posed that every State in this Union had abolished imprisonment 
for an ordinary debt, and certainly it ought not to be revived in 
our code for the district of Alaska. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the motion made by 
the gentleman from Georgia will not prevail, because if it does it 
will nullify the entire chapter. There are many provisions in 
this chapter which certainly ought to be enacted. It may be 
some of the provisions, some of the sections, or some parts of the | 
sections, should be stricken out; but it seems to me that we ought 

to take up each section in its order and consider it and pass upon 
it separate and distinct from each other. There are not five States 
in the Union, Mr. Chairman, that have not some provision or 
provisions for arrest and bail in some cases provided for in this | 
chapter. I mean tosay that there are not five States in the Union 
that do not provide for arrest in the majerity of the cases pro- 
vided for in this chapter. 

Mr. GILBERT. Can you name asingle State in the Union—— 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Yes, sir; I can name my own State of New 
York, 

Mr. GILBERT. Waitaminute. Can you nameasingle State 
in the Union that has a statutory provision of arrest and bail and | 
has no provision by which an insolvent debtor can be released 
from custody? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. There should be such a provision, 

Mr. GILBERT. There is none in this. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Weare not discussing that. Attention has 
been called by the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from 
Georgia to some provisions of this chapter. The claim is made 
that there should not be a writ of arrest in an action for injury to 
person or character, Now, I dare say there are very few, if any, 
States in the Union where an order of arrest can nut be procured 
in an action for injury to property or character. 

Mr. COWHERD. I can name you one. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. For malicious prosecution, assault and bat- 
tery. That is the class of cases in most of these provisions—in- | 
juries to person and character. I daresay in most of the States of | 
the Union, in cases of libel, slander, malicious prosecution, and | 
arrest and false imprisonment, an order of arrest may be pro- | 
cured. That is what this provision means, and nothing more. 

Mr. TAWNEY, Can any order of arrest be procured on infor- 
mation and belief in any State in the Union? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. In these cases the knowledge must be per- 
sonal to the plaintiff. In the cases that I have mentioned the 
facts are only within the knowledge of the party. There are 
cases where fraud is alleged, where information must be relied 
upon, and if it be reliable and material, may guide the court | 
in determining whether or not fraud has been perpetrated or | 
attempted, 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman excuse | 
me if L ask him a question? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Certainly. 
Mr, WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS, Is it not true that in most of 
the States the commissioner, or justice of the peace, requires wit- 

nesses to be brought before him before he issues the warrant? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. In criminal prosecutions. 

Mr. WILLIAM BE, WILLIAMS. Well, why is not the reason 
greater in this case before a man can be arrested for debt? 

Mr, TOMPKINS. You are dealing with a question which has | 
been considered by legislatures and constitutional conventions in | 
nearly all of the States of the Union. Similar laws to this are 
upon the statute books of most every State. 
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Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I refuse to yieldfurther. I want to call the 
attention of the committee to this provision. The gent'eman 
says, Who ever heard of an order for arrest and a warrant issued 
in a case of breach of promise of marriage? I have, and I dare 
say in three-quarters of the States of the Union there is a provi- 
sion, where an action is commenced by a female against a man 
for breach of promise of marriage, that an order of arrest may 
issue. The arrest and imprisonment of the person is not as a pun- 
ishment, but he is arrested and required to give bail so that he 
will be amenable to the process of the court that may be issued to 
enforce the judgment in the action. That is the law in the State 
of New York; it is the law of the State of New Jersey, and in 
many States, to my personal knowledge. I might go through 
every provision of this law and call attention to the fact that they 
have a similar lawin many States. 

Mr. BARNEY. How about ‘“‘ money had and received?” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I think that ought to go out. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, this chapter is copied verbatim 
from the laws of Oregon, and it has been in force in Alaska since 
1884, and has been perfectly satisfactory to the law-abiding people 
of that district. It does not provide for the arrest and imprison- 
ment for debt; it does not purpose to do anything of that kind; 
but it provides that a person who has fraudulently contracted a 


| debt, or is fraudulently attempting to beat his creditor out of his 


money, or who is an officer and has received public moneys and 
refuses to pay them over may be arrested and imprisoned until 
he gives bail and gets out in that way. 

It also provides for the arrest in an action for breach of promise 
of marriage, but that is common to almost every State in this 
Union. This chapter uses different terms. In my State, and 
almost every other State, instead of saying ‘‘arrest and held to 
bail,” they use the term that a writ of ne exeat may be issued, and 
the man can be restrained. 

Let us read the first section of this chapter: 

No person shall be arrested inany civil action except as provided in this 
section. The defendant may be arrested in the following cases 


First. In an action for the recovery of money or damages on a cause of a 


| tion arising out of contract, when the defendant is about to remove from the 


district with intent to defraud his creditors, or when the action is for an in 
jury to person or character, or for injuring or wrongfully taking, detaining 
or converting property. 

He may be arrested because he is about to remove from the dis- 
trict for purposes of defrauding his creditors. 

Second. In an action for a fine or penalty, or on a promise to marry, or for 
money received, or for property embezzled or fraudulentiy misapplied or 
converted to his own use by a public officer, or by an attorney, or by an offi 
cer or agent of a corporation in the course of his employment as such, or by 
any factor, agent, broker, or other person in a tiduciary capacity, or for any 
misconduct or neglect in office or ina professional employment 

That is, where the moneys are had and received by a public 
officer. 

Mr. COWHERD. 

Mr. WARNER. 

Mr, COW HERD. 

Mr. WARNER. 


A promise to marry by a public officer? 
No. 
It is all in the same section. 
It is not because he holds the money, but be- 


| cause he has committed substantially a crime in appropriating 


the money to his own use. But let us go further. This statute 
provides that the person causing the arrest shall give a bond on 
which he shall be liable for all damages, 

Mr. TAWNEY. A bond in the sum of $100! 

Mr. WARNER. Not less than $100. The gentleman from 
Minnesota would probably reduce it to $50. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would wipe it all out. 

Mr. WARNER. A man can get out of arrest under this law 
easier than in any State in the Union. Itis a law they need up 


| there on account of the peculiar character of the people who go to 


that country. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
this question? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading) — 


Second. In an action for a fine or penalty, or on a promise to marry, or for 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


money received, or for property embezzled or fraudulently misapplied or 
converted to his own use by a public officer, or by an attorney, or by an of 
ficer or agent of a corporation in the course of his employmeut as such, or 
by any factor, agent, broker, or other person in a fiduciary capacity, or for 


any misconduct or neglect in office or in a professional employment 


The gentleman says that all relates to a public officer. 
Mr. WARNER. The last part of it. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Why one part more than another? Ac- 


| cording to the gentleman's construction the reading of the section 


is: ‘‘In an action on a promise to marry by a public officer, or by 
an attorney, or by an officer or agent,” ete. [Laughter.] Thatis 
the construction to which the gentleman is driven. 

Mr. WARNER. Thereis where the money consideration comes 
in. The provision does not contemplate imprisonment for debt, 
but imprisonment where a man has obtained money fraudulently 
and applied it to his own use, 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. After the word ‘‘penalty” the language 
goes on: **On a promise to marry,” and then a comma; “or for 
money received,” and then there is another comm3; ‘‘ or for prop- 
erty embezzled or fraudulently misapplied or converted to his 
own use by a public officer,” etc. The gentleman says that the 
clause ‘for money received” applies to a public officer; then the 
‘‘ promise to marry” applies also to a public officer. 

Mr. WARNER. No; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I will refer that to any master of compo- 
sition on earth. ; 

Mr. WARNER. I willsubmit it toany one of the reading pub- 
lic of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. 
man himself. 

Mr. WARNER. When this bill is enacted as a law it will be 
submitted to the courts, and they will pass upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope it will never be enacted. 

Mr. WARNER. This language has been repeatedly construed 
by the courts of Oregon, and there can be no question about it. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the committee 
was not unanimous in favor of this chapter. I believe I under- 
stood the chairman of the committee to state that members who 
opposed it in committee favor it now. Iopposed it in committee, 
and I oppose it here to-day. I believe that if you will read this 
chapter from beginning to end you will find it to be one of the 
most exacting statutes ever enacted, There is no conceivable in- 
debtedness for which aman may not be arrested and placed under 
bail, under the provisions of this section. 

Gentlemen have said that in some of the States of the Union 
there are statutes providing for arrest for debt. I can speak for 
Illinois and neighboring States. In the laws of Illinois you will 
find no section or chapter similar to this. In that State a man 
can not be arrested for nonpayment of indebtedness except upon 
a showing, on examination of witnesses, which makes it almost 
conclusive that an innocent man is not to be deprived of his lib- 
erty, and that the proceeding is not instituted for the purpose of 
extortion or enforcing a debt against innocent persons. Wehave 
a statute against invoking the criminal code to enforce civil 
rights. This Congress has provided a criminal code for Alaska 
which furnishes ample remedy in cases of this kind. 

We here undertake, in addition to the criminal code which has 
been provided, to passa civil statute to enable men toenforce their 
civil rights, imposing a kind of criminal procedure against men 


I am willing to submit it to the gentle- 


who unfortunately are unable to pay their debts. I believe that | 


in Alaska if men want to extend credit to strangers, or to the char- 
acter of men indicated by the chairman of the committee, who go 
there and abuse their credit, such creditors ought to take their 
chances and ought not to have the benefit of a statute like this— 
to enable men to practice extortion and enforce contracts which 
otherwise they could not enforce. 

Some of the provisions of this chapter may be all right; but 
when you seek to imprison a man because you desire to recover 
damages on a cause of action arising out of a contract, or because 
the defendant is about to remove from the district with the intent 
to defraud creditors (where an attachment would be the proper 
remedy), or because the action is on account of an injury to per- 
son, or property, or character (where tort would be the proper 
remedy), or for injuring, or wrongfully taking, detaining, or con- 
verting property (where replevin or trover would be the proper 


remedy), and in numerous other cases here mentioned, where | 


you undertake to enforce civil rights by provisions like these, you 
are depriving men of liberty simply upon suspicion; and all that 
a man has to do in order to compel another to pay his debts is to 
make an ex parte affidavit before the nearest commissioner and 
secure a capias for his arrest and drag him a distance of a hun- 
dred or perhaps a thousand miles for trial, denying him bail un- 
less perchence he has bondsmen at hand; and the man who makes 
the ex parte affidavit has only to give bond for $100 damages, 
which he can always afford to do, because he believes that the 
man from whom he is endeavoring to enforce payment would, 
rather than go to jail, put his hand into his pocket or get some 
friend to advance him the money to pay the debt. This is simply 
a means of enabling men to collect bad debts. I propose for one 
to vote against this chapter, and I hope the opportunity will come 
to strike out the whole chapter. 
Several members rose. 
Mr. GRAHAM. I make the point of order that debate upon 
this amendment is exhausted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. BARTLETT], to strike out all after “‘ action.” in line 2; so as 
read: ‘* No person shall be arrested in any civil action.” 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 21. 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to, 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read, 
Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentle- 
man again and call attention to the fact that the vital part of the 
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section has been stricken out, so that it will be practically im, 
sible to amend it : 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman fr, 
Missouri that there is no question pending before the commit; 

Mr. LLOYD. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. TOMPKINS, Let me make this suggestion: Inasmuc) 
the vitals of the chapter have already been stricken out and i; js 
likely that the matter will have to be rearranged by the conf.,. 
ence committee, we will not object to a motion to strike out ; 


| entire chapter, to save time. 


Mr. LLOYD. I move, then, to consider as read and moy, 
strike out the rest of the chapter. 

A MemsBeR. Ask unanimous consent to do that. 

Mr. LLOYD. I ask unanimous consent to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks una}. 
mous consent to strike out the entire chapter. 

Mr. TONGUE, Mr. Chairman, I object for the moment, 

Mr. LLOYD. Except that which has been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unanj- 
mous consent to strike out the remaining portion of the chaj)tey, 
Mr. LLOYD, I think I would prefer to strike it all out, if t), 

is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unjni- 
mous consent to strike out all of chapter 12, including the para- 
graph read. Is there objection? 

Mr. TONGUE, Reserving the right to object—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oregon objects. 

Mr. GIBSON. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out all from line 4 on page 
72 and including line 9 on page 71. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
anes, . strike out the words read by the Clerk, has not been dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. TONGUE, Mr, Chairman, just a word. 

Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman from Oregon who objects only 
objects temporarily, as I understand, until he can make a state- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri has the floor, 

Mr. LLOYD, LIyield to the gentleman from Oregon for two 
minutes, 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, so much has been said about 
the barbarity of this statute, and the statement has been made so 
frequently here that no other State has anything like it, that the 
conclusion, I presume, has been drawn that the people of Oregon 
have been imprisoning everything and everybody for the last 
thirty or forty years. I want simply to say that some of tliese 
gentlemen who are so vigorous just now in their expressions have 
never read the statutes of their own States. 

This code was taken bodily, practically, from the State of New 
York, and the State of New York has largely the same code to- 
day. It has been the law of the State of Oregon since 186. It 
has not been barbarous; and while I have practiced under it for 
thirty years, only once in my life have I ever had occasion to call 
it into operation, and that was when a man was about to leave the 
State and refused to pay an honest debt, and he promptly paid it, 
because he had the money in his pocket. The object of this stat- 
ute is simply this: This code provides that when judgment has 
been rendered, if the judgment debtor has property or money that 
you can not reach by process, he may be brought before the court 
and examined, and if he is found to poategs such property he may 
be compelled to apply it upon his debt, There is no such remedy 
under attachment. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Every State in this Union has that remedy. 

Mr. TONGUE. The proposition is to strike out all remedy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Not at all. That is the ordinary proced- 
ure in aid of execution; and if the party comes into court and has 
property anywhere on earth, the court may compel him to produce 
that property and send him to jail for contempt if he does not 

Mr. TONGUE, The only object of this statute is to detain th 
defendant until you can apply that remedy, That is all there is 
to it. He can discharge himself at any time by simply giving 
bond to be there when the judgment is rendered so that you cau 
apply the other remedy. Now, without this statute a man may 
have a million dollars in his pocket in Alaska, may start to leave 
there, may bid defiance to every honest creditor that he has, and 
you have no remedy. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Suppose you arrested him, how would you 
proceed to find whether he had the money is his pocket or 1 

Mr. TONGUE. You proceed to examine him when the juls- 
ment is obtained; and you must depend on proof as you woul! 
pend on proof in every other case, and the court trics the question. 

| Here the hammer fell. oy: 

Mr. BARTLETT. This is not simply on a judgment; if is on 
any sort of contract. Youdonot have to wait until you get jucs 
ment. 

Mr, GAINES. Mr. Chairman, we acquired Alaska in 1966. It 
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now has about 50,000 white people and about 24,000 natives, and 
the gentleman from Oregon, who has been so willing to secure 
the passage of this outrageous law, used this language about those 
P = I want tocall attention to the fact that in one of the towns of Alaska, 
Juneau, there are more college graduates than in any other town of its size 
in the whole United States. * * * _ The class of people who go to Alaska 
are the very best there are in the United States. 

And yet the gentleman wants to put upon the statutes of that 
country, that has been outraged by the neglect of Congress here 
in not giving them better laws, a provision of this kind to be en- 
forced against the very best people in the United States, graduates 
of our great institutions of learning. It seems to me itis an insult 
to a people, so much so that in all States, certainly in Tennessee, 
an anti-imperial, liberty-loving people has no such law. 

Mr. TONGUE, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GAJNES. Yes. 

Mr. TONGUE. Not one of these intelligent men whom the gen- 

leman has so magnificently described has complained of the exist- 
ence of this law or demanded its change. 

Mr. GAINES. Why do you want to treat these people more 
barbarously than you would treat anybody else, when they are 
such good people? 

Now, in 1857 the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
case of Leitensdorfer et al. vs. Webb (20 Howard, 177), decided a 
case which arose under a very civil law that General Kearny 
ordained in establishing a temporary government in New Mexico, 
by authority of President Polk, and copied almost literally the 
attachment law of the State of Missouri and sister States in that 
locality, The existing ‘‘rights” remained unchanged “except,” 
says the court, ‘‘so far as they were in their nature and character 
found to be in conflict with the Constitution and laws of the 
United States or with any regulations which the conquering and 
occupying authority should ordain.” The protection of the Con- 
stitution applied at once to the people there. Attachment could 
issue under this Kearny code— 

First. When the debtor is not a resident of this Territory. 

Second. When the debtor has concealed himself or absconded or absented 
himself from his usual place of abode in this Territory, so that the ordinary 
process of law can not be passed upon him. 

Third. When the debtor is about to remove his property or effects out of 
this Territory, or has fraudulently concealed or disposed of his property or 
effects, so as to hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors. 

And so on, 

Civil courts were em by General Kearny to enforce this 
law and the civil code he enacted. Now, there isa statute similar 
to that in my State and in nearly every Statein the Union. That 
was in New Mexico, under military law at that, and this was the 
first civil law we enacted there; and yet in Alaska, which we have 
owned for thirty years and more, where we have established civil 
courts, where Congress is legislating for the benefit of the people, 
and where the inhabitants, as it is stated, are the very best people 
in the United States, it is esponed to impose this barbarous sort 
of a law contained in this bill. 

On page 72 of the bill let me call your attention to a remarkable 
proposition. I call it particularly to the attention of my friend 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR]. In line 13, page 72, 
it says that the plaintiff, when suit is entered, shall enter into a 
bond of “not less than $100, and equal to the amount for which 
the plaintiff nr judgment.” In'my State, and in nearly every 
State in the Union, I take it, when a man’s property is seized, the 
plaintiff enters into a bond in double the amount for which he 
asks judgment; but here under this law, and in a land thirty- 
odd years ours, where they are to seize human flesh—not canly 
property, but when liberty is taken from the defendant—the very 

t people in the world—college graduates, people from Oregon, 
peop e from all over the country—it is proposed to give bond in 
alf the amount that is required in most of the States of this 
Union. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in this day and time 
such a law is wholly out of place. 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, a great deal of this discussion 
has involved matters of sentiment, and not, at least, legal prac- 
tice throughout this country; and some very extravagant state- 
ments have, it seems to me, been made in regard to thischaracter 
of statutes. I undertake to say, and I am sorry to say I did not 
have the chance to examine the code of the State of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio—but I undertake to say that there 
are not many of the States of this Union that do not have this or 
similar statutes, designed to meet extraordinary cases that may 
arise, The sympathy that we have for the poor debtor is well 
enough, but the sympathy that we have for the fraudulent, dis- 
hone embezzling scoundrel who takes another man’s money is 

well, 

A Memper. You have the criminal statutes for him. 

Mr. DAYTON. We have not the criminal statutes for him. I 

ve known of a man who imposed meen another, borrowed his 


money, stuffed it in his t, and told him he proposed to leave 
with it There is no saint remedy for his conducts 
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Mr. TAWNEY, 
Mr. DAYTON, 
law, or its equivalent in the State of Oregon, where they have a 


Have you not the common-law remedy? 
That is entirely inadequate. No; we have this 


code procedure, and this is a code procedure. I want to call the 
attention of gentlemen to the source of these statutes in the code 
States. New York is the fountain head of the code procedure. 
It was the first State that started it, and here fromthe New York 
statute, as the fountain head of all these others, we find this stat- 
ute substantially that we are preparing for the district of Alaska. 
Now, the New York code of procedure, and it was amended as 
late as 1877, provides: 

2. Adefendant may be arrested in an action, as prescribed in this title, 
where the action is brought for either of the following causes: 

1. To recover a fine or penalty. 

2. To recover damages for a personal injury; an injury to property, in- 
cluding the wrongful taking, detention, or conversion of personal property; 
breach of a promise to marry; misconduct or neglect in oilice or in a profes 
sional employment; fraud or deceit; or to recover a chattel where it Is al 
leged in the complaint that the chattel or a part thereof has been concealed, 
removed, or disposed of, so that it can not be found or taken by the sheriff, 
and with intent that it should not be so found or taken, or to deprive the 
plaintiff of the benefit thereof; or to recover for money received or to re- 
cover property or damgges for the conversion or misapplication of property 
where it is alleged in’ the complaint that the money was received or the 
property was embezzled or fraudulently misapplied by a public officer or by 
an attorney, solicitor, or counselor, or by an officer or agent of a corporation 
or banking association in the course of his employment, or bya factor, agent, 
broker, or other person in a fiduciary capacity. Where such allegation is 
made the plaintiff can not recover unless he proves the same on the trial of 
action, and a judgment for the defendant is not a bar to the new action to 
recover the money or chattel. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen will think about it 
a minute, there is nothing the matter with this bill except to 
strike out a comma and place a period in its place in the second 
section. The gentleman from Ohio, General Grosvenor, who 
always commands the respect of every member on this floor, was 
able to ridicule this bill by calling attention to the fact that it re- 
quired an officer to perform the function of marriage. Well,now, 
that is the way the bill is, by mistake. But suppose you strike 
out the comma after the word ‘‘marriage,” if gentlemen will 
look at it, and insert a period, and strike out the word “ or,” and 
start then, ‘‘ Money received, or for property embezzled or fraud- 
ulently misapplied or converted to his own use by a public offi- 
cer,” etc. 

Then how do we have the section? We have it, Mr. Chairman, 
exactly founded on the principles that obtain in almost every 
State in this Union. The gentleman from Tennessee argues, and 
also the gentleman from Georgia, that this bill provides for 
arrest for debt. Itdoesnosuch thing. An action maybe founded 
upon contract, and this auxiliary remedy, Mr. Chairman, is 
founded upon a tort or fraud committed by the defendant after 
the beginning of the action. There is no action on the subject of 
arrests or bail; it is only an auxiliary proceeding where you can 
not reach the property of a defendant by the ordinary process; 
but for the fraud or tort of the defendant an order of arrest may 
issue, 

Take, forinstance, the firstsection. It provides for cases where a 
debt has been contracted fraudulently. Take the other causes of 
arrest; they provide for cases wherea tort has been committed; and 
I respectfully submit that throughout this bill thereis no variation 
from the principles that have been stated, to wit, that this order 
of arrest applies when a party is either guilty of a fraud or tort, 
except one, and that is where he is guilty of a violation of a mar- 
riage contract. There is not a member on this floor but what is 
willing to admit that where a man is guilty of a fraud in a mar- 
riage contract heshould be put in the penitentiary, much less sub- 
ject to an order of arrest. Ido not care what pressure is brought 
upon him; if he is guilty of a violation of that contract, there is 
hardly a State in the American Union that does not provide for 
his arrest. Why? Because it is more than a contract, it is more 
than a tort; in fact, it is more than a fraud. It is taking advan- 
tageof a woman’s weakness founded in affection, betraying her and 
degrading her, and for that very reason, in many States of this 
Union, an order of arrest may issue for the violation of that kind 
of a contract. So that the gentleman is entirely mistaken. The 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia, who poses as a friend of 
the poor man, is entirely mistaken when he says this bill provides 
for arrest for debt. It provides, if the distinguished gentleman 
will allow me, for an arrest for tort or fraud that he has com- 
mitted. 

It is a very salutory provision. Why? Because it furnishes a 
kind of spur to quicken the diligence of the people of every State 
where it exists, along the line of common honesty, When you 
speak of the poor, my friend, and speak of the bill having a ten- 
dency to oppress the poor, there is no man so poor in my State 
that he can not be honest. There is no State so poor that it does 
not furnish every subject the full opportunity of existing in the 
State and at the same time of being honest. That is all this bill 
provides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired, 
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Mr. TAWNEY. A point of order, Mr, Chairman. 
that debate on this is exhausted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. LLoyp] 


I submit 


has addressed the Chair for the purpose of asking unanimous con- | 


sent. 


Mr. LLOYD. Iask unanimous consent that the remainder of 


this chapter may be considered as read and that we may vote | 


uy on a motion to strike out the chapter. 
Mr. TOMPKINS. If I can have two minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent to consider the balance of the chapter as read and 
that the entire chapter be stricken out, and the gentleman from 
New York |Mr. Tompkins| have two minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 


Mr. DENNY. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask the 


question whether it is proposed to include the words “ no person | 


shall be arrested in any civil action.” I will not object providing 
that part which we have already passed upon, ‘‘ that no man shail 
be arrested in any civil action,” is not stricken out. 

Mr. LLOYD. Iexcept that. My motion is to strike out all af- 
ter that which has been passed upon, all after the first paragraph; 
and I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
TOMPKINS}. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the 
gentleman from Ohio I desire to read from the Ohio statutes: 


An order for the arrest of the defendant shall be made by the clerk of the 
court in which the action is brought, when there is filed in his office an affi- 


davit of the plaintiff, his authorized agent or attorney, made before a judge | 
or clerk of any court of the State, or a justice of the peace, stating the nature | 


of the plaintiff's claim, that it is just, and the amount thereof, as nearly as 
may be, and establishing one or more of the following particulars: 


1. That the defendant has removed, or begun to remove, any of his prop- 


erty out of the jurisdiction of the court with intent to defraud his creditors. 
2. That he has begun to convert his property, or a part thereof, into 
money, for the purpose of placing it beyond the reach of his creditors. 
3% That he has property or rights of action which he fraudulently con- 
ceals. 


4. That he has assigned, removed, disposed of, or begun to dispose of his | 


property, or a part thereof, with intent to defraud his creditors. 
which suit is about to be or has been brought. : : 

6. That the money or other valuable thing for which a recovery is sought 
in the action was lost by playing at any game or by means of a bet or wager. 


The affidavit shall also contain a statement of the facts claimed to justify | 


the belief in the existence of one or more of such particulars. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
that. I want to ask him if anybody has disputed it? 
for actions all sounding in fraud, all running against the defend- 
ant on the ground of fraud. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I make the assertion that there is no cause 


of action alleged in this bill in which a right to arrest is granted, | 


except for a breach of promise of marriage, where fraud must not 
be established to the satisfaction of the court before the order of 
arrest is granted. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Letmecall thegentleman’s attention to— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this matter has 
expired. 
has not been read. 
has been read, Does the gentleman from Missouri intend to ex- 
clude the first subdivision? 

Mr. LLOYD. 
in the second line of page 70. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri to strike out all of chapter 12 after 
the word ‘‘action,” in line 2 on page 70. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 139. The marshal or deputy marshal to whom the writ is delivered 
shail execute the same without delay, as follows: 

First. Real property shall beattached by leaving with the occupant thereof, 
or if there be no occupant, in a conspicuous place thereon, a copy of the writ 


certified by the marshal. 
second. Personal property capable of manual delivery to the marshal, and 


not in the possession of a third person, shall be attached by taking it into his | 


custody. 

Third. Other personal property shall be attached by leaving a certified 
eopy of the writ, and a notice specifying the property attached, with the per- 
son having possession of the same. or if it be a debt, then with the debtor, or 
if it be rights or shares in the stock of an association or corporation, or inter- 
est or profits thereof, then with such person or officer of such association or 
corporation as this code authorizes a summons to be served upon. 


The following amendment, reported by the committee, was read 
and agreed to: 

= the next to the last line of the section strike out “code” and insert 
“title.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 141. If real property be attached, the marshal shall make a certificate 
containing the title of the cause, the names of the parties, a description of 
such real property, and a statement that the same has been attached at the 
suit of the plaintiff, and the date thereof. Within ten days from the date of 
the attachment. the marshr! shall deliver such certificate to the commis- 


Bro as ex officio recorder of the recording district in which such real ! 


roperty is situated, who shall file the same in his office and record it ina 
Eto be kept for that parr »3e. When such certificate is so filed for record 
the lien in favor of the plaintiff shall attach to the real property described 
in the certificate from the date of the attachment, but if filed afterwards it 
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| shall only attach, as a 


The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


| jected to execution upon another judgment. 





5. That he fraudulently contracted the debt or incurred the obligation for | 


The gentleman has called my attention to | 
Those are | 
| bill. 


The question is on striking out all of chapter 12 which | 
The Chair will state that the first subdivision | 


I move to strike out all after the word “action,” | 
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inst third persons, from the date of such subse 


filing. Whenever such lien shall be discharged it shall be the duty 


| commissioner as ex officio recorder, when requested, to record the tra 


of any order, entry of satisfaction of judgment, or other proceeding of ; 
whereby it appears that such lien has been discharged in the book ment 
in this section. The commissioner shall also enter on the margin of th 
on which the certifieate is recorded a minute of the discharge, and th 
and book where recorded. 

The following amendment of the committee was read 
agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out “suit and insert ‘‘action.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 143. If any of the property attached be perishable, the marsha 


| sellthe same in the manner in which property is sold on executi 


proceeds thereof and other property attached shall be retained by 
answer any judgment that may be recovered in the action, unless so») 
Personal property mi 
in subdivision 3 of section 139 may be delivered, transferred, or paid : 
marshal without suit, and his receipt therefor shall be a sufficient di 
accordingly. 

The following amendment reported by the committee was 1 
and agreed to: 

In line 9, strike out “suit” and insert ‘tan action.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 146. If any personal property attached be claimed by a third 


as his property, the marshal may summon a jury to try the validity 
elaim, and the same proceeedings shall be had thereon with the like efi 
in case of seizure upon execution. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Strike out the section. 

Mr. WARNER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havi: 
sumed the chair, Mr. JENKINS reported that the Committee of tho 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
Senate bill 3419 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. WARNER. [ask unanimousconsent that at5o'clock this 


| evening the House take a recess until 8 o'clock, and that the even- 


ing session adjourn at 10.30 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object, unless the request be modified so 
that the recess shall not be taken until we have finished the con- 
sideration of the conference report on the Indian appropriation 


Mr. HOPKINS. Also of a bill which I desire to bring up. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Warvrr] 


| modifies his request so as to allow the two bills referred to to be 
| taken up before the recess, 


ref Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian appropriation bill. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the report be dispensed with and that only 
the statement of the House conferees be read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I simply wish to state that in the bil! as now 


| agreed to by the conferees there is an increase, in round num/ers, 
| of $700,000 over the amount appropriated last year. 
pans the Senate the increase was upward of a million dollars, 


As the bill 


ut in conference nearly half a million dollars was stricken out. 
The report of the committee is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


| on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7433) making app: 


ations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart 


| and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the ‘i: 
| year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after fu 


free conference have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 29, 40, 61,62, (1,5 
68, 72, 73, 80, 81, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 103, 108. 
That the House recede from its di 


ha 


ment to the amendments of t 


| Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 2! 

| 28, 24, 25, 27, 80, 31, 82, 33, 34, 35, 36, 57, 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 48, 51, 52, 53 

| 60. G4, 69, 70, 71, 74, 46, 78, 79, 82, 83, 84, 86, 85, 92, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, | 
106, 109, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 122, 123, and 126; and agree to the sa 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 0! the 


| Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as f: 
| In lieu of the total sum proposed insert ‘*$83,150;"" and the Senate ay) 


the same. 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 26, and agree to 


| same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out |) 
| amendment, amended as follows: On page 21 of the bill, in line 12, strik 
| “or grazing,” and after the word “purposes,” in the same line, insert © 0! 


and the House agree to the same. 3 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word “purpose,” in line 7 of said amendment, add the following 
* Provided, That hereafter the clerks of the district courts in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall account for and pay into the Treasury of the United States all 
fees collected in excess of $1,000 per year; all settlements to be made in 4 
cordance with such rules and regulations as the Attorney-General may })re 
scribe;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. oo 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
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sonate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$5,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
“That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $524,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
se rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “identified,” in line 8 of said amendment, strike out the 
words “and enrolled;” in line 14 of said amendment strike out the words 
“they shall” and insert “may; after the word “allotment,” in line 16 of 
said amendment, insert “: Provided further, That all contracts or agreements 
looking to the sale or incumbrance in any way of the lands to be allotted to 
said Mississippi Choctaws shall be null and void;” and the Senate agree to 
e same. 
m That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “That,” in line 10 of said amendment, down 
to and including the werd “Secretary,” in line 28, and in lieu thereof insert: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under rules and regu- 

Jations to be prescribed by him, to survey, Jay out, and plat into town lots, 
streets, alleys, and parks, the sites of such towns and villages in the Choc. 
taw, Chic’ w, Creek, and Cherokee nations, as may at that time have a 
yopulation of 200 or more, in such manner as will best subserve the then 
present needs and the reasonable prospective growth of such towns. The 
work of surveying, laying out, and platting such town sites shall be done by 
competent surveyors, who shall prepare five copies of the plat of each town 
site, which, when the survey is approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be filed as follows: One in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, one with the principal chief of the nation, one with the clerk of the 
court within the territorial jurisdiction of which the town is located, one with 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and one with the town authori- 
ties.ifthere besuch. Where in his judgment the best interests of the public 
service require, the Secretary of the Interior may secure the surveying, lay- 
ing out, and platting of town sites in any of said nations by contract. 

* Hereafter the work of the respective town-site commissions provided for 
in the agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes ratified in section 
°9 of the act of June 28, 1898, entitled ‘An act for the protection of the people 
of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ shall begin as to any town 
site immediately upon the approval of the survey by the Secretary of the 
Interior and not before. 

“The Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion appoint a town-site 
commission consisting of three members for each of the Creek and Cherokee 
nations, at least one of whom shall be a citizen of the tribe and shall be 
appointed upon the nomination of the principal chief of the tribe. Each 
commission, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Intérior, shall 
appraise and sell for the benefit of the tribe the town lotsin the nation for 
which it is appointed, acting in conformity with the provisions of any then 
existing act 4 Congress or agreement with the tribe approved by Congress. 
The agreement of any two members of the commission as to the true value 
of any lot shall constitute a determination thereof, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and if no two members are able to agree the 
matter shall be determined by such Secretary. . 

*“ Where in his judgment the public interests will be thereby subserved, the 
Secretary of the Interior may appoint in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, or 
Cherokee Nation a separate town-site commission for any town, in which 
event as to that town such local commission may exercise the same authority 
and perform the same duties which would otherwise devolve upon the com- 
mission for that nation. Every such local commission shall be appointed in 
the manner provided in the act approved June 28, 1898, entitled ‘An act for 
the protection of the people of the Indian Territory.’ 

* The Secretary of the Interior, where in his joigment the public interests 
wil! be thereby subserved, may permit the authorities of any town in any of 
said nations, at the expense of the town, to survey, lay out, and plat the site 
thereof, subject to his supervision and approval, as in other instances. 

“As soon as the plat of any town site is approved, the proper commission 
shall, with all reasonable dispatch and within a limited time, to be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, proceed to make the appraisement of the 
lots and improvements, if any, thereon, and after the approval thereof by 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall, under the supervision of such Secretary, 
proceed to the disposition and sale of the lots in conformity with any then 
existing act of Congress or agreement with the tribe approved by Congress, 
and if the proper commission shall not complete such appraisement and sale 
within the time limited by the Secretary of the Interior, they shall receive 
no pay for such additional time as may be taken by them, unless the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for good cause shown shall expressly direct otherwise. 

“The Secretary of the Interior may, for good cause, remove any member 
of any town-site commission, tribal or local, in any of said nations, and may 
fill the vacancy thereby made or any vacancy otherwise occurring in like 
manner as the place was originally filled. 

“Tt shall not be required that the town-site limits established in the course 
of the platting and lspostn of town lots and the corporate limits of the 
town, tf incorporated, shall be identical or coextensive, but such town-site 
limits and corporate limits shall be so established as to best subserve the 
then present needs and the reasonable prospective growth of the town, as 
the same shall ap ar at the times when such limits are respectively estab- 
lished: Provide ipurther, That the exterior limits of all town sites shall be 
designated and fixed at the earliest practicable time under rules and regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

“Upon the recommendation of the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized at any time before 
allotment to set aside and reserve from allotment any lands in the Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, Creek, or Cherokee nations, not exceeding 160 acres in any one 
tract, at such stations as are or shall be established in conformity with law 
on the line of any railroad which shall be constructed or be in process of con- 
struction in or through either of said nations prior to the allotment of the 
lands therein, and this seagnoctive of the pegeieticn of such town site at the 
time. Such town sites shall be surveyed, out, and platted, and the lands 
therein of for the benefit of the tribe in the manner herein pre- 
scribed for other town sites: Provided further, That whenever any tract of 
land shall be set aside as herein provided which is occupied by a member of 
the tribe, such occupant shall be fully compensated for his improvements 
thereon under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

o herein contained shall have the effect of avoiding any work here- 
tofore doné in pursuance of the said act of June 28, 1898, in the way of sur- 
h eying, laying out, or platting of town sites, yen ng or d ng of town 

~~ in any of said nations, but the same, if not heretofore carried to a state 
° completion, may be completed according to the provisions hereof.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Senne the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
In Hea ot eeeee 55, and fe.e Co Wits on emendzaans 20, flows: 
sum proposed ; an e Senate agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out ‘“‘such number of;" and in line 4 of 
said amendment strike out the word ‘“‘four” and insert ‘“‘two;" and the 
Senate apree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 58 and 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: After the word “available,” in line 4 of said amendment No. 58, insert 
the word “and;” after the word “dollars,” in line 5 of said amendment No 
59, insert “in all, the sum of $25,200, reimbursable under the provisions of 
the act of March 2, 1889," said two amendments to be assembled and stand as 
one amendment; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4 of said amendment strike out “thirty-nine” and insert “three;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 11 of said amendment, after the word “ within,” strike out “one 
year’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘six months.” 
After the word “identity,” in line 12 of said amendment, insert ‘in such 


manner as the Secretary of the Interior 1taay prescribe;"’ and the Senate 
agrees to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In line 7 of said amendment, after the word ‘“‘first,"”’ insert “ carefully ex 
amined and:”"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 1 of said amendment strike out all after the word “ Interior’ down to 
and including the word “and,” in line 7 of said amendment; in line 8 of said 
amendment, after the word “ lands,” insert “and improvements;” in lieu of 
the total sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘*$171,615.44;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $1,440,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 5 of said amendment, after the word “plant,” strike out “two” and 
insert “one; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $62,050; and the Senate agree tothe same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Fenate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the total sum proposed insert “* $54,325;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 107, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the total sum proposed insert * $122,200;" and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word * establishment,” in line 1 of said amendment, insert “*, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$7,500; and the Senate agree tothe same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the total sum insert * $109.700;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In line lof said amendment, after the word *‘ purchase,” insert ‘‘,in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

In line 3 of said amendment, after the word “dollars,” insert “or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 121, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment and amend with amend- 
ments, as follows: 

On page 44, line 7,of the bill, after the word “ buildings,” insert “‘ and for 
sewerage, water supply, and lighting plants.” 

‘ And on page 44, line 7, of the bill, after the word “ hundred,” insert “and 
orty.” 

On page 44, line 8, of the bill, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” insert “*, $40,000 of 
which shall be immediately available; *’ and the House agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 55, lines 12 and 13, of the bill, strike out “‘ upon the reservation” and 
insert ‘at reservation or industrial schools;*’ on page 55, line 15,of the bill, 
after the word * advisable,” insert ‘‘and the sum of $10,000 is hereby appro 


the amendment of the 





| priated to enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry this provision into 





effect; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 125, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by 
said amendment, and on page 55, line 17,of the bill, strike out the word 
“such "and insert “unimproved; and on page 55, line 18, of the bill, after 
the word “lands,” insert “ for agricultural purposes; and the House agree 
to the same.’ 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 127, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out by 
said amendment, and on page 59, line 16, of the bill, after the word “lands 
insert “and all sales and conveyances of lands of deceased allottees by their 
heirs, which have been duly made and executed by such heirs and duly ap 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, are hereby ratified and confirmed; ”" 
and the House agree to the same. 

J. 8. SHERMAN, 


CHARLES CURTIS, 

JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

JOHN M. THURSTON, 

O. H. PLATT, 

JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the following statement of the 
House conferees: 
Statement of the House conferees on the Indian appropriation bill. 


The Senate receded from amendments Nos. 29, 40, 61, 62, 64, 65, 68, 72, 73, 80, 
81, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 103, 108, and 121, leaving the bill in these particulars in the 
form in which it left the House. 
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Amendments Nos. 11, 12, 13, 19, 25, 27, 30, 31, 33, 60, 63, 86, 92, 99, and 118 are 

merely changes in phraseology, without any change in the amount of appro- 
riation. 

° Amendments 1, 6, 22, 39, 47, 95, 98, 102, 107, 112, 114, and 116 are mere changes 

in the totals, made necessary by the changes of other amendments, which 

will be hereinafter explained. 

The House receded from amendment No. 2, which provides for the con- 
tinuance of the Mission Tule River Sone, > southern California. This 
agency was estimated for in the Book of Estimates for this year, but the 
House committee believed that the duties could be performed by a superin- 
tendent of schools. The Senate committee believed otherwise, and in the 
opinion of the Indian Office the Senate position was correct. The samestate- 
ment is true in reference to amendment No. 3, from which the House re- 
ceded, 

The House receded from amendment No. 4 upon the statement that the 
agent at the Union Agency had been placed under increased responsibilities 
and duties, in the discharge of which it became necessary for him to furnish 
a bond many times larger than had heretofore been furnished, and that the 
gi ving of this bond had necessitated the expenditure upon his part of about 

500, 

The House receded from amendment No. 5, which increases by $100 the 
salary of the agent at Yakima Agency, in the State of Washington. 

The House receded from amendment No.7 upon the statement that the 
law already clothed the Secretary of the Interior with the authority therein 
given. 

The House receded from amendment No. 8. Thisamendment seemed neces- 
a in order to overcome a question raised by the accounting officer of the 
‘Treasury. 

The ease receded from amendment No. 9, which permits the commission 
of citizens, serving without compensation, to expend of the $4,000 appro- 
priated for their expenses a sum not to exceed $300 for office rent, and legal- 
izes the allowance of this sum in former appropriations. 

The House receded from amendment No. 10, which authorizes the account- 
ing officer of the Treasury to allow in the accounts of the supervisor of 
Indian schools $108 expended by him for slee ang-car. fare. 

The House receded from amendment No. 14. This amendment oe 
priates $2,696.40, to be placed in the Treasury to the credit of the Choctaw 
orphan fund in payment for orphan lands unsold in the State of Mississippi. 

The House receded from amendment No. 15, by which the Senate struck 
out the appropriation of $6,000 for employees at the Colville Agency. 

The House receded from amendments Nos. 16, 17, and 18, which provided 
for certain employees for the Crows, these employees being provided for at 
other sections in the bill. 

The House receded from amendment No. 20, by which amendment the 
Senate decreases the House appropriation for furnishing certain articles for 
the Crow Indians from $30,000 to $15,000. 

The House receded from amendment No. 21, which is a provision inserted 
by the Senate providing that no part of the _——— shall be available 
except on the direct order of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The House receded from amendment No. 23, which is a 
by the Senate permitting the payment to the Iowas of O 
the pripcipa of their trust funds now in the Treasury. 

The House receded from amendment No. 24, by which the Senate struck 
out the provision for the salaries of two matrons for the Nez Perces, these 
employees being provided for in another portion of the bill. 

he Senate receded from amendment No. 26, with an amendment which 
limits the leasing of Indian allotted lands for Sone purposes only. 

The House receded from amendment No. 23, which is a provision inserted 
by the Senate as to the filing of chattel mortgages in the Quapaw Agency. 

The House receded from amendment No. 32, which was a provision inserted 
by the Senate providing that the Alsea Indians receiving a certain propor- 
tion of the principal sum to their credit in the Treasury should not he: r 
participate in the receipt of interest on the sum ee 

The House receded from amendment No. 34, by which the Senate reduced 
by $1,000 the appropriation for Joseph's band of Indians. 

The House receded from amendment No. 35, by which the Senate increased 
by $2,000 the appropriation for the Nez Perces Indians in Idaho. 

The House receded from amendment No. 36, by which the Senate increases 
from $10,000 to $20,000 the appropriation for the support and civilization of the 
Sioux of Devils Lake. 

The House receded from amendment No. 37, which reduces by $500 the ap- 
propriation for incidental expenses in Colorado. 

The House receded from amendment No. 38, which provides for 2 addi- 
tional clerks at the Union Agency in Indian as. 

The House receded from amendments Nos. 41 and 42, which ther in- 
creased the aS by $6,000 and provided for employees in the service 
in Montana. This restores the appropriation stricken out by the House re- 
ceding from amendment No. 24 in this bill. 

The House receded from amendment No. 43, by which the Senate decreases 
the appropriation for the incidental expenses in Utah from $3,000 to $1,000. 

The House ed from amendment No. 44, which increased from $12,000 
to $17,000 the appropriation for expenses in Washington. This restores the 
appropriation stricken out by amendment No. 15. 

The House recedes from amendment No. 45 with an amendment. Tho 
bill as it passed the House provided for an appropriation of $276,000 for the 
work of the Dawes Commission. The Senate increased this amount to $616,- 
= and the amendment as agreed upon provides for an appropriation of 

24,000, 

The House receded from amendment No. 46, which makes immediately 
available the appropriation covered by the last item. 

The House receded from amendment No. 48. This is a provision inserted 
by the Senate that the commission may use the funds appropriated in the 
prosecution of any work required of it by any law. 

The House receded from amendment No. 49, with an amendment. This 
amendment is a provision inserted by the Senate relating to the powers of 
the Dawes commission as to the enrelinent among the Five Civilized Tribes. 
It carries no appropriation. 

The House receded from amendment No, with an amendment. The 
amendment is set forth in fullin the report. It is a provision regulating the 
survey and platting of town sites in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, and 
Cherokee nations. 

The Honse receded from amendment No. 51, which is an appropriation of 
$30,000, inserted for the support of the Pima Indians in Arizona. 

The House receded from amendments Nos. 62, 53, and_54, which amend- 
ments together reduce the appropriation from $3,000 to $1,500, and provide 
for. que portable steam enwsniil instead of two at the Nez Perces Reservation 

0 


The House receded from amendments Nos. 55 and 56. These amendments 
as passed by the Senate provided foran appropriation of $75,000, to bee ded 
by the Secretary of the Interior in the einployment of not to exceed four su- 
perintendents of irrigation. The amendment as now upon in confer- 
ence provides for an appropriation of $50,000, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of two superintendents of on. 

The House receded from a ent No. 57 and from amendments Nos. 
68 and 59 with amendments. The three amendments together provide for in- 


rovision inserted 
homa $15,000 of 
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crease of the appropriation as originally provided in the House from $1 

to $25,200 for the survey of the lands in the Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and ¢t 

ing Rock reservations and for clerical work, etc., in the office of the surv: : 
general, and provides that the sum thereby ap sropriated shall be reim} ypc. 
able under the provisions of the act of March 2, 1889. ; 

The House receded from amendment No. 66. This amendment of the Se) 
is to carry out the provisions of the act of Congress of 1898 ratifying 
agreement made with the Seminole tribe, dated December 16, 1897. ‘By 
act it was agreed that the loyal Seminole claim should be submitted ft. ' 
United States Senate, and that said Senate should make a final determina‘. y 
of the same, and if sustained that the same should be paid within two y, 
The Senate did investigate the loyal Seminole claim in accordance wit}; 
Seminole treaties and agreed upon the sum contained in said amendmen: 

The House receded from amendment No. 67 with an amendment. {4 
amendment provides for the paying out of the sum appropriated by ; 
act of June 28, 1898, and which was credited to the incompetent funds of 
Chickasaws on the books of the Treasury. The amendment to the an 
ment provides that the beneficiaries’ decedents shall establish their ¢\,i), 
within six months, instead of within one year, as provided within the oriy 
nal amendment. 

The House receded from amendment No. 69. This amendment provides 
for the payment of $12,089.35 to the Flambeau Lumber Company for im- 
provements made by it by direction of the Secretary of the Interior ang 
which were to Sopa for by the = | of timber, the payment thereof hiavy- 
ing been stopped by injunction granted by the courts of Wisconsin. 

The House receded from amendment No. 70, which appropriated $750 for 
the repair of Big Wind River bridge, in wrens. 

The House receded from amendment No. 71, which appropriates $3,001) for 
ag) perchase and construction of a portable sawmill for the Klamath Agen y, 
n Oregon. 

The House receded from amendment No. 74, which is a provision insert 
by the Senate for extending one year the time in which actual settlers : 
make the payments provided by law. 

The House receded from amendment No. 75, which provides for an ap} 
priation of $50,000 to be used for stamping out the smallpox scourge a 
the Indians, and which amendment is so drawn as to cover the amount alrvaily 
expended for that purpose, with an amendment which provides that the «ac- 
counts of money beretofore expended, before being approved by the +: 
=, shall be carefully examined. 

The House receded from amendment No. 76, which provides an appropria- 
tion of $200 to pay the ex i 
charge of violating the United States statutes. 

The House receded from amendment No. 77, with an amendment 
amendment as passed by the Senate provided for an appropriati 
a to carry out the provisions of certain agreements mats by Inspect 

cLaughlin with the white settlers upon the Tongue River Reserva: 
Mont. Theamendment as agreed upon by the conferees reduces the amount 
to $171,615.44 and eliminates the gratuities provided in the original amen 
ment for the purchase of cattle, the construction of fences, etc., and t! 
amount appropriated extinguishes the claims of all settlers on the rese: 
tion and enables the Secretary to put the Indians in exclusive possessi 
all the land included within the Executive order of 1884. The Secretary \ 
authorized to send an inspector to this reservation to negotiate for the piu 
chase of the lands and improvements of the settlers within the bow: 
said reservation as were described in the Executive order of 1884. The agri 
ments were not to be binding until ratified and approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior. The inspector did visit this reservation and did enter into 
agreements with the [settlers, which said agreements were ratified and 2p 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The House receded from amendment No. 78, which provides $5,000 in ad- 
dition to the amount appropriated last year for the completion of the build- 
ings at Leech Lake Agency, Minn. 

he House receded from amendment No. 79, which appropriates $5.' 
the purpose of printing a digest of decisions relating to Indian affairs. ; 
pared under the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under ¢! 
provisions in preceding bills. 

The House receded from amendment No. 82. This amendment st: 
out the provision ante an expenditure for educational purposes 
Alaska. The sundry civil bill carries an appropriation for this object. 

The House receded from amendment No. 83. By this amendment the + 
ate struck out the House provision relating to the management of sc! 
in the Indian yan 

The House receded from amendments Nos. 84 and 85, with amend: 
which increase the appropriation for the construction, purchase, rej 
etc., of school buildings} by $40,000. The amendment as agreed upon : 
as follows: “For the construction, purchase, lease, and repair of 
buildings, and for sewerage and water supply, systems, and lighting | ts, 
and percnasoct ees sites, $240,000, $40, of which shall be immediatciy 


available; in all, $1,440,000." 

The House receded from amendment No. 88, which authorizes the pur- 
chase of additional land, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. ‘or 
the Carlisle School. It does not increase the appropriation for such sc! 

The House receded from amendment No. #4, with an amendment. ‘!1's 
amendment increases by $10,000 the appropriation for a steam-heating 
at the Fort Totten School, North Dakota, and also increases by $1,.) the 
amount appropriated heretofore for a lighting plant at said school. 

The House ed from amendment No. 96, as this provision was coycred 
by the amendment No. 94. 

The House receded from amendment No. 97, which increases by $28.'/") tlie 
appropriation for the Genoa school, Nebraska, the increased appropriati:n to 
be expended for the construction of new buildings. 

The House receded from amendment No. 100. This amendment decres<es 
bg $900 the appropriation for the support of the Grand Junction (Colora:) 
The House receded from amendment No. 101, which appropriates °° '.' 
for the a of a dormitory and the purchase of additional land for (he 

same school. 

The House receded from amendment No. 104, which —— for the trans- 
portation of pupils at Haskell Institute, Kansas, this being provided for in 
another amendment. : 

The House receded from amendment No. 105, which decreases by >).''") 
the amount appropriated for the maintenance of this school. Y 

The House receded from amendment No. 106, which increases by §!''.\'") 
the amount heretofore appropriated for the e on of new buildings at the 
Haskell Institute. . 

The House receded from amendment No. 109, which simply makes imi-- 
ase ooh an appropriation for a new building at the Mount Pleas 
ant schoo 

The House receded from amendment No. 110, with an amendment. ‘Tho 
House provision provided for the removal of the Perris school to River: 
side; the Senate amendment provided for the construction of a new 5: i 
at Riverside, and the amendment as to by the conference comm it':e 
leaves the construction of the school in the discretion of the Secretary 0: (1° 


terior. ; 
The House receded from amendment No. 111, with an amendment. The 


nses of defending four Papago Indians, tried on a 
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amendment as passed by the Senate provided for an appropriation of $15,000 
for the erection of a dormitory at the Phoenix school, Arizona. The amend- 
ment as agreed to by the conferees appropriates $7,500 for this purpose. 


rhe House receded from amendment No. 113, with an amendment. The | 


first amendment, as passed by the Senate, provides for the purchase of ad- 
ditional land for the Morris school, Minnesota, for $6,400. The amendment 

agreed u 
> by the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The House receded from amendment No. 115, which appropriates 
for the erection of a brick dormitory at the Salem school, Oregon. 

The House receded from amendment No. 117, which provides for the pay- 
ment of $500 per annum to the head chief of the Sac and Fox Indians in the 
State of Iowa. sa ss : 
ay House receded from amendments Nos. 119 and 120, which make im- 
mediately available the appropriations carried by the bill for additional 
buildings at the Toma (Wisconsin) school. 

The House receded from amendment No. 122, which increases by $5,000 the 
amount appropriated for transportation of pupils. This increases this sum 
by the amount that was stricken out at amendment 105. It is a mere trans- 
position from one portion of the bill to another. . 

The House receded from amendments Nos, 123 and 124, with an amend- 
ment. Together 7 provide that supplies may be purchased, contracts let, 
and labor employed for the construction of wells and ditches and other irri- 
gating work without advertising for bids,and that, in the performance of 
this work, Indian labor be employed where possible, and that the Secretary 
of the Interior arrange, so far as practicable, for the manufacture of shoes, 
clothing, and other articles at the reservation and industrial Indian schools. 

The Sonate receded from amendment No. 125, with an amendment, which 
provides for the leasing of the unimproved allotted lands of the Yakimas for 
agricultural purposes only. 

The House receded from amendment No. 126, making so much of the ap- 
propristr for the transportation of supplies as may be necessary available 

mediately. 

The Senate receded from amendment No. 127, with anamendment. This 


$29,000 


provision was placed in the bill at the request of the Department, in order | 


to close up the affairs of these tribes of Indians who, under existing laws, 
havo been tted to sell their ews to other members of the same 
tribe, and the Senate amendment simply extends the provisions of said act 
to conveyances of land by the heirs of deceased allottees which have been 
duly e and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
J. S. SHERMAN. 
CHARLES CURTIS. 
JOHN 8. LITTLE. 


Mr. HOPKINS (before the reading wasconcluded). The report, 
as I understand, is unanimous; and as this matter has all been 
gone over very carefully, I ask unanimous consent that the fur- 


ther reading of the 2 be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to | 
dispense with the further reading of the statement. Is there ob- 
jection? 


Mr. LOUD. Is this the report or the statement? 

Several MEMBERS. The statement. 

Mr. LOUD. Has the report been read? 

Mr.SHERMAN,. It has been printed in the Recorp for the 
last two days. 

Mr. LOUD. It would be a pretty dangerous precedent to dis- 
pense with the reading. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The report is unanimous, 

Mr. LOUD, Still it would be a pretty dangerous precedent to 
ass over the reading. Does not the gentleman recognize that 
act? 

Mr. HOPKINS, Under the circumstances, I would not regard 
this as a precedent. 

Mr. LOUD. It would be so accepted hereafter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. I think we had better complete the reading. 

—- SPEAKER, Objectionis made. ‘The Clerk will continue 

e . 

The reading of the statement was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. FirzGerRaLp of Massachusetts rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I would like to say a 
few words. I ask the gentleman to give me five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ifany time is to be occupied, I wish first to 
yield a moment to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, LitTLr}, 
who desires to make a request. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I have certain memoranda and 
data furnished by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relating 
to the school question and the question of economy of administra- 
tion, which I desire to print inthe Recorp as part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Litri.£] 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp certain data that 
he has obtained from the indian Office in regard to the school 
question, etc, Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Pending that request, I 
would like some information in regard to the sort of data which 
the gentleman wants to print. It may be matter which I would 
not care to have go into the Rrecorp unless an opportunity were 
afforded to examine it, and, if necessary, answer it. 

Mr. LITTLE. It is matter furnished me exclusively by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and relates first to the economy 
of the administration of the school system in general and to the 
ability of the Department to care for the Indians heretofore cared 
for in the sectarian schools. 

Mr, GAINES, It is all a public record, is it not? 

Mr. LITTLE, It is official, 


»on in conference makes this appropriation available for the pur- | 
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| Myr. FITZGERALD of New York, This is a question that has 
been discussed by the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the matter was discussed in the House 
certain gentlemen made statements that were absolutely erron 
|}ous. It was thought at the time, in order to expedite matters, 
| that we would permit those statements to go unanswered, and it 
| was afterwards discussed in a meeting of the committee, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. LirtLe] was especially requested 


by several members of the committee to obtain the statistics which 
would be an answer or refutation of those erroneous statements. 
That is what it is, Ithink. I think the gentlemanfrom Arkansas 
oo LitrtTLe} does not intend to discuss the contract schools, Am 
right? 
Mr. LITTLE. I will say this—— 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Perhaps these erroneous 
statements may be charged to me. I discussed this question. 
Mr.SHERMAN,. Notatall. Iwas not referring to any speech 
of the gentleman from New York. 
| Mr. LITTLE. 
| 


Ido not propose to submit any remarks of my 


| own. It is simply a statement from the Commissioner of Indian 
| Affairs. Ido not propose to publish anything of my own prepa- 
ration, 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. If this information will re- 
late in any way to the question that I discussed, I do not propose 
to let the Commissioner have such matter inserted in the Recorp 
unless an opportunity be given to reply to it. Ido not care to 
have that matter circulated unless an opportunity is given to an- 
swer it. 

Mr. LITTLE. Does the gentleman want to object? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 15, 1900. 
Str: Referring to my conversation with you a few days ago, I herewith 
| inclose for your information memorandum relating to the cost of Indian 
| school buildings and also résumé of the contract system. * * * 
Very respectfully, 
W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 
Hon. Joun 8S. Lirrie, 
House of Representatives, 


Memorandum with reference to the speech of Hon. John J. Fitzgerald, of New 
| York, as it appeared in the Congressional Record of March 1, 1900. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 14, 1900. 

Mr. FiTzGERALD introduced ah amendment to reestablish the contract- 
school system. He indulged ina historical résumé of the contract-school sys- 
tem as it has gradually grown up. He refers to the work of the great reli- 
gious bodies, and says that under the encouragement of former Commission- 
ers the contract-school system showed an enlargement of existing schools and 
an addition of new schools, the amount set asice being rapidly increased 

Tiese contract schools gradually increased from their inception until the 
amount necessary for their maintenance reached its maximum during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1802, when contracts were made with various de- 
nominations and individuals to the amount of $611,570, which was nearly one- 
fourth of all the amount set aside for Indian education. Since that time all 
denominations other than the Catholic have voluntarily given up their con- 
tracts, while other contracts have been decreased by action of the Indian 
Oifice under various appropriation acts of Congress requiring such _reduc- 
tions to be made. At this time the agitation of the matter of giving Govern- 
ment aid to sectarian schools assumed proportions which necessitated action 
by the Indian Department. In deference to the general sentiment that re- 
ligicus organizations should do their own missionary work out of their own 
| funds, it was proposed to gradually reduce the amount set aside for contract 
schools, so that as little hardship as possible would be entailed upon the con 
tracting parties. It was thought that by this gradual reduction the so-called 
equities upon the part of these people whose organizations had come into tho 
field of Indian education would be satisfied in a fair and just manner. 

The Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1805 carried with it tho 
first attempt to discontinue Government aid to sectarian schools. The the- 
ory was then announced that at the expiration of five years the necessity for 
further appropriations would cease. nder the operation of this law a 20 
per cent reduction was made in these schools, for which, in 1894, $359,810 were 
set aside, this giving them, in 1895, $285,715. There were, however, $177.70 
appropriated specifically in !894 and 1895 for 11 schools which were named; 
schools not so named were 61 in number, and were thus the only ones 
affected. 

In 1889 there were allowed for contract schools $529,905; 1890, $562,540; 1801, 
$570,218; 1892, $611.570; from this point the amounts decline, as in 1893 there 
were only $533,241 set aside; 1804, $537,400. These reductions up to 1895 were 
caused by various churches, such as the Presbyterian, Congregational, 
Episcopal, Friends, Methodists, Mennonites, either giving up or reducing 
their contracts with the Government. While allother denominations mado 
material reductions or no increases, the Catholics from 1889, when they were 
allowed $347,672 out of a total of $529,905, gradually increased their allotment 
each year until 1894, when they reached their maximum of $389,745, just prior 
to the operation of reducing clauses of the law. Hampton and Lincoln in 
1804 being specifically named im the act for $53,410, if excluded, would only 
leave $94,415 for all other denominations and associations. 

The second reduction of 20 per cent was made for the fiscal year 1896, and 
was based upon the amount allowed in 159%. After making the deduction, 
$228,306 were available for all schoolsfor which Congress had made no specific 
appropriation, and for these $142,490 were allowed, making a total for al 
tract schoofs of $370,796. Out of this money two schools, Rensselaer and 
White's Manual Labor Institute, of Indiana ($18,950), did not desire contracts; 
the Wittenberg (Lutheran) School ($15,120), Ramona (Unitarian) School 
($5,490), Woman's National Indian School, Greenville, Cal. (34.320), Hope (Epi 
copal) School ($4,860) were either purchased or leased from their respective 
owners and o 
were reduce 





icon 


rated as regular Government schools. Twenty-three schools 
in number of pupils or per capita allowance and 4 contracts 
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were discontinued, thus leaving 53 Catholic schools receiving $308,471 to $62,325 in loco parentis, and the agent furnishes the school such rations of food 


for all other schools 

In 1897 the appropriation act declared it to be the settled policy of Congress 
hereafter to sane no further appropriation for sectarian schools, but allowed 
contracts to be made with present contract schools to an amount not exceed- 
ing 50 per cent of the amount so used in fiscal year 1895. This allowed $257,928 
for these schools, of which Hampton and Lincoln, under special appropria- 
tion, obtained $55,440; Miss Howard, $3,500; Point Iroquois, Mich., $600; Rev. 
John Roberts, $2,160, and the Roman Catholics, $198,228, It will thus be seen 
that out of 37 schools of this class only 3 are non-Catholic. All schools con- 
ducted under the other great church organizations have by their own actions 
disappeared from the list known as contract schools. 

Again, for the fiscal year 1898 Congress recited the declared policy to be 
hereafter to make no appropriation for sectarian schools, but allowed 40 per 
cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895 to be again used. This re- 
duction allowed $212,954 for these schools. The Government purchased Miss 
Howard's school ($3,500), which was dropped from the contract list, and left 
only Hampton, Lincoln, John Roberts, and Point Iroquois schools; in all 
$56,200 for non-Catholic schools, and $156,754 for Roman Catholics, who main- 
tained 32 schools. This year the two Catholic) schools on the Osage Reserva- 
tion ($11,250) were eliminated out of the general school fund and charged 
specifically to the tribal funds; also two schools out of Pottawatomie funds 
(312,451), which being added to the amount above named allows the Catholics 
$150,445 in 1898. 

For the fiscal year 1899 Congress omitted its declaration tomake no further 
appropriation for sectarian schools, but permitted the Indian Office to use 30 
per cent of the amount so used for contract schoolsin 1895. After this reduc- 
tion was made, $172,402 were used for contractschools. Hamptonand Lincoln 
received their special appropriation of $53,440, and, the Point Iroquois school 
having been transformed into a regular Government school, left only one 
Protestant school, Rev. John Roberts's, $2,160. Contracts were made with 
the Catholic schools on the Osage Reservation ($17.500) and Catholic schools 
for the Pottawatomies ($5,625), making a total which this church received 
during 1899 of $139,987. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, Con again omitted its decla- 
ration hereafter to make no further appropriation to sectarian schools, but 
permitted the Indian Office to use 15 per cent of the amount so used for con- 
tract schools on 189, After this reduction was made the amount set aside 
for the present fiscal year of 1900 was $59,822.25. Tothis must be added $20,875 
for the two Osage and the Pottawatomie schools, making total amount of 

80,607.25. Hampton and Lincoln received their special appropriation of 
$53,440. Of this amount ($80,697.25) $2,160 are for the only Protestant school 
now under contract, leaving $78,787.25 for Catholic contract schools in oper- 
ation during the present fiscal year. 

From 1889 to 1899, inclusive, the Catholics have drawn for contract schools 
$3,493,400; other denominations and persons, $1,457,129. The following table 
shows the enrollment, average attendance, decrease or increase in regular 
Government and contract schools for the period practically covered by the 
reductions in the contract system: 


Attendance at contract and regular Government schools compared. 


Contract schools. 


De- 
crease 
in en- 

roll- 
ment. 


| Regular Government schools. 
In- In- 
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in en- | in at- 
roll- tend- 
ment. | ance. 


1,600 1,527 
§22 698 
973 

1,561 
511 

1, 289 
553 
788 


Enroll- 
ment. 


De- 


crease Aver- 


age at- 
tend- 
ance. 


Aver- 

age at- 
tend- 
ance. 


Year. Enroll- 


ment. 


5 


— 
B 


PEE: 


NWMHR MOD 
8 


PORTO POCO orm 


'* Indicates increase; all other in this column are decreases. 


The figures for 1900 are for the first and second quarters only. 

The reports of attendance at the Government schools from July 1 to Decem- 
ber 31, 1899, show an increase of 1,020 pupils enrolled and 786 in average at- 
tendance over the preceding period of 1598, while on the other hand the con- 
tract schools for comparatively the same period indicate decreases, in enroll- 
ment 14], and ave attendance 110. The probabilities are that both these 
classes of schools will increase their increases and decrease their decreases in 
the above figures when the results of the last two quarters of the present fiscal 
year are rendered. If, therefore, the above numbers are added to the fig- 
ures in the table, it will show that from 1893 to the close of the second quar- 
ter of the fiscal year 1900 on December 31, 1899, the contract schools have lost 
in attendance 2,898 and in enrollment 3,683 ee while for the same period 
the regular Government schools have gained 7,900 pupils in average attend- 
ance and 8,617 in enrollment. In other words, for the entire period covered 
by the reducing acts of Congress this office has easily cared for every child 
who has been debarred by reason of such reductions from attendance on the 
contract schools, besides providing additional accommodations for 5,000 pupils 
in excess of that number. 

It has been demonstrated, as shown above, that the Indian Office is pre- 
pared to take care of every pupil these religious organizations may turn 
over toitatany time. There are now in these contract schools 2,000 pupils, 
and if at the close of the present fiscal year every one was discontinued, it is 
thoroughly demonstra that no one will kn for admission at the Gov- 
ernment schools and be refused. It was stated in the discussion of this mat- 
ter in the House that the total capacity of Government schools of all kinds 
at the end of the fiscal year 1899 was 20,126, while the enrollment = ils in 
these schools was 20,712. Thes er said this conclusively proved that at 
the time the Government could not accommodate 586 pu led in its 
various schools. Then he asked, Where are the 2,000 pu in the contract 
schools to be placed if these schools are ab; ted? The reply is ample in the 
above statement, besides the speaker failed to take into consideration the 
difference between enrollment and ave: attendance. It should be noted 
that while the capacity is stated to be 20,126, the average attendance is 16,718, 
which represents the actual number in the schools continuously during the 


year. 

In the criticisms and debate on this question no account is*taken of the 
fact that ous bodies do and can take care of Indian pupils. There are a 
number of jon schools throughout the Indian coun maintained and 
operated by various religious bodies and churches, who furnish teachers, 
food, clothing, etc., to the pupils attending. These schools, when situated on 
@ reservation where rations and clothing are ed are presumed to stand 


clothing as he would give the parent of the child were the child at hom: 
the school is not on a reservation or is not at a ration agency, the who! 
pense of the school is borne by the association or church having charge «| 
same. 

In 1893, prior to the inauguration by Congress of reducing contract sc} 
these “‘ mission schools’ reported an attendance of 75 pupils, and in 1x04 
pupils. For the year 189, when the first reduction was made, 754 pupils 
reported; 755 in 1896; 813 in 1897; 1,112 in 1898; and 1,261 in 1899. An ana 
of the average attendance at the mission schools shows that the Cat 
schools had an attendance of 259, the Protestant schools, 855. It seems ey 
from this that the great Protestant organizations in refusing aid of tho « 
ernment for their schools have maintained them in the true missi, 
spirit out of their own funds. 

Since the policy of reducing appropriations for contract schools wa 
augurated it has been a part of the policy of the Indian Office to abso 
far as possible, such schools as have been discontinued by the operat 
law. In pursuance of this policy there have been secured by purchase 
the Catholics two large boarding schools at Morris and Clontarf, Min: 
by lease the day schools at Taos, Santo Domingo, San Felipe, Acoma, | 
San Juan, N. Mex.; Lac Court d’Oreilles and Odanah. on La Pointe Re 
tion, Wis. In nearly every case the teachers and others employed a: 
school were, under a special rule of the Civil Service Commission, co 
into the classified service. It isa part of the policy of the Indian Of 
dealing with this question to purchase such available school property bx 
ing to the various religious denominations as they may care to sell. 3 
however, the Catholics have not desired, or at least have not offered, : 
any of their active boarding schools situated on the reservations 
certainly Gan be no great cause of complaint on their part against the ' 
ment which has been accorded them by the Indian Office. 

The conclusion with reference to the future of children enrolled in 
contract schools can be easily settled by the Indian Office. No fears nee 
entertained by Congress that oo of them will be deprived of proper | 
ties. If all of the contract schools should by preconcerted effort give u) 
contracts at one time, it would make no difference in the policy of the | 
Office. In the discussion of the question by the advocates of a contin: 
of the policy of Government aid to sectarian schools it does not seem 1 

pear that the beneficiaries of the present contract system can, withor 
{ating their traditional policies, discontinue their schools among the Ini 
As stated before, in no case have they offered to sell to the Government 
of their active reservation schools, for the reason,it is presumed, th: 
necessary to the little mission churches which are now engaged so fait) 
in converting these Indians to their faith. 

To these zealous and godly missionaries the school is as necessary 1s the 
mission itself, and therefore it is not believed nor is it desired that |) 
should relinquish their moral and educational work among the younger !1 
dians. However, to test this matter it has not bsen thought wise to 
the Government schools by the side of mission schools forthe pur) 
forcing or persuading the Indian children to leave such schools for enro!! 
ment in those established by the Government. If such schools were })\\): 
and these people still desired to maintain theirs, the Government building 
would either stand as a monument of misdirected effort or be filled at th, 
expense of a great church’s missionary efforts. When other denominations 
dropped out of the Government contract system they still continued the: 
missionary work in the same manner they have done among other heathen 
or benighted races. Therefore it is reasonable to presume the present bene 
ficiaries of the system will dolikewise. If not, the Government will have 
ample facilities for educating its Indian wards. 

It is claimed in the discussion in Congress above referred to that ‘i! 
tract schools are obnoxious because sectarian, Government schools are «1 
tainly much more objectionable.” This is a statement which is not substin- 
tiated by the facts. Long quotations are given from Archbishop Ryan, 
Herbert Spencer, and Webster's argument in the celebrated Girard caso 
bearing upon thissubject. The definition of asectarian school, asadopte:d ani 
understood in this office with reference to the educational matters, is that 
the latest edition of Webster’s International Dictionary. He definessectaria: 
as “‘“a member or adherent of a special school, denomination, or religi: 
philosophical party;’’ sectarianism as ‘excess of partisan or denominat 
zeal; adherence to a separate church organization.” 

In a Catholic contract school every employee, from superintendent to the 
smallest Indian assistant, isa member of the Catholic Church; no other d 
nomination has any representative: the ritual of the Catholic Churc), its 
catechism, its traditions, its theories, are alone tones: it is emphatically an 
organization for the purpose of inculcating the peculiar tenets of the Cat! 
faith to the exclusion of all others. In a Government school the religious 0: 

»litical opinions of an employeeare not involved in his selection or retention 
n'the school. Members of the Catholic, Presbyterian, Baptist, Methoist 
and other t religious associations work hand in hand, upon a broad 
ligious basis on which any person can legitimately stand. 

Representative FITZGERALD says truly that the only difference between 
the Government schools and the contract sectarian schools is that one is 51) 
ported by the Government and the other by contributions from religious snd 
other associations. This is the point involved in sectarianism. The mis: 
schools if managed under Presbyterian auspices, teach the peculiar tencts o! 
Presbyterianism to the exclusion of all other tenets; so are the Methodist, 
Baptist, Episcopalian, and others. In other words, they use their own funds 
inorder to propagate their peculiar and separate creeds. 


Memorandum of Commissioner on speech of Mr. Burke of Texas, delive 
the House of Representatives on February 2. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 13, ! 

Mr. BURKE says there are 30 schools provided for under this head, re{°r 
ring, it is presumed, to the special apycouriesens on page 45 of the bill pre- 
sented to the Committee of the Whole on January 26,1900. The bill only pro- 
vides for 29 schools, the total appropriation being $1,424,267. The appro)" 
tion is made for 7,280 pupils instead of 6,230, as stated by Mr. Burkr. [ic 
figures that the appropriations for these schools carry $1,797,117, an aggresit¢ 
of more than rchild. His premises are wrong, the true amount }«ng 
$1,424,267, which, divided by the number of pupils appropriated for ( - 
gives a total per capita of $195.78, divided as follows: } 

For a of the schools (which includes subsistence, clothing, {\:. 
lights, teachers, physicians, matrons, clerks, blacksmiths, and all employ«cs 
except superintendents) the average per capita is $167, as stated by the 
For repairs and improvements (including electric-light plants, sewer « 
water —— the total appropriation is $91,400, an average per capi's 
$12.5. The new buildings average $9.56 per capita; the pay of superinten’ 
ents, $5.66 per capita. Total per capita, $195.78. Itis thus clear that the figures 
of Mr. BURKE are not in accordance with the amounts fixed in the bill. Ile 
omitted, it is clearly apparent, at one item 1, Tee It is the nun 
oepereee at Carlisle, for which he charges the Government but allow 
credit in the per capita. 








1900. 





The above figures do not relate to the general appropriation of $1,200,000, 
r whieh $5,000 are to be used for education of Indians in Alaska, and also 
un for pay of architect and draftsman and a laborer in the Commis- 

»er's Office in Washington. Out of this amount are supported the reser 

» schools, which, not being so well equipped for industrial training, and 
sually being located near towns and civilization, are maintained at an 
rage rate less than those specifically appropriated for. 

‘\fr. BURKE makes a comparison of the cost of Indian schools with that of 
»ublie schools of his own State. This is an unjust and misleading com- 
son. He forgets that the public schools do not support their pupils, and 

not teach them trades, industries, etc. If he will compare, however, the 

f school buildings used for school purposes alone, which is the only por- 
of an Indian school at all similar to a public school in his State, his argu- 
nt will fall to the ground. The only just method of comparison of the 
st of Indian schools is to compare their cost with that of deaf and dumb 

.sylums, blind asylums, reform schools, and the great industrial institutions 

of tue country where conditions are similar. These schools, as are: Indian 

echcols, are compelled to have a full corps of physicians, teachers, matrons, 
industrial instructors, cooks, laundresses, farmers, etc. 

The Indian Office does not hesitate to invite a comparison of the cost of 

these institutions with that of Indian schools, being satisfied that the cost of 

! , civilization and education at such schools is less than in the white in- 

aland other schools of that character. In the Senate bill now pend- 

ere is an appropriation of $10,000 to supplement a $15,000 appropriation 
ehool building at Haskell. If this $25,000 is divided by 500 (the attend 
it Haskell) it will give a per capita cost for this building of $50. It is 
ed whether Mr. BURKE, in the State of Texas, can obtain a building of 
saracter, of stone, as well equipped as it will be, for anything like the 
per capita. The items referring to Hayward, Wis., and Kickapoo, Kans., 
hools are unjust comparisons, in view of the fact that he has mixed sup 
port and the building of a new school building, waterworks, etc., in one lump 
The Indian Office invites comparisons where comparisons are legiti- 


a 


va 









sum 

late 
The above statements refer to the bill H. R. 7433, which was committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on January 26, 1900,and ordered to be printed. 
It will not materially differ from that now pending in the Senate. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FitzGERALD] desire? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like ten min- 


utes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not take that 
much time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Well, fiveminutes, then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog- 
nized for five minutes. ‘ 


|Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the House. 
See Appendix. | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGErRaLD]} may have the 
opportunity, if he desires it, after the gentleman from Arkansas 
{Mr. LirrTLE] has printed the matter referred to a few moments 
ago, to print remarks in answer thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
NAN] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York 
|Mr. FirzGERALD] have the privilege of printing remarks in the 
Recorp, after the data referred to by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas have been printed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
same privilege, that I may be allowed to complete my remarks. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FitZGERALD] asks unanimous consent that he be permitted to ex- 
tend his remarks in the REcorD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask for a vote on the conference report, 

The conference report was agreed to. 


DISBURSING CLERK OF THE CENSUS OFFICE, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of a bill, which the Clerk will read. 

_The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on the Twelfth Census, asks to have considered a bill, 
Which the Clerk will now report. 

The bill (H. R. 11816) requiring the disbursing clerk of the 
Census Office to file an additional bond, and for other eareeee ag 
proposed to be amended by the Committee on the Twelfth Census, 
Was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Director of the Census be, and he hereby is: 
authorized and directed to require the disbursing clerk of the Census Office 
to give bond to the Secretary of the Treasury, in addition to that now re- 
quired by law, in the penal sum of $250,000, which bond shall conform to the 
requirements of un act entitled “An act to Provete for taking the Twelfth 
. Subsequent censuses,” Serer March 3, 1899, in relation to the bond to 
e filed by the disbursing clerk of the Census Office: Provided, That the Di- 
peek r of the Census may dispense with such additional bond after June 30, 


' ‘nc. 2. That the salary of the disbursing clerk of the Census Office is 
- eby increased for the year ending June 30. 1901, in the sum of $500, so tiat 
or the year commencing July 1, 1900, and ending June 30, 1901, the salary of 
Sai officer shall be Parris 
oo . 3. That, in the absence of the Director and Assistant Director, the 
chief clerk shall serve as Acting Director. 


Mr, HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, just a word in explanation of the 
bill, which was reported unanimously by the Committee on the 
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Census, at the solicitation of the Director of the Census. Under 
the existing law the disbursing clerk is required to give a bond of 
only $50,000. During the period of taking the census, and paying 
the enumerators and special agents, etc., this officer will have 
under his control many hundred thousand dollars, and itis thought 
to be wise to require him to give an additional bond of $250,000, 
so that the aggregate will be $300,000, 

Now, the second section of the bill provides that his salary for 
the year shall be increased in the sumof $500. Thatis the amount 
the Director of the Census says will be required to be paid to the 
trust company to give the necessary bond required by the bill, 

The third section provides that in the absence of the Director 
and the assistant the chief clerk may act as Director. In pre- 
vious censuses this Bureau has been under the Interior Depart- 
ment, and the Secretary of the Interior has had the power to 
appoint an acting Director in the absence of the Director. No 
such law exists at present, and as a precautionary measure it is 
thought that the third section ought to be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON, What is the amount of the salary of this dis- 
bursing officer? 

Mr, HOPKINS, Twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Now? 

Mr. HOPKINS. It will be $3,000 for the one year. 

Mr. CANNON. How does that correspond with the salary of 
the disbursing clerks in the great Departments, like the interior? 

Mr. HOPKINS, Well, I can not state whether it is $2,500 or 
$3,000, 

Mr. CANNON. I think that $2,000 is the ordinary salary of a 
disbursing clerk in the Departments. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to my colleague that in the Depart- 
ments the law is so arranged that the disbursing clerks can not 
control the money; but under the census law a large amount of 
money is absolutely under the control of the disbursing clerk, who 
will have at one time as much as $600,000 in his hands, 

Mr. CANNON. Why not let the law be changed? 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is not the same rule for it, and you can 
not do it. 

Mr, CANNON. I think you can do anything by legislation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When 1 say you can not do it, I mean it will 
take a good deal of time, perhaps, to get it done. 

Mr. CANNON, I think a single sentence will do it. I care 
nothing about the $500; but it seems to me that there is a disburs- 
ing clerk for a mere office, and it is setting a pretty bad example. 
It seems 0 me that the disbursing clerks in all the great Depart- 
ments will be trooping fast and furious along that line. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot think so. This is entirely different. 
There is nota disbursing clerk in all the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment that controls any of the funds in his possession except 
this disbursing clerk. 

Mr. CANNON. This man onght not tocontrol any of the funds 
beyond the amount of money deposited to his credit as a disburs- 
ing officer, to be paid out on vouchers only. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This disbursing clerk is required to take a 





| hundred thousand dollars at a time in money and take it down to 
| the Census Office and pay the help there. 


Mr. CANNON. Thatis trueinall the Departments. There are 


| vastly more employees in the Treasury Department than there 
are here, L take it. 





| 


Mr. HOPKINS. Well, that was investigated by the Director 
of the Census, and he says ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. CANNON. Well—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say that this $500 is limited to the one 
year. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Whois toapprove the bond that the dis- 


| bursing clerk is to give? 


Mr. HOPKINS. The bond is given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and thesureties approved by the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Does the law provide that? 

Mr, HOPKINS. The old law so provides. It is an additiozal 
bond, and the existing law requires as I have stated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman is satisfied on that 
point, I am satisfied. The only point is you give him $500, which 
you say he may use for the bonding of a guaranty company and 
to pay them for making the bond. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will state that the Director of the Census 
informed our committee thatthe rate for a$250,000 bond amounted 
to six hundred and some odd dollars. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I have no question about that. The 
point is that the law does not require him to give a bond of a 
guaranty company, and he might make a straw bond and not 
have it a cor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He could not do that under the existing law, 
because the bond is to be approved as I have already stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | panel of trial jurors forthe term. The jury shall consist of twelve , 
third time; and being engrossed, was read the third time, and ee consent toa less number. Such consent shall! te 
passed, ve . ; mr a Fie oe 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, a motion to reconsider the last | _ The following amendment, reported by the committee, wa: 


vote was laid on the table. and a iad and th ciated . 
I 1, ag ” insert ‘in civil actions.’ 
THOMAS ROSBRUGH. | See nee ead Meat Pa : 


— la a The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LACEY. Mr, Speaker, I ask that the House remain in ses Sec. 175. Particular causes of challenge are of two kinds: 


sjon long enough to dispose of one motion. | Pirst. Por such bias as, when the existence of the facts is ascertai: 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request of the gentle- | judgment of law disqualifies the juror, and which is known in this 


an f a wi implied bias; ; 
a See aoe Second. For the existence of a state of mind on the part of the 


oo x f . reference to the action, or to either party, which satisfies the trier, in 
Mr. LACEY. Last evening a motion was made to reconsider | ercise of a sound discretion, that he can not try the issue impart 

the vote whereby Senate bill 557, for the relief of Thomas Ros- | Without prejudice to the substantial rights of the party challens: 

brugh, was passed. I objected to its being laid on the table. I | Y“? ® <now™ im tis code as ac — ; 

now withdraw that objection. The following amendments, reported by the committee, \y, 


The SPEAKER. On yesterday the gentleman from Missouri | Te@4, and agreed to: 
[Mr. De ArMonpD] moved to reconsider the vote by which Senate is Hine 5 strike out = oe " end insert “title.” 

11) SAT we ; ; n line 7 strike out “ the” and insert “a.” 
bill 557 was passed, and that that motion lie on the table. The In line 11 strike out “code” and insert “title.” 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] objected. The gentleman The Clerk a as foll 7 
now withdraws his objection, and hence the motion of the gentle- 1¢ Clerk read as fo a a ‘ 
man f iss ij ) . Sec. 177. A challenge for actual bias ma en for the cause ment 
nan from Missouri is agreed to in the second subdivision of section 176. But on the trial of such cha 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. although it should appear that the juror challenged has formed or ex 
an opinion upon the merits of the cause from what he may have }, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | read, such opinion shall not of itself be sitfficiont to sustain the challen 
. : the court must be satisfie rom & ne circumstances a © Juror cun not 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- | 4i.,ecard such opinion and try the issue impartially. 


lowing title; when the Speaker sigred the same: : ; ie 

H. Rt. 8582, An act making appropriations for the support of | ,, The cnet i. ee fo eee, ie line 3, 
the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June | SCVeMty-six and insert  seventy-Hve was read, and agrees to, 
30, 1901. The Clerk read as follows: 


r SP : ; : Sec. 183. Upon the trial of a challenge the rules of evidence applicalle : 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill and testimony offered upon the trial of an ordimary issue of facts shall govern. 


joint resolution of the following titles: : oh The juror challenged, or any other person otherwise competent, may | 
S. 4560. An aet to provide for officers in the customs district of | amined asa witness by either party. If a challenge be determined 
Hawaii; and suflicient, or found to be true, as the case may be, it shall be allow 


S. R. 76. Joint resolution withdrawing certain lands on the | GodeerS a eee excluded; but if determined or found 


island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain. The amendment of the committee to strike out. in line 
ALICE V, COOK. word ‘‘ facts” and insert *‘fact” was read, and agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House Senate con-| 7e Clerk read as follows:* 


; Sand : | $e. 186. When the jury has been completed and sworn, the trial sha!! pro- 
current resolution No. 68, which the Clerk will read. ceed in the order prescribed in this section, unless the court for speci! : 


The Clerk read as follows: sons otherwise direct. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the | _ First. The plaintiff shall state briefly his cause of action, and the issue to 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2344) | be tried; the defendant shall then in like manner state his defense or ¢un- 


granti i li -C s terclaim. 
ee Second. The plaintiff shall then introduce the evidence on his part, and 


The resolution was agreed to. ' when he tans ¢ concluded the defendant shall do the ommne. es 
= Third. parties may m respectively introduce re ng evidence 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. only, unless the court, for good reason, and In futherance of justice, | t 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following change of | tem to introduce evidence upon the original cause of action, defens:, or 


reference from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on the Fourth. Not more than two cownsel shall be allowed toaddress the jury on 
Judiciary: Senate bill 1794, for the relief of Fred Weddle. behalf of the plaintiff or defendant; and the whole time occupied by ei:ivr 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces as Speaker for evening | “i? shall not exceed two hours, unless the court, for special reasons, »!»! 


Mr. O’Grapy of N ow York. . Fifth. en the evidence is concluded, unless the case is submitted (0 the 
And then (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.), the Speaker an- jury on both sides without argument, the plaintiff shal! commence and 01 
ade 


“ ; ious ; ecess ;] | clude the argument to the jury. If the plaintiff waive the opening »: rt. 
nounced the House, under its prevs er, to be in r until ment, and the defendant then argue the case to the jury, the plaintit! <h.«!l 


8 o'clock this evening. not be nermikted to re 
. . P | ply to the argument of the defendant. 
The recess having expired, the House at 8 o'clock p.m<resumed |_ Sixth. The court shall then charge the jury, and, if either party rev 


; ; Oo" i chair peak tem | it, and shall, at the commencement of the trial, give notice of his intent 
its session, Mr. O’GRapy in the as 5 ee r pore. so to do, the cha: of the court, so far as it relates to the law and th: 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


of the on ee soinent te wees ond ives to the Dury by i urt a 
On motion of Mr. WARNER, the House resolved itself into aC. CM SC 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. JENKINS in . st ; 
the chair, and resumed the consideration of Senate bill 3419, mak- eee oF PhP Semmens WEN TEE, HD agreed to, 1 
ng ae provision for civil government in Alaska, and for other At the end of the fifth paragraph of the section strike out “the whole time 
purposes. occupied by either side s not exceed two hours unless the court 
The Clerk read as follows: cial reasons shall otherwise permit” and insert “the court may limit ( 
; Src. 168. A motion to postpone a trial on the ground of the absence of ext time to be consumed by counsel in arguing the cause to the jury. 
dence shall only be made upon affidavit showing the materi y the 7 ‘hai se 8 : on 
evidence expected to be odtained, and what diligence has been used to pro. | “it. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I observe it is provided in vn 
cure it, and also the name and residence of the witness or witnesses. The | Of the paragraphs of this bill that “not more than two counsel 
court may also require the moving party to state u ne@idaris the evidence shall be allowed to address the court on behalf of the plainti 
which he expects to obtain, and if the adverse party thereupon adm a a » W ‘ule or 
such evidence would be given, and that it be considered as actually given on defendant. an t understand that under the general be a 
the trial, or offered and overruled as improper, the trial shall not be post- | practice in all the States it is left to the discretion of the court to 
poned. The court, when it allows the motion, may impose such conditions | regulate this matter as if may deem proper. 
or terms upon the moving party as may be just. - Mr. WARNER, It is thought best to make this astatutory pro- 
The following amendment, reported by the committee, was read, | vision; and it is the existing lawin Alaska. I presume it is s.\'s 
and agreed to: factory to the people up there; at least, the gentlemen who ‘ve 
In line 4 strike out ‘ what” and insert “a statement of facts showing | been here representing them said that it would be. 
that due. Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by ins:r'ing 
The Clerk read as follows: after the clause I have just read the words ‘‘ unless otherwis or- 
Src. 120. Trial juries shall be formed as follows: When the action is called | dered by the court.” 
for trial, tbe clerk shall draw from the trial jury box of the court, one b Mr. WARNER. I suggest that the word “ ordered ” shoul: Se 
one, the ballots containing the namesof the jurers until the jury is complet changed to “allowed.” 
or the ballots are exhausted. If the ballots become exhausted before the | C422: anowss. ' ‘ 
ury is complete, the marshal, under the direction of the court, shall summon Mr. FINLEY. Very well; I make that modification. 
rom the bastenders. or the body of the Soeeh, as a _—y Crees. so The amendment of Mr. FrnLey as modified was agreed to. 
*many qualified persons as may be necessary to complete ury. n- 
ever, as in this section provided, the marshal shall Casmmee eines than one The Clerk read as follows: ; 
rson at a time from the bystanders or the body of the district, he shall re- Sno. 189. If, after the formation of the jury, and before verdict, a juror 
urn a list of the persons so summoned to the clerk. The clerk shall write | come sick, soas to be unable to perform his duty, the court may order) '? 
the names of such persons upon eupareée ballots, and deposit the same inthe | be discharged. In that-case, unless the parties agree to proceed wit) ¢° 
trial jury box, and then draw such ballots therefrom, as in the case of the ' other jurors,a new juror may be sworn, and the trial begin anew; oF the 
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afterwards formed 
The amendment reported by the committee to insert after the 
word ‘‘ trial,” in line 5, the word ‘‘ may” was read, and agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 195. Except as provided in sections 190 and 199, or in case of some ac- 


cident or calamity requiring their discharge, the jury shall not be discharged 
ave agreed upon a verdict 


after the cause is submitted to them until they 
and given it in open court, unless by the consent of both parties entered in 
the journal, or unless at the expiration of such period as the court deem 
proper it satisfactorily appears that there is no probability of an agreement. 

The following amendments of the committee were read, and 
agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “ninety ” and insert “ eighty-nine.” 

In line 2 strike out “ninety-nine” and insert “ ninety-eight.” 

The following committee amendment to section 210, as renum- 
bered, was read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the words “‘to referees.” 

The following committee amendment to section 211, as renum- 
bered, was read, and agreed to: 

| 


jury may be discharged, as the court shall direct, and a new jury then or | 


” 


In line 1, after the word “consent,’’ insert the words “in an action being | 


tried by the court without a jury.”’ 
After line 18 insert a new paragraph, as follows: A ] 
‘Fifth. When the action of an equitable nature is at issue upon a question 
of fact.”’ 


Mr. BARNEY. Imove to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of asking a question of the chairman of the committee for 
information. That is, whether, under this code, it is not proper 
for the court to try all actions of an equitable nature? This fifth 
provision would seem to imply that such actions are to be tried 
only by referees. 

Mr. WARNER. No; the action may be referred, The court, 
‘upon application or upon its own motion, may refer it when it is 
an action of an equitable nature. As I understand it, under this 
code the court tries all actions of an equitable nature without a 
jury, unless the court refers the case to a jury or to a referee. 
This authorizes the court to refer all equitable cases or cases of 
an equitable nature to a referee on its own motion, and no one 
can complain of it. 

Mr. BARNEY. But in other code States the court tries all 
equitable actions, unless a jury is ordered, 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 
action to a referee. 
referee. 

The following committee amendment to section 213, as renum- 
bered, was agreed to: 

After the word “parties,” in line 4, insert: cs 

“Provided, That in a reference to take and report testimony only, the 
same may be made to any competent disinterested person, regardless of the 
foregoing qualifications.” 

The following committee amendment to section 220, as renum- 
bered, was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out all of the section after the word “ truth,” in line 4. | 


| 


The following committee amendment was read and agreed to: 


Insert a new section, to be numbered 223, as follows: 

“Src, 223. The verdict of the jury, any order or decision, partially or finally 
determining the rights of the parties, or any of them, or affecting the plead- 
ings, or granting or refusing a continuance, or granting or refusing a new 
trial, or admitting or rejecting the evidence, provided objection be made to 
its admission or rejection at the time of its offer, or made uponex parte appli- 
cation or in theabsence of a party, are deemed excepted to without the excep- 
tion being taken or stated, or entered in the journal.” 


| 

The following committee amendments to section 226 were read, 
and agreed to: 
| 

j 

' 


This provides that he ¢an refer such 
Of course he has to approve the report of the 


In line 2, after the word “shall,” insert the words “except as hereinafter 
provide 1 ” 

In line 3, after the word “ within,” strike out the word “one” and insert 
the word “three.”’ Strike out the word “day” and insert the word “ days.” 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘one” and insert the word ‘‘ three.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “day” and insert the word “days.” 

Strike out all after the word “it,” in line 9. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I move tostrike out the last word, 
for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. Is there anything in here that allows the court, in its dis- 
cretion, to extend the time within which affidavits may be filed in 
support of a motion for a new trial? 

Mr. WARNER, My recollection is that the court has that 
power, 

Mr, JONES of Washington. 

ve, 

Mr. WARNER. It is in here somewhere. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
ment, 

The following committee amendment to section 
and agreed to: 

Strike out all after the word “ decision,” in line3, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “except as hereinbefore provided.” 

The following committee amendment to section 228 was read, 
and agreed to; 
conan word “ based,” in line 7, insert the words “ unless they appear of 


It seems to me that it ought to 


I withdraw my formal amend- 
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aw 


Was read, 
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Tho following committee amendment to section 252 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out the word “code” and insert in lieu thereof t l 
“title.” 

The following committee amendments to section 239 were read, 
and agreed to: 

Strike out all of lines 9 to 18, inclusive 

In line 19 strike out the word “second” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ first.” 

After the word “in” strike out the word “other” and insert in licu 
thereof the word “all.” 

In line 36 strike out the word “third” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“second.” 

In line 41 strike out the word “fourth” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“third.” 
The following committee amendments to section 241 were read, 
and agreed to: 
In line 2,after the word “corporation,” strike out the words “or a minor 
In line 4, after the word “corporation,” strike out the words “or minor.”’ 
In line 5, after the word “him,” strike ont the words “or in the case of a 
minor, if a guardian for the action has been appointed, then by such guar- 


“ ” 


| dian.” 


The following committee amendment to section 243 was read, 
and agreed to: 

After the word “given,” in line 6, strike out the words “or before 
clerk in vacation by whom the judgment is entered.”’ 

The following committee amendments to section 2144 were read, 
and agreed to: 
_ After the word “this,” in line 2, strike out the word ‘code ” 
lieu thereof the word “title.” 

After the word “action,’’ in line 2, strike out the words “at law.” 

The following committee amendment to section 247 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 2, after the word “action,” strike out the words “at law.” 


The following committee amendments to section 248 were read, 
and agreed to: 


the 


and insert in 


After the word “ persons,” in line 3, strike out the words “or by their 
attorneys.”’ 

In line 10, after the word ‘‘ corporation,” strike out the words ‘‘or minor.” 

In line 12, after the word “corporation,” strike out the words “or minor.” 


The following committee amendment to section 250 was read, 
and agreed to: 

After the word “judgments,” in line 18, strike out the words 
judgments by default for want of an answer.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 268. If the action be one in which the defendant might have been ar- 
rested, as provided by section 98, an execution against the person of the 
judgment debtor may be issued after the return of the execution against 
his property unsatisfied in whele or in part, as follows. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out,in section 
268, the words ‘‘if the action be one in which the defendant might 
have been arrested, as provided by section 8.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of lines 1 and 2 and the word “eight” in line 3, so that the 
section will commence with the words “an execution against the person 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it advisable 
to strike that out, because I have no doubt on earth but that the 
chapter on arrest will remain in this bill. I have no doubt that 
unanimous consent will be asked by the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. GROSVENOR] and others who have opposed it to-day on the 
tloor that that may be reconsidered and voted upon again. I think 
it will be adopted with an amendment striking out one paragraph 
in the chapter on arrests, and probably striking out the provision 
in relation to arrest in an action upon a breach of promise. I 
think we had better leave this as it is, because [ am sure that the 
chapter on arrests will remain in this bill. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted that this 
committee will stand by its action, and I think we should act very 
foolishly to go ahead in the consideration of this bill on the theory 
that the committee is going to reverse the action that it took 
to-day. 1 insist that if we are going to perfect the bill at all we 
ought to perfect it as we go along, and certainly we now have no 
section 98. So it would bé very improper to refer to that section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ae is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Luoyp]. 

The question being taken, on a division there were 
noes 8. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to obstruct, 
You understand what I mean by that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that we are proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LLOYD. Ihave not expressed what I might express. I 
think I am understood. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest that we pass this informally and tak 
it up to-morrow. 

Mr, LLOYD, 


“except 


ayes 4, 


I will consent to that. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
tion be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

First. When it appears from the record that the cause of action is also a 
cause of arrest, as prescribed in section 98, such execution may issue of 
courre 

Mr. LLOYD. 1 hope we will pass over all these sections here. 

Mr. WARNER. Let us decide it here and now whether they 
will have to go out or not. If anybody wants to take the respon- 
sibility of obstructing this bill, all right. All these amendments 
will have to come up again in the House. 

Mr. LLOYD, It is very easy to get along here, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the committee that 
we are proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LLOYD, Ihave intimated that I have no disposition to 
obstruct legislation, and I have no disposition. We could pass 
over this section or two until to-morrow just as well as not. 

Mr. OTJEN. 1 do not think we ought to pass over any section. 

Mr. LLOYD. I gave notice that I mean what I have indicated. 

Mr. WARNER. You can do it so far as I am concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent was asked to pass these 
sections. 

Mr. LLOYD. All sections that refer to section 98. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw his objection? 

Mr. WARNER. I think I withdraw the objection, It is fool- 
ish to do so, but I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. It might be well to understand at this time 
just exactly what sections it is agreed upon shall be passed. 

Mr. LLOYD. All sections that refer to section 98, That will 
cover it. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not definite enough for the Clerk to 
understand. Will the gentleman kindly state the pages? 

Mr. LLOYD. Iam not sufficiently advised to be able to say 
for the present, but say all paragraphs and sections down to 271. 

The CHAIRMAN. Down to section 271? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does that mean the present numbering or 
the numbering when corrected? 

Mr. LLOYD. The present numbering. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands that unanimous con- 
sent is asked to pass for the present all the provisions of sections 
268 and 269, and the Clerk will read section 270, on page 141. 

The Clerk read sections 270 and 271. 

The Clerk read the following amendment: 

Strike out section 271. 


Mr. BARNEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee having the bill in charge why it was that the section pro- 
viding for a homestead here is left out of this bill? 

Mr. WARNER. My recollection is that there is another chap- 
ter in the bill defining what a homestead should be. 

Mr. BARNEY. Then the new section 271 says: 

All other property, including franchises, rights, or interests therein, of 


the spdqumnens debtor shall be liable to an execution except as in the section 
provided. 


Unanimous consent is asked that this sec- 
Is there objection? 


What “ other ” is that? 

Mr. WARNER, That is knocked out, because it is —eey, 
covered in other sections of the bill. ‘‘ Other” is knocked out as 
this section provides. I think you will find homestead is defined, 
what the homestead shall be, and it shall be exempt, 

Mr. FINLEY. In what section? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not recollect the number of it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Would it not be very well to pass over section 
271 until we do come to it. 

Mr. WARNER. You can do as you like about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BARNEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, there ought to be an 
understanding that we will go back to it in case there is no pro- 
vision for a homestead hereafter, because it is very important, in 
my judgment. There may be some reason for not eo the 
Rene and we ought to know what there is provided on that 
subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin ask 
that this section be passed? 

Mr. BARNEY. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent that section 271, page 141 and 142, be passed 
without prejudice. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read. 

The committee amendment to section 272 was read, as follows: 


Strike out “272” and insert “271” in the first line; and strike out the word 
“other” in the first line. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The amendment to the first paragraph of section 272 was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8, page 143, after the word “debtor,” insert the words “ the head of 
Sthete* and in line 10 strike out the word “sixty” and insert the word 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment in paragraph 4, line 25, was read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “three ’ and insert the word “six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to paragraph 5, page 144, was read, as follows: 

In line 36 strike out the word “three” and insert the word “six.” 

The amendment to section 274 was read, as follows: 

On page 147, line 8, strike out the word “‘seventy-four ” andinsert the word 
‘seventy-three.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to sections 276, 277, 278, and 279 was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out the sections. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want toask the chairman of the 
committee what provision is made for trying the right to property 
claimed by a third person under garnishee proceedings? 

Mr. WARNER. He has the regular remedy by replevin and 
intervention. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
tions were stricken out? 

Mr. WARNER. It is simply a useless 
pears in some of the laws of the States, an 
when it is in force, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to section 276 were con 
sidered, and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out the word “successively” and insert in place thereof 
“ prior to the day of sale." 

a In line 9, insert the words “ provided there is such post-office within said 
eo 12, page 150, strike out the word “successively” and insert “ prior 
to the day of sale.”’ 

The following committee amendments to section 280 were con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

In line 13, on page 152, strike out the words “at law.” 

In line 16 strike out the words ‘at law.”’ 

In line 21 strike out the words “at law.” 

In line 27 strike out the words ‘‘at law.” 

In line 34 strike out the words “at law.” 

The following committee amendment to section 
agreed to; 

In line 37, page 154, strike out the word “suit.” 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Sec. 282. [f the purchaser of real property sold on execution, or his s1 
cessor in interest, be evicted therefrom in consequence of the reversal of t!i 
judgment, he may recover the price paid, with legal interest and the c 
and disbursements of the action by which he was evicted, from the plaintiff 
in the writ of execution. 


Mr. GAINES. I would like to ask the chairman why he uses 
the term “‘ with legal interest?” I notice over on page 157 that 
they insert 8 per cent interest. Does the gentleman mean to have 
6 per cent interest in the United States and 6 per cent interest in 
some Territories and 8 per cent in other Territories? 

Mr. WARNER. They propose to have a different rate of 
interest up there. Money is worth more up there than down here, 
the same as money will draw a higher rate of interest in Califor- 
nia and Kansas than in Massachusetts. A legal rate is provided 
where there is no contract rate. ; 

The committee amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Second. A creditor having a lien by judgment, decree, or mortgage, on 
any portion of the property, or any portion of any part thereof, separat 
suld, subsequent in time to that on which the property was sold. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to strike out the word “decree” in line 
7, page 157. We have abolished the word ‘ decree” elsewhere in 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offere:! 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Sec. 286. A lien creditor may redeem the property within sixty days from 
the date of the order confirming the sale py paying the amount of the pur 
chase money, with interest at the rate of 10 per cent per annum thereon 
from the time of sale, together with the amount of any taxes which the pu! 
chaser may have paid thereon, and if the purchaser be also a creditor having 
a lien prior to that of the redemptioner, the amount of such lien wit! 
interest. 

With the following amendment, recommended by the committee: 

In line 4 strike out the word “ten” and insert “ eight;” so that it will read 
“8 per cent per annum.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, this section reads: 


A lien creditor may redeem.the property within sixty days from the dato 
of the order confirming the sale, etc. 


That is the reason why these sec 


provisiun, Which ap- 
amounts to nothing 


281 was 
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It seems to me that that is a short length of time for anybody to 
yedeem property. I take it that people in Alaska are no richer 
than those in this part of the country and that they can not get 
hold of money any easier there than we can here. I know of no 
State or Territory where there is any such limitation as sixty days. 

{ dare say the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gipson], who is 
the author of a standard work on Equity Pleading and Practice, 
and also the Law of Redemption, knows of no such law as giving 
a wan only sixty days to redeem property. I should like to ask 
the chairman if he does not think sixty days is too short a time 
in Alaska, when it is so far away from the United States. Most 
of the people go there from this country, or other countries far- 
ther away, and they can not get from here there in sixty days. I 
move to strike out ‘‘ sixty days” and put in ‘‘six months,” unless 
the chairman can give me some good reason why the change should 

iot be made. 

Mr. WARNER. That would tie the property up substantially 
forever. You want the time of redemption to end at some time. 
If there are several judgment creditors, each one knows when the 
prior redemption will expire. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes, if he is there; but suppose he is not there? 

Mr. WARNER, If heis not there, he never will know it until 
he comes there. 

Mr. GAINES. I understand that, but we are not to suppose 
that everybody is there all the time. A great many people own- 
ing property there live in this country. 

Mr. WARNER. Sixty daysis a longenough time. There may 
be half a dozen redemptioners, and if you should give six months 
to each, that would extend the time for redemption to three years, 
and the property would be tied up that long. I see no reason and 
no necessity why it should be made more than sixty days. They 
know when the time is up and can assert their rights in sixty 
days, which is long enough to let any creditor come in to redeem 
from a prior creditor. 

Mr. GAINES, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the chairman inform us whether that 
refers to property described in section 284 as real property, or only 
to personal property? 

Mr. WARNER. It only applies to real property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANDIVER. What is the committee amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Tostrike out the word ‘ ten,” in line 4, and 
insert ‘‘eight,” so that it shall read ‘‘8 per cent per annum.” 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the com- 
mittee amendment by inserting ‘‘six” instead of ‘‘ eight,” 


The CHAIRMAN. Tie question is on the amendment offered | 


by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I would like to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri, 

Mr. VANDIVER Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to pro- 
long debate or delay the passage of this bill, but i wisli to make a 
few remarks in connection with it. 
country up there and for the people resid'ng there, we are under 
a peculiar responsibility; and as we are the only people who can 
den 9 for them, we ought to do so in a spirit of justice and 
liberality. 

1 think the tendency of the times everywhere is toward a lower 
rate of interest. In fact, the accumulation of wealth in the hands 
of a few people or a few great corporations has been so marked 
in recent years that the rate of interest naturally falls; it has been 
somewhat declining through the whole country, and, in fact, 
throughout the world. 


Now, it may be true, as has been said here, that money is worth | 


more upin that country than it is down here among us. That is 
& comparatively new country. Business is carried on there under 
more or less speculative conditions, and therefore te. probably 
expect to pay a somewhat higher rate of interest. ut looking 
forward, ought we not to so frame this legislation as that it may 
have a good tendency in bringing down the rate of interest. Look- 
ing to the time when business will be established on a more com- 
mon basis up there as it is here, will it not be true there, as it is 
now true here, that 6 per cent will be reasonable? 

_ Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him what 
is the rate of interest in his State? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Eight per cent; that is to say, 8 per cent is 
the limit; 6 per cent is the legal rate in the absence of any special 
contract; 8 per cent is allowed under special contract. 

Mr. GAINES. In the State of Tennessee it is 6 per cent. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If 1 may be allowed to digress a little—— 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, do not digress; let us get on. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I do not expect to occupy more than a few 


minutes, 
oot CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 
oor. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois 


In legislating for that far-off | 
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[Mr. WARNER] that this is probably the only time I shall occupy 
the floor on this bill; so he may content himself in patience for a 
few minutes, 

There are some features of this bill that are to me very objec- 
tionable; but the bill has been greatly improved during its con- 
sideration in this House. I was glad to recognize the improve- 
ment made in the bill to-day, when, by the action of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, we agreed to give those people up there a 
representative; we agreed that they should have a Delegate to 
represent them on this floor. 

I will be frank and say to the gentleman that without such a 
provision in this bill I should not vote for it; with that provision 
I think perhaps I may do so; if some other changes which I could 
name be made, Iam sure I will doso, But at any rate I want to 
say this much, that as the bill was brought in it seemed to me it 
partook entirely too much of the general tendency of the times 
toward the exercise of colonial government over distant provinces, 
which, to my mind, is dangerous; and I say frankly to the gen- 
tleman that in that form I could not bring myself to support the 
bill. The government of distant territory without representa- 
tion has never proven to be just or wise. The experience of other 
nations should have taught us better. But our recent experience 
in Cuba certainly should open our eyes. 

Mr. Chairman, to this matter it might be well to call the atten- 
tion of the country. We find in the public press (what has been 
admitted by the Administration to be true) that the postal service 
established on the island of Cuba has been one gigantic steal from 
its inception to the present time. The Cuban people expected 
and deserve better things from us. 

We were told, and we told them, that, in order to carry out our 
benevolent purposes, it was necessary that the President of the 
United States should have the power to appoint the civil and 
military officers of their government until such time as they 
should be in a position to establish a government of their own. 
And right here, Mr. Chairman, I would call your attention to the 
significance of these two words, ‘‘such time,” and in doing so I 
would quote from the distinguished Senator from Maine | Mr. 
HALE], who, on yesterday on the floor of the Senate, used this 
expression: 








I think there are very powerful influences in this country—I think they 
are largely located in New York City, and are largely speculative, connected 
with money-making corporations—that are dotarunined that we shall never 
give up Cuba. I think that is the dangerous cloud in the sky. I think that 
the time will never come, unless something earnest and drastic is done by 
Congress, when the last soldier of the United States will be withdrawn from 


| Cuban soil. 


Mr. Chairman, the light of recent events certainly gives the 
people of this country and the people of the island of Cula the 
right to believe that the fears of this distinguished Senator are to 
be realized, This steal of half a million dollars, Mr. Chairman, 
is not likely to inspire any very great degree of confidence in the 
hearts and minds of the Cuban people; but, sir, it is only a sam- 
ple of carpetbag government such as has been experienced by 
every people who have had the unhappy experience to have dealt 
with it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is pertinent to ask at this time, in view of the 
conditions that now exist, are we acting in good faith? Is the 
President of the United States acting in good faith when he pro- 
ceeds to appoint the government officials of the island of Cuba, 
all of whom are citizens of this country and alien to the country 
whose government they propose to administer, with fat salaries 
drawn from the Cuban taxpayers, and who, at least so far as the 
postal department is concerned, seem to have improved every 
opportunity for pillage and plunder? 

Nor does it all seem to be confined to those employed in the pos- 
tal branch of our Government, but we have the admission from 
the Secretary of War that there have been appointed to positions of 
trustin thatlittle island certain officers of the UnitedStates Army — 
how many wé are unable to discover—who, in direct conflict with 
the Constitution of the United States, if not at the instance, at 
least with the permission of the Secretary of War, have been 


| allowed a salary for the performance of these duties in addition 


to that allowed by law as officers of the United States Army. 

Mr. Chairman, if I mistake not, the great liberty-loving Ameri- 
can people when they assemble at the polls on the first ‘Tuesday 
of next November will, with the battle cry of 1776, repudiate this 
unholy purpose for which you have used the great American 
Government and the disgrace which you have placed upén the 
Stars and Stripes, the national emblem of this greatcountry, who 
first demonstrated to the world the possibility of maintaining a 
** government of the people, by the people, and for the people.” 


GOVERNMENT BY COMMISSIONS. 


In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I again call attention to the 
number and expense of the commissions which this Administra- 
tion has found it necessary (or advantageous to politicians out of 
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a job) to call to its assistance in regulating our conquered prov- 
inces, ‘‘and for other purposes”—mainly the spending of large 
sums of money gathered from the people under the plea of war 
revenue or taxes, which you still refuse to reduce. 

It is impossible to give the exact cost of the commissions cre- 
ated by President McKinley. The following is a partial list: 


First Philippine Commission (after battle of Manila)............. $210,000.00 
Second Philippine Commission (Denby, Worcester, and Schur- 

mat 117, 500. 00 
222, 031.34 

7, 000. 00 
75, 000. 00 
150, 000.00 
0, 000. 00 
60), 000. 00 
20, 000, 00 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Bimetallic Commission 
Alger Army Commission............. ~dhtiniatnianaaataan nsiiiinaiiimantadhertasail 
Samoan Commission 
ueen's Jubilee Commission... 
Special Paris Exposition Commission 
Reciprocity Commission. -.........-..-....--.- 
Joint High Commission with Canada 
Cuba and Porto Rico Evacuation Commission 
Hague Peace Commission 
Hawaiian Commission ..........-.. 
Isthmian Canal Commission 
Insular Commission ............-. 
Industrial Commission (labor), per year. .........-....-.-. 
Hon. Charles A. Hamlin, special commissioner to Japan 
Hon. John W. Foster, special commissioner 
— Robert P. Porter, special commissioner to Cuba and Porto 
SD extineitien Gicvmteajtaemiah tania 


210, 000. 00 
50, 000. 00 
35, 000. 00 
30, 000. 00 

1, 000, 000.00 
50), 000. 00 

150,000. 00 
15, 000.00 
30,000.00 


80,000. 00 


This does not include the new Philippine Commission (Taft 
commission). 

The Postal Commission and California Débris Commission are 
likewise omitted, and also the Mississippi River Commission and 
the District of Columbia Commission, as they are under contin- 
uing statutes. 

It is impossible to give the exact expenses of these commissions, 
except as to the Paris Commission and the second Philippine 
Commission. They are charged upon the books of the Treasury 
Department to national defense and emergency, under the un- 
usual and extraordinary column. Under this head, in the re- 
ceipts and disbursements for the year 1899, appear, among other 
items, the following: 

Under the head of national defense in the War Department, 


charged to miscellany, is an item of 


_— ; : ; - . $8, 889, 201.81 
Under the head of emergency in miscellany is charged an item 


8,000, 000. 00 
6,197, 701.02 
8, 856, 263. 95 


These items are put in a lump, and the purposes of such ex- 
penditures are not named, The books themselves show these 
expenditures to be unusual and extraordinary, and they are the 
only large expenditures which are not itemized. 

In these items are contained the expenses of the various com- 
missions, and it seems impossible to learn of what these lump 
sums consist. All of the expenses given are estimated, except 
those of the Peace Commission and the second Philippine Com- 
mission. Applying the rate of cost known to exist as to these 
two commissions, 1t will be seen that the estimates of the other 
commissions, while based only upon estimates, are probably too 
low rather than too high. 

Government by commission seems to be an expensive luxury. 
But as the Government has gone into the commission business 
the people must foot the bills. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the unbusinesslike 
methods of keeping these accounts. It seems to me that large 
sums of money are being spent and charged up in lump sums, and 
we do -_ know what they were paid out for, nor to whom they 
were paid, 

The division of bookkeeping and warrants of the Treasury De- 
partment prepares an annua! statement of receipts and disburse- 
ments of all funds of the United States. This is itemized in 
amounts from a few cents up te millionsof dollars. Onecolumn 
which until very recently had no place in this document now 
assumes a great deal of importance. I refer to the column 
designated ‘*Unusual and extraordinary.” The items of this de- 
partment in the report for 1899 aggregate $232,552,172. 

In nearly all of the cases very large sums are named and the 
expenditures are not itemized. It is impossible to tell the exact 
cost of any of the commissions which have been organized by re- 
ferring to this document. For example, the Philippine Com- 
mission is given in this publication as costing $102,187.34, while 
the cost, as reported by the President of the United States, is 

iven as $117,185.89. Itis an impossibility to discover from this 

ocument of receipts and disbursements the amount paid to the 
International Exposition Commission, which is reported by the 
President as having cost $396,700.22, 

The President on April 16 transmitted a report to the Senate 
as to the amount paid on account of the Philippine Commission. 
He does not state the time occupied by the Philippine Commission 
in fulfilling its duties, but it is well known that it required but a 


na 
Under the head of Navy miscellaneous, under the item of na- 
IIIT 1s recess dagenpigteennenabaitiiehiiaieiatemsatametntiondanieal 
— - head of emergency in the Navy Department is an 
tem oO 


30, 000.00 | 
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few months. The commissioners received $10,000 in salary a, 
$5,285 in expenses while in the United States, and for expenses 
the Philippines they received $9,252.54. 

The secretary to that commission received as compensati 
$8,560, and an additional allowance after he came to this coun 
of $3,660. The balance of the $117,185.89 was expended in 0; 
expenses in the Philippines. The secretary of this commiss 
seems to have received a higher rate of salary than any judge 
the United States Supreme Court or any member of the Cabj; 
for the time he was actually employed. 

The total expense of the Paris Commission, which wag in. 
structed to prepare suitable buildings for the United States a; 
to look after the interests of American exhibitors, was $94,699 
the Government exhibit and the building and $302,000 for expen 
outside of such construction. Our $94,000 exhibit cost us 0\ 
$396,000, The temporary services of draftsman consumed § 
477.79, at which rate of compensation it is well that the servi 
were temporary, as, had they been permanent, they would haye 
soon exhausted the surplus in the United States Treasury, Th. 
traveling expenses footed up $53,397.38, 

A very considerable amount of this was paid for trips to Paris 
of persons not at all attached to the commission except by ties 
relationship and friendship. A son of the commissioner-genera] 
received $498.46, although not employed by the commission. |t 
would be interesting to know aie or not any of the other gen- 
tlemen who were furnished with transportation are related to tle 
commissioner-general, An interesting fact appears as to the coiu- 
parative rents of Chicago, New York, and Paris. 

‘he work of the commission was supposed to be principally in 
Paris. They paid in Paris $3,049.50 for rent. They paid in New 
York, where they opened their offices two months before opening 
their offices in Chicago and Paris, $4,159.59. They paid in Chi- 
cago for rent $10,734.88. This is 5 per cent interest on $200, 
worth of property for mere temporary offices. The Government 
would have saved money to have bought a building suitable for 
their purposes. There was paid out for salaries $167,768.63. Over 
$80,000 is not itemized, but is thrown into the miscellaneous col- 
umn. This disposition to plage large sums under the head of 
generic terms will not prove pees with the people, who want 
to keep some track of the public funds expended by public officia’s. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, this whole scandal in Cuba is on!y 
what we may expect in Porto Rico, in Hawaii, in Alaska, and in 
the Philippines if we continue to impose our carpetbag governors 
upon those people without giving them representation here. It 
is the same old story of colonial misgovernment—“ taxation withi- 
out representation.” 

Ex-Senator Henderson has recently put the whole matter in 
clear light in the following language: 


CONSTITUTION IGNORUD. 


Why should we be ——. then, at the recent defalcations and em! 
zlements in Ouba? Are they not the legitimate consequences of a gross aul 
radical departure from the Constitution, on which our institutions and our 
hopes of fidelity and purity of administration are based? Look at the order 
of the President, made through the Postmaster-General in July, 1899, under 
which Mr. Rathbone’s administration as director-general of posts in Cuba 
has been conducted. Upon him alone is conferred unlimited authority to 
establish post-offices and to appoint postmasters and fix their compensation. 

He has unrestrained authority to establish post routes and fix the com- 
pensation of all persons and companies carrying the mail. He is to make all 
contracts touching the questions of transportation and distribution of the mail, 
and his power is equally unlimited to collect and disburse all moneys ar 
from that service in Cuba. Under this order he combines in himself, as re- 
gards this subject, all the functions of the legislative and executive depart- 
meutsof our Government on an island containing 2,000,000 people. His svle 
will is the law. He is made anabsolute monarch. No such autocracy exists 
on earth. He is to collect millions of dollars and expend it as his own sweet 
will may dictate. 

There is no one to inspect his accounts. He is authorized to collect and t 
hold and disburse as his own treasurer. He can disburse without an act « 
appropriation. He can pay out without a warrant. The lamentable part « 
this whole matter is that he who invokes constitutional limitations to rest! 
this wild delirium is no better thana traitor against his Government. After 
a while the traitors will probably be in the majority and then, as heretvivre 
in this uncertain world of ours, treason will again become respectable. 


Mr. GIBSON. In reference to the rate of interest, allow me to 
say it is a notorious fact that, starting with the city of New York, 
where the rate of interest is lower than anywhere else in the United 
States, the rate continues to increase as we go westward, In tle 
old States the rate of interest is much lower than it is in the ncw 
States. In the district of Alaska the rate of interest is practically 
from 25 to 50 per cent, and the rate fixed by the committee is very 
unsatisfactory to the people of Alaska, who wish it much bight 
than 8 per cent. They prevailed on the Senate committee to {1x it 
at 10 per cent, but the majority of the House committee thous: 
it best to reduce the rate to8 per cent, That, I am sure, is a {vir 
comproniise. BX 

Mr. GAINES. Is there no provision in this bill to fix a limit on 
the rate of interest? 

Mr. GIBSON, It may be 12 per cent by contract. 

Mr. GAINES. In other words, the usurer is given about every- 
thing he wants. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Yes, and more, too. [Laughter.] At what rate 
does the gentleman lend money in Tennessee? 

Mr. GAINES. I never lend it at any illegal or oppressive or 
gouging interest, and never will. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam very glad to hear that. 

Mr. GAINES. And I never will be a party to any law that au- 

1orizes it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam proud of the gentleman. [Langhter.] 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in the State of 
Washington eight or nine years ago the rate of interest that 
might be charged was 2 or 3per cent a month. Now the rate has 
been cut down so that, by contract, as much as 12 per cent may 
be charged, while the legal rate, outside of any special contract, 
is7 per cent. It seems to me that this rate of interest here on re- 
demption is really too low. 

Mr. GAINES. It would seem that the statement of my col- 
league, that the farther west you go the higher the rate of inter- 
est becomes, must be incorrect. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. VANDIVER, I call for a vote on the amendment that I 


offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to amend the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The following amendments to section 287, as renumbered, were 
read, and agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.’’ 

; line 13 strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

The following committee amendment to section 288, as renum- 
bered, was read, and agreed to: 


In line 4 strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 


The following committee amendment to section 289, as renum- | 


bered, was read, and agreed to: 
In line 1, after the word “ be,” insert the word ‘“‘ not.” 


The following committee amendment to section 290, as renum- 
bered, was read: 

In line 3,after the word *“‘ redeemed,” strike out the words “shall give the 
purchaser or redemptioner, as the case may be, two days’ notice of his inten- 
tion to apply to the marshal for that purpose, at the time and place specified 
in such notice to such person.”’ 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for information. This amendment here strikes 
out the notice required to be given to the party from whom re- 
demption is to be made. The section as amended provides that 
the money shall be paid to the marshal, and further over in the 
section it is provided that the marshal shall immediately pay the 
money over to the person from whom the nc pa A is redeemed, 
if he attend at the redemption, and if he does not attend, then 
when demanded. Itseems to me there ought to be some provision 
giving notice to the person from whom redemption is made that 
the redemption has been made. Suppose redemption is made 
within ten days. There would still be a period of two or three 
months in which redemption could be made. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. What difference does it make as long as the 
relemyenes gets his money? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Thereis nothing toshow but what 
the marshal might keep the money until the full time of redemp- 
tion had e ired. 

Mr. WARNER. The committee had in mind the fact, which 
was represented to us by the gentlemen from Alaska who ap- 
peared before the committee, that in many cases the judgment 
creditor would be a nonresident, a in New York or London, 
in these big mining cases, and it would be impossible to serve no- 
tice on him, and they thought that the plaintiff would follow up 
his remedy and himself watch for the redemption. 

If it is not redeemed within the time specified, of course he 
would be entitled to a deed; but if you put in a provision speci- 
fying that the judgment creditor should be notified before the 
redemption could be made, probably it never could be made, be- 
cause they would not be able to serve notice on him. It is not as 
it is in our country, where the people are all at home. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know that; but =—pnew the pur- 
chaser or the party from whom redemption is made lives in the 
district. The marshal gives him no notice. He does not know 
whether ee is made or not, The marshal can hold the 


money and use it for the whole unexpired term. 
» WARNER, That will not be likely to hurt qnyhedy very 
much, The judgment creditor will be apt to look out for his 


vighte in the case and fet his money as soon as he can. 
- TOMPKINS, The marshal is an officer of thecourt, so that 
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the party would be amply protected and could get his money at 
any time. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. But the party likes to get his 
money as soon as he can, and in the absence of any notice to him 
the money might be paid to the marshal and the marshal might 
hold it for a considerable time. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. He caninquireof the marshal whether there 
has been a redemption or not. 

Mr. JONESof Washington. 
or every week or two. 

"Mr. TOMPKINS. It would be easier for him to do that than 
for the person who wants to redeem to give him notice. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the marshal should be re- 
— to give notice as soon as possible that redemption has been 
made, 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move an amendment, after the 
word “thereof,” in line 10, to insert ‘‘ and shall at once give notice 
of such redemption to the party from whom redeemed.” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Thatis right. 

Mr. WARNER. Ido not know of any State where the officer 
receiving the redemption money is required to notify the judg- 
ment creditor. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. In the State of Washington the 
—— who is going to redeem must give notice, as this first pro- 
vided. 

Mr. WARNER. Notice to the judgment creditor. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; of course somebody ought 
to give notice. 

Mr, LACEY, What is the advantage of giving notice? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. To let the man know that the 
marshal has the money. 

Mr. LACEY. Why should not the marshal give notice? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the committee 
amendment. The Chair understands that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Washington does not come in as an amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Washington, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


He can not do it every day or two, 


In line 10, after the word “thereof,” insert the words “‘and shall at once 
give notice of such redemption to the party from whom redeemed.”’ 


Mr. WARNER. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following further committee amendments to section 290 as 
renumbered were read, and agreed to: 


Strike out lines 13 and 14. 

wee line 15 strike out the word “second” and insert in lieu thereof tho word 
rst.”’ 
In line 16, after the word “‘judgment,” strike out the words “or decree.” 
In line 18 strike out the words “or decree.” 


Mr. LLOYD. Wasthe amendment striking outlines 13 and 14 
acted upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. That was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. I did not notice that. 

The following further committee amendments to section 290 as 
renumbered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 20 strike out the word “third” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“second.” 

In line 23 strike out the word “decree.” 

Page 160, line 24, strike out the word “‘fourth"’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “third.” 


Section 295, as proposed to be amended by the committee, was 
read, as follows: 


Sxc. 295. At the time of allowing the order prescribed in section 295, or at 


any time thereafter pending the proceeding, the court or judge may make 
an order restraining the judgment debtor from selling, transferring, or in 
any manner disposing of any of his property liable to execution pending the 


roceeding. For disobeying any order or requirement authorized by sec- 
Uons 298, 264, and 205 the judgment debtor may be punished as for a contempt. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tho last 
word. Of course, if a litigant were to disobey the order of a 
court, that of itself would give the court the right to punish him 
for contempt. Now, is there any particular reason why we should 
say by statute what the court shall do? I ask that question of my 
friend who reports the bill. Of course, if he disobeys an order of 
the court, he is subject to punishment for contenipt. 

Mr. WARNER. I will state that this is taken from the Oregon 
law, which is now in force in Alaska. I did not follow the read- 
ing of the section as it was being read by the Clerk. 

r. GAINES. This says if he does not do what the court tells 
him to do he shall be subject to punishment for contempt. That 
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would be true even if the statute did no tsay so. Now, Iask, why 
is there any particular reason for inserting the words ‘‘shall be 
punished for contempt?” 

Mr. WARNER. No particular reason occurs to me at this 
moment, but 1 presume there is a good reason for it, or it would 
not be in the Oregon statute, and it would not have been adopted 
by the Senate and by our committee. It certainly will do no 
harm, and it is safer to leave it in than to strike it out. 

Mr. GAINES. I make no objection. 1 thought perhaps you 
had some particular reason. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not remember now the particular reasch 
for leaving it in there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is withdrawn. The question is on the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The committee amendments to section 295, as renumbered, were 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 296. Instead of the order requiring the attendance of the judgment 
debtor, as proves in the last two sections, the court or judge may, upon 
proof by affidavit of the party, or otherwise to his satisfaction, that there is 
danger of the debtor leaving the district, or concealing himself therein, and 
that there is reason to believe he has property which he unjestiy refuses to 
apply to such judgment, issue a warrant requiring the marshal to arrest him 
and bring him before the court or judge. Upon being brought before the 
court or judge he may be examined on oath, and if it eon appear that there 
is danger of the debtor leaving the district, and that he has property which 
he unjustly refused to apply to such judgment, he 7 be ordered to enter 
into an undertaking with one or more sureties that he will from time to 
time attend before the court or judge, as may be directed, and that he will 
not, during the pendency of the proceedings, dispose of any portion of his 
property not exempt from execution. In default of entering into such un- 
dertaking he may be committed to jail by warrant of the judge. 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, that section isevidently the off- 
spring of one stricken from the statute this afternoon, and gives 
the court the right to send a marshal out after a man and bring 
him in bodily before the court, make him stand up, and ask him if 
he has any money on his person, and if so to turn it over to this 
creditor. It is clearly reprehensible, and right in the teeth of the 
action of the committee at an earlier hour of the day; and I move 
to strike out the whole section. 

Mr. LACEY. This isa different proposition, supplemental to 
judgment. 

Mr. GAINES, I understand that. 

Mr. LACEY, I think you will finda similar provision in the 
statutes of the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES. There is no such statute in the State of Tennes- 
see, and I hope there never will be. 

Mr. LACEY. Do you not have a method of enforcing an exe- 
cution where a person has property and refuses to turn it out on 
an execution of the court? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not by putting him in jail. 

Mr. GAINES. Not by putting him in jail. 

Mr. LACEY. You put him in jailif he refuses to obey ar order 
of the court, which is a contempt of the court. I do not think 
there is a State in the Union that has not a statute of this kind 
applied to executions, where the debtor has property but refuses 
to turn it out. Now, when he refuses to pay, there is not a State 
in the Union that has not authority to bring the debtor in and 
compel him to turn his property over. 

Mr. GAINES. Compel him, how? 

Mr. LACEY. Send him to jail. 

Mr. GAINES. Send him to jail until he gives up the property? 

Mr. LACEY. He has committed contempt of court. 

Mr. . AINES. There is nosuch law in Tennessee, and ought 
not to be. 

Mr. LACEY. There ought to be such a law in Tennessee, as 
that State is generally up to date. 

Mr. GAINES. If a third party is suspected of having the prop- 
erty, you can summon him to show whether he has or not. 

Mr. LACEY. Why should it be made the duty to put the third 
person in jail for somebody else's refusal to pay the debt on which 
an execution has been made? Here is a refusal to turn over the 
property. He takes the property and conceals it and refuses to 
turn it over. Now, neues that an officer goes out to one of 
your farms to levy on a herd of cattleand the owner runs the cat- 
tle away and refuses to deliver them over. 
that he may not be punished for contempt? 

Mr.GAINES. Suppose he says ‘I am not concealing my prop- 
erty,” and suppose he says he has got no cet. Then, under 
this statute, he can be put in jail, and he will lie in jail as a regu- 
lar jail bird for the balance of his life. 
as r. nee. But this relates to property which he refuses to 

rn out. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, supposing he has no ° 

Mr. LACEY. He has rotund to obey the wae wy 

Mr. GAINES. Suppose the testimony against him is absolutely 
false. This still empowers the court to put him in jail, 


Do you mean to say 
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Mr. LACEY. I haveno doubt the gentleman has seen men sey; 
to the penitentiary in Tennessee on false testimony. 

Mr. GAINES, And there is a whole lot in Iowa that onght to 
be sent there. 

Mr. LACEY. WhatIam trying to do is to bring the matter {5 
my friend’s mind in such a way that he would appreciate it better. 
and that is the reason I referred to the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES, I understand that. 

Mr. LACEY. I thought that by referrin 
doubtless bad in Tennessee I would appea 
better. 

Mr. GAINES. In this instance the gentleman from Tennesse 
is at work here with a handful of ea who are endeavoring 
to bring relief to these people up there from imprisonment, nj 
ae of that the gentleman is insisting on putting more in 

ebt. 

Mr. LACEY. A man who refuses to turn out property on an 
execution is violating his duty as a citizen. 

Mr. GAINES. But suppose he comes up and says he has no 
property, and is not concealing it, still under that statute you can 
arrest him and put him in jail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee to strike out section 296, commencing on page 162, 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk proceeded to read section 297. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am not familiar enough 
with this bill to know whether there is anything in it that requires 
the plaintiff, before he institutes the proceedings, to bring the 
defendant into court and make him give bond. In other words, 
when he is arrested and when he is under arrest, in the custody 
of the marshal, he can be compelled to give bond to appear before 
the court to answer the charge whether or not he has any prop- 
erty concealed. Is there any provision that it may be done upon 
proof 7 aftidavit of the party or otherwise? 

Mr. WARNER. That comes up in section 296. But it has not 
been reached. There is a provision that the court can, under cer- 
tain circumstances when he is concealing his property —— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I thought we w@re on section 296. 

Mr. WARNER. We are on section 293. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I theught it was 296. 

Mr. WARNER. Section 293 is the one we have just passed on, 
Section 293 reads as follows: 

Sec. 298. After the issuing of an execution against property, and upon 
proof by the affidavit of the plaintiff in the writ, or otherwise, to the satis- 
taction of the court, or setge thereof, that the judgment debtor has prop 


erty liable to execution which he refuses to apply toward the satisfaction 
of the judgment, such court or judge may, by an order, require the judg 


ment debtor to appear and answer under oath concerning the same before 
such court or judge, or before a referee appointed by such court or judge, at 
a time and place specified in the order. 

He has had his day in court. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was not mistaken. 
section 296. 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, no. 

Mr. GAINES. The Clerk had commenced reading section 297. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee movei to 
strike out section 296. 

Mr. WARNER. I understood the gentleman to say we had 
reached section 293. 

Mr. LACEY. I understood it was section 293. 

Mr. GAINES. I was discussing 296, and the gentleman from 
Iowa was discussing 293. 

Mr. WARNER. I was answering the questions of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes; but my friend Mr, Lacry had in mind 
section 293. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of section 296. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman can not amend that section, 
for that has been oe. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman states that he was under 4 
wore. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ifthe gentleman wants to make a teclinical 
point on that, I will wait. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not wish to do that if the gentleman 
wishes to make any remarks. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have no great concern 
about this bill except that we are enacting laws for a people who, 
under our Constitution, are not permitted to enact laws for them- 
selves. Although they are few and far away from us in distance, 
we ought to see to it that laws that are harsh and not just are not 
put upon them. 

Now, this section, I recognize, is in a measure correct. I rec- 
ognize that it is right; that the court, upon ey proof before 
pecooeding is instituted, ought to have the right to call the debtor 

‘ore him and subject him to examination; and if it appears that 


to a law that they 
to the gentleman 


We have just read 
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the debtor has property concealed, he ought to be compelled to 
answer the judgment ofthe court. 

But there ought to be some provision in the act that authorizes 
that sort of harsh proceeding which would permit a man thus 
arrested to be indemnified for damages in case the proceedings 
were improper or wrong or not sustained. There ought to be 
something in this section by which a person who puts in motion 
the harsh and cruel machinery of the court to arrest him, to put 
him in jail, should be required to give a bond, or something of 
that sort, to answer in damages. 

Every time a man has a judgment against another it does not 
follow that he is solvent. A man may go and make an affidavit 
on information and belief that he believes a man is concealing his 
property and endeavoring to defraud his creditors. 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it not true here that the controversy is be- 
tween the court and the debtor, that he is answering for con- 
tempt to the court; and if he is answering for contempt to the 
court, the court ought not to be required to give a bond. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman ison another section. Iam 
talking about section 296. That provides,instead of the court 
requiring the attendance of the judgment creditor, the court may, 
upon proof and affidavit of whom? The party. It must be a 
party to the suit, a party to the judgment. 

So that the party to the judgment may institute a proceeding 
against the debtor simply by making an affidavit and nothing 
more; and may have him dancing in attendance day after day, 
week in and week out, undergoing the mortification and embar- 
rassment and humiliation of being in jail or in custody of the 
officer, in the hands of the sheriff, and when he gets out, if the 
affidavit was groundless and the creditor—who in many instances 
resorts to extreme measures in order to force the debtor to pay or 
compromise or settle—when the debtor gets out and has made a 
full exhibit, after he has been in jail in custody of the sheriff and 
the judge has finally determined that he has no property; that he 
_is nothing but a poor insolvent debtor and nothing to pay with, 
he is turned out without any redress, without any indemnity, 
with simply the right to sue, perhaps, an insolvent creditor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shal) not otferany amendment. I do not 
desire to embarrass the bill, but it occurs to me that we are legis- 
lating for a people for along time, and we ought to be careful how 
we put that sort of a measure on the statute book. 

Mr. WARNER. For the benefit of the gentleman from Georgia 
and others not acquainted with the fact, I will state that they had 
aconvention in Alaska, and they appointed a committee on this 
civil code and code of civil procedure, and it was submitted by 
that convention to the committee, and they went over the civil 
code and the code of civil procedure and made a report. 

Mr. GIBSON. And they were in session ten days. 

Mr. WARNER. I donot remember the number of days, but 
some time. They suggested such amendments as they wanted, 
and this committee of the House has adopted nearly every amend- 
ment they suggested. Thislaw which we are now reading is one 
which the people up there want. They have been acting under 
it since 1884, They wish to have that law remain as it is and as 
it appears in this bill. The people = there are making no com- 
plaint whatever about anything with reference to it. We have 
acceded to nearly everything they wish. It will be entirely sat- 
isfactory to them I know from their representations verbally 
and by this report. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman I know does not expect that 
those people who are now in Alaska are the only people to be 
governed by this bill when it becomes a law. 

Mr. WARNER. No; but when other pam go there and the 
conditions change the law will probably be changed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is very hard to change the law in the in- 
terest of the debtor, especially in a new country. 

Mr. WARNER. Weare changing it now to some extent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 297. Whenever the marshal, with an execution against the property 
of the judgment debtor, shall apply to any person or officer mentioned in 
subdivision 8 of section 139 for the purpose of levying on ony property 
therein mentioned, such person or officer shall forthwith give to the marshal 
& certificate in the manner prescribed in section 142. If such person or offi- 
cer refuse to do so, or if the certificate be unsatisfactory to the plaintiff in 
the writ, he may in like manner have the order prescri in such section 
against such person or officer. Thereafter the proceeding upon such order 


oat be conducted in the manner prescribed from section 152 to section 161, 
e. 


The following amendments of the committee were read, and 
agreed to: 


In lines 12 and 13 strike ont “ fifty-two” and insert “fifty-one.” 
In line 13 strike out “sixty-one”’ and insert ‘‘sixty.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sc. 208. No public officer shall be liable as garnishee for moneys in his 
possession as such officer, belonging to or claimed by any judgment debtor. 


CHAPTER 32. 
OF ACTIONS AT LAW IN PARTICULAR CASES. 
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The following amendment of the committee was read, and 
agreed to: 
After line 3 strike out “Chapter ® Of actions atlaw in particular ca 


The Clerk read as follows: 

_ SEC. 299. Any person who has a legal estate in real property, and a present 
right to the possession thereof, may recover such possession, with damages 
for withholding the same, by an action at law. Such action shall be com 
menced against the person in the actual possession of the property at the 
time, or, if the property be not in the actual possession of anyone, then 
against the person acting as the owner thereot 

The following amendment of the committee was read, and 
agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out “at law.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 300. A defendant who is in actual possession may, for answer, plead 
that he is in possession only as tenant of another, naming him and his place 
of residence; and thereupon the landlord, if he apply therefor, shall be made 
defendant in place of the tenant, and the action shall proceed in all respects 
as if originally commenced against him. If the landlord do not apply to be 
made defendant within the day the tenant is allowed to answer, thereafter 
he shall not be allowed to, but he shall be made defendant if the plaintiff 
require it. If the landlord be made defendant on motion of the plaintiff, he 
shall be required to appear and answer within twenty days from notice of 
the pendency of the action and the order making him defendant, or such fur- 
ther notice as the court or judge thereof may prescribe. 

The following amendment of the committee was read, and 
agreed to: 

In line 13 strike out “ notice’ and insert * time.” 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I observe that the section just 
read provides that— 

A defendant who is in actual possession may, for answer, plead that he is 
in possession only as tenant of another, naming him and his place of resi 
dence; and thereupon the landlord. if he apply therefor, shall be made de 
fendant in place of the tenant, and the action shall proceed in all respects as 
if originally commenced against him. 

Is there any reason why the plaintiff ought not to be required, 
when the name and residence of the !andlord have been given by 
the tenant, to make the landlord a party to the action? 

Mr. WARNER. If action is brought against the tenant, that 
does not bindthe landlord. If the landlord desires to be made de- 
fendant, he can be; and if he does not so desire, the plaintiff may 
make him a defendant and compel him to answer. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Suppose the landlord has no notice 
of the action. 

Mr. WARNER. Then he would not be bound by it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. But should not the plaintiff, when 
advised that the person against whom the action has been brought 
is a tenant, and when furnished with the name and residence of 
the landlord, be required to bring suit against the landlord? 

Mr. WARNER. Youcan not compel the plaintiff to make new 
parties to the action unless he wants to. If the plaintiff is in- 
formed that the person against whom suit has been brought is 
merely a tenant, and that another man is the owner of the prop- 
erty, the plaintiff may make the actual owner a party or not as 
he chooses. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. May there not be collusion be- 
tween the plaintiff and the tenant to get possession of the prop- 
erty? The landlord may be absent and may not know of the 
action. 

Mr. WARNER. Then theaction will not bind the landlord. I 
think the section is all right. 

Mr. BARNEY. Is there not a verbal error where this section 
reads ‘‘if the landlord do not apply to be made defendant within 
the day?” 

Mr. WARNER. That means “within the day of answer; 
within the day that the rule expires.” I think that the gentleman 
will find that the language of the section is all right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 304. The plaintiff shall only be entitled to recover damages for with- 
holding the property for the term of six years next preceding the commence- 
ment of the action, and for any period that may elapse from such commence- 
ment tothe time of giving a verdict therein, exclusive of the use of permanent 
improvements mate by the defendant. When permanent improvements 
have been made upon the property by the defendant. or those under whom 
he claims, holding under color of title asvpresty to the claim of plaintiff, in 


good faith, the value thereof at the time of trial shall be allowed as a set-off 
against such damages. 


The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 


In lines 10 and 11 insert “ not exceeding such damages."’ 
In line 11 strike ont “against such damages.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 309. A mortgage of real property shall not be deemed a conveyance 
so as to enable the owner of the mortgage to recover possession of the real 
property without a foreclosure and sale according to law, and a decree 
thereon. 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out “ decree’ and insert *‘ judgment.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 314. [In an action to recover the possession of real property by a tenant 
in dower or his successor in interest, if such estate in dower has not been ad- 
measured before the commencement of the action, the plaintiff shall not 
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have execution to deliver the possession thereof until the same be admeasured, 
as follows: 

First. At any time after the entry of judgment in favor of the plaintiff, he 
may, upon notice to the adverse party, move the court for the appointment 
of referees to admeasure the dower out of the real property of which the 
possession is recovered by the action. The court shall allow such motion 
unless it appear probable on the hearing that a partition of such property can 
not be made without prejudice to the iuterests of the other owners. Tn the lat- 
ter case the court shal! disallow the motion, and thereafter the pluintiff shall 
only proceed poe peetisen or sale of such real property as provided in the 
chapter of this code entitled “Of suits for the partition of real property; 

Second. If the court allow the motion, thereafter the proceedings shall be 
conducted as provided in such chapter. At any time after the confirmation 
of the report of the referees the plaintiff may love execution for the deliv- 
ery of the pores ym of the property according to the admeasurement thereof, 
and for the damages recovered, if any, for withholding the same, if such 
damages remain unsatisfied; 

Third. If the motion for admeasurement be made at the term at which 
judgment was given, the notice thereof shall be served on the adverse party 
at such time as the court by general rule or special order may prescribe. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
In line 17 strike out “suits” and insert “ actions." 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 315. Any person whose property is affected by a private nuisance, or 
whose personal enjoyment thereof is in like manner thereby affected, may 
maintain an action at law for damages therefor. If judgment be given for 
the plaintiff in such action, he may, in addition to the execution to enforce 
the same, on motion, have an order ailowing a warrant to issue to the mar- 
shal to abate such nuisance. Such motion must be made at the term at which 
gotamens is given, and shall be allowed of course, unless it appear on the 
nearing that the nuisance has ceased, or that such remedy is inadequate to 
abate or’ prevent the continuance of the nuisance, in which latter case the 
plaintiff may proceed in equity to have the defendant enjoined. 


The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 


Tn lines 3 and 4 strike out “at law.” 
In lines 12 and 13 strike out “in equity.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 318. If the plaintiff is not notified of the time and place of the ie 
tion for the order provided for in section 823 the sureties therein provided for 
shall justify as bail upon arrest, otherwise such justitication may be omitted, 
unless the —— require it. If such order be made and undertaking given, 
and the defendant fails to abate such nuisance within the time specified in 
said order, thereafter, at any time within six months, the warrant for the 
abatement of the nuisance may issue as if the same had not been stayed. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
In line 83 strike out ‘twenty-three’ and insert ‘‘seventeen.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. $19. If a guardian, tenant in severalty or in common for life or for 
years, of real property, commit waste thereon, any person injured thereby 
may maintain an action at law for damages therefor against such guardian 
or tenant, in which action there may be judgment for treble damages, for- 
feiture of the estate of the party committing or permitting the waste, and 
of eviction from the property. But judgment of forfeiture and eviction shall 
only be given in favor of the person entitled to the reversion against the ten- 
ant in possession when the injury to the estate in reversion is determined in 
the action to be equal to the value of the tenant's estate or unexpired term, 
ox to have been done or suffered in malice. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
In line 4 strike out “at law.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 23. When a public officer, by official misconduct or neglect of duty, 
shall forfeit his official undertaking or other security, or render his sureties 
therein liable upon such undertaking or other security, any person injured 
by such misconduct or neglect, or who is by law entitled to the benofit of the 
security, may maintain an action at law thereon in his own name, inst the 
officer and his sureties, to recover the amount to which he may by reason 
thereof be entitled. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
In line 6 strike out “at law.” 


The following committee amendment to section 327 as renum- 
bered was read, and to: 


In line 2 strike out the words “at law.” 


The following committee amendment to section 330 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to. 


In line 1 strike out the words “at law.” 


™ The following committee amendments to section 332 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 3, after,the word “officer,” insert the words “agent or attorney.” 
In line 9, after the word “the,” strike out the word “docket” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “record.” 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
On page 159, strike out all of old section 341. 


The following committee amendment to section 334 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


Tn line 4, after the word “by,” insert the 


word “an;” and after the word 
“action” strike out the words “at law.” 
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The following committee amendments to section 335 were red, 
and agreed to: 

In line | strike out the words “at law.” ; 

In line 2 strike out the word “ district " and insert in lieu thereof the wor) 
“the United States.” 

In line 3 strike out the word “thereof.” 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the lost 
word, I object to giving the sole power to the governor to pro 
ceed against corporations that are incorporated illegally or that 
are acting ultra vires. By the provisions of this section an action 
may be maintained in the name of the United States whenever 
the governor shall so direct. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that all power is inherent in tho 
people. I think they have just as much right, when suffering 
from these creatures that exceed their rights or that have no rights 
at all, as the governor or President or anyone else. SoI want to 
extend the right to the people who are not governors or judges or 
Presidents or other officials, and I move to insert after the word 
‘direct’ the words ‘‘or on application of any person or persons, 
or corporations or associations, or by and in behalf of the United 
States.” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. What section is that? 

Mr. GAINES. Section 335, page 181. That would give to in. 
dividuals or corporations or associations that have the right to cxist 
the right to proceed against a corporation that is going beyond 
the limitations of the law. Iam glad to see that both parties in 
the House here have reported a bill on the trust question, taling 
away from the Attorney-General of the United States the sole 
right to say when and how suits shall be filed against trusts, e:c 
under the interstate-commerce law of 1890. This is right along 
upon the same idea, 

Now, a corporation can do wrong, and so can individuals, as 
far as that is concerned. I am not speaking of corporations in a 
demagogical way at all. Iam speaking seriously, because | feel 
that way about thislaw. If this amendment, or something sim- 
ilar to this, is agreed to, then the people who are suffering, or who 
may suffer, or associations that cry out against these law!ess 


that this charter be taken away from_this concern; it was frauid- 
ulently procured;” or to charge that ft is doing this, that, or tho 
other illegal thing. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee submits an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “direct,” in line 3, the words “or on a 
any person or persons, or corporation or association, or by an 
the United States."’ 


Mr. WARNER. Mr, Chairman, I hardly think that we should 
allow any individual, however irresponsible, to force the United 
States into a lawsuit against any corporation o» body that he sees 
fit without being responsible for any costs oranything else. Iam 
of the opinion that the section is correct as it stands, that the 
action should only be taken when the governor shall direct—that 
is, an action to dissolve a corporation, and so forth, in the name 
of the United States. 

Private individuals can commence suits in their own names 
and be responsible for costs and pay their attorney fees, but they 
should not be allowed to commence suits indiscriminately, in the 
name of the United States, to satisfy a spite or something of that 
kind, Even where the case is meritorious they can lay their 
complaint before the governor, and if the governor refuses to act, 
then there is a way to reach him. 

Mr. GAINES. How will you reach the governor if he says he 
will not order a suit? 

Mr. WARNER. You can very easily reach him by making 
complaint to Washington, to the Department of Justice or tle 
Prestdent of the United States, setting up the fact that the gov- 
ernor refuses to act. I go on the theory that a man who is a)- 
pointed governor of that district or of a Territory is an honora)le 
gentleman, and that he will do what is correct and proper under 
the circumstances. I do not believe that because a man is 4)- 
pointed to such a high office he immediately becomes corrupt or 
the tool of corporations or individuals. 

Mr. GAINES. Well, I agree with you there. 

Mr, LLOYD. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
this fact—— 

Mr. WARNER. In a moment I will yield to the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Tennessee will find on the next page a pro- 
vision where individuals can commence suit under certain circ ul- 
stances against associations. 

Mr. GAINES. Where is that section? ‘ 

Mr. WARNER. That is not toannul corporations, It applics 
to associations and persons. Now I will yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. aOxD). 

Mr. LLOYD. If the gentleman will permit me, section 337 and 
ose seeuan 838 provide that actions may be instituted by private 
parties, 
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Mr. GATNES. 

Mr. LLOYD. 

Mr. GAINES. 
tirely satisfied. i 

Mr. LLOYD. Section 337 provides that— 

An action may be maintained in the name of the district upon the informa- 


tion of the United States attorney or upon the relation of u private party 
against the person offending in the following cases — 


Giving the cases. Then section 338 says: 


exc, $38. The actions provided for in this chapter shall be commenced and 
yrosecuted by the United States attorney. When the action is upon the re- 
i tion of a private party, as allowed in section 337, the pleadings on behalf of 


the district shall be verified by such relator as if he were the plaintiff in the 
action, or otherwise as provided in section 70; in all other cases such pleading 
shall be verified by the attorney in like manner, or otherwise as provided in 
such section— 

And so forth. ae 

Mr. GAINES. Then I will withdraw my amendment, because 
that covers the very matter I had in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will be withdrawn. 

Mr. GAINES. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the Rrc- 
orp a clipping that I have of a part of a paper read by Justice 
Harlan before the University of Pennsylvania a few days ago, 
touching upon the powers of the President and other officers under 
the limitations of the Constitution. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp as a part of his remarks a 
newspaper clipping: Is there objection? — 

Mr. TOMPKINS (from his seat), I object. 

Mr. GAINES. Who objected? 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection was made, 
to state by whom. : wid 

Mr. BARTLETT. There is no objection unless the member 
making the objection rises. 

Mr. GAINES. No one rose from his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? , 

Mr, TOMPKINS (rising). I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Objectionismade, The Clerk will proceed. 

The following committee amendment to section 334, as renum- 
bered, was read: 

In line 1 strike out the words “at law.” 

In line 14 insert, after the word ‘exercise,’ the words ‘for a period of one 
year.” 4 

Mr. GAINES, I move to strike out the last word, Here is 
what I want to read: 

Justice Harlan, of the Supreme Court of the United States, a lifelong Re- 
pee, delivered an address last week at the dedication of the new law 
yuilding of the University of Pennsylvania, at Philadelphia, from which we 
make the following extract, wherein he expressed his condemnation of the 
efforts of the Administration [HANNA’s] to apply the principles of this Re- 
public to a colonial vassal policy: 

“Our sovereign is not he who for the time wields the executive power of 
the United States. Our sree is the people. They are the source of 
power and justice in this land. neir will is expressed by written constitu- 
tions and by laws passed in pursuance thereof, and to that will all must 
yield obedience. Noman here is so high that he is above the law. No one 

ere assumes torule by divine right, but only in the mode prescribed by law; 
and that law comes into existence only by the consent of the people acting by 
their representatives. 

_ Our instructions rest emphatically on the sovereignty of the public will. 
Upon this —— they must always rest, unless in an evil hour, when all 
the guaranties of freedom have been destroyed, we should return to the ex- 
ploded theory that the rights of life, liberty, and property are such only as 
are conceded by those who dominate the people.” 


' re ae President does not have to consult the people; he waits for his $pa 
0 tell him. 


Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order that 
the gentleman’s remarks are not germane to the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The'gentleman from New York rises to a 
point of order, The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr.GAINES. Ihave finished what I wished to read, Mr, Chair- 
man. I want to say to my friend that the next time he brings 
anything here half as good as that I will not object to it, and if 
he will utter anything one-fourth as good as that I will listen to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr, Chairman, I have an amendment which 
I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 20, on page 182: 

Sixth. enever any such corporation or association of persons shall 


combine for the purpose of forming a trust or agreement to prevent competi- 


tion, or to control the pri i or e of any goods, products, or 
merchanficn™ price, production, ys I D 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, this section confers 
upon the courts of the United States—— 

Mr. GIBSON, I will state to the gentleman from Georgia that 
we have unanimously agreed to accept his amendment if he will 
refrain from making a speech upon it, [Laughter.] 
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That will affect the validity of charters. 
I think so. 
If the gentleman will read that, I will be en- 


The Chair is unable 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Do you say you have wanimously agreed 
to accept it? Thatisthe bestspeech Icould make. I just wanted 
to put it as an amendment upon this bill. Iam glad to know 
that my friend from Tennessee accepts the amendment so readily 
and admits it to be a correct proposition that these corporations 
ought to be dissolved if they form a trust. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed ta 

The amendment to section 337 was read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the words “at law.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr, Chairman, I move further to amend that 
paragraph by striking out the word “district,” in line 2, section 
337, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ United States.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments to section 338 were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out “forty-five” and insert “thirty-seven;” in line 11 
strike out “forty-four” and insert “thirty-six;” in line 15 strike out “ forty- 
five” and insert ‘‘ thirty-seven.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 339 were read, as follows: 

On page 2 
“thirty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 340 was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “ forty-five” and insert “thirty-seven.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The amendmento section 342 was read, as follows: 
In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “at law.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment to section 343 was read, as follows: 
In line 3 strike out the word “ forty-five” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The amendment to section 344 was read, as follows: 
In line 4 strike out “ forty-five’ and insert “thirty-seven.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments to section 348 were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out “fifty-eight” and insert “fifty;” in line 5 strike out 
“thirty-eight ’ and insert “thirty-six;" in line 6 strike out “thirty-three” 
and insert “thirty-one.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The amendment to section 349 was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “at law.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment to section 350 was read, as follows: 
In line 3 strike out the words “at law.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr, Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows, 

In section 350, page 188, in line 9, after the word “be,” strike out all that 
follows and insert: 

‘Exclusively for the benefit of the decedent husband or wife and next of 
kin;,and when any sum is collected it must be distributed by the plaintiff as 
if it were unbequeathed assets left in his hands, after payment of all debts 
and expenses of administration; but the plaintiff? may deduct therefrom the 
expenses of the action to be allowed by the proper court upon notice, to be 
given in such manner and to such persons as the court deems proper.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Under the section as it is 
at present, this action which is given to the personal representa- 
tives of the deceased who die from injuries resulting from the 
negligence of another—the amount that can be recovered can bo 
secured by creditors of the estate. The policy of all States is to 
give this action for the benefit of the next of kin, the husband or 
wife or children, and to make this amount free from levy by cred- 
itors of the estate. Itis not the purpose to create a fund to pay 
creditors, but a fund toreimburse the parties for any loss they have 
sustained; and it seems a very proper amendment at this place, 

Mr. TOMPKINS, Will the Clerk please read that again? 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. It is the provision of the 
New York code, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER, Mr. Chairman, as we want to take some action 
in the House after the committee rises, and as it is now 23 minutes 
past 10, I move that the committee do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to, 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr, JENKINS, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (S. 3419) 
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


strike out the word “forty-three” and insert the word 


and insert “ thirty-seven.” 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, under the rules, to-morrow, | 
commencing at 12 o'clock, is devoted to pensions. We have | 
made good progress with the bill to-night, and we can work on it | 
in the morning a short time before the legislative day begins. 
Therefore I ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess 
until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. GAINES. Make it 10 o'clock. Let us get to work early. 

Mr. WARNER. I think the Speaker has been notified that we 
should probably take a recess until 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Speaker has not yet been notified. 

Mr. WARNER, Then I will ask unanimous consent that we 
take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that we take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes) the House took a 
recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Speaker at 10 o’clock a, m., Friday, May 25, 1900. 


25, 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the Alaska bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, with Mr. JENKINS in the chair, for the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a civil gov- 
ernment for Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in ,Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill'(S, 3419) to provide a civil government for Alaska, 
and the question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FirzGEraLp], which the Clerk will report. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that there 
should be an amendment to that amendment, and it should read 
that in case the decedent left a husband or wife or children, that 
it should go to the .asband or wife or children, and in case they 
left neither, then that it should be intestate. The great majority 
of the men up in that country now are unmarried. They incur 
obligations, liabilities, debts, etc., and in a case where they meet 
with an ‘accident from which death results, leaving no wife or 
children, Iam of theopinion'that the money recovered for the death 
should become a part of his estate and be liable for his debts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman from Lllinois reduce his 
amendment to writing? 

Mr. WARNER. Let the Clerk proceed with the reading and I 
will prepare it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
passed. 

There was no objection. 

The following committee amendment to section 351 was adopted: 


In line 7 strike out the words “except as provided in the next section.” 
The following committee amendment to section 360 was 
agreed to: 


Strike out all of the section. 


The following committee amendment to section 363, old number, 
Was agreed to: 


Strike out all of the section. 


Without objection, this section will be 


The following amendment to section 355 as renumbered was 
agreed to: 
In line 4strike out “such” and insert “the.” 


nen line 5, after the word “‘month," insert “mentioned in sections 809 and 


The following amendment to section 356 was agreed to: 
In line 7 strike out the words “at law.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 367. The enforcement or protection of a private right, or the preven- 
tion of or redress for an injury thereto, shall be obtained by a suit in equity 
in all cases where there is not a plain, adequate, and complete remedy at 
law; and may be obtained thereby in all cases where courts of equity have 
been used to exercise concurrent jurisdiction wiih courts of law, unless 
otherwise specially provided in this chapter. In a suit the party complain- 
ing shall be known as the plaintiff and the adverse party as the defendant. 


The committee amendment proposing to strike out the whole 
section was read and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 368. Bills of revivor and bills of review, of whatever nature, excep- 


tions for insufficiency, impertinence, or irrelevancy, and cross bills except 
as hereinafter mentioned, are abolished; but a decree in equity may be im- 


| 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House reso 
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peached and set aside, suspended, avoided, or carried into execution | 
original suit. And in an action at law, where the defendant is entitled ; 
lief, arising out of facts requiring the interposition of a court of equity 
material for his defense, he may. upon filing his answer therein, 4 
plaintiff file a complaint in equity in the nature of a cross bill, whic! 
stay the proceedings at law, and the case thereafter shall proceed as i; 
in equity, in which said proceeding may be perpetually enjoined by fi; 
cree, or allowed to proceed in accordance with such final decree. The 
of proceedings in a suit, from the commencement to the determ); 
thereof, and thereafter until satisfaction or performance of the dec; 
had, shall be as provided in this code, and not otherwise. 


The committee amendment proposing to strike out the w) 
section was read, and agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 369. A suit shall only be commenced within the time limited + 
mence an action as provided in chapter 2 of this code, and a suit for : 
termination of any right or claim to or interest in real property s| 
deemed within the limitations provided for actions for the recovery 
possession of real property; but no suit shall be maintained to set asid 
cel, annul, or otherwise affect a patent to lands issued by the United + 
or to compel any person claiming or polars under such patent to cony 
lands described therein or any portion of them to the plaintiff in sy 
or to hold the same in trust for or to the use and benefit of such plaintif 
on account of any matter, thing, or transaction which was had. dc 
fered, or transpired prior to the date of such patent, unless such suit 
menced within ten years from the dateof such patent. In asuit upo: 

- ynise, fraud, or mistake, the limitation shall only be deemed to co: 

rom the making of the new promise or the discovery of the fraud 
take: Provided, 'This section shall not be construed so as to bar an oy 
owner in possession of real property from defending his possession by ; 
of his equitable title; and in any action for the recovery of any real pr« 
or the possession thereof, by any person or persons claiming or holdin, ¢ 
legal title to the same under such se against any person or pe! 
possession of such real property under any equitable title, or having i: 
the right to the possession thereof as inst the plaintiffin such act 
equitable right of possession may be pleaded by answer in such action 
up by bill in equity to enjoin such action or execution upon any ju 
rendered therein; and the right of such equitable owner to defend }: 
session in such action, or by bill for injunction, shall not be barred ly |i; 
of time while an action for the possession of such real property is not )arred 
by the provisions of chapter 2 of this title. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as fo)- 
lows: 


In line 1 strike out “a suit’ and insert “an action of an equitable natur 
In line 3 strike out “code” and insert “ title.” 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out “a suit” and insert ‘‘an action.” 

In line 7 strike out “suit” and insert “#®tion.” 

In line 11 strike out “suit and insert “action.” 

In line 15 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

In line 16 strike out ‘‘a suit” and insert “an action.” 

In line 30 strike out “bill of equity ” and insert “ complaint.” 

in line 38 strike out “ bill” and insert “ complaint.” 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 370. Every suit shall be prosecuted in the name of the real party in 
interest, except as in this section otherwise provided. An executor or an 
administrator, a trustee of an express trust, or a person expressly author 
ized to sue by statute, may sue without joining with him the pe 
whose benefit the suit is prosecuted. A trustee of an express trust withi 
the meaning of this section shall be construed to include a person with whom 
and in whose name a contract is made for the benefit of another. 


The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 


In line 1 strike out “suit” and insert ‘‘ action of an equitable nature.” 
In line 7 strike out “suit and insert “‘action."’ 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 359. All persons havingan interest in the subject of the suit and in 0! 
taining the relief demanded may be joined as plaintiffs, except as in t 
chapter otherwise provided. Any person may be made a defendant w) 
or claims an interest in the controversy adverse to the plaintiff, or 
necessary party to a complete determination or settlement of the quest 
involved therein. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to 
In line 2 strike out “ suit’ and insert * action.” 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 360. Of the parties to the suit, those who are united in interest must 
be joined as plaintiffs or defendants; but if the consent of anyone who s! l 
have been joined as plaintiff can not be obtained, he may be made adefendant 
the reason thereof being stated in the complaint; and when the qu n 
one of acommon or general interest of many persons, or when the parties 
are very numerous, and it may be impracticable to bring them all be! 
court, one or more may sue or defend for the benefit of the whole. 


The following committee amendment was read, and agree: to: 

Strike out “suit” and insert “action.”, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sexo. 373. Sections 28, 30, 31, 32, 36, 37, 39, and 40 of this code shall apply 
suits in equity. 

The committee amendment to strike out the whole section was 
read, and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sno, 374. The provisions of this code from section 41 to 121, both inclusive, 
shall apply to and govern the mode of proceeding in suits in equity, «x 
as otherwise or specially provided in this code. 

The committee amendment to strike out the whole section was 
read, and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 375. When there is more than one defendant in the suit, service 
summons may be made by serving only one copy of the complaint, the 
to be served on the defendant designated by the plaintiff or his aitor: 
a direction indorsed on such summons, but when not accompanied by « «°}) 
of the complaint the summons shall state briefly the cause of action anu the 
relief demanded. 
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The following committee amendments were read: 


In line 2 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

in lines 2and 3 strike out “of the summons may be made by serving only 
on¢ “copy of the complaint" and insert “of only one copy of the complaint 
shall be required.” 
ir lines 6and 7 strike out “but when not accompanied by a copy of the 


complaint the summons shall state briefly the cause of action and the relief 
demanded” and insert “ but upon the summons served on the other defend 
al +. shall be indorsed a brief statement of the cause of action and relief de 
) T led.”’ 
Li psig . . . 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to inquire of the chairman 


of the committee what is the reason for not requiring the service 
of a copy of the gg ~ ogee on each of the defendants. 

Mr. WARNER. The controlling thought in framing the sec- 
tion as reported was that the course suggested by the gentleman 
from Washington would involve unnecessary trouble and expense. 
The general rule is simply to serve a summons without a copy 
of the complaint; butin this code it has been provided that a copy 
of the complaint shall be served on the defendant when there is 
only one defendant, and if more than one, there shall be a copy 
served upon one defendant, and upon the other or others a sum- 
mons specifying the cause of action. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It seems to me that the attorney 
could with very little trouble make a sufficient number of copies 
to serve one on each of the defendants at the time the summons is 
served, 

Mr. WARNER. There would be considerable trouble involved 
in that; and besides, the serving of a copy of the complaint is go- 
ing a little beyond the ordinary practice. 

Mr. LACEY. Perhaps a better course than the one suggested 
by the gentleman from Washington would be, where there is more 
than one defendant, to leave a copy with the clerk. 

Mr. WARNER. The original is left with the clerk. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 mean leave a copy with the clerk for the other 
defendants. Instead of selecting one particular defendant, let the 
copy be filed with the clerk for all. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It would seem that if a copy is 
served on one defendant all the defendants are equally entitled to 
a copy. 

Mr. GAINES. They may be entitled to a copy as a matter of 
right, but they can go to the clerk’s office and procure one. 

Mr. WARNER. The attorney can dothat. Where there is a 
joint action against a number of defendants, a single attorney 
would no donbt represent all; that attorney would have a copy 
of the complaint furnished, 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I withdraw the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendments of the committee, 
they were agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, Iask unanimous consent that the committee 
return to section 350 for the purpose of adopting the amendment 
which I sent to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out “ next of kin,’ in line 5 of amendment, and insert the following: 
“children, when he or she leaves a husband, wife, or children him or her 
surviving;" and after the word *“administration,.”’ in line 9 of amendment, 
insert “and when he or she leaves no husband, wife, or children him or her 
surviving, the amount recovered shall be administered as other personal 
property of the deceased person.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 382. Inaddition tothe causes enumerated in the subdivisions of section 
46, service of the summons may be made by publication in the following 


cases: 

First. When the subject of the suit is real or personal property in the dis- 
trict, and the defendant has or claims a lien or interest actual or contingent 
therein, or the relief demanded consists wholly or partly in excluding the 
defendant from any lien or interest therein; 

Second. When the suit is for divorce, as hereinafter provided. 

The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 

Jn line 2 strike out “ forty-six’ and insert “forty-seven.” 

In lines 4 and 9 strike out “ suit” and insert “action.” 

Mr. GAINES. I observe that section 362 speaks of service of 
suinmons being made by publication. 1 presume that means pub- 
lication in some newspaper. But suppose there is no paper pub- 
lished in the pee locality? 

Mr, WAR YER. Then publication can not be made in that way. 
The bill provides in that case service by posting. 

Mr. GAINES. Then you might say ‘‘ by publication or post.” 

Mr. WARNER. Where there is a newspaper, publication may 
be made in that way; but if there is no newspaper published in the 
local ity, the notice may be posted in some conspicuous public place. 

The following committee amendments to renumbered section 
864 were read, and agreed to: 

«aes strike out the words “a suit" and insert in lieu thereof the words 

Ane 3, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

«ine 6, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

Strike out the remainder of lines 6 and 7. 


The following committee amendments to renumbered section 
869 were read, and agreed to: 


Line 1, strike out “a suit” and insert “an action of an equitable nature.” 
ti he 2, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 
ine 5, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 
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Line 14, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

Line 15, strike out “suit and insert “action.” 

Section 366 as renumbered, as proposed to be amended by the 
committee, was read, as follows: 

_ Sec. 366. The writ of ne exeat is abolished, and instead thereof the plaintiff 
in an action may have the defendant arrested and held to bail in like mar 

ner and with like effect as provided in the chapter of this title “Of arrest 

and bail.” A cause of arrest in an action shall be the same as those specified 

in section 9, so far as the same may exist, and not otherwise. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that section be passed, 
to be considered in connection with the other sections which were 
passed last night. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that section 366 be passed without prejudice, Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to recur to page 120, section 226. That is the section rela- 
tive to motions for new trial. Last evening I asked if there was 
any provision allowing the judge, in his discretion, to extend the 
time for filing affidavits. I find that there is no such provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to return to section 226, page 120, for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Jones of Washington was read, 
as follows: 

After the word “decide,” in line 4, page 120, insert ‘“‘but the court may, 
upon satisfactory showing, extend the time for filing such affidavits.” 

Mr. WARNER. That is satisfactory, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to section 367 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “suits’’ and insert “actions of an equitable nature.” 

In line 10 strike out “suit’’ and insert “action.” 

Section 268 as renumbered, as proposed by the committee to be 
amended, was read, as follows: 

“Sec, 368. All issues of fact in actions of an equitable nature may be tried 
by the court, and if tried by the court, the evidence shall be presented and 
the trial conducted in the same manner as other actions: /’rovided, The court 
may, in its discretion, refer the case to a referee porenras to the provisions 
of this title. In all such actions the court, in rendering its decisions therein, 
shali set out in writing its findings of fact upon all the material issues of fact 
presented by the pleadings, together with its conclusions of law thereon; but 
such findings of fact and conclusions of law shall be separate from the judg 
ment, and shall be filed with the clerk, and shall be incorporated in, and con 
stitute a part of, the judgment roll of the case; and such findings of fact 
shall have the same force and effect, and be equally conclusive, as the ver 
dict of a jury in an action. Exceptions may be taken during the trial to the 
ruling of the court, and also to its findings of fact, and a statement of such 
exceptions prepared and settled as in an action, and the same shall be filed 
with the clerk within ten days from the entering of the decree, or such 
further time as the court may allow.” 

Mr. GAINES, I should like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 

b 

Mr. WARNER] what provision is made in this code for giving 
the litigants in equitable cases the right to demand a trial by 
jury? 
Mr. WARNER. There is no trial by jury in cases of an equi- 
table nature. The provision is the same as it is, I suppose, in the 
gentleman’s State, and the same as it is in my State. 
Mr. GAINES. In my State they have the right, before the first 
day of term, to file a demand for trial by jury and have a trial by 
jury. 
Mr. WARNER. It is not soin my State, and in the majority 
of States it is left to the court. He can refer a question of fact 
to the jury, but there is nothing here providing that parties can 
demand a jury trial in a suit of an equitable nature. 
Mr. GAINES. I see in section 367 it is left entirely with the 
court, for it says: 
Whenever it becomes necessary or proper to inquire of any fact by the 
verdict of a jury, the court may direct a statement thereof, and that a jury 
be formed to inquire of the same. 
Mr. WARNER. Yes. 
The committee amendments to section 368 as renumbered were 
agreed to. 
The following committee amendments to section 369 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 
In line 1 strike out “‘suit’’ and insert “ action.” 
In line 3 strike out “‘eighty-seven ” and insert ‘ eighty-six.” 
The following committee amendment to section 370 was read, 
and agreed to: 
In line 9 strike out “suit and insert ‘‘action.” 


The following committee amendment to section 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out “ eighty-two” and insert ‘sixty eight of this title.” 
The following committee amendments to section 372 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 2 strike out “code” and insert “title.” 
Strike out “suits” and insert “actions of an equitable nature.” 
Line 4, strike out “decree’’ and insert “judgment.” 


~~ 


o~ 
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6004 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. May 24, 


The following committee amendments to section 378 as renum- | The following committee amendments to section 390 as renum. 


bered were read, and agreed to: bered were read, and agreed to: 
Line 1. strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” Line 1, strike out ‘‘at law.” 
Strike out “a suit’ and insert “an action.” Line 3, strike out “ninety-nine” and insert “ eighty-five; ” strike . 
Line 5, strike out “‘decree’ one insert * judgment.” suit’ and insert “an action.” 
ine 6, strike out “suit” ar sert “action.”’ : : : “ 
Poet eo tee ape epee ened fa nel The following committee amendments to section 391 as renum. 
The following committee amendments to section 374 as renum- bered ” ere read, and agreed to: 
bered were read, and agreed to: Line 1, strike out “a suit and insert “an action.” 
: . : Line 4, strike out “decree” and insert “ adjudge.” 
In line 3 strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.” Line 5, strike out “decree” and insert ‘‘adjudge.” 
_ Line 4, strike out “suit’’ and insert “action;" strike out “decree” and Line 8, strike out “‘suit’’ and insert “action.” 
in a t “judgment.” a eae Line 9, strike out “‘deeree” and insert ‘* judgment.” 
ine 5, strike out “suit” and insert “action. The following committee amendments to section 392 as reny 


Line &, strike out ‘‘decree” and insert * judgment.” 
Line 9, strike out “suit” and insert “action.” bered were read, and agreed to: 


The following committee amendments to section 375 as renum- Line 1, strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” 


— aan 7 . ‘ Line 2, strike out “suit” and insert ‘‘action.” 
bered were read, and agreed to: Line 3, strike out “suit” and insert ‘‘action.” 


Line 2, strike out “‘ code" and insert “title.” Line 4, strike out “decree ” and insert “judgment.” 

Line 4, strike out “suits” and insert “actions of an equitable nature.” Line 5, strike out “‘decree” and insert ‘“‘ judgment.” 

Line 7, strike out “a suit” and insert “such an action." Line 9, strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” 

Section 376 as renumbered and as proposed to be amended by The amendments to section 393 were read, as follows: 
the committee was read, and agreed to, as follows: In line 6 strike out the words “asuit” and insert in lieu thereof th: 


_Sxc. 376. When upon the submission of such an action the court is unad- | “42 action of an equitable nature.” es i 
vised as to what judgment ought to be given therein, it may reserve the case [n line 11 strike out the word “owner” and insert the word “owner 


for further ey ey an — re = ge and ave am renee. The amendments were agreed to. 
in vacation by filing the same with the clerk. 1en a judgment is given in - 7 » ; 265 . 
an action of an equitable nature, unless otherwise ordered by the court, it The amendments to section 395 were read, as follows: 
shall be entered by the clerk within the day itis given. Sections 250, 251, 253, In line 1 strike out the words “ may, at his option” and insert t! rd 
254, and 258 of this title shall apply to actions of an equitable nature. The | “shall.” 
provisions of chapter 30 of this title shall apply to judgments and the final In line 2 strixe out the words “alien” and insert liens.” 
record or roll thereof. In line 3 strike out the words “other than by judgment or decree." 
| 
} 


In line 4 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 396 was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “ suit’ and insert the word “action.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 397 was read, as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 899 were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word ‘‘ action.” 
In line 6 strike out the word “decree " andginsert the word “ judgn 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 400 was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ decree’ and insert the word “adjudge.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 402 were read, as follows: 


In line 3 strike out the word “‘ decree” and insert the word “ judgment.” 

In line 5 strike out the word “decree * and insert the word “ judgm: 

In paragraph 2, line 18, strike out the word ‘‘four”’ and insert th rd 
“*three;” in same line strike out the word “twelve” and insert the words 
“ ninety-seven.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Section 377 as renumbered and as proposed to be amended was 
read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Sec. 377. A judgment requiring a party to make a conveyance, transfer, 
release, acquittance, or other like act within a period therein specified shall, 
if such party donot comply therewith, be deemed and taken to be equivalent 
thereto. The court or judge thereof may enforce an order or judgment in 
an action of an equitable nature, other than for the payment of money, by 
punishing the party refusing or neglecting to comply therewith, as for a con- 
tempt. 

The following committee amendments to section 378 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

Line 2, strike out “code” and insert “title.” 

Strike out “decrees” and insert “judgments.” 

Line 3, strike out “decree” and insert * judgment.” 

Line 6, strike out “a suit” and insert “an action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 379 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


Line 2, strike out ‘‘a suit” and insert “an action.” 
Line 3, strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.” 
Line 4, strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” 
Line 7, strike out * ninety-one”’ and insert “ seventy-seven.” 
The following committee amendments to section 380 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 
Line 3, strike out ‘suit’ and insert “action.” e 
Strike out “‘decree” and insert ** judgment.” The amendments to section 403 were read, as follows: 
The following committee amendments to section 382 as renum- In line 1 strike out the word ‘“‘decree” and insert the word “judgment.” 
bered were read, and agreed to: In line 4 strike out the word “decree” and insert the word “judgment.’ 
Line 2, strike out “defendant” and insert “ plaintiff.” The amendments were agreed to. 
Line 9, strike out ‘suit and insert “action.” Bs The amendment to section 405 was read, as follows: 
Line 10, strike out decree and insert * judgment. ’ In line 2 strike out the word “decreed” and insert the word “adjudged.” 
The following committee amendments to section 385 as renum- The amendment was agreed to. 
bered were read, and agreed to: The next amendment was to strike out all of section 422 (old 
Line 4, strike out “asuit” on insert “an action of an equitable nature.” | number). 
zine 5, strike out “suit” and insert ‘‘action.” r 
Line 6, strike out “decree and insert ** judgment.” The amendment was agreed to. 
Line 10, strike out “‘decree” and insert “adjudge.” The amendment to section 407 was read, as follows: 
Line 11, strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” In line 4 strike out the words “ or decree.” 
The following committee amendments to section 386 as renum- The amendment was agreed to. 
bered were read, and agreed to: The amendments to section 409 were read, as follows: 
Line 6, strike out “ suit” and insert “action; and after the words “ defend- In line 3 strike out the words “ or decree.” 
ant in the’ strike out “suit” and insert “action.” In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ or decree.” 


The following committee amendments to section 387 as renum- The amendments were agreed to. 

bered were read, and agreed to: The amendment to section 411 was read, as follows: 
Line 3, strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.” In line 2 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word ‘‘action.” 
Line 4, strike out “‘suit*’’ and insert “action.” The amendment was agreed to. 


a 5. s i » * decr ” ai rt “jud t.”” . 
Line r. strike out “decree” and insert judgment.” The amendments to section 412 were read, as follows: 


The following committee amendments to section 888 as renum- In line 3 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” | 
bered were read, and agreed to: In line 5 strike out the word “twenty-five”’ and insert the word ‘n 


: y ; The amendments were agreed to. 
, 2 " 5 “ 7” d s “ q t.”’ 
Line 2 = = “deere” and insert judement.” The amendments to section 413 were read, as follows: 
Line 5, strike out “decree " and insert “judgment.” In line 2 strike out the word “decree” and insert the word “judg: 
Line 7, strike out “decree” and insert jad ent. In line 5 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action 
yu 


i 18, —_ = a - — — ’ mee In line 9 strike out the word “decree” and insert the word “judgment.” 
sine 16, strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.’ 
Line 17, strike out “ decree” and insert “Judgment.” The amendments were agreed to. 
Line 19, strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.” The amendment to section 414 was read, as follows: 
idne M2, strike out “decres™ end tasers “gadgusent. In line 1 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 
The following committee amendments to section 889 as renum- The amendment was agreed to. 
bered were read, and agreed to: The amendments to section 417 were read, as follows: 


Line 1, strike out ‘decree ” and insert “judgment.” In line 2 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 
Line 3, strike out “decree” and insert “judgment. In line 3 strike out the word “suit"’ and insert the word “action.” 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: | _In line 10 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 
Page 207, strike outall of lines 1 to 6, inclusive, being section 404 old number. | The amendments were agreed to, 











The amendment to section 418 was read, as follows: 

In line 4, after the word “the” and before the word “terms,” insert the 
words “time, place, and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 421 was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘suit’ and insert the word “action.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 428 was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 480 were read, as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert the word “two;"’ in 
line 14 strike out the word “forty-four” and insert the word “ twenty-eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 437 were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “ action; in same 
line, afer the word “upon,” insert the words “such guardian.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 455 (old number), 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following amendments to section 489 as renumbered were 
agreed to: 

In line 5strike out the word “decree” and insert “judgment.” 

In line 6 strike out the word “decree” and insert “judgment.” 

The following committee amendments to section 440 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out the word “thirty-eight and insert “thirty-seven; ” 
also in line 2 strike out ‘‘suits"’ and insert ‘actions of an equitable nature.” 

In line 5 strike out ‘‘ fifty-six ’’ andinsert “forty-eight.” 

In line 6 strike out “fifty-seven” and insert “forty-nine.” 

In line 6 strike out ‘fifty-eight’ and insert “fifty.” 

In line 7 strike out “suit” and insert ‘‘action of an equitable nature.” 

In line 11 strike out “suit” and insert “ action.” 

In line 12 strike out “suit in equity” and insert ‘‘an action of an equitable 
ture." 

In line 14 strike out “ suit’ and insert ‘‘ action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 441 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “‘a suit in equity” and insert “an action.” 

In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 442 as renum- 
bered wefe agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “suit ’’ and insert “ action.” 

In line 3 strike out “‘ suit’ and insert ‘ action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 443 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In lines 2 and 3 strike out “ fifty-nine " andinsert “ forty-two;” and in line3 
strike out “a suit” and insert ‘‘an action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 444 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out ‘‘a suit in equity” and insert “an action.” 

In line 3 strike out ‘‘suit”’ and insert “ action.” 

In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 445 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “a suit’ and insert ‘‘an action. 

In line 4 strike out “ suit’ and insert “ action.” 

The following committee amendments to section 447 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out ‘a suit’ and insert “an action.” 


In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 
Tn line 6 strike out ‘suit’ and insert ‘‘action.”’ 


The following committee amendments to section 450 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out ‘‘ whether liquidated or otherwise.” 

In line 9 strike out * fifty-seven” and insert “forty.” 

The following committee amendments to section 452 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “ suit’ and insert “action.” 

In line 5 strike out ‘decree’ and insert ‘* judgment.” 

In line 6 strike out “ decree” and insert “ judgment.” 

In line 8 strike out “suit” and insert ‘“ action.” 

In line 11 strike out “decree” and insert “judgment.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to recur to section 451 
as renumbered, where there is a mistake. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to section 451. Isthereobjection? (After 
&pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WARNER, I move to amend in section 451 as renum- 
bered as follows: 
< In line] strike out “ decree’ and insert “ judgment; and inline 5strike out 

decree” and insert “judgment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The following committee amendment to section 453 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “suit and insert “action.” 


The following committee amendment to section 457 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 


In line 1 strike out “a suit” and insert “an action of an equitable nature.” 
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The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Src. 459. When either of the parties toa marriage shall be incapable of 
making such contract or assenting thereto for want of legal age or sutt 
understanding, or when the consent of either party shall be obtained 
force or fraud. such marriage shall be void from the time it is so declared by 
the decree of a court having jurisdiction thereof. 


Mr. GAINES, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill a question. I notice that the term 
‘legal age” is used. Does this bill establish a limitation on the 
ages for marriage? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. At what age? 

Mr. WARNER. I think it puts it a little too high, 21 I think. 
The gentleman will see on page 459, under the title of marriage 
that the age of the male is 21 and females 18. 

Mr. GAINES. That isa little too high. [Laughter. | 

The following committee amendments to section 460 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 


In line 2 strike out “‘suit’’ and insert “action.” 

In line 3 strike out “seventy-five ’ and insert “ fifty-eight.” 
In line 5 strike out “ suit.” 

In line 7 strike out “decree” and insert “ judgment.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘ a suit” and insert ‘tan action.” 


The following committee amendments to section 461 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 


In line 3, page 233, strike out “‘ seventy-six" and insert “ fifty-nine.” 
In the same line strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 
In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 


The following committee amendments to section 462 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 


In line 3 strike out “seventy-five” and insert “ fifty-four.” 
In line 4 strike out ‘‘seventy-six ” and insert “ fifty-nine.” 
In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

In line 6 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

In line 8 strike out “‘decree”’’ and insert ‘‘ judgment.” 


The following committee amendments to section 463 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “suit or the claim” and insert “action.” 

lt line 5 strike out “ suit’ and insert “action.” 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, on page 234, subdivision 6 of 
section 463, line 14, in the committee amendment I move to strike 
out ‘‘snit” and insert ‘‘ action.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to section 464 as re- 
numbered were agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “a suit ’ and insert ‘an action.” 

In line 4 strike out * suit ’ and insert “action.” 

In line 5 strike out “ suit’ and insert “ action.”’ 

In line 7 strike out ‘‘ three years’ and insert ‘‘one year.” 

In line 7 strike out “ suit’ and insert “action.” 


Section 464 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read ag 
follows: 


Sec. 464. When a marriage has been solemnized in the district an action 
may be maintained to declare it void if the plaintiff is an inhabitant of the 
district at the commencement of the action. If the marriage has not been 
solemnized in the district, such action can only be maintained when the 
plaintiff has been an inhabitant thereof for one year prior to the commence- 
ment of the action. 


Section 465 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 465. In an action for the dissolution of the marriage contract the 
plaintiff therein must be an inhabitant of the district at the commencement 
of the action and for three years prior thereto, which residence shall be 
sufficient to give the court jurisdiction without regard to the place where 
the marriage was solemnized or the cause of action arose. 


Section 466 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 

Src. 466. In an action for the dissolution of the marriage contract on ac- 
count of adultery the defendant may admit the adultery and show in bar of 
the action either 

First. That the act was committed by the procurement or with the con- 
nivance of the plaintiff; or, 

Second. That the act had been expressly forgiven, or impliedly so, by the 
voluntary cohabitation of the parties after knowledge thereof; or, 

Third. That the plaintiff has been guilty of adultery also without the pro- 
curement or connivance of the defendant and not forgiven as provided in 
subdivision second of this section; or, 

Fourth. That the action has not been commenced within one year after 
the discovery of the act by the plaintiff. 

When the action is for any of the causes specified in subdivisions third, 
fourth, fifth, or sixth of section 463, the defendant may admit the charge and 
show in bar of the action that the act was committed by the procurement of 
the plaintiff, or that it has been expressly forgiven; and in case the action is 
founded on subdivision third of the section 463, the defendant may also 
show in bar thereof that the action was not prosecuted within one year after 
the same occurred to the plaintiff. 


Section 484 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 484. Whenever a marriage shall be declared void or dissolved the party 
at whose prayer such decree shall be made shall in all cases be entitled to 
the undivided one-third part in his or her individual right in fee of the whole 
of the real estate owned by the other at the time of such decree, in addition 
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to the further decree for maintenance provided for in section 486, and it shall 
be the duty of the court in all such cases to enter a decree in accordance with 
this provision. 


An amendment of the committee proposing to strike out the 
section was read, and agreed to. 

Section 467 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 467. After the commencement of an action,and before a judgment 
chepem, the court or judge thereof may, in its discretion, provide by order 
as follows: 

First. That the husband pay, or secure to be paid, to the clerk of thecourt 
such an amount of money as may be necessary to enable the wife to prose- 
cute or defend the action, as the case may be; 

Second. For the care, custody, and maintenance of the minor children of 
the marriage during the pendency of the action; 

Third. For the freedom of the wife from the control of the husband dur- 
ing the pendency of the action. 


Section 468 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of the 
committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 468. Whenevera marriage shall be declared void or dissolved the court 
shall have power to further decree as follows: 

First. For the future care and custody of the minor children of the mar- 
riage as it may deem just and proper, having due regard to the age and sex 
of such children, and unless other wise manifestly improper giving the pref- 
erence to the party not in fault; 

Second. For the recovery of the party in fault, and not allowed the care 
and custody of such children, such an amount of money, in gross or install- 
ments, as may be just and proper for such party to contribute toward the 
nurture and education thereof: 

Third. For the recovery of the party in fault such an amount of money, in 
gross or in installments, as may be just and proper forsuch party to contrib- 
ute to the maintenance of the other; 

Fourth. For the delivery tothe wife, when she is not the party in fault, of 
her personal property in the possession or control of the husband at the time 
of giving the judgment; 

Firth. For the appointment of one or more trustees to collect, receive, ex- 
pend, manage, or invest, in such manner as the court shall direct, any sum of 
money adjudged for the maintenance of the wife or the nurture and educa- 
tion of minor children committed to her care and custody; 

Sixth. To change the name of the wife when she is not the party in fault. 


Section 469 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 469. Atany time after a judgment is given the court or judgo thereof, 
upon the motion of either party, on notice shall have power to set aside, alter, 
or modify so much of the judgment as may provide for alimony or for the 
appointment of trustees for the care and custody of the minor children, or 
the nurture and education thereof, or the maintenance of either party to the 
action. 


Section 470 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 470. A judgment declaring a marriage void or dissolved by the action 
or claim of either party shall have the effect to terminate such marriage as 
to both parties, except that neither party shall be capabie of contracting 
marriage with a third person, and if he or she does so contract, shall be liable 
therefor as if such judgment had not been given, until the action has been 
heard and determined on appeal, and if no appeal be taken, the expiration of 
the period allowed by law to take such appeal. 


Section 471 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 471. Any person in possession, by himself or his tenant, of real prop- 
erty, may maintain an action of an equitable nature against another who 
claims an estate or interest therein adverse to him, for the purpose of deter- 
mining such claim, estate, or interest. 


Section 474 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 474. The mode of proceeding under this act shall be analogous to that 
of other actions of an equitable nature: Provided, At the time of entering the 
judgment fixing the true location of the disputed boundary or dividing line 
the court shall appoint three disinterested commissioners, one of whom shall 
be a practical surveyor, and shall direct the commissioners to go upon the 
lands of the parties and establish and mark out upon the grounds, by proper 
marks and monuments, the boundary or dividing line as ascertained and de- 
termined by the court in its judgment. 


Section 476 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
ee committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 476. The report of the commissioners may be confirmed by the court, 
apon written motion of either party to such suit, whenever it shall appear to 
the court that the motion was served upon the adverse party two days be- 
fore the presentation thereof, and that no exceptions have been filed to the 
report within two days after the service. If exceptions are filed as aforesaid 
to the report, the exceptions may be heard with the motion to confirm, and 
the motion may confirm, modify, or set aside the report, as shall seem just, 
and in the latter case may appoint a new commission or refer the matter to 
the same commissioners with appropriate instructions. 


Section 495 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 495. This chapter and the five chapters next os shall apply to 
the proceeding in both actions and suits, except as herein otherwise or spe- 
cially provided. 


A committee amendment to strike out the whole section was 


read, and agreed to, 


Section 478 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
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the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read 
follows: 


Sec. 478. Successive actions may be maintained upon the same contra:+ 
transaction whenever, after the former action, a new cause of action a; 
therefrom. 


Section 479 as renumbered was read, with the amendment 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read 
follows: 


Sec. 479. Whenever two or more actions are pending at one time bet, 
the same parties and in the same court upon causes which might have 
joined, the court may, upon the motion of the defendant, order the sar 

e consolidated. An action is deemed to be pending from the comy 
ment thereof until its final determination upon appeal, or until the ex 
tion of the period allowed to take an appeal. 

Section 480 as renumbered was read, with the amendment 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section rea 
follows: . 

Sec. 48). No natural person is subject to the jurisdiction of the a 
court of the district unless he et in the court, or be found withi 
district, or be a resident thereof, or have property therein; and in th 
case only to the extent of such property at the time the jurisdictiv 
tached. But this section is not to be construed to limit the power 
said court to declare a marriage void or a dissolution thereof when t! 
fendant is a nonresident of the district, in the cases provided forinchapt-«r ; 


Section 482 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read a 
follows: 


Sec. 482. When the court has jurisdiction of the parties it may exer: 
in respect to any cause of action wherever arising, except for the s; 
recovery of real property situated without the district, or for injury th 


Section 484 as renuinbered was read with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 484. The time within which an act is to be done, as provided i: 
code, shall be computed by excluding the first day and including the 
unless the last day fall upon a Sunday, Christmas, or other legal hol i: 
which case th» last day shall also be excluded. The time for the publi 
of legal notices shall be computed so as to exclude the first day of p 
tion and to include the day on which the act or event of which notice i: 
is to happen or which completes the full period required for publicati 


Section 485 as renumbered was read with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: » 


Sec. 485. The defendant may, at any time before trial, serve upon the ) lain- 

tiff and offer to allow judgment to be given against him for the sum 
yroperty. or to the effect therein specified. If the plaintiff accept the offer 
. shall, by himself or attorney, indorse such acceptance thereon, ani t 
the same with the clerk before trial, and within three days from the tim: 
was served upon him; and thereupon judgment shall be given accordingly, 
as in case of a confession. If the offer be not accepted and filed within the 
time prescribed, it shall be deemed withdrawn, and shall not be given in 
evidence on the trial; and if the plaintiff fail to obtain a more favora! 
judgment, he shall not recover costs accruing after the service of the not 
of the offer, but the defendant shall recover of him costs and disbursements 
from the time of such service. 


Section 486 as renumbered was read with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 486. The court, or judge thereof, while an action is pending, may oricr 
either party to give the other, within aspecified time, an inspection and cop) 
or permission to takea copy, of any book, document, or paper in his posses-i:! 
or under his control, containing evidence or matters relating to the merits 0! 
the action, or the defense therein. If obedience to the order be neglected o1 
refused, the court may exclude the book, document, or paper from being give: 
in evidence, or, if wanted as evidence by the party applying therefor. may 
permit proof of the contents thereof; and the court may also punis!: t! 
party so neglecting or refusing as foracontempt. This section is not tole 
construed to prevent a party from compelling another to produce books 
documents, or papers when he is examined as a witness. 


Section 487 as renumbered was read with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read 1s 
follows: 

Sxc, 487. Every direction of a court or judge made or entered in writing 
and not included in a judgment, is denominated an order. An application 
for an order is a motion. 

Section 488 as renumbered was read, with the amendments 0! 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section reail as 
follows: 


Seo. 488. Motions shall be made to the court or judge, as provided in 
other parts of this code. They shall be made at the place where the ac! 
triable, except when made to a judge of the court before whom the action |s 

ending and without notice, in which case an order may be made by such 
judge in any part of the district. 


Section 490 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section rea! 4s 
follows: 


Sec. 490. If an application {for an order, made to a judge of the court 
which the action or proceeding is pending, be refused in whole or in pa! 
be granted conditionally, no subsequent application for the same ord! 
be made to any other judge. A violation of this section is punisha! 
contempt, and an order made contrary thereto may be revoked by th: 
who made it, or vacated by the court, or judge thereof, in which the : 
or proceeding is pending. 


Section 495 as renumbered was read, with the amendmen's 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section re: 
follows: 


Sec. 495. A defendant appears in an action when he answers, demu! 
gives the plaintiff written notice of his appearance, and until he docs °° 


, 
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appear he shall not be heard in such action, or in any procesting petieining 
the reto, except the giving of the undertakings allowed to the defendant in 
the provisional remedies of arrest, attachment, and the delivery of personal 

roperty. When the defendant has not appeared, notice of a motion or other 
I cveding need not be served upon him, unless he be imprisoned for want 
hf bail, or unless directed by the court, or judge thereof, in pursuance of this 


titie. 

Section 496 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 

sec. 496. When a party is absent from the district and has no attorney in 
the action, service may be made by mail if his residence be known; if not 
inown, on the clerk for hin. When a party, whether absent or not from the 


district, has an attorney in the action, service of notice or other papers shall 
be made upon the attorney. 


Section 498 as renumbered was read, with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 

Sec. 498. A notice or other paper is valid and effectual, although defective 


either in respect to the title of the action in which it is made, or the name of 
the court or the parties, if it intelligently refer to such action. 


Section 500 as renumbered was read with the amendments of 
of the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read 
as follows: 

Sec. 500. Appeals and writs of error may be taken and prosecuted from 
the final judgments of the district court for the district of Alaska or any 
division thereof direct to the Supreme Court of the United States in the fol- 
lowing cases, namely: In prize causes and in all cases which involve the con- 
struction or application ot the Ceastitution of the United States, or in which 
the constitutionality of any law of the United States, or the validity or 
construction of any treaty made under its authority is drawn in question, or 
in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in contravention 
of the Constitution of the United States; and that in all other cases where 
the amount involved or the value of the subject-matter exceeds $500 the 
United States circuit court of appeals for the Ninth circuit shall have juris- 
diction to review by writ of error or appeal the final judgments, orders of 
the district court. 


Section 501 as renumbered was read with the amendments of 
the committee; which were agreed to, making the section read as 
follows: 


Sec. 501. a The judgments of the circuit court of appeals shall be final in 
all cases coming to it from the district court, but whenever the judges of 
the circuit court of appeals may desire the instruction of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon any question or proposition of law which 
shall have arisen in any case pending before the circuit court of appeals on 
writ of error to or appeal from the district court, judges may certify such 
question or proposition to the Supreme Court, and thereupon the Supreme 
Court shall give its instruction = the questions and propositions certified 
to it, and its instruction shall be binding upon the circuit court of appeals. 


The following committee amendment to section 508 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 8 strike out the words ‘“‘twenty-one”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seven.” 


The following committee amendments to section 510 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 1 strike out the words “‘a suit" and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“an action of equitable nature.”’ 

In line 3 strike out the word “decree ” and insert the word “judgment.” 

In line 4 strike out the words “an action” and insert “in other actions.” 

In line 5 strike out the word “suit’’ and insert the word “action.” 


The following committee amendments to section 511 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 3 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 6 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 11 strike out the words “or decree.” 

In line 18 strike out the words “or decree.” 

In lines 18 and 19 strike out the words “ or decree.” 





The following committee amendment to section 512 as renum- | 


bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out the words “or decree." 

The following committee amendment to section 516 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out the word “suit.” 

The following committee amendments to section 517 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 1 strike out the words “or suit.” 
In line 5 strike out the words “ or suit.”’ 


The following committee amendments to section 518 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 8 strike out the words “or suit.” 

in line 4 strike out the words “or suit.’ 


The following committee amendments to section 519 as renum- 
ered were read, and agreed to: 


in line 1 strike out the words “or suit.”’ 
In line 9 strike out the words “ or suit.” 


The following committee amendment to section 521 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 
In line 1 strike out the words “or suits.” 


The following committee amendments to section 522 as renum- 
bered were and agreed to: 
In line 8 strike out the words “ or suit.” 


in line 9 strike out the words “ or decree.” 
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The following committee amendments to section 524 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 4 strike out the words “ 
word “suit.” 

In line 6 strike out “ code’ and insert “ title.” 

The following committee amendments to section 526 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “suit.” 

In line 8 strike out “suit.” 

The following committee amendment to section 528 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “and decrees.” 

The following committee amendment to section 533 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “ suit.” 

Section 535 as renumbered was read as proposed to be amended, 
and the amendments agreed to, as follows: 

Sec. 535. Whenever requested the clerk, upon being tendered legal fees 
therefor, shall furnish to any person a certified copy of any portion of such 
records or files. Whenever requested the clerk shall search such records 
and files and give acertificate thereof according to the nature of the inquiry 


as renun- 


or suit;"’ strike out after “action” the 


as renum 


as renum- 


The following committee amendment to section 538 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 
In line 2 strike out “code " and insert “ title.” 


The following committee amendment to section 539 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 
In line 4 strike out the words “and not otherwise.” 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Page 24, strike out all of old section 567 and inserta new section, to be 
numbered 542, to read as follows: 

“Sec. 542. Before allowing the writ, the court or judge shall require the 
party applying therefor to give an undertaking, with one or more sureties, 
subject to its or his approval. in the amount to be fixed by it or him, cond 
tioned that he will perform the judgment or decision sought to be reviewed 
in case the district court shall so order, and judgment may be given by said 
court against the ayplicant and his surety or sureties in case the judgment 
or decision sougist to be reviewed shall be affirmed for the amount thereof, 
the costs of said proceeding.” 

The following committee amendment to section 543 as renum- 
bered was read, and approved: 

In line 5 strike out “‘and not elsewhere.” ° 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Page 265, strike out all of old section 559. 

Section 544 as renumbered and as proposed to be amended was 
read, and the amendments agreed to, as follows: 

Sec. 544. Upon the filing of the order allowing the writ, and the petition 
and undertaking of the plaintiff, the clerk shall issue the writ, according to 
the direction of the order. The writ shall be served by delivering a copy of 
the original to the opposite party in the action or proceeding sought to be re 
viewed, at least ten days before the return of the original writ, and may be 
served by an officer or person authorized to serve a summons, who shall in 
dorse on the original writ the manner of service thereof. 

The following committee amendments to section 547 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the word ‘‘code” and insert * title.” 

In line 2, after the word “ chapter,” strike out the words “and not other- 
wise.” 

The following committee amendment to section 555 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike ont the words ‘‘and none other are allowed.” 

The following committee amendment to section 557 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 3 strike ont the words “or suit.” 


The following committee amendment to section 561 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


Strike out all of lines 1 and 2 and, in line 3, the words ‘‘ habeas corpus is 
abolished.”’ 


The following committee amendment to section 562 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the words ‘‘or decree.” 

The following committee amendments to section 564 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 8 strike out “‘decree.”’ 

In line 9 strike out the words ‘‘seventy-eight ’ and insert “sixty-two.” 

The amendment to section 576 was read, as follows: 

In line 22 strike out the words “ or decree.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 577 were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the words “seventy-eight ’ and insert “sixty-two;" 
line 7 strike out the word “code” and insert the word “title.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 586 was read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “returning” and insert the word “ requiring.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 588 were read, as follows: 

In lines 16, 19, 20, 22, and 23 strike out the words “ or suit.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


as renum- 


as renum- 


as renunm- 


as renum- 


as renum- 
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The amendment to section 589 was read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “a,” insert the words “ writ of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 594 was read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “suit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 595 was read, as follows: 

: Be tine 22 strike out the words “ eighty-four ’ and ingert the words “ sixty- 

eigh 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments to section 596 were read, as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “delivery,” insert “of a certified copy; * and in 
line 4 strike out the word “it” and insert the words “such copy. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 604 were read, as follows: 


in line 16 strike out the word “ suit; in line 18 strike out the word “ de- 
cree: in line 27 strike out the word “suit;” in lines 34 and 3 strike out the 
word “suit;” in line 41 strike out the word “decree;” in lines 42 and 43 strike 
ous the werd “suit;” in line 49 strike out the words ‘*‘thirty-one” and insert 
the word “ one.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The amendments to section 605 were read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “ thirty-one;” in line 8 strike out the word 
*suit.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 610 was read, as follows: 

~ line 11 strike out the words “twenty-seven” and insert the word 
“eleven.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 614 were read, as follows: 

In lines 2 and 8strike out the word “suit.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 618 was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word “suit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the Clerk to be 
reading the amendments to this bill. I want to offer an amend- 
ment to a certain portion of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, on page 288, before line 1, the following: 

* That contempts of court are divided into two classes, direct and indirect, 
and shall be proceeded against only as hereinafter prescribed. 

“Spo. 2. That contempts committed during the sitting of the court, or of a 


judge at chamber") in its or his presence or so near thereto as to obstruct the 


administration of justice, are direct contempts. All other are indirect con- 
tempts. 

= Bac. 3. That a direct contempt may be punished summarily without writ- 
ten accusation against the person arraigned, but if the court shall adjudge 
bine getlty, thereof a judgment shall be entered of record in which shall be 
specified the conduct constituting such contempt, with a statement of what- 
ever defense or extenuation the accused offe 
the court thereon. 

“Sxc. 4. That upon the return of an officer on process or an affidavit duly 
filed, showing any person guilty of indirect contempt, a writ of attachment 
or other lawful process may issue, and such person be arrested and brought 
before the court; and thereupon a written accusation, setting forth suc- 
einctly and clearly the facts alleged to constitute such contempt, shall be 
filed and the accused required to answer the same, by an order which shall 
fix the time therefor, and also the time and eo for hearing the matter; 
and the court may, on proper showing, extend the time so as to give the ac 
cused:a reasonable opportunity to purge himself of such contempt. After 
the answer of the accused, or if he refuse or fail to answer, the court ma 
proceed at the time so fixed to hear and determine such accusation upon such 
testimony as shall be produced. If the accused answer, the trial shall pro- 
ceed upon testimony produced as in criminal cases, and the accused shall be 
entitled to be confronted with the witnesses against him; but such trial shall 
be by the court, or, in its discretion, upon application of the accused, a trial 
by jury may be had as in any criminal case. If the accused be found guilty, 
judgment shall be entered accordingly, prescribing the pu ment. 

“Sno. 5. That the testimony taken on the trial of any accusation of indi- 
rect contempt may be preserved by bill of exceptions, and any judgment of 
conviction therefor may be reviewed upon direct appeal to or by writ of 
error from the Supreme Court, and affirmed, reversed, or modified, as justice 
may require. Upon allowance of an appeal or writ of error execution of the 
sudgement shall be stayed, upon the giving of such bond as may be required 
by the court or a judge thereof, or by any justice of the Supreme Court.” 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
this chapter may be passed, and that the gentleman's amendment 
may be printed in the Recorp, in order that we may study it to- 
morrow and decide upon the propriety of adopting it. Probably 
there are a good many good things in it, but I could not under- 
stand it from a cursory reading. 

Mr. BARTLETT. yield to that proposition. I understand 
the gentleman's request to be that this section, with the amend- 
iment pending, be passed over until the bill is taken up again. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; the whole chapter on contempts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that chapter 58 be passed, and that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia be considered as pending. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 


is so ordered. 
I want it understood, also, that the amend- 


thereto and the sentence of 


Mr. BARTLETT. 
ment be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN, And that the amendment be printed in the 
RECORD, 
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The following committee amendments were agreed to: 

Strike out sections 635, 636, 637, old numbers. 

The following committee amendments to section 619 as renum. 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 1 insert, after the word “subpona,” “for a witness.’ 

In line 4 strike out the words “or ticket containing its substance.”’ 

The following committee amendment to section 639, old num- 
ber, was agreed to: 

Strike out all of the section. 

The following committee amendments to section 631 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out “ suit.” 

In line 11, page 297, strike out “double” and insert “ legal.” 

The following committee amendment to section 644, old num- 
ber, was agreed to: 

Strike out all of the section. 

The committee amendment to section 624 as renumbered was 
agreed to, as follows: 

In lines 8 and 4 strike out the words “the failure of the witness” a: 
sert “tender of his fees.” 

The following committee amendments to section 626 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ suit.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 15 strike out the word “ suit.” 

In line 18 strike out the word “suit.” 

The following committee amendments were adopted: 

Strike out all of sections 648, 649, 650, 651, 652, old numbers. 


The following committee amendment to section 628 was agreed 
to: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suit.” 

The following committee amendment to section 631 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the word “suit.” 

The following committee amendments to section 632 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the words “ fifty-four ’ @nd insert “twenty-eight.” 

In line 4 strike out the word “code” and insert “ title.” 

The following committee amendment to section 633 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the words “‘ at law." 

The following committee amendments to section 634 as renum- 
berered were agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the words “at law.” 

in line 10, page 308, strike out the words “forty-one ” and insert ‘‘ tw: 
one. 

The following committee amendment to section 661, old num- 
ber, was agreed to: 

Strike out all of the section. 


The following committee amendment to section 635 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out the word “or” and insert, after “territory,” “ or (is. 
trict.” 

The following committee amendments to section 640 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

~~ ~~ 2 strike out the word “or” and after the word “territory” insert 
“or district.” 

In line 3 strike out the words “ or District of Columbia.” 

The following committee amendment to section 642 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 


In line 9, page 307, strike out ‘‘do” and insert ‘‘ does.” 


The following committee amendments to section 646 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 


In line 9 strike out the words “ seventy-one” andinsert “forty-three.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “seventy-two” and insert “ forty-four.” 

In line 11 strike out “seventy-three ” and insert “ forty-three.” 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I should like to ask the chairman in charge of the })i!! if 
he makes any provision in this bill for the taking of depositions 
in shorthand? 

Mr. WARNER. No; we do not. 

Mr. GAINES. We have, as perhaps the gentleman knows, 4 
statute recently enacted in Tennessee where, by the agreeme1t 0! 
both parties, a stenographer is sworn and takes the deposition in 
shorthand, transcribes it, and that is binding upon both pavrtics. 
It is a great convenience to a busy lawyer. 

Mr. WARNER. Thatcan ba done without any statute, Itcan 
be done by agreement. 

Mr. GAINES. Yes; but it is better to make it a matter of law. 

Mr. WARNER. This bill makes no provision of that kind. 
The deposition can be taken in shorthand, but it must be writicn 
out and read to the man and signed by him, 

Mr. GAINES. Do you think that is advisable? im 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; if you have a deposition you want it in 
such shape that if the deponent has committed perjury he can be 








CONGRESSIONAL 





punished for it. You can not prosecute a man for 


rjury in a 
deposition taken in shorthand and not read over to the deponent 
or signed by him. Perhaps it would be necessary to bring the re- 
yorter back to swear from his notes as to what the testimony was. 
| think it would be best to require the testimony to be written out 


as given. 

Mr. GAINES. That may be so up there. I withdraw the 
amendment. . 

Mr, SHEPPARD addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman wish to offer an amend- 
nent? 

; Mr. LLOYD. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] de- 
sires to address the committee for a few minutes, by unanimous 
consent, on a subject different from that before it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Texas be permitted to address the committee for five 
minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, but a short while ago we 
received the sad intelligence of the death of Davip B,. CuULBER- 
son, one of the most distinguished among the former members of 
Congress. 

After his voluntary retirement from Congress the President, 
Mr. McKinley, who had served in Congress with him a number 
of years, recognizing his great legal learning, appointed him one 
of the commission to codify the criminal laws of the United 
States. He assisted in preparing a criminal code for Alaska, and 
I am informed that he had much to do in preparing the civil code 
for Alaska which this House has now under consideration, He 
was a member of this commission at the time of his death. 

As the present Representative of the district from which he 
came to Congress for more than two decades, I desire briefly to 
call attention to his conspicuous labors as lawyer, as soldier, and 
as statesman. 

Davip B, CULBERSON was born in Troup County, Ga., Sep- 
tember 29, 1830, He was the son of Rev. David B. Culberson, a 
missionary Baptist preacher of Irish ancestry, well known as a 
minister in Georgia, Alabama, and Texas. His mother was Lucy 
Wilkinson, a native of Oglethorpe County, Ga., the daughter of 
W. 8. Wilkinson, a large planter. He was educated at Brown- 
wood Institute, La Grange, Ga., and in the law scheol of William 
T. Chilton, then chief justice of Alabama. He was admitted to 
the bar in 1850, then settled at Dadeville, Ala., and practiced there 
until 1856, when he moved to Texas. He settled in Upshur County, 
where he lived until 1860, when he moved to Jefferson, Marion 
County, Tex., where he resided continuously until the date of his 
death, May 7, 1900. 

He was a lawyer in the broadest sense, combining a profound 
appreciation of principle with a complete equipment for practice. 
His mind was a lance of logic that pierced the heart of every legal 
problem. He possessed in a rare degree that faculty of simplify- 
ing the most complicated questions. He stated lis case with a 
marvelous clearness that enabled both court and jury to grasp and 
understand its essence. Indeed, it was a matter of universal re- 
mark that ‘‘CULBERSON’s statement of his case was the strongest 
argument in its favor.” 

n the larger field of constitutional law he was equally unex- 
celled, His opinions upon constitutional questions were of un- 
usual weight in Congress, a body composed chiefly of lawyers. 
His long and splendid service on the Judiciary Committee, of 
which he was at one time chairman, is the most convincing evi- 
dence of his legal ability. 

As a soldier he displayed a patriotism of the highest character. 
He was opposed to secession, and, true to the greatness of his na- 
ture, he resigned from the Texas legislature because he felt that he 
could not consistently represent his people when they differed from 
him on so vital a measure. But when the bugle call of war was 
sounded and secession became an accomplished fact, he sprang gal- 
lantly to the defense of his country. e assisted in the organiza- 
tion of the Eighteenth Texas Infantry, and afterwards became its 
colonel. He remained with his regiment until the hardships of 
camp and march had so impaired his health as to make his retire- 
ment from active service imperative. 

He was a statesman of the conservative and constructive type. 
The quiet dignity of his life comported happily with the depth and 
vigor of his mind. His great soul disdained alike the arts of the 
charlatan and the wiles of the demagogue. His invincible popu- 
larity may be ascribed to his purity, his sincerity, and his consist- 
ency, as well as his ability, his eloquence, and his logic. 

It is too frequently true that personal contact with the great 
leads to disenchanting results, but such was not the case with 
Davip B. CutBerson. I know of no loftier human tribute than 
the fact that those who knew him best admired and loved him 
most. He lies beneath the restful shadows of the solemn pines at 
Jefferson, Tex., among the people who in honoring him honored 
themselves. And his memory will be revered and cherished until 
fate shall sing the last lines in the mystic song of time, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 663. The jury, subject to the control of the court in the cases specified 
in this code, are the judges of the effect and value of evidence addressed to 
them, except when it is thereby declared to be conclusive. ‘They are, how- 
ever, to be instructed by the court on all proper occasions: 

First. That their power of judging the effect of evidence is not arbitrary 
wanes be exercised with legal discretion and in subordination to the rules of 
evidence; 

_ Second. That they are not bound to find in conformity with the declara- 
tions of any number of witnesses which do not produce conviction in their 
minds against a less number, or against a presumption or other evidence 
satisfying their minds; 

Third. That a witness false in one part of his testimony is to be distrusted 
in others; 7 

Fourth. That the testimony of an accomplice ought to be viewed with dis- 
trust and the oral admissions of a party with caution; 

Fifth. That in civil cases the affirmative of the issue shall be proved, and 
when the evidence is contradictory the finding shall be according to the pre- 
ponderence of evidence; that in criminal cases guilt shall be established be- 
yond reasonable doubt; 

Sixth. That evidence is to be estimated not only by its own intrinsic 
weight, but also according to the evidence which it is in the power of one side 
to produce and of the other to contradict; and, therefore, 

Seventh. That if the weaker and less satisfactory evidence is offered 
when it appears that stronger and more satisfactory was within the power 
of the party, the evidence offered should be viewed with distrust. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to amend by striking out from the 
fourth subdivision of this section the words ‘‘and the oral ad- 
missions of a party with caution.” 

Mr. WARNER, Iam of opinion that this clause should stand 
as it is. While it may .be well known as a rule of law, there is 
no reason why we should not have it stated in the code, so that 
there may be no question about it, so that if can not be ignored. 
The declaration in the fourth clause of this section is ‘‘That the 
testimony of an accomplice ought to be viewed with distrust and 
the oral admissions of a party withcaution.” There certainly can 
be no objection to reading that statement of the law to the jury 
where it is appropriate, so as to impress it upon their minds. 

Mr. PAYNE, Why not strike from the bill the whole of this 
code of evidence, and leave the matter subject to the rules of evi- 
dence as settled in the courts? 

Mr. WARNER. I think it will be best to have in this code a 
small primer on evidence for the benefit of bench and bar, 

Mr. GIBSON. It is already the law up there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It strikes me that this is a very bad provi- 
sion. It is not the common-law doctrine, and is not founded upon 
goodjudgment. If a party has made an oral admission, or if any- 
one believes that he has made such an admission, the fact should 
be considered by the jury in the same way as any other evidenco 
given in the trial of a case; but I submit that the provision of the 
bill is unfair; it does not conform to the principles of law, and is 
not founded in good sense, or good judgment. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest that this provision would have more 
appropriateness if amended so as to read, ‘‘and the testimony as 
to the oral admissions of a party with caution.” Of course the 
admissions of a party are very strong evidence. What was evi- 
dently meant by the compilers of this code was that testimony as 
to the oral admissions of a party ought to be received with caution. 
One of the very first lessons I learned at the bar was that great 
injustice is often brought about by false testimony as to admission 
of parties. If a party has actually admitted a thing, that is one 
of the strongest sorts of proof known to the courts; but it is often 
a very pertinent question whether a party made the alleged ad- 
mission or not. 1 would therefore frame this fourth subdivision 
of the pending section so as to read: 


That the testimony of an accomplice ought to be viewed with distrust and 
testimony as to the oral admissions of a party with caution. 


The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman reduce his amendment 
to writing? 

Mr. GIBSON. My amendment is to insert between the word 
“the” and the word ‘‘oral,” in the seventeenth line, the words 
‘*testimony as to.”’ 

The question being taken on Mr. GiBson’s amendment, it was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN having put the question on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, declared it agreed to. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman,aparliamentaryinquiry. Does 
not the adoption of that last amendment strike out the whole of 
that clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; it strikes it out as amended. 

Mr. BARNEY. I think that was misunderstood by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 
now, to strike it out. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask a division, and to have the question re- 
stated. It was not understood, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gin- 
son] asks for a division. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 
too late for that. 


That is what we voted on just 


A point of order on that. It is 
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Mr. GIBSON. I ask for a division and ask for a restatement of 
the question, so that we may understand what we are voting on. | 

The CHAIRMAN, All those in favor of agreeing to the amend- | 
ment to the amendment will rise and remain standing until they | 
are counted. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I raise a point of order to that | 
request, that it comes too late. If it is asked by unanimous con- | 
sent, I interpose an objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division, as the Chair understands, is 
asked on the last motion to strike out. 

Mr. GIBSON, Is that tostrike out the whole of the fourth sub- 
division? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is no amendment to strike 
out the whole subdivision. There was a motion to strike out cer- 
tain words, and that was carried. 

Mr. LLOYD. The parliamentary situation, as I understand it, 
is this: The gentleman from Montana [Mr, CAMPBELL] made a 
motion to strike out these words: | 

And the oral admissions of a party with caution. 

The gentleman from Tennessee moves to insert just before | 
‘“‘oral” other words. The committee adopted that amendment. | 


Then it came to the original 2s neem to strike outas amended. | 
eman from Missouri states the 
i 


The CHAIRMAN, 
question correctly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Now, on that question I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. Onthat question the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee asks for a division. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, to that I raise | 
the point of order that it is too late to ask for a division, as other 
matters have interposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the gentleman from | 
Tennessee called for a division in time. 

Mr, GAINES, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Sev- 
eral gentlemen on this side did not understand the amendment | 
of my colleague from Tennessee. I should be very glad to have 
it reported or to have him state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Clerk can report it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words, as amended: 

“And the testimony of the oral admissions of a party with caution.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If it be in order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gip- 
SON | has demanded a division. As many as are in favor of this 
motion will rise and remain standing until they are counted. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and | 
there were—ayes 5, noes 25. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the order of | 
the House made this morning was, as I came in after the House 
convened, but I wish to ask whether it would be in order tostrike 
out this whole chapter in regard to evidence? It seems to me 
rather an extraordinary thing to put in acode of this kind a 
statement of the law of evidence, and to require the judge to 
charge, whenever it was appropriate, according to the language 
of this code. The rules of evidence are as well settled as anything 
in the law, and ought to be left to the judge to state to the jury 
as to what thev are and the effect of the evidence. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to call attention to a section 
which it seems to me is unnecessary to put in here, as containing 
simple elementary propositions. 

r. PAYNE. Some of this is elementary and some of it is an 
amendment to the elementary law. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Here is a provision: 

Sixth. That evidence is to be estimated not only by its own intrinsic 
weight, but also according to the evidence which it is in the power of one 
side to produce and of the other to contradict; and, therefore, 

Seventh. That if the weaker and less satisfactory evidence is offered when 


it appears that stronger and more satisfactory was within the power of the 
party, the evidence offered should be viewed with distrust. 


That is simply putting in a statement that is in the elementary 
text-books. It ought not to be put in here, to instruct the judge. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This fourth subdivision, that the 
testimony of an accomplice should be viewed with distrust and 
the oral ndmissions of a party with caution, is stated by Greenleaf 
as being a matter proper to be considered by a jury; but to make 
it an absolute provision of law in this code is unjust. 

Mr. PAYNE. That ought to be explained, If an accomplice 
is corroborated. that modifies the situation. The judge ought to 
explain to the jury what the effect of the evidence is, and not 
leave it on the naked assertion that it ought to be received with 
distrust. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That will come in as a matter of 
law. without having it in a code, and I think this ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. PAYNE. The whole business ought to be stricken out. 


The gent 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think so myself. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would a motion to strike out be in order, Mr. 
Chairman? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will mak 
that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman 
motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would a motion to strike out this chapter be i; 


| order? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that it woul 
be in order, inasmuch as it is one paragraph. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move to strike out chapter 65. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York moves 
strike out chapter 65, which is one paragraph. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not want to be captious about t! 
matter, and I do not want to insist upon anything that will no: 
be satisfactory to the House; but I want to point out how dan- 
gerous it is to attempt to put the details of legal principles into 
written code. They operate, not to extend the power of | 
judge, but to limit the action of both the judge and the jury, 
Here is a good illustration of it right in this fourth subdivision: 


That the testimony of an accomplice ought to be viewed with distrust 
Now, that is not new. That is laid down in all the law book 


But there is another principle laid down in all the law books that 
I know anything about. The court goes further than that and 


| says to the jury—and it is not only held to be good law if he doe 


so instruct the jury, but it is held to be error if he does no! 
instruct the jury—‘‘If you find that this case turns upon the t 
timony of an accomplice, unless he is corroborated you ought not 
tu convict.” 

That is said every day in the year when a question of that kind 


| arises. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is usually regulated by 


| statutory enactment in the States, that the jury can not convict 


unless the testimony of an accomplice is corroborated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That relates to special cases, usually such 
as rape and matters of that kind. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And’Seduction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I have never seen it in ‘a code, and thie 
effect of putting it into this code is simply to limit the power of the 
judge and jury. To say that a judge should only be permitted to 
say to the jury what is here stated, when he ought to go further 
than that, looks to me like a limitation upon his authority. |: 


| seems to me that it is unnecessary to put these elementary prin- 
| ciples of law into a code, and particularly to attempt to state them 
| in this limited way. 


That is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, I think the gentleman is quite 

right about that. 
fr.WARNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to state, in order to 
be consistent with the ruling of yesterday, that in the opinion o! 
the Chair chapter 65 is but one paragraph, and that the entire 
paragraph has been read, and not passed from, and that therefor 
it is in order to move to strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say that this paragraph, or chapter, or 
whatever it may be called, is found in the codes of nearly all West- 
ern States. As has béen repeatedly said before, it has been thie 
law of Alaska since 1884, being a part of the Oregon code. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. WARNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Have you ever practiced law where tha 
provision was in the statute or in the code? 

Mr. WARNER. I never practiced under a code. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This isin the Montana statute, and it has 
had a very bad effect, because it is an arbitrary provision, and tli 
court must so instruct whether he so desires or not. 

Mr. WARNER. The Juneau committee are in favor of kee) 
ingitin. Referring towhat the gentleman from Ohio said about 
the court instructing the juror he could give credence or weig)it 
to any particular witness, I am of the impression that he is in 
error. The court can not tell a juror that he shall believe or dis- 
believe any particular witness; but he can tell the jury that he 
can take into consideration the character of the witness, his inter- 
est, his bias, and his means of knowing. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Take it into consideration; but it says le 
must, and he ought to be vested with discretion. 

Mr. WARNER, This specifies what should be the law ani 
enables the court to tell the jury what the gentleman from Ob‘. 
thinks it can tell him under the common law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you not think it better to allow the court 
to instruct the jury as to the weight of evidence under the e!: 
mentary rules to confine him to certain limitations, as you 
sropose in this section, where the party is allowed to have his 
instructions reviewed by a higher court? 
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under the law without the court giving instructions the jury is to | 

weigh the evidence. In this the court is following the law of the 
nd. 

a TAWNEY. He can state the rules of evidence. 

Mr. GIBSON. There are a great many judges that need to be 
instructed themselves. 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

Mr. GIBSON. I know in the State of New York, where the 
judges are all graduates of colleges, that they do not need this, 
but in Alaska, and some of the other western sections of the 
country, the judges themselves are not very well qualified. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If they take them from Tennessee. 
I presume they will be. 

Mr. PAYNE. We have provided very liberally for judges in 
this bill. They will not have a very great deal to do, so that the 
court will be at leisure to study law, if that is necessary, befcre 
he holds a term of court there. 

Mr. GIBSON. If they get some of those rough and tumble 
fellows from Kansas and some of the Western States, they would 
need instruction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted, 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Chairman, I think this third subsection—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. GAINES. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the third provision there is equally as faulty as 
the one now so well criticised. 

7S That a witness false in one part of his testimony is to be distrusted 
in others. 

Now, the jury may or may not believe a witness. That is the 
law, and is well understood. They may discredit entirely or they 
may misbelieve entirely, but aman may be mistaken in one in- 
stance and supported in a dozen others, and be unimpeachable in 
another. The law is well settled, and experience has shown that 
awitness may be mistaken in one instance and his testimony may 
not be discarded entirely, or it may be discarded entirely. That 
is the general practice; but here is a case where the jury by the | 
very statute is obliged to disregard it, whether he is corroborated 
by one or a dozen good witnesses. 

Mr. DAYTON. I move to strike out the last two words, if 
necessary. . 

Mr. Chairman, this simply illustrates, and I am very glad in- 
deed to see so distinguished a lawyer as the gentleman from New 
York, whose State inaugurated this code practice. crying out 
against it. Now, these rules and regulations are ingrafted in 
the code practice in order to do away with the common-law rule, 
and it is a question of whether you take the code practice or 
whether you take the common-law practice. If you doadopt the 
code practice, it seems to me you ought not to mutilate it in this 
way by striking out part and requiring the common-law practice 
for a part and then adopt the code practice as to the other part. 
These provisions are incorporated in the code of Oregon, of which 
this isa compilation. They are also in force and effect in most 
of the code States of the West—in California, I am informed, and 
other States. My distinguished friends in the State of New York 
started this evil. 

Mr. PAYNE. Started the code. 

Mr. DAYTON. Started the code practice, which is an unmiti- 
gated evil, in my humble judgment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. How many States in the Union have the 
common-law practice? 

Mr. DAYTON, I do not know; but I am very glad to say that 
Illinois, Virginia, and West Virginia and some other of the South- 
ern States still retain the common-law practice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You mean the back-number States. 

Mr.DAYTON. No; not the back-number States; but the States | 
that adhere to the true and logical results of the common law, and | 
which stand to-day equal with the other States. Now, it seems to 
me that those who favor the code practice ought not to stand here 
and mutilate it by striking out its provisions. 

_Mr. TAWNEY. We want to correct it. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, entirely too many statesinen 
have appeared on the floor, and therefore 1 move that the com- 
Inittee now rise. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 
sumed the chair, Mr. Jenkins, Chairman of the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (S. 3419) making 
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other | 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Did the | 
House adjourn last night to this morning, or did it take a recess? | 

The SPEAKER. It took a recess. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move that the House adjourn. 

- phe motion was to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 
os minutes a, m., Friday, May 25) the House adjourned. 
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Mr. WARNER. The trouble is that in a country that is ppt | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


| follows: 


Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 11841) relating to 
forest reserves, national parks, and amending the act of June 4, 
1897, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil! ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, 
and for other purposes,” in lieu of H. R. 5267, H. R. 9688, and 
H. R. 10739, accompanied by areport (No. 1700); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8752) to prevent the 
selling of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating drinks in 
any post exchange, or canteen, or transport, or upon any prem 
ises used for military purposes by the United States, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1791 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11550) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide fo 
the payment of all just claims against the United States for pri- 
vate property taken and used in the military service within the 
limits of the United States during the war with Spain. reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1702); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10845) to provide for the 
re ief of certain settlers upon Wisconsin railroad lands forfeited 


| under the act of September 29, 1890, which lands were treated by 


the Interior Department erroneously as Chicago, St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis and Omaha indemnity lands, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1712); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 340) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 
proved July 27, 1892, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1713); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 


| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8856) amending the act of 


August 15, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaties and stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” and for other purposes, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1714); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
the bill of the House (H. R. 11842) for the relief of Samuel M. 
Nalley, in lieu of H. R. 6401, accompanied by a report (No. 1704); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 


| reported the resolution of the House (H. Res. 274) referring the 


claim of William T. Tramme!! to the Court of Claims, in lieu ot 
H. R. 4934, accompanied by a report (No. 1705); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON; from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1868) for the relief of 
Dr. Thomas J. Coward, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


| companied by a report (No. 1706); which said bill and report were 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
the resolution of the House (H. Res. 275) referring the claim of 
John H. Redman to the Court of Claims, in lieu of H. R. 2309, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1707); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPALDING. from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
the resolution of the House (H. Res, 276) referring the claim ot 
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the estate of August Heberlein, deceased, to the Court of Claims, 
in lieu of H. R. 10213, accompanied by a report (No. 1708); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported the resolution of the House (H. Res, 277) re- 
ferring the claim of the estate of Cyrus Martin, deceased, to the 
Court of Claims, in lieu of H. R. 8101, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1709); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported the resolution of the House (H. Res. 278) referring tne 
claim of Benjamin F. Fox to the Court of Claims, in lieu of H. R. 
8484, accompanied by a report (No. 1710); which said resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 299) for the relief of 
James E. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1711); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerx, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2866) for the relief of 
Secor & Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1699); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 289) for the relief of the 
estate of Robert Fishburne, jr., deceased, late of Colleton County, 
8. C., reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
1703); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 191) granting a pension to Laura P. Lee—Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Resolution (H. Res. 158) providing for painting twenty oil por- 
traits of designated ex-Speakers of the House—Committee on Ac- 
counts discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 


INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


MEMORIALS 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as | 


follows: 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11839) to amend section 4488, 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11840) to open a 


, = of the Navajo Indian Reservation in Arizona to mineral loca- 


ons—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands: A bill (H, R. 11841) relating to forest reserves, national 
parks, and amending the act of June 4, 1897, entitled *‘An act mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other purposes ”"— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. CURTIS (by request): A bill (H. R, 11843) to authorize 
and legalize the use of the system of chronology known as ‘‘ The 
prophetic biblical system of chronology,” or ‘‘Cruzen’s Christian 
chronology,” developed by James H. Cruzen—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 11844) for the appointment 
of a commission to investigate labor conditions in foreign coun- 
tries and to procure statistics relative thereto—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 259) to 
regulate the distribution of _— documents to the Library of 
Congress for its own use and for international exchange—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A concurrent resolu- 
tion (H. C. Res. 50) relating to ecclesiastical marriages in Cuba— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 51) 
providing for printing the proceedings in Congress upon the re- 
ception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 8, Grant—to 
the Committee on Printing. 
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By Mr. HULL: A resolution (H. Res. 272) for printing 5,000 
— of the report on H. R. 8752—to the Committee on Printing. 

3y Mr. RAY of New York: A resolution (H. Res 273) for tho 
consideration of H, J. Res. 138 and H, R. 10539—to the Committes 
on Rules. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A memorial of the State of Pennsylvania, 
explanatory of the bills 8. 2947 and H. R. 1066—to the Committes 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A memorial of the State of Pennsylvania, ex- 
Jlanatory of the bills S. 2947 and H, R. 1066—to the Committee oy 

Jar Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

3y Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R, 11842) for the relief of Samuel M. Nalley—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 11845) for the relief of tho 
administrator of Reuben Henry—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H, R. 11846) toremove thecharge 
of desertion against William Davis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11817) granting a pension to Andrew J, Bau- 
com—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 11848) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11849) for the relief of Warner R. Hancock— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 11850) granting an increase of 
| pension to Ida C. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11851) granting an increase of pension to 
Minor B. Monaghan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11852) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 11838) for the relief of Bernard 
Mattingly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By MreGIBSON: A bill (A. R. 11854) granting a pension to 
Polly Ann Hansard—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R, 11855) granting a pension to William L. 
W hetsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 11856) granting a pension to E. J. Lee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 11857) granting an increase of 
pension to George W.McClure—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11858) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
den Golden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 11859) for the relief of Charles 
Hensley—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11860) granting a special pen- 
sion to Mrs. Mary Florence Von Steinwehr- to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 11861) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the name of Nelson L, Willard—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R, 11862) granting a pension 
to Mary E. McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 11863) to correct the military 
record of James M. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H.R. 11864) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Jeremiah McDaniel— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 11865) to increase the pension 
of Mary A. Alwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R, 11866) to provide for the in- 
spection of the boiler of the tug Rocket—to the Committee on |n- 
terstate and loreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 11867) granting an increaso 
of pension to Sarah A. Creed—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s1ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11868) granting a pension to Joseph C. Dos- 
tal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 11889) providing for the issu- 
ance of a patent to lands occupied by the Sacred Heart Missivn, 
in accordance with agreement made by the United States with the 
Citizens band of Pottawatomie Indians, of Oklahoma Territory — 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11870) for the relief of the estate 
of Peter H. Knight—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of John I. Rowland—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11872) for the relief of T, H. B, Myers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11878) granting a pension to Margaret Mc- 
Gowan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R, 11874) granting an increase 
of pension to John Wintermote—to the Committee on Invalid 

,ensions. 
; Also, a bill (H. R. 11875) granting a pension to Josiah T. Mc- 
Kee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H,. Res, 274) referring the ciaim of William 
’. Trammell to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar, 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 275) referring the claim of John H, Redman to 
the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SPALDING, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 276) referring the claim of the estate of August 
Herberlein to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from tho Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res, 277) referring the claim of the estate 
of Cyrus Martin, deceased, to the Court of Claims—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 278) referring the claim of Benjamin F. Fox 
to the Court of Claims—to the Private Calendar. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Resolutions of A. Lincoln Post, No. 
29, of Wells, Me., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers 
near Johnson City., Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. B, True and 50 other citizens of Pownal, 
Me., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending the 
oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3y Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the State League of Build- 
ing and Loan Associations of Missouri, in favor of bill to cele- 
brate the Louisiana purchase by a world’s fair at St. Louis, Mo., 
in 1903—to the Special Committee on Louisiana Purchase Cele- 
bration. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, concerning the improvement of the 
Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

3y Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Berwyn, Pa., for the passage of a bill to forbid 
liquor selling in canteens and in the Army, Navy, post exchanges, 
etc.—to the Domuniites on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of ex-Union soldiers of Plainfield, 
Ill., and vicinity, favoring the enactment of legislation granting 


a pension of $30 per month to all who served ninety days or more | 


in the military or naval service of the United States and are now 
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suffering from permanent disabilities—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of Lower Big Creek, Monroe County, Wis., urging 
the enactment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of A. J. Evans and R. 8. Beckham, 
of Rockhill, 8. C., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, per- 
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Statement from auditor-general’s office, 
Harrisburg, Pa., in explanation of the claim of the State of Penn- 
sylvania for balance due for expenditures on account of the militia 
in the military service under the proclamation of the President of 
June 15, 18683—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of the Central Presbyterian Church and Col- 
onel John B. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Allegheny, Pa., urging the passage of House bill prohibiting the 
sale of liquor in Army canteens, Soldiers’ Homes, reservations 
used by the Government, or in our new possessions—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petitions of numerous citizens of the State 
of Wisconsin, to save Government lands in Wisconsin for actual 
settlers and stop the sale to speculators—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Mark Hopkins Institute of Art, 
favoring the passage of a bill to create a Capitol art commission, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Pacific Com- 
mercial Museum, favoring the passage of House Dill relating to 
the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, LANE: Petition of R. M. Smith Post, No. 269, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, indorsing the bill to 
establish a Branch Home for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson 
City, Tenn,—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Ex-Slave Association 1.10. 654, 
Carmel, Chicot County, Ark., asking for the passage of bill to pen 
sion ex-slaves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Union Commercial Club, 
of Lincoln, Nebr., in reference to House bill No. 887, relating to 
the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Memorial of the American Association of 
China, in regard to consular reform—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of the city of New 
York, protesting against the passage of the ship-subsidy bill—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Visheries. 

Also, petition of Spanish war veterans of the District of Co- 
lumbia, for an appropriation to build an addition to the hospital 
for persons unable to pay—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, petition of the American Chamber of Commerce of Manila, 
Philippine Islands, for the moditication of hard and oppressive 
taxes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York,in favor of Senate amendments to House bill No, 8347 
restoring the appropriations for the maintenance of 
graphic Office—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, Cleveland, Ohio, 
against any legislation regulating the manufacture of butterin« 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of San Diego County, Cal., urging the enactment of a 
law forbidding the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Hawaiian 
Islands, Philippines, Porto Rico, and Cuba—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petitions of citizens of Chelsea, Mass., and 
Walnut Avenue Congregational Church, of Boston, Mass., for the 
passage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in canteens and in the 
Army, Navy, post exchanges, etc.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. D. Campbell and 
3 other druggists of Waterloo, lowa, for the repeal of the tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SCU I I JER: Pet itions of Young People’s Societv of 
Christian Endeavor and Methodist Episcopal Church of East 
Hampion, N. Y., to amend House bill No. 5475, known as the 
anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Resolutions of Unity Church of Fort 
Collins, Colo., urging the enactment of a law forbidding the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the Hawaiian Islands—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of druggists of Boerne, Tex., for 
the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of 160 citizens of West Concord, 
Minn., in favor of the Lowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Fremont Center Grange, No. 654, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan, in support of House bill No. 
3717, to control the sa!e of imitation dairy products; also in favor 
of Senate bill 1439, to vest additional authority in the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of citizens of Groton, Mass., 
asking for the passage of the Bowersock bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Philadelphia Bourse, Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring House bill No, 10301, relating to the pneumatic-tube 
service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Papers to accompany House bill increasing 
the pension of Mary A, Alwood, widow otf William H. Alwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 25, 1900. 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrteurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The reading of the Journal was resumed and concluded; and it 
was approved. 

INTERPARLIAMENTARY UNION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents 

tion which perhaps it will be proper to have read. 


an invita- 
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The communication was read, and ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed, as follows: 


The Hon. Wi1Lu1AM P. Frye 





i? 


President of the Senate of the United States. 

Sir: As members representing the United States on the council of the 
Interparliamentary Union, we are authorized and requested to present to 
the members of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
au urgent invitation to attend the tenth session of the Interparliamentary 


Union, which will be opened in Paris, in the senate chamber, at the Luxem- 
bourg Palace, July 31, 1900, and continue for several days. 

The Interparliamentary Union is an international association, composed 
of members of the different national parliaments of the world. Its object is 
to promote the cause of international arbitration and the development of 
international law. 

Any senator or member of the house of any national legislative body is 
eligible to membership and will be cordially welcomed at its sessions. Those 
Senators who are going abroad and may be able toattend the conference are 
requested to notify the ey of the Senate. Those who will not be able 
to attend in person the approaching session at Paris will have an opportunity 


shortly to the American oo of members of the Interparliamentary 
Union, and thus to place themselves in affiliation with the great body of 
European legislators, several hundred in number, representing the parlia- 
ments of eighteen different nations who believe in an oppen to arbitration 
whenever pee for the settlement of international difficulties. 


Respectfully submitted. 
RICHARD BARTHOLDT. 
8. J. BARROWS. 


MAJ. H. M. ADAMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, calling attention to 
a discrepancy in the general deficiency appropriation bill author- 
izing the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow and credit in 
the accounts of Maj. H. M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, $2,610.40, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON LABOR LEGISLATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Jaid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the chairman of the Industrial Commission, trans- 
mitting the report of the Industrial Commission on labor legisla- 
lation; which, on motion of Mr. KYLE, was, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7433) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
on bill (8. 4560) to provide for officers in the customs district of 

awaii; 


A bill (H. R. 8582) making a riations for the su rt of : L 
ad ) Deere the x Pee to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 


the Regular and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 76) withdrawing certain lands on the 
island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Trenton, N. J., and a petition of sundry colored citizens of the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the prevention of the denial or abridgment of the right of citizens 
of the United States to vote on account of color; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Candia, N. H., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
any post exchange, canteen, or transport, or upon any premises 
used for military purposes by the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of the Sunday School Union 
of San BernardigoCourty; of the congregation of the Seventh Con- 
gregational Church; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of San Francisco; of the congregation of the First Congregational 
Church of San Francisco; of the congregation of the Brooklyn 
Presbyterian Church, of Oakland, and of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Redlands, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the enactment of leg's'ation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also presented petitions of the Young People’s Society . 
Christian Endeavor and of the congregation of the Cumberia) 
Presbyterian Church of Mountain View, of the Westminist, 
Presbyterian Church of San Francisco, of the Woman's Chri 
tian Temperance Union of Oakland, of the congregation of +} 
Advent Christian Church, of the superintendent of the Na) 
Presbyterian Sunday school, of the Young People’s Society | 
Christian Endeavor, and of the aes of the Evangelic 
Church of Napa, all in the State of California, praying for { 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liqu: 
in the newly acquired island possessions and in Army cantec: 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of John J. Myles and sund: 
other druggists of Spencer, 8. Dak., praying for the repeal of t! 
stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and ¢\s- 
metics: which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr, PETTIGREW presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 
$114, Knights of Labor, of Cora, Fla., representing 80 voters, 
praying for the public ownership of railways, telegraphs, and 
telephones, and for the passage of Senate bill No. 1770, relative t 
the acquisition, purchase, construction, and condemnation by thc 
United States of railroads lying within the United States, tho 
respective States, and the District of Columbia, engaged in inter- 
state commerce, etc., and remonstrating against the passage | 
Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the interstate-commerce lav; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of North Yakima, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect State anti-cigarette laws ani 
providing that cigarettes imported in original packages on enter- 
ing any State shall be subject to its laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by Enterprise Coun- 
cil, No. 1, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Havyer- 
hill, Mass., expressing sympathy for the people of South Africa 
in their struggle for freedom; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Good Templars of thie 
State of Maine, praying for the enactmenf of legislation to pro- 
hibit the transmission through the mail of any matter advertising 
the sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Preachers’ Mect- 
ing of the Methodist Episcopai Church, praying for the enactment 


| of legis!ation prohibiting American traders in the New Hebrides 


from giving or selling intoxicating liquors to the natives; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of North Jay, Me., praying for the enactment of !eg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
teens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I present a petition, numerously signed by 
most responsible people in Colorado, praying for the passage of a 
bill now pending to set aside four owe in the Perritor y of 
New Mexico for the preservation of the buffalo, which are rapidly 
disappearing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred 
Game. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Ipresent a letter from the Attorney-Genera! 
to me, in answer to an inquiry concerning Senate bill 1005, Senate 
Report No. 1300, in reference to Indian depredation claims, w!ic) 
I ask may be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask if that bill has not been reported an‘ 
if it is not on the Calendar? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill has been reported and it is on the 
Calendar, but I want the committee to consider this letter, for 
they may see fit to recall the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the bill will not be called up, then, in 
the absence of the Senator who has submitted this document for 
publication. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
letter will be printed asa document and referred to the Commitice 
on Indian Depredations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10082) granting an increase of pensi 
to Lewis Oliver, reported it without amendment, and submitte:! 
a report thereon. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I aim directed by the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4771) granting an increase 
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of pension to Gilbert F. Colby, to report it favorably without 

amendment, and I submit a report thereon. As this bill was mis- 

jaid and ought to have been reported two weeks ago, I ask for its 
immediate consideration. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is that to te followed, I should like to inquire, 
by the passage of other bills? 

“Mr. GALLINGER. This is simply a report Ihave just made 
of a pension Dill, which was mislaid in my committee room. It 
js a Senate bill, and I should like to have it passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I haveseveral private bills that I would like very 
much to have passed. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a Senate bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. TELLER. It may not be worth while to pass itnow. I 
gave notice last night that I was going to object to business being 
interjected into the regular order. 1 shall not object to this bill 
because it is a pension bill, but to the next request I shall object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be read to the Senate for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN, I wish to say a word before that bill is laid be- 
fore the Senate. Ido not want to object toit if I can avoid it, 
but I have a bill here that I tried to get up yesterday and I was 
taken from the floor by another measure after I had been recog- 
nized for that psveee. It is a bill where the recipient of the 
pension is an old lady, well advanced in years, and is liable to die 
at any time. I should like to have that bill passed. I do not 
think the morning hour ought to be consumed in this way un- 
less—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5673) granting an increase of pension 
to Ellen A. Spalding, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2694) granting a pension to Maggie D. Chapman, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, I desire to state that Ido not object to taking up 
the bill which the Senator from New Hampshire reported. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11650) re- 
lating to certain railway corporations owning or operating street 
railways in the District of Columbia, to report it without amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 4781) relating to 
certain railway corporations owning or operating street railways 
in the District of Columbia, being Order of Business 1362 on the 
Calendar, be postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill just 
= irted by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10740) to 
regulate the grades of Twentieth street, and for other purposes, 
to report it without amendment. 

« the FRRSDENS protempore. The bill will be placed on the 
alendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 4193) to regulate the 
grades of Twentieth street, and for other purposes, being Order 
of Business 1078 on the Calendar, be postponed indefinitely, and 
that the House bill just reported by me be given the place of the 
Senate bill on the Calendar. . 

The motion Was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 1am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8665) au- 
thorizing and requiring the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
extend its lines on old Sixteenth street, to report it with amend- 
ments, and to submit a report thereon. 

C be FRESE T protempore, The bill will be placed on the | 
alendar, 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 3663) authorizing and | 

requiring the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines | 


Is there objection to the pres- 


The bill will be placed on the 


on old Sixteenth street, being Order of Business 1077 on the Calen- 
dar, be postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill just re- 
ported by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar. | 
The motion was to. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for emergen- 
cies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and for the 
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diversion of certain appropriations or modification of provisions 
heretofore made, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia. re- 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $25,000 for grad- 
ing and paving Connecticut avenue (extenced) between Columbia 
road and Kalorama avenue, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that 1t be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $175 to pay W. B. Moses & Sons the ditfer- 
ence in price between the bill as rendered to pay for blueboards 
for the Western High School, etc., intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment pro- 
posing to appropriate $9,000 for the purchase of not less than 6 
acres of land suitable for the uses of a pound for dogs and strayed 
animals, etc., intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
sions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to James 
A. Tulloss, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. Money on the 18th instant, proposing to appropriate $12,000 
for curbing and paving 8S street, in the District of Columbia, from 
Phelps place westward to Massachusetts avenue, intended to be 
proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9827) to close all alleys 
in block 3 of the Walbridge subdivision of Ingleside, in the county 
of Washington, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend to certain 
publications the privileges of second-class mail matter as to admis 
sion to the mails, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4898) granting a pension to Frank A. W. Shaw; and 

A bill (H. R. 4991) granting a pension to Maria V. Sperry. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment proposing to appropriate $3,097.41 to pay Edward 
Bedloe, late consul-general of the United States at Canton, China, 
being the amount of salary still unpaid, from December 8, 1898, 
to January 15, 1900, etc., intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the reassessment of water-main taxes in theDistrict of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1898; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of 
the Marion Trust Company, administrator of the estate of Sam- 
uel Milliken, deceased, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee oh Claims; 
which was agreed to. 


SENATOR NATHAN B, SCOTT AND JOHN T,. M’GRAW, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. McComas on the 19th 
instant, to report it with amendments and to ask that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. Ishould like to have 
the amendments first adopted. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate the 
sum of $2,850 to NATHAN B. Scorr, a Senator from the State of West Virginia, 
in reimbursement of expenses necessarily incurred by him in defense of his 
title to his seat; and also that there be paid out of the same fund $2,850) to 
John T. McGraw for expenses incurred by him and other remonstrants con 
testing the seating of Senator NATHAN B. Scott. These payments are ap- 
propriated as full and final compensation for all expenses, cash and counsel 
fees incurred by the parties. 


The amendments of the committee were, in line 1, to strike out 
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the words “ out of the contingent fund of the Senate;” and in line 
6 to strike out the words ‘‘ out of the same fund.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 


GILBERT F, COLBY, 


Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
suggested that he did not object to the consideration of the bill 
which I reported a few minutes ago. The Senator from Colorado 
likewise agrees that it shall be acted upon. I ask consent that it 
be put upon its passage. 

he PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was read tothe Senate. 
Is there objection to tte present consideration? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 4771) granting an increase 
of pension to Gilbert F, Colby was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. Itproposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Gilbert F, Colby, late of Company L, First Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA M’N, HENRY. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1781) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Julia MacN. Henry, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: ‘ 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 2, and agree to an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed by the House insert “seventy-five;” and the House agree to 


the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
GEORGE L. SHOUP, 
GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Ht. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
8. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





The report was agreed to, 
ELLA COTTON CONRAD. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1619) t- 
ing an increase of pension to Ella Cotton Conrad, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its dis eement toe the amendment of the 
House and agree to an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
the House insert “forty;"’ and the House agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER 

GEORGE L. SHOUP, 

GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 

J. H. BROMWELL, 

8. W. DAVENPORT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
MARGARET E, VAN HORN, 
Mr. SHOUP submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Gieagrectn votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 207) nting an increase of 
yension to Margaret E. Van Horn, having met, after full and free conference 
mare agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
OllOWS: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
House and agree to amendments as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by the House insert “forty.” 
In line 9, after the word “receiving,” insert “and $2 per month additional 
on account of each of the two minor children of said James J. Van Horn until 
rch children shall arrive at the age of 16 years.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
GEORGE L. SHOUP, 


JAMES H. KYLE, 
GEORGE TURNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
J. H. BROMWELL, 
he 5S. W. a eet or ine = 
‘anagers on the part o, louse. 
The report was agreed to. . 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MORGAN, Iintroduce a bill. Ido not know exactly to 
what committee to sendit. It is a bill to fix the place of venue, 
trial, and punishment for crimes against the United States of 
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America committed not within a State, as itis provided ma, 
done in Article III, section 2, of the Constitution of the Unit...) 
States. 

This bill was prepared by a learned lawyer in the District 
Columbia, and it seems to me to unlock entirely the difficulty ; 
we are in about the extradition of offenders against the laws o; 
Cuba from New York, for instance, to that island for trial, | 
suppose it goes to the Judiciary Committee. 

The bill (S. 4839) to fix the place of venue, trial, and pun 
ment for crimes against the United States of America commi 
not within a State, as it is provided may be done in Article |/| 
section 2, of the Constitution of the United States, was read t 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4840) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Frost; which was read twico by its title, and referre: to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4841) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George A. Parker; which was read twice by its title, ang 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4842) granting a pension to James A. Davis (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4843) granting an increase of pension to Abrahain N 
Cassell (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (8. 4844) granting an increase of pension to Henry G, 
Mechling. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4845) for the relief of W. §, 
3unch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4846) for the relief of the estate of 
Dr. O. L. Dewees, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S, 4847) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F, Chambers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 4848) for the relief of the 
devisees of Casper Barber and their assigns fgom the operation of 
the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Territories 
and the District of Columbia to American citizens; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr, MARTIN introduced a bill (S, 4849) permitting building a 
dam across New River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4850) to refer the claim of Ed- 
ward Gallaher, deceased, late of Richmond County, Ga., to tho 
Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$250 to pay for services rendered in preparing and furnishing a 
revised and complete index of tke war-revenue law, intended to 
be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation Lill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

riate $3,347.25 to reimburse the Washington Market Company 
or expenses incurred in fitting and repairing quarters by the 
National Guard of the District of Columbia, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CLARK submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$304.51 to pay Augustus L. Coleman, of Wyoming, for surveys of 
public landsexecuted by him under his contract with the surveyor- 
general of Wyoming, etc., intended to be proposed by him to tle 
general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAWLINS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $367.10 for payment to J. T. Breckon for surveying in ¢x- 
cess of contract, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CASUALTIES AMONG THE FILIPINOS, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution, and ask for its i- 
mediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in: 
form the Senate of the number of the people of the ae ane Islands that 
have been killed by our armed forces since February 5, 1898; also the num)cT 
wounded by us, and the number of prisoners taken. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I ask that the resolution may go over. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will go over. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to suggest to the 
Senator from South Dakota, with reference to the resolution, that 


I think that very information was called for in the resolution of | 


the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Kenney]. If he will examine 
that resolution—— ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Delawarecovers a great many other questions, and I thought 
that perhaps we would adjourn before we could get a reply; but 
it seemed to me that we might get a reply to this one simple ques- 
tion very quickly, That is the reason why I have offered the 
resolution. 

MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the document known as Messages and 
Papers of the Presidents, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, the remain- 
der, if any, to be held by the Superintendent of Documents, subject to the 
future action of Congress; and 

Resolved further, That an edition of 10,000 copies be printed, to be held by 
the Superintendent of Documénts and by him sold at the actual cost of pub- 
lication. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS AND CLAIMS ALLOWED, 


Mr. HALE. I submit three resolutions, which I wish to have 
passed in the interest of the dispatch of the business of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask for their 
present consideration? - 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- | 


sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of which have 
been exhausted or carried tothe surplus fund under the provisions of section 
5 of the act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those heretofore reported 
to Congress at the present session, up to and including May 2), instant; also 
a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims not heretofore reported 
to Congress. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
alist of judgments rendered against the United States by the circuit and 
district courts of the United States under the provisions of the act to provide 
for bringing suits against the Government of the United States, approved 
March 8, 1887, not heretofore reported to Congress. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit to the Senate 
alist of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants in 
Indian depredation cases requiring an appropriation by Congress, not here- 
tofore reported at the present session. 


READJUSTED SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, directed to 
report upon a schedule or schedules to the Senate the readjusted salaries of 
all postmasters who served in the States below named between July 1, 1564, 
and June 30, 1874, where application for readjustment of salaries under chap- 
ter 119 of the laws of 1883 were made to the Postmaster-General prior to Jan- 
wer 1, 1887, each such readjusted salary account to conform in all respects 
tot e decision of the Court of Claims on April 2, 1900, of the claim of William 
T. Ewing vs. The United States and to the public construction of said act of 
March 3, 1883, by the Postmaster-General embodied in and set forth in Finding 
VI of the Court of Claims, in the case William T. Ewing. Reportsof such ac- 
counts are required of claims from the following States, viz: California, Colo- 
rado, Connecticut, the two Dakotas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne- 
sota, Miasiesioy, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Penn- 

‘lvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, 
irginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator if he has any objection to 
having the resolution referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
_ — as other resolutions of that kind have been re- 

erred, 

Mr. ALLEN. LIunderstand that a resolution of this kind is be- 
fore the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER, But this is an additional resolution of the 
same sort. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee on Claims has many of these 
claims before it, and if the resolution is referred at all; I want it 
to go tothe Committee on Claims, where these matters are pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to a reference of the 
resolution, but I object to its present consideration. 


Mr. ALLEN, Let it be referred, then, to the Committee on 
Claims, 
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Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if the resolution covers 
what are well known as the Spaulding claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot know whether they are those claims or 
not. They are claims which are embraced in the decision of the 


| Court of Claims in a suit against the United States. 


Mr. HALE. I take it they are what are known as the Spauld- 
Ihave no objection to the resolution going to the 
They have been investigated and 
reinvestigated and both the Department and Congress have tried 
to put a quietus to them. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Court of Claims has held these claims to be 
valid. 

Mr. HALE, It may be claimed that there is some decision on 
which they are based, but all that has been considered heretofore 
and Conggess has passed time and again against them. However, 
I do not object to the resolution going to the committee. 

Mr, ALLEN. On the 2d of April last the Court of Claims in 
the case of William T. Ewing vs, The United States decided these 
claims to be valid. Now let the resolution go to the Committee 
on Claims where these matters are pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Claims, 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10301) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Oftice Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Imove that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was anthor- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate: and Mr, 
Wo.cotTt, Mr, CHANDLER, and Mr. BurLer were appointed, 


SENATOR FROM MONTANA, 


Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Alabama will yield for a 
moment for the presentation of a paper, I will be obliged to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala 
bama yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. CARTER. I desire merely to present a communication 
from the governor of Montana, to be laid on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I present a certificate from the governor of the 
State of Montana, dated the 19th day of May, appointing Martin 
Maginnis to fill a vacancy in the Senate of the United States, 1 
request that the certificate be read and laid on the table. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Inthe name and by the authority of the State of Montana. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

Whereas a vacancy has meappene’ in the representation of the State of 
Montana in the Senate of the United States by reason of the resignation of 
William Andrews Clark; and 

Whereas the legislature of said State of Montana is not in sesssion, but in 
recess; 

Therefore, know ye, that I, Robert B. Smith, governor of the State of Mon 
tana, by virtue of the authority in me vested by the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, do hereby appoint Martin Maginnis, a citizen of the United 
States and an inhabitant of the State of Montana, to be United States Senator 
for said State of Montana, to fill said vacancy caused as aforesaid: and by 
virtue of the authority in me vested as aforesaid 1 do commission him, the 
said Martin Maginnis, to be United States Senator for Montana, hereby au- 
thorizing and empowering him to execute and discharge all and singular the 
duties appertaining to said office, and to enjoy all the privileges and immu- 
nities thereof, until the next meeting of the legislature of said State. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
so State to be affixed at Helena, the capital, this 19th day of May, A. D. 
900. 

SEAL. ] 

y the governor: 
T. 8S. HOGAN, Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
certificate will be received, and, at the request of the Senator 
from Montana, it will lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER, In regard to this same subject-matter I ask 
the Senator from Alabama to yield to me for a moment. I sub- 
mit a resolution, which I ask may be read and laid on the table. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the credentials showing the appointment as Senator from 
the State of Montana of William A. Clark, signed by Acting Governor A. EF. 
Spriggs, and the credentials showing a like appointment of Martin Maginnis. 
signed by Governor Robert B. Smith, be taken from the table and referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that said committees be d 
rected to inquire whether cither of said appointees has been duly and legally 
appointed to a seat in the Senate as Senator from said State of Montana; and 
if so, to report which of said appointees is entitled to be admitted to the seat. 


ROBT. B. SMITH. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the request-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the reso- 
lution will lie on the table. 


CLASSIFICATION OF POST-OFFICE CLERKS, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the bill (S. 4168) for the classifi- 
cations of clerks in the first and second class post-offices, reported 
yesterday by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNeEy] from the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, be recommitted to 
that committee. It was reported without amendment and with 
a report snbmitted. 

Mr. CARTER. I take it that it would be better to wait until 
‘the Senator from Illinois {[Mr. Mason], who is the author of the 
bill, and the Senator from Delaware, who reported it, can be 
heard in reference to it. Both are absent from the Chamber, I 
observe. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have looked for the Senator from Delaware, 
and 1 am compelled to go into conference at 1 o'clock. The bill 
has evidently been reported by inadvertence, for my information 
that the bill was reported I get from the Recorp this morning. 
The bill has never been considered in the Post-Office Committee, 
I desire to enter a motion, in any event, toreconsider; and if there 
is objection made, I will call up the motion later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CARTER, 1 object to action at the present time. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate Senate bill 2355. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- | 
rection in, and tothe government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded | 
by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 
the 10th day of December, 18'8. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, while lagree with the Senators 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe] and Wisconsin {Mr. SPOONER | 
in much they have said as to the rights of the United States in 
the Philippine Islands, in their discussion of matters that are not 
strictly relevant to the merits of this bill, I differ from them in | 
reference to any necessity that exists for its enactment into law, 
and as to its merits in a constitutional sense, or as a wise policy 
to be now adopted. 

I agree with those Senators that our title to the Philippine | 
Islands, acquired by cession from Spain, is clear and unquestion- | 
able. 

The Crown and Government of 


ae was sovereign over those 
islands, and she had the right to cede them and we had the right | 
to accept the cession. 


Be 4 xights have not been questioned by any government in 
the world. 

Aguinaldo, a self-constituted dictator, and his personal follow- 
ers assumed the réle of representatives of the whole people of 
these islands, and proclaimed a government there in opposition to 
Spanish rule, which they sometimes allude to as a republic. 

This pretension has not received any recognition from Spain, 
the former sovereign, or from the United States, the present sov- 
ereign, or from any nation in the world. 

No nation can exist as a body politic or corporate without such 
recognition, and, until it is so recognized in some form, those who 
claim such authority are only a private association of persons 
incapable of making treaties that are based on sovereign powers, 
and have none of the immunities or responsibilities of govern- 
ments. 

When Dewey oceupied the bay and harbor of Manila with his 
—— he made a date at which the sovereignty of Spain 
over the Philippine Archipelago ceased, and from that date the 
sovereignty of Spain ceased. After that date no decree of Spain 
subsequently rendered could have effect to control the rights of 
those people. 

By relation to that date, all the sovereign rights of Spain ceased 
in those islands, through the subsequent and conclusive events of 
the war. The truce protocol of August 12, 1898, and the treaty of 
Paris, ratified on Fe ry 6, 1899, confirmed Dewey's conquest 

May 1, 1898, as terminating the sovereign power of Spain over 

e Philippine Archipelago. 

Sovereignty is never in abeyance as a matter of law. It exists 
in the power that governs the country, either de facto or de jure, 
and this rule is made inviolable in the laws of nations, because it 
is necessary to preserve the lives of the people against the re- 
venges and cruelties that sometimes attend the occupation of a 
country by successive conquerors. 

All the people in all the islands who were sn of were 
the public enemies of the United States when Dewey en Ma- 
nila Bay; but after that event no subject of Spain could be ty 
of constructive treason to the Spanish Crown for obeying or- 
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ders of Dewey, because he had the actual power to compel th 
obedience. He established there the flag and the rightful jm 
diction of the United States, as far as his power of military co), 
mand was effectual. 

As this area was enlarged by the extension of our military eo) 
mand, so the sovereign jurisdiction of the United States exten 
and was enlarged by conquest, and it was never for one mom 
relinquished to Spain or to Aguinaldo, or his army, nor di 
ever cease. 

Aguinaldo was not within this conquered area when De 
captured it, nor was there any pretense of a Tagalog govern 
there, or anywhere in the Philippines, on the Ist of May, 189 

Aguinaldo was then at Singapore enjoying the price that S 
had paid him in 1897 for the surrender of his former authori: 

a rebel chief and his insurrectionary forces and their arms, ; 
munition, and equipments, under the capitulation at Bia 
Bat6, and his former associates were at work in their fi 
When Aguinaldo afterwards came to Manila Bay and was | 
mitted to go to Cavite, he entered within our sovereign juri 
tion and limits with the permission of the United States, and ; 
as the head of a government. Under that permission and w 
our authority and assistance he enlisted troops to aid the Uni: 
States in ing war on Spain. 

The capture of Manila was the objective point in our military 
plans, and our soldiers and war ships were fu!ly equal to | 
tas, as the uel proved; and our arnis commanded the fie|: 
which Sateen troops were held to aid that purpose. |) 
the capture of Manila his ambition had been stirred by some 


| tary successes against the Spaniards, and he secretly resolved 


betray the misplaced confidence of the United States; to » 
mee oe us, and make himself the master of Luzon and o!! 
islands. 

For this purpose he oa a republic, as dictator, backe 
by armed forces, and this was the object of his so-called republic, 
born of military dictatorship. 

In this new réle he revealed himself as a traitor to the fait) of 
a soldier, which he openly violated, and to his treaty engagement 
with Spain, under which he had received $400,000 of the $1,000,0U0 
promised him by that Government. 

If Admiral Dewey and the commander ofthe army had prr- 
mitted Aguinaldo to set up a sovereign and thdependent govern- 
ment within the area that was commanded by our arms and was 
held under our flag, they would have been traitors to the United 
States. 

It is the very height of absurdity to attempt to lay the founda- 
tions of a Tagalog government upon imputations that would dis- 
grace our military and naval commanders at Manila and would 
compel the Uni States, from a sense of decent self-respect, to 
disregard their recognition of such a government, and would jut 
them, along with Aguinaldo, if we could catch him, in chains for 
a treasonable conspiracy against the United States. 

If such a transaction had occurred within a State of this Union. 
it would not be a more flagrant act of treason than the alleged 
authority given to Agninaldo to organize a free, sovereign, and 
independent republic on territory that we were engaged in sub- 
jugating, and had in fact conquered from Spain. 

There is not the least ground for any such a suspicion about the 
conduct of the noble and heroic men who then commanded our 
military and naval forces at Manila. 

This groundless and derogatory assertion, based upon these false 
accusations, often repeated, but denied by the accused officers in 
the most solemn manner, on their honor as sailors and soldiers. is 
the only basis for the claim preferred by the friends of Aguinaldo 
in the Senate that this adventurer and self-convicted traitor was, 
with the consent of our consul at Singapore and of Admiral Dewey 
and General Merritt, placed at the head of a Tagalog republic in 
the Philippine 

This baseless fabric of a perverted vision is seriously urged in 
| nee - the Sa - the on oes we one surrt e 

er the ippines, and a e e and property there, to be 
looted by Aguinaldo and his ban ite , z 

It is too clear for successful contradiction or reasonable dou! 
that Agninaldo made a demand on General] Merritt that his s0!- 
diers should enter Manila with our army, or ahead of it, that t!ic) 
might share in the booty and the shame of the looting of that 

t city. His half Chinese and half Tagalog blood ran hot ‘1 

is veins, exciting him to mercenary spoils and desperate reven-¢ 

ainst the Spanish le in Manila. It was to prevent the pro! 

ability of such devastation that the protocol of truce with Sp..2 
was made to contain this solemn and necessary pledge: 


Arr. 3. The United States will comer and hold the city, bay, and har!or 
of Mantis. penne the conclusion of a treaty “pee which shall determine 
the con , disposition, and government of the Philippines. 

This guarded provision was one of the bases of the treaty 0! 


with in, put in this protocol for the pur of prevent- 
= Aguinalde from acquiring the possession of that city by any 
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ossible military or other agreement with us, and to prevent the 
ee which he had demanded from our soldiers in the field, 

e right to rate upon that city. 

That a dlation on our part, Mr. President, has compelled us | 
from the date of the signature of that protocol down to this date 
to hold the possession of those islands, and to hold, especially, pos- | 
session of Manila, so as to protect the vast amount of property | 
and the numerous people of foreign nationality who were then 
residing in that city against the marauds of Aguinaldo. 

In this truce with Spain we covenanted to protect Manilaagainst | 
that dreadful fate. 

Under this engagement we would have disgraced ourselves with 
all Christendom had we yielded to his demand to loot Manila. 

At the same period our Army and Navy were invading Cuba. 
We found there an organized republic, and armies fully organ- 
ized and well equipped, that had been in the field and engaged in 
open war with Spain, which they had conducted with increasing | 
success for more than two years. 

The armies were led by Gomez, and had been supplied with | 
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political community, but who, by the invitation of our success and 








| by the splendor of our progress, might be induced to come within 
the Union and participate with us, if we are willing, in the bene- 


fits of the splendid republican institutions which we possess and 
our fathers have ordained. 

I was in favor of the ratification of the treaty of Paris and still 
adhere to that conviction of duty. I believe that it is the most ad- 
vantageous treaty, next to our treaties of annexation of territory 


| from Mexico, that the United States concluded in the nineteenth 


century. Iam proud of the motives and of their heroic support 


| by our Army and Navy that forced this treaty from an arbitrary, 


cruel Spanish Bourbon despotism and again opened the way for 
our ee institutions. 
I welcome this open door of relief to the people of the South, 


| especially, in their honorable struggles to repair the losses and hu 
| miliations of the war between the States, and I honor the Pres 


dent and our commissioners for leading us in this course of na- 
tional duty to a glorious result. 
I am proud that our distinguished party leader, Mr. Bryan, came 


arms, supplies of food, and with recruits from Florida. They | to Washington to urge the Democrats of the Senate to ratify the 
joined us as cooperative military forces in the war with Spain, | treaty of Paris and to bid us not to stultify ourselves with need- 


and fought in the lines with our troops, under Garcia, at San Juan 
and on other battlefields, They did not demand, and we did not 
accord to that republic and those armies, any recognition as a 
political organization. 

When the war ended, we disarmed and disbanded these armies. 

The contrast in the conduct of the two military leaders brings 
into a clear light the wicked folly of Aguinaldo as compared with 
the honorable statesmanship of Gomez. 


Cuba, under the leadership of Gomez, is moving quietly and | 
goal of a proud independence as a separate | 


firmly toward the 

ower, or, according to her choice, to a higher and better assured 
independence as a sovereign State in the American Union, as 
Hawaii is doing; while Aguinaldo is inciting and leading the 
Tagalogs into internecine war, with murderous forays of bush- 
whackers and bandits, refusing to accept the sovereignty of the 
United States and the practical self-government of a 
the United States. 


it is his obstinacy, sustained by false hopes of aid from our | 


political divisions in Congress, that keeps the universal malice of 
Aguinaldo in deadly conflict with peace, honor, and free gov- 
ernment. ‘ 

I do not in the least degree share the opinions of those who de- 
sire for the Tagalogs higher or better securities for free govern- 
ment than our people enjoy in the States and Territories of the 
American Union, I doubt the sincerity of any American who 
demands for Aguinaldo a higher condition of state, or a higher 
range of power, than is in reach of an honorable American, with 
the consent of the people. 

I take occasion to repeat what I have before said in the Senate, 
that an American Territorial government differs from all other 
dependent governments. It is peculiar to our system and, next 
to a State of the Union, is the best government in the world. 

No thon 
withdraw from the Philippine Islands and leave those people to 
their own government and to the gratification of their hatreds 
and revenges, or to leave those of other nationalities without the 
security we have engaged to give them in the treaty of Paris. 
= not now ready for this fataous step, when shall we be 
ready? 


1 profess no spirit of prophecy that will compass this question 
answer. My duty is plain, under the sanctions of | 
my oath, and I will follow it. Itis that in every vote that I shall | 


and give 


give in the Senate on this subj 
section 4, Article IV of the 
United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a re- 
publican form of government.” 

Here and im the third article expansion is provided for and 
imperialism is forbidden. Expansion is provided for in the third 
article by giving Congress the power to admit new States into 
this Union, In Texas vs. White the Supreme Court decided that 
— ~ in the Constitution did not relate to organized States 

in 
reign States, but related to all States, all bodies politic, that might 
come within the jurisdiction and power of the United States. 
© interpretation of that article of the Constitution is fixed, and 
when it speaks of the power to admit new States it means the 

power also to admit new territory into that form of statehood. 

That is settled by that decision. And when the fourth section 
of the fourth article of the Constitution provides the farther 
guaranty that the United States—not Congress, not the one 
Court, not the President, but the whole sovereignty of the 
States—shall guarautee to every State in this Union a government 
pt in form, that is the proudest and the 


I will obey the injunction of 


grandest guar- 


force in fayor of those 





rritory of | 


ghtfal man and no political party seems to be ready to | 


if | 


nstitution, which is that ** The | 


political union that we have established here of sov- | 


reme 
nite? 


have ever yet been able to give and to en- | 


| less fears, because its ratification would open to the absolutists 
| another opportunity to test the courageand sincerity of the grand 
| Democracy. 

| If i had opposed the treaty of Paris because it opened this door 
| to imperialism, if the absolutists were able to force us through it, 
| I would have accepted that danger rather than open afresh the 
wounds of the war that were closed by the truce with Spain six 
months before the vote was taken in the Senate on its ratification. 

Neither could I refuse the happy result that brought to our peo 
plea new and splendid opportunity to again expand their influ- 
ence to the distant islands of the Pacific Ocean that had so nobly 
inspired Mexico and all of Central and South America to redeem 
themselves from the thraldom of thie same Spanish Bourbon des- 
potism. The blessing of Heaven has followed our influence in all 
these regenerated countries, and I thank God for their deliver- 
ance. I could not do that and refuse to thank Him for the deliv- 
, erance of the Philippines. 

I am satisfied that the President is conducting civil and mili 
tary government in the Philippines with good success and under 
powers, derived from the Constitution, speaking through the laws 
of nations, that are amp!e for the occasion, 

It is dangerous to change these powers for such other powers as 
| only the authority of local self-government can adequately supply, 
| or safely administer, until such time as Congress can provide com- 
plete Territorial government for all the Philippine Islands, 
| At this point my convictions force me into differences with 
| the Senators who support this measure, and | will proceed to stato 
| some of the leading points as to which we differ. 

If [thought it was treating absent Senators with proper courtesy, 
| should now ask unanimous consent to take up the Nicaraguan 
| Canal bill sent to us from the House of Representatives, and put 
itonits passage by 3 o'clock to-day, cutting off debate thereby at that 
hour, in order that we might fulfilla very much higher duty tothe 
| people of the United States than possibly can beperiormed by keep 

ing before this body, as has been done for fifty continuous days, 
| this bill as the regular order of the Senate.’ 

in order that we may understand now distinctly what this bill 
means I will read it: 

That when all insurrection against the sovereignty and authority of the 
United States in the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaty 
concluded at Paris on the l0th day of December, 1808, shall have been com 
pletely suppressed by the military and naval forces of the United States, a! 
military, civil, and judicial powers necessary to govern the said isinn is shall, 
until otherwise provided by Congress, be vested in such person and persons, 
and shail be exercised in such manner as the President of the United States 
| shall direct for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of said islauds in 
the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 


} 
| 
| 


} 
| 





It was said by the Senator from Wisconsin on yesterday in his 
| closing remarks that this bill was predicated upon the statute of 
| October 31, 1803, and has been followed up by an act of the last 
| Congress annexing the Territory of Hawaii to the United States 
| and making similar provisions. Mr. President, as to this act of 
1803, which was signed by President Jefferson, and which there 
fore has the imprimatur of one of the greatest names in American 
legislative history, | wish to call attention to a very strong dis 
similarity in the surrounding conditions. 

The Louisiana Territory had been acquired by treaty, which 
| had been ratified by the Senate of the United States. Mr. Jeffer- 
| son doubted whether the powers of the Government of the United 
States extended to the acquisition of that territory. After get- 
ting the better of his doubts, he very wisely and opportunely for 
the Government of the United States made the treaty. Then it 
! was necessary to make some provision for the government of that 
| Territory. 

The old Confederation had acquired from Virginia by cess’on 








who at the time were not members of their | the great Northwest Territory under an engagement to create 
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there several States, as the population of the respective areas 
might be sufficient. They provided this form of a Territorial 
government, to which I referred a moment ago—a peculiar insti- 
tution of American constitutional law for the government of that 
Territory. 

This was done in the Congress of the Confederation. Some two 
years after that time we accepted by an act of Congress all that 
had been done and legislated upon for those Territories, changing 
only a single provision in the statute, which authorized the Presi- 

* dent of the United States to nominate and thé Senate to act upon 
the nominations to office within that great area. That was the 
firstact of Territorial organization. The Louisiana Territory was 
the second practical act. There had been an interposing act in 
regard to the territory south of the Ohio River, adopting the act 
for the government of the Northwestern Territory. 


The laws of Spain and the laws of France and the international | » 


law all obtained in the Territory of Louisiana, according as they 
had been adopted by the authorities there from time to time. 
There was a medley of laws and very serious legal embarrassment 
in the administration of that government. So this act of Congress 
of the 31st of October, 1803, was provided, under which the Presi- 
dent of the United States was authorized to take possession and 
occupy the territory ceded by France to the United States by 
treaty. Now, mark the difference. The act of 1803 provides— 

That until the expiration of the present session of Congress, unless pro- 
vision for the temporary government of the said Territories be sooner made 
by Congress, the military, civil, and judicial power exercised by the officers 
of the existing government of the same shall be vested in such person and 
persons and shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United 
States shall direct, for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of Loui- 
siana in the free enjoyment of their liberties, property, and religion. 

This proposed act copies that language, but it omits to put in 
the very essential provision “until the expiration of the present 
session of Congress.” Congress by that act of 1803 devolved upon 
certain agents of its own, to be designated by the President, the 
power to conduct government in the Louisiana Territory until 
the end of that session; but no man can find there any purpose of 
Congress to delegate to the President of the United States a per- 
manent authority to use at his discretion the executive, legisla- 
tive, and judicial powers conferred upon the different departments 
of this Government by the Constitution of the United States. 

That act is no precedent to control us in the present situation. 
On the contrary, it is a warning, an admonition to us that in be- 
stowing upon the President any powers whatever he shall be kept 
continuously under the hand of Congress, not turned loose as an 
emperor to exercise his own sweet will and any powers that he 
may find in the Constitution of the United States or outside of it. 

It is a great mistake, Mr. President, and it illustrates exactly 
the difference between those statesmen in this country who are 
willing to concede the powers of absolutism to the President of 
the United States and those who uphold the doctrine that the 
Constitution of the United States cuts off all imperialism and all 
absolutism, and that the Congress of the United States is the true 
governing power in its legislative function. 

This bill is the supreme expression and the crown jewel of ab- 
solutism. Itconfounds and abolishes the distinctions and destroys 
the boundaries that separate between the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments of the Government as they are estab- 
lished in the Constitution, and .it concentrates all the powers of 
government in the hands of the President, to be exerted by him, 
in his own discretion, and without responsibility. 

It gives him “all ee civil, and judicial powers necessary 
to govern ” the Philippine Islands, ‘‘to be vested in such persons 
and exercised in such manner as the President shall direct,” of 
course, from time to time, thereby taking away from the Senate 
of the United States the power to confirm or reject his nomina- 
tions to office. The only restraint in this bill is that these powers 
shall be exercised “for maintaining and protecting the inhabit- 
ants of saidislands in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion, ” 

Spain left an established religion there which was a part of the 
government, It left an established church there, and ruled the 
de my Islands more through the priesthood than it did through 
any other class of public functionaries. Could not this bill be 
properly interpreted upon its face to confer upon the President of 
the United States not only the power but the duty of preserving 
the established religion in the Philippines? Suppose it was ac- 
cording to his conviction or according to his view of right and 
ecclesiastical as well as civil polity that he should maintain the 
same sovereignty over the Filipino as he found Spain exercising 
when we entered those islands; what is there in this bill to re- 
strain him? On thecontrary, are there not expressions here which 
o— indicate the intention to compel him to maintain that es- 
tablished religion? 

{have deplored the introduction of this measure and the ag- 
gressive way in which it has been pressed upon the reluctant con- 
sideration of the Senate by the fiat of a committee on the order of 
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business, called “the steering committee "—a partisan commit. 
tee—in which the minority in the Senate have no voice, and their 
views of public policy and national duty are scouted by an arro. 
gant majority. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish tocall his attention tothe fact that +) 
bill, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, was made the oro, 
of business, and what is denominated the steering committee }, 
had at no time any relation thereto. 

Mr. MORGAN. But in the first place, and before the ungnj- 
mous consent was asked—which every Senator on this side of the 
Chamber knew it was useless to object to; that a vote would com. 

el the consideration of the bill—the steering committee, as | aj) 
informed, did decree that this bill should be the regular order of 
usiness. 

Mr. ALLISON. I assure the Senator that the steering co. 
mittee, so called, never considered the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very happy to know it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to say further to the Senator 
that the steering committee had no authority to take any action 
on the subject whatever. 

Mr. MORGAN. When the vote was taken in the Senate the 
other day on taking up another very important measure, some of 
the gentlemen who voted to sustain this bill, in antagonism to 
that, said they were so voting because their party leaders had de- 
creed that this bill should be kept before the Senate, I am sur- 
prised at the statement now made by the Senators. I state the 
general understanding in the Senate on this point. 

I do not know whether the President is claiming from Congress 
the delegation of these imperial powers. 

His conduct in the government of our newly acquired insular 
possessions doesnot justify the suspicion that, personally, he 
demands these vast powers for his own aggrandizement or for 


| any oo purpose. His conduct, in the exercise of almost 


imperial sway in these islands, has established before the whole 
world the great fact that an American President, inspired with 
the self-control and self-abnegation which is enjoined by our (on- 
stitution and is taught by the spirit of our Government, is supe- 
rior to the temptations of unlawful and unhallewed ambitions. 

Fraud and peculation have, indeed, touched his government in 
Cuba, through his appointees, who were selected with the most 
cautious regard to well-established character. But it is asserted 
that no one suffers more keenly than the President from this 
shameful dereliction, and no one could be more indignant than 
he is that such disgrace has fallen upon our country, and that no 
one will be more alert, or more resolute than he is in the exposure 
and punishment of this national outrage. 

1 give the President full credit for these sentiments and pur- 
a. but that does not change the fact that official corruption 

as existed in Cuba under an honest President, and this bil! pro- 
vides so that a dishonest President can have full sway, and with- 
out responsibility, to govern the Philippine Islands as he may 
choose. 

The checks that control our vast and wonderful postal system 
were all applied with care to the postal system of Cuba, and these 
checks have speedily discovered the crime, so that the system is 
ee and deserves our approval. Yet, through the perversity of 
— nature, crime has found a lodgment there in its ancient 

ome. 

But Cuba, under our peculiar and very unfortunate relations to 
those people, caused by a sentimental boast of our disinterestedness 
in declaring war against Spain, isa sort of ‘‘no man’s land,” where 
the powers of government are alarmingly indefinite, and its re- 
sponsibilities are merely theoretical, and the restraints of law are 
not effectual. 

Such conditions invite fraud, embezzlement, and corrupt ad- 
ministration and, in the single case that has been discovered, it 1s 
manifest that the breach of the law is largely the result of the 
conditions to which Cuba has been thus exposed. What guar- 
anty have we that a President of the United Stayes, when we have 
clothed him with powers that are discretionary, supreme, i1- 

rial, and irresponsible, in the government of the Philippine !s- 
ands will not use such powers to achieve the exalted infamy, an‘ 
win the world’s applause for his crime, of usurping imperial! 
sovereignty? 

It may not be that all of our coming Presidents will be George 
Washingtons, or Thomas Jeffersons, or Andrew Jacixsons, 0f 
Abraham Lincolns, or William McKinleys, and we have taken no 
bond of fate that the granting of imperial powers by act of Con- 
gress will not create emperors. 

Let us give heed to the recent affair in Cuba as a slight but is 
tressing proof that temptation is often the betrayer and crime }s 
met master of even the best established and best approved char- 
acters, 
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Put this statute on the book, and nothing is left us but the per- 
sonal integrity of the President as a guaranty of proper govern- 
ment in the Philippines. We have no veuponsible ministers to 
deal with in the United States, and when we give the President 
imperial powers wo confide our fate to the hands of a single man. 
Even in Riis and China the people are not so dangerously ex- 

yosed to absolute power. 

Put this bill on the statute book, and we make it the right and 
the interest of the President to keep the insurrection in the Philip- 
pines on foot so long as he shall choose to reward his favorites 
and political followers with offices in the Philippines without the 
advice and consent of the Senate, This is imperialism with the 
consent of Congress. 

This bill will p!ace under the command of the President the 
Navy and the Regular Army, now about to be increased to 125,000 
men, and all the forces he may choose to raise in those islands; 
for ‘‘all military powers” necessary to govern said is!ands ‘‘are 
vested in such persons and shall be exercised in such manner as 
the President of the United States shall direct.” That is abso- 
lutism, with the consent of Congress. 

If the insurrection in the Philippines is completely suppressed, 
then this act takes effect, and not until then, the President being 
the sole judge whether this condition precedent has occurred. 

If the President can give constitutional effect to a law by fixing 
the date at which an act of Congress that confers vast and abso- 
lute powers upon him shall become operative, at his option, there 
is no grant of power by Congress to the President that can not be 
justified by this terrible precedent. It makes him the master of 
all legislative power. 

But let us turn from the theory to the fact, from the conjectural 
to the real, from that which is supposititious to that which is prob- 
able, if not actual. 

Let us deal with the situation as it is and upon the basis of 
known facts, and study this bill in the light of its actual environ- 
ment. 

A Presidential election is pending. That event, which alarms 
the country because of its magnitude and the methods that are 
pursued in its conduct, is now the engrossing care of the whole 
American people, and nothing is left undone that can escape pun- 
ishment to affect the result. 

Money, to the shame of the Republic and the ageé, is now the 
indispensable factor in our Presidential elections. It is used in 
proportion to the magnitude of the result, which is almost inde- 
scribable. 

The money collected and expended by the Federal Government 
alone, in a term of four years, is not less than $5,000,000,000, to 
which is to be added at least $2,000,000,000 collected and disbursed 
2 the States that vote in harmony with the party of the Presi- 

ent. 

Of course, the control of these vast sums invites the expenditure 
of many millions of dollars in carrying the elections. 

I can think of no financial resource of the party now in power 
that promises so well for the bloating of its treasury as the present 
military occupation of the Philippines. The party that controls 
the expenditure of great sums of money, whether it is expended 
honestly or dishonestly, is able to control vast political power in 
the elections, The expenditure of what, I believe, is about 
$30,000,000 annually of the revenues of the Philippines is not an 
insignificant sum until it iscompared with the expenditures there 
for our Army and Navy. Then it sinks into insignificance. 

Without discussing the advantages to the President, who is 
offered by his friends for election to a second term, of the control 
of these great expenditures, and of the eclat of splendid military 
success, there are other phases of this subject to which I feel com- 
pelled to refer by the existing state of facts. 

I do not know, nor do I believe, that the President is seeking at 
the hands of Congress the broad grant of powers tendered him in 
this bill. Buthe is in that unfortunate position which politicians, 
in these latter days, force upon Presidential candidates, and even 
upon Presidents—he “is in the hands of his friends.” 
gret that such a thing can ever be truly said of a President of the 
United States. 

In all the desperately covetous classes in our country none are 
80 eager or so little controlled by conscience as those who are the 
distributers of the patronage of the President as a perquisite of 
campaign leadership. When the President is forced to follow 
their dictation, that great office, designed as a blessing and safe- 
~— to the people, becomes an instrument of robbery and perse- 
cution, 

The dictates of plain duty, even when they dare to assert them- 
selves for a moment on behalf of the people and the Constitution, 
collapse when they are in collision with the frown of the cam- 
paign manager and his schemes of public plunder. 

In this bill the enormous power is given to the President to 
place under the control of his campaign leader the influence of all 
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the transcontinental railroads and the great trunk lines 
ing with them. 

The gross income of these great lines in the United States for 
ten months of 1898 and 1899 I will call to the attention of the Sen- 
ate. The gross earnings of the Union Pacific, the Southern Pa- 
cific, the Northern Pacific, the Canadian. Pacific, the Central Pa 
cific, the Panama Railroad, the New York Central Railro.id, Erie 
Railroad, the Pennsylvania Central Railroad, the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad, the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, the Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad, the Southern Railway, and the Texus Pa. 
cific, and their respective leased lines, for ten months of last year 
was $339,015,900. ; 

Take it for twelve months, and that is more than a million dol- 
lars a day that our people pay to these fourteen railroads and their 
leased lines. Butthese are the great avenues that lead from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific and that now carry 90 per cent at least of 
the commerce between these two oceans across the Western Hem- 
isphere. 

I will insert a brief statement giving the roads and their earn- 
ings which constitute the aggregate 1 have given. 


onnect 


Poor’s Manual for 1899 shows the gross earnings for ten months 
of the years 1898 and 1899 of the following railroads to te 
Gross earnings of Union Pacific Railroad and leased lines for 
NE Dl nas cn chwichedckchmekechssadchdnocetmasece cenuce O24, 000, 002,00 
Gross earnings of Southern Pacific Railroad and leased lines for 
SE to-do third nae tases initia eine comdunn eins ae snnieinints 47 OL ATL 25 
Gross earnings of Northern Pacific and leased lines for 1898 23, 670, 718. 00 
Gross earnings of Canadian Pacific Railroad and leased linesfor 
See ee ee hikaiaelinidaeiee ‘ 2 . 26. 158,977.00 
Gross earnings of Central Pacific Railroad and leased lines for 
i at ia ath et cls aah a aeeaace — 7 eeeee 15,766,348. 66 
Gross earnings of Panama Railroad and leased lines for 1808 2, 142, 881. 00 
Gross earnings of New York Central Railroad and leased lines 
for 1898. acacirmahsnidh ia alma shea ‘ aw . oe 45, 774, 240. 48 
Gross carnings of Erie Railroad and leased lines for 1898 : 33. 740, S60. 16 
Gross earnings of Pennsylvania Central Railroad and leased 
lines for 1898 ...... , ae oa : ' 16, 957, 905, 58 
Gross earnings of Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and leased lines 
for 1808 ........ a oN deseneuminensnedide GGadke 27, 722, 787. 00 
Gross earnings of Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad and leased lines 
el ict ok cckkenenases enemen ; . 7 ad : 11, 788, 557.00 
Gross earnings of Louisville and Nashville Railroad and leased 
lines for 1808 ‘ ? “es me aieeenie 11, 8&5, 798. 00 
Grossearnings of Texas Pacific Railroad and leased lines for 1898 8,006,508. 00 
Gross earnings of Southern Railway and leased lines for 1898 21,095, 838. 00 


EE cu sews- we : 


Mr. President, the power of these railroads when controlled by 
their interests, as they are always controlled by their interests, is 
in a monetary sense equivalent to the power of the United States 
Government, for our income per diem is but little above a million 
dollars. That of these fourteen great railroads must be quite equal 
to it, and the figures that I read are taken from Poor's Manual, 
which is supposed to give and is accepted as giving a correct 
statement of the condition of the various railroads in the United 
States; and here we find aggregated in the power of these railroads 
as much of monetary influence as is controlled by the Government 
of the United States. 

If our exactions upon the people were as stringent, as merciless, 
as unrelenting, and as discriminating as those of railroad com- 
panies. this would be the most abominable government under the 
There is no limit to their power; there is no effectual re- 
straint upon its exercise. When they eater into a combination 
for the purpose of controlling the commerce that is in transit be- 
tween the coasts of the Pacific and the Atlantic oceans in this 
country, that combination is as powerful as the Government of 
the United States. I know its weight. I have been trying to 
combat it for twenty years in the Senate of the United States. 

There is but one possible competitor of these railways for the 
transportation between our Pacific coast and the Philippines, and 
but one dangerous competitor for the transportation by water be- 
tween our Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and that is a ship canal 
through the Isthmus of Darien. Whether there shall be sucha 
competitor is a question that the people will compel a candidate 
They demand it and the railroads 
combine to prevent it, and the candidates must choose between 
them. 

It is the distinct array of the combined power of corporate 
greed against the plain rights of the people. The value of the 
railroad haul of the troops and supplies for our Army in the Phil- 
ippines even for a single year is so great that any delay in cut- 


839, 015, 800. 00 


| ting such a canal is a vast advantage to these railroads. 


What we have lost for the want of such a canal in the war with 
Spain and the insurrection in the Philippines would have gone 
very far toward constructing such acanal, if it had not been suffi- 
cient to complete it. In the future the income of the railroads 
will be as great from transportation to and from the Pacific Ocean 
as it has been in the recent past. They are not willing to yield 
any part of this harvest to the people or the Government, even 
for a single year, and they do not intend to do it. 

Each year's delay in cutting the canal brings a great sum to the 
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railroads, and its final defeat makes them the imperial masters of 
the trade between the Pacific and Atlantic oceans across this 
Western Hemisphere. Their stake in this lottery is enormous, 
and they intend, as they have always done, to win the prize, by 
the contribution of campaign funds and the control of the votes 
of their employees. 

- Lest some one should be incredulous on this point, I will pre- 
sent a single chapter of the volume of facts that prove what I 
state. I read from areport made by a select committee of the 
House of Representatives, which was presided over by Mr. John 
R. Fellows, and was composed of Mr. Gans. Mr. Patterson, Mr. 
Powers, and Mr. Bellamy Storer: 


On the Ist of February, 1278, the Pacific Mail Company, a corporation or- 
anized under the laws of New York, owningand running steamers between 
New York and Aspinwall on the Atlantic, and between Panama and San 
~ Francisco on the Pacific, together with certain intermediate Central Ameri- 

can and Mexican ports, mae a contract for fifteen years with the Panama 
Railroad Company, also a corporation under the laws of New York. 


Before that time another contract had been in existence for 
thirty years, making forty-five years in all, 


At that time there was no showing that there were any foreign stockhold- 
ers in either of these two corporations. 

This contract provided that the Pacific Mail should have the exclusive 
right “to bill freight Grae from New York to San Francisco and vice 
versa over the Panama Railroad, and all freight offered by others between 
these points could not be ** billed through,” but would have to pay local rates 
on the Isthmus railway. The sum paid for this was to be a lump sum of 
$75,000 a month to the railroad company, which, by modification, was after- 
wards lowered to $35,000 a month. 

A remarkable fact about this contract is that it was the result of a con- 
tract made before that time between the Pacific Mail Company and the 
Transcontinental Railway Pool, as at that date the Association of anscon- 
tinental Railways was called. That was a contract whereby the Transconti- 
nental Railway Pool —embracing all of the roads between the Missouri River 
and the Pacific eee and covering entirely al! railway traffic between the 
Atlantic and Pacific seaboards, several of which had received large dona- 
tions of public lands, and the bonds of which the United States Government 
was guaranteeing—paid the Pacific Mail the sum of $90,000 a month, which 
was afterwards reduced to $75,000 a month, for the consideration that the 
Pacific Mail would carry only 1,200 tons a month of freight each way be- 
tween New York and San Francisco, and on that freight would allow the 
Transcontinental Pool to fix the price and rate to be paid. That was the up- 
shot of the contract, although the form was a reservation of space for 1,200 
ions a month for the exclusive benefit of the Transcontinental Railway roads, 
whether the steamer sailed full or half empty. 

After the sage of the interstate-commerce law had compelled the dis- 
solution of the so-called “ Pool,” a transcontinental railway association was 
formed, which, under some name or other, is still in existence; and down to 
the present time the Pacific Mail. subsidized by the Government in a large 
amount each year, has been allowing the transcontinental railways to fix the 
rates and limit the traffic over its line. 

These two contracts were so far practically parts of one and the same that 
the amount_paid the Panama Railroad monthly was fixed with regard to that 
paid to the Pacific Mail by the transcontinental and when the latter 
was lowered from $0,000 a month to $75,000, the former was lowered from 
$75,000 to $55,000. The object of this is frankly stated by the officers of both 
the transcontinental roads and the Pacific Mail. It was to maintain rates 
above the level to which they would fall if free competition between these 
several routes had continued. 

It seems to be certain that a very large, if not an absolutely controlling, 
interest in the stock and directory of the Pacific Mail apes is owned by 
individuals and estates very largely interested in the stock and directory of 
the transcontinenta! roads; and it is proven that the same individuals com- 
posing a majority of the directory of the Pacific Mail composed a majori 
of the directors present at the meeting of the Panama Raiiroad Company's 
directory at which the contract between the Pacific Mail and the railroad 
company of February 1, 1878, was ratified and executed. That this system 
has for fifteen years been diminishing commerce between New York and 
San Francisco across the Isthmus is not denied. 

It is stated, as a justification, that the Transcontinental Railway Associa- 
tion, controlling, as it did, under theses contracts, the prices and traffic of 
the Pacific Mail, used the latter as an active factor to defeat the competition 
of sailing-vessel traffic around Cape Horn, and thus were able to maintain 
the rates of the railroad companies as against that of -vessel competi- 
tion. It is obvious that this did not tend to increase American shipping or 
~~ » he een SNENER of the merchant marine of the commerce of the 

‘nited States. 

It seems to your committee that this state of things can not be beneficial 
to the general interstate trade or commerce of the United States, nor can it 
see that it is of any particular benefit to our trade with fore countries. 
ft is stated that this arrangement between the Pacific Mail a the Trans- 
continental Railway Association came to an end in December last, which is 
just about the time that negotiations between the Panama Railroad Com- 

sany and the Pacific Mail as to a renewal of the former contract seems to 
have fallen through. 

And it is likewise in evidence that the final check to the attempts at mak- 
ing a rew contract between the Panama Railroad Com y and the Pacific 
Mail was given by the following letter to the vice-president of the railroad 
company from the controlling member of the executive committee of the 
Pacific Mail. who is also universally recognized as one of the controlling in- 
fluences of the transcontinental railways: 


C. P. Huntineton, 23 Broap SrrReer, 
New York, December 28, 1892. 
CHARLES CoupeERt, Esq., 
68-70 William Street, New York. 
My Dear Sire: Herewith I return memorandum that you gave me on 
Monday. Of course this would notdo, but it does seem to meas gh there 
could be such a contract made as would be largely beneficial to both interests. 


Yours, truly, Cc. P. HUNTINGTON 


Now, in 1896 Mr. Huntington was a witness before the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and I had the opportunity and the 
honor of conducting the examination on behalf of the committee. 
Iasked Mr. Huntington on that occasion, he being under oath and 
referring to these contracts, what roads were in this arrangement. 


_ Mr. Huntinoton. I do not think I could call them all—the Canadian 
cific, the Great Northern, the Northern Pacific, the Union Pacitic, the Sou; 
ern Pacific, the Central Pacific, and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fo. 


He did not have occasion to mention the Panama Railroad. ¢ 
the reason that it was a party to the contract. 


; He produced + 
contract at my request. Itis an agreement between the Tra) 


continental Association, naming all of the railways that are 
cluded in it, parts of which I will read. It is dated the 15; 
October, 1889: 


This agreement, between the Transcontinental Association, an associa: 
consisting of the followingrailroad companies, namely. the Southern Pa 
Company; the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company; the At 
tic and Pacific Railroad Company; the California Central Railway Comps 
the California Southern Railroad Company; the Burlington and Mis-,), 
River Railroad Company; the Denver and Rio Grande Railway Comps 
the Denver and Rio Grande Western Railway Company; the Northern | 
cific Railroad Company; the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company 
Missouri Pacific Railway Company; the Texas and Pacitic Railway Conips 
the Oregon Short Line ilwa SaaENS) the Union Pacific Railway 

my; the St. Louis and San ancisco Railroad Company; the Chica 

ansas and Nebraska Railway; Denver, Texas and Fort Worth Rail: 
and the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company, which 
ciation is now represented by James Smith, its chairman, party of the 
part, and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, a corporation created |); 
existing under the laws of the State of New York, party of the secoud | 
made and entered into the Ist day of October, 1889, witnesseth: 

First. That the said party of the first part— 


That is, the Transcontinental Association— 


in consideration of the undertakings and agreements of the said s:! 
ship company hereinafter contained, undertakes, promises, and aygrt 
and with said steamship company, to guarantee, and does hereby guara: 
that the — earnings upon through freight and passengers between > 
York and San Francisco to be provided to said steamship company }) 
party of the first part shall be $75,000 per month. All the gross earnin 
said steamers from through business between New York and San Fran: 
each way shall go to and belong and be payable tosaid party of the first pa 
or credited upon its said guaranty to said steamship company. 

Second. In consideration of said guaranty of said party of the first part 
the said Pacific Mail Steamship Company covenants, promises, and agrees |) 
and with the said party of the first part that i. the said steamship company 
will, at its own cost and expense, dispatch amd run from the port of N: 
York for Aspinwall not more than three nor less than two through steamers 
per month, and not more than three nor less than twogsteamers connecting 
therewith from Panamato San Francisco, and from the port of San Francisc: 
for Panama not more than tirree nor less than two through steamers per 
month, and not more than three nor less than two steamers connecting ther 
with from Aspinwall to New York, and that said steamship company wil! 
permit said party of the first part to fix the rates at which all through 
freight between New York and San Francisco, and all passengers, shal! }« 
transported by the vessels of the steamship company from the port of New 
York to the port of San Francisco, and from the port of San Francisco to 
the port of New York, and will furnish room on each of said steamers from 
New York and San Francisco, respectively, and their connecting stean 


for the transportation of, and will transport from New York to San Fra: 
cisco and from San Francisco to New York all and only such passengers an! 
such freight as may be obtained under rates fixed by said party of the tirst 
— to an amount as to freight not exceeding 600 tons of 2,000 pounds ea 
case it runs twosteamers per month, and 400 tons, in case it runs thre 


steamers per month, upon any one steamer, it being understood that the « 
ficiency of excess of said 600 tons or said £0 tons, respectively, of cargo upon 
any one steamer may be added to or taken from. as the case may be, t 

of any other vessel sailing in same direction within the same calen 
month, the intent being that the steamship company shall carry mont)! 
average of 600 tons PS vessel in case two steamers per month are ru: \ 
monthly average of 400 tons per vessel in case three steamers per mont 
are run. 

Third The understanding and intention of this agreement is, that the 
party of the first part shall, through agents appointed by itself, have enti: 
and exclusive control of all the through business of the said steamship « 

ny between New York and San Francisco each way. and that no througi 
Freight or passengers shall be taken except at prices to be fixed by the part 
of the first part— 


That is, the railroad company— 


and by its consent, it being understood that said control shall be exerci 
through the established agencies of said steamship company. If t) 
steamship company shall have room or capacity for more t 600 tons, in the 
event of its running two steamers per month each way, or for more than +)! 
tons, in the event of its running three steamers per month each way. 
through freight on any steamer, and the party of the first part shal! desire 
to fill it, the said party of the first part ] at liberty to do so at rat 
fixed jointly by duly authorized representatives of the parties hereto. t) 
party of the first part to have one-half of the freights on such excess ani tlie 
steamship company the other half. oc 

Fifth. It is mutually understood and agreed that this contract sha!! |" 
deemed to have commenced on the Ist day of October, 1889, and to includ 
the earnings from through business on steamers sailing on and after t/a 
date, and as to each and of the foregoing provisions shall continue in furce 
thereafter until ninety days after written notice of the intention to ter: 
nate the same shall have been given by either party to the other, with this 
exception, that if the exclusive contract between the said steamship com)).\'y 
and the Panama Rajlroad Cangene, so far as it refers to the business 0! t! 
Guay company between San Francisco and New York, is broke 
oa n any respect, or if any other competing line by rail or vesse! + 
be established between the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, eit)! 
overland or via the Isthmus of Panama, that shall affect the through !u- 
ness, concerning which this agreement is made, then the said party of t 
—_ a =e abrogate and terminate this agreement at any time or not, os 

t may elec 

Sixth. In regard to the freight and passengers received by the steams! 
company at San Francisco, for rtation to Europe via Panama, |' 
understood that the class be taken and the rates to be chars 
thereon shall be the subject of conference and mutual agreement betwer! 
the San Francisco agency of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and t)« 
San Francisco lagent of the pe of the tirst part to the end that the 
interests of bot may be fully protected. 

In witness whereof the oy Fy the first part has subscribed its name 
hereto by its chairman, and the said steamship compary has caused its 
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corporate seal to be heretoannexed, attested by its secretary, and its name to 
be signed hereto by its president, the day and year first above written. 


(SEAL. : JAMES SMITH, 
Chairman Transcontinental Association, 
GEORGE J. GOULD, 
President Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
Attest: 


Jos. HELLEN, 
Secretary pro tempore. 


Now, here is a railroad combination called the Transcontinental 
Association that reaches all the way from the Canadian Pacific 
Railway to Panama, and includes both of those railroads and every 
American transcontinental road that touches upon the Pacific 
Oceav. This agreement had lasted in substance for fifteen years 
before it was put in further operation by the agreement I have 
quoted, which provided for its existence for an indefinite period 
thereafter. I have no doubt that it is still in force under some 
new disguise. It was too valuable to be permitted to lapse. 
the further examination of Mr. Huntington I asked him the fol- 
lowing: 

Was not the effect of this arrangement to put all the freight south of San 
Francisco, going and coming, under the control of these particular railroads? 

Mr. Huxtrneton. It extended over the whole coast. The Northern Pacitic 
reached Seattle, the Union Pacific reached Portland, the Oregon and Cali- 
fornia reached Tehama Bay, and the Atchison and Topeka ran to San Diego. 

Senator MORGAN. How did it happen that this combination of railroads 
and steamship lines found it expedient to abandon their contract? 

Mr. HuntTINGToN. I suppose it was on account of the cutting of rates. 
That is why these agreements have always gone up. 

* 7 7 om * 7 cd 

Senator MorGAN. Did not the Panama Company notify you, or notify Mr. 
Smith, that it would no longer be bound by that agreement? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. I think not. 

Senator MonGawn. And that they would levy their usual charges? 

Mr. Huntrxeton. [ think not. 

Senator MORGAN. And was not the result of it that you had a lawsuit in 
New York about it? 

Mr. HuntTiIneTon. No; we never had a lawsuit about it. 

Senator MornGan. Was not a suit in contemplation? 

Mr. HuntTIneTon. That was on an old contract of 1872; not for the San 
Francisco business at all, but on the west coast of the coast of Mexico and 
with the small Republics south of it. 

Senator MoRGAN. That was a different contract? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Yes, 

Senator MORGAN. How long did that 1872 contract run? 

Mr. Huntixeton. I think it ran some twenty years. 

Senator MornGan. Who had that contract? 

Mr. Huntixve ton. It was between the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
by Col. W. Park, I think, on the one side, and the Panama Railroad Company 
on the other. Ido not know who its president was. 

Senator MORGAN. Wasthe Central Pacific interested in that contract which 
ran for nearly twenty rs? 

Mr. HuntrneTon. No; none of the Pacific roads had anything to do with it. 

Serator Morgan. That was a contract for the purpose of keeping down 
competition? 

Mr. HuntirxsGtox. Not between San Francisco and New York. As I re- 
mamas, they gave a certain price over the Isthmus—a certain prico per 
month. 

Senator Mor@an. So that neither the Central Pacific nor the Southern Pa- 
cific had any connection with that agreement? 

Mr. Huntinetox. Not at all. It was before the Southern Pacific was 
commenced. It was in 1872. 

Senator Morean. Did you make your money back which you paid to this 
6teamsbip company, = a month? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. I suppose so. 

Senator MorGAN. You heard no complaint about not making it back? 

Mr. Huntineton. I never heard any. It seemed a proper thing to do to 
get fair rates, 

Senator MorGAN. How much money, in the aggregate, was paid to this 
steamship company presided over by Mr. George J. Gould daring the con- 
tinuance of this contract? 

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Seventy-five thousand dollars a month, and it ran about 
three years, That would make $2,700,000. 

' Senator MorGan. You collected that, of course, out of the people of Cali- 
ornia? 

Mr. Huntineron. If we did the business, we collected our freight upon 
it. We always do so before we deliver the goods. 

Senator MorGan. So that the loss of that sum fell upon them? 

Mr. HuntineTon. I do not understand that there would be a loss in pay- 
ing honest freights on . 

Senator MorGan. If a man can buy a thing to-day at $20, and if the price 
to-morrow is $30, and he must have it, he loses $10. he people of California 
had no market that they could reach except by water orbyland. They were 
confined to one of those means of reaching the market, and if they had to 
py $75,000 a month for the privilege of carrying their goods on the railroads, 

would suppose that they lost $75,000 a month. 


Dodging the question, Mr. Huntington testified as to the value 
of lands in Calitornia, and said: 
The price of land in California has That seems to have 


a bearing upon thissame thing. We have got several millions of dollars in 
shares of the company, and we haven't got a dividend on them for twenty 


years. 

The reason of that was that they put their dividends always in 
hew railroads, 

Ihave now established, by documentary evidence which is in- 
disputable, that for about thirty years the people of. the Pacific 
slope have been compelled to pay to the transcontinental rail- 
roads, all of ‘om are in the agreement, in combination, just 
such rates freight as they chose to impose pom them, and 
that this was accomplished by an agreement with the Panama 
Railroad aaene and the Panama Canal Company, which owns 
the —— stock and controls the Panama Railroad Company. 
The union of the canal question with the railroad monopoly will 


e up tenfold. 
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be presently established by indisputable facts, without any strained 
construction of their meaning. 

Perhaps no more oppressive combination has ever been madein 
the history of any government or any people than this has been 
upon the people of the Pacific slope and the country lying back of 
it. These transcontinental roads have through this agreement cut 
off the water transportation and the short line of 46 miles haul 
across the Isthmus of Panama by rail from the access of the peo- 
ple of the Pacific slope, and they have been compelled either to go 
around by Cape Horn or else to cross the continent with their pro- 
ductions of every kind at such rates as these railroads have chosen 
to impose upon them. 

That has been one of the great causes of my anxiety to have a 
canal cut through the Isthmus at some point. The power of this 
railroad combination has been continually present to obstruct and 
prevent such action, and it is here in this Senate to-day, with all 
of its effrontery and all of its power, controlling theaction of this 
body. I have referred to the fact and proven it that they control 
over three hundred and thirty odd million dollars of gross incomes 
annually, and that their power is equal to that of the Government 
of the United States in a monetary sense. That, Mr. President, 
is not an imaginary or a fanciful enemy that Ihave been trying to 
combat, but it is areal and powerful one, an omnipresent one, 
and is utterly without conscience. 

Now, when the pressure of the demand of the people of the 
United States has forced to the front the question of their right 
to have a waterway through the Isthmus in competition with this 
great railroad combination, which has so long robbed them and 
which has taken from them the very cream of their industries, 
we find not only obstruction to it in the halls of legis!ation, but 
we find that the powers of State governments aresought after and 
obtained and used to create other obstructions and other difticu!- 
ties, which have recently put it in the power of the great corpora- 
tions togo to aState of the American Union and there to form co- 
lossal combinations which resist all the powers of Congress, all the 
powers of the State government, and nearly all the powers of the 
courts; and these combinations have now come to the front for 
the purpose of uniting with other canal companies in the obstruc- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Now, is it not manifest that these people do not intend that tho 
people of the United States shall ever have a waterway through 
that canal, and is not that the decree to which we are bowing to- 
day? 

A greater scheme is projected and is in process of execution 
at this time, to which 1 will presently refer; but the monopoly | 
have shown between these railroad companies has cost the people 
of the Pacific coast a sum of money that no man can compute. I) 
has laid its grasp upon agriculture, mines, and forests, and all in- 
dustries, sparing none, and has measured its exactions by tho 
ability of the peop!e to pay its demands. 

if it can prevent a canal being cut through the isthmus of 
Darien, its monopoly of the trade of the Pacific Ocean to and 
from our coasts will be *‘ perpetual,” to use the language of the 
New Jersey charters. To prevent any such waterway is the de- 
termination of all these corporations. 

I join the people in rebellion against this legalized robbery. 

This railroad monopoly has been as inevitable and inexorable 
as the tax laws, from which thereis no escape. We can not meas- 
ure its vast levies upon all the natural sources of wealth, and all 
the labor engaged in their development, by the losses it has inflicted 
upon the prosperity those people would otherwise have had. 

In spite of it they have built up the Pacific slope into a won- 
derful development of wealth and power. When we look to the 

vast wealth this monopoly has created in the hands of a few pri- 
vate persons, and the regal display of their sudden grandeur, woe 
have only a symptom of a social revolution that has lifted parve- 
nues above their neighbors, and has enthroned monopoly on the 
Pacific slope. It requires no imagination to fill up the picture, 
It is fearfully dark. 

Turning now to the monopoly that is in process of creation for 
the exclusive control of any ship canal that can be cut through 
the Isthmus cf Darien, we find that in daring conception and 
brazen assumption and arrogance this scheme defies all compari 
son with the enterprises of George Law, Lord Raleigh, and War- 
ren Hastings. 

The so-called New Panama Canal Company leads this movement, 
with the proposed American Panama Canal Company. Pretend- 
ing that it seeks no aid from the United States, and showing no 
assets but a partly excavated canal route, and a beggarly remnant 
of $13,000,000 of its cash assets, left after being depleted by three 
years of w. *k on that excavation, that company addressed a letter 
to the President on February 28, 1898, which I will read: 

FEBRUARY 238, 1898 


Str: The New Panama Canal Company has never proposed and does not 
seek any appropriation or financial aid from the Government of the United 
States in the completion of its canal. It places its canal workson the Isthmus 


of Panama subject to the examination of this Government, or any special 
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commission through whom it may be desired to make such examination, and | in favor of the Panama Canal Company that the value of this road 


will tacilitate in every possible way any such desire of the Government. 


The entire letter is set out in the report of the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals to the Senate at this session. I need only 
quote from it such parts as are in point in this discussion. 

It goes on to state what the Government will find upon such 
examination, without stating that the railroad company whose 
stock was sold for $250 per share of $100 each is offered amongst 
the assets of this company. Then it proceeds: 

While the New Panama Canal Company does not seek any financial aid 
from the Government, it recognizes the national sentiment in favor of acquir- 
ing some pecuniary interest in any canal connecting the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans. herefore the New Panama Canal Company declares that if, as the 
result of any such investigation, the Government of the United States adopts 
the Panama route, the company, if the Government so desires, will reincor- 
porate under the laws of the State of New York (under the laws of which 
State the Panama Railroad Company has existed for nearly fifty years), or 
of some other State of the Union, subject to the provisions of its concession, 
and vest its concessions and property in such corporation. It will also, in 
said event, accord to the United States such representation in its board of 
directors and such opportunity to acquire an interest in its securitiesas may 
be permitted by its concessions, which, of course, must be scrupulously ob- 
serve. 

And further, if the United States should desire to perpetuate or enlarge 
its existing rights and privileges, acquired under said treaty of 1846, the com- 
pany will conform to such supplemental treaty as may be entered into be- 
tween the United States and Colombia. 

We beg leave to say that yesterday, at a public hearing accorded to us by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House of Representatives, we 
submitted to the chairman and gentlemen of that committee a communica- 
tion to the foregoing purport, and have the honor to be, 


Your obedient servants, 
MAURICE HUTIN, 
Director-General of the New Panama Canal Company. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
General Counsel, New York City. 

The PresipENt, Washington, D. C. 

They had no favors to ask of the Government of the United 
States, they say they never proposed to ask any favors of us, but 
they condescended to permit us to enter into a corporation, to be 
created by a State, and to appoint some of the directors in that 
company. Mr. President, I think I will stop for a moment and 
ask for a quorum. I propose that Senators shall stay here and 
hear something of the business of the Senate, There are not 20 
Senators in the Chamber, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pettus in the chair), The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allison, Fairbanks, 
Bacon, Foster, 
Bard, Frye, 
Bate, Gallinger, 
Berry, ; 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Clark, 
Clay, 
Cockrell, 
Culberson, ) 
Cullom, Lindsay, uarles, 

Deboe, Lodge, wlins, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having answered 
to their names on the roll call, a quorum is present. The Senator 
from Alabama will pes 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me fora 
moment to make a report? 

Mr. MORGAN, I will not, Mr. President, as it will interfere 
with my speech. 

Mr. CLAY. Very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. Senators must come here and attend to their 
business in the morning hour, so far as I am concerned, for I will 
not be interrupted in my right to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator goes on, I merely wanted to 
get a little fuller information in regard to what I understood him 
to statea whileago. He read a communication from the director- 
general of the Panama Canal Company. I understand no refer- 
ence is made to the Panama Railroad as a part of the property of 
the Panama Canal Company, in which we are invited to take 
stock. 

Mr. MORGAN. No reference is made to that as an asset of the 
New Panama Canal Company, as I understand it, and they say 
here, as they have in other letters, that they have caused ap- 
praisement to be made of their property, and the value of their 
assets amounts to $90,000,000, which consists of the assets of 
the o!'d Panama Canal Company, which have come over to them, 
and this proposed line of canal, and the concession and what work 
they have done under it, and what material they have accumu- 
lated and what plants they have established, leaving out entirely, 
as I understand, the Panama Railroad, which is the only money- 
earning asset they have. 

Mr. HARRIS, Has it not been constantly used as an argument 


McBride, 
McCumber, 
McMillan, 
Mallory, 
Martin, 
Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Pettus, 
Platt, Conn. 
Pritchard, 


Ross, 
Scott, 
Shoup, 
Simon, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turley, 
‘Turner, 
Vest. 


Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle, 


and its actual work in constructing the canal would be of very 
great importance and a great argument in favor of that line? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not only so, Mr. President, but this director. 
general, Mr. Hutin, in his report, which is submitted to the Sec- 
retary of State and to the President, claims that our guaranty of 
the sovereignty of the State of Colombia, our guaranty of their 
continued and absolute right to own and control the State of 
Panama, our guaranty of the neutrality of this canal and of a)! 
the country in the vicinity of it, is a valuabie asset to this com- 
pany, and they predicate their claim upon American patronage, 
and have always done so, upon the fact that we have entered into 
and are bound to maintain this guaranty of neutrality, etc., of 
the State of Colombia. 

Mr. HARRIS. They are operating, then, under the shadow of 
our guaranty of that railroad, which they do not propose to trans- 
fer to us? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is true; and we have already sent troops 
and ships of war there on three occasions for the purpose of put- 
ting down the émeutes against that government. I have this 
morning received a letter from a gentleman of distinction in this 
city, who knows what he is talking about, in which he says: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 24, 1900 

DEAR SENATOR MORGAN: I have handed to the Secretary of State, witha 
request that he send you a copy, copies of the protest which the leaders of 
the revolution in Colombia have filed with the Government of France and 
the Panama Canal Company against the extension of the Panama canal co 
cession by the present Government of Colombia. They are documents which 
should be in your hands. 

This letter was sent to me too late to-day, unfortunately, to 
enable me to ask the Secretary of State for those documents. 

There is now arevolution going onin the State of Panama, 
conducted, I have no doubt, by speculators who are operating 
through the different canal companies, that I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate toin a moment. They have already taken, as 
the papers inform us, the city of Cartagena, a very important city 
on the coast of Colombia, and are invading Panama with troops 
that are sent down there from Nicaragua, as is affirmed. At all 
events, there is a state of violent agitation to-day in the State of 
Panama, and the Government of the United States, if that is not 
suppressed, will have ships and armies down there in a short time 
for the purpose of suppressing it. 

What have we got from Colombia in exchange for this: Woe 
have got the same right that the people of Colombia have to pass 
across that isthmus, by any method of conveyance, with gooils 
and private property belonging to citizens of the United States, 
That is all. Wehave not got the right tocarry a mail sack across 
there, or the right to transport troops across there, or, when the 
canal is dug, the right to carry ships of war through it, or any 
other right except what I have already stated. 

In consideration of that, in 1846 our Government was so anxious 
to get its hands in some form upon the possibility, as it was then 
conceived, of constructing a canal through the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama that we made this very unwise agreement which is now 
binding upon us, which the present Secretary of State and former 
Secretaries admit is a binding obligation upon us, and there is no 
disputing it. 

It isa burdensome obligation without any real compensation, 
and it is referred to by this French corporation as a most valuable 
part of their concession to build acanal through Panama. While 
we are aroused about supposed conditions in our treaty relations 
with Great Britain, we give no attention to this chain that 
Colombia has about our necks. 

This New Panama Canal Company, as it is called, chartered in 
France, which is under the orders of a French court to-day, its 
chief manager having been appointed by this French court within 
the last month, is the company that is here asserting these rights 
against the United States and making this pretended proposition 
to the Government of the United States, while they have been 
engaged now for many years in a combination with the transcont- 
nental railroads of the United States and Canada for the purpose 
of making the people of the whole Pacific slope pay freight upon an 
average distance of 2,500 or more miles of railway haul, when, 
by the Panama route, they could go by steamer and a haul of 46 
miles across the Panama Railroad, and thereby save perhaps one- 
fourth or one-third of the transportation. That is the friendly 


| attitude of that company to our long-suffering people, and this is 


the monopoly that Senators are afraid to attack, pending a Pres- 
idential election. 

Now, Mr. President, having explained this situation briefly— 
for I have not explained it fully, not feeling disposed to take the 
time of the Senate to go particularly and systematically into an 
investigation of this matter—let me call the attention of the Sen- 
ate, if they have any disposition to hear what is going on here, to 
a letter of this same Panama Canal Company, dated March !!, 
1899, addressed to the President of the United States. After we 
had passed an act of Congress to create the present Walker Com- 
mission and the President was engaged in selecting the gentlemen 








1900. 





for that commission, this New Panama Company wrote a letter to 
the President and said: 

The New Panama Canal Company does not present or suggest any name 
for membership of any commission. Its only petition is that the selection 
be of gentlemen whose conclusions will at once command public confidence, 
fully relying upon its ability to satisfy fair and impartial investigation of the 

srits of its canal. 
me sie THE New PANAMA CANAL COMPANY, 

By MAURICE HUTIN, Director-Genera!. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, General Counsel. 
But who were those gentlemen they were willing to accept? 
a previous part of the letter they say: 

But the subject is of such transcendent consequence to the United States, 
to the people of the world as well as to ourselves, that we venture, with due 
respect, to submit this our petition, that any commission designated to aid 


you in making the investigation and comparison contemplated by the act of 


Congress be composed of gentlemen of the widest experience, of exceptional 


character and unquestioned professional standing, and who are not embar- 
yassed by public committals or previous records favorable or unfavorable to 
either one or the other project and who have not heretofore served upon 
any canal commission. 

That is the address of this French company to the President of 
the United States, attempting to constrain him by an insolent and 
presumptuous suggestion as to the men whom he should appoint 
on this present canal commission, and that he should not appoint 
any person who had ever been a member of a previous canal com- 
mission, 1 suppose that was the influential reason why the Pres- 
ident of the United States appointed all three of the gentlemen 
who were on the previous Walker board upon the present board. 
Ishould like to know, Mr. President, how much of this kind of 
insolence the American Senate can stand without having its stom- 
ach turned. 

But they were not satisfied with that. Here, as late as April 
80, 1900—not yet a month gone by—again the President of the 
United States is addressed by this new Panama Canal Company 
that stood there robbing the people of the Pacific coast of untold 
millions of dollars for many years. What do they say in this last 
epistle? They go on to refer to what had heretofore transpired 
after this offer of the 28th of February, 1898, from which I read 
extracts as $o what they were willing to do in admitting the Gov- 
ernment of the United States into a State company as stockhold- 
ers, and with directors to be appointed by the President of the 
United States to serve in a State corporation. 

That was the privilege they have offered to grant us. They go 
on to refer to the commissioners whom the President had ap- 
pointed, to Admiral Walker, Hon. Samuel Pasco, Mr. Noble, and 
various other gentlemen. Then they go on to refer to an exam- 
ination of the routes that this commission were expected or re- 
quired to make, and they say: 


The Isthmian Canal Commission has not yet made its report to the Presi- 
dent, and, as we are advised, has not yet completed its investigations and 
inquiries upon the technical and other subjects covered by the said act of 
March 3, 1899, nor has the President yet communicated to Congress his recom- 
mendations in the premises. 

In all these investigations concerning the Panama Canal the company has 
made to the Isthmian Canal Commission the fullest exposition and explana- 
tions, without reserve or exception, upon every aspect of the — con- 
cerning which the commission has desired information, and also has delivered 
to the commussion full and detailed plans, maps, and specifications of the 
company for the complete excavation and construction of the Panama Canal 
and canal works. These documents are great in volume and value, and rep- 
resent the expenditure of a vast sum, as well as the results of many years of 
study in their original preparation 

The company has avoided any action or course which might by the Gov- 
at be deemed inconsistent with its said communication of February 


In 


They still stick to that as their proposition, and their only one; 
and they have repeated it half a dozen times to the Government. 
That is all they ever proposed to do, I will come to the point of 
that in a moment. 


In this letter they say further: 


All this the company has done in full reliance upon the avowed purpose of 
the Government—as embodied in the act of March 3, 1899—of thoroughly and 
exhaustively investigating and reporting upon all possible isthmian canal 
routes, and in the reasonable expectation that in the meantime no action 
would be taken upon the subject by the Congress of the United States incon- 
sistent with the expressed purposes of said act. 

On the contrary, however, and presumably without knowledge of the 


foregoing facts, measures have been introduced in Congress, and are to be 
acted upon in the House of epennmneatives May 1 and May 2, 1900, having 
for their purpose the adoption by the Government of another isthmian canal 


route, without awaiting the recommendation of the President and the infor- 
mation, report, and conclusions of the Isthmian Canal Commission appointed 
by the President under the act of March 3, 1899. 


We therefore respectfully request that the President ad-ise the Congress 
of the facts of the case. 


We have the honor to be, your obedient servants. 
SULLIVAN & CROMWELL, 
General Counsel Compagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama, 

They urge the President to send a message and to say to the 

ouse of Representatives, that had already by unanimous consent 
agreed that they would consider the Hepburn bill on the 1st and 
2d of May, which fact is referred to in this letter, that that agree- 
ment is a violation of the previous act of Congress raising the 
Walker commission to inform the House of Representatives that 
in good faith and honor they must abandon the idea of considering 
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a bill for the building of a canal upon some other isthmian route. 
Mr. President, I think that presumption and insolence and arro 
gance and brazen-faced audacity has certainly reached its climax 
| in this letter. 

This French company, Mr. President, has not been inactive. 
On the 27th of December, 1899—last Deceraber—in pursuance of 
its offer of the 28th day of February, 1898, to the President, they 
went to the State of New Jersey and obtained there a charter un- 
der the laws of New Jersey. I will also here mention the fact that 
contemporaneously with that, or almost contemporaneously, at 
several recent dates, as late as the 12th day of May, 1900, three 
other great corporations, having the same characteristics and the 
same powers—not identical, but expressed in different language, 
| and fully as broad—had been organized for the purpose of control- 
ling the construction of canals in the Isthmus of Darien. 

Before that time two other corporations had been created in the 
State of New York; so that we have six in all of which we know, all 
of them backed up by menof influence and power and wealth; and 
this hydra-headed arrangement in the State of New Jersey for cre- 
ating monopolistic trusts to cover all the States and all countries 
has been resorted to by this new Panama company of France for 
the purpose of supplying to the Government of the United States 
the opportunity offered on the 28th of February, 1898, of having 
representation in its board of directors, and such opportunity to 
acquire an interest in its securities as may be permitted by its con- 
cessions, which, of course, must be scrupulously observed. 

I will read some of the provision of law that they have made 
for themselves under authority of the laws of the State of New 
Jersey. I will not read it all, but I will read what is pertinent: 





CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION OF PANAMA CANAL COMPANY OF AMERICA 


of 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of New Jersey: 

We, the undersigned, hereby do associate ourselves into a corporation, 
under and by virtue of the provisions of an act of the legislature of the State 
of New Jersey entitled “An act concerning corporations (revision of 1806) 
and the several acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, for the 
purposes hereinafter named, and do make this our certificate of incorpora- 
tion. 

First. The name of the corporation is Panama Canal Company of America 

Second. The location of the principal office of the corporation in the State 
of New Jersey is at 76 Montgomery street, in Jersey City, in the county of 
Hudson, and the name of the agent therein and in charge thereof, upon whom 
process against this corporation may be served, is William Brinkerhof\ 

Third. The objects for which the corporation is formed are as follows: 

To acquire, by purchase or otherwise, the maritime ship canal of the Com 

vaagnie Nouvelle du Canal de Panama and the railway across the Isthmus of 
Panams between the Atlantic Ocean and the Pacific Ocean; to construct, ex 

ploit, complete, equip, repair, and enlarge; to operate, manage, maintain, and 
control said canal and railway and the various enterprises connected there 
with; to collect tolls and revenues therefrom, and to use and enjoy the same, 

To acquire, by purchase or otherwise, and to construct, operate, exploit 
manage, and control lines of railway along or in the vicinity of such canal 

To acquire, by purchase or otherwise, and to construct, operate, and ex- 
ploit, manage, and control cable lines, telegraph lines, and telephone lines 
along and to connect with such canal and such railway or railways, and in 
and along the shores of the oceans, seas, gulfs, and bays at, near, or to con- 
nect with such canals or railways. 

To acquire by purchase, lease, or otherwise, and to construct, maintain, 
operate, manage, and control, and to sell, let, pledge, or otherwise dispose of 
ckipa, boats, and other vessels of every kind and nature, and propelled by any 

sower; to acquire concessions, grants, privileges, or licenses for the estab- 
lishment and working of lines of steamships or sailing vessels, and to estab- 
lish and maintain lines or regular services of steamships or other vessels be- 
tween any ports of the world, and generally to carry on the business of ship- 
owners, and to enter into contracts for the carriage of mails, passengers, 
goods, and merchandise by any means, either by its own vessels, railways, 
and conveyances, or by the vessels, conveyances, and railways of others; and 
to collect, use, and enjoy revenues therefrom. 

To construct, purchase, take on lease, or otherwise acquire, and to main 
tain, use, and manage wharves, warehouses, piers, docks, buildings, or works 
capable of being advantageous!y used in connection with the canal, shipping, 
carrying, or other business of the company; and to charge and collect dues 
and rentals for the use thereof. 

To construct, purchase, or otherwise acquire, and to own, equip, improve, 
work, develop, manage, and control public works and conveniences of all 
kinds, including railways, docks, harbors, light-houses, piers, wharves, ca- 
nals, conduits, locks, reservoirs, irrigation works. tunnels, bridges, viaducts, 
embankments, buildings, structures, and any and all works of internal im- 
provement or public utility. 

To enter into any arrangements with any governments or authorities 
national, state, municipal, local, or otherwise —that may seem conducive to 
the company’s objects or any of them, and to obtainfrom any such govern 
ment or authority any and all rights, privileges, grants, and concessions 
which the company may think it desirabie to obtain, and to carry out, exer 
cise, and comply with any such arrangements, rights, privileges, and conces 
sions, including the construction of any and all internal improvement 
any and every nature. 

'o issue shares, stock, debentures, debenture stock, bonds, and other obli 
gations; to subscribe for, to acquire, to invest in, and to hold and control the 
stocks, shares, bonds, debentures, debenture stock, and securities of any gov 
ernment, national, State or municipal, and of any canal, railway, or other cor- 
poration, private or public, and to exercise all the rights, powers, and priv 
ileges of ownership thereof; to vary the investments of the company; to 
mortgage, pledge, or charge all or any part of the property, concessions 
rights, and franchises of the company, acquired and to be acquired; to make 
advances upon, hold in trust, sell, or dispose of, and otherwise deal with any 
of the investments or securities aforesaid, or to act as agent for others for 


any of the above or the like purposes. 
n genera], to carry on any other business in connection therewith, with 
all the powers conferred by the aforesaid acts of the legislature of the State 





of New Jersey and acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto 


The capital stock is $30,000,000, with the privilege of increasing 


| it very largely. The amount of capital stock with which it shall 





6026 


commence business is $5,000, consisting of 24 shares of first pre- 
ferred stock, 9 shares of second preferred stock, and 17 shares of 
common stock. 

Now, I need not detain the Senate by reading any further from 
this paper in order to get the characteristics and in order to meas- 
ure the purposes, if they are measurable at all, of this vast corpo- 
ration in which the United States is invited to participate by this 
letter of the 28th of February, 1898; and now we know the feast 
to which we are invited. We are to go into this corporation and 
appoint directors and to participate in all of its vast unlimited 
and illimitable powers to do any kind of business anywhere in 
the world. That is the scheme which is laid before the people of 
the United States and the Senate to-day, which prevents us from 
acting on the canal bill. 

And while there are not a half dozen Senators in this Chamber 
hearing what I have to say about this, there are not less than 
50,000,000 people in the United States who will hear every word 
of it, and who will hold them responsible for their indifference. 
This fraud, this abomination, this insult to the United States, this 
outrage upon the public decency, and this violation, open viola- 
tion, of the criminal! laws of the United States, while | must stand 
here and rebuke it, if I can, in the presence of empty benches, is 
to-day controlling the people of the Pnited States by a conspiracy 
and a combination to compel them to pay full railroad freights, 
charged at the pleasure of this great railroad combination, trom 
which their industries are suffering to an extent that is inde- 
acribable, and that nobody as yet has ever attempted even to esti- 
mate. 

While I am on this point I will read a section from the statutes 
of the United States to see what Congress said when they were 
heretofore dealing with such people as these. It is part of the old 
alien and sedition law of January 30, 1799, which has been retained 
and which has often been attempted to be removed, but which no 
Congress has ever been found that would touch it. It provides: 

That if any person, being a citizen of the United States, whether he be 
actually resident or abiding within the United States or any foreign coun- 
try, shall, without the permission or authority of the Government of the 
United States, directly or indirectly, commence or carry on any verbal or 
written correspondence or intercourse with any foreign government, or any 
officer or nt thereof, with an intent to influence the measures or conduct 
of any foreign government, or of any officer or agent thereof, in relation to 
any disputes or controversies with the United States, or defeat the measures 


of the Government of the United States; or if any person, being a citizen of, 
or resident within the United States, and not duly authorized, counsel, 


advise, aid, or assist in any such cuxreupensenee. with intent as aforesaid, he 
or they shall be deemed pullty of a hig 


misdemeanor, and on conviction be- 
fore any court of the United States having jurisdiction thereof, shall be pun- 
ished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, and by imprisonment during a term not 
less than six months nor exceeding three years. 

Now, sir, I have several times called the attention of the Depart- 
ment of State—not under this Administration, but under a former 
one, which happened to be particularly indifferent to all schemes 
of this kind—as to how these interveners and disturbers have gone 
to th2 governments of Central America and have attempted and, 
in fact, have succeeded in perverting the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, as expr in communications to those 
qavcrenmentn, and have ridden it down by their secret left-handed 

iplomacy. 

hese men to-day deserve the punishment provided for their 
conduct by the statute, but inst of receiving it they receive ap- 
plause for their impertinent interference in our affairs. Here this 
company puts it in its charter that it shall have the right, under the 
laws of New Jersey, to make any negotiation or conclude any con- 
tract with any foreign government whatever to facilitate its pur- 

‘s. It males no difference whether it contravenes the policy 
of the United States or not. 

Have we a policy? Is it declared? Is it understood? Do the 
people not know what that policy is? 


It was first declared forty or fifty years ago, during the Admin- | 


istration of Franklin Pierce. It has come on down by repeated 
declarations, made more and more intense, until it was taken up 
by General Grant, and afterwards by President Hayes, and formu- 
lated in State papers, in resolutions pane through Congress, in 
bills that we have passed through both Housesof Congress. That 
policy is that the canal to be cut through the Isthmus of Darien 
shall not be a canal under the control of a ration of private 
persons, but it shall be a canal under the control of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 
Here is this New Jersey company, organized for the purpose of 
pare the control of this canal by the Government of the 
Jnited States, putting it into the hands of private persons or of 
corporations charte 
Government of the United States shall cut or own or control the 


canal, but that it shall be under the control and ownership of this | 


New Jersey corporation, and the share that the Uni States 
can get in it is to make subscription to some of its stock, where- 


upon it will be entitied to appoint a certain number of directors | 


in a State corporation. 


Now, a provision of law that enables this corporation to make | 


a negotiation with a foreign country for the purpose of establish- 
ing that policy by this New Jersey charter is in contravention of 
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the declared policy of the United States, now expressed in distinc: 
form by a vote of 225 to 35 in the negative by the House of Re»ro. 
sentatives. That is what they propose, contrary to this crim): al 
law of the United States, and they ask us to condone and to con 
cede and to acquiesce in it by becoming partnersin that transactioy, 

When I teil the Senate, or the little fragment of it that is hero. 
that this is the whole of the Panama proposition, I have stated 
all of it, reserving nothing when I have told them that, I do no} 
see how we can sleep upon our posts when we are in the presences 
of an enemy like that. I do not think the people of the Unite) 
States will either enjoy or indulge our slumbers upon this sub), 
They will be heard from very soon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like to ask the Senator how much ro. 
gard he thinks the French Government would show this Now 
Jersey corporation in its attempt to dispose of the rights of | 
original stockholders in the Panama Canal Company? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam very glad the Senator from Kansas | 
called my attention to that subject, for I wish to make a stato. 
ment to the Senate. 

The old Panama Canal Company was chartered under the laws «of 
France. It spent, it is alleged, $30,000,000, of which probally 
$160,000,000 went into the work on the canal, and the balance was 
the spoilofrobbery. Itwentintobankruptcy. TheFrenchcourts 
took it in charge and appointed a receiver to take and control 
all of its property and its assets. That receiver went on for thres 
or four years in the effort to continue the work upon the canal 
line, and finally, ae | to do so, reported it to the court, and 
thereupon the court ordered a sale of the assets of this old, bank- 
rupt company. 

A syndicate then was formed in Paris, and this syndicate bought 
up this remnant of uncollected assets, the material and plant that 
were left in the hands of the old company at the time of its bank- 
ruptey. They organized under the laws of France as an incor 
poration, but they organized under the old charter, merely 
changing the name to the New Panama Canal Company, ani r- 
taining the rights and benefits that were due under the old char- 
ter to the stockholders of that company, who amounted, as | am 
informed, to perhaps as many as 5,000 people. 

All of those French stockholders are still members of that cor 
poration, as stockholders, and have their rights there. The new 
company and the syndicate who formed it were permitted by the 
French court, in consideration of some advances they made for 
continuing the work of the canal, to have a preferential right in 
the dividends of this company, and the case stands between the 
new and the old as 70 to 100. When they get 70 per cent out of 
the dividends of this canal, then old stockholders get the other 
30 per cent. That is the situation. 

ere, then, is a French corporation in full action, a French cor 
ration under the control of the French courts, and as late as 
January 6, 1900, Eugene Navarre, who had been appointed by the 
French court the director-general of the new French company 
that has its charter in New Jersey sent the following telegram: 


PARIS, January 6, 100. 


ue 


X. Borarp, New York: 

Board of ma ment has resigned. I have been appointed, by decision 
of the court, sole tenr ry manager uf the New Panama Canal Company 
irstead of the board of management, and with its powers. I have assumed 
tu duties of my office, retaining the director-general and all the principal 
officers, and I now confirm you in the position which you hold. 

Here, then, is a French corporation in court, under the contro! 
of a French court, that comes to the United States and goes to 
New Jersey and gets this charter that I have been reading from, 
and comes to the United States Government and asks us to in- 
volve ourselves in trouble with France by cutting off these oid 
stockholders and robbing them of their rights under the French 
Government, and going into this New Jersey corporation, and to 
accept what? 

Such stock as we are willing to pay for on a valuation « 
$90,000,000 for the work done now, not including the railroad, and 
the privilege of appointing a certain number of directors in a State 
corporation; and they say it will require ninety-five millions in 
addition to complete the canal. They beg like princes, by proudly 
denying that they need any help, and quarrel with and sna) at 
the President for not forbidding the House of Representatives 
from going on, under its unanimous agreement, to consider tlic 
Hepburn bill, while they are openly robbing our people uncer 
combinations with all the transcontinental railroads. 

Mr. President, when I present te the Senate of the United States 
this as the actual and undeniable state of facts, I should like to 
know, sir, some excuse for somebody who still stands up here to 
thrust this New Panama Canal Company before the people as an 
obstruction to the action that ought to be taken for the purpose of 
building this canal. And then i recur again to the insolenc: 0! 
that company ancuniaent in New York City, when they appe?!«! 
to the President of the United States to control the House of Ke) 
resentatives to prevent its action, after unanimous consent !«'! 
been given in the House for the consideration of the Hepburn bi! 
on the ist and 2d days of May, 1900. 

Never has the United States Government, through the influence 
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and power of monopoly, patronage, and wealth, been so badgered 
and so kicked and cuffed about as we have been by this new 
Panama Canal Company, and the quiet submission and ease with 
which we sit down and take it can be accounted for in only one 
way, and that is that a Presidential election is pending and we 
are afraid to tackle any corporation, inside or outside of the United 
States, that has, or is professing to have, some great power. That 
js where we are, and I have located the Senate now upon that. 
The so-called new canal company of Panama leads this move- 


ment with the proposed canal company of New Jersey, pretending | 


that it seeks no aid from the United States, 

The other parts of the provision made to accomplish this vast 
monoply to prevent the ownership or control of any ship canal in 
the Isthmus of Darien is presented in three other New Jersey cor- 
porations, copies of whose charters 1 hold in my hand, and from 
which I will put some extracts inmyremarks. ‘They areas nearly 
alike as four men of the same size and weight, differing only in 
certain minor features; when one is described they are all known 
to the observer; so I will be brief with these quotations from their 
charters. They are substantially the same as the American Pan- 
ama Canal Company, 


CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION OF THE INTEROCEANIC CANAL COMPANY. 
* ee oh * a + ” 


Third. The objects for which this corporation is formed are: 

To survey, locate, excavate, construct, enlarge, extend, use, maintain, 
own, and operate a maritime canal and its accessories between the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, through the territory of Nicaragua or any other territory 
in Central or South America. 

To acquire the concessions granted, or heretofore granted, by any govern 
ment for the construction and operation of a maritime canal and its acces- 
sories between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans in Central or South America; 
and thecorporation shall have all the rights, prerogatives, and powers neces- 
sary to fulfill the duties and obligations imposed, and to enjoy the privileges 
conferred upon it by such concessions; and the corporation shall have the 
power to formulate rules and regulations for the construction, management, 
care, protection, improvement, use, and operation of the canal and its acces- 
sories and appurtenances and for the collection of its tolls, and may modify 
such rules and regulations at its discretion. 

To survey, locate, construct, purchase, lease, maintain, own, and operate 
roads, railways with any motive power for the carriage of passengers and 
freight, navigation lines by bonts or steamers, and any other means of trans- 
portation, and graph, cable, and telephone lines sn such place or places as 
the company may deem necessary or convenient for the construction and 
surveys of the canal and its appurtenances, and for the more advantageous 
maintenance and operation thereof. 

To acquire, hold, deal with, and dispose of as to the company may seem 

roper all spaces of lands and waters that may be necessary or-convenient 
Nr the construction, extension, enlargement, maintenance, repair, protec- 
tion, use, and enjoyment of the canal and its accessories, including all spaces 
required for the deposit of materials from excavations and cuttings for the 
overflow arising from lakes, lagoons, and streams, and from dams in rivers, 
and from all deflections and rectifications of streams, and for ports and ex- 
tensions thereof, anc for docks, dikes, piers, basins, sluices, weirs, locks, 
guard gates, pg Seg ee walls, and drainage and discharge 
Senne for lights, light-houses, beacons, buildings, storehouses, machine 
shops, hospitals, shipyards, deposits of coal, wood, and materials, and includ- 
ing all lands traversed or submerged by overflow or by surplus waters, and 
for whatever eapee pay ve necessary or convenient; also to acquire, hold, 
colonize, deal with, and dispose of all lands and rights in land and real prop- 
erty which it may from time to time acquire. 

‘o levy and ect transit, navigation, tonnage, light, light-house, anchor- 
age, and port d towage, lighterage, storage, wharfage, pilotage, hospital, 
quarantine, and all other similar charges, from steamers, ships, vessels, and 
boats of all kinds, and from passengers, merchandise, and cargo of all kinds, 
fet —- purpose the corporation may at its pleasure establish and modify 
its tariffs. 

To have and exercise all the rights and privileges enjozed by mining en- 
terprises, lumber companies, manufacturing companies of all kinds, import- 
ing and exporting com ies, and in general all mercantile companies; and 
also to have and exercise all the rights and patvileges enjoyed by enterprises 
which have for their object the establishment of shipyards, dry docks, ware- 
house business, the purchase, storage, and sale of coal, the organization of 
express com: cultural pursuits, and fishing. 

Do buy and sell otherwise deal in real estate. 

To operate hotels and boarding houses and hospitals and stores for the 
sale of provisions, clot . and every kind of merchandise. 

To supply water from the canal and its appurtenances to persons, firms, 
or corporations that may desire it for irrigation, supply of towns, motive 
power, or for any other pur , and to fix and collect dues for these services. 

To establish in countries foreign to the United States, and in accordance 
with terms of concessions ted by the governments of such countries, a 
police force duly organized for the tection of lifeand property and preser- 
vation of order along the route of the canal. 

To meres locate, construct, purchase, lease, maintain, own, and operate 
railways, telegraph, cable, and telephone lines, roads and lines of navigation 
by boats or steamers, and other means of transportation anywhere outside 
of the State of New Jersey. 

To purehase, hold, sell. assign, transfer, mortgage, pledge, or otherwise 


dispose of the shares of the capital stock or any bonds, securities, or evi- 
dences of indebtedness created by any other corporations of the State of New 


Jersey, or of any other State or foreign country, and while owner of said 
Stock to exercise all the rights, powers, and privileges of ownership, includ- 
ing the right to vote thereon. 

© build, construct, and repair railroads, water, gas, or electric works, 
tunnels, bridges, viaducts, canals, hotels, wharves, piers, and any like works 
of internal improvement or public use or utility outside of the State of New 


Jersey, 

_To make and enter into contracts of every sort and kind with any indi- 
Vidual, firm, association, corporation, private, public, or municipal, body 
politic, or with any government, national, State, Territorial, or colonial. 
in aoe go tion have power to conduct its business in all its branches 
many S or country, or have one or more offices, and unlimitedly to hold, 

urchase, mi and convey real and personal property in the State of 


°w Jersey and in all other States and in all foreign countries. 


* 
The directors shall have power to hold their meetings, to have one or more 
Offices, and to keep the books of the corporation (except the stock and trans- 
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fer books) outside of the State of New Jersey and at such places as may from 
time to time be designated by them. 
CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION OF THE AMERICAN ISTHMUS SHIP CANAI 
COMPANY, 
” ° * ” * * 2 

Third. The objects for which, and for any of which, the corporation is 
formed are: 

To take, obtain, purchase, acquire, own, have, hold, possess, locate, exca- 
vate, build, construct, complete, enlarge, extend, improve, operate, navigate, 
use, Maintain, manage, and control and receive the emoluments thereof, be 
vested with the powers and entitled to all the immunities, exemptions, rights, 
and privileges belonging thereto or incident to the same, any and all canals, 
canal lines, ship railways, railroads, and routes therefor as ‘existing or pro 
poses to be constructed or otherwise to be built on and across the American 

sthmus of Panama or anywhere within or across the States of Central 
America, Mexico, or United States of Colombia in South America, or else 
where, as hereinafter provided, and including all and every of the canalsand 
ship railway or routes therefor and railroads or ways at Tehuantepec, Hon 
duras, Nicaragua, Chirigui, Panama, Mandingo, Darien, Atrat rruando, 
Seen tae Blas, Costa Rica, and at any andall other points or places within 
the territorial boundar'es of said Isthmus or of said States and countries 
named, and for the purpose of connecting the Atlantic and Pacific ocean 
the bays and harbors opening thereon, or the lakes, rivers, and streams 
within said territorial regions emptving into the same 

Also to take, obtain, purchase, acquire, own, have, hold, possess, use, and 
enjoy any and all franchises, concessions, grants, rights, and privileges there 
for, connected therewith, or pertaining or relating tlHereto from any govern 
ment or other source; also any and all surveys, layouts, locations, maps, 
plans, plots, profiles, prospectuses, designs, sketches, elevations, drawings, 
tield notes, reports, archives, and papers of or respecting the same 

And in connection with the foregoing objects and in furtherance of the 
same and the interests of said company it shall have the right and power to 
engage in the business and receive the emoluments, rents, issues, and profits 
thereof, of mining, lumbering, manufacturing of all kinds, and of dealing in 
goods, wares, and merchandise of every description, of importing and ex 
porting the same, the establishing and maintaining of dry docks, the business 
of lighterage and towage of vessels, the storage and warehousing of freight, 
of dealing im foods, medical —, and clothing of all kinds, the establish 
ing and maintaining of stores therefor; also the business of expressage and 
transportation the buying aud selling of real estate, colonization of lands, 
the erection of dwellings and establishing and maintaining of hotels, board 
ing and lodging houses, and hospitals on and along the routes of its said 
canals and ways, ahywhere within the territories or regions named, or else 
where, that it may lawfully do; and to regulate and control the orderly con- 
duct of the same and the prosecution of its said objects; and to the end thereof 
secure such local protection, police or otherwtse, as may be lawful, neces 
sary, and proper therefor. 

To combine and consolidate, by purchase or otherwise, any and all of the 
franchises, concessions, grants, rights, privileges, titles, interests, and prop 
erty of every nature and kind soever now or hereafter existing and owned 
and held by any person or persons, firms or associations, syndicates or cor 
porate bodies, in trust or otherwise, for the building or operating any inter 
oceanic or other canals or ship railways or railroads, or tor the prospecting 
or promoting the same, or in contemplation thereof, within any of said ter 
ritorial limits or elsewhere 

To form, organize, or enter into any contractual relations with any firm, 
company, association, syndicate, or corporate body that may be lawful, nec 
essary, and proper for the promotion or execution of any of the foregoing 
objects or purposes herein. 

* at a + ” * ” 

I will forbear to inflict upon the Senate any further reading 
from these charters. 

One of these canal companies is chartered to establish a ship 
canal under a concession granted to Mr. Grace, called the Ayre- 
Cragin concession, to which Costa Rica is not a party, although 
she is equally interested in the route, This charter is dated the 
23d day of June, 1899, and it contains all or even a broader state- 
ment of powers than is found in the American Panama Canal 
Company charter, from which I have read. 

Another canal company, the copy of whose charter I hold in my 
hand, has a still broader sweep of powers, and is evidently in- 
tended to be a go-between, a conduit, a connecting link between 
these other two canal companies, one of them at Panama and the 
other at Nicaragua, for the purpose of combining them together 
and making, with the three or four other companies holding these 
charters in New Jersey, all of recent date, a combination which 
will control this canal beyond the power of the Government of 
the United States to resent it or to resist it. When we come to 
look over other particulars, which I will presently refer to very 
briefly, we will find that they have ample power to do what they 
propose to do. ar 

This New Jersey trust combination, prepared to engulf all canal 
concessions and control the canal and all projects that can be de 
vised, and thereby to establish this vast monopoly, offers the 
United States a partnership in a canal concession obtained from 
Colombia for the extension of which for six years within the past 
few days it has agreed to pay that Republic 6,000,000 francs. The 
Republic of Colombia has got this Panama Canal Company on the 
bargain counter. 

henever they run a little short of time it makes an exaction 
upon them, and the latest one has been made within the past fif- 
teen or twenty days. It has been agreed upon, as I am informed 
by the Secretary of State, who sent me a telegram to that effect 
from our minister to Colombia, that for a consideration of 6,000 ,0U0 
francs they should have an extension of their charter for six years. 
When we buy into that company, and when we agree, as thai 
company has so carefully provided in this letter of the 28th of 
February, 1898, that the concession from Colombia to this canal 
company shall be scrupulously adhered to, what do we get? 

If we fail to complete the canal within the time that they pre 
scribe. this six years, as now added to the length of their days, 


or 
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we must go and unite with that company and pay Colombia for 
the additional privilege of another six years or another ten years; 
and there is not an engineer in Panama nor one in the United States 
who has ever investigated this subject who places the term within 
which this canal can be possibly completed short of twelve years, 
if it can ever be completed. 

Having exhausted the labor and skill of two commissions of en- 
gineers, who they claim to be the greatest engineers in the world, 
and of a large staff of company engineers, they have not yet 
established the levels on which their canal can be safely built, but 
are digging ditches and boring tunnels to ascertain which of them 
is practicable, if either is, Our commission is waiting to see if 
these labors will show that the canal is practicable before they will 
state a conclusion on that vital point. 

Again, it is still a mooted question whether a water supply can 
be created 10 miles away from the line of the canal, to be fed to 
it by another canal sufficient to feed its 1. od level in the dry 
season and to control the flood waters in the Chagres River, which 
rise in the wet season 39 feet from a single rain storm. Delay is 
demanded by the opponents of the Nicaraguan Canal until the 
French engineers can solve this question, Our commission has 
quit the field, leaving this vital question open, to await the deci- 
sion of the engineers of the New Panama Canal Company. 

Other vital questions as to the practicability of the Panama 
Canal aze as far from being settled as they were three or even 
six years ago, and delay is demanded until they are settled. 

I will not discuss these matters, because I am only concerned 
to get the pending Philippine bill out of the way, so that the 
Senate can act upon the House bill and pass it or defeat it. 

As to the Nicaraguan Canal, every engineer and every commis- 
sion, of the many that have examined it, declares that it is practi- 
cable and feasible at a reasonable cost, their only differences be- 
ing as to the best and least expensive plan for constructing it. 

There is no element of uncertainty that furnishes any excuse 
for delay as to the Nicaraguan Canal. 

There is one dreadful element of danger to the country that is 
invited by our further delayin acting on the canal bill. It is that 
the powerful combination of the transcontinental lines of rail- 
roads with the New Jersey canal companies will obstruct and 
prevent the efforts of the Government in obtaining the rights and 
powers that are necessary, to create an American canal under the 
control of the United States. 

Without this, such a course must become, in the hands of pri- 
vate persons or of foreign corporations, a settled incubus upon 
the military power of our country and a gatherer of extortionate 
taxes upon the commerce of our people forever. The one great 
effort to place usin this abject situation is to secure delay, and 
this bill is the essential and carefully adapted means of accom- 
plishing that result. Only a few millions of the colossal sums 
that are at the command of the railroads and the New Jersey canal 
trusts are needed to prevent the possibility of the United States 
from acquiringany treaty rights in theisthmian country. Smaller 


sums have been heretofore used to obstruct the policy of our Gov-» 


ernment, and will be used again. 

The income of a single month of the twelve railroad lines I 
have pointed out would create a fund of $30,000,000, which is an 
unconsidered trifle when compared with the permanent control 
of the transportation between the two great oceans. The rail- 
roads are not so weak or so self-denying as to neglect so great 
an opportunity. 

Neither are the Senate committees of the party in power, em- 
powered to control the order of business, nor the national execu- 
tive committee of that party so blind as not to see the advantage 
of = indulgence to this powerful combination in their demand 
for delay. 

They may feel that in December they can still retrieve the dis- 
aster that will come to us through the combined efforts of this 
vast concentration of wealti: to obstruct the national policy of a 
canal under the control of the United States. 

This is a vain delusion, when the Senate, for party purposes, 
and naving no other rational excuse, reverses the almost unani- 
mous vote of the House in passing the canal bill, suffers the 
combination of railroads and canal trusts and syndicates to have 
their own sweet will in creating obstructions to the policy of the 
Government and the will of the people, voiced in the vote of the 
House of 225 for that measure to 35 votes against it. A state of 
public agitation will follow which it will be impossible to suppress. 

It will be attended with the outcry that the rights of the people 
have been sacrificed and their voice has been suppressed = the 
silent nod of the heads of their corporate masters, the railroads 
and the New Jersey canal syndicate. 

it is easy to be understood that if any foreign government has 
assisted in this fatal warfare on the commerce of our people, that 
government will be the subject of actual war. 

The American people, sir, will never permit themselves to be 
robbed of this waterway by the contrivances of any public or 
foreign power, I care not how great or how small. 
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This is one of the cases in which an ounce of prevention is wort}; 
| a@ pound of cure. I appeal to those who have the control of thia 
| great subject that they will not place the country in this periloys 

situation; that they will forego the political advantaces that 
follow the patronage of the vast railroad and canal combination. 
| in favor of the grand national attitude we have assumed in the 
| Hepburn canal bill. 

For the first time in a half century of national humiliation the 
| House of Representatives has taken a position on this subject that 
| is worthy of the country. It isan attitude of firm self-reliance. 
| of great and considerate regard for the welfare and vital interests 
| of our people and their Government; it gives no just cause of 

offense or criticism to any other power, great or small; it neither 
prejudges nor questions any adverse claim of right that any other 
| nation may have it in mind to assert. : 

It simply declares that the United States of America, through 
| their Congress, have the right to provide the means to create, own 
| and control a ship canal in Nicaragua and Costa Rica, and to ep. 
| power the President to construct it when he has cleared off qj] 
_ obstructions to that work. 
| This is all, and the nation does not exist that will rashly ques- 
' tion this proud attitude of the United States. It is within the 
| purview of our national sovereignty and in harmony with its just 
| and honorable assertion. 
| It is needless and shameful to say that obstructions exist as to 
| this act of national duty, for the removal of which we must first 
| petition some other power or negotiate with any other governments 
| except Nicaragua and Costa Rica that are the sovereigns of the 

country through which the canal is to be constructed. 

When such objections are made will be the proper time for their 

discussion. They will not be made unless we slavishly stoop to 
| invite them. 
If we delay action on this great subject, either to await some 
agreement with other governments or to give the railroad and 
| canal syndicates opportunity to create obstructions, we wil! thereby 
| 80 deprave the spirit of our people and so far confess the moral 
| weakness of the Senate and the Government that we will receive 
| and deserve the contempt of nations; and in future the audacity 
| of the syndicates will laugh our powers to scorn. 
| A prophet in Israel, a man of great sagacity and of most inti- 
| mate knowledge of the action and motives of his party associates; 
a great Republican leader, of courageous speech and action, a man 
of probity, has foretold what is now occurring in the Senate, 
1 will read his prophecy on the Hepburn bill: 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver] 
and the gentleman from Nevada Arr. NEWLANDS] openly voice what is 
voiced in conversation all over this side of the House, and | presume all over 
that side of the House, namely, that if this was the final vote that enacted 
this bill into law it would not get one-fourth of the members of the House for 
it. Nevertheless it is proposed to pass it through the House, and the Senate 
is expected to hang it up until next winter. As I understand it, the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government consists of the House, the Senate, and the 
President. Each one hasitsfunctionstoperform. Whatever other men may 
think, for one I can not see my duty plain to vote to pass a bill that does not 
meet my judgment touching a great question like this. Therefore | shall 
vote against it. 

See at what a disadvantage it pecs the House. First, we go to the coun- 
try on the eve of a campaign, both sides hurrahing for the Nicaragua Canal, 
and we say, ‘“‘Oh, we have passed it through the House. We do not expect 
it to be enacted at the other end of the Capitol. We pray and hope and ex- 
| pect that they will not — itas voiced by these gentlemen who speak this 
afternoon.”’ Who is to cheated? Are the people to be cheated or do wo 
cheat ourselves touching this matter? I fancy we will not cheat the people. 
I fancy that they will know as much about it as we do, and from the stand- 
point of sound legislation it does not become this great body that direct] 
represents the people to pass its functions over to the other coordinate branc 
of Congress and say as we send it to them, “Help me or I sink.” 


Are we, indeed, fulfilling this prediction? Are the friends of 
the President actually at work in the Senate to place him in an 
attitude so compromising and derogatory as to attempt to gain 
votes for him in November by this low and unworthy trick of 
legislation that was laid bare in the House in the presence of the 
whole world? 

Is it to be said here that the President is a party to this ambi- 
| dextrous and cruss-eyed political rascality? ' Does he know of 
| and approve a false pretention of purpose to create an isthmian 
canal, to be constructed and owned by the United States, while 





he is willing to roe it in the power of a great combine to 
destroy it, or shall it be said that he is so afraid of British power 
that he will abandon the canal and all effort to construct it or even 
to negotiate for it until Great Britain has first given her consent 
| that Congress may deal with the subject? 
I would as soon believe that Mr. McKinley had connived at 
| Neely’s frauds in Cuba as that he would thus “ palter in a double 
| sense” with this canal bill, originated by a great Republican, Mr. 
| HEPBURN, 
| It is, however, the assertion of the political friends of the Pres! 
' dent that his desire is to prevent a vote on that measure at this 
| session of Congress, and that this is the reason why the great body 
| of the Republican party in the Senate have twice voted down the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the canal bill. 1 do not 
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pelieve it. I believe that the railroads and the canal syndicate 
are more influential with the managers of the Republican party 
in the Senate than any wishes of the President. 

They are willing to take the risk of violating his wishes when 
they desire to form a money combination with the great railroads 
of this country to fill up the campaign treasury. 

It is manifest beyond dispute that this bill for government in 
the Philippines can not pass Congress at this session. Indeed it 
can never pass the present Congress. 

If it is ever to become necessary, it is premature, for the reason 

that the insurrection in the Philippines is not suppressed, and un- 
til Congress is informed of the terms and conditions on which the 
yeace and tranquillity of the islands is restored it can not legislate 
intelligently; until that shall occur it is not possible that proper 
laws can be enacted to provide for that situation. It is irrational, 
if itis not monstrous, to attempt to force Congress now to legis- 
late for conditions so remote, so unknown, and so hazardous. 

Realizing this, we are asked now to stultify ourselves as Sena- 
tors by delegating to the President all the powers that we possess 

and are sworn to exercise, protect, and defend under the Consti- 
tution. 

It might as well be asked that the Senate should dissolve. 

The amendments that are offered, and will be offered, will 
renew the discussions that so long prevailed on the Porto Rican 
bill, and would delay final adjournment for a long period, so that 
it is not possible to pass this bill at this session of Congress. 

This fact has been obvious for weeks to all the Senate. 

This bill was reported on March 5 and was made the regular 
order of business on the 4th of April, and for fifty days it has been 
kept before the Senate and has controlled all other legislation of 
this country. Nothing on the Calendar could be reached except 
by unanimous consent. 

Twice I have importuned the Senate for such consent, and 
twice I have attempted, by a vote, to take up the canal bill, which 
is confessedly the most important measure before Congress. 
Each time it has been antagonized by this bill, which was born 
to linger and to die in a slow dissolution—a bill that is not needed 
to increase tte powers of the President in the Philippines, where 
he has full powers to govern, without question as to what he has 
done there or may do. 

The country, while it is vehement in its demand for canal legis- 
lation as @ vital necessity, makes no sign of anxiety that Congress 
shall do the absurd thing of giving to the President the absolute 
power to rule in the Philippines—as much a dictator as Agui- 
naldo asserted his right to be—and in the same act to assume all 
the responsibilities of government there. 

The President is demanding absolute power from Congress, if 
he is demanding anything, that, as the agent of Congress, we 
shall assume all the responsibility for his conduct. Acting both 
as servant and master, he ought to have an easy time. This bill 
has been used with such care and assiduity to defeat all canal leg- 
islation that the conclusion is irresistible that it fulfills the warn- 
ing prophecy of the great Republican seer, the Hon, JOSEPH 

SANNON, 

In December we may know something more definite as to the 
prospects of ne the insurrection in the ae and 
the friends of this bill, if they really intend to exert absolute and 
imperial power in those islands through the executive arm of the 
Government, will do well to let the November elections take place 
before they thus engage in the abrogation of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

They should wait for cool weather to visit upon the country the 
hot purpose of slaughtering the organic law, which is the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

f our possession of the Philippines is to be perpetual, as to 
which I must defer to the opinions of Senators who will occupy 
my seat ten, or twenty, or fifty years after I am dead, because 
nobody is ready, so far as I believe, to vote for their present aban- 
donment, they will contribute untold millions of dollars of the 
cream of our commerce with those people to the transcontinental 
railroads, 

Commerce and industry will have to submit to starvation, as 
they are now doing, to feed this unrelenting monopoly, this in- 
satiable horse leech, unless this Congress shall rise to the occa- 
sion and give to the people a competitive waterway through the 
Isthmus of Darien. 

In a few hours’ work we can do this, but we are not permitted 
to do that work because the steering committee of the Senate will 
hot allow it. They have placed this bill, like an air brake, on the 
Wheels of legislative progress, and have called a dead halt upon 
all canal legislation. 

The dent may be behind them; I do not believe it; yet he 
. in that paralytic condition into which Presidents even may 
4pse when they are candidates for reelection. He is in the hands 
of his friends, and his friends are in the hands of the enemies of 
the canal, Will the Senate submit to their dictation for the sake 
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of the power that may be contributed to the exchequer of a polit- 
ical campaign committee? 

This is a question for the people to answer, and their response 
willnot be uncertain orlong delayed. They willsay to the Senate, 
‘* You have passed canal bills not so meritorious as the Hepburn 
bill, in 1893 by 11 majority and in 1898 by a majority of 42 votes, 
when you did not have the certain basis of action you now have. 
What has happened now to freeze you into a condition of paraly- 
sis?” The answer to that question will have to be made by the 
Senate to an outraged people, 

I will not be responsible for that righteous demand of the peo- 
le. I will not wash my hands, as Pilate did, to avoid responsi- 
ility, or to avoid the appearance of complicity in a crime against 

mankind. I will take the part of the victim and prefer to die 
with the innocent rather than to aid in the triumph of the guilty. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether to say that I hope to pass 
the pending bill at the present session of the Senate. That de- 
pends upon the will of two men on this floor. If they are con- 
trolled by a determination that the sources of Republican revenue 
for campaign purposes rest with the great canal and railroad com- 
binations of this country and shall neither be cut off nor dimin- 
ished, then, sir, they will decide that the people shall not have the 
canal, But the responsibility rests with them, and if they so act 
it will rest through them upon the Republican party. 

I have not sought to make this a party measure, It has not 
been made a ee measure in any vote that has been given in the 
House or in the Senate heretofore. Here we find a bill presented 
that involves the discussion of the great question of the control 
of the Philippines, anticipating it in all its forms and conditions 
and for all time to come, pressed upon the Senate when it is per- 
fectly well known that we are not prepared and do not intend to 
act uponit; that no Senator herecan justify himself in the eyes of 
his own constituency by giving a vote for this bill or against it, 
or by voting for or against the many amendments that will be 
offered to it, under the present conditions, with the lights that 
exist upon that subject. 

We find the President of the United States armed and panoplied 
with all the power that is necessary to conduct all civil and mili- 
tary government in the Philippines. Noone has complained at 
what he has done. Noone has charged him with the exercise of 
power in an improper way. The country is satisfied with the 
manner in which he is proceeding, and with the authority under 
which he is moving. 

Under these conditions there can be nothing but harm in the 
disturbance of them. To substitute now a new source of power 
and authority for that which exists; to come to us and ask us to 
confer upon the President of the United Sttaes all the civil, mili- 
tary, and judicial power, including the power to legislate and 
appoint te office, to fight battles and raise armies and the like of 
that, to be exercised at his will and pleasure, is to make a demand 
upon the Senate of the United States that is so arrogant and so 
unseemly that any Senator would be perfectly justified in remain- 
ing here and spending all of his physical strength to the end of 
his days rather than to submit to such a movement. 

Sir, I repeat, the accusation is proven to be just against the 
Republican party; that while they are in favor of expanding the 
influence and power of this Government so as to give its benefits 
and its blessings to all the people who may be in reach of them 
through the providence of God, it has been proven in the case of 
Porto Rico and upon this bill that it will not do this unless it 
can establish that imperial absolutism which strikes down the 
powers of Congress and incorporates and lodges in the hands of 
the President all the powers of the legislative, executive, and 
judicial departments of the Government. 

I have waited to see how this thing would turn out. I did not 
speak upon that treaty, either openly or privately. I have not 
discussed any of the many resolutions which, by way of anticipa- 
tion and prevision, seek to arrange and fix the conditions of this 
country in respect of the Philippines, Porto Rico, and Cuba, in 
the distant future or in the near future. I have waited to see 
what the developments would actually be; and itis true, sir, that 
in the Porto Rican bill and in this bill imperialism raises its 
crest and demands the submission of the people of the United 
States to its authority, even though it may wreck every consti- 
tutional right that we possess. 

That is the attitude of the Republican party to-day, deliberately 
assumed and forced upon the President of the United States in 
the Porto Rican case, after he had made a firm and, I suppose, an 
honest and a manly declaration to the contrary. He was forced 
to recall his words, to change his attitude, to revoke his Presi- 
dential pledge to the world, at the behests of the men in his party 
who have hitherto and now intend, and will always hereafter in- 
tend, to confer upon the President of the United States cr any 
agents selected by them autocratic powers to govern at their will 
and pleasure and for their convenience and their satisfaction, at 
the peril of every right and privilege that has been secured by our 
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fathers under the Constitution of the United States to the States 
and to the people. 

They have solemnly denied the right of the people to trial by 
jury. They take up, for the purpose of increasing the revenues 
of acertain class of the people in the United States, certain trades 
and occupations and reward them by passing a special tariff law 
to apply to Porto Rico, peculiar to that country. They do that 
without any sort of hesitation. If that is not a violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, in my poor judgment one is 
not conceivable. 

And now when that great bill comes over from the House of 
Representatives, originated by one of the great leaders of the Re- 
mublican party of the United States and fought through that 
Touse with the vigor of a lion and with the courage of a great 
man, and when that bill comes to be considered here it is laid 
aside and thrown off the track, either for the purpose of making 
terms and agreements with canal and railroad combinations or 
else for the purpose of accommodating the imperialists and abso- 
lutists who record their opinions in the language of this bill, I 
am opposed to it. sir. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to give notice that I desire to take 
the floor and speak on the Philippine bill, which is the unfinished 
business, immediately after the close of the remarks of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER) is willing to yield to me that I may ask that the 
age bill, which is the unfinished business, may be informally 
aid — in order that I may call up the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state, as the Senator from Iowa wants to 

roceed with the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
»ill, that I have consented to allow that to be done. I suggest 
that to-morrow there is a special order, which will er take 
all day, and so the pending business before the Senate might be 
postponed until Monday morning after the routine business of the 
Senate. = 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think that isnecessary. It will be the 
unfinished business anyway to-morrow unless laid aside. 

Mr. TELLER. The reason why I have made the statement is 
that I do not wish to interfere with the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, who gave notice that to-morrow he 
wished to have the consideration of bills reported from that com- 
mittee. 


R Mr. BERRY. That was not to interfere with appropriation | 
ills. 
Mr. TELLER. Of course not; but the sundry civil bill may | 


get through in the meantime. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope so. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield the floor for the present, and will 
take the floor on the Philippine bill when the opportunity shall 
be presented, 


COLORADO DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Goegtestan votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) extending the time for 
of and payment on lands claimed under the desert-land law of the United 
states by the members of the Colorado Cooperative Casey in southwestern 
Colorado, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all 
of the Senate amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. That any person who has heretofore made entry under the home- 
stead laws and commuted same under provisions of section 2301 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States and the amendments thereto, shall be 
entitled to the benefits of the homestead laws as though such former entry 
had not been made, except that commutation under the provisions of section 
2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not be allowed of an entry made under this 
ones Tewton h jor to the f thisact, has madeentry 

“See.t at any person who, prior to passage 0! is " een 
under the homestead laws, but en any cause has lost or forfeited the same, 
shall be entitled to the benefits of the hom 
cnt? had not been made: Provided, That pu 
and in accordance with the terms of an act entitled “An act to vide for 
the sale of lands patented to certain members of the Flathead band of Indians 
in the Territory of Montana, and for other purposes,’ approved March 2, 
1888, shali not be held to have impaired or exhausted their Somumtend rights 
by or on account of any such purchase." 

. And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate to the title of the bill, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the amended title insert: “An act for the relief of the Colo- 
rado Cooperative Colony, to permit second homesteads in certain cases, and 
for other purposes;”’ and Senate agree to the same. 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 

THOMAS H. CARTER, 

W. V. SULLIVAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN F. Lacey: 
F. W. MO 
MARION DE VR 


Managers on the the House. 
The report was agreed to. anaiee 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, “” 


Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent that the unfinis)).) 
business may be laid aside informally in order that the Sen. 
= proceed to the consideration of the sundry civil appropriat; 

ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa as\:s 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporar 
laid aside for the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to . 
sider the bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry . 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jun, 
1901, and for other purposes, which had been reported from ¢\,, 
Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. ILask unanimous consent that the formal re,q 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the bill may be 
read for amendment, the amendments reported by the Commiites 
on Appropriations to be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and {}), 
order is nade. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was. 
under the head of “ Under the Treasury Department,” on pace 4, 
after line 16, to insert: 

For old custom-honse at Detroit, Mich.: For placing new elevator and work 
incident thereto in said building, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 2, to insert: 

For rental quarters at Macon, Ga.: For annual rental of temporary « 
ters for the accommodation of certain Government officials, ines 
sary moving expenses, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Quarantine sta- 
tions,” on page 11, line 1, after the word “stations,” to strike out 
‘‘at or near Fleming Key” and insert ‘‘in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, near Key West;” and in line 3, after 
the word “‘ and,” to insert ‘‘at;” so as to make the clause read: 


For the establishment of national quarantine stations, in the discret 
ey West, and at Mullet Key, Fla 


iar 
uding neces- 


quarantine station to the Navy Department for use asa coaling station for 
the Navy, $125,000. 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask the Chair whether this reading 
of the bill is simply for the purpose of hearing the amendments 
reported by the committee, or is it to act upon the amendments? 

he PRESIDENT ps tempore. Toact upon the amendments. 

-Mr. MALLORY. I desire to ask the Senator from lowa whether 
this proposed amendment, striking out the words ‘at or near 
Fleming Key ’ and inserting the words “in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, near Key West,” hasbeen presented to 
the Marine-Hospital Service? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘This amendment was inserted at the request of 
the Department. The Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service stated that the language “at or near Fleming Key” was 
too definite, that they were not quite certain as to the best point 
at which to establish this new station, and therefore they pre- 
ferred the use of the phraseology inserted by the Senate com- 


mittee. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, that is a very important 
amendment, and one to which I certainly must file an objection. 
Fleming Key itself is too near Key West undoubtedly for a quar- 
antine station. It is not quite2 miles from Key West; ani | 
think that, in the estimate of those le who have had some ex- 
perience in quarantine down in that part of the country, at least 
7 miles of open water ought to intervene between a quarantine 
station and an inhabited community. 

Unfortunately, I do not think there is any other place within 
easy reach of Key West that can be utilized for a quarantine sta- 
tion because of the difficulty of securing safe anchorage for sli). 
If vessels go into quarantine they have to be segregated from the 
ordinary shipping, and they must have a and safe anchorage. 
There is safe anchorage near Fleming Key and deep water; that 
is, water up to 23 feet; but, as I have already said, if located at 
Fleming Key or its neighborhood, it will be within 2 miles of the 
city of Key West, which has a population of some 20,()), and 
they naturally object to that. 

Tbe amendment which has been 
out the words “at or near Fleming 
read: 

For the establishment of national quarantine stations, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, near Key West and at Mullet Key, Flor'« 

It strikes me that that is conferring too important and wile 4 
discretion upon the of the Treasury. The Secretary of 
the Treasury knows nothing of that location, and I do not think 
the Marine Hospital Bureau, until I called their attention to the 
fact, knew that Fleming Key was within 2 miles of the city of 
Key West; and yet they propose to insert that language. 


roposed to that is to strike 
ey,” and to make the clause 
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[have received a number of protests from the people of Key | 
Westagainstit. You might as well put aquarantine station down 
here at the Eastern Branch as to put one at Fleming Key or in the 
peiguvorhood of Fleming Key, and to leave that with the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury, who, as I say, knows nothing whatever of 
the situation, is, I think, entirely too broad a discretion to vest in | 
. I proposed to the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice the following amendment, which he said he would recommend, 
and which; I have been informed, the Secretary of the Treasury 
was willing to recommend, which is, to strike out the language | 
“at or near Fleming Key” and substitute in lieu thereof the words | 
«near Key West;” after the word *‘ and,” in line 3, on page 11, to | 
‘ysert the word “‘at;” and at the end of line 7 to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

provided, That no such station shall be established within 5 miles of the 
island of Key West without the consent thereto of the board of health of the 
State of Florida. 

It strikes me, Mr. President, that that would be a very proper | 
course to take as a restraint upon the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Florida if that | 
suggestion meets the approval of the Surgeon-General of the 
Marine Hospital Service? 

Mr. MALLORY. He agreed with me to write to the Secretary 
of the Treasury and to the chairman of the committee on that | 
eubject. I would rather have it 7 miles, if it does not make any | 
material difference to him, than 5 miles, and I propose to so modify | 
my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Florida will strike 
out that part of his amendment which requires the approval of | 
the health board of the State of Florida, | 

Mr. BERRY. 
require that approval if the station was within 5 miles of the is- 
land of Key West. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the desk, 

Mr. MALLORY. I have changed it from 5 miles to 7 miles. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page |1,afterthe word “ dollars,” in line 
7, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That no such station shall be established within 7 miles of the 
island of Key West without the consent thereto of the board of health of the 
State of Florida. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not consent to that amendment unless 
it shall meet with the approval of the Surgeon-General in charge 
of quarantine or of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

We have amended this provision so as to leave a discretion as to 
the location of these stations, giving the widest range possible for 
a full examination of them. 1 think a quarantine station is neces- 
sary at both of these places, but I should not like to consent to a 
modification of the provision without further information. Iam 
willing that the amendment shall be passed over in order that the | 
Senator may secure the approval of the administrativo officers as 
to his amendment. 

Mr, MALLORY, I will sa 
Secretary of the Treasury will approve it, and I think from the | 
information I have received from the office of the Surgeon- | 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service that he will also approve | 


I understood the Senator to say that it wonu!d | 


Task that the amendment may be stated at 


to the Senator that I think the | 


it; but I am perfectly willing to let the matter go over for the | 
present. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Iowa, under any circum- 
stances, think that upon this subject of quarantine, which has 
been assumed by the General Government, there should be a pro- | 
vision which limits the entire operation of it to the discretion of 
a State board of health? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator is not intimating. even if the | 
Secretary of the Treasury agrees to the amendment of the Senator 
trom Florida, that the Senator from Iowa wi!l agree to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. The Senator irom Florida pro- 
ro to change the location of these two quarantine stations, | 

Ve inserted the provision as it appears in the bill at the request 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Surgeon-General of the 
Mariae-Hospital Service. I do not wish to consent to a change of 
the location of those stations without the approval of those having 
the responsibil 

Mr. HALE, 





‘That is right, undoubtedly; but also the Senator 
does not to have those words in anyway? 

Mr, ALLISON, I have so stated once. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. MALLORY] may think the Senator would be willing to con- 
sent that those words of limitation by the State authorities should 

‘serted if the Secretary of the Treasury thought fit. 

Mr. MALLORY, That was my understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON, I said to the Senator from Florida a moment 
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ago that I could not consent to the suggestion that in these mat 
ters we were to ask the approval of a State board of health. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. MALLORY. My amendment asoffered only undertakes to 
affect the location of the quarantine station at Key West, and not 
the one at Mullett Key. That is all right. I donot ob‘ect to 
that. Itis at the mouth of Tampa Bay and 3) miles from any 
community; but to vest in the Secretary of the Treasury discre- 
tion to locate a quarantine station within 2 miles of Key West is 
something that 1 do not think we ought to do under any circum 





| Stances, 


Mr. ALLISON. The amendment proposed here by the com- 
mittee is an amendment suggested by the Secretary of the Treas 
ury, no doubt nnder proper advice from the Surgeon-General, 
so as to give him a wider latitude. I take it for granted that 
that discretion would not be exercised so as to affect injuriousl) 
the citizens of Key West. So if the Senator desires the amend- 
ment to be passed over, | am willing that it shall be done, so that 
he may secure a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
subject. It may be that on further examination we may cesire to 
change the amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am perfectly willing to let it go over and 
let the Secretary's advice be obtained. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed we had his recommendation re- 
garding it. 

The reading of the bil was resumed at line 8, on page 11, and 
continued to the end of line 11, as follows: 

For quarantine station, South Atlantic: For accommodations for crew, 
$1,000; transfer barge, $1,000; crematory, $1,000; in #11, $8,0u0, 

Mr. ALLEN. I observe in the paragraph which has just been 
read an appropriation for a crematory, and I also observe the 
same language in another paragraph of this bill. I have the im- 


| pression that we should have some explanation of that matter 


from the Committee on Appropriations as to why, at these differ- 
ent quarantine stations.aud under what circumstances, persons 
Ll ask that question 


Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that crematories are necessary at 
the large quarantine stations for the purpose of destroying cloth 
ing and other articles which carry infection. I suppose so, but I 
do not know. This is a recommendation made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. I should think a crematory at such a station 
would be a very wise thing to have. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the substance of the statement of 
the Senator from Iowa to be that these crematories are necessary, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think they are. 

Mr. ALLEN. For what reason are they necessary? 
makes them necessary? 

Mr. BERRY. To prevent the spread of disease, 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not believe that Congress or any other 
authority is authorized to dispose of the remains of human beings, 


What 


| whether in the service of the United States or whether private 


citizens, without the consent of the relatives of those persons. 
Mr. ALLISON. The amendments of the committee are to be 
first considered, I will say to the Senator; and if he desires later 


| on to move to strike out, he will have that opportunity. 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand the committee amendments are 
first to be considered; but I do not esteem it my duty to offer an 


| amendment to this clause, nor do I esteem it the province of the 
| committee to incorporate into this bill as cruel and unusual a pro- 


vision as the one which is found here. It may be a matter of in- 
difference to the committee; it may be a matter of indifference to 
a great many Senators and to a great many people; but it is an 


| unnatural and an unusual way of disposing of the remains of de- 
| ceased persons. 
| that if a man is in the naval or military service of the United 


I do not for a moment assent to the conclusion 


States and dies from a disease that is contagious or infectious, it 


| is within the province of the Government to dispose of his remains 


in this way. 
That rule would not apply to the case of a private citizen where 
there was no assent of the relatives to a disposition of his remains 
in that manner. I donot know whether I can change these provi- 
sions, Mr. President, but I want to put my emphatic seal of con- 
demnation, so far as it may go, upon the absolute and, to me, in- 
excusable barbarity of incorporating a cruel provision of this 
character in any legislation. . 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, line 10, after 
the word “stations,” to insert ‘‘and the marine-hospital sana- 
torium, Fort Stanton, N. Mex.;” so as to make the clause read: 
Heating apparatus for public buildings: For heating, hoisting, and venti 
lating apparatus, and repairs to the same, for all public buildings, including 


marine hospitals and quarantine stations, and the marine-hospital sana- 
torium, Fort Stanton, N. Mex., under control of the Treasury Departinent, 
exclusive of personal services, except for work done by contract, $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert: 

Rockland Breakwater, Maine, pier-head light: For the construction of a 
light station on the outer end of the Rockland Breakwater, consisting of a 
stone pier supporting a small dwelling with a light and fog signal, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 12, to insert: 

Pollock Rip Shoals, Massachusetts: For additional amount for establishing 
a light-house and fog signal or light-ship at a point north of the bell buoy 
near the broken part of Pollock Rip Shoals, at the northeastern entrance of 
Nantucket Shoals, Massachusetts, $5,000. 


Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if this 
is in addition to the prior appropriation of $80,000. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 15, line 11, before 
the word “ dredging,” to strike out ‘‘and;” and in the same line, 
after the word “ basin,” to insert ‘‘ and repairs and improvements 
to buildings and grounds and erection of new buildings where 
necvssary to replace old buildings;” so as to make the clause read: 

Staten Island light-house depot, New York: For continuing the construc- 
tion of the sea wall, rebuilding wharves, dredging the basin, and repairs and 
improvements to buildings and grounds and erection of new buildings where 
necessary to replace old buildings at the general light-house depot at Tomp- 
kinsville, Staten Island, N. Y., $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 15, to insert: 

Delaware Bay light and fog signal: For establishing a light and fog signal 
on the new breakwater, harbor of refuge, Delaware Lay, $30, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 16,line 10, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘eighty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Sabine Bank light and fog-signal station, Texas: For establishing a light 
y fog-signal station on Sabine Bank, in the Gulf of Mexico, off Sabine Pass, 
$80,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 23, to insert: 

Toledo Harbor light and fog-signal station, Ohio: The Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into a contract for the construction 
of a light and fog-signal station to mark the outer end of the main channel 
entrance to Toledo Harbor, Ohio, at a total cost of $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 9, to insert: 

Grosse Pointe light vessel, Michigan: That the appropriation of $15,000 
made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved July 1, 1898, for con- 
structing, equipping, and outfitting complete for service a steam light ves- 
sel, with steam fog signal, at Poe Reef, Straits of Mackinac, Michigan, is 
hereby ee and made available for constructing. equipping, and 
outfitting complete a new light vessel for Grosse Pointe, Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 18, to insert: 

Head of St. Marys River, Michigan: For additional amount for establish- 
ing an additional set of range lights to mark the channel at the entrance of 
St. Marys River, $2,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 22, to insert: 

Grosse Isle South Channel range light station, Michigan: For building a 
dwelling for the light keeper at Grosse Isle South Channel range light sta- 
tion, Detroit River, Michigan, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 2, to insert: 

Grosse Isle North Channel range light station, Michigan: For building a 
light keeper's dwelling at Grosse Isle North Channel range light station, De- 

' troit River, Michigan, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 11, to insert: 

Relief light vessel for the Twelfth and Thirteenth light-house districts 
(Pacific coast): Toward constructing, equipping. and outfitting, complete for 
service, a first-class steam light vessel, with steam fog signal, $40,000; and the 
total cost of said light vessel, under a contract which is hereby authorized 
therefor, shall not exceed $80,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 19, after the word 
“district,” to strike out: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into a con- 
tract for the construction of a large, powerful, seagoing tender heretofore 
authorized for the Thirteenth light-house district, at a total cost not exceed- 
ing $120,000. 

And insert: 


For additional amount fo the construction of al . powerful, ing 
tender heretofore authorized for the Thirteenth light-house district, 20. 5 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into a con- 
tract for such construction at a total cost not to exceed $120,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, cn page 19, after line 8, to insert: 


Desdemona Sands, mouth of Columbia River, Oregon: For establishing a 
light and fog-signal station near the lower end of the Middle Ground e- 
mona Sands, Columbia River, Oregon, in addition to the unexpended ‘balance 
of the appropriation of $11,000, in the act of June 11, 1896, for Fort Stevens 
light and fog-signal station, mouth of Columbia River, Oregon, which is 
hereby reappropriated and made available for the hy and fog-signal station 
at or near the Middle Ground, Columbia River, $24, 


The amendment was agreed to, 











40, 


The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 18, to insey+. 

Slip Point light-house and fog signal, Washington: For establishing 
house and fog signal at Slip Point, Clallam Bay, State of Washingtor, ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 8, to inser; 


Joint light-houses and fog-signal stations in Alaskan waters: To en, 
Secretary of the Treasury to establish, under the direction and su; 
of the Light-House Board, joint light-houses and fog-signal stations iy A 
waters, $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 21, lino 8, after th: 
“lights,” to insert “including purchabe of land for same,” 41)¢j jy 
line 12, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “ twenty-;\, 
and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Repairs of light-houses: for repairing, protecting, and improy 
houses and buildings; for improvements to grounds connected there 
establishing and repairing day marks and _ pierhead and other bea: 
including pans of land for same; for illuminating apparatus and 
ery to replace that already in use, and for all other necessary incid 
penses relating to these various objects, $640,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ic 
may remember that I introduced an amendment to char 


} 
the 
characteristic of the Cape Cod light—if this is intended to eoyey 
that expenditure? It is a very rp sees change. 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand that the increase is made at the 
request of the Light-House Board. They appeared before us ani 
requested this. 

Mr. LODGE. They approved of my amendment to chanve the 
characteristic, and I wanted to know whether it was included, | 
supposed this amendment included it, because it is the exact 
amount asked for. 

Mr. ALLISON, It does include it, and was intended for that 
purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 3, after the 
word ‘“ dollars,” to insert: 

The Light-House Board is hereby authorized and directed to esta 
suitable lights at the mouths of Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the WV 

in Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 5, to insert: 


Lighting ship channels: For lighting ship channels constructed by the 
United States on the Great Lakes and their connecting waters, in cases where 
the interests of safe navigation may require, and where lights have not been 
established by law, $6,000, to be expended under contracts to be made by the 
Light-House Board. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 15, to insert: 
Porto Rican light-house establishment: To maintain existing lights 
island of Porto Rico, $60,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Life-Saving 
Service,” at the top of page 24, to insert: 

For one superintendent for the coasts of Rhode Island and Fishers Isla 
to be known as the Third Life-Saving district, $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 5, before the words 
** Long Island,” to strike out ‘‘ coasts of Rhode Island and” and 
insert ‘‘ coast of,” and in the same line, before the word ‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out “eight” and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For one superintendent for the coast of Long Island, $1,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 6, to strike out: 
For one assistant superintendent for the coasts of Rhode Island and Long 
Island, $1,200. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 25, line 9, before the wot d 
**hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ seven” and insert ‘‘ nine;”’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For one superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the coasts 
of Washington, Oregon, and California, $1,800; in all, $2) ,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was, after the word “ dollars,” in !11: 9, 
page 25, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury may change the serial numbers of the sev 
eral districts as may be necessary to conform to the provisions of this act 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Revenue-( utter 
Service,” on page 27, after line 24, to insert: 

For the purchase or construction of a suitable launch for the customs 
service at and in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg., $2,500; and the sumo! >." 
appropriated by the sundry civil act approved March 3, 1899, for constr wane 
such launch is hereby made available for the purchase or construction of the 
same. 

The amendment was agree to. : = 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 6, to insert: 


For the construction, or purchase, under the direction of the Secretary 


the Treasury, of a vessel to be used and equipped asa revenue cutter? 
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the third class for service on the St. Marys River, Michigan, for the pur- 
pose of yrotecting the revenue and enforcing the rules of navigation on said 
river, $37,500; and the total cost of said vessel, either by purchase or under 
a contract, which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Engraving and 
printing,” on page 30, after line 2, to insert: 

For rent of office now occupied by agent of the Post-Office Department to 
supervise the distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Print 
ing, at the rate of $50 per month, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 19, after the word 
‘‘jnstruments,” to insert: ‘‘and the lease of sites where neces- 
sary and the erection of temporary magnetic buildings;” and on 
page 33, line 1, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘to continue 
available until expended;” so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing magnetic observations and to cstablish meridian lines in 
connection therewith in all parts of the United States, and for making mag- 
netic observations in other regions under the jurisdiction of the United 
States, including the purchase of additional magnetic instruments, and the 
lease of sites where necessary and the erection of temporary magnetic build 
ings, for continuing the line of exact levels between the Atlantic, Pacific, and 
Gulf coasts; for furnishing points to State surveys, to be applied as far as 
practicable in States where points have not been furnished; for determina- 
tions of geographical positions and for continuing gravity observations, 
$50,000, to continue available until expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 2, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to continue available until expended; ” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For repairs and maintenance of vessels: For repairs and maintenance of 
the complement of vessels used in the Coast and Geodetic Survey, including 
the traveling expenses of the person inspecting the repairs, $20,000, to con- 
tinue available until expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, 

For purchase or construction of one small 
available, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, 

For one as#%tant, $2,409. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


after line 3, to insert: 


steamer, to be immediately 


after line 24, to insert: 


The next amendment was, on page 35, line 16, to increase the | 


total appropriation for salaries 
$114,060 to $116,460, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 15, after the word 
“two,” to strike out ‘‘clerks of class 3;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For two, at $1,600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 23, to strike out: 

For one, at $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Coast and Geodetic Survey, from 
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The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, after the word | 


“seven,” to strike out ‘‘clerks of class 1;” so as to make the 
clause read: 
For seven, at $1,200 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
total appropriation for pay for office 
Survey, from $144,040 to $141,640, 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Smithsonian 
Institution,” on page 40, line 4, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to in- 
sert ‘five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

American ethnology: For continuing ethnological researches among the 
American Indians, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding salaries or compensation of all necessary employees and the purchase 
of necessary books and periodicals, $50,000, of which sum not exceeding $1,500 
may be used for rent of building, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 5, to insert: 
_ For purchase of specimens to supply deficiencies in the collections of 
National Museum, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 6, in the clause re- 
lating to the National Zoological Park, after the word ‘ earth,” 
to insert the following proviso: 


38, line 11, to reduce the 
force, Coast and Geodetic 


the 
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The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 19, to insert: 

For construction of a boundary fence around the National Z sical Par} 
including the cost of five entrance gates, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Fish Commis- 
sion,” on page 43, line 13, to increase the appropriation for the 
salary of 3 firemen from $340 each to $600 each, and, in line 18, to 
increase the total appropriation for ‘* Office of Fish Commission” 
from $25,860 to $26,040, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 24, page 43. 

+l 














Mr. ALLISON. On line 22, I move to strike out **! per 
$1,080,” and to insert in lieu thereof ** clerk of class 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move to change the total accordingly, 
striking out, in line 24, “‘two hundred” and inserting ‘three 
hundred and twenty;” so as to read: 

Seven thousand three hundred and twenty dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 44, line 8, after the word ‘‘ three,” to insert ** one clerk 
class two; in the same line, before the word ** clerks.” to strik« 
out ‘three’ and insert ‘**two;” and in line 10, before the word 
‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ four; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Division of fish eultur Office: Assistant in charge, $2,700 
of car and messen ervice, $1,000; 1 clerk of class 3; 1 
clerks of class 1; | copyi $720; in all, $10,420 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 19, after the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ laborer, $340 ° and insert ‘* two laborers, 
at $600 each;” and.in line 22, before the word *‘ dollars,” to strike 

} out ** two hundred and forty ’ and insert ‘‘ nine hundred; is 
| to make the clause read: 

Leadville (Col Station: Superin ! $1,500; foreman 
culturists, at $0 i cilled la er, $ , labore at Sein I 
$480; in all, $6,900, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 10, afte: word 
‘dollars,’ to insert “fish-culturist, 5900;" and in line 1:3, before 
the word ‘** hundred,” to strike out ‘‘three thousand four nd 
insert ‘‘ four thousand three;” so as to make the clause read 

Clackamas (Oreg.) Station: Superintendent, $1,500; fish-culturist, $000; la 
borer, $720; 2 laborers, at $)00 each; in all $4,520, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 8, to insert: 

For establishing a fish-hatching and fish-culture ! 1 
struction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at »sI 
Idaho, to be selected by the United States ¢ nissio fi 
ies, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be n ary: 1 ded, I 
of this appropriation shail be used for the purchase of a 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Interstate Com 
merce Commission,” on page 54, after line 24, to insert: 

To enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to coll ind com) \ 
ten-year book, containin the statistica i tory of the I via 
United States, from 1891 to 1900, incl ve, $10 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of * Mis ane 
objects under the Treasury Department,” on | », alter lit 
11, to insert: 

Office of the Secretary: For additionala int rtwoa 
office of chief clerk and superintendent, to make their salai t 
annum, $o60. 


Provided, That the unexpended balance of the amounts, aggregating $8,000, 


heretofore appropriated for widening, grading, and regulating Adams Mill 
road from Columbia road to the Zoological Park entrance is hereby reap- 
ropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Commissioners of the 
istrict of Columbia; and that the control of Adams Mill road is hereby 
vested in the said Commissioners, and all proceedings necessary to purchase 
or condemn the land necessary to widen said road as authorized by act ap 
proved March 3, 1899, providing for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other wurposes, shall be taken 
by said Commissioners. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 25, to increase 
the appropriation for punishment for violations of internal-rev: 


nue 
laws from $75,000 to $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 12, to strike out 

Rent, Internal-Revenue Servi For rental of temporary quarters for th 
accommodation of the « ctor of internal: nue at Syra Den 

The nmendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 17, to inser 

For new machinery « ippliar for the new United St 
ing at Denver, Colo., $150.0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 8, before the word 
‘‘eounters,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert *‘ three; so as to make 


the clause read: 


Distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper 
portation, salaries of register,3 counters, 5 watchmen, | labor 1 
ot officer detailed from the Treasury as superintendent, $155.00 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was com‘inued to page 61, line 19. 
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Mr. ALLISON. On page 61 I move to strike out lines 17, 18, 
and 19, in the following words: 

No portion of the amount herein appropriated shall be used for operating 
a system of pneumatic tubes for the transmission of postal matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 61, after line 16, I move to insert: 

Operation of pneumatic tubes: For supplying necessary power, and re- 
pairs to power plants, for operating pneumatic tubes for the transmission of 
mail matter, court-house and post-office buildin Philadelphia, Pa., New 
York City and Brooklyn, N. Y., and the post-office and subtreasury build- 
ing, Boston, Mass. $20,000. 

Under the contract made with the pneumatic-tube people in 
these three cities the Government of the United States furnishes 
them the power, and is required to do so by the contract. The 
provision which was struck out on my motion excluded the idea of 
furnishing the power; but inasmuch as we have already agreed in 
another bill to continue these contracts for another year, it is 
necessary for the Government to make this appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 will say to the Senator who has charge of the 
bill that that provision, which was put on the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill in the Senate, bas not yet Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, but this bill is also now passing 
throngh its various stages, and at least the provision in lines 17, 
18, and 19 should be stricken out, in order that it also may go into 
conference. Should the conferees on the part of the House insist 
that no appropriation shall be made, of course the Senate con- 
ferees, with that clause stricken out here, would recede from this 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can see how that could be done. 
House conferees on the Post-Office appropriation bill objected to 
the Senate amendment, and the House probably will not put it in. 
But however that is, if the amendment put in on the Post-Office 
appropriation bill by the Senate becomes a law we are paying 

225,000 for a service that e body admits is exorbitant. 

The contracts to which the Senator refers are tentative con- 
tracts. They are not legal and binding. They were read and 
discussed in the Senate a few days ago, and they all depend upon 
appropriations. Those who entered into those tentative contracts 
aid it with notice that everything depended year after year upon 
whatever action Congress would take, and that there was no kind 
of a legal obligation upon the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, I understood that when we put the $225,000 
into the Post-Office appropriation bill that that covered absolutely 
all the expense that the Government was to have. I so under- 
stood it from the way the contracts read. But however they read, 
they are dependent entirely upon what action we take, and it is 
admitted by the president of the company that the amount we are 
paying is excessive, He made a proposition that if we would ex- 
tend the service, he would give it at a much lower rental. The post- 
office appropriation bill provides for investigating this whole ques- 
tion, with a view to the Government having its own plant. 

I am not myself in favor of appropriating another cent further 
than the Senateput on the Post-Office appropriation bill, and that 
is entirely toomuch, In my judgment it is more rental per year 
than the whole pneumatic-tube system cost to build it. Twenty- 
eight thousand one hundred and twenty-five dollars a mile rental 
is what the Senate voted here the other day. I have no idea that 
it costs anywhere near that much to build these tubes. How 
could it cost more to make a hole in the ground and put inita 
little tube than it costs to build a railroad across a mountain? 

Now, to come in here and appropriate $20,000 in addition to that 
for furnishing power to them, it seems to me is absurd. The 
amount we put in the Post-Office appropriation bill is entirely too 
large if it covered every expense. This looks to me very much 
like piling up money for this concern and putting it in different 
bills because we could not stand it if it all came in one bill. 

However that may be, Mr. President, it does not seem to me 
that there is any excuse for this provision going in here. I hope 
the House will disagree to the Senate amendment in regard to 
pneumatic tubes, and that we will have no more of them until 
the thing is investigated to know what it will cost to build them 
and operate them, and whether we are going to have to rent them 
or whether the Government shall build them. That provision 
will be made. It was agreed to-day by the conferees to put in the 
bill the provision for an investigation by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. That will become a law, and Ido not think we ought to 
do anything else. I hope the House will vote out the a ria- 
tion of $225,000 from the Post-Office iation 1, but 
whether it does or not, we ought not to add to that appropriation 


the amount pro: here. 
Mr. ALLISON. I sympathize with the Senator from North 
ration of the 


Carolina in respect to the cost of the o pneumatic 
tubes and the rent we are paying for them. But the contract for 
these three places requires us to furnish the motive power. We 
are now furnishing the motive power, and the motive power is in 
the public buildings of the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Our existing contracts, however, provide 
that they are subject to appropriations to be made by Congress. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. The existing contracts were made with): 
authority of law by the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, w)}, 
the minute he went out of office, accepted services as the attor), 
or representative of the pneumatic tube company. It seens ; 
me that if this appropriation is not made the contract cay 
modified to that extent, owing to failure on the part of Congres 
to make the appropriation, and that it would be very provident ; 
save this much money. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is only a question as to whether we s)}) 
carry out the contracts we have made or whether we shal! not 
so. It is the old question. I have no special concern about j;. 
| This being estimated for and being a part of the operation of {}).. 
tubes, we proposed to insert it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But do we not carry out the contract: 
the first place, the contract was made without any authority 
law. It was by an Assistant Postmaster-General who ;), 
parently was not any too straight. It provides that it is only ;. 
be binding in consideration of Congress making the appropriat 
I do not see where weare bound to make an appropriation to carr, 
out the contract, but we do carry it out in fact if we fail to make 
the appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theamount proposed to beappropriated is the 
amount given the current year, and it is all expended in the ub 
| lic buildings where the pneumatic tubes are now being operate, 
| These tubes are being operated in the various post-offices in |) 
cities named. I have no concern about it. If it is not the wish 
of the Senate to appropriate for these tubes they can say so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is on agrecing 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. {Putting the question 
The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to say a word on th 
amendment, if I am in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I wish to state that the conference commnit- 
tee on the Post-Office appropriation bill hasnot yet entirely agreed 
as to theappropriation of $225,000 for the continuance for one year 
of the pneumatic-tube service already under contract; and I wil! 
say to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ae if, in the wisdom 
of the two Houses, that appropriation shall stay in that bill, this 
amount of money will be essential for the conduct of the busi- 
ness—the $225,000 called for by the contracts with an agreement on 
our partto pay. We might just as well cut down the appropria 
tion for pneumatic-tube service to $25,000 and expect tocarry out 
existing contracts as to cut out this amount of appropriation that 
is included in this bill. 

I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Burien 
instead of calling for a division at this time, that he let the pro- 
vision stay in the bill now, and then if it be determined by the 
two Houses that the provision in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill shall go out in conference, this provision can be stricken out: 
but I suppose the Senator from North Carolina will concede, if 
the Senate and House shall keep the $225,000 provision in the Post 
Office appropriation bill, we have got to put this item in the bil! 
now pending, have we not? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator from Colgrado that. is 
I understand these contracts, we can appropriate only half of the 

225,000 if we see fit to continue this service for another year, 
cause the whole thing depends upon the action of Congress. We 
are not bound to appropriate a cent if we do not wish to do so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand. 
Mr. BUTLER. The whole thing depends on our appropriation 
Wecan appropriate $100,000 or $150,000 or $200,000 without viola'- 
ing eer The new contract begins with the appropr: 
tion. That is the way the clause reads, 

Mr. ALLISON. IJ withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment is withdrawn 

Mr. ALLISON, I also withdraw for the moment the amen: 
ment proposed in lines 17, 18, and 19, on page 61, so that t! 
whole matter may go over. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The action of the Senate wil! 
be reconsidered, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON, Those three lines in relation to the syste 
pneumatic tubes were struck out, and the item, by unanimo' 
consent, may be restored, ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the acti) 
of the Senate will be reconsidered, and the lines referred to w)!: 
be restored to the bill. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state that I gave notice a week ay 
that I would to-day at 4 o’clock submit resolutions in memory ©! 
the Hon. Danie, ErmMentRovt, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. I have no desire, however, to inconven- 
ience Senators or to interfere with the appropriation bill; and 1! 
the Senator from Iowa desires to proceed fora short time longer. | 
shall not object. 


In 





Certainly, the Senator is in 








1900. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will yield for a half or 
three-quarters of an hour. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
desires; but I hope I shall not be asked to es for a longer time. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 67, line 19, to in- 


crease the appropriations for compensation in lieu of moieties | 


from $10,000 to $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 12, to insert: 

For supplying the natives of Afognak Island, Alaska, with fishing nets, 
$3000. y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 5, after the words 
‘District of Columbia,” to insert: 

Under the supervision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe for the proper execu- 


tion of such laws and the investigation and hearing as to the rights of such 
Chinese and immigrants to admission into the United States. 


So as to make the clause read: 


contract-labor laws and 
idiots, and c c 
territory, $150,000: Provided, That one special inspector, whose compensation 
shall be paid from this appropriation, may be detailed for duty in the bureau 
at Washington, and hereafter the Commissioner-General of Immigration, in 
addition to his other duties, shall have charge of the administration of the 
Chineze-exclusion law and of the various acts regulating immigration into the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Colambia, under the super- 
vision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury and under such rules and 
regulations as he shall prescribe for the prover execution of such laws and 
the investigation and pearing as to the rights of such Chinese and immigrants 
to admission into the United States. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the change of law which 
is made here in regard to putting all matters relating to the 
Chinese-exclusion act under the Commissioner-General of Immi- 
gration is an extremely good change. I think that under that 
officer should be placed all the matters relating to immigration, 


and not only to immigration itself, but the alien contract-labor | 


laws and the Chinese-exclusion act. That office is for that pur- 
ose, and I think it makes a great deal better administration. 

also think it important that the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration should be the 
bill designs, and that he should be responsible to and act under 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and no one else. : 

I should like to suggest an amendment to the amendment of the 
committee, and I hope the chairman will have no objection to it. 
In line 7, instead of the word ‘‘ he,” I move to insert ‘‘ the Com- 
missioner-General of Immigration;” and in line 8, after the word 
“prescribe,” to insert ‘‘subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Treasury;” so that it will read: 

And under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner-General of Im- 
migration shall prescribe, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

He is the proper person, it seems to me, to make the rules under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is new legislation in this bill changing 
the law respecting the person who shall deal with the immigra- 
tion of Chinese and alien contract laborers, The Committee on 
Appropriations hesitated somewhat respecting its duty regarding 
this legislation. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar| 
called my attention to the amendment he now prapcene, At first 
it did not seem to me to be objectionable, and 
it will materially change the situation, but this is a very impor- 
tant question. 

The rules and regulations, it seems to me, should be made by a 
responsible officer of the Government haying charge of this im- 
portant branch of the service, and not by a subordinate. There- 
fore, on mature reflection, I think the language employed by the 
committee is wiser and better than the language proposed. The 
Commissioner-General of Immigration will, of course, be con- 
sulted and will have a part in the preparation of the rules and 
regulations. 


Treasury himself is not going to make these rules and regu!ations. 
Mr. ALLISON. I presume the Senator believes that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ought to be held responsible for them. 
Mr. LODGE, I quite agree to that, and my amendment holds 
him responsible; but the work of making those rules and regula- 


do not know that | 


1 will yield for half an hour, if the Senator so | 


persce charged with this work, as the | 
oO 








| gration. 
Enforcement of alien contract labor laws: For the enforcement of the alien | = 
to prevent the immigration of convicts, lunatics, | 
pergene liable to become a public charge, from foreign contiguous | 


knows very much more about this question than I do; but this 
only shows the vice of bringing into an appropriation bill important 
legislation without its first being considered by the committe» 
having charge of the question. Therefore it was that the Com 


| mittee on Appropriations thought it wise to retain in the Secr: 


tary of the 
he has now. 
I care nothing about the matter, but it seems to me that in a 


reasury, if this law is to be changed, all the powers 


| proposition to change the law on an appropriation bill those who 


favor it ought to be content with a reasonable revision. 

Mr. LODGE, If the Senator thinks it wise to strike it all out, 
beginning at the word ‘‘and,” in line 1, and leaving us to deal 
with that question in the bill which I think the Senator from Ver- 
mont has reported, I have no objection in the world to it. Iam 
perfectly willing to let the whole thing go and not legis'ate on an 
appropriation bill; but my amendment proposes to take no power 
from the Secretary of the Treasury; it simply provides that the 
person who shall make the rules under the approval of the Secr: 
tary of the Treasury shall be the Commissioner-General of Imini- 
We ought to have some responsible head of that Bureau. 

If we want to put it in an Assistant Secretary, let us mass it all 
under an Assistant Secretary and make him responsible; but we 
have got an arrangement here now whereby nobody is responsib'e; 
one man is overruling another, and the service is not good. We 
are adding very largely to the powers of the Commissioner-Gen 
eral, and I think wisely. I think it is in the interest of good ad- 
ministration, but it is not in the interest of good administration 
to have two subordinates clashing over these rules and regula- 
tions. One subordinate should be in charge of that department 
and responsible to the Secretary of the Treasury, not responsib!e 
to an Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator and myself donot disagree about 
this matter. What I want to dois to hold the Secretary of the 
Treasury responsible for the administration of these laws. 

Mr. LODGE. Surely the Senator does not think that my 
amendment changes it in that respect? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it does, because the responsibility is 
with the Commissioner-General of Immigration with the mere 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE. The Treasury rules can not be adopted without 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. The Senator 
knows very well that the words “under such rules and regula 


| tions as he shall prescribe” mean that the Secretary will depute 


the work to somebody else to draft those rules and regulations 
He does not draw the rules and regu!ations which are made for the 


| enforcement of the customs laws. 


Mr. ALLISON. He can certainly impose that duty on the 
Commissioner-General. 

Mr. LODGE, I want to make it clear in the law that we are 
going toimpose it on him. If we are going to have a Commis: 
sioner-General of Immigration, let him do the work for which his 
office was instituted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment submitted by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe| will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed toamend the committee amend 
ment, on page 65, line 7, before the word “shall,” by striking out 
the word *‘ he” and inserting ‘‘ the Commissioner-General of Im 


| migration;” and after the word ‘ prescribe,” in line &, by insert- 


ing ‘‘ subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury;” 
so as to make the amendment read: 


Under the supervision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner-General of Immigra 
tion shall prescribe subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the proper execution of such laws and the investigation and hearing as 


| to the rights of such Chinese and immigrants to admission into the United 


States. 
Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I do not concur in the sug 


| gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. Lopae] that the 


| whole provision should be stricken out. 
| the House requirement should be retained, putting the enforce- 
Mr. LODGE. My objection is just this: The Secretary of the 


| Commissioner-General of Immigration. 


] think it desirable that 


ment of the laws in reference to Chinese immigration under the 
As the law now stands 
the Commissioner-General of Immigration is an officer in the 
Treasury Department, under the control and supervision of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and he has charge, under the Secretary 
of the Treasury, of the administration of the alien contract-labor 


tions will be done by somebody to whom he will depute it. I | laws as well as the general immigration laws. 


think the person to act, subject to his approval, is the Commis- 


There has been a dual jurisdiction in the Treasury Department. 


sioner-General of Immigration; but if it is to be done by one of | The Secretary, through an Assistant Secretary, has administered 
the Assistant Secretaries of tho Treasury, then let us abolish the | the Chinese-exclusion act, while the Commissioner-General of 
office of Commissioner-Genreral of Immigration and make the Immigration has had the ordinary immigration laws, and lately 


Assistant Secretary of the Treasury responsible for that Bureau; 
do not let us have an officer charged with the specific work of 


the alien contract labor laws, to administer. 
The House provision is necessary. Of course the Commissioner 


regulating immigration and then have an Assistant Secretary of | General of Immigration has to perform his duties ‘under the 


the Treasury cal.ed in to make rules and regulations for him. 
That is what I object to. 


supervision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury.’ That 
is the first line of the amendment proposed by the committee. 


Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Massachusetts | Those words are unnecessary, because that is the condition of the 
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Commissioner-General without those words; but of course there is is | 
no objection to them. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
it was not clear to the committee that that would be true. The 
phraseology employed transferring these duties to the Commis- 
sioner-General of Immigration gives him entire charge of this | 
subject; and therefore, pro tanto, it would repeal the provisic yn of 
the law to which the Senator has referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No. 

Mr, ALLISON. It might; 
clear that it shall not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I donot object to those words. 
to show the Senator from lowa that there 
This is the language of the law: 

The Com: 
ury Depart 
Treasury 


and therefore we want to make it 


I only want 


issic 


ner-General of Immigration shall be an officer in the Treas 


When you increase his duties you do not take him out from 
under that control and supervision, 

Mr. ALLISON. You do not, unless the phraseology takes him 
out. There was so much doubt about it that we thought it better 
to insert phraseo'ogy that would be potential to keep him in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is not any doubt about it. But Iam 
not criticising the committee for moving to insert those words in 
the bill. 

[think theamendment proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts should be adopted, because I believe we ought to give th 
Commissioner-General of Immigration large and full power in all 
this business, subject to the control and supervision of the Secre 
tary of the Treasury. I wou!d myself be willing to have the 
amendment of the committee stop after the word ** Treasury,” in 
line 7, because I do not see the slightest need of the last part of 
the provision: 


and 


under such rules and regulations as he 


shall prescribe for the proper 
ution of such laws 


{ 


That is, the immigration laws— 


and the 
mig 

It is a mere reiteration of what is in the statute now. 
Senator from Massachusetts were willing, I should prefer to leave 
that all out, and leave the clause exactly as it stood, the doubt 
being solved which has been stated by the Senator from Iowa; 
but if we are to reenact this provision about rulesand regulations 
and put in special provisions as to ‘‘investigation and hearing as 
to the rights of such Chinese and immigrants to admission into 
the United States,” which investigation and hearing are already 
provided for by existing law and already take place under the 
existing custom, I think the Commissioner-General of Immigra- 
tion, who give ial attention to ths subject, should have the 
privilege, which the Senator from Massachusetts seeks to secure 
for him, of writing out the rules and regulations and having them 
adopted, provided they meet with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and not bein the condition of having an Assistant 
Secretary make the rules and regulations and getting them 
signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and thus be at a disad- 
vantage in the performance of the function of framing such rules 
and regulations. Therefore I wish the Senator from lowa would 
compromise this little question under debate by leaving out all 
after the word * Treasury,” in line 7; and if not, then I hope the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts may be 
adopt dd. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I hope the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will not be adopted, There are 
a number of members of the Committee on Appropriations who | 
ure opposed toenlarging the powers of the Commissioner-General 
of Immigration in any way whatever, and who especially thought 


investigation and hearing as 
rants to admi n into the 


of such Chinese 


to the rights 
United States. 


and im- 


sik 


8 sper 


that it ought not to have been done in a bill from the House of | 
Representatives making appropriations for the expenses of the | 


Government; but after a thorough consideration of the question 
and after consultation it was agreed toinsert in the bill the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, which still left the Secretary of 
the Treasury responsible for this work of making the rules and 
reculations. 

I think the committee amendment leaves the matter precisely 
as it should be. If we are going to enlarge the power of the Com- 
missioner-General at all, he ought to be under the supervision and 
control of the*Secretary of the Treasury, who should be held re- 
sponsible to the Government for carrying out the duties prescribed 
in the law. 

Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] has stated, this matter, which is new legislation, has 
not been referred to the Committee on Immigration; but the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts {Mr. LopGE] and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] are both members of that com- 
mittee. 
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is no need of them. | 


tment under the control and supervision of the Secretary of the | 


If the | 


May 25, 


I desire to state as chairman of the committee that my attention 
has been called to this provision, and that, in my opinion, this 


| whole system of supervision and control will be ineffective , null, 


and void unless the amendment of the Senator from Massach1, 
setts shall be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PerkKINs in the chair). Th, 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massa 
| chusetts [Mr. LopGcr] to the amendment reported by the Commit- 

on Appropriations. 

Mr. CLAY. Iask that that amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to ‘th 
ment will be again stated. 

The Secretary again read the amendment of Mr, 
| amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not think it makes so inn 
difference whether the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury or { 
Commissioner-General of Immigration shall prescribe the ru] 
by which the Chinese-exclusion act shall be enforced, j 
the vital question here is whether we are to nullify by thi 
vision the Chinese-exclusion act entirely and indirectly r 
for that is the legal effect in my judgment of the adoption 
amendment of the committee. In another place a bill is pe 
and is being pressed very strongly, for the repeal entirely 
Chinese-exclusion act. 

At the present time a number of important railroad 
are bringing into the United States Japanese contract In 
the thousands, bringing them into the mountain States, t 
coast States. It is quite evident that a spirit is abro 
circles to entirely nullify the Chinese-exclusion act and 
amendments and provisions and to permit this country to 

| flooded with a horde of people who are alien in religion, in 
| and in purpose to our populaticn. 

Il submit that this is rather a novel thing, at least fora 
tive body, by subsequent enactment to authorize som 
officer to prescribe rules and regulations for the enforce: 
statute, I doubtif in the history of legislation in mo 
an instance can be found where an officer is given pov 

| scribe his own rules and regulations for the enforc: 
statute, 

I had always supposed that a statute itself was the ful 
of the authority of the officer, and prescribed the ru 
own enforcement; but, Mr. President, it would seem tha 
now entering upon new things very rapidly, that we a 
| drifti: ig away from the ancient landmarks, and that no" 

not only have a statute prescribe certain things, but 
| then, have a subsequent statute authorizing some of 
duty it has been made to enforce the law, to prescrib 
regulations forits enforcement; which, being interpret 
means that he can enforce the law if he desires to do so 
nullify it by his rules, if he desires to do that. 

Mr. President, look at this provision for a moment 
matters are apparent as they are investigated: 

~ontract-labor laws: F 
labor laws and to pre ve ‘nt the imn 


| persons liable to become a public c! 
$150,000. 
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Then follows the committee amendmen 
Ur 


der the supervision and control of the Secretary of the Tr: 


I emphasize now— 
and under.such rules and re gulations as he shall prescribe for t) 


ecution of such laws and the investigation and hearing as to the 
( pinssoaad immigrants to admission into the United States. 


The whole thing is left under the caprice of the Secr 
Treasury, ‘‘under such rules and regulations as h 
scribe.” Suppose he failsto prescribe any rules; supp 
be of the opinion that the Chineseexclusion act is n 
lic statute, and, therefore, should not be enforced in its 
and, thus believing, he should refuse to prescribe on 
execution or should prescribe rules which would } 
that purpose, there is no power in this bill or else yhere to 
him to perform his duty and execute the Chinese exclusion act 
its full spirit and purpose. ; 

Then, Mr. President, we transfer a clear, judicial power by t! 
|} amendment from the judiciary of the United States, and of 
| States for that matter, to this administrative officer; we tran 
| the power of ‘‘ investigation and hearing as to the rights of su 

Chinese and immigrants to admission into the United States; and 
there is no appeal from what this officer may determine. 


t 


ru 
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If the Secretary of the Treasury—learned always, of course, in 
financial matters, possibly somewhat weak in his knowledge of 
jurisprudence—shall see fit, on investigating a given case, to saya 
given Chinaman is entitled to a residence in this country, that is 
an end to the controversy. It takes away from the judicial power 
of the nation its jurisdiction to inquire into the fact and adjudi- 
cate the status of one of these persons whose right to a residence 
in this country may be questioned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
jeld to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam trying to get light on this question, and 
Ishould like to know of the Senator whether, in his judgment, 
the power supposed to be given here, allowing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make rules and regulations, involves the repeal 
of the law or the modification of the law, or do these words con- 
template ee such official supervision and mode of procedure as 
would indicate how the law should be executed. 

Mr. ALLEN. The power to construe a law is a judicial power. 
It is not an executive or an administrative power. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam trying to get light from the Senator as 
to what his contention is—that the words ‘‘ undersuch rules and 
regulations as he shall prescribe for the proper execution of such 
laws” would give the Secretary the power to repeal those laws? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; it is a repeal of those laws. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ido not so understand it. Still it may be. 

Mr. PENROSE, I shouldlike to make asuggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. - 

Mr. PENROSE. Ihavealready yielded more than half an hour. 
I wish to submit some resolutions, of which I have heretofore 
given notice, and as the debate ‘gives every evidence of being 
somewhat lengthy, and there are other Senators who desire to be 
heard, I suggest that the Senator from Nebraska continue his re- 
marks to-morrow when we take up the bill, and that I be per- 
mitted to proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
upon this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands the 
Senator from Nebraska. ‘ 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE ERMENTROUT, 


Mr, PENROSE. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives in ref- 
erence to the death of my late colleague in that body, Mr. 
ERMENTROUT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in thechair), The 
Chair lays before the Senate the resolutions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February %, 1900. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profo’nd sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. DANIEL ERMENTROUT, ‘2tea member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opportu- 
nity may be given for fitting tribute to his memory. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transinit a copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, tas an additional mark of respect the House, at the conclu- 
sion of these memorial proceedings, do adjourn. 


ant _— ROSE, Mr. President, I offer the resolutions I send to 
e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
offers resolutions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deepand profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon. DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late a Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
iting tribute may be paid to his eminent public services and high personal 
character. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 





I desire, however, to retain the floor 


_ Mr.PENROSE, Mr. President, DANIEL ERMENTROUT was born 
in the city of Reading, in the county of Berks, in the State of 
ey vane, January 24, 1837. He was descended from a long 
line of sturdy, industrious, and substantial Pennsylvania German 
ancestors, His great-great-grandfather, John Ermentrout, in 1739 
came from the Palatinate and settledin Berks County. His great- 
grandfather, Christopher Ermentrout. his grandfather, John E. 
Ermentrout, and his father, William E. Ermentrout, were all na- 
Onn and lifelong residents, as was DANIEL ERMENTROUT, of Berks 
un 
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DANIEL ERMENTROUT was educated in the public and classical 
schools of his native city of Reading, at Franklin and Marshall 
College, Lancaster, and at Elmwood Institute, Norristown, Pa. 
He studied law and was admitted to practice in the courts of 
Berks County in August, 1859, He was elected district attorney 
of Berks County for three years in 1862. He was solicitor for the 
city of Reading from 1867 to 1870. He was elected to the State 
Senate of Pennsylvania in i873 for a term of three years, and re- 
elected in 1876 for four years. He was a member of the board of 
school control of Reading for many years, and was appointed in 
October, 1877, by Governor Hartranft, a member of the Pennsyl- 
vania statuary commission. He was several times chairman of 
the Democratic county committee of Berks County and was elected 
delegate to various State and national conventions, In 1880 he 
was elected as a member to represent Berks County, then con- 
stituting the Eighth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in 
the Forty-seventh Congress, and was successively reelected to 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, his serv- 
ices ending March 4, i889. He was again elected in 1896 as a 
Democrat to represent Berks and Lehigh counties, constituting 
the Ninth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in the Fifty- 
fifth Congress and was reelected to the present Congress. 

By inheritance and conviction DANIEL ERMENTROUT was preem- 
inently a Democrat and a typical representative of the Berks- 
Lehigh Congressional district, which is a stronghold of Democ- 
racy in the State of Pennsylvania, This district embraces some 
of the most beautiful, fertile, and resourceful parts of the State, 
and the inhabitants of the district are counted among our most 
intelligent, vigorous, and progressive citizens. Their history illus- 
trates their courage and their devotion to civil and religious 
liberty. The first settlements within the present limits of Berks 
County were made as early as 1704 by some English members of 
the Society of Friends, French Huguenots, and German immi- 
grants from the Palatinate. 

The Huguenots who settled in Berks County first endeavored 
to find a home in New York, having been obliged to flee from 
Frankenthal in the Palatinate, but were subsequently compelled 
to move to Pennsylvania on account of difficulties involving the 
title to their lands. The experiences of these early settlers were 
well calculated to develop a brave and hardy people. Settlement 
was begun in Tulpehocken in 1723 by some Germans who had fled 
from the Palatinate in 1708 and 1709 and taken refuge in England 
at the invitation of Queen Anne. In 1709, 3,000 of these refugees 
embarked at London in ten ships for New York. Nearly one- 
half of them perished on the voyage. The survivors arrived in 
New York in 1710 and settled at various points on the Hudson. 
While rejoicing, however, in the prospect of peace and pros- 
perity, they were suddenly notified that the lands which they had 
improved belonged to the State, and that they must relinquish 
them to the lawful claimants. Submitting to their adverse fate 
they removed to Pennsylvania, where they settled among the In- 
dians. The progressive and industrious Germans soon encroached 
more and more upon the Indians. Wars with the natives con- 
tinued from 1744 to 1764. The Indians devastated by fire and 
slaughter many parts of the country; hundreds of houses were 
laid in ashes; hundreds of persons were scalped and slain; and 
many, without distinction as to age or sex, were taken captives 
by the savages and submitted to tortures from which death was 
a blessed release, These troubles continued until the Indians 
were finally driven beyond the Allegheny Mountains in 177. 

The county of Lehigh, constituting the other county in the 
Ninth Congressional district, possesses characteristics in many 
respects similar to those of Berks County. The greater part of 
the early settlers were Germans, the present population is chiefly 
of German descent, and in the history of the county we witness 
similar struggles of the hardy German pioneers, 

The inhabitants of the district, being for the most part immi- 
grants or descendants of immigrants who removed from their 
native countries to escape civil oppression and religious persecu- 
tion, have always been imbued with sturdy American patriotic 
sentiment and have been foremost in all the struggles in the his- 
tory of our country. The Germans have given character to the 
district in language and customs. For many years the German 
tongue was almost exclusively spoken, and it is still used in social 
intercourse and religious worship by a considerable portion of the 
ss 

he schoolhouse has been reared contemporaneously with the 
church; secular education has gone hand in hand with religious 
instruction, and the schoolmaster is regarded second only to the 
pastor in the importance of his functions, The people are noted 
tor their industry, economy, and frugality; prosperity and thrift 
are found on every hand; the Moravians, the Dunkards, the Men- 
nonites, the Amish, the Schwenkfelders, and other German sects 
have contributed to create an intelligent, vigorous, and )rogress- 
ive American citizenship. 

The descendants of these heroic German settlers have developed 
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this fertile section of Pennsylvania until to-day it can fairly bear 
comparison in industrial and agricultural prosperity with any 
district of the United States. Much of this development has taken 
place during the lifetime of Dante. Ermentrovut. He witnessed 
the city of Reading, on the banks of the beautiful Schuylkill River, 
grow from a smal! town containing a few thousand descendants of 
Germans from Wirtemberg and the Palatinate into a at man- 
ufacturing city, containing nearly 100,000inhabitants. Hesawthe 
city of Allentown, inthe neighboring county of hisdistrict, upon the 
Lehigh River, develop from the same small beginning into one of 
the most beautiful and prosperous cities in hse ae ep He saw 
during his lifetime this magnificent section develop its great agri- 
cultural resources and its vast deposits of coal, iron ore, zinc, cop- 
per, manganese, and other minerals. 

Amid scenery unsurpassed he beheld the expanse of field, 
meadow, and woodland, dotted with farmhouses and barns, inter- 
spersed with thriving towns and villages, enlivened by the hum 
of machinery, the rolling of trains, and the smoke from the stacks 
of numerous furnaces, mills, and manufactories. Asa descend- 
ant of those heroic German settlers who here sought civil and re- 
ligious liberty, he could well speak with pride, as he was fond of 
doing, of this splendid culmination of their early struggles, of 
their industry, and of their progressive intelligence. 

In this district, which any man might be prond to represent in 
the Congress of the United States, DAanirL ERMENTROUT was hon- 
ored in a preeminent degree, and it is a remarkable fact that 
while he was a member of Congress his brother was elected by 
the people of the section as a judge of court of common pleas, the 
two brothers thus holding at the same time the two most impor- 
tant offices in the gift of the people of that section. 

DANIEL ERMENTROUT possessed a large measure of literary cul- 
tivation. He had an intimate knowledge of the English, German, 
French, and Latin languages; and he of course spoke the Penn- 
sylvania German dialect, which he claimed was often more vigor- 
ous and expressive than the English language. He had fine legal 
attainments, and might have become an eminent and successful 
lawyer had he not, like many another, been more and more taken 
away from the practice of the law by his absorption in public af- 
fairs. He was vigorous and tireless in his politicalefforts. Anan 
orator he possessed an impressive delivery and commanded atten- 
tion by the directness and vigor of his thoughtsand language. In 
politics and at the bar he was aggressive and fearless. He had 
many loyal friends and a wide and intimate acquaintance with 
the people of his district. He was an affectionate and indulgent 
husband and father. He had a sentimental appreciation of the 
beauties of nature, a love of friends, a fondness for good cheer, 
wit, humor, brilliancy of conversation, and many genial and ex- 
cellent social qualities. His career was long, useful, and honor- 
able. Such faults as he had will be forgotten; and the memory 
of ** Uncle Dan,” as he was familiarly called, will be cherished in 
cordial and re recollection by the men and women of 
the district which so often honored him. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, when I entered the 
House of Representatives as a member of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress [ found Mr. ErMENTROUT just entering upon his service as 
one of the Pennsylvania delegation in that body. Belonging to 
the same political party, we soon formed an acquaintance, and a 
friendship sprung up between us which lasted throughout his life, 
and when his death was announced I felt that again I had suffered 
that great misfortune, the loss of a friend. 

No matter how frequently the grim monster may invade the 
circle of our friends, each succeeding visit causes us a shock as if 
no such experience had ever come to us and as if we had never 
before encountered such a calamity. Frequent repetition accus- 
toms us to most things, but not so with death; his visits are 
always startling and always surprise us. There is an appalling 
sense of this terrible change, which we are never prepared for 
and which never loses force by the uency of its recurrence. 

While Mr. Exmentrovt's health had not been robust for a con- 
siderable time past, somehow I had never felt that there was any 
immediate danger of his passing from us forever, and when the 
fact was announced it seemed impossible that it could be true. 

We are never called to stand by the open grave of a departed 
friend but it brings back with vigor and force the great question 
of the Patriarch, to which it is said that the ages have brought no 
answer: ‘‘If a man die, shall he live again?” It is true that the 
development of science, the progress of learning, the experience 
of mankind have brought no answer to that great question. 

But it is well for humanity that by faith and inspiration a tri- 
umphant answer came from the same lips which propounded the 
question, which answer has needed no Raditional, 8 from 
science, history, or experience to convince those who believe in 
the truths of revelation, when he said: 

Oh that my words were now written! oh that they were printed in a book! 

That they were graven with an iron and lead in the rock forever! 


pen 
For | know that my redeemer liveth, and that he shall stand at the latter 
day upon the earth: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 25, 


r And though after my skin worms destroy this body, yet in my flesh sha) 
see > y 

Whom I shall see for myself, and mine eyes shall behold, and not anot)e; 

Nowhere in the bounds of human knowledge is there a mor, 
sublime truth, a grander hope, or higher eo than this tri 
umphant declaration by the man of God. It has comforted th, 
millions who have approached this great change, and it will shed 
light and happiness, comfort and consolation in the hearts an 
minds of millions yet to die. Mr. ErmEnTRovT lived an hones; 
and upright life, discharged his duty to his country and himse); 
and was ready to enter upon that higher life for which the pre. 
ent is but a preparation. 

There are not many left of those who began public life whey | 
and I did, and if those remaining can leave as clear a record . 
did he, when their time shall come they, too, will be happy in 
fitting end to honorable and useful lives. ; 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President,I am aware of the fact that it js 
usual and proper on an occasion like this to have something car: 
fully prepared. This is a time-honored custom and a necessar 
one in order that in fitting and proper phrase the sentiment | 
the speaker toward the subject of his speech shall be properly ex 
pressed. Iam, however, in a state of unpreparation; but [ a) 
not willing that the occasion shall pass without saying some few 
words in testimony of the high character and the admirable quali 
ties of my friend. 

I was a member of the House of Representatives when Mr. 
ERMENTROUT first entered it. I very soon became acquainted 
with him and recognized those fine qualities which betokened 
descent from a strain of the very best blood we have in this coun- 
try. He and his for generations wére born and lived in one o! 
the most magnificent and beautiful and fruitful sections of this 
great Union. He came from a stock that loved liberty, that had 
fied from one country to another to obtain it, and to-day there is 
not in all the breadth of this Republic a people so devoted to per 
sonal and constitutional liberty as the people of the county where 
he lived, and their characteristics made them naturally Demo 
crats. He was a stalwart partisan; not of that bitter charact 
that delighted in the faults of his opponents, but one who froin a 
sincere conviction of principle pushed his views with a!) th 
energy of which he was capable. 

He was a successful lawyer'‘and was frequently honored by the 
people in the line of his profession. He was a member of tli 
State legislature, and a member of Congress for six terms, and was 
elected to the seventh. Hedid not cultivate the graces of orator) 
but had an impressive and effective manner of speech that car- 
ried conviction to the minds of his hearers. He was devoted to 
principle. He never espoused a bad cause knowingly. Toa good 
cause he gave all the energy and zeal of his nature. 

Danret ERMENTROUT had amiable and sympathetic qualities: a 
little less of the phlegm of his people; a little more sprightlin 
than is common among them, but yet with all their sturdy quali- 
ties. He came from that section of the Old World that threw its 
— tribes across the Rhine and sent through France into 
the Roman Empire new vigor which maintained its dominav 
for hundreds of years. From his country came those conquering 
and colonizing armies who to-day occupy Great Britain, and who 
laid the foundation of the Anglo-Saxon race to which we belong 
From that part of Earope came a devotion to liberty, a love 0! 
personal equality, and a respect for women which has never been 
known elsewhere. 

All these virtues belonging to these people ErmMentTROUT hid 
inherited to a very highdegree. He was always truein his frien(- 
ships, faithful and loyal in his party relations, a good citizen, 
patriotic, devoted to his country, and in every relation of life was 
noted for his exemplary character. 

To those akin to him he has left the memory of a useful ani 
honorable life; to his friends the memory of a kind-hearted, sy 
pathetic, and amiable companion; and to his country the exam): 
of a public-spirited, patriotic, and devoted citizen. 


As life runs on, the faces change, 
And near the end 

The milestones into headstones turn; 
"Neath every one a friend. 


Mr. PENROSE, Mr. President, as a further mark of respec'. | 
offer the resolution I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. | 

The resolution was ery agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 5a! 
urday, May 26, 1900, at 11 o’clock a. m. 








1900. 


—_— 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


Speaker. ; ; 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
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The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read, corrected, and | 


approved, 
JACOB W, MOOAR, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3267) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob W. Mooar, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out ‘fifty’ and insert “sixty.” 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H, LANE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5886) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Lane, with Senate amendments, 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 

Line 6, strike out ““a member.” 

Line 8, strike out “ twenty" and insert “ fifteen.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET R. CLUNE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8559) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret R, Clune, with Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 

Line 3, after ‘‘and ” insert “ he.” 

Line 6, before “ lieutenant-colonel ” insert “ late.” 

Line 8, strike out “a” and insert “ her.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I‘move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE GARRETT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7418) 
granting an increase of pension to George Garrett, with Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF 


Mr, SULLOWAY. Mr.Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
- private pension bills and other bills on the Calendar, under 
the rule, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire, chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, moves that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of private pension bills and others, under the special rule. 

he motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, with Mr. Capron in the chair. for the consideration of 
private pension bills and other bills, under the special rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar—pen- 
sion bills and others—under the special rule, and the Clerk will 
report the first bill, 


BUSINESS. 


JAMES H. WATERS, 


The first bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 28) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of James 
H. Waters, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc , That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of James H. Waters, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge to date the 8th 
day of December, A. D. 1862: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolu- 
ment shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


. 

e CHAIRMAN, The report will be read in the gentleman's 
me. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Carron), as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 8, 28) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of James H. Wa- 
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ters, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do 
288. 

The aforesaid act was passed by the Senate February 24, 1900. The Senat 
Committee on Military Affairs made a very complete and exhaustive repor 
on said act, which is hereby adopted and made a part of this report 


Senate Report No. 309, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. | 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of James H. W 
ters, have daly considered the same and submit the following report: 

The bill (S. 28) authorizes the Secretary of War to remove the charge « 
desertion from the military record of James H. Waters, late a member « 
Company D, Sixteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge, to date the 8th day of December, 18& 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall become due or pay 
able by virtue of this act. Your committee obtained from the War Depart 
ment the letter of January 18, 1900, hereto attached and made a part of this 
report. 

"his report shows that this soldier, aged 22 years, was duly mustered into 
the service July 12, 1961, in Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Maseachusett 
Volunteer Infantry, as a private, to serve three years, and served faithfully 
to June 30, 1862, being present at all musters, and is pences on the suls 
quent rolls to and including February 25, 1863, absent, sick, and on the must 
roll of April 30, 1963, and the muster-out roll of July 27, 1864—his 
ing been dropped from the intervening rolls—is reported as having deserted 
at Newark January 3, 1863. The medical records show that he was admitted 
to the general hospital at Newark, N. J., August 20, 1862, with sunstroke (in- 
solation) and that he was returned to (i. c., pronounced fit for) duty on 
January 13, 1863, and that of the medical officers on duty at that hospital in 
December, 1862, and January, 1863, Dr. Samuel H. Orton and seven others are 
dead. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not care for the further 
reading of the report. 

Mr. STEELE, I would like to hear the balance of the report 
read, 

The Clerk proceeded, and read as follows: 


Nothing has been found of record to show that he was furloughed from 
hospital, or that he received permission by the military authorities to leave 
the service, or that he was physically unable to perform the duties of a sol 
dier at or about the time of his withdrawal from military control. 

It does not appear that any application for removal of the charge of dese 
tion and for an honorable discharge bas been received from the soldier in 
this Department, and in the absence of any evidence indicating that he was 
prevented from completing his term of enlistment by reason of physical dis 
ability incurred in the line of duty it can not be determined whether any 
relief can be afforded in the case under existing law. 

This soldier, in his petition to Congress for relief, under his oath, states in 
substance that he served with his company in peninsular campaign of 1862 
and about August 14, 1862, at Harrisons Landing, Va., he was prostrated by 
sunstroke and sent to the field hospital, and thence to the general hospital at 
Newark, N. J., arriving there August 20, 1862, and remained under treat 
ment there till the 8th day of December, 1862, when he was granted a pass or 
furlough by Dr. Samnel H. Orton, the surgeon in charge, to go to Nashua 
N. H., where his widowed mother resided, and was informed by Dr. Orton 
that his discharge papers would be forwarded to him. In a subsequent at! 
davit this soldier states that Dr. Orton always told him he would never 
fit for field work again. 

With this pass he procured transportation home and went there and ha 
remained there ever since, and has lost or mislaid such pass 

Three comrades testify to his conspicuous gallantry in four or five battl 
and to his fidelity and exemplary conduct as a soldier. Three reputable cit 
izens of Nashua, who knew the soldier prior to and ever since his enlistment, 
testify to seeing him on his return home and conversing with him, and that 
he told them he would remain at home, as he was expecting his discharge 
papers to be sent him. One of them asked him if he was to remain at home, 
to which he replied, “ Yes; [am home on furlough, and expect my discharge 
soon.” All testify to his appearance as a sick man, 

One reputable witness, Terence Duffy, testified: 

* That said Waters came home to Nashua in December, 1862, on account of 
iliheaith, from the hospital at Newark, N. J., having with him a pass or per- 
mit granting him anabsence of eight days, which pass or permit was shown 
at that time to affiant, who well and rele remembers having seen the same 
and having noticed the time of furlough therein mentioned; that said Waters 
at the time he exhibited said pass, then and there declared that he had been 
promised an honorable discharge from the Army, which discharge was to bo 
delivered to him during his furlough at home 

This is an exceptional case, in which the War Department under existing 
law would not have jurisdiction to remove the charge of desertion. His re: 
tention in the hospital from August 20, 1862, to December 8, 1862, shows pro- 
tracting and continuous effects of the sunstroke, fully justifying Dr. Orton 
in telling him he would never be fit for field duty again and that he would 
a his discharge papers sent him, and giving him the pass or permit to go 
home. 

The fact that he had such pass or permit is fully corroborated, and the 
statements he made on his arrival in Nashua about having the pass and rx 
turning home to stay and expecting his discharge papers to be sent him are 
fully and clearly established by four reputable affianta, and show beyond 
question there was no intention to desert the service. His open conduct and 
expressions carry with them proof of his innocence of the crime of desertion 
His high character, integrity, and honorable conduct and life are established 
by the offices, honors, and trusts committed to him by his fellow-citizens 

In addition, the affidavit of Dr. A. W. Shea clearly shows his physical cor 
dition to have been such that he could not have performed the duties of a 
soldier in the field without great risk of fatal results, especially in hot 
weather. 

Believing this case an exceptional one, and that a grievous wrong—in view 
of all the facts in this case—would be perpetuated upon this soldier and his 
children by this charge of desertion being left upon the records of the War 
Department, your committee report the bill back to the Senate favorably, 
and recommend its passage. 

RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 18, 1900. 

Sir: Referring to your communication of yesterday, in which you request 
tobe furnished with the full military and medical record of James H. Waters, 
late a member of Company D, Sixteenth Massachusetts Voluntéers, together 
with any statements in regard to any leave of absence or furlough given to 
him at Newark (N. J.) general hospital, and the names of the surgeon and 
assistant surgeon in charge of said hospital in December, 1862, and January, 
1863, [ am directed by the Secretary of War to inform youas follows: 

The records show that James H. Waters, aged 22 years, was enrolled and 
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name hay 
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mustered into service July 12, 1861, in Company D, Sixteenth Massachusetts 
Volunteers, as a private, to serve three years. On the muster rolls of his 
company to June 30, 1862, he is reported present, and on the subsequent rolls 
to February 28, 1863, he is reported absent, sick. 

The medical records show that he was admitted to the general hospital at 
Newark, N. J., August 20, 1862, with sunstroke, insolation,and that he was 
returned to (i. e., pronounced fit for) duty on January 13, 1863. He is re- 
ported on the company muster roll, dated April 30, 1863, and on the com- 
pany muster-out roll, dated July 27, 1864 (his name being dropped from 
the intervening muster rolls),as having deserted at Newark, January 3, 
1463. He never rejoined his regiment, although he owed service to July 12, 
1864 

The records show that the following-named medical officers, who were on 
duty at the general hospital at Newark, N.J., in December, 1862, and Janu- 
ary, 1863, are deceased: Milton Baldwin, J. A. Cross, Samuel Jessup, A. L. 
Lowell, Samuel H. Orton, George Taylor, B. A. Watson, and William E. 
Whitehead. The following-named medical officers were also on duty at that 
hospital in the months before mentioned, viz: John H. Janeway, whose post 
office address is No. 440 West End avenue, New York City: Ezra Ruling, 
whose post-office address is No. 84 Washington place, New York City; Wil- 
liam B. Pierce, whose post-office address is not known, and Benjamin A. 
Segur, whose post-office address is post-office box No. 760, Brooklyn, N. Y. 


Very respectfully, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Chief Record and Pension Office. 

Hon. F. M. CocKRELL, United States Senate. 

Mr. STEELE. There was so much confusion, Mr. Chairman, 
that I could not hear all of the report. I am willing to give the 
applicant the benefit of the doubt in the case, but in my opinion, 
from what I could gather from the report, if the man was really 
sick and unable to return to his regiment, the War Department 
has authority to remove the charge of desertion. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

BELLE BEAN, 


The next business was the bill (S, 4215) granting a pension to 
Belle Bean. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ae to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Belle Bean, widow of 
Leonard W. Bean, late of Company E, First Regiment New Hampshire Cav- 
alry Volunteers, and pay her a —— at the rate of $8 per month and $2 
per month additional for her minor child, Amanda F. Bean, until said child 
reaches the age of 16 years. 


Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report in this case. Isee it isa Senate report, and as I understand 
it the committee does not always examine very closely the Senate 
bill. In this case I ask that the report from the Senate be read, 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Driaas), as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4215) 
granting a pension to Belle Bean, have examined the same and adopt the Sen- 
ate report thereon and recommend that the bill do pass. 


{Senate Report No. 1009, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4215) grant- 
ing a pension to Belle Bean, have examined the same and report: 

Leonard W. Bean was a member of Company E, First New Hampshire 
Cavalry, and while in the service received an injury to his head, which cul- 
minated in the loss of the sight of one eye and partial loss of the sight of the 
other. He was first pensioned at per month, which rate was increased 
from time to time until the date of his death, March 14, 1899, when he was re- 
ceiving $17 per month. His health erptualy gure away, doubtless due, in 
part at least, to his military service. He di rom Bright's disease. 

His widow, claimant under this bill, realizing that she could not prove con- 
clusively that soldier died from pensionable disabilities, did not apply for 
pension under the general law, but made application under the act of June 
27,1800. This application was regected, for the reason that she was not mar- 
ried to the soldier until a short time after the passage of that act, and hence 
was barred from pension by its provisions. 

The writer of this report is acquainted with the claimant, and knows that 
she is entirely destitute of property and dependent upon her own labor for 
the support of herself and a minor child. Under these circumstances it is 
deemed proper and right to waive the technical obstacle in the way of her 
being pensioned by the Bureau, and grant her the rate of pension provided 
in the act of June 27, 1890, to wit, $8 per month, and $2 per month additional 
for her minor child. This is what she would have received in the Bureau of 
Awe had she been married to the soldier at the date of the passage of 
that act. 

_ Your committee report the bill back favorably with a recommendation that 
it pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
—- of this bill particularly, although it is outside of rules of 
aw, but I want tocall attention to the fact that the committee in 
this case have only adopted a report by the Senate. I haye fre- 
quently called attention to that fact, and have called attention to 
the fact that the committee do not examine and investigate as 
closely a case when it comes from the Senate as they do bills that 
come before theirown committee. In fact, it seems as if they only 
adopt the Senate report as theirs, and then expect the House to 
vote for it without even reading it or having any explanation of 
it whatever by anybody. , 

Now, in this connection, I want to call attention to a bill which 
assed this House, I believe, about two weeks ago—on May 11. 
t reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proviciens and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Andrew F. Dinsmore, late of Company 


E, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of §72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ae 
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When that bill passed the House there was no comment on it, 
The report was not read. I hold that report in my hand. It is 
Senate report adopted by the House committee. The report says 
that this man is helpless and unable to do anything; requires tho 
attention of another person all the time. Since the passage of 
that bill it has crept out that this man to whom we gave a pension 
of $72 a month is an employee in one of the Departments here, 
I believe the Interior, drawing a salary of $1,800 a year, $150 a 
month; and I understand—I do not know whether it is correct, 
and if it is not true I wish to be corrected—that he is also private 
secretary to one of the members of this House at a salary of $1,20) 
a year—another $100 per month. 

hat bill has very properly been recalled for reconsideration. 
As I have said, this man was already drawing a pension of $24 
a month, to which he is entitled; I think he ought to have that 
pension; but this increase of the pension to $72 a month seems 
to have occurred through an oversight. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the facts in this case in further vindication 
of the position I have taken, that when we are considering these 
ension cases the reports ought to be read, some statement of the 
facts ought to be made, investigation ought to behad. Weought 
not to pass through these bills at breakneck speed without first 
hearing the reports read or havinga statement of facts from some 
member. 

Bearing on this question, I want to have read an editorial that 
appeared afew days ago inthe Washington Post, areputable paper 
of this city, a paper supporting the Republican Administration, 
I hope the House will listen to the reading. It will be very inter- 
esting reading to some of us. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from South Carolina 

yield? 

: Mr. TALBERT, No,sir. This is a short editorial bearing di- 
rectly on this question, and I want to have it read. I am not 
talking to kill time or to block the business of the House. I want 
this article read for the information of members, as I think they 
need some such information. 

The Clerk read as follows from the Washington Post of May 22, 
1900: 





PRIVATE PENSION LEGISLATION. 


In arecent communication tothe Post Representative CALDERHEAD of 
Kansas indignantly repelled the charge made by this journal that abuse o 
legislative power had characterized the special legislation of Congress on the 
subject of pensions. The Post had stated its belief that, under our broad 
one poaees general pension laws, very few meritorious cases for special acts 
could arise. 

That belief has not been shaken by anything that Representative CALpEr- 
HEAD put into his peppery letter. And we may add that the opinion of the 
well-informed newspapers of the country, regardless of parties or sections, 
coincides with the Post's estimate of the work performed by the private pen 
sion mills in the capital. And further, for the edification of Representative 
CALDERHEAD and those associated with him in the management of thos 
mills, the Post again assures him and them that it has the approbation of an 
overwhelming majority of the men who did the fighting in our great war. 

Among other indiscretions in Mr. CALDERHEAD’S letter was a challenge to 
the Post to name a single case in which Congress had da private pen 
sion bill that should not have been enacted. The Post could easily name a 
long list of such cases, for it is a fact that nearly all private pensions are spe 
cial favors, and many of them are cases that are taken out of their proper 
classes in an unjust and offensive discrimination against the equally meri- 
torious who are drawing pensions under the general laws. Here is a case of 
that kind—a bill that went through the committee of which Mr. CALDER- 
HEAD is an active member, and is now a law: ; 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Seeeby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll qubgost to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Andrew F. Dinsmore, late of Company 
E, Third secre Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Mr. Dinsmore isa clerk in the General Land Office, drawing a salary of 
$1,800. The Post does not contend, and never has contended, that a pension 
should be suspended while the man who draws it is in Government employ 
ment. There are many pensionable disabilities that do not disqualify for 
efficient service in the Departments. The pensions allowed for the loss of a 
leg or an arm are quite inadequate for the support of a family. It is right, 
therefore, it is in every way fitting, to give the maimed soldiers such public 
employment as they are qualified for without eee their pensions. 
But a man who is totally disabled—and only such are entitled to $72 a month 
under the general laws—is, of course, not able to do any work, clerical or 
otherwise. But here we have a man who is receiving, and, presumably earn 
ing, $150 a month as a clerk, and whose name was on the pension rolls at $1 
a month, taken out of his class—taken from under the general laws and from 
the jurisdiction of the Pension Bureau—and jumped ¢ r cent to $72, the 
amount allowed by general acts to the totally helpless. From the report of 
the Senate Pensions Committee it appears that— 

“Andrew F. Dinsmore enlisted June 10, 1861, and received a gunshot frac 
ture of left thigh at the battle of Fairoaks, Va., May 31, 1862, for which wound 
he was discharged April 9, 1863. On July 8, 1863, he enlisted in One hundred 
and thirty-seventh Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and 
was mustered out July 11, 1866. His disability at time of this enlistment, as 
shown by the official records, was: 

“*Gunshot wound of left thigh, muscles depressed, use of the limb not lost; 
general ae — q 

“In June, 1863, he first made claim for pension for gunshot wound of thigh, 
and at that time was allowed a pension at the rate of $8 per month. Because 
of his reenlistment in the Veteran Reserve Corps this pension was droppe\, 
and after his second discharge it was renewed at $6 per month. It was 1 
creased to $8 per month September 4, 1867; to $10 per month September 1, 
1878; to $12 per month July 8, 1881; to $18 per month June 15, 1882, and to $*! 
per month March 3, 1883. - 

“On July 17, 1885, a reissue was made in his claim, allowing him $8 pe! 
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n from April 10, 1863; $15 per month from July 12, 1866; $18 per month 

momene 4, ist, and $24 per month from March 8, 1883." — : 

According to that report Mr. Dinsmore’s pension, on reissue, was made to 
cover the time of his actual service under his second enlistment. The com 
mittee’s report states that “he was last examined by a board of surgeons in 
this city April 11, 1898, and rated at $24 for gunshot wound of left hip, disa 
bility being equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot for the purpose of manual 
alx yr.” : ; ‘ 
7 Is there any reason or justice in taking a case like this away from the Pen 
sion Office and allowing 200 per cent more than the general laws allow the 
thousands of Mr. Dinsmore’s crippled comrades in arms whose disabilities 
are rated the same as his? The Pensions Committees of both Houses appear 
to have disregarded the report of the regular examining board, and to have 
based their action on unofficial testimony, which, if true, would prove Mr. 
Dinsmore altogether unable to do any kind of work. Yet the fact that he is 
drawing a salary of $1,800 ought to be pusitive proof that he is a very capable 
and efficient clerk. ; 

Whon Mr. CALDERHEAD and his associates have digested that case it may bo 
convenient to give other illustrations of the gross injustice and rank partial- 
ity which generally characterize their operations. 


Mr. TALBERT. That editorial appeared a few days agoin one 
of the fairest and best newspapers of the United States, and, as I 
nave said, supporting the Administration. I desire to insert, in 
connection with my remarks, the report of the committee on this 
case, making, as I have said, the statement that this man is utterly 
helpless, needing the attention of another person all the time: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3215) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


[Senate Report No. 604, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3215) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore, have examined the same 
and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $24 to $72 per month the pension of An- 
drew F. Dinsmore, of Washington, D. C., late of Company E, Third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

Andrew F. Dinsmore enlisted June 10, 1861, and received a gunshot frac- 
ture of left thigh at the battle of Fair Oaks, Va., May 31, 1862, for which 
wound he was discharged April 9, 1863. On July 8, 1863, he enlisted in One 
hundred and thirty-seventh Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and was_mustered out July 11, 1866. His disability at time of this 
enlistment, as shown by the official records, was: “Gunshot wound of left 
thigh, muscles depressed, use of the limb not lost; general health quite good.”’ 

In June, 1863, he first made claim for pension for gunshot wound of thigh, 
and at that time was allowed a pension at the rate of $8 per month. Because 
of his reenlistment in the Veteran Reserve Corps this pension was dropped, 
and after his swond discharge it was renewed at $6 per month. It was in- 
creased to $8 per month September 4, 1867; to $10 per monthSeptember 19, 
1878; to $12 per month July 8, 1881; to $18 per month June 1), 188%, and to $24 
per month rch 3, 1883. 

On July 17, 1885, a reissue was made in his claim, allowing him $8 per month 
from April 10, 1863; $15 per month from July 12, 1866; $18 per month from 
June 4, 1872, and $24 per month from March 3, 1883. 

On February 24, 1898, he made his last claim for increase, alleging a decided 
increase in the disability resulting from gunshot wound of left hip. This 
claim was rejected October 19, 1898, on the ground that $24 per month was a 
proper rate for the disability caused by the pensioned wound. 

In support of thisclaim for increase soldier filed the testimony of Dr. Harry 
Hurt, whostates that the injury is located in upper third of thigh, the damage 
to tissue, both muscular und bony. being extensive, as shown by the wasting 
and deformity; that a portion of the upper third of femur is necrosed and 
from it extends a large sinus, which is constantly discharging pus, causing 
an inflammation and producing more or less blood poisoning by absorption, 
and that the wound needs constant attention and is a menace to life. 

He was last examined by a board of surgeons in this city April HI, 1898, and 
rated at $24 for gunshot wound of left hip, et being equivalent to the 
loss of a hand or foot for the purpose of manual labor. The wound is de- 
scribed as follows: 

_ “Sear of entrance of ball on left hip,3 by 4 inches, discharging pus from a 
sinus leading to bone; scar is adherent, dragging, tender, with loss of soft 
and bony tissues beneath: another scar, circular, three-fourths inch in di- 
ameter on inner surface of left thigh, 6inches from center of groin, slightly de- 
pressed, but not adherent or tender, said to be due tosuppuration as a result 
of wound; another scar on inner surface of thigh, 3 inches behind preceding 
scar, 2 by three-fourths inches, slightly depressed, but not adherent or drag 
ging; left thigh atrophied one-half inch; no atrophy of leg; no shortening of 
thigh, but considerable thickening of bony tissue at seat of injury; no lame- 
ness in walking, but he claims that the limb gives out after prolonged ex- 
ercise.”’ 

The board also states that claimant has some rheumatism, which is rated 
at six-eighteenths, and a small cluster of varicose veins on left leg, rated at 
twelve-eighteenths. 

Evidence of physicians and intimate associates filed with this committee 
shows that claimant has 
many times being confined to his bed for weeks and months, and under med- 
ical care; pus from running sore accumulated, threatening blood poisoning 
and necessitating operations, of which he has had many; amputation was sug- 
gested, but it was found from the X-ray process that the ball had taken an 


upward course instead of being located near the knee, as supposed, and this | 


excluded all idea of amputation. 

During intervals between acute attacks he bas been entirely incapacitated 
formanual labor, and fora year has uired the regular daily aid and attend- 
ance of another person; his life will undoubtedly be shortened, and the wound 
is likely to cause his death; as age advances his powers of resistance become 
weakened, and now he is a physical wreck, and his bills for medical attend- 
ance have far exceeded his pension allowance. 

his soldier was severely and dangerously wounded and is now in a seri- 
ously disabled condition, so much so that he requires the aid and attendance 
of another person. His condition will not improve, but, on the contrary, as 
age advances the gravest results are to be apprehended. 

In view of all the facts your committee are of the opinion that the increase 
asked for should be granted. 


it — bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation that 


Now, Mr. 
the House, 


Chairman, I have stood here day after day entreating 
insterd of pressing these bills through like corn put 


been a great sufferer from acute periodical attacks, | 
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into a hopper, to have the reports read and explanations made, so 
that justice might be done and that no such bill as this to which 
Iam now calling attention might pass this House. The circum 
stances of this case are a vindication of my course, for which | 
have been criticised from one end of the land to the other, 1 
maintain that the reports all ought to be read before voting. 

I have asked gentlemen of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
whether they ae the Senate reports without investigation, 
and they have said ‘‘No;” but the circumstances prove that they 
have done so in this case; and if in this case, why, it has also hap- 
pened in many others. 

As I have already said, this man is entitled to his pension of $24 
a month, and I would vote to allow him to retain it; but it is an 
outrage upon justice and common sense and decency that his pen- 
sion should be increased to $72 a month when he is receiving, in 
one of the Departments, a salary of $1,800 a year, I dare say that 
if investigation were gone into, we would find that this House has 
passed hundreds of such bills in the indecent haste of members to 
get the votes of the old soldiers at the next election. I only want 
justice done to the old soldier and at the same time to the tax- 
payers, 

In regard to the circumstances of the present case, I repeat that 
I have been informed—I do not know whether correctly or not; if 
I have been informed incorrectly, I hope I may be set rnght—that 
this man, in addition to holding a position in the Department, 
and in addition to drawing a pension of $24 a month, is the secre- 
tary of a member of the Republican side of this House and getting 
a salary of $1,200a year. I do not state this as a fact, but I have 
heard it; and if it is not true, I would be glad for some gentleman 
on the other side of the House to correct me. 

Now, I submit, is it right, is it just, that we should sit here and 
allow such bills as that to pass? Why, sir, we have before us to- 
day numbers of cases in which our committee has adopted the 
Senate report. Yet we all know that at the cther end of the Cap- 
itol it does not make any difference what may be proposed in the 
way of pensions; it always goes. It almost seems to me that if a 
pension were proposed at the rate of $1,000 a month, it would be 

assed right straight through in that body without question. 
That is their rule. .That is their custom. That is their habit. 
And this House has caught the fever; and I am afraid it is getting 
to be the custom upon this side of the House to pass anything 
marked ‘‘pension.” I stand here to resist it and to request and 
beg and demand that we examine and scrutinize and investigate 
every bill that passes here, in order that justice may be done not 
only to the old soldier himself, but to the taxpayers of this great 
country of ours. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that hereafter no member of this 
House will object to having the report read. I hope that the 
member who introduces a bill and who is advocating it will 
demand that the report be read, so that the House may know and 
the country may know why we do this, that, and the other. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the passage of the 
bill at present under consideration, although, as I say, it is to be 
done upon a report from that august body that refuses no amount 
in that direction. 

Mr. SULLOWAY rose and was recognized. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
just come into the Hall—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do I understand that 
this is a bill to pension a soldier at $72 a month who is now re- 
ceiving $1,800 a year salary? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no such bill before the House. 
The gentleman from South Carolina has simply made a speech 
founded upon a newspaper statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I wish to say that I 
called at the office of the Pension Commissioner the other day, 
and the first deputy of that office told me that a bill had passed 
this House giving a soldier $72 a month who was receiving $1,800 
a year from the Government; and if that sort of legislation has 
passed this House, I think it is an injustice not only to the people 
of the country, but to the members of the House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will state to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that we “have adopted a resolution, sent over here by the 
Senate, by which we have recalled that bill from the President 
and probably it will be returned. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] will follow the details of legislation hereafter. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I said I 
had just come into the House. I think ‘‘the gentleman from 
Massachusetts” is not the only member who sometimes errs in 
the respect suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, SULLOWAY. I believe I have the floor for 1 moment. I 
want to say, in answer to this newspaper article and in answer to 


Mr, Chairman, I have 
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what has been said by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TaLvert], that when the facts are known it will be found that 
this man who was pensioned at $72 a month is, to all intents and 
purposes, a total wreck, One of his hips has been substantially 
removed, as I anderstand it, by reason of a shot wound, a 
wound discharging from that day until this, which hasto be dressed 
by a surgeon or attendant once every day, and aps oftener 
than that. He has held a position in one of the Departments, as 
a matter, I suppose, of charity. Many old soldiers are employed 
in the Departments. He was receiving a pension of about $24 a 
month. 1ere are hundreds of men connected with the Depart- 
ments for whom this Government furnishes positions to enable 
them to live, rather than to let them starve. 

Now, this man gets to the Department a part of the time. He 
has to be supported in a certain way while he is there. He has 
drawn that salary; but while I do not know the purposes of the 
Senate, I understand that their object was to enable him to live, 
to give him a pension such as his condition warranted, to enable 
him to retire from that place. That is all the foundation there is 
for this newspaper howl which is made aboutit. I think, when 
the facts are brought before the country and before you gentle- 
men, it will be found that the pension voted to that soldier was 
warranted and deserved; and if he is the private secretary of 
somebody, whose business is it? I do not believe it isa fact. I 
do not believe a member of this House wonld have a private secre- 
tary who has to be carried about, practically unable to walk, as I 
understand it. Itis not probable; but Iam not here to deny or 
to affirm. I do not know but somebody may have desired to do 


him a kindness. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have been informed that a member of the 
Invalid Pensions Committee has him as a private secretary, and | 
want to ask the gentleman why it is that he could not get this in- 
crease from the Pension Burean if he deserves it? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is one of the things God never in- 
tended I should know, why soldiers do not get what they deserve 
sometimes at the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam afraid God has very little todo with the 
gentleman's knowledge. [Laughter.] But I want to say that the 
Pension Bureau has surgeons and boards for this specific pur- 
pose, and they positively refused to give him any more than $24 a 
month. He undoubtedly deserves that and ought to have it, but 
why is it tiiat he is said to deserve $72 a month when he is able to 
earn $1,800 a year in a Department position and $1,200 additional 
as private secretary of a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is mere assertion and newspaper talk. 
You have no foundation for the statement. 

Mr. TALBERT. The newspapers did not say anything about 
his being pioete secretary to a member of this House. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. You have no reason to state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understand it is a fact. The Senate and 
House have both asked for the return of the bill, which was so 
outrageous that they were ashamed of it and did not want Presi- 
dent McKinley to sign it. I wish to say that this newspaper to 
which the gentleman refers is supporting the Republican Admin- 
istration, under which this legislation passed the Senate and 
House. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask a question or two regarding 
the biil before the committee. The other case is exploded powder. 
I should like to ask the gentleman whez: the act was passed deny- 
ing pensions to the widows of soldiers who married since 1890? 

Mr. SULLOWAY, You have reference to the act of June 27, 
1890. 

Mr. LOUD. Did that deny pensions to widows under those cir- 
cumstances? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It provides that the wife shall have mar- 
ried prior to the passage of that act. 

Mr. LOUD. The act of 1890 provides that? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. I would ask then, Why does the gentleman seek 
to = aside that act? It is the first case of this kind that I have 

of. : 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Oh, no; cases of this kind are not infre- 

uent at all. The probabilities are, as stated in this report, that 
this man's death was due to service origin. Now, if that is the 
fact, his widow is pensionable, but if she married him since the 
passage of the act of June 27, 1890, and his death was not traceable 
to service origin, or if the Department is not satisfied that it was 
of service origin, then they deny the — Se that 
this soldier's death was caused L disease in the serv- 
ice, and we have put his widow on the list at $8 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. |! suppose if I should die any time in the next 
twenty-five, thirty, or forty years, it might be stated that I died as 
a result of army service; but let me say tothe gentleman that the 
ponest which was read here seems to deny any probability of that 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. It states exactly the reverse, 

Mr. LOUD. What does it state? 

oo SULLOWAY. If the gentleman wil) read the report, | 
will see. 

Mr. LOUD. [I listened to it as carefully as I could. 

— SULLOWAY. Has not the gentleman the report bef,; 
im? 

Mr. LOUD. I have not the report here. 

Mr. GIBSON. The report shows that this man before | 
death was ioned at $17 a month, and his health gradua)), 
gave way, doubtless due in part to his military service. 

Mr. LOUD. But the Pension Department determined t)a: | 
did not die as the result of his service. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, That is true,and thai is what we are je, 
to correct. 

Mr. LOUD. And the superior wisdom of the Committee on |), 
valid Pensions, which can report fifty or a hundred cases a da) 
is of course correct, and the determination of the Department }, 
incorrect? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say that the Pension Bureau did not jas 
upon that question. She applied under the new law—the ac‘ 
1890—and did not claim that her husband died as a result of })j 
army service. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman think that if she did t}\; 
the better advice would have been to have gone back and ap 
plied under the old law and have gotten $12 a month? 

Mr. GIBSON. There is some force in that statement. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say that it is very easy to give an 
excuse in every case. I think there is no doubt in the wor)d })y; 

what this man who died a year or two ago died a natural deat), 
and that the Pensions Committee of the Senate and the com- 
mittee of the House. acquiescing in their action, propose, in (efi- 
ance of law, to give her a pension. 

Mr. MILLER. She never claimed that her husband's death 
was due to service origin. 

Mr. LOUD. And as the gentleman from Kansas suggests, the 
widow never even claimed that her husband's death was due to 
service origin. 

Mr. GIBSON. This isaSenate bill, and when a bill comes froin 
the Senate we do not scrutinize it quite as rigidly as we do origi 
nal cases. We think that some courtesy is due to the Senate: and 
when the Senate reports a bill and the case is apparently a desery- 
ing one, we do not sit in judgment upon the action of the Senate 
committee. 

Mr. LOUD. What can there be deserving in this case, if the 
law denies this woman a pension? 

Mr. GIBSON. It did not deny her a pension. 

Mr. LOUD. I say it does. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is just where we differ. 

Mr. LOUD. Otherwise she could go and get a pension. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Then we wold not report any bills at all. 

Mr. LOUD, I think the country would be wuch better off if 
you did not. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 
small minority. 

Mr. LOUD. But there is no doubt, the gentleman wi!! permit 
me to say in perfect candor, that here is a woman whom some 
member of Congress is acquainted with, or some of her friends; 

and through importunitices, this woman being denied a pension 
| under the existing statutes, they have here proposed to put her on 
the pension roll without any merit or claim whatever. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There is no reason in the world for that 
suggestion. 

Mr. LOUD. I make the statement upon the statement of a gen- 
tieman here that this woman is not entitled to a pension un ler 
the law, and I make the statement that the widow never claim: 
that the death of her husband was the result of his service: n'! 
hence we are making a simple donation to a woman who happen! 
to a man who had been in the service of the United States. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say that the 
gentleman has denied the statement I made a while ago, that tls 

tleman was the private secretary of a member of the Invalid 

ensions Committee. I say now, on authority, that he is the )r- 
vate secretary of one of the members of that committee. — 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I want tosay that I did not deny it. | 

Mr. TALBERT. If the gentleman wants it, I will name hin. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Name him. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I never made any such denial. 

Mr. TALBERT. I thought the gentleman did deny it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I said [ didnot know abont that. 

Mr. TALBERT. I said it was dangerous bo pet near the city 
walls, and the sons of Anak; but I have met and repelled them. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I never made any such statement. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr, TALBERT. I understood the gentleman to do so. 


That is your view of it, and you are avery 
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Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT, The report of the stenographers will bear me 

1 it. 
OrThe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 
* Mr. TALBERT. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. 
House, to himself, and to the country, to name the man. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr.S. W.Smitu. Now I have named him. 
If it is not true, let the gentleman rise and say so; and if not, 
forever hold his peace. eye 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, 


EMILY H. WOOD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9839) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. Wood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
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6043 


In line § strike out the words ‘the same to be.’ : 

In line 9 strike out the words “the pension * and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that; in the same line, before the word “now,” insert the word “is; 
in the same line strike out the word “receives and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ receiving.” 

The amendments recommended by thecommittee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELLEN M. MANSUR, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 4087) grant- 


| ing an increase of pension to Ellen M. Mansur. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily H. Wood, widow of 
Oliver Wood, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $35 per month, the same to be in lieu of the pension 
she now receives. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ brigadier,” insert the word “ brevet.” 

In line 8 strike out the words **the same to be.”’ 

In line 9 strike out the words “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that;” in the same line, before the word “now,” insert the word 
“is; in the same line strike out the word ‘receives’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ receiving.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read; 
and I hope every report will be read. I hope that the House will 
demand that every report be read, so that we may vote intelli- 
gently, and know what we are doing. 
justice both demand that we should not continue in this whole- 
sale plundering business, but know what we are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the gentleman's 
time. 

The report (by Mr, HepGE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9830) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. Wood, submit the following 
report: 

This = proposes to increase the pension of Emily H. Wood from $8 to $35 
per month, 

Records of the War Department show that Oliver Wood, the officer named 
in the bill, served as first lieutenant Company D, twenty-second Ohio Infan- 
try, from April 17 to August 19, 1861, and that he served as captain, major, 
and colonel of the Twenty-second Ohio Volunteers from September 2, 1861, to 
November 18, 1864, and as colonel of the Fourth Regiment, United States 
Veteran Volunteers (Hancock's First Army Corps), from December 29, 1864, 
% March 1, 1866, and was brevetted brigadier-general of volunteers March 13, 

865. 

Medical records of the War Department donot show any treatment of the 
officer during his military service. 

Emily H. Wood, now 70 years of age, is now a pensioner as the widow of 
this officer at the rate of $3 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, upon 
proof that she was married to the officer June 26, 1855; that she was his legal 
widow at the time of his death, and is in destitute circumstances, having no 
income or property except a small dwelling house valued at $300. 

The beneficiary also filed a claim under the general law, alleging that her 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and Kmitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen M. Mansur, widow of 
Nathan Mansur, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read in the gentleman’s 
time. 

The report (by Mr, SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


{To accompany S., 4087. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4087 
granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. Mansur, have examined the same 
and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do pass 


{Senate Report No. 1027, Fitty-sixth Congress, first session. | 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4087) grant 


| ing an increase of pension to Elien M. Mansur, have examined the same and 


| right ankle, necessitating amputation of his right leg below the knee 


I think patriotism and | 


| result of his military service. 


| the opinion that the increase of 


report: 

W his bill proposes to increase from $8 to $12 per month the pension of Ellen 
M. Mansur, of Concord, N. H., widow of Nathan Mansur, late of Company 
A, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry 

Nathan Mansur served from August 11, 1862, to June 17, 1865. At the bat 
tle of Deep Bottom, Va., July 27, 1864, he received a severe gunshot wound of 
Ho 
was pensioned for loss of right leg, and at time of his death was receiving a 
pension of $30 per month. He died of heart disease October, 19, 1808 

Claimant is 72 years of age, and was married tothe soldier in December, 
1841. She has never made claim for pension under the general law. She is 
now receiving a pension under the act of June 27, 1800, at the rate of $8 per 
month, granted ler April 19, 1899. All that she has isa small piece of prop 
erty which she lives on, worth about $1,500, and encumbered with a $40 mort 
gage. She has no income aside from her small pension, and has no one 
legally bound to support her. 

The soldier served long and faithfully and his widow is now advanced in 
age,andin need. There is also a probability that the soldier's death was the 
In cases of amputation disease of heart, doubt 
less resulting therefrom, is of common occurrence. Your committee are of 

vension to $12 per month is proper 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation that 
it pass when amended as follows: 

n line 6, after the surname * Mansur,” insert the words * 
Mansur.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is another one of 
these Senate reports. I do not believe that the beneficiary of this 
billis quite as enterprising as the beneficiary of the bill I have been 
talking about, Mr. Dinsmore, who is the most enterprising total 
wreck | have ever heard of. I would like to hear some gentleman 
make a statement whether he knows anything about this case, or 
whether any member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions knows 


widow of Nathan 


| anything about it, or whether they have just sat there, like mock- 
|ing birds, and allowed the report of the Senate to be crammed 


husband's death was due to disease contracted in the Army, but stated under | 
oath that by reason of the lapse of time and absence of knowledge of names | 


of officers who knew of her husband's disabilities in the service, she was un- 
able to file proof of origin and continuance of such disabilities; but she did file 


medical testimony as to treatment of her husband for about five years before | 


death for subacute bronchitis, and that his last and fatal illness began about 
one year previous to his death, and that death was due to a cancerous condi 
tion of the liver as shown by an eaten. 

The claim was rejected March 5, 1900, upon the ground of no record or evi 
dence of medical treatment in service, at discharge, or afterwards, until 
about one year prior to death, for the fatal disease of the liver; and the 
claimant having declared her inability to furnish evidence to connect same 
with soldier's service. 

There has been filed with your committee medical testimony showing treat- 
ment of the officer from 1882 to 1893 for a severe form of bronchitis, with par- 
oxysms of coughing and a sense of fullness and pain over the region of the 
liver and stomach; that later on, upon a careful examination of the abdominal 
organs, en] ent of the liver and spleen was found to exist, and that 
death resul from di of liver, due to malarial poisoning, which he con- 
tracted in the Army; also the testimony of a party who made her home with 


down their throats. I would like to know whether they know 
this woman was really a widow of anybody or whether she has a 
hundred dollars, a thousand, five hundred dollars, or a million 
dollars’ worth of property, I would like to know something 
about it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. I object without some explanation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TALBERT) there were 57 ayes and no noes. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha 


| favorable recommendation, 


the officer's family for a period of forty years, showing that upon the officer's | 


return home from Little Rock, Ark., at which place he had suffered a most 
severe attack of malarial fever, so that the surgeon of his regiment ordered 
him home to recuperate, he had lost all of his teeth from the excessive use 
of calomel and other drugs given him, and that his liver was also badly af- 
fected; and that almost every year from that time on to the date of his death 
he had one or more severe spells of sickness, attributable to his Army service; 


and that the officer was very much averse to asking fcr a pension, often hav- 

ing said in affiant's heari z that his service and life had been and would be 

ae as the disposal of the United States, and no claim would ever be made 
y him for @ 


Proof has also been filed showing that the beneficiary is totally without 
means of support, except the small pension of $8 per month. 

Your committee believes that the officer's fatai disease had its origin dur- 
ing the one service rendered by him, and thatthe relief sought for in 
the bill is y warranted, and the bill is reported back with the recommen- 
dation that it after the same shall have been amended as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ brigadier,” insert the word ‘ brevet.” 


JAMES H, EASTMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase 
nsion to James H. Eastman. 

he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Eastman, late of 
Company D, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr, TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN, The report will be read in the gentleman's 
time. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. SuLLowAy) as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11010) granting an increase of pension to James H. Eastman, submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier. who is now 73 


of 
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years of age, served asa private in Company D, First New Hampshire Cav- 
alry, from April 30, 1864, to April 13, 1865, when he was discharged on sur- 
geon's certificate of disability, “on account of chronic nephritis,” etc. He 
applied for pension in April, 1480, on account of an injury to left hip and sur- 
rounding parts, alleged to have been received by him in August, 1864, by fall- 
ing from the gang plank of a steamer at Boston, Mass., while detailed by the 
commanding officer to take charge of the horses and forward them to the 
front. 

In support of said claim the soldier filed the testimony of a neighbor who 
testified that the soldier, while getting his horses aboard a steamboat, fell 
and injured his hip, and that the deponent saw him at the time; also, the 
testimony of several comrades that be was sent forward with the officers’ 
horses two days previous to the leaving of the regiment; that when they 
embarked on the steamer Constitution he was found to be lame and disabled, 
the result, as he said, of having fallen between the steamer and the dock; 


also, testimony showing that thereafter while in the service he always com- . ns 
pher and other expenses, so that, in my judgment, at the close of 


pees of his hip, and several witnesses testified to the continuance of the 
ameness ever since discharge. 

The claim was rejected February 11, 1883, upon the ground that there was 
no record in the War Department of the alleged injury, and claimant had 
been unable to file the posoanaey prose of origin of said injury in line of duty: 
and this action was affirmed by Assistant Secretary Hawkins under date of 
August 20, 1888. 4 

The beneficiary is now and has been ever since July 17, 1890, in receipt of a 


o7 


vension of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1590, on account of total 
inability to earn a su a by manual labor by reason of injuries to left hip 
and thigh and right elbow. 

The last medical examination in the case, made February 4, 1891, found 
ana rated him $8 for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart, $8 for mala- 
rial poisoning, $16 for the injury to left hip. and §2 for injury to right elbow. 

There has been filed with your committee the affidavit of the beneficiary 
to the effect that he is wholly disqualified from labor; that the pension now 
received by him is insufficient to provide for himself, wife, and invalid son; 
that his wife is 79 years of age and unable to labor; and that he has been a 
county charge for ten years past; and these allegations of the beneficiary are 
fully borne out by competent testimony. 

This soldier was detailed to take officers’ horses to Boston prior to the de- 
parture of the regiment, and as none of his comrades were with him at the 
time it must of necessity follow that he can not prove origin of the injury by 
eyewitnesses; but, as stated above, he has by the testimony of a neighbor 
who was there with him at the time, and that he suffered from that injury 
when the regiment arrived at Boston to embark on the steamer, and such 
proof should be taken as sufficient to show line of duty; hence your commit- 
tee report the bill back with the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. I see by the reading of the report that it says 
‘there is filed with your committee the affidavit of the bene- 
ficiary to the effect that he is wholly disqualified for labor.” It 
seems to me that is insufficient testimony upon which to act, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill, or the 
chairman of the committee, if there is any additional testimony? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. There was no occasion for any testimony 
at all. The Bureau found that he was totally disqualified for 
labor and pensioned him under the act of 1890. The difference 
between the Bureau and the committee is that we find that his 
disabilities are of service origin. He is pensioned for the very 
disability that we recommend the increase of pension for, and it 
is admitted by the Bureau that he is disqualified for labor. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SARAH E, FORTIER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2020) granting a pension to 
Sarah E, Fortier. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, saber to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Fortier, widow of 
Joseph Fortier, late member of the Renville Rangers Minnesota Militia Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from and after 
the date of passage of this act. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

MARY C. GAGE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4040) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary C. Gage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and diected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary C. Gage, widow 
of Frederick W. Gage, late of Lieut. F. W. Cross’s detachment, Signal Corps, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I desire: for a mo- 
ment to be heard on the case of Andrew F, Dinsmore, about which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] has just ad- 
dressed the House. I should have spoken before, but it was the 
judgment of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
that as the case was likely to come before the House in a short 
time, it would be better to let the matter come up at that time. 
But I deem it due to the committee and to myself and the House 
to speak at this time. 

I desire to say to the House and to the country that I feel deeply 
interested in the case of Andrew F. Dinsmore, but perhaps no 
more than in other cases of this nature, in which I have taken a 
deep interest. It has always been a pleasure for me to render 
every oe service that I could to every old soldier, and I have 
no apologies to make for the same. Iwas a member of the Fifty- 
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fifth Congress, When Icame here my predecessor, Mr. Aitken 
had employed Mr. Dinsmore as his private secretary. He found 
this old soldier who was wounded thirty-eight years ago, and who 
has been a sufferer all these years, in penury and want. 

When Mr. Aitken’s term of service expired I employed yy 
Dinsmore as my private secretary during the Fifty-fifth Congress. 
and from the salary of $1,200 a year he paid for the services of 4 
stenographer at ae ge month or more, rented a typewriter at si; 

er month, and paid office rent and other expenses, and he has 
een my secretary so far during the Fifty-sixth Congress, 

1 desire the House to know that Andrew F. Dinsmore has not 
received the $1,200, but pays it out for the services of a stenogra. 
this year he will have paid out between nine and ten hundred co]. 
lars. What does he do to earn the balance of the $1,200? 

I have about 2,000 pension cases which, together with the aid of 
his wife and son, he looks after in the evening, after his day's 
work is done; and it is only just and fair to say that, owing to his 
physical and worn-out condition, this labor and service is fre. 


| quently performed, either alone or under his direction, by the 


wife and son. 

Is there anyone that begrudges this old soldier the little that he 
and his family save from this salary of $1,200? And I may add 
still further in this connection that whenever it is necessary for 
him to visit any of the Departments or perform any other service 
in connection with his duties as secretary during business hours 
the time which is used by him in performing this service igs 
charged against him, as it properly should be, at the Interior 
Department, where he is engaged as a clerk. 

ow, with reference to this man’s physical condition. I asked 
Mr. Dinsmore to come before the Invalid Pensions Committee of 
the House this morning, that he might make a personal exhibit 
of himself and the wound that he is bearing and has for thirty- 
eight years. But that committee paid me the compliment by say- 
ing, ‘‘ Mr. SMITH, your word is sufficient as to this man’s condi- 
tion.” 

Now, gentlemen, the facts are that he was so severely wounded 
thirty-eight years ago, and his case was so unusual and impor- 
tant, that he was ae a pg in various positions, prints of which 
photographs may be found in volume 8 of the Surgeon's History 
of the War. He has been an extreme sufferer during all these 
years. It has been the judgment of the best physicians he could 
employ that Andrew F. Dinsmore was liable to die of blood poi- 
soning at any time. 

I speak now with reference to the salary which this man is 
drawing as a clerk in the Interior Department. It is true that by 
reason of faithful and efficient service he is upon the roll at $1,800 
per year. But what are thefacts in connection with that? From 
three to five months in the year, and for many years, with now 
and then an exception, he is sick in bed, unable to earn a dollar, 
and during such times does not draw his salary. 

Last year, beginning with the ist day of August, he was con- 
fined to his bed for three months, and had the services of four 
physicians either in attendance upon him or in consultation with 
the others. His faithful and loving wife was his nurse, being 
with him day and night, and by reason of this service was obliged 


| to employ additional help in the house. When you consider the 


loss of time, the loss of salary, and the expense to which he was 
subjected for physicians, medicines, and other necessary expenses, 
it will be apparent to every member of the House that he could 
save but half or a little more of his salary at the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Owing to his physical condition he is unable to earn a living by 
manual labor. During the last eight years he has been without 
employment for almost five years of that time. He has no prop- 
erty save the furniture which is in a rented house, and he is in 
debt for a portion of that. But, happily, he is known in this com- 
munity, where he has lived for about thirty years, as an honest 
man, and is not without credit and friends. 

While I have not known Mr. Dinsmore more than two or tliree 
years, I understand that this has been his condition for many 
years, and I might refer to one or more of the trusted and respected 
employees of this House who have known him and of his condition 
for a great while. I[ a refer each of you to Major New- 
comb, who has known this man for twenty-four years. 

Mr. Dinsmore lived with the Major twenty-odd years ago. He 
could tell you of the sufferings this man has passed through dur- 
ing these years, of the loss of time to which he has been subjected 
when he was employed, and to some extent what it has cost him 
for physicians and other expenses. In connection with his many 
illnesses, I would like to read a brief statement prepared by Mr. 
Dinsmore only yesterday, with reference to his case. He says: 

I was wounded in the left hip, the ball shattering the bone and lodging 
against the pelvis bone, where it now is. 

Let me say that owing to the long period of time since this man 
was wounded the bone has practically wasted away, and last 
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year, when he was taken sick, his condition was such that, upon 
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examination by means of the X-ray, it was found that the bone | 


from the hip down to the knee was practically like a sponge; that 
pus percolates from the hip to the knee, which was the cause of 
his trouble last year, and for two months or more his limb was in 
a plaster cast. 

Nearly all the hip bone was removed, and what remains is diseased; acon 
stant source of painand danger to my life, as it has always been to my health 
The wound has never healed, and requires dressing every day. 

And I want to say that he requires the attention of his wife or 
some other person every day of his life in having that wound 
dressed at least once, and quite often twice; not only that, he is 
unable to dress and undress himself, owing to the condition of the 
wounded limb, it being practically stiff at the knee joint. 

The injured limb is nearly one-third smaller than its mate, distorted, 
slightly shortened, and the knee joint so stiff that the assistance of another 
person is ret uired to dress and undress. The! 
weight in Walking with safety. 





Yet let me say that if you saw that man, ambitious as he is 
to-day, walking with a crutch most of the time, you would find 
him occasionally bearing his weight upon that limb, notwith- 
standing he is being constantly advised by physicians that he is 
doing himself an injury to even allow his weight to rest upon 
that limb. 


At intervals ever since the war, more frequently in the past than of late 
years. I have been confined to my bed for months at a time with abscesses 
and other disturbances caused by this injury, and everybody knows what 
in and suffering such a condition produces. A month or two each year, « 
average, this condition has existed. I am assured by physicians that this 

ry will result in my death in the near future from blood poisoning, and 

a constant menace to my existence. 

The X-ray photograph filed with the Senate committee gives a good expo 

n of the present condition of the limb. Practically a useless limb, en 
dangering my life, causing constant pain and care, the assistance of another 
in dressing and undressing, props at night to enable sleep, constant discharge 
of pus, which reduces flesh and weakens vitality. 
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tain board with his family. I did so; and since I have been a 
member of this House my home has been beneath his roof, and 
twice a day at meals I have sat next to him. I cheerfully bear 
witness to the truthfulness of every assertion that my colleague 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Situ] has made this morning in regard to Mr. 


Jinsmore’s physical condition since I have known him. 
Furthermore, | have it on the authority of Mr. Dinsmore and 
also of his excellent wife that all of the 524 per month that the 
Government has paid him as a pension for the last twelve months 
has gone to physicians and nurses and has not been sul ent to 
meet the extra bills from this source alom Not one dollar has 
that man to show for the days and nights, the weeks and mont 
of suffering during the past year. Not one dollar has this Gov 
ernment paid him that he has not paid out in the attempt t 
relief from the torturing pain of a wound received in battle in 
fense of his country. 
More than that. After the time allowed clerks in Governmne 


service as a vacation had expired, his pay was stopped, but the 
current expenses continued and the unpaid bills accumulated. 


His regular physician visited him as often as three times ada 
A consultation of physicians decided that to unjoint the leg at the 
hip, as would have to be done, was almost certain dea und not 
to do it left the chances of life but little better, For two months 
of the heated term last year he lay with the wounded na 
plaster cast, and all of that time, as weil as before and after, su 


tered intensely. 
I have it on the authority of his wife, a noble woman, and on 


the authority of himself—and if any doubt, bring him h 
such examine for themselves the suppurative wound—that every 
| single day of his life a large piece of cotton battin 3; saturated 
with pus that comes from the diseased bone shattered by t! 
| leaden bullet. To illustrate his physical condition: Last Sunday 
1 had a friend here from Michigan who had never seen this build 


And here let me add that at the Department where he works | 


he has been obliged to fix up some contrivance upon which his 
limb rests while he performs his labor there. 


-degree. Ifite 





In other words, it makes life a misery in a larg: 
putated without the loss of my life, Il would return the pension I now 
receive and feel very glad that I could live a while with pain and suffer 
ing. Lastsummer the pus percolated through the bone to the knee joint, 
causing inflamation of it. The attendance of two and sometimes three sur 
geons was had from August 1. 

I was confined to my bed because of this for three month 
time amputation was seriously contemplated, 
pl 


ild be am 








, during which 
and the limb was kept in a 
ter cast for two months to prevent contraction of the muscles. T 

as only one of the many similar experiences since the war 
can repay me for the loss of time and suffering it has entailed. 
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and no money 


In brief, gentlemen, this is the statement of the Dinsmore case. 
There are times when, according to the strict construction of the 
law, possibly he is not entitled to more than $50 a month; but I 
did not believe, nor do I believe now, that owing to his condition 
and the frequency with which he is confined to his house and his 
hed, requiring the constant aid and attention of another person 
or persons, that $72 a month is any more than he is justly en- 
titled to. 

[ find no fault; but I beg you to remember that there are many 
similar cases where parties are drawing $72 a month by special 
act whose cases do not possess the merit which th’s one does. I 
will not stop to specify; many of them are well known to all of 
you. lonly ask that justice may be done this man. 

| owe the suggestion to the gentleman to whom I referred a 
noment ago, Major Newcomb, that if permission could be ob- 
tained for this man to come into the lobby of the House, where 
every member could witness with his own eyes, if he chose to do so, 
the condition of this man, they would better appreciate what I say. 
And while he is not desirous of placing himself on exhibition, I 


believe that every member of this body, without regard to politics, 


desires todo this man justice; and when the time comes, if it does, | 


to reconsider this matter, and you with your own eyes desire to 
see thisman’s physical condition and judge for yourselves whether 
or not he is entitled to $72 a month, we shall be pleased to present 
him here, 

Gentlemen, I thank you for the atten 
tome, [Applause. | 
_ dir, GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I would like the 
mcuigence of the House just for a few moments on this case. | 
would have spoken earlier, but the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions desired that the time should be used in the consideration 
of bills on the Calendar, and I deferred to his wishes. So much 


tion which you have given 


has been said on this question that I feel it due to myself at this | 


time, as well as to Andrew F. Dinsmore, to speak. I could not 

excuse myself if I longer sat here withholding from the members 

of this House what | know from personal knowledge of this badly 

wounded and suffering soldier. 

_leame to this city having no acquaintance whatever with Mr. 
imsmore, I was advised by a mutual friend to see if I could ob- 


ing and the grounds about it. 


After dinner I said to Mr. Dirsmore and his wife. ‘‘ IT wish you 


would go down to the Capitol with me and my frien With tl 
aid of his crutch he walked three-fourths of a block to t street 
car line. From the Fourteenth street line we walked up to and 
around this building to the Pennsylvania avenue li \ e we 
took the car for home. We were not gone from the hor to 
ceed two hours. That night he had the rigors, as his v t 
me he always does when he overexerts himself. 

The next morning as he sat at the table I was next tol I 
noticed that his eyes were deep set and that there were dat 
cles about them. Sleep went from him, pain seized 1 him, 
and the icy chill, like that of a wintry night, held him in its grip; 
and yet this man, receiving eighteen hundred dollarsa y \ i 
inéuch pain that he could eat no breakfast, when he oucht to 
have been in bed, got up and by the aid of his crutch h to 
the cars and went to the office and served this Government 
chief of a division, putting that wounded, diseased, painful! lee in 
a contrivance made to hold it while he sits ther at 


which will pay for the daily sustenance of hi 
child, and himself, 
The Government does not pay him anything if you take ont 


s wife, | minor 





the doctor bills and nurse hire; nothing for ! MK g fol 
care, nothing for the ceaseless anxiety that hangs over that house 
hold. The shadow of death hangs over him: for his physician 
| says that blood poison is liable tosetin at any time and sndde1 
terminate his life. I know what I am talking about, a i cha 
lenge gentlemen to prove the contrary. ‘There is not a man on 
the floor of this House who would take this man’s \ 
bear them and his painand suffering, with constantly thre 
death, for $200—aye, not for $500—a month. 

There are some things that you can not pay in dollars and cents 
and that is one of them. No, I speak not to advoc ‘ 
sions. I wish to say to my friend from South Carol | 
BERT] that if you knew that man as I know him, ex 
soldier as you are, you would not utter one syllable in « 
tion. You would say this Government never, never « pay that 
man for what he did forit. [Applause. 

| Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to ¢ r into 
any controversy with the two gentlemen from Mi 
SAMUEL W. Smits and Mr. GARDNER}. I am willil 
what they have asserted in regard to th md n ) 
more. Let them-take either horn of t) lilemma | | r 
true, I can not understand how it is that he has no B 
that pension at the Pension Burean, presided over ly 
sioner of your own Administration’s choice, under a ] n 
Administration. The report says that he has proven this f oO 
that Bureau. This being the case, the Bureau should have given 
him the limit: should have given him $72 a month. I would 8 
voted for it after learning his condition. That is my posit n 
regard to thisman. But, Mr. Chairman, I can not u : 
and you can not make the intelligent men of this H: under 

| stand, how it is that a man who is such a physical wreck caneara 
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$3,000 by his daily labor. That is the question to which I have 
addressed myself. If he is a physical wreck, he ought to have 
been given the $72 a month. In this case he would be unable to 
earn $3,000 a year. 

Mr. Samue. W. SMITH rose. 

Mr. TALBERT. In addition to his $1,800 a year, the gentle- 
man has employed him as his private secretary, with all his aches 
and wounds-—— 

Mr. Henry C. SMITH rose. 

Mr. TALBERT, You give your case away when you come 
here and state all of these things. The true policy would have 
been for your Administration and your Commissioner of Pensions to 
have given him $72 a month, to have prevented him from having 
to go upon his crutches in excruciating pain to make a living for 
himself and his family, as you have stated. The facts you have 
stated ought to condemn your Administration forever for injus- 
tice to this old soldier, with all your hypocrisy and pharisaism 
about love for the old soldier. 

Mr. HENRY ©. SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. poet. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Isit not true that Justice Long, of the 
supreme court of the State of Michigan, while receiving a salary 
of $7,000 a year, draws a pension of $140 a month, and did he not 
have a mandamus proceeding against Commissioner Lochren to 
be reinstated on the rolls after he had been suspended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Twowrongs do not make one right, The gen- 
tleman asks now because one man is robbing and plundering the 
Government, unjustly and unmeritoriously, that another man be 
placed on the pension roll and receive a pension. That is the 
troub!e about this indiscriminate granting of pensions. One man 

ets in and another man wants to get in. embers have their 
friends, and they will not vote against each other. They will not 
have the reports read, because they sit here like dummies, saying 
‘*Oh, they will reach my case next.” That is what is the matter. 
You want to do a dozen wrongs to make one right, and you want 
to continue to do wrong in order that your own cases may be favor- 
ably acted upon. 

I want to see justice done by tbe old soldier, and I will help do 
it every time, if I can, but i do not want to give any soldier 
what he does not deserve. If this man is so unmercifully wrecked, 
your Administration ought to be damned and turned out by the 
old soldiers, because you compel this man with all these pains and 
wounds to earn his own living. You ought to be ashamed of 
yourselves—and it proves that you are hypocritical and phari- 
saical when you talk about your love for the old soldier. 

I am glad that both the gentlemen from Michigan have said 
what they have said. You have done this old soldier a wrong. 
Bring him here, prove these things, and I for one will vote to give 
him a pension of $72 a month, and take him out of the Interior 
Depariment, and to give the gentleman another secretary. I 
would be willing to give him a little more, so he need not be go- 
ing about in all this pain, hobbling around on his crutch, as 
these gentlemen have said, to earn a living. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Did the gentleman understand the 
explanation that was made with reference to the $1,200 a year? 

Mr. TALBERT. I know that is what a private secretary gets. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes; but do you know how much 
of that he pays out for assistance? 

Mr. TALBERT. Why not hire a stenographer at once and let 
the old fellow rest? Let us give him $72 per month and take him 
out of the Interior Department and out of his suffering; and if 
that is not enough, let us give hima little more. He is a grand 
man, as I understand. I never heard of him until two or three 
days ago, except on the day he was pensioned, but now I am his 
friend. I do not want him to go lame and limping around here 
in excruciating pain. I want him pensioned. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Does the gentleman—— 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask a question and to make a few remarks 
on this matter. What was the pension that this man was getting 
at the Bureau? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Twenty-four dollars a month. 

Mr. SIMS. Was he not getting the highest pension, that the 
evidence before the Bureau would warrant? 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I do not know about that. 

Mr. SIMS, Well, it is a fact that the Bureau did not give him 
any more. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have no criticism to make of the 
Pension Bureau; but I know that it is not the only case where this 
House and other Houses, of different political complexions, have 
ppanten to men that which they could not get at the Pension Of- 

ce. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
House to the abuse, as I consider it—and I do not use the term 
offensively—that has grown up here in this House. Whenever a 
man's title at the Pension Bureau is doubtful—no, not when it is 
doubtful; but when he has absolutely no title upon an equitable 
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showing made before the Invalid Pensions Committee of this Hoys,. 
you even go to the extent of making a doubtful title a matter ,; 
merit, and increase his pension, sometimes three and sometiy).. 
four hundred per cent. 

Mr. CORL Mr. Chairman, I ask if there is anything pen) 
ing before the House—— 

Mr. SIMS. Let me get through. 

Mr. CORLISS. If not, I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is demanded, and 
Clerk will read. 

Mr. SIMS. What is the regular order, I will ask, Mr. Cha 


nan. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question pending before {\\, 
House; but by unanimous consent the gentleman from Mich; 
[Mr. SAMUEL W. SmMirH] was permitted to address the House jy 
regard to a case. 

r. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | ; 
speak for ten minutes on the matter now before the House, ani | 
that the gentleman from Michigan will not deny me {| 
pr vilege of doing so. 

Mr. CORLISS. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that there is nothing 
before the House. : 

Mr. SIMS. I ask unanimous consent to address the commit!.e. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that there is no question before the committee. 

Mr. SIMS. I ask unanimous consent to address the House for 
ten minutes on the subject-matter under discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks tnan- 
imous consent to address the House for ten minutes. Is there 
objection? 

r. MINOR.. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SIMS. Did the gentleman from Michigan object? 
Several MemBers. No, 


BETHUEL H. BRASTED, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (ii. R. 
2862) granting a pension to B. H. Brasted. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of §. !/ 
Brasted, late chaplain of the Eighth New York Cavalry, and to pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month on and after the passage of this act 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Bethuel H. Brasted, late chaplain Hight! 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month.” 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the report. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman. 

The report (by Mr. GRarr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (fl. R. 
2362) granting a pension to B. H. Brasted, submit the following report 


The recordsof the War Departnient show that B. H. Brasted was mustered 
into the service to take effect April 18, 1865, as chaplain of the Eighth New 


I 


York Cavalry; that he served with that organization until June 27, 1805. « 
which date he was mustered out and honorably discharged the service wi! 
the regiment at Alexandria, Va.; and these records afford no inform:t 

to any medical treatment of said officer. 

He never applied for pension under the general pension laws, and would 
have no title under the act of June 27, 1890, he lacking the requisite period ot 
service of ninety ~. 

There has been filed with your committee the affidavit of the beneficiary 
setting forth that he is over 67 years of age, feeble, and suffering from a bad 
rupture, caused in part, at least, by rough riding in tne service, and from 
rheumatism and other infirmities, by reason of which he has been compellc! 
to surrender his homestead claim; that he lost fully two weeks’ time in wait 
ing for his commission and in going to his regiment, and lost over two weeks 
after date of discharge —— ng to Rochester and — there for the pay 
master to settle for services; so that he actually spent in meeting the ™ 
quirements of the service over one hundred days. 

ere been filed medical testimony showing that the beneficiary 
who resides at N. .. is incapacitated from doing manual |abor of 
any kind by reason of lumbago and articular rheumatism, rupture of left 
side, prolapsus of rectal walls, defective hearing, and chronic catarr) 

In view of theabove, your committee believe that Congressional relict is 
warranted to the extent of granting him the maximum rating under the act 
of June 27, 1890, and report the bill back with the recommendation that !' 
pass after the same shall have been amended as follows: . 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the! 


lowing: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pecan the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Bethuel H. Brasted, late chaplain Eix)t! 
be ment a. York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rite 

per month.” — 
mend title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Bethu:! H 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I will admit frankly that I do not 
propose to speak to this bill. I want to refer to the same matt 
that has been referred toin the House a few moments ago. As! 
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was saying before, this House seemed to consider a doubtful title 
. Pension Office as a reason and a ground not only for allow- 


at the . 5 : ; 
ioe a pension here i private bill, but for doubling up and in- 
creasing it. It has the effect, Mr. Chairman, of dissatisfying 


those soldiers who have applied to the Bureau and had a good 
title and got a pension under the general law, because they can 
cee at once a comrade who has no title, as proven at the Pension 
Office. or a doubtful title, comes to Congress and by private act 
gets not only what they upon a perfect title get, but on a bad 
title get by private act a much larger pension than they could 
have obtained under the general law upon a good title. 

Now, | criticise and condemn any such practice, and it ought 
to be condemned in this House. This gentleman, Mr. Dinsmore, 
was entitled to $24.at the Bureau. He got it. Why should we 
impugn the honor, the honesty, and efficiency of every official 
and the examining surgeons at the Bureau? If so, they ought 
to be removed and put good men in their places and have a 
eood, clean, and just administration of the Pension Office. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is any ground for a 
wholesale doubt of the honesty and efficiency of the service of 
the Pension Bureau. What is the cause, then, of these pensions 
being increased? Now, if the general law is unjust, amend the 
general law, and stop this way of granting wholesale private 
pension bills, simply because a popular man or an influential 
member of this House, or at the other end of the Capitol, may be 
behind a bill. 

| tell you, gentlemen, you are not satisfying the soldier element 
in general; you are dissatisfying it. Here is a case in which the 
committee has given this gentleman, shown by the law and evi- 
dence before the Bureau to be entitled to but $24 a month, $72, 
the highest pension known to the law, if given under the general 
law. It has developed in this case that the gentleman who re- 
ceives it was getting $1,800 as a Government employee, and it 
seems from the statement of the gentleman from Michigan that 
he performs the duty of his private secretary besides. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Samur. W. Situ] in the kindness 
of his heart turned over his secretary's salary to the wounded sol- 
dier. 

But was the fact of the man’s Government employment at $1,800, 
and the fact that he was a private secretary, brought before the 
invalid Pensions Committee of the House in the passage of the 
bill? Did the House have an opportunity to consider it? ‘Whether 
it was intended or not, this case falls little short of a scandal. 
The highest pensionable status claimed to be established, and then 
employed in one of the most remunerative positions in the Interior 
Department, and in addition drawing $1,200 as secretary to a mem- 
ber of this House. It is all in line of running wild on these 
matters, 

I have often felt a delicacy in saying anything about these mat- 
ters because I come from theSouth. But this is without sectional 
feeling, As far as the Spanish war is concerned, we shall proba- 
bly have as many just applications for pensions as you; but it is 
time to call the attention of the country and to emphasize it, and 
I beg the Committee on Invalid Pensions to stop this wholesale 
way of reporting bills at enormous amounts, almost if not wholly 
regardless of merit, 

Of course sympathy is considered, but the respective States in 
the nation ought to do something for their indigent poor who are 
unable to earn aliving. The fact that a man went into the war 
and was severely wounded should be looked to by the General 
Government; but I know of no precedent that calls for Congress 
to absolutely take care of every soldier and his family regardless 
of whether his injuries were of service origin or not. I have the 
kindest feeling for both gentlemen from Michigan. I served on 
the committee with one, and I extol his pity and his charitable- 
hess in putting up with a clerk whose services are not what they 
might be in order to give Mr. Dinsmore the salary; but, being a 
member of the Pension Committee, he ought to have let the House 
know, when they were giving the highest pension known to the 
law to this man, all the facts. 

If Mr. Dinsmore is in as bad and helpless a condition as repre- 
sented, he is certainly unable to do the work in the Interior De- 
partment that an $1,800 clerk ought todo. He is certainly unable 
to do the work of an $1,800 clerk in the Interior Department and 
in addition thereto perform the duties of a clerk to a member of 
Congress, All these amounts, including pension at $72 per month, 
amount to $3,864 per annum. This Mr. Dinsmore is getting or 
will get, to be paid out of the Treasury. 

If this man was totally blind, or had both hands off, he could, 
under the eral law, only $72 per month, but being able to 
do the work of an $1,800 and a $1,200 clerkship combined, he is 
given the highest jon known to the law by this private 
act. How unjust is it to the r old blind soldier, who can 
not do any kind of work and who requires the constant attend- 
ance of another person, to give him by general law $72 per 
month and this gentleman, who is able to do the work of two 
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clerks at the same time, $72 per month! How will the old soldiers 
of the country look upon such legislation as this? 

Mr. Chairman, this pension to Mr. Dinsmore was one of the 
180 private bills that passed this House on the last pension day. 
It proves beyond doubt that those bills were not, indeed could 
not be, considered by the House. Just think of 180 bills being 
read, considered in Committee of the Whole, and then passed in 
the House in a session of five hours. If the House was in session 
five hours on that Friday and the whole time given to the 180 
bills, it would be one and two-thirds minutes to the bill, inclading 
action in Committee of the Whole and in the House. 

I do hope that this hasty, i/l-considered, and extravagant grant- 
ing and increasing of pensions by private acts of Congress will 
cease, and the case we are now discussing should prove an object 
lesson. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


BUREN R,. SHERMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting an increase of pension to Buren R. Sherman. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pogo laws, the name of Buren R. Sherman, late of 
Company E, Thirteenth Regiment fowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of 80 per mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. STEELE. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the report in the gen- 
tleman’s time. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Henae), as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3837 
granting an increase of pension to Buren R. Sherman, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


[Seriate Report No. 845, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. | 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5887) grant 
ing a pension to Buren R. Sherman, have examined the same and report 

This bill proposes to increase from $15 to $50 per month the pension of Buren 
R. Sherman, late second lieutenant of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment lowa 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The military records show that Buren R. Sherman was mustered in as 
second lieutenant February 9, 1862; wounded in action at Shiloh April 6, 1862; 
promoted captain December 1, 1862, and resigned April 7, 1863. 

The hospital records show him treated April 11, 1862, for gunshot wound, 
and granted a leave of absence April 23, 1862. 

He was pensioned in November, 1873, for gunshot wound in left groin, at 
the rate of $7.50 per month (one-half total of rank). On August 3, 1898, this 
aa was increased to $15 per month (total of rank) for gunshot wound in 
eft groin and resulting rheumatism (sciatica). Since this allowance of in 
crease claimant has made no further claim. 

In his last claim for increase, which was filed May 2, 1898, claimant alleged 
that the debility from his wound has caused attacks of epilepsy to appear 
frequently, so that he is unfit for either mental or manual labor. The de- 
bility and epilepsy were rejected as results by the Pension Bureau. 

Claimant was last examined at Vinton. Iowa, August 3, 18098, and rated at 
eight-eighteenths for gunshot wound of left groin, eight-eighteenths for sci 
atic rheumatism, and twenty-four thirtieths for epilepsy. The examining 
surgeons reported that claimant was 6&2 years of age, 5 feet 7j inches high, 
and wei hed 136 pounds; that he was emaciated, weak, and nervous, his eyes 
dull and expressionless, and that he was wholly incapacitated, both physi 
cally and mentally, for any kind of work. 

The evidence in this case shows that the applicant was a meritorious sol 
dier and was severely wounded, and, in the course of time, epilepsy ensued 
asaresult. Total disability to earn a livelihood is shown in this case, and 
the applicant has no means by which to support himse!f and his family savo 
the small pension now allowed him. He was at one time governor of the 
State of lowa and occupied many important official positions 

The case is highly meritorious, and it is recommended that the bill pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BENJAMIN F, DENNIS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.9783) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin F, Dennis. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F’. Dennis, late of 
Company G, Thirty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteers, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of $60 per month. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In line 6 strike out the words “Thirty-second " and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ Twenty-second.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
an line 8 strike out the word “ sixty" and insert in lieu thereof the word 
. t _** 

In the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 


Mr. STEELE, I think we ought to have an explanation where 
a man is getting more than the usual pension. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, Mr. Chairman, I thought the gentleman 
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from Indiana wanted an explanation, but I see that he is paying 


no attention. 

Mr. STEELE 
tleman comes along and speaks to me. If the gentleman from 
Kansas does not care to give an explanation, we can have 
port read. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. 
House in making an explanation to those who do not care to hear. 
Mr. STEEL E. Iexpressed a desire to hear an explanation. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Iam ready to give it. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman seems to be a good while in 
getting it started. |Laughter.] 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. 
to be a good while in getting ready to listen. 

Mr. STEELE. lL ask for the report to be read. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Dol understand the gentleman does not 
care to hear an explanation? 

The CHAIRMAN, TheChair understands the gentleman from 
Indiana to ask for the reading of the report, 
planation. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The alid Pe s, to whom was referred the 
H7R3 anting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
lowing report 

This bill propos s to increase the pension of Benjamin F. Dennis from $30 
to $00 per month 

This soldier, now 72 years of age, served as a private in Company 
Twenty-second lowa Volunteers, from August 17, 1862, to July 25, 1865, 
medical records of the War Department show him under treatment in Jan 
uary, 1864, for gunshot wound of elbow, and October and November, 156}, 
for ral debility. He applied for pension in July, 1876, on account of 
impaired hearing, and upon due proof of having had his hearing injured in 
the service and line of duty he was pe nsioned in 1881 at $4 per month from 
discharge, and this rating was increased from time to time until September 

int2, when his pension was increased to $30 per month on account of total 
deafness 

In IS8¥ an 

inshot wi 

tia, the 


| Laughter. | 


bill (H. R 
Dennis, submit the fol 


Committee on Inv sion 


G 


gene 


1 1892 he filed claims on account of additional disabilities, namely 
ind of right arm and loss of sight of right eye and partial dk 
last named disabilities being results of the deafness, and these 
ere rejected ¢ \ctober 7 1803, upon the ground that line of duty was not 
far as the wound of arm w oncerned, and, even if shown, the al 

pension for the same would not increase the rate of $30 per month 
ved resulting loss of sight of right eye and dementia were rejected 
ind that they could not be accepted as results of the pensioned 


as « 


for increase filed April 15, 1897, in which the pensioner alleged total 
nt helplessness as a result of his Army service was r iSep 
, upon the ground that the disability of accepted service origin 
ifness) did not « ent itle him to a higher rating, the law specifically 
the same 
» received the wound of arm at Matagorda Bay, 
January, 1864, while on duty in frontof the reg 
use of his rig ht eye in 1#87 
1888, rated the soldier $6 for the wound of 
2 disease of eyes; the next examination, made September 28 
for loss of sight of one eye and $8 for the gunshot wound 
xamination in the case, made March 2, 1898, states tha 
bled from the effect deafness, hemiplegia, and effe 
of age as to require the frequentand peri cal aid and attendance of an 
pel 1. He can not dress or undress or get out of bed unless assisted, et« 
T » has been filed with your committee sworn testimony to the effect 
that the bene ‘ficlary owns no property except his household goods; that he is 
entirely helpless and able to work irn a livelihood; and the Hon 
W. CUSITMAD h as file lastatement with your committee showing that th 
lives in the same city with him. and that he is not only almost 
ly paralyzed, b salso entirely w ly property or tinancial 
r his rt. ; 
if this soldie v ree yea total 


m 
sjecte 
} Sie 


in 
ed tl hat h 
mbe 18 
lost the 
lical examination of May 2, 


the rat 
r | 
i 


i. or 


for 
i him $1 

et t me licai ¢ 

the ldier “is sodisa 

othe 


un r to ef 
clary 
thout a 


helplessness, he 
fact that hé 
t may best 
hat an incre 
tances, anc 


shall 


V« 


tho Same 


“and insert in lieu thereol 


strike and insert in lieu thereof the 
untec 

8 strike ou 1@ wor ixty and insert in lieu thereof the 

ume line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu 


y receiving 

1mendments were agreed to. 

bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
commendation. 


SALLIE B. WILSON, 


(H. R. 
Ga. 


The next business was the bil 10758) granting a pen- 
sion to Sallie B, Wilson, of Macon, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorize ted to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitation f the } ion laws, the name of Sallie B. Wilson, widow of 
Samuel B. Wilson, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment United States In 
rate of 20 per month. 


fantry, and pay her a pension at the 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 
trike at 1 “twenty ” and insert 


In line &+ in lieu thereof 
“twelve in th ift the word “month,” inser 
“and § per n tv for } e two minor childrer 
dier until such « arrived at the age of 16 years 

Amend the title “A bill granting a pension to Sallie 


Wilson.” 


i ren 


sO as 


his 
i DAY 


to read: 


I do not think Iam responsible because a gen- | 
the re- | 


I do not care to occupy the time of the | 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 


And the gentleman from Indiana seems | 


| he does some little labor. 


instead of the ex- | 


and | 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably repor: 
the House. 


ISAAC B, HOYT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8689) granting an ip 
of pension to Isaac B. Hoyt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
many F, Fifteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunte > Ho Z. try 
1im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now ; 
Mr. SULLOWAY. I movetoamend the bill by striki, 
line 8 the word ‘‘four,” so as to read ‘‘$20 per month. 
| state the reason for offering this amendment. This so] 
considerable portion of the time incapacitated for lab 
At the last examination he , 
at $22. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably 1 
the House. 
WILLIAM MULLEVY. 


The next business was the bill (S. é 
pension to William Mullevy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


3047) granting an in 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and |! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to t} 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Mu 
Company iy Second Regiment United States Infantry, and se 
Company One hundred and second Regiment United States 
upteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per m 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to t! 


LYDIA J, DE SILVA. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8540) granting 
70 Lydia J. De Silva. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


d, etc., That th 

d dir rected te » pli 
. i mitations of the 
widow of Josiah W. De Silva, la 
New York Volunteer Infantry, a 
month 


‘Secretary of the Interior be, an 
vce on the pension roll, 

nsion laws, the name of Ly 
of Company [*, One hundr 
id pay her a pension at the 1 


subje 


The committee amendment was read and agreed to 
In line 7, befor ‘New York,” i 


10S 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably 
the House. 


e the words rt the word ‘ 


IRVING JOHNSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9378 
to Irving yr ,ohnuson. 
bill was read, as follows: 


grantil 


ine 


j t enacted, cretary of the Interior be. a 

wuthori ard ci d to } on the pension rol ul 

sand limit a oon Te 
Vierean. la Cor 


itry, ma pen 


The c 


In line 4 "ike « 


ymmittee amendment was read and agreed to 


mut the word “ of;” in the same line, be! 


word * Volunte 


The bill as amended was laid 
the House. 


aside to be favorably 1 


JOHN CARR, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1776) granting a 
John Carr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
;and limitations of the p : laws, the name of John Car 
_ ny D, One hundrs 1 teenth Regiment llinois \ 
1d pay him a pension at tl t $12 ronth 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to t! 
BRADBURY. 


Interior be, ar 


su bie 


MARY 1. 
The next business was the bill (S. 3314) gre 
Mary I. Bradbury. 
The bill was read, as fc lows: 
authorized and directed to ] son th 1¢ 
sions and limitation P the pes : 
| widow of Eben H. C. ibury. lat of © 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
The bill was laid aside to be favorably rey orted tot 
DAVID 8, SNYDER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9043) to increas 


anting a 


ary of the In 
pension roll, su 


laws, the nan Mat 
, Nint 


terior be, and 
biect 


ompany K 
at the rate of § 


* | sion of David 8. Snyder. 





LCT 





1900. 


EE 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
l limitations of the pension laws, the name of David S Snyder, late 
a captain in Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Infantry Volun- 
teers, and pay to him the sum of $25 per month in lieu of any pension that he 
ynay now be receiving. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


sions anc 


In line 6 strike out the word “‘a:” in the same line strike out the word “in” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “of.” a 

In line 7, before the word “Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer;"’ in 
the same line strike out the word * Volunteers; in the same line strike out 
all after the word “pay” and all in lines 8 and 9, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘ 
David 8. Snyder. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to 


ANNIE CHAMBERLAIN, 


The next business was the bill (H, R. 6776) granting a pension 
to Annie Chamberlain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie Chamberlain, widow 


of James A. Chamberlain, late sergeant of Company D, Sixth Maine Regi- 
ment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “sergeant; in the same line strike out the 
word “Regiment;” in the same line, after the word “Sixth,” insert the 
word “Regiment;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Maine,”’ insert the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 

HELEN L. DENT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1 
pension to Helen L. Dent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject* to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen L. Dent, widow 
of Frederick T. Dent, late colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
JOHN J, SEARS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 22 
pension to John J. Sears. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. Sears, late of 
Company ©, First Regiment Hlinois Volunteer Infantry, in_ the war with 
Mexico, and who also served as captain Company K, Twelfth Regiment Kan- 
sas Volunteer Infantry, and as meager of the Sixty-seventh Regiment United 
States Colored omy eB and as lieutenant-colonel of the Eighteenth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$5 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
SOLON COOPER, 


‘The next business was the bill (S, 3277 
pension to Solon Cooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pepsion laws, the name of Solon Cooper, late of 


Company E, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
GEORGE E, SCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2101) granting an increase of 
pension to George E. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George E. Scott, late 
st Compeny D, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay to 
18 wife, Mary B. Scott, for the use and benefit of himself and family, a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
SARAH CLARK, 
Ph next business was the bill (S. 3900) granting a pension to 


XXXIII—379 
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552) granting an increase of 


86) granting an increase of 


) granting an increase of 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Clark, widow of 
John W. Clark, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
CAROLINE BUEHLER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10872) granting a pension 
to Caroline Buehler. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Caroline 
Buehler, widow of Francis Buehler, late captain of Company G, Sixty-cighth 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of §20 per month in 
lieu of the pension which she now receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘*‘on;"’ in the same line, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws." 

In line 6, before the words “New York,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 7, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

_ Strike out all of line 8 and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘that she 
is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: 
Caroline Buehler.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

NATHANIEL TOWNSEND. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5894) to increase the pen- 
sion of Nathaniel Townsend. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place upon the invalid pension roll of the United States the 
name of Nathaniel Townsend, late a sergeant of Company C, Twenty-second 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $3) a month 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nathaniel Townsend, late of Company C, 
Twenty-second Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amond the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension te 
Nathaniel Townsend.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

SAMUEL W, CHILDS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 78) granting a pension to 
Sainuel W. Childs. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subject to the provisious 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel W. Childs, late of 
the quartermaster's department, Company E, First Oregon Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ROSA G, THOMPSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 269) to place the name of 
Mrs. Rosa G. Thompson, formerly Mrs. Rosa G. Edwards, upon 
the pension roll. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Rosa G. Thompson, formerly a matron 
and nurse of the United States during the war of the rebellion, upon the 
»ension roll of the United States, at the rate of $12 per month, from and after 
anuary 1, 1895. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Strike out all of lines 4, 5, 6,7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: ** authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa G. Thompson, 


“A bill granting an increase of pension to 


formerly Rosa G. Edwards, late a nurse in the Medical Department, United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.’ 


Amend the title soas toread: “A bill grantinga pension to Rosa G. Thomp- 
son, formerly Rosa G. Edwards."’ 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside fo be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
EMILY HAINES HARRISON, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension 


to Emily Haines Harrison. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Intérior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily Haines Harrison, late 
anuree at various bospitais during the civil war, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, after the word “ Harrison,” insert the word “late.”’ In the same 
line strike out the words “at various hospitals" and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “in the Medical Department, United States Volunteers.”’ 

In line 7 strike out the words “during the civil war.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


CHRISTINA NOLL, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of 
pension to Christina Noll. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christina Noll, widow 
of Adam Noll, late of Company K, Eighty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES ALFRED DE ARNAUD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5644) to increase the pen- 
sion of Charles Alfred De Arnaud. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Charles Al- 
fred De Arnaud, late captain, Fremont’s staff, Missouri Volunteers, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $72 per month, with arrears from date of dis- 
charge, in lieu of pension now received by him. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

; Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the namo of Charles Alfred De Arnaud, late captain on 
Fremont's staff of Missouri Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

‘Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charlies Alfred De Arnaud.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN 8, COGGESHALL, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5120) granting a pension 
to John S. Coggeshall. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 3. shall, late of 
Companies F and D, Fourth and Seventh Rhode Island Volunteers Infantry, 
and pay him a pension of $72 per month in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 7, aftcr the words ** Rhode Island,” insert the word “‘ Regiments;” 
in the came line strike out the word “ Volunteers ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8, after the word “ pension," insert the words “‘at the rate;” in the 
same line strike out the words “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “the.” 

; ~ line 9 strike out the word “ pension " and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘that.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 

John 8S. Coggeshall."’ 


The committee amendments were agess to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JENNIE P, STOVER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to 


Jennie P. Stover. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Jennie P. Stover, widow 
of William R. Stover, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh t Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


PHEBE E. C, PRIESTLY. 


The next business was the bill (S, 1569) granting a pension to 
Phebe E. C. Priestly. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place nm ths <a oe —— the % 
gions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe E. C. tly, 
late an Army nurse,and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month. 
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The bill was orderea to be laid aside to be reported to the Hoy,-, 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E. REYNOLDS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 437) granting a pens; 
to Mary E. Reynolds. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he; 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ma), 
fm widow of Maj. Gen. Joseph E. Reynolds, United States Volun; 
and colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pension of $50 a month 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committe oy 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the pro 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out the words “ Major-General;”’ in the same line stri! 
the letter * E.’’ and insert in lien thereof the letter “J.” 

In line 6, after the word ** Reynolds,” insert the words “late ma 
general.” 

In line 7, after the word “pension,” insert the words “at the rate: " in ; 
same line, before the word “* month,” strike out the word “a” and i: 
lieu thereof the word “per.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


EDWARD M. TUCKER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4006) granting an increase 
of poate to Edward M. Tucker. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is h 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward M. Tucker, |a: 
Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pensior 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


FLAVEL H. VAN EATON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to 
Flavel H. Van Eaton. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herely 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to tle prov isi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Flavel H. Van Eat and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $90 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ANDREW JACKSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2398) granting a pension 
to Andrew Jackson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | : 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of A: ‘ 
Jackson, late sergeant in Company B, Third Regiment New Hampshire Vol 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Commiitee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: “subject to th 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

a strike out the words “sergeant in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 

In line 7, before the word “of,” insert the words “at the rate; " in the same 
yee strike out the word “ thirty” andinsert in lieu thereof the word ‘twenty 

our.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


MILTON H. DANIELS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2539) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton H. Daniels. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the ceaalints laws, the name of Milton H. Daniels, late cap 
tain Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, «ud 
poy pine pension at the rate of $44 per month in lieu of that he is now re 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LOUESA MOULTON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8294) granting a pension to 
Louesa Moulton. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis here), 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi=: ' 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louesa Moulton, form:r 


widow of Erastus A. late of Company D, Twenty-fourth Regim«' 


Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per mon!) 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


1900. CONGRESSIONAL 


FARNHAM J, EASTMAN, 


The next business was the bill (S, 1758) granting an increase of 

yension to Farnham J. Eastman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and dire to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Farnham J. Eastman, late 
of Company E, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 


GEORGE E, TUTTLE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 169) granting a pension to 
George E. Tuttle. . 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George E. Tuttle, late of 
Company G, Two hundred and cleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM P, AYLESWORTH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4986) for the increase of 
pension of William P. Aylesworth. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizsd and directed to increase the pension of William P. Aylesworth, 
late of Company F, One hundred and forty-first [illinois Volunteer Infantry, 


and pay him at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving, he being totally blind. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “ directed,” and all of lines 5. 6,7, and 
&, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “to place on the pension roll, sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
{iam P. Aylesworth, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Aylesworth.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ISABELLA UNDERWOOD, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8289) granting a pension to 
Isabella Underwood, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
avthorizedand directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabella Underwood, widow 
of George W. Underwood, late a private in Company F, Second Regiment | 
North Carolina Volunteer Inffntry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


DWIGHT D, WILBER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 163) granting an increase of | 
pension to Dwight D. Wilber. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dwicht D. Wilber, late of 
Company G, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, poet a him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 





JAMES COOK, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8899) granting a pension to 
James Cook. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Cook, late of Com- 
pany G, Sixth iment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JACOB P. FLETCHER, 





The next business was the bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of 
Pension to Jacob P. Fletcher. 

The Clerk read the bili, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to onthe eadon roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Jacob P. Fletcher, late lieu- 

y A, One hundred and ninety-tifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
pay a pension at the rate of §17 per month in lieu of that he 


tenant, Com 


Inf. 
is now a 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JAMES WILLIAMS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3788) granting an increase of 
pension to James Williams. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension role, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Williams, late of Com 
pany C, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

MARTHA M’SWAIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1204) to pension Martha 
McSwain, widow of William McSwain. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha McSwain, widow of 
William McSwain, late private in Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment En 
rolled Missouri Militia, on the pension roll,and to pay hera pension at the rate 
of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

, Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Martha McSwain, widow of William M« 
Swain, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Mili 
tia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


WILLIAM H, CHAPMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension 
to William H. Chapman. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of William H. 
Chapman, late a lieutenant on board the United States revenue cutter 
Lane, and pay him a pension of $25 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “roll.” and all of lines 5,6, and 7, an 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of William H. Chapman, late lieutenant, United 
States revenue cutter Jo. Lane, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


CHARLES CRITZER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 103) granting an increase of 
peusion to Charles Critzer. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the namv of Charles Critzer, late of Com 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $26 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


MRS. SARAH PARRISH, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Parrish. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to put upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. Sarah 
Parrish, of Woolstock, lowa, widow of the late Elza H. Parrish, at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 4 strike ont all after the word “to,” and all in lines 5 and 6, and in 
sert in lieu thereof the following: ‘place on the pension roll, subject to the 


| provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Parrish, 


widow of Elza H. Parrish, late of Company K, Eightieth Regiment Ohio Vo!- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and §2 
per month additional on account of the minor child of said soldier until such 
child shall have arrived at the age of 16 years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


KATE M, POND. ° 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3089) to grant a pension to 
Kate M. Pond. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 
name of Kate M. Pond, widow of Richard H. Pond, late a first lieutenant of 
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Company G of the Twelfth United States Infantry, at the rate of $17 r 
month, to date from the 16th day of September, 1886, with & per month addi- 
tional for each child under 16 years of age, deducting whatever pension she 
may have received under her pension certificate No. 534635, act of the 27th of 
June, 1840; this persion to be in lieu of her said pension certificate No. 334635, 
act of the 27th of June, 1890. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out, in line 4, all after the word “ roll” and all in lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12. 13, and 14 on page 1 and all of lines 1, 2, and 3 on page 2 and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Kate M. Pond, widow of Richard H. Pond, late 
first lieutenant, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month, and §2 per month additional for the 
minor child of the officer, in lieu of that she is now receiving.”’ 


~“s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GEORGE W, NEWELL, 


The next business was the bill (8. 3183) granting a pension to 
George W. Newell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Newell, late of 
Company H, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
LUKE H, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of 
pension to Luke H. Monson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the —- roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of. Luke H. Monson, late of 
Company I, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MONSON, 


CHARLES A, HUTCHINGS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Hutchings. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles A. Hutchings, late 

private, Company H, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rato of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

HARRIET E. MEYLERT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3058) granting an increase of 
pension to Harriet E. Meylert. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet E. Meylert, widow 
of Asa P. Meylert, late medical director of the Army of the Ohio and Cum- 
berland and originally surgeon of the Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania In- 
fantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


HENRY L. WHITE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension 
to Henry L. White. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry L. White. late of Com- 

pany D, Fourth Regiment Arkansas Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
im a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word ‘“‘ Mounted,” strike out the word “‘ Volunteer; 
and in thesame line, after the word “Arkansas,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JESSE MILLARD. 


‘The next business was the bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of Jesse 
Millard, late corporal Company G, Third Tennessee Cavalry. 
The Clerk the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Jesse Millard, late corporal Com- 
pany G, Third Tennessee Cavalry, on the pension roll of the Department at 

rate of $72 per month from and after the 30th of April, 1898, on account 
of total blindness of said soldier. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ place,” in line 4, and allin lines 5, 6.7.8 «, 
Sand insert in lieu thereof the following: “‘on the pension roll, subject ¢); 
peoreees and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse Mil|») 

ate of Company G, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and) 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is new receiv), 
the same to be paid to him under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to ; 
and times of payment, without any deduction or rebate on account of for; 
alleged overpayments or erroneous payments of pension.” 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend 
offered by the committee by striking out the word ‘‘ twelve,” jy 
line 12, and inserting in lieu thereof “ thirty-six.” The commit. 
tee have reported that that soldier is totally blind, and evident|y 
overlooked the fact that $12 a month—— r 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 12 strike out “twelve” and insert “ thirty-six.” 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
is the blindness the result of his service? 

Mr. MOON. I will say to the gentleman that the report of the 
committee shows that this blindness came upon the soldier about 
twelve months after the close of the war, and that the finding of 
the Pension Commissioner, approved by the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, is that his blindness was not brought about by the 
service. . 

Now, my contention is, Mr. Chairman, that if the soldier is ep- 
titled to a pension at all, and the proof shows that he is totally 
blind and utterly incapable of taking care of himself, the sum of 
$12 is inadequate. I believe there will be no objection on the part 
of the committee to accepting this amendment. If there is, | 
would like to be heard further. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I would like to hear further, because at 
the present stage of the case I shall object to the amendment. The 
amount fixed by the committee is the amount allowed under the 
law where the disability is not incurred in the line of service, 
Now, if this man’s blindness had any relation to or connection 
with the service in the Army, I agree fully with the gentleman 
that he should be compensated by a pension of the character he 
speaks of. Butif it has no connection whatever, and he admits 
it has not, then why should this soldier be treated any differenlty 
from any other soldier who is disabled on account of his disabil- 
ity arising from something entirely foreign to his service in the 
Army? 

Mr. MOON. Istated merely the finding of the Pension Com- 
missioner upon that question, and the fact that the Assistant Sec- 
retary had approvedit. The record in this case, in my judgment, 
will convince any jury or any judge that this man’s disability did 
arise from service in the Army, The fact that we are here ask- 
ing for an increase is due to the unjust and unfair holding on the 
part of the Department in reference to this soldier. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What does the corhmittee that investigated it 
and which reported the bill find? 

Mr. MOON. The committee reports the finding of the Pension 
Department on the question, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does it find that the blindness is due to service 
in the Army? 

Mr. MOON. They do not; they take the report of the Depart- 
ment as prima facie evidence. I come to Congress for the soldier 
for the purpose of going behind it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did you or the party interested in securing 
this pension introduce evidence before the committee in addition 
to the report of the Pension Bureau on that subject? 

Mr. MOON. [had nothing to do with making up the case. | 
was not the attorney; I am but his representative. My informa- 
tion is there is ample proof upon the subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did not the committee find anything in re- 
gard to that? 

Mr. MOON. They make no additional finding. It approves 
the finding of the Pension Commissioner. There is no doubt 
about that. The soldier has claimed all along, and claims now, 
that, having been afilicted with blindness immediately aiter the 
war, it is the result of his service in the war. There is no proof 
of this record to indicate, in my judgment, that the blindness 
did not come from his service in the war. I have no desire to 
contend with the committee on the question, but this record 
shows a state of facts, in my judgment, that entitles this man to 
relief. Some of the witnesses a this petitioner even declare 
that the petitioner was not blind at all. 4 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman have the report of the 
committee read as a part of his remarks? 

Mr. MOON. Certainly. é 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, Ican make a statement, I think, 
which will be satisfactory to the gentleman from Illinois. I made 
the report in this case, and I will state to him thefacts. The Pen- 
sion Bureau pensioned this man at one time at $72 a month for 
total blindness, There is no question but the man is totally blind 











1900. 











and has been ever since ashort time after hisdischarge. The man 
had along service, beginning in 1862, and was mustered out in 
1865. He was one of those unfortunate men who were victims of 
the Sultana disaster. I can state outside of the record that there 
were nearly a thousand men on the Sultana from Tennessee, 
About every April—the 27th, I think—they have an anniversary. 
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from Tennessee were as loyal to this Government as those from 
any other portion of the Union. It took more to be a Tennessee 
Federal soldier than it took to be a Federal soldier from Illinois. 

While I am a Democrat, representing a Democratic district, not 
in full accord with the Republican party upon this question of 
pensions, I have yet beloved at all times, and do now believe, that 


I have participated in them a number of times. There are about | no government can sustain itself unless it gives fair, honest, and 
400 survivors in the State of Tennessee, and a large proportion of | liberal pensions to the soldiers who have upheld that government 


them have ae eyesight and a number of them are pensioned 
for total blindness. The blindness appeared on this man about a 
year after the shipwreck of the Sultana, and the Pension Bureau 
pensioned him as having acquired his disability as the result of 
the Sultana disaster. But several years afterwards, I suppose on 
some suspicion or other, the matter was referred to a special ex- 
aminer, and the special examiner, without going into the details 
or the proof, for he filed scarcely any, came to the conclusion that 
inasmuch as the infliction did not appear in a virulent form on 
the pensioner until about a year after the Sultana disaster, it did 
not result from that disaster. In the meantime this claimant 
had drawn a pension at the rate of $72 a month for a number of 
year's. 

: The Pension Bureau dropped him down to $12 a month and 
charged against him all the pension that had been drawn at the 
rate of $72 a month. In other words, they decided that he could 
not draw any more pension until he had made good the difference 
between $12 a month and $?72a month. The result is that he 
would have to live thirty or forty years in order to draw any 
pension at all. 

Under these circumstances the committee has reported the 
amount named in the bill. I will say that upon further consider- 
ation of the case, and talking with my colleague, the Representa- 
tive from the Third district of our State [Mr. Moon], 1: believe 
that I have erred against this man, and I should be very willing 
to agree that his pension be fixed at $24. I ama little inclined to 
believe that $36 would be too much, although it has been the 
uniform practice of the Pension Committee—— 


Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman will allow me to say that, as I 
understand, this report comes unanimously from the committee, 
fixing the pension at $12 a month. 

Mr. GIBSON. That is a fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there be any doubt about the justice of the 
action of the committee, I move that the bill be recommitted, that 
the case may be further considered. But it seems to me it would 
be highly improper for us, without any further information in 
this case than we have given to us by the statement of the two 
gentlemen interested, to increase this pension over what was fixed 
by the committee itself, they having all the facts and acting in a 
deliberate, judicial way. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the act of 1890 fixed the maxi- 
mum pension at $12 a month where the disability was not of serv- 
ice origin, But to my knowledge and to that of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], in extraordinary cases this House 
has hundreds of times bills increasing the pension of men 
who were receiving $12 a month under the act of 1890. In some 
of these cases the House has given as _— as $72 a month where 
the soldier has been totally disabled, has been without means, and 
has rendered meritorious service. 

I will vote to give $36 a month in this case because of this sol- 
dier’s long and meritorious service. I will so vote without regard 
to the question whether his disability is of service origin or not. 
Although there seems some doubt about that question, it is a fact 
that the man became totally blind shortly after the disaster which 
has been described. He is a soldier whose service was long and 
meritorious; he is totally blind; he is dependent. Why, sir, we 
have placed on the pension roll at fifty, sixty, or seventy-five dol- 
lars a month men who had good legs under them, who had good 
eyes, and some of whom, perhaps, never heard a gun crack. 


The Commissioner is not to blame, perhaps, for rejecting this 
claim, But I feel perfectly willing to vote for a pension of $36 a 


month, We have just voted to grant a pension of $32 a month to 
& man who is now drawing two salaries amounting to $3,000 a 
ear, Iam not opposing that claim. But I say that a man who 
as lost his sight, who is in a helpless condition, who rendered 
honorable service in the Army during the civil war, and who, I 
understand, is 60 years of age, should receive a pension of at least 
$36 a month, 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr, ee should object to pensioning this Ten- 
nessee soldier; and I am obliged to my friend from Pennsylvania 

. Manon] for the position he has taken. I regret the neces- 
sity on my part of saying to the gentleman from Illinois and some 
other gentlemen on that side of the House that under almost any 
and every circumstance they are willing to grant pensions to Fed- 
eral soldiers who come from the Northern, Eastern, and Western 
States; but there is nearly always trouble when a Federal soldier 

m Tennessee asks for his rights in this House, The soldiers 





in her hour of trial and danger. [Applause.] As a Representa- 
tive from Tennessee, I protest that this House should not treat 
Federal so!diers of Tennessee in a different manner from the way 
in which they would treat soldiers from Illinois, New York, or 
any other State. 

This soldier is totally blind, and while the Pension Commis- 
sioner and the committee have entertained some doubts upon this 
question, I would not hesitate, if the question of restoring the 
pension to $72 a month could be brought up, to ask that we might 
go before any honest jury or court anywhere in the country, when 
and where | believe we would have no difficulty in establishing 
the fact that this soldier incurred his blindness in the line of duty. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has well said that even if 
that were not true the soldier, if he is entitled to a pension at all, 
is entitled to more than $12 a month. Do you propose to say toa 
blind Federal soldier from Tennessee who served for years in the 
Army, “You are blind, but there is doubt whether you became 
blind by reason of your Army service; you have other disabilities 
which entitle you to a pension; and although blind and otherwise 
disabled, you shall have only the pittance of 30 cents a day, while we 
are giving to officers and soldiers from other parts of the country 
$50, $60, or $100 a month, and are giving to gentlemen who hold 
two or three lucrative positions large allowances by way of 
pensions.” 

This course is unjust to the soldier anywhere. Ido not intend 
that this Congress shall treat a soldier of my district in that way 
without a protest. I insist on the proposition to amend this 
amendment by inserting $36 instead of $12. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the argument that has just 
been made by the gentleman who has just taken his seat is little 
short of contemptible. 

Mr. MOON. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois is untrue, every word of it, when 
he speaks of any word that I have uttered as contemptible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman’s assumption that the argu- 
ment I have made here is because this old soldier is a Tennessee 
soldier—— 

Mr. MOON, Let me say tothe gentleman, if I may interrupt 
him, that [ have made no such assumption, and if the gentleman 
has the intelligence that he is credited with he knows that no 
such assumption has been made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then why is the gentleman talking about this 
soldier coming from Tennessee; and about others from Illinois 
being pensioned without objection? Is he not trying to make a 
little chea 

Mr. MOON, I will say to the gentleman that these Tennessee 
soldiers have been ignored, and I say you can not do it any longer 
while I am a member of this House, without protest. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is the very argumentthat I said the gen- 
tleman was making, and I say it is contemptible. 

Mr. MOON. I say that statement is untrue, and I defy you, 
and I say your proposition is not true, and you know it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, in my service of fifteen years 
on this floor no man on the Republican side has ever objected to 
thepension ofa Federal soldier because he came from any locality— 
North, South, East, or West. The gentleman may think that he 
will make a little capital for himself in his district with those 
soldiers down there. I can not conceive of any other inducement 
that would have caused him to indulge in the line of argument 
that he has made upon this question. 

Mr. MOON. May I interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS... Yes. 

Mr. MOON. The statement that I have made a contest for 
these soldiers with the idea of making votes or support for myself 
is not only untrue, but to use your own language, it is infamous 
and ‘‘contemptible.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can make as 
much out of that as he pleases. The line of argument that he has 
indulged in was of the character that I have already indicated, 
and from his action upon this floor he could have been prompted 
by no other motive than the one which I attribute to him. 

Mr. MOON. I repeat again, you have stated a falsehood before 
this committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I care not how the gentleman may character- 
ize it. it will make no difference with me on this proposition. 

What I started out to say, however, is that in the fifteen years 
that I have served upon this floor no Republican member has ever 
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raised any objection to granting a pension to a soldier on account 
of the locality in which he lives or for the service in the Army that 
he engaged in. The point that I undertook to make with the - 
tleman when he started out upon this was as to whether the disa- 
bility for which he is seeking to have this soldier pensioned was a 
disability that arose from his service.as a soldier, or whether it 
was a disability that occurred to him as a citizen, entirely inde- 

ndent of hisarmy service. Every member whois familiar with 
Realaidiien upon this floor knows that if the disability had arisen 
in the line of service this soldier would have been entitled to $72 
a month, and I also understand that the law is that if the disa- 
bility arose entirely out of something foreign to this service, that 
then he would be allowed a pension of $12 a month. 

I sought honestly and fairly to get at the facts in this matter. 
I wanted to develop the facts as to whether there were any special 
arguments that could be used in favor of this soldier that did not 
apply to the great mass of Federal soldiers who are disabled from 
other causes than their Army service and who are filling our alms- 
houses and are eking out existence by the aid of their friends. 
Every member, i think, understands and epgeesiotes the fact that 
a man who served his country faithfully and well during the dark 
and stormy period of the rebellion is entitled not only to the sym- 

thy but to the aid of the Federal Government. The question 
is, however, as to the amount of aid that should be ex ed. In 
legislation of this kind we can not make fish of one and fowl of 
another. Wecan not take one soldier who has disabilities arising 
from causes other than his service and give him a renee of $24 
or $35 a month and another equally meritorious soldier only $12. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


that ought not to exist here in 


That is making a discrimination 
this House. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Is it not true that if the man is totally blind 
he could get $12 a month from the Pension Department under the 
law of 1890? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Without coming here? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; that is correct. But they have already 
explained why he comes here; because at one time he drew a'‘larger 
pension, and that was taken away because the facts did not war- 
rant it, and the Pension Bureau refused to give him the $12 a 
month under the general \aw until that is paid back. Now, by 
coming in here with a special bill he can be pensioned at the rate 
of $12 a month, and secure that $12 a month less of the 
money that he has already drawn from the Uni States. That 
I understand to be the purpose of this bill. Now, if I am not cor- 
rect in that, I will stand corrected by the committee having the 
bill in charge. 

As I said, Mr. Chairman, I did not apprehend that there was to 
be any heat upon either side of the Chamber over this matter when 
I raised the question; but I insist that the action of this commit- 
tee in fixing the pee at $12 a month ought not to be 
by this House unless there are special reasons for it. If special rea- 
sons exist, I think the suggestion made some time should be 
followedthat is, that the bill should be re-refe to the com- 
mittee, who have all the facts before them, and let them report 
whether an increase over $12 a month should be granted. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the members that 
in a case as clearly stated as this one there should not be any ob- 
jection to the amendment increasing this blind soldier's peas 
to $36. As I understand it, the question is whether his blindness 
resulted from injuries received in the service or elsewhere, and 
also that the Pension Commissioner has held that because a larger 
pension heretofore drawn by him was granted to him without 
proper evidence, therefore the money that he has drawn hereto- 
tore must be es to the Treasury out of his present allowance 
of $12 permonth. Therefore this soldier at this time gets nothing. 

=: — Yes; but he will get his $12 a month with a 
special bill. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes; under a special bill he will get it; but 
let me state, while you are wiiling to waive the matter of repaying 
the $12 a month, and are willing to grant that much, accord- 
ing to this report the man is absolutely blind. There is a 
of obligation between this great Government and every ier 
who hazards his life and the su of those dependent upon 
him which is virtually this in spirit: The Government says, ‘lf 
you will take upon yourself the risk of a soldier's life in defense 
of your country, your country will protect you and those de- 
pendent upon you —_— any misfortune that may come to you 
during your life.” There is a certain percen’ of this insur- 
ance given to every man who takes upon hi the hazard of a 
soldier's life. 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, to let this poor, old, blind soldier, for 
the tew remaining days of his life, have the $36 a month that is 
asked by Mr. Moon in the amendment he is ing. I believe 
will doit. Let us have a vote and grant this bl man his 
from this time until he enters his grave. By granting him 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 25, 


that we will be doing our duty and dcing what the people of t\,is 
nation want us to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment to {}), 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mow). 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the Ho) 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HARRIET V. GRIDLEY, 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I have been requested 5 
ask unanimous consent to be permitted to call up the bill of i) 
widow of Captain Gridley, who was the captain of the flagshi 
the battle of Manila. It is one of the bills reported by the Co) 
mittee on Pensions, not Invalid Pensions, and there are 127 \)j||s 
reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions before we rec), 
those that have been reported by the Committee on Pensic)s 
You all know the case, and I therefore ask unanimous cons: 
for the present consideration of this bill. It will take but a fow 
minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 410) granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. Gridley. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that this bill may be taken up at this time, Is there o))- 
jection? [After a pause.]| The Chair hears none, 

The bill was , as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}yy 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet V. Gridley, widow 
of Charles V. Gridle Tate captain, United ‘States Navy, and pay her a per 
sion at the rate of per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 
ne amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ws: 


va line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT. I move toamend this by substitut- 
ing the Senate bill. which fixes the amount-—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ithink the gentleman wants to make it $50, 
instead of $40, as rted by the Committee on Pensions, which 
committee reported it at $50 a month, to be consistent with similar 
bills and for officers of similar rank. If that is the intention of 
the gentleman, the a method, Ithink, would be to vote down 
the amendment of the Committee on Pensions, and then adopt the 
bill as it came from the Senate. 

Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT. That is my wish. I move that the 
amendment be voted down—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be in order. It 
comes up on agreeing to the amendment, and if the motion is 
disagreed to, that would result in the same effect. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amendment, to strike out ‘‘ fifty” 
and insert “‘ forty.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejecte:|. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a. favorable recom- 
mendation. 


) at 


LEWIS SWENSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R,. 7329) to increase tlie pen 
sion of Lewis Swenson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! y 
authorized and directed to =e the pension roll, subject to the pr 
visions and limitations of pension laws, the name of Lewis Swenson, late 
of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension be is 
now receiving. 

ae amendments recommended by the committee were rea, as 
follows: 


Tn line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“on.” 


Tn line 7 strike out the word “ to.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty “ and insert in lieu thereof tho word 
“ seventeen; ’’ in the same line strike out the words “the pension" and |) 
sert in lieu thereof the word “that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. , 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

AUGUSTUS C, PYLE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1274) granting an increase of 
sion to Augustus C. Pyle. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Se it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here) 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the prov'sio"s 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus C. Pyle, late 0! 
Company G, Thirty-fifth ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, a0 1 pay 
him a pension at the rate of $0) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recou!- 
mendation. 

MARY A. HANSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Hanson, of Jackson County, Ill. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary «f the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
gions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mary A. Han- 
son, widow of Samuel M. Hanson, late a soldier in Company B, Eighty-first 
Regiment Dlinois Infantry Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


In line 5 strike out the word “general.” : 

In line 7 strike out the words “a soldier in’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 

, 1 - fr.” 
ba line 7, after the word “Illinois,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the words * Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH F, WOLFLEY, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3082) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth F. Wolfley. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of Elizabeth F. Wolfley, widow 
of William I. Wolfley, late assistant surgeon of the Sixty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infan’ -y and surgeon of United States 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


olunteers, and pay 


JAMES BYRNE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of 
pension to James Byrne. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Byrne, late of Com- 

ny H, Twenty-fifth New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company G, First 

Jnited States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month 
in lien of that he now receives. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
FANNIE M, O’LINN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7553) granting a pension 
to Fannie M. O’Linn, of Chadron, in the State of Nebraska. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie M. O’Linn, 
of Chadron, in the State of Nebraska. widow of Daniel H. O’Linn, late a pri- 
vate in Company F, Ninety-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


fs In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
on.” 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Chadron, in the State of.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Nebraska;”’ in the same line strike out the 
words “a —- in” and insert in lieu thereof the word “of.” 

In line 8, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 9, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “at the rate;" in the 
same line strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
on in the same line, after the word ‘of,’ strike out the word 
“the.” 

In line 10 strike out the words “the pension’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY H. BLOCKSON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1364) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry H. Blockson. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Henry H. Biockson, late of 
Company F, One hundred and fifty-third ment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


SUSAN BUCK. 


The next business was the bill (S. 716 anting a pension to 
s Buck. (5. 716) gr g &@ pe 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on ie beuaion roll, subject to the prerions 
gad limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Buck, widow of Daniel 

- Buck, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Mlinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 





CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 6055 


BERNARD DUNN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 4007) granting an increase of 
pension to Bernard Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bernard Dunn, late of Com 
pany A, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JULIA A, HEATH, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1990) for the relief of Julia 
A. Heath. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the penton roll of the United States, 
at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Julia A. Heath, widow of the late 
Chancey B. Heath, private, Company D, Thirty-eighth Regiment lowa Vol 
unteer Infantry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
lowing: ' 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, vy = to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Heath, widow of Chauncey B. Heath, 
late of Company D, Thirty-eighth Regiment, lowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FREDERICK W. KELLOGG, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6854) to increase the pen- 
sion of Frederick W. Kellogg. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Frederick W. Kellogg, a 

rivate in Com y A, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,during the 

te civil war, from $12 per month to §72 per month, and to issue to said Ke! 
logg a new certificate for said amount, as increased by this act, in lieu of the 
one he now holds. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “to” and all in lines 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “place on the pension roll, subject 
to the a and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick 
W. Kellogg, late of Company A, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” ' 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Kellogg.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

GEORGE BUNCE, 

The next business was the bill (S. 61) granting a pension to 
George Bunce. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Bunce, late private, 
Company A, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Lllinois Volunteer In 
fantry, also corporal, Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Illinois In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH B, COONS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 825) granting a pension to 
Joseph B. Coons. ' 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Coons, late captain 
Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSEPH M. SHAW, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase 

of pension to Joseph M. Shaw. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and hereby is, 
authorized and directed, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen 
sion laws, to pay to Joseph M. Shaw, late of Company F, First United States 
Cavalry, a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of the one he is now 
receiving under pension certificate No. 113371, issued by the Pension Bureau 

The following amendment, recommende® by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 4 strike ont all after the word “directed,” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 
9, and 10, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “to place on the pension 
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roll, a to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
ot Joseph M. Shaw. late of Company F, First Regiment United States Cav- 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


JOHN G. B, MASTERS, 


The next business was the bill (8, 1551) granting a pension to 
John G. B. Masters. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, gubjess to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John G. B. Masters, late of 
Company C, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $3 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


KATE CADWELL, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of 
pension to Kate Cadwell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate Cadwell, widow of Eu- 

ene Cadwell, late of Company E, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
eavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


MARY P. HUNTER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to 
Mary P. Hunter. : 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Mary P. Hunter, widow of 
Joseph Hunter, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Delaware Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HARRIET CROTSENBURG, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet Crotsenburg, widow of Nick Crotsenburg, 
late second lieutenant of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet Crotsenburg, widow 
of Nick Crotsenburg, late second lieutenant of Company P, Thirteenth Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry,and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 

In line 7 strike out the word “of;" in the same line, before the word 
“ Wisconsin,” insert the word “* Regiment.” 

p line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“fifteen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Crotsenburg.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GIDEON W, T. RIDLON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase 

of pension to G. T. Ridlon. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of G. T. Ridlon, late of Com- 
pany C, Fwenty-acventh Pegtmens Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: , 

In line 6 strike out the initial letter ““G" and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: “Gideon W.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon W. T. Ridlon.” 

Tae committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOSEPH CRAWFORD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 4800) granting a pension 
to J oseph Crawford. : a 
The Clerk read the pill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Craw- 
ford, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment of West 
Virginia Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, on ac- 
count of injuries to health received, and physical disabilities occasioned, 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 25, 


————» 


while a prisoner of war, captured while acting under o~ders of the military 
authorities of the United States, and confined. in Conf derate prisons fro;) 
September, 1863, until December, 1864. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the proyi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 6 strike out the word “of,” and in the same line, before the wora 
* Militia,” insert the word “ State.” i 

In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the w, 
“thirty,” and in the same line strike out the words “on account of,” and 4) 
of lines 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13. , 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


BETSY A. SUMMERS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10847) granting a pension 
to Betsey A. Summers. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby js 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Betsey A. Summers, widow 
of Rowen Summers, late a private of Company G, Seventeenth Michigan 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

\ a out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fo). 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the ayy laws, the name of Betsy A. Summers, widow of Rowen 
Summers, late first lieutenant Company G, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in liey 
of that she is now receiving.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Betsy A. Summers.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


e 
WILLIAM A, KEYES, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3549) granting an increase of 
pension to William A. Keyes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the namec.: William A. Keyes, late first 
lieutenant Company D One hundred and fourteenth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
JOHN W. CRAIG, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 471) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Craig. ; 

r. SULLOWAY. Iask that Senate bill No. 2286, similar in 
oe to this House bill, be taken up in lieu of the House 
ill. - 

There was no objection; and the bill (S. 2286) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Craig was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Craig, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and y him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, House bill 471, 
similar in purport ‘to the bill just laid aside, will be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


ISAAC M. SHUP. 


The next business was the bill (S, 1822) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac M. Shup. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the ee roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac M. Shup, late ol 
Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
JOSEPH QUINN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8207) to grant a pension 
to Joseph Quinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Quinn, 
late private of Company F, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New Y« rh 
State Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 per mon! h 
from the date of his honorable d from such service, May 2, 1805, t¢ 
the i of the approval of this act, and from that date at the rate of $1” pet 
mon 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows 


Strike out all in line 4 after the word “roll,” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 1°, 
and 11 and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provision 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Quinn, late of Com 
any F, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
‘antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Joseph Quinn.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


the House. 
ROSA L, COUCH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 314) granting a pension to 
Rosa L. Couch, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosa L. Couch, widow 
of Simon A. Couch, late captain Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
CHARLES 8S. PAINE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7327). granting an increase 
of pension to Charles 8, Paine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 8S. Paine, late 
of Company B, First Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension at the rate of $72 a month in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving. 

The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 

In line 9 strike out “the pension ’ and insert “ that.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 

AMOS W, FELKER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension 
to Amos W. Felker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amos W. Felker, Company 
(unorganized), Fourteenth Regiment Maine Infantry, and pay hima pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the words “Company (unorganized)” and insert in lieu 


thereof the words “ late of.”’ 
In line 7, after the word “ Maine,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 
JOHN NICKLIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 
of pension to John Nicklin. 
‘he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the peneten, laws, the name of John Nicklin, late of 
First Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, and to grant him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


‘ In line 4 strike out the word ‘‘upon”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
on.” 

In line 6, before the word “‘ First,” insert the word ‘‘the.”’ 

In line 7 strike out the words “‘to grant” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ pay;” in the same line strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ twenty-four.” 

In line & strike out the word “a” and insertin lieu thereof the word “ per;"’ 
. the — strike out the words “ the pension’ and insert in lieu thereof 

e word “* 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 


7328) granting an increase 


LYDIA F, WILEY. 


The next business was the bill (S, 756) granting a pension to 
Lydia F. Wiley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia F. Wiley, widow of 
John Wiley, late surgeon of the Sixth Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
MARTIN V, B. WINKLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin V. B. Winkler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, the name of Martin 
V. B. Winkler, late of Company K, Forty-third Indiana Infantry, and pay 
him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


In line 4 strike out * upon" and insert “on.” 
In lines 4 and 5 insert “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
Pension laws,” 
«tt line 7, before “ Indiana,” insert “Regiment,” and after “ Indiana” insert 
Volunteer.” 
n line 8 strike out * of $50” and insert “at the rate of $30.” 
In lines 8 and 9 strike out ‘the pension" and insert “that.” 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


ROBERT J. KOONCE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2215) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert J. Koonce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert J. Koonce, late of 
Company B, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
PHEBE A. LA MOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9502) granting a pension 
to Phoebe A. La Mott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to gece upon the pension roll the name of Phebe A. 
La Mott, widow of James P. La Mott, late member of Company I, Sixty-sixth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

The committee amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


. Strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
owing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Phebe A. La Mott, widow of James P. La 
Mott, late first lieutenant Company D, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month, and $2 per 
month additional for the minor child of said officer, in lieu of that she is now 
receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe A. La Mott.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 


the House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CANNON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to bills of the following titles: 

S. 207. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Van Horn; 

S. 517. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Nee 

S. 1781. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Henry and; 

S. 1619. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella Cotton 
Conrad. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted apon 
its amendments to the bill (H.R.10301) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Wotcott, Mr, CHANDLER, and Mr, BUTLER as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

$. 4606. An act to provide for the investigation of the historical 
archives and public records of the several States and Territories 
and of the United States with a view to their preservation by 
publication; and 

S.R.127. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


SAMANTHA BARNES, 


ly; 
Julia MacN, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of 
pension to Samantha Barnes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samantha Barnes, widow of 
Newcomb M. Barnes, late captain Company i, One hundred and first Regi 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JULIA E, G. LEWIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension 
to Julia E, G. Lewis. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia E. G. Lewis, late a pri 


vate in Company ©, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension of $12 a month. 
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The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, after the word * Lewis,” insert the words “ widow of William H. 
Lewis;”’ in the same line strike out the words ‘a private in" and insert in 
lien thereof the word “of.” 

In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer; ”’ in the 
same line, after the word * pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word “per.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM BLADES, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of 
pension to William Blades. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Blades, late of Com- 
pany B, Third Regiment ri Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LEVI CHANDLER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi Chandler. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi Chandler, late of Com- 

y |, Bighth Regiment lowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at 
he rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM LOVE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension 
to William Love. : 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Love, late a private 
in Company B, Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Militia Volunteers, and pay him 
a eaten of $12 per month for total disability, to take effect from the passage 
of this act. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘a; in the same line strike out the word “in” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ of.” 

In line 7, before the word “Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Regiment;” in 
the same line strike out the words “ Militia Volunteers” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words * Volunteer Militia;” in the same line, after 
the word “ pension,” insert the words *‘at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “for total disability, to take effect.”’ 

In line 9 strike out the words “from the passage of this act.’ 

The committee amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. RAGLAND, 


The next business was the bill (8S. 2276) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Ragland. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, t w. oonane. late 
captain of Company H, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Iinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation, 
MARY E. DICKEY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Dickey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, = provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Mary y, as widow 
of James M. Dickey, late of Usmeeny ©. First Regiment New Hampshire 
Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and pay uw of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In the line 7, after the words “New Hampshire,” insert the word “Volun- 

In line 8 strike out the words “ Volunteers;” in the same line, after the 
word “pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

MARY A, WHITMORE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1734) to grant a pension 

to Mary A. Whitmore. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
authorized and d to place on the pension roll, the name of Mary A’ 
Whitmore, of Wisconsin, w#low of Michael H. McCullow, late private | 
Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension of $16 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Tn line 3, after the word “and,” insert the word “he.” 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words ‘‘subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws.”’ : 

In line 5 strike out the words * of Wisconsin.” 

In line 6 strike out the word “‘McCullow”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
word “ McCullon.” In the same line strike out the word “private.” 

In line 7 strike out the word * Volunteers,” and in the same line, be! 
the word “ Infantry," insert the word *‘ Volunteer.” In the same line, «| 
the word “ pension,” insert the words ‘‘at the rate.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “sixteen” and insert in lieu the: 
the word “twelve.” ‘ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Mary A. WW 
more.” . 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was grdered to be laid aside to be report: 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN WHITMORE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10912) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Whitmore. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sionsand limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Whitmore, |at««/ 
Company F, One bh and nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer [n/ 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that ho is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MICHAEL 8S, BROCKETT, GEORGE W. WILLIAMS, AND ISAAC N, WILL- 
HITE, 


_ The next business was the bill (H. R. 6407) to increase the pen- 
sions of Michael 8. Brockett, George W. Williams, and Isaac N, 
Willhite. - 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pensions of Michael S. Brockett, 
George W. Williams, and Isaac N. Willhite, all late members of the Filty- 
sixth Illinois Volunteers, and who are the sole survivors of the catastrople 
of the burning of the steamship General Lyon off Cape Hatteras, March '!, 
1865, and pay each of them a pension of $100 a month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “to,” and all in lines 5, 6, 7.8. 9. and 
10, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ place on the pension roll, sub)ect 
to the provisions and limitations of the —_— laws, the name of Michae! F 
Brockett, late of Company F, Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Intan 


try, and him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that hoe is 
sauce or 


now g. 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Michael F. Brockett.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ANNA WHITNEY TARBELL,. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2142) for the relief of Anna 
Whitney Tarbell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the pension laws, the name of Anna Whitney Tarbell, widow 
of Jonathan Tarbell, colonel Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer In 
fantry, and brevet brigadier-general, and pay her a pension at the rate of $5) 
per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLES A, WESTFIELD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9010) ting an increase 
of ion to Charles A. Westfield, of Wilkes , Pa. 

he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enact d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Rere!y, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles A. Westfield, late o! 
Company G, One and forty-third nt Pennsylvania V olunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. ‘ 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Westfield.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EDMUND P. TIERNEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 2752) granting a pension 
to Edmund P, Tierney. © 








1900. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heoehy. 
authorized and directed to place on th nsion roll the name ot Edmund P. 
Tierney, lately an acting assistant surgeon in the United States Army, and 
to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of any pension to which he may 
be entitled under existing laws. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4strike out all after the word “roll” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, and & 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Edmund P. Tierney, late hospital 
steward, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Edmuud P. Tierney. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


WARREN L, EATON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 806) granting an increase of 

ension to Warren L. Eaton. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Warren L. Eaton, late of 
Company F, Hatch’s Ba talion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


OLIVER H, CRAM, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10761) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver H. Cram. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Oliver H. Cram, late of Com- 
pany H, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 


antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, was read: . 
In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” . 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE 0O. COLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7190) to increase the pen- 
sion of George O. Cole. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $30 per 
month, subject to the pro and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of G O. Cole, late of Com y F, Seventh Michi 


Infantry, the pension hereby granted to be in lieu of that whic 
ceiving. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Strike out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, and 
§,and insert in lieu thereof the following: “subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George O. Cole, late of Company 

. Seventh — Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

@ ae ot tit 80 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
eorge O. ie." 


The committee amendments were to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HELLEN LANG, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8467) granting a pension to 
Hellen Lang. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on tle gateicn roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, name of Hellen Lang, widow of 
— Lang, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 

nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
With a favorable recommendation. 


JOSIAH H, BUCKINGHAM, 


The next busi _R. : 
_ to Josiah H. Bean was the bill (H. R. 10261) granting a pension 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to piace on t o pension roll, subject to the prow. 
oo and limitations of the pension laws, name of J H. Buckingham, 
of Company C, Thirteenth ment of Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 

d 
sud pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Volunteer 
he is now re- 
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The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Thirteenth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * Twenty-fifth.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “of.” 

The committee amendments were agreed toa. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the Honse with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E, LACEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary E. Lacey, an army nurse. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Mary E. Lacey, an army 
nurse, on the pension roll and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 
subject to the rules and regulations of the Pension Ottice. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Ip line 4 strike out all after the word “ place,” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘ on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, thename of Mary E. Lacey, widow 
of Benjamin H. Roby, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment New Jersey Vo! 
unteer Infantry, and late an army nurse in the Medical Department, United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Amend the title soas toread: “A bill granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LEWIS C, BEARD, 


The next business was the bill (8S. 2483) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis C. Beard. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis C. Beard, late of Com 
pany D, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen 
sion at the rate of {39 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE FRIEND, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10235) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Friend. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Friend, late of Com 
pany K, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 
mendation. 


JAMES G. HARTZELL,. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1441) granting an increase of 
pension to James G, Hartzell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James G. Hartzell, late of 
Company C, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 
mendation. 

JOHN LONERGAN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension 
to John Lonergan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Lonergan, late captain 
Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion of per month in lieu of the pension he is now drawing. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ** Volunteer Infantry;"’ in the same line, after the word “pension,” 
insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 8 strike out the words ‘the pension " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that.” ’ 

In line 9 strike out the word “drawing” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY H, LEWIS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1831) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry H. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, outgeet to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry H. Lewis, late of Ren- 
wick's battery, Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
LEWIS H, RIDEN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10524) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis H. Riden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ve to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis H. Riden, late of Com- 
pany C, Seventy-eighth 4 Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $24 in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

: In line 7, after the word *‘ Infantry,” insert the words “and pay him a pen- 
sion.”’ 

In line 8, after the word “dollars,” insert the words “‘ per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 4 : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZA ADELAIDE BALL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 3418) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza Adelaide Ball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Adelaide Ball, widow 
of Edward Ball, late major in the Seventh United States Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now Seoetving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY B, ALLEN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5648) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Mary B. Allen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. M B. Allen, of 
Union City, Erie County, Pa., late widow of Alexander 8. Wade, private in 
Company A, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
and : pvesess wife of Mr. Americus VY. Allen, and pay her the sum of $12 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 3, after the word “and,” insert the word “he.” 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Mrs.;” in the same line and line 7 strike out 
the words “ of Union City, Erie County, Pa.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “late;” in the same line, after the word 
“Wade,” insert the word “late; in the same line strike out the words “ pri- 
vate in” and insert in lieu thereof the word “of.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry;” in same line strike out the words “divorced 
wife of Mr. Americus V. Allen, and.” 

In line 10 strike out the words “the sum” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words *“‘a pension at the rate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

ELISHA F. BARTON, 


The next business was the bill (8.3268) granting an increase of 
pension to Elisha F. Barton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on Ce pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha F. Barton, late of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
D. CYRUS HOLDRIDGE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase 
of pension to D, Cyrus Holdridge, 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interier be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of D. Cyrus Holdridge, 
late a captain of Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘a.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

in line 8, before the word “of,” insert the words “at the rate."’ In the 
same line strike out the words “ the pension " and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

able recommendation, 


JAMES B, LOGAN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 847) granting an increase of 
pension to James B. Logan. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hey 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov; 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James B. Logan, late ea); 
Company K, Tenth Re ent Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him , 
pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving ” 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable re, 
mendation. 
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ns 
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ROLAND BURNETT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5117) for the relieg og 
Roland Burnett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov; ; 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Roland Burnett, late a 1, ~ 


ber of Company D, First Arkansas Cavalry, at the rate of $20 per mont}; 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, ag 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a member.” 

In line 7, after the word “‘ First,’’ insert the word “ Pegiment; "in the samo 
line, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer;" in tho same 
line, after the word “ Cavalry,” insert the words “and pay him a pension, 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 

SAMUEL W, KIRKENDALL. 


The next_business was the bill (H. R. 6096) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Kirkendall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bz it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place the name of Samuel Ww. Kirkendall, late 
a private in Company G, Seventieth Ohio werd on the pension roll, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of the pension now re. 
ceived by him. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “and,” in line 4, and all of lines 5, 6, 7, anda, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “directed to place on the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Samuel W. Kirkendall, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment Ohio Vol 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. - 

The amendment was to. ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


MARY 8. BELDING. 


The next business was the bill (8S, 1734) granting a pension to 
Mary S. Belding. ° 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and di to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 8S. Belding, former 
widow of David Hartsough, late of Company B, Thirty-first Regiment lowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

JAMES H, RAINEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10750) to restore James 
H. Rainey to the pension roll. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Rainey, late 
corporal of Companies E and U, Seventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and pay him oo? at the rate of $10 per month from the time he 
was dropped from said roll. 

The following amendments, recommended by the committee, 
were read: 

Strike out all after the word “ directed,” in line 4, and all of lines 5, 6, 7,8 
and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘to place on the pension roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
James H. Rainey, late of Companies E and C, Seventh Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteer Cav: , and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per mont) 

2 Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to James H. 
ainey.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, - 


SARAH M,. LESLIE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Leslie. ; 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby: 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject other y 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sart) ©. 
Leslie, widow of Robert Leslie, late a private in Company F, Sixth New Yor 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension of dollars a month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the w’ rd 
“ n "ne . 


In line 5 strike out the word “otherwise.” 
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In line 6 strike out the word “a.” 
in line 7 strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘of: in the same line, after the word “Sixth,” insert the word * Regi- 


rord . ‘ sag , 
E in the same line, before the word “ Cavalry," insert the word * Vol- 


ment; ’ 
unin line 8 strike out all after the word “ pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “at the rate of $8 per month.” 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the last com- 
mittee amendment by siriking out “eight” and inserting 
“ twelve.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendments as amended were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorabie recommendation. 

HELEN HARLOW, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3293) granting an increase of 
pension to Helen Harlow. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen Harlow, widow of 
Alonzo Harlow. late assistant surgeon, One hundred and thirteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HANNAH G, HUFF. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2900) granting a pension to 
Hanna G. Huff. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


ke it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah G. Huff, dependent 
mother of the late John D. Huff, Company D, Seventh Regiment lowa In- 


fantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CHARLES W. HOBART, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Hobart. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pene roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Hobart, late 
of Company C, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infautry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


DANIEL DAVIS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2392) granting a pension 
to Daniel Davis. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil the name of Daniel 
Davis, late private in Company M, First Regiment New Hampshire Heavy 
Artillery, and grant him a pension of $24 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

_In line 4, after the word “troll,” insert the following: “subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


me x strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of.” 


In line 6, before the word ‘“‘ Heavy,” insert the word ‘‘ Volunteer;"’ in the 
same line strike out the word “grant” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
bh 


ei ” in the same line, after the word ‘‘ pension,” insert the words “at the 
rate.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CORYDEN BEVANS, 


The next business was the bill (S. 258) granting an increase of 
pension to Coryden Bevans. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Coryden Bevans, late of 
Company F, Fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: Pro- 


vided, That no deduction shall be made on account of any former payments 
of pension to the beneficiary under this bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD MADDEN, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Madden. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a limitations of the arepsnonnme of Edward Madden, late private, 
bi any F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

‘ii & pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 


able recommendation, 
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ELIZABETH SPRINGER, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Springer, widow of Charles Springer, late of Com- 
pany G, Ninth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Springer, 
widow of Charles Springer, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Ohio Vol 
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight;’’ in the same line, after the word * month,” insert the words “ 
pension, however, to cease upon proof that the soldier is still living.” 

Amend the title so as to read; “A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Springer.”’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


MICHAEL LOCHARD, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Lochard. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Lochard, late of 
Company H, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MICAGER PHILPOT, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension 
to Micager Philpot. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Micager Philpot, late private 
in Lieutenant Vernon's company (A), First Regimentof Mississippi Mounted 
Rifles Volunteers, on the pension roll, at the rate ——— dollars per month, 
subject to the rules and limitations prescribed by law. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

Tn line 4 strike out all after the word “place” and all of lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “on the pension roll, subject tothe 
peorenne and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Micager Philpot, 
ate of Company A, First Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Mounted Rifles, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


JONATHAN MEAD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10616) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jonathan Mead. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan Mead, late of Com 

many B, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
fim a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is mow receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
JULIA A, KINKEAD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4069) to restore the name 
of Julia A. Kinkead to the pension roll, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
directed to restore the name of Julia A. Kinkead, widow of Sergt. David 
Kinkead, Company I, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers, 
in the war of the rebellion, to the easton roll, trom which she was dropped 
by reason of her marriage to one William Cunningham, from whom sho has 
been jlegally divorced, her pension certificate being numbered 195883, pay- 
ments to be only from the date of the passage of this act, in accordance with 
the pension laws as they apply to such class of widows’ pensions. 


The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol 
owing: 

wT bat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Kinkead, widow of David Kinkead, 
late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

‘ _— the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Julia A. Kin- 

ead.”’ 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 


such 


WILLIAM TAYLOR, 


The next business was the bill (8S. 2203) granting an increase of 
pension to William Taylor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Taylor, late of Com 
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pany G, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
MRS. LYDIA A. TRYON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6902) granting pension to 
Mrs. Lydia A. Tryon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior shall place on the 
pansion roll, subject to the pension Jaws of the United States, the name of 
uydia A. Tryon, widow of Charles 8. Tryon, late private, Company E, Sixty- 
ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $15 per month. 

The committee amendments were read, and agreed to, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Lydia A. Tryon, widow of Charles 8. 
Tryon, late of Company E, Sixty-ninth iment Enrolled Missouri Militia, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 

. Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lydia A. 
ryon.”’ 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House, 

DAVID CARROLL, 


The next business was the bill (8S. 1533) granting a pension tv 
David Carroll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Carroll, dependent 
father of Eugene Carroll, late steerage steward, United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 
REBECCA PAULDING MEADE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca Paulding Meade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Se 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca Paulding Meade, 
widow of Rear-Admiral Richard W. Meade, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
HORATIO N, CORNELL. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to 
Horatio N. Cornell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed te place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension lews, the name of Horatio N. Cornell, 
late a sailor on the U. 8. 8. Michigan, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
ELVIRA HUNTER. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to 
Elvira Hunter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacfed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elvira Hunter, widow 
of Nicholas Hunter, late of Comspene Fe First Regiment Arkansas Mounted 
Gunners in the war known as the Sabine disturbance, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $ per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
CONSOLACION VICTORIA KIRKLAND, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1919) granting an increase of 
pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirkland, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Con on Victoria Kirk- 
land, widow of William A. Kirkland, late rear-admiral, United States Navy, 
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. ‘ 


The bill was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House, 
SAMUEL 8, WHITE. 


The next business was the bill (S. 351) granting an inctvase of 
pension to Samuel 8S. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 8. White, late of 
sapteen McMartry's company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk 
Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 


The committee amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

In line S strike out “ thirty * and insert “ twelve.” ¢ 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
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ANNIE D, M. WOOD, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1975) granting an increase o¢ 
pension to Annie D. M. Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is heraj,y 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov as 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie D. M. Wood. \ . 
of the late Commander Edward Parker Wood, United States Navy. 2) - 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re. : 

The committeeamendment was read, and agreed to, as fo!) 

In line 8 strike out “fifty ” and insert “forty.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably report; 
the House. 


8 
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JOHN H. HARRISON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 8708) granting a pension to 
John H. Harrison. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p) 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Harrison. |,: if 
U. 8. 8S. Walker, United States Navy, and pay hima pension at the rite ; 
per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the Housg 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LOUISE D. SMITH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 3662) granting a pen 
Louise D. Smith. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 
authorized and directed to place ou the pension roll, subject to the p: n 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise D. Smith, \ v of 
Willham H. Smith, late first lientenant, Tenth Regiment United stat: 
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The fol!owing amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

In Jine 8 strike out “thirty ’ and insert “ twenty-five.” 

Add after the word “receiving,” in line 9. the words “and $ per n 
additional on account of each of the minor children of said William !{.+ 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

The committee amendments were eed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be report 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CLARA H, INCH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1593) granting an increase 
pension to Clara H. Inch. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clara H. Inch, widow of 
Philip Inch. late commodore, United States Navy. and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Comiuittee on 
Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “forty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOSEPH LONGMIRE, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Longmire. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe | ions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Longmir-, late of 
Company D, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that ho is now 
receiving. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 

Line 8, strike out “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof “twenty.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ROBERT GAMBLE, JR. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Gamble, jr. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the prov! 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Game. | 
late major and aid-de-camp to General Call, Florida Volunteers, Sem)’ 
Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of t) 
he is now recei ‘ 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee 02 
Pensions, was read: 

Line 8, strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ twenty.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


IDA J. PEIXOTTO, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the 
jension of Ida J. Peixotto. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the amount of pension allowed Ida J. 
Peixotto, widow of Daniel L. M. Peixotto, late a captain in the Third United 
States Volunteer Infanvry, to the sum of $50 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 


In lines 4 and 5, after the words “ directed to,” strike out “increase the 
amount of pension allowed “ and substitute therefor the words “place on 
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of.”’ - ; 

In line 7 strike out “to the sum of $50 per month” and substitute therefor 
the words “and pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving.” . : i ; 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 





I 


Ida J. Peixotto.” | 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EMMA C, STEPHENSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7012) to increase the pen- | 


sion of Emma ©, Stepkenson. — 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension (certificate No. 467638) of Emma C. 
Stephenson, widow of William Stephenson, late first lieutenant, Eighth United 
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States Cavalry, retired April 23, 1879, deceased April 22, 1898, be increased | 


from $17 per month, as fixed by said certificate, to $25 per month. 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Pensions, were read: 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Emma C. Stephenson.”’ . | 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 
of the rension laws, the name of Emma C. Beepneaeom, widow of William 
Stephenson, late first lieutenant Company A, Eighth Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH A, ROBINSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10856) to increase the pen- 
sion of Sarah A. Robinson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Robinson, widow 
of John K. Robinson, late corporal in Kenley’s battalion, District of Colum- 
bia and Maryland Volunteers, Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $2) per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on | 
Pensions, were read: 

Change the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Robinson.” 

In line 9 strike out “twenty” and substitute therefor “twelve,” and in 





= strike out “the pension” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
at. . 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARIA H, HIXON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 9108) granting’a pension 
to Maria H. Hixon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Maria H. Hixon, widow of Daniel Hixon, 
deceased. late @ soldier in the Black Hawk war, and pay her a pension at the 
Tate of $17 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

; In line 6 strike out “deceased, late a soldier in the" 

. the words “late a captain of Michigan V 

. n lines 7 and 8 strike out the word “seventeen " and substitute therefor 
© word “twelve,” so as to fix the rating at $12 per month. 

The committee amendments were to. 
ame bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 

the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MICHAEL DEMPSEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Dem 


psey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


and substitute there- 
olunteers.”’ 








Be it enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed toplace on thesension roll, subject tothe provisions 
nc limitations of laws, the name of Michael Dempsey, late of 
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Company B, Seventh United States Infintry, Seminole Indian war, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of £20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, was read: 
Strike out of line § the word “twenty” and insert the word “twelve.” 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN B. WETHERBEE. 
The next business was the bill (S. 3139) granting a pension to 


| John B. Wetherbee. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Wetherbee, late 
cook with Company G, First Regiment Washington Volunteer Infantry, war 
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. ; 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
ALBERT W. BRUSH. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5444) to increase the pen- 
sion of Albert W. Brush. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert W. Brush, of Selma, 
Cal. late private in Company F, First Regiment ljinois Volunteers ( Mexican 
war), on the pension rol! and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month, 
subject to the provisions and {imitations of the pension laws, and in lieu of 
the pension he now receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the words ‘‘to place,” insert ‘‘on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out ‘of Selma, Cal."’ 

Ip line 6 strike out “(Mexican war) on the pension roll" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ war with Mexico.” 


In line 7 strike out “forty ’'and substitute therefor the word “ twenty.” 
Strike out all in lines 8 and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the words “in lieu 


| of that he is sow receiving.” 


ag the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Albert W 
3rush.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


NATHAN DISEBROW. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10607) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan Disbrow: 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan Disbrow, dependent 
father of Edward V. Disbrow, late of Company B, Eighth Iliinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and grant him a pension of $2 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 7, after the word “ Eighth,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘grant’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“pay;”’ in the same line, after the word “ —., insert the words “at the 
rate;”’ in the same line strike out the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “twenty;"’ in the same line, after the word *“*month,"’ 
the words “‘in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Disbrow.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARIE L. APGAR, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8254) to increase the pen- 
sion of Marie L. aoe. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per month, the name 
of Marie L. Apgar, widow of Stewart Apgar, late of Company B, First New 
Jersey Cavalry, now receiving a widow's pension of $8 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out all after the word “authorized,” and all in lines 5,6,and 
7, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “and directed to place on the 
pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Marie L. Apgar. widow of Stewart Apgar, late of Company 
B, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: *‘ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Marie L. Apgar.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


NICHOLAS BRIGGEMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H, R. 9555) granting an increase 
of pension to Nicholas Briggeman. 


insert 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas Briggeman, Ord- 
nance Corps, United States Army, and pay him a pension of $72 per month 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving under certificate No. 513187. 


The amendments set forth in the report were read. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the Calendar number of that bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Calendar number is 974, 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Gipson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
—_ granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Briggeman, submit the fol- 

owing report: 

This eoldiee, now 63 years of age, served as a private, corporal, and ser- 
geant in Battery L, Second United States Artillery, from November 29, 1854, 
to October 24, 1859; reenlisted in same organization, and was discharged Oc- 
tober 40, 1854. He is shown -by the records of the War Department to have 
been under treatment for neuralgia for five days in October, 1857, for phleg- 
mon in January, 1858, and for fracture of collar bone in October, 1859. 

He is now a pensioner under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month, on 
account of total inability to earn a support by manual labor, by reason of 
fracture of left clavicle, rheumatism, and resulting disease of heart. 

His claim under the general law filed April 13, 1859, and based upon cramps 
and severe pain in stomach, followed by rheumatism and resulting disease of 
heart, was rejected by the Pension Bureau May 6, 1895, upon the ground that 
there was no record of the alleged rheumatism, and that the claimant was 
unable, with the aid of a special examination, to prove its origin in service 
and line of duty. 

There was obtained during the special examination of this case the testi- 
mony of several comrades of the beneficiary that he complained of cramps 
in his fect and legs, walked lame and frequently rubbed his legs with lini- 
ment inthe service; that after his discharge he frequently complained of 
pain in his limbs, and used to limp around his shop, and that this condition 
continued unti] 1893, since which time he had become helpless. 

Certificate of medical examination of June 19, 1889, rated him $8 for rheu- 
matism, and that of July 26, 1893, $30 for rheumatism and resulting disease of 
heart. 

Colonel Wilson, United States Army, testified in 1896, when he was in 
charge of public buildings and grounds in this city, that the beneficiary was 
a sober, reliable, excellent soldier; earnest, faithful, and brave; and the spe- 
cial examiner who investigated the case in 1896 stated that the beneficiary 
was then in a helpless condition, t>"yuiring aid and attendance, and that he 
was wholly dependent upon his peusion of $12 per month. 

Your committee are satisfied that the rheumatism from which the bene- 
ficiary is now suffering had its origin during his er service, and that 
consequently he is entitled to reliet by Congress, and the bill is reported 
back with the recommendation that it pass after the same shall have been 
amended as follows: 

In line 3, after the word “and,” insert the word “he.” 

In line 6, before the word ** Ordnance,” insert the words “late of.” 

In line 7, after the word **pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 

— 7 strike out the words “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “the pension ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that;"’ in the same line strike out the words “ under certificate num- 
bered” and all of lines 9 and 10. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LUCIUS K. SMALLING, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10815) to grant a pension 
to Lucius K. at 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Lucius K. Smalling upon the 
»ension roll at the rate of $24a month and to pay him such back pay as may 
be due him according to law. 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In line 4 strike out all after the word “ place,” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “on the pension roll, subject to the 
srovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucius K. Small- 
ng, late of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Regiment, New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month."’ 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Lucius K. 
Smalling.” 
The Committee amendments were — to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ANNIE B, SHARRARD, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8735) granting an increase 
nsion to Annie B. Sharrard, : 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie B. Sharrard, widow 
of Samuel R. Sharrard, late captain Company C, Twenty-first ment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment set forth in the report was read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr, Chairman, let us have the report in that 
case read, 

The report (by Mr. Grpson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
= ranting an increase of pension to Annie B. Sharrard, submit the fol- 

owing report: 

Samuel R. Sharrard, the officer named in this bill, served as first lieuten- 
ant and am of Company C, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteers, from De- 
cember 1, 1861, to April 7, 1864, and, according to the record of the War De- 
partment, was wounded at Stone River in the left side andleg. He was pen 
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sioned in 1882 for the wound of the a at $5 per month from date oF }; 
discharge, at $10 from August 1, 1898, and at $15 from March 28, 1859. ay.) 2 
disability, viz, rheumatism, alleged in application filed on said date. b...°. 
been admitted as of service origin. a 

A claim on account of rupture of left side was rejected March 3. 189 
the ground that the same, according to the allegations of the officer. w.. 
incurred in the service of the United States, but originated about 18s; 

The officer died January 12, 1893, of cirrhosis of the liver. : 

Annie B. Sharrard, the beneficiary named in the bill, and now 56 y. ° 
age, applied for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, and upon proof 
she was married to theofficer February 17, 1865; that she was his legal w 
at the time of his death, and was without other means of support tha 
daily labor, said claim was allowed in 1895 at $8 per month from Jan, 
1893, and she is now in receipt of said pension. 

The beneficiary filed no claim under the general laws. 

There has been filed with your committee medical and lay testimon, 
ing that the beneficiary for the last three years has been confined to |: r room 
and for about nine months to her bed; that she issuffering from physical ang 
nervous asthenia, perpetuated by the hard struggle the family has had to 
make for the necessaries of life, she trying to assist with needle and thro, d 
when absolutely unable to do it. — 

In view of the long service of the officer, the present physical and fi; 
condition of the beneficiary, and the probability that the officer's f.«: 
ease had its origin during his military service, your committee report the 
bill back with the recommendation that it pass after thesameshall haye been 
amended as follows: : 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the worg 
“twenty.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


WESLEY C, SAWYER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7159) to increase the pen- 
sion of Wesley C. Sawyer. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her; 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Wesley (" 
Sawyer, late captain Company H, Twenty-third Massachusetts Volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of $50 a month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

_In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: ‘subject to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

in line 6, before the word ** Massachusetts,” insert the word “ Regiment:” 
in the same line strike out the word “‘ Volunteers” and insert in lieu th 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry; * in the same line, after the word “pe: 
insert the words “at the rate.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “‘a” andinsertin lieu thereof the word “ per;” 
in the same line strike out the words “ the pension” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “that.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley C. Sawyer.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ALONZO C, REMBAUGH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6947) to grant Alonzo C, 
Rembaugh, late private, Company C, Seventy-first Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, a pension. 

The clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Alonzo 
C. Rembaugh, late private in Company C, Seventy-first Regiment lennsy!- 
vania Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $— per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions ani limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Alonzo C. Rembaugh, late of ( pany 
©, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 4 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo C. Rembaugh."’ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
MARTIN O'CONNOR, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10618) granting an increase 

of pension to Martin O’Connor. 
he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martin O'Connor, late o! 
Troop H, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and sergeant, genera! serv: 
ice United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
CLARENCE 8. HALL. 
The next business was the bill (H, R. 7179) granting a pension 
to Clarence 8. Hall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enactéd, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hi reby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the prov" 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clarence 8. Hall, son of An- 
srew L. Hall, deceased, late of Company C, First Battalion of Infantry, Maine 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “son,” insert the words “the blind and depend- 
ent;” in the same line strike out the word “ deceased.” s ; 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘“‘of infantry;"’ in the same line strike out 
the word * Volunteers "’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer In- 


5 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bill of the following title; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

S, 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert F. 
Colby. 

The messsge also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeng votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
6250) extending the time for proof and payment on lands claimed 
under the desert-land Jaw of the United States by the members of 
the Colorado Cooperative Colony in southwestern Colorado. 


MOSES H, TABER, 


The committee resumed its session. ; 

The next business was the bill (H, R. 315) granting a pension 
to Moses H. Taber. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll at $72 per month, sub- 
sect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Moses 
i. Taber, fate a member of Company B, Second Regiment Rhode Island 
Cavalry. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the words ‘“‘at seventy.” 

In line 5 strike out the words ‘$2 per month.” 

In line 7 strike out the words ‘‘a member;” in the same.line, after the 
words * Rhode Island,” insert the word ** Volunteer.”’ 

In line 8, after the word ‘Cavalry,” insert the following: “and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. aA 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 


FIELDING L, RUTHERFORD, 


The next business was the bill (S, 589) granting an increase of 
pension to Fielding L. Rutherford, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fielding L. Rutherford, late 
of Company G, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


WILLIAM C, CHANDLER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 11145) granting a pension 
to William C. Chandler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pesranens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William C. Chandler, late of 
Company B, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


CHARLES 8S, DEVINE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6424) for the relief of 
Charles 8. Devine. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $24 per month, the 
, hame of Charles 8. Devine, late first-class pilot in the Mississippi River 

Squadron, during the civil war. 


; _ amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 5 strike out the words “at the rate.” 

In line 6 strike out the words “of $24 per month.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “during the civil war" and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.” 

The amendments were agreed to. , : ‘ 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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SARAH J. PEDDYCOART, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8141) granting 
to Mrs. Sarah J, Peddycoart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Mrs. Sarah J. Peddycoart, widow of Levi Peddycoart, 
late of Company F, One hundred and thirteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ place,” inline £, and all of lines 5,6, and7 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: “on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah J. Peddycoart, 
widow of Levi Peddycoart, late of Company F, One hundred and thirteent 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWIN M. FARNHAM, 

The next business was the bill (S. 
Edwin M. Farnham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin M. Farnham, late of 
Company M, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


a@ pension 


3527) granting a pension to 


KATE B, WARREN, 

The next business was the bill (S. 3 
pension to Kate B. Warren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the peoren roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate B. Warren, widow 
of Charles E. Warren, late assistant surgeon Ninety-fifth Regiment United 
States Colored Troops and surgeon Ninetieth Regiment United States Col- 
ored Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


329) granting an increase of 


SMITH MINER, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5007) granting a pension 
to Smith Miner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Smith Miner, late of Battery 
C, First West Virginia Light Artillery, at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ first,”’ insert the word “ Regiment; "’ in the same 
lime, before the word “ Light,” insert the word ** Volunteer.” 

In line 7, after the word “Artillery,” insert the words “ and pay hima pen- 
sion; in the same line strike out the words “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘seventeen;” in the same line, after the word * month,” 
insert the words ‘in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY YOWELL. 


The next business was the bill (S, 3234) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Yowell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Mary Yowell, widow of 
Samuel Yowell, late of Company H, Forty-third Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILBURN W. TESTERMAN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension 
to Wilburn W. Testerman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilburn W. Tester- 
man, late of Company G, Fitteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have 
these reports read. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. CALDERHEAD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W. Testerman, submit the following 


report: 

Wilburn W. Testerman, the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted in Com- 
pany G, Fifteenth Missouri Cavalry, on November 1, 1863, and was mustered 
out with his company July 10, 1865. This organization was previously known 
as the Seventh Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia. His captain and first 


6066 CONGRESSIONAL 


lieutenant are long since dead. J. H. Crabtree, sergeant, and R. A. Mayfield, 
both members of his company. ay that Testerman was in the hospital 
with sore eyes in the fail and winter of 1864 and 1866, and that his eyes were 
weak and in bad condition when he was discharged. The testimony of J. W. 
Brock, assistant surgeon, is that claimant took measles in Barry County, Mo., 
and while in the Army; that he treated Testerman; that from the measles 
claimant took rheumatism and granulated sore eyes; that he treated him; 
and bas known claimant since the war; says he treated Testerman in 1864 
or 1805. 

S. Truax testifies that he has known claimant since 1888; that his eyesight 
was bad. The claim was rejected because of no hospital record, and that 
Pr. Brock could not state exact time of treatment. 

Medical examination by two boards, in 1870 and 1897, shows disease of eyes. 
Testimony further shows this man to be paralyzed by a fall from a wagon; 
that he is unable to do any labor; that he is penniless and dependent upon 
charity; and your committee therefore report the bill back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, there is not much merit in 
this bill, and it ought not to pass. He has got no service of any 
consequence, and it appears fell off a wagon. I move that this 
bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. IL hope that motion will not prevail. Here 
is a man paralyzed, absolutely unable to do anything, and we only 
propose to pension him at $12 a month. 

wr CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall the bill be laid on the 
table? 

The motion of Mr. TALBERT was disagreed to. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 
HENRY HILL. 


The next business was the bill (8S, 2651) granting a pension to | 


Henry Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to oe pugeesens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Hill, late y serv- 
ant to Gen. W. T. H. Brooks, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. SuLLOWay), as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 2651) | 


granting a pension to Henry Hill, bave examined the same and adopt the 
Senate report thereon, and recommend that the bill do pass. 
{Senate report No. 566, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2651) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Hill, have examined the same and report: 
This bill proposes to 


pervant toGen. W. T. H. Brooks, United States Volunteers. 


From the evidence filed with this committee the following facts a r: | 


Claimant was not an enlisted man, but was page in the summer of 1861 
as cook for the band of the Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry. 
He then became body servant to General Brooks, commanding the “ Old 
Vermont Brigade,” with whom he remained until! July 1, 1862. that day, 
in the battle of Whiteoak Swamp, Virginia, he was severely and danger- 
ously wounded in the face, and, as one witness states, it looked as though 
half of his head had been shot away. He was sent to Cliffburne Hospital, 
Washington, D. C., and there treated for his wound. 

Reports from the Auditor for the War Department showin 
service and from the Acting Chief Record and Pension Office, War Depart- 
ment, showing his hospital treatment, are appended hereto. He made clatm 
for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, but his claim was rejected Feb- 
ruary 3, 188, on the ground that he was not an enlisted man. 

Theclaimant is now 68 years of age, and badly disfigured by the wound he 
received in battle. If he had been an enlisted man there could be no question 
about Bis ate to pension. His case is an exceptional one, and is not covered 

oy existing law. 

In view of all the circumstances of the case your committee believe that 
claimant should be allowed a pension for his wound. 

The bill is therefore reported back favorably, with a recommendation that 
it pass when amended as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Henry Hill, late body servant to Gen. 
W. T. H. Brooks, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month.” — ; 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CHARLES CLAUSSEN. 


claimant's 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase 


of pension to Charles Claussen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Charles 
Claussen, late private, Company D, Eighth Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in liea of the pension he now receives. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were as fol- 
lows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5, after the word “ Eighth.” insert “‘ United States." 

In hine 6 strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty.” : 

In line 7 strike out “the pension he now receives" and substitute therefor 
“that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


AUGUSTA ULLMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
10748) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman, 


nsion Henry Hill, of Tennallytown, D. C., late body | 


= 
4), 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is }\¢, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe pro 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augusta Ullman. wii 
Charles Ullman, late of Company H, Second United States Drago), 
pay her a pension at the rate of $0 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I call for the reading of the sport. 

The report (by Mr. BRoMWELL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
granting a pension to Augusta Ullman, beg leave to submit the follow), 
port and recommend that said bill do pass with amendment: 

The claimant, who resides at No. 438 Bank street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
widow of Charles Ullman, late private, Company H, Second United ; 
Dragoons, who entered the service October 10, 1854, and was discharge.| 
8,1 on @ surgeon’s certificate of disability based on scurvy incur: 
service and line of duty. The soldier atthe time of his death, which oc 
May 2, 1808, was a pensioner at the rate of $10 by reason of disease of | 
and right leg caused by scurvy. 

The claimant filed an application for pension June 4, 1898, and su} 
in support thereof the testimony of Dr. Peter A. Keck, of Cincinnat 
which reads as follows: 

“That I, the undersigned, treated Mr. Charles Ullman from Febr 

to May 3, 1898, on the last-mentioned date of which he died; that the deoo is) 
suffered from scurvy (scorbutus) at the time he was inthe Army in |s5s. q)\ 
on account of said complaint was discharged from service. The deco. 
suffered at times from dysentery and fistula in ano, and finally die 

| my treatment from the above-mentioned cause, dysentery associat: 

| gastritis, which was the superinducing cause of death, and which, in m 
ion, can be attributed to an exacerbation of the previously mentioned | 

| tery, from which he never seemed to have entirely recovered, and w! 
no doubt a result of the scurvy contracted while in the Army, the sci: 

| debilitating his system and rendering him thus more liable to contract an, 

a of the alimentary canal. The immediate cause of death was ex)aus 
on.”’ 

The testimony showed further that the claimant married the so| 
| cember 23, 1862, and that she is now about 63 years of age. The clain 
jected July 8, 1898, on the und that the soldier's death not hay 
due to causes incurred in time of war, the widow has no title under exist 
laws, it being a fact that there is no provision of law for the granting of ; 
sions to widows whose husbands served in time of peace prior to the 4th ay 
of March, 1861, although the husband may have incurred his death cause j) 
the line of his duty during such service. 

Accompanying the pit is the testimony of Louis Diemer and ot}, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, setting forth that claimant is suffering from spinal t: 
asthma, and heart disease, and that she is in very poor circumstan: 
having any property or income, but has been subsisting since the death 
her husband upon life insurance left by him. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended with an amer 
striking out “twenty ”’ in line 8 and substituting therefor the word 
so as to fix the rating at $12 per month. 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
ALBERT BROWN. 
The next business was the bill (S. 4421) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the pr 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert Brown, late of ( 
pany D, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infa 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that | 
now receiving. 
Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, what is the Calendar number 
| of this bill? 
The CHAIRMAN, One thousand. 
Mr. TALBERT. I see that the Clerk has skipped several bills. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
there have been no bills skipped over. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fa 
vorable recommendation. 
LEVI S. PARROTT, 


_ The next business was the bill (H. R, 7158) to increase the pen- 
sion of Levi S. Parrott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here!y, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Levi 5. Pa: 
rott, late private, Twenty-ninth Maine Volunteers, and pay him a pensior 
of $30 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


With the following committee amendments: 

In line 3, after the word “and,” insert the word “ he.” 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: ‘subject to the p 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu thereof the 
“of Company ©." In the same line, before the word * Maine,” insert ' 
word “Regiment.” In the same line strike out the word * Volunteer 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 6, after the word “ pension,” insert the words “‘at the rate.’ I) 
same line strike out the word ‘thirty and insert in lieu thereof tho \ 
“twenty-four.” In the same line, before the word “month,” strike ou 
word “a” and insert in lieu thereof the word * per.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “the pension ” and insert in lieu the! 
word “that.” 

Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of pe! 

8. Parrott.” 


Levi 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor 
able recommendation. 

ELEANOR R, SULLIVAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. | 
orgetege pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her:)'y, 
authorized an 


to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 





1900. 


— 





and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor R. Sullivan. former 
widow of Edwin L. Adams, late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be 
read. . 

The report (by Mr. SuLLOwAyY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
421) granting an increase of pension to Albert Brown, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do 
= [Senate Report No. 1104, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4421) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Brown, have examined the same and 


report: 
- nis bill pro s to increase from $12 to $30 per month tho pension of Al- 
bert Brown, of Eaton, N. Y.,late of Company D, One hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment vey York Volunteer Infantry, who served from August 13, 1862, 
July 14, 18 
tome military records show that claimant was wounded in hand at Port 
Hudson, La., June 14, 1863, and was also wounded September 19, 1864. The 
medical records show him treated in hospital from November 26, 1864, to 
March 7, 1865, for gunshot wound of both thighs. 
He filed and established a claim under the general law, and was originally 
nsioned for gunshot wound of both thighs at the rate of $5.33} per month. 


i snsion was increased from time to time, and he is now receiving $12 | . . . _s ; : 
ais pos t #2, | ing, widows who were wives of Union soldiers during the war who 


yer month for gunshot wound of both thighs and .gunshot wound of mouth. 
Fie is (2 years of age. i ; 

Claimant made his last claim for increase — 1, 1896. alleging increase of 
pensioned disabilities and nervous diseases and general debility resultin 
therefrom, by reason of which he requires the frequent and periodical aic 
and attendance of another person. This claim was rejected February 14, 1898, 
on the ground that his pension of $12 per month was adequate for his wounds, 
the nervous debility and general oo not being ances as results. 

Claimant has made several claims for increase, contending that his debility 
is due to lead poisoning or blood poisoning, caused by the presence of the 
bullet in his wound for several years. These claims have all been rejected. 


Claimant was wounded in both thighs September 19, 1864, and the ball was | during the time of the war I would vote for such a bill 5 


removed in August, 1872. 2 3 

Dr. D. D. Chase, of Mornsville, N. Y., testified Wovember 9, 1894, that he ex- 
amined claimant in 1869, and he was then suffering from gunshot wound of 
both thighs, the wound of right thigh being open and discharging offensive 
pus, and examined him again in 1871, the pus being then more excoriating 
and the lameness and debility of claimant more aggravated; that in August, 

372, the ball was extracted and showed piecesof bone, and though the wound 
rmanently healed, claimant did not well recover his health and has always 
Seen in poor health, which this witness attributed to the disability accom- 
panying the long continuance of the ball in thigh and its resultant discharges, 
and he could find no other cause for his increasing disability. 

Dr. F. A. Burnham, of West Eaton, N. Y., testified December 15, 1894, that 
he treated claimant in 1885 for a case of blood poisoning which left one hand 
almost useless, and thatsince then he has spasms of increasing severity, and 
asaresult of these spasms is of unsound mind, unable to do any work, and 
requires the presence of an attendant. Neighbors testify-that claimant is 
totally disabled for manual labor and needs an attendant. 

Claimant was last examined March 3, 1897, at Norwich, N. Y., and rated 
eight-eighteenths for gunshot wound of both thighs, four-eighteenths for 
gunshot wound of mouth, fourteen eighteenths for double hernia, ten-cight- 
eenths for disease of nervous system, and two-eighteenths for deformed left 
index finger. The examining surgeons state that claimant is pale, thin, and 
almost emaciated, and has severe attacks of unconsciousness, with convul- 
sions, which occur without premonition. the cause of which is obscure, but 
may possibly be due to results of gunshot wound of mouth, and that he is to- 
tally disabled for the performance of manual labor. 

It is not satisfactorily established that all of claimant's disabilities are the 
result of his military service. If it could be so established he would be enti- 
tled to 8 per month under the general law. The wounds for which he is 
pensioned were received in battle, and it is 
which seems to be his greatest trouble, is 
and poor, serene 
tee are of the o 
of his pension 


ue to those wounds. He is aged 
no means of support except his pension, and your commit- 
nion, from all the circumstances of the case, that an increase 
ould be granted as a measure of relief for his declining days. 


The bill is therefore reported back favorably with a recommendation that | 


it pass. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
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robable that his nervous disease, | P 





chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions if the reason that | 
this woman can not receive a pension under the general law is the | 


fact that she is a remarried widow? 

Mr. SULLOWAY, Ido not know as I understand the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask if the woman who is pensioned 
would have had a pensionable status if she had not remarried? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If she was a widow, I suppose she would. 


Mr. STEELE. The report states that she was remarried, and | 


on that ground could not get a pension. 


I do not think, from the 
reading of ther 


rt, that she is entitled to a pension. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if the general law does not prohibit the granting of a pen- 
sion to the widow of a soldier when she remarries? 

_Mr. SULLOWAY. The pension stops, but there is no prohibi- 
tion about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If she had been granted this pension be- 
fore she married a second time, her pension would have stopped, 
and for that reason she could not geta pension to-day under the 
general law; but the committee now propose to single her out—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. No; it has been the practice ever since 
there have been widows. Ali these years, whenever they were in 
necessitous circumstances, when their condition was such that 
they were needy, Co has given them a pension. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know Congress has granted pensions 
in some cases, but it is in violation of the general law, and yet 
you take out this widow —— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It is not in violation of any law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, It is in contravention to the general law 
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Now, [ wish to say that I never have inter 


as it exists to-day. 
fered with pension legislation. I believe meritorious old soldic: 
ought to be pensioned. I believe in meritorious cases. I thi 
we have got broad and liberal pension laws, and cases of this kind 
ought not to be selected. In most of these cases where they apply 
for a pension they are in needy circumstances. If they were not, 
they would not come to Congress. There are thousands of these 
cases. Now, if the people of this country and the Congress of the 
United States desire that remarried widows of soldiers should 
have a pension, the Pension Committee ought to bring in a general 
bill and give every one a pension; but you ought not to come here 
and pick out certain favored cases because they have political in- 
fluence, or have friends who have political influence, and put them 
on the pension roll to theinjury of the really desirable applicants. 
And I really believe that such action as this on the part of the 
House brings into disrepute the pension laws of the United States 
Government more than any other action that we could take. |! 
know it is useless to get up here and protest; I know that the bill 
is going to be voted through; but I believe that these are cases 
which ought to be stopped—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Will the gentleman support a bill pension 


in 


took care of the children at home and provided for them; who 
had more anxiety and mental suffering that the soldiers in the 
field? Will you support such a bill? If you will there is one on 
the Calendar for you. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wait a moment; the gentleman need not 
get nervous about this question. My mind is made up very 
clearly as to what I would do in these cases. In cases where 
widows were at home taking care of the children of the soldier 


Mr. SULLOWAY. This is such a case. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will you gentlemen wait a moment. I 
would vote for that kind of a bill provided the widow had not 
surrendered her allegiance to the soldier husband by taking an- 
other husband. 

Mr. STEELE. I wishtostate that where the widow is in neces- 
sitous circumstances I will vote for a bill of this kind; but I am 
not in favor of picking out a widow here and there and giving her 
a pension to the exclusion of others who may be equally deserving. 
I do not think this bill has presented any phase that would not 
exist in the case of almost any soldier's widow who has remarried. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. She is totally destitute. 

Mr. STEELE. Why not bringin your general law and let it 
apply in all these cases instead of picking out one widow here and 
another there? [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!”} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported with a favorable recommendation? [After taking 
the vote.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I call for a division, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 42, noes 7, 

Mr. TALBERT, I make the point that there is no quorum 
resent. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting the committee). There are 
128 members present—more than a quorum. The ayes have it; 
and the bill is laid aside to be reported favorably. 


ROBERT G, DYHRENFURTH. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. On behalf of the committee, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take up Senate bill 4716 (Calendar No. 1115), 
granting an increase of pension to Robert G. Dyhrenfurth. This 
is a case in which I have no personal interest. 1 never saw the 
man concerned; but I understand he is dying in a hospital here 
of cancer and is in necessitous circumstances. 

Mr. MADDOX. Reserving the right to object, I wish to say 
that if the gentleman will include in his request Calendar No. 
1062 I will not object. This is the only bill | have on this Cal- 
endar, or have had, with one exception, for eight years, 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to 
“hold up” the House in that way. When we get through the 
bill for which the gentleman from New Hampshire has made his 
request, I think there will be no objection to taking up the bill of 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MADDOX, Ishall not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
G. Dyhrenfurth: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert G. Dyhrenfurth, late 
captain Company L, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
brevet major, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pensionat the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4716) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert G. Dyhrenfurth, have examined 
Rae and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill 
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[Senate Report No. 1355, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4716) grant- 
ing au increase of pension to Robert G. Dyhrenfurth, have examined the same 
and report: 

This bill proposes to increase from $12 to $30 per month the pension of 
Robert G. Dyhrenfurth, of Washington, D. C., late captain Company L, Sev- 
enteenth Regiment L[linois Volunteer Cavalry, and brevet major, United 
States Volunteers. 

Robert G. Dyhrenfurth served as a private in Company B, First Illinois 
Mounted Volunteers, from April 18, 1861, to November 21, 1861, when he was 
honorably discharged to enable him to accept promotion. He was enrolled 
as first lieutenant Company D, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, November 18, 
1861; promoted captain October 4, 1862, and was honorably discharged May 
22, 1863. He was enrolled as first lieutenant Company L, Seventeenth Illinois 
Cavalry, September 13, 1863; promoted captain December 11, 1864, and was 
honorably discharged December 20, 1865. 

The medical records show him much prostrated November 15, 1862, in con- 
sequence of a severe attack of remittent congestive fever, and in spite of 
remedies constant relapses have ever since taken place. 

General Dyhrenfurth is 55 years of age, and is receiving a pension under 
the act of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $12 aed month, granted him on account 
of disease of digestive organs and resulting disease of rectum and varicose 
veins of left leg, causing inability to earn a support by manual labor. A re- 
cent examination in his case shows that he is suffering from a malignant dis- 
ease of the digestive system, and is totally and permanently incapacitated 
for the performance of manual labor. 

General Dyhrenfurth is now seriously ill and in hospital, with no hope of 
permanent recovery. His service was faithful and honorable and extended 
over a period of upward of four years. He responded to the first call for 
troops, and entered the service a private and was discharged a captain and 
brevet major. He is and has been for some time past commander in chief of 
the Union Veterans’ Union. 

In view of the long and faithful service of this soldier and his present seri- 
ous condition, your committee are of the opinion that an increase of his pen- 
sion is proper. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
WILLIAM T, LOWRY, 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up Calendar No, 1062, a bill to increase the pension of W. T. 
Lowry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to take up Calendar No, 1062. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope that will be granted, 

There was no objection. 

_ The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to increase the pension of William T. Lowry, a soldier in the 
Mexican war, now drawing pension at $12 per month under pension certificate 
No. 8775, to $20 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Lowry.” 

Strike out al! after the enacting clause and substitute the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William T. Lowry, late first sergeant Com- 

mny D, Battalion Georgia Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pa 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The committee amendments were 

The bill as amended was ordered to 


to. 
laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CORNELIUS W, ROBERTS. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to call up Calendar No, 1116, which is the bill (H. R, 1288) 
granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri to call up Calendar No, 1116? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place eps e pension roll the name of Cornelius 
W. Roberts, late a private in the Pike County (Mo.) Home Guards, and to 
to pay to him a pension of $20 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 


In line 4 strike out all after the word “place” and all of lines 5, 6, and 7, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ on the — roll, subject to the 
rovisions and limitations of the pension gy ta name of Cornelius W. 
oberts, late of Company B, Pike nty (Mo.) Home Guards, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” . 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JEREMIAH EVERLY. 


Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up for consideration Calendar No. 1016, which is the bill (H. R. 
5944) granting a pension to Jeremiah Everly. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the —— of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland to take up Calendar No. 1016? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Jeremiah 
Everly, late of Company A, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland 
Cavalry, at the rate of $30 per month, subject to the conditions and regula- 
tions of the pension laws. 
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The following amendments, recommended by the Committee oy 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: 
visions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 6, before the word *‘Cavalry,”’ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
the same lines trike out all after the word “ Cavalry,” and all of lines 7 a) 
8, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “and pay hima pension at { 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Je, 
miah Everly.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

FRANCES HORTON FORCE, 

Mr.SHATTUC, Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimous consent ¢}),; 
Senate bill 4077 be taken up for present consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle. 
man from Ohio that the bill 8. 4077 be now considered, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe pro, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances Horton Force, widow 
of Manning Force, late colonel Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
and brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension it 
the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

MARY CLARK, 

Mr. SHOWALTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the bill (H. R. 4130) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Clark, widow of Calvin B. Clark, late of the One hundred and 
fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

Mr. STEELE, I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, I movethat the committee do now rise. 

Mr, CALDWELL, I trust the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire will not persist in that motion. The next bill on the Calen- 
dar is to pension a Mexican war veteran. The gentleman cer- 
tainly ought to consent to the consideration of that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from New Hampshire to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Ido not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I trust that the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, in the interest of the consideration of this bill for this 
old Mexican veteran, will allow the next Calendar number to 
come up in the regular order. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is demanded. 
tion is on the motion that the committee do now arise. 

The motion was rejected. 


JOHN W. HARTLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3767) granting a pension 
to John W. Hartley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
pen upon the pension roll the name of John W. pactieg, inte private in the 
. nd Regiment of Illinois Vélunteers in the war with Mexico, and lieuten 
ant Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the war of the 
rebellion, and pay him $50 per month in lieu of any pension heretofore al- 
lowed him. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Pensions, 
set forth in the report, were read. 

Mr. STEELE. t us have the report on that bill read. — 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks for the 
reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3767) granting a pension to John W. Hartley, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in this bill, now 73 years of age, served in the 
Mexican war as a drummer in Company A, Second Illinois Infantry, from 
June 21, 1847, to July 21, 1848, and in the war of the rebellion as a lieutenant 
of Company H, Fourteenth Illinois Volunteers, from May 25, 1861, to May *!, 
1862, when he was honorably mustered out on tender of resignation. _ 

He was pensioned in 1887 under the Mexican war survivors act at $ per 
month from January 29, 1887, soy roof that he served for sixty days in the 
war with Mexico, was honorably discharged, and was disabled by reason o! 
a double hernia, which hernia he alleged in his claim for such Mexican war 
service pension was received near Corinth, Miss.. in May, 1862, while lifting 
a roe Oe lding rifle pits, and while a member of the Fourteenth Illinois Vo! 
unteers. 

He never apeiied for pension under the general law on account of any 4 
ability contracted during the war of the rebellion, but is now a pensioner 
under the act of June 27, 1890, at $12 per month, on account of total inability 
to earn a support by manual labor by reason of double hernia. es 7 

This allowance was based upon a certificate of medical examination ©! 
June 10, 1891, which rated him $12 for double rupture; and the board of su! 
geons stated in their certificate that he could not wear a truss on account 0 
the pain it gave him; that he could not do much, if any, manual labor; tha 
it was difficult to evacuate the bowels, which go often a week, but that no 
other disability existed. fe 

There has been filed with your committee the testimony of Dr. J. 8. King, 
of Decatur, Ill., to the effect that he had known the beneficiary since 21; 
that he had been his family phys'ian since 1874; that he examined him on 
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February 28, 1900, and found him a total wreck from defective hearing, par- 
tial paralysis of lower limbs, and hernia; that he is unable to take care of 
himself and requires the greatest care to attend to and move him, and that, 
while at all times unable to do sufficient work to earn a full living, he had 
during the past five years or more been totally disabled. 

There hasalso been filed with your committee a statement of the Hon. Mr. 
CALDWELL, a member of this House, to the effect that he is well acquainted 
with the beneficiary, and that he knows that he is entirely helpless and has 
no income, being without any means whatever. 

In view of the 1 ; st} 
and the fact that he rendered service in both the Mexican and civil wars, 
your committee believe that some relief by Congress is warranted under the 
circumstances; and the bill is reported back with the recommendation that 
it pass after the same shall have been amended as follows: 

n line 3 strike out all after the word “ Interior’’ and all of lines 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 
and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Hartley, late first lieu- 
tenant Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ow Teend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hartley.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R, 4633. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R, 4633, 
Is there objection? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order is called for. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bills to the House. 

he motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HEPBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Capron, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that 
the committee, having had under consideration bills of the follow- 
ing titles, had directed him to report the same without amendment, 
and recommended that the same do pass: 

H, R. 11010, A bill granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Eastman; 


Whitmore; 
H, R. 10235, 

Friend; 
R. 10616. 


ead; 

H, R, 11145. 

H. R. 10742, 
man; and 

H. R, 10618, A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
O'Connor. 

Mr. CAPRON also reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had under consideration bills of the following titles, 
had directed ton to report the same with amendments, and that 
as amended said bills do pass: 

H. R. 9839. A bill granting an increase of pension to Emily H. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


A bill granting a pension to William C. Chandler; 
A bill granting a pension to Wilburn W. Tester- 


H. R, 2362, A bill granting a pension to B. H. Brasted; 


H. R. 9783, A bill granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Dennis; 


H, R. 10758, A bill granting a pension to Sarah B, Wilson, of | son; 


Macon, Ga.; 


H. R. 8689. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isaac B, | 


Hoyt; 
H, R, 8540. A bill granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 
H. R, 9378, A bill granting a pension to Irving Johnson; 
H, R, 9048. A bill to increase the pension of David S. cae 
H. R, 6776. A bill granting a pension to Annie Chamberlain; 
H, R. 5894, A bill toincrease the pension of Nathaniel Townsend; 
H. R. 10872. A bill granting a pension to Caroline Buehler; 
H. R. 269, A bill to place the name of Mrs. Rosa G. Thompson, 
formerly Mrs. Rosa G, Edwards, upon the pension roll; 
H. R, 9176, A bill granting a pension to Emily Haines Harrison; | 
= R. 5644, A bill to increase the pension of Charles Alfred De 
rnaud; 
H, R. 5120, A bill granting a pension to John S. Coggeshall; 
H. R. 487. A bill granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds; 
Hi. R, 2398, A bill granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 
_ H.R, 1204, A bill to pension Martha McSwain, widow of Wil- 
liam McSwain; 
H. R. 7621. A bill granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 
H. R, 4650, A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Parrish; 
H. R. 8089. A bill to grant a pension to Kate M. Pond; 
H. R. 10749, A bill granting a pension to Henry L. White; 
_H. R. 8861, A bill for the relief of Jesse Millard, late corporal, 
reer G, Third Tennessee Cavalry; 
H, R. 7329, A bill to increase the pension of Lewis Swenson; 
H, R. 2849. A bill granting a pension to Mary A. Hanson, of 
Jackson County, IIL; 
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H. R. 7553, A bill granting a pension to Fannie M. O’Linn, of 
Chadron, in the State of Nebraska; 

H,. R, 1990, A bill for the relief of Julia A. Heath; 

H. R. 6854. A bill to increase the pension of Frederick W. Kel- 


logs: 
i, R. 9308, A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Shaw: 

H. R. 10062, A bill granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg, widow of Nick Crotsenburg, late second lieutenant 
of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry; 

H. R. 10381, A bill granting an increase of pension to G, T. 
Ridlon; 

H. R. 4800. A bill granting a pension to Joseph Crawford; 

H. R, 10847, A bill granting a pension to Betsey A. Summers; 

H. R, 8207. A bill to grant a pension to Joseph Quinn: 

H. R. 7327. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 
Raine; 

H. R. 9719. A bill granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 

H. R. 7328. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 

H. R. 10778. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 


| V. B. Winkler; 


H. R. 9502, A bill granting a pension to Phoebe A. La Mott; 
H. R. 1803. A bill granting a pension to Julia E, G. Lewis; 

H. R. 5150. A bill granting a pension to William Love; 

H. R. 5208, A bill granting a pension to Mary E, Dickey; 

H. R. 1734, A bill to grant a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 
H. R. 6407. A bill toincreasethe pensions of Michael S, Brockett, 


| George W. Williams, and Isaac N. Willhite; 


H. R. 9010. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles A, 


| 
| Westfield, of Wilkesbarre, Pa.; 


H. R. 2752. A bill granting a pension to Edmund P. Tierney; 

H. R. 10761. A bill granting an increase of pension to Oliver H, 
Cram; 

H. R. 7190. A bill to increase the pension of George O. Cole; 

H. R. 10261. A bill granting a pension to Josiah H. Buckingham; 

H. R, 8218, A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Lacey, 


: : : : | an Army nurse; 
H. R. 10912. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 1965. A bill granting a pension to John Lonergan; 
H. R. 10524. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lewis H, 


| Riden; 


H. R. 5648, A bill to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary B. Allen; 

H, R, 5117. A bill for the relief of Roland Burnett; 

H. R. 4879. A bill granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus 
Holdridge; 

H. R. 6096. A bill granting a pension to Samuel W. Kirkendall; 

H. R, 10750, A bill torestore James H. Raney to the pension roll; 

H. R. 7714. A bill granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie; 

H. R. 2392. A bill granting a pension to Daniel Davis; 

H. R. 10029. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer- 
widow of Charles Springer, late of Company G, Ninth Ohio Vol, 
unteer Cavalry; 

H. R, 4679, A bill granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 

H. R. 4069, A bill to restore the name of Julia A. Kinkead to the 


| 
| pension roll; 


H, R, 6902. A bill granting pension to Mrs, Lydia A. Tryon; 
H, R. 10873. A bill to increase the pension of Ida J. Peixotto; 
H. R. 7012. A bill to increase the pension of Emma C. Stephen- 


H. R. 10856. A bill to increase the pension of Sarah A. Robinson; 

H. R, 9108. A bill granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon: 

H. R. 10834, A bill granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dempsey; 

H. R, 5444, A bill to increase the pension of Albert W. Brush; 

H. R. 10607. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Disbrow; 

H. R, 8254. A bill to increase the pension of Marie L. Apgar; 

H. R. 9555. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Briggeman; 

H, R, 10815, A bill to grant a pension to Lucius K. Smalling; 

H. R. $735, A bill granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 


| Sharrard; 


H. R. 7159. A bill to increase the pension of Wesley C. Sawyer; 

H. R. 6947. A bill to grant Alonzo C. Rembaugh, late private, 
Company C, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, a 
pension; 

H. R. 7179. A bill granting a pension to Clarence 8S. Hall; 

H. R. 215. A bill granting a pension to Moses H. Taber; 

H, R, 6424. A bill for the relief of Charles S. Devine; 

H. R, 8141, A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Peddy- 
coart; 

H. R. 5007. A bill granting a pension to Smith Miner; 

H. R. 7600. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen ; 

H. R. 10743, A bill granting a pension to Augusta Ullman; 

H, R. 7158. A bill to increase the pension of Levi 8S. Parrott; 

H. R. 3767, A bill granting a pension to John W. Hartley; 
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H. R. 5044, A bill granting a pension to Jeremiah Everly; 
H. R. 504. A bill to increase the pension of W. T. Lowry; and 
H. R. 1288. A bill granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts. 
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5. 2483. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis ( 
Beard; 
5. 1441. An act granting an increase of pension to James (j. 


Mr. CAPRON also reported that thecommittee, havinghad under | Hartzell; 


consideration bills of the following titles, had directed him to re- | 


S. 1831. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 1], 


port the same without amendment, with the recommendation that | Lewis; 


said bills do pass: 


S. 3418. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade. 


S. 28. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- laide Bali; 


tary recordof James H. Waters; 
S. 4215. An act granting a pension to Belle Bean; 
S, 4087. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. | 
Mansur; 
S. 2020. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 
5. 4040, An act granting an increaseof pension to Mary C. Gage; | 


§. 3337. An act granting an increase of pension to Buren R. | low; 


Sherman; 
S. 3047. An act granting an increase of pension to William Mul- 
levy; 
S. 1776. An act granting a pension to John Carr; 
8. 3314. An act granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 


8. 3268. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha }, 
Barton; 

5. 847. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. |, 
gan; 

S. 1734. An act granting a pension to Mary 8. Belding; 

5. 3293. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen Iq, 


S. 2800. An act granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 

S. 2550. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles \. 
Hobart; 

S. 258. Anact grantingan increase of pension toCoryden Bevan 

5S. 2993. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


S. 1552. Anact granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent; | Madden; 


. 2296. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. Sears; 
$, 3277. An act granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; 


. 2101, An act granting an increase of pension to George E. | 
Scott; | 


. 3800. An act granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 
3. 78. An act granting a pension to Samnel W. Childs; 
3. 2795. An act granting an increase an to Christina Noll; 
3. 2451. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 
3. 1569. An act granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestly; 
$. 4006. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
Tucker; 
S. 2008. An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 
S. 2539. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 
Daniels; 
S. 3294. An act granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 
S. 1758 An act granting an increase of pension to Farnham J. 
Eastman; 
S. 169. An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 
s. 3289. An act granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; 
. 163. An act granting a pension to Dwight D. Wilber; 
;. 3899. An act granting a pension to James Cook; 
3. 2077. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher; 
S. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
liams: 
S. 103. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Critzer; 
S. 3188. An act granting a pension to George W. Newell; 
S. 3300. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke H. 
Monson; 
S. 1460. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
S. 5058. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 
Meylert; 
S. 1274. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus C, 
Pyle; 
S. 3082. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 
S. 1548, An act granting an increase of pension to James Byrne; 
S. 1364. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Blockson; 
S. 716. An act granting a pension to Susan Buck; 
S. 4007. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Dunn; 
S. 61. An act granting a pension to George Bunce; 
8. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Coons: 
s. 1551. An act granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 
’. 3154, An act granting an increaseof pension to Kate Cadwell; 
. 3634. An act granting a pension to Mary T. Hunter; 
3, 3549. An act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Keyes: 
. 1822, An act granting anincrease of pension to Isaac M. Shup; 
S. 314. An act granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 
. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 
., 2215. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Koonce; _ 
S. 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes: 
S. 2962. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Blades; 
§. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Chand- 


. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


. An act for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; 
S. 306. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 
Eaton; 
S. 3467, An act granting a pension to Helen Lang; 


} 


| 
| 


| 


| ren; 
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5. 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to Michae] 
Lochard; 

S. 2203. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Taylor; 

S. 1533. An act granting a pension to David Carroll: 

S. 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebece, 
Paulding Meade; 

S. 2280. An act granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 

8. 1901. An act granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; 

S. 1919. An act granting an increase of pension to Consolacion 
Victoria Kirkland; 

8. 3708. An act granting a pension to John H. Harrison: 

5. 410. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet \, 
Gridley: 

5. 539. An act granting an increase of pension to Fielding L, 
Rutherford; 

5. 3527. An act granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham: 

5. 3329. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate B. War- 


S. 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell! 
. 2651. An act granting a pension to Henry Hill: 

3. 4421. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Brow1 

5. 1608, An act granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 

3. 4077. An act granting a pension to Francis Horton Force: 

3. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Craig; and 

S. 4716. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert (. 
Dyhrenfurth. 

Mr. CAPRON also reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House, having had under consideration bills of the fo!lowing 
titles, had directed him to report the same without amendment 
and that said bills do pass: 

S. 351. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
White; 

8. 1975. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie D. M, 
Wood; 

S. 3662. An act granting a pension to Louisa D. Smith; 

S. 1593. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. Inch; 

5. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Lone 
mire; 

5. 2041. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam 
ble, jr.; and 

5. 3189. An act granting a pension to John B. Wetherbec. 

Mr. CAPRON also reported that the Committee of the Whol 
House, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 471) t 


| ing an increase of pension to John W. Craig, had directed him tv 


report the same with the recommendation that it lie on the tale. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the previous question be considered as ordered upou the bilis and 

amendments to their passage. I hope there will be no objection 


to that. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the previous question be con- 
sidered on the several bills and amendments to their passage. !> 
there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Clerk 
will report the first bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tliat :! 
5 o'clock the House take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. t\" 
evening session to be devoted_to the further consideration 0! t''° 
Alaska bill (S. 3419), The gentleman from New York |. 
PAYNE] wishes to state a condition. : 

Mr. PAYNE. I wuuld suggest to the gentleman that he make 
it after these bills have been disposed of; that then the House 
take a recess, 








1900. 


Mr. WARNER. That then the House take a recess until 8 
‘clock. 
° Mr. PAYNE. And I will suggest to him that the vote on the 





| 


amendment which was pending on the Alaska bill this morning | 


be postponed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. WARNER. I will consent to that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is that the ‘‘contempt” clause? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is to strike out the chapter in regard to 
evidence. I think the vote on that should be postponed until 
to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will ask the gentleman if he proposes to 
take any vote on the section passed over this morning relating to 
contempts? 

Mr. WARNER. No; I will not ask for a vote on thai to-night. 
That may go over until to-morrow, when there is a full House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Dol understand the gentleman to agree that no 
vote on that pending amendment be taken until to-morrow after 

2 o'clock? 
: Mr. DALZELL. Until the House resolves itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow? 

Mr. PAYNE. After 120’clock. 
o'clock. 

Mr. WARNER. Will that be satisfactory to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, to take a recess at 5 o'clock? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. As soon as we can get these bills through. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I will change the request so that it be 
that when the House reaches the time when it would otherwise 
adjourn that we take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, and 
that the question pending before the committee on the Alaskan 
bill be not taken up and voted on until the House goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. PAYNE. After 12 o'clock. 

Mr. WARNER. After 12. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WARNER] asks unanimous consent that the House at a later 
hour take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois ob- 
jects. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

COURTS FOR CENTRAL DIVISION OF SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand, if the 
gentleman from New aes yields for that purpose, a bill 
that is on the Speaker’s table that has passed the House and has 
passed the Senate witha slight amendment. I desire to call it up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to concur in Senate amendment to a 
House bill. 

Mr. DEARMOND. What is the bill, and what is the amend- 
ment? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill CH. R. 2587) to create the central division of the southern district of 
Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and place for holding court 
therein. 


The amendment of the Senate was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
pause.| The Chair hears none. : 

Mr. RAY of New York. I movetoconcur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 


I do not want to make it at 10 


[After a 


Mr. BARTLETT. 


question is we are called to vote u 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, 


ing of the bill. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ry . 
The question was taken; and there were—veas 121, n Lys 4, an- 


swered ‘‘ present” 37, not voting 190; as follows: 
YEAS 


Allen, Me. 
Baker, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Berry, 
Boutell, Nl. 
Bowersock, 
Bradley, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 


| Brownlow, 


Brundidge, 
Burkett, 
Burleson, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clayton, Ala 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowkerd, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 


Davenport, S. A. 


De Armond, 
Denny, 
Doughert vy; 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 


| Lassiter, 


| Bailey, Tex. 


Bankhead, 
Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Catchings, 
Cooney, 
Cousins, 
Cox, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Babcock. 
Pailey, Kans. 


' Ball, 


S. 4606. An.act to provide for the investigation of the historical | 


archives and public records of the several States and Territories 
and of the United States with a view to their preservation by 
publication—to the Committee on the Library. 

JAMES H. EASTMAN, 

The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H.R. 11010) granting a pension to James H. Eastman. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on ordering the 
bill to be e for a third reading. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that there is 
no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina makes the t that a quorum is not present. The Chair 
will count, [After counting.] One hundred and eighteen gen- 
tlemen a @ quorum. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, 
until 8 o'clock this evening. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would not be in 
order without a quorum. The Clerk will call the roil. The doors 
will be closed,.and as many as are in favor of the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill will, when their names are called, 


I move that the House adjourn 





Barham, 
Barney, 

Zartholdt, 
Bell, 


Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Poutelle, Me. 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 


| Brewer, 


Brick, 
Bromwell, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 

Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleigh, 
Burnett, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Caldwell, 
Carmack, 
Chanler, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, N. H. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Corliss, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crump, 
Cummings, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, Wis. 


Esch, 
Fitzgerald, N. ¥. 
Foss, 
Gardner, N. J. 
fiaston, 
Gibson, 
Greene, Mass. 
Griggs, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Heatwole, 
Hedg ‘, 
Henry, Miss 
Hepburn, 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Jack, 

Jett, 

Jones, Wash. 
Kerr, 

King, 
Kitchin, 
Kluttz, 
Lacey, 
Lentz, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lybrand, 
McClellan, 


NAYS—4 
Otey, Talbert, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—37. 
Dayton, McCall, 
Dinsmore, Maddox, 
Elliott, Meyer, La. 
Finley, Morris, 
Gilbert, Rhea, Va. 
Hull, Rixey, 
Lanham, Sherman, 
Levy, Sims, 
Little, Small, 
Loud, Smith, Samuel W. 


NOT VOTING 


Daly, N. J. 
Davenport, 8S. W. 
Davey, 
Davidson, 
Davis, 
De Graffenreid, 
De Vries, 
Dick, 
Dolliver, 
Dovener, 
Driggs. 
Driscoll, 
Faris, 
Vitagerald, Mass. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Fletcher, 
Fordney, 
Foster, 
Fowler, 
Fox, 
Freer, 
Caines, 
Gamble, 
urardner, Mich. 
Gayle, 
Gill, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Glynn, 
Gordon, 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Green. Pa, 
Griffith, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hall, 
Haugen, 
Hawley, 
Hay, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Tex. 
ill, 


Howard, 
Howell, 
Jenkins, 


on, 


The engrossment and third 1 


A pension bill? 
A pension bill. 


121. 
McDowell, 
McPherson, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Marsh, 
May, 
Mercer, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moon, 
Needham, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Payne, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Pearre, 
Phillips, 
Prince, 
hl 
ansdell 
Ray, N. Y. 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Robb, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 


190, 


Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
Joy, 

Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Kleberg, 

K nox, 
Lamb, 
Landis, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Lawrence, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
McAleer, 
McCleary, 
McCulloch, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Meekison, 
Mesick, 
Metcalf, 
Miers, Ind. 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Madd, 
Muller, 
Naphen, 
Noonan, 
Norton, Ohio 
Norton, 8. C. 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Parker, N. J. 
Pearce, Mo 
Pearson, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Pugh. 
Reeder, 
Reeves 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. RoBERTS with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. PuGu with Mr. TayLor of Alabama. 
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vote ** yea;” those opposed, ‘“‘nay;" and those present and not y 
ing will answer ‘ present.” 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what the 





Russell 
R Re Oe 
Salmon 


Shafroth 
Shattuc, 
Sheppard, 
Showalter 
Smith, H. Cc. 
Snodgrass, 
Spalding, 
Stark, 

Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Vandiver. 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Williams, J.R 
Williams, W. E. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Young, 
Zenor. 


Underwood. 


Smith, Wim 
Southard, 
Spight, 
Stallings, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala 
Thomas, [owa. 


Alden 


Rhea, Ky 
Rierdan, 
Roberts, 
Robertson, La. 
Kuppert, 
Rodenberg, 
Ryan, Pa. 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shelden, 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Smith, Il 
Smith, Ky. 
Sparkman, 
Sperry, 
Sprague, 
Stewart, N. J 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis 
Stokes, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C, 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Tongue, 
Turner, 
Underhbill, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Weeks, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, S. C. 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Ziegler. 


» 


ad- 
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. Crump with Mr. CROWLEY. 

. Mesickx with Mr. Burke of Texas, 

. REEDER with Mr. ZIEGLER. 

. SHERMAN with Mr. DriaGs., 

. MANN with Mr. JETT. 

. WHITE with Mr. HALu. 

. DayTon with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana, 

. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT, 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 

. SPRAGUE with Mr. RIORDAN. 

. Cousins with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

. Morris with Mr. McCuLLocu. 

. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 

. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 
. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

. POWERS with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

. BROowNLOW with Mr, CARMACK. 

. Knox with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

. JENKINS with Mr. Suir of Kentucky. 

. WEYMOUTE with Mr, BROUSSARD. 

. BoREING with Mr. FITzPaTRICK, 

. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGs. 

. DOLLIVER with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

. McCay with Mr. GAINEs. 

. GILLET of New York with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 
. BUTLER with Mr. BARBER, 

. GAMBLE with BURNETT. 

. HEMENWAY with Mr, Miers of Indiana, 

. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

. LORIMER with Mr, CUSACK. 

. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 

. BisHorp with Mr. CAMPBELL, 

. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. ATWATER. 

. Huu with Mr. Hay. 

. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

. Wa. ALDEN Smits with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina. 
. Mupp with Mr. Swanson, until the 25th. 

. COCHRANE of New York with Mr. Davis, until the 26th. 
. Hitt with Mr. UNDERHILL, until Wednesday, May 30. 


. BurKE of South Dakota with Mr. Tuomas of North Caro- | 


lina, until the 31st. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, until June 5, except on trust 
bill. 

For this day: 

Mr. Moopy of Oregon with Mr. GLYNN. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. DINSMORE, 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. GILuett of Massachusetts with Mr. GAYLE, 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Dk GRAFFENREID. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


BARTHOLDT with Mr. BRENNER. 
Joy with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. Brick with Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. BurTON with Mr, Cooper of Texas, 
. Dan Le of Wisconsin with Mr. KLEBERG, 
. KAHN with Mr, JOHNSTON. 
. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. Jongs of Virginia. 
. Grow with Mr. Howarp, 
. GILL with Mr. GRIFFITH, 
. GRAFF with Mr. Lams, 
. BINGHAM with Mr. Foster, 
. Faris with Mr. FLEMING. ~ 
. ACHESON with Mr. Davey. 
. McCLeary with Mr. McRakr. 
. Moopy of Massachusetts with Mr, McLAIN, 
. MorRGAN with Mr, Noonan, 
. OVERSTREET with Mr. Ruga of Kentucky. 
r, RODENBERG with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
. SHELDEN with Mr. Terry. 
. ADAMS with Mr. LESTER. 
. Ketcuam with Mr. MuLLER. 
. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. PoLk, 
. BARNEY with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
. HAUGEN with Mr, ALLEN of Kentucky. 
. Bascook with Mr. BALL. 
. GRAHAM with Mr, LrviInGsTon. 
. FORDNEY with Mr. BREAZEALE, 
. Surra of Dlinois with Mr. W1LL1AMs of Mississippi. 
. BAKER with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania, 
. BURLEIGH with Mr. Tate. 
. ALDRICH with Mr. BREWER. 
. Bu. with Mr. STALLINGS. 
. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Lioyp. 
Mr. LANE with Mr. ScUDDER. 
Mr. Lanpis with Mr. DE VRIEs, 


BaILey of Kansas with Mr. FirzGERALD of Massachusetts. | 
| tion, was taken from the $ 


May 25, 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DRISCOLL with Mr. STOKEs. 

LITTAUER with Mr. CHANLER. 

STEWART of New York with Mr. WILSON of New York, 
TOMPKINS with Mr. RUPPERT. 

LINNEY with Mr. Lewis. 

HowELL with Mr. Daty of New Jersey. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. GREEN, has voted, 

The SPEAKER protempore. He has not. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. Iam paired with him, and I desire to 
withdraw my vote and answer ‘“‘present.” 

Mr. THOMAS’s name was called, and he answered “ present.” 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gent'eman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. BUTLER, and I desire to withdraw my 
vote and be marked ‘“‘ present.” ° 

Mr. BARBER’s name was called, and he answered ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Driaas, and I wish to be marked as “ pres. 
ent.” 

Mr. SHERMAN’s name was called, and he answered ‘“ present.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. agp I would like to inquire if the gentle 
man from Virginia, Mr. Hay, has voted? 

The SPEAKER protempore. He has not. 

Mr. HULL. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and answer 
**present.” 

Mr. HULw’s name was again called, and he answered ‘“‘ present.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote 
and answer ‘‘present,” as I am paired with the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. BIswop. 

Mr. CAMPBELL’S name was again called, and he answered 
‘** present.” 

Mr. SMALL. I desire to ask, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Maryland, Mr. WACHTER, has voted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. SMALL. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked *‘ present.” 

Mr. SMALL’s name was again called, and he answered “ present.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the yeas are 
122, the noes 4, answering ‘‘ present” 36, an aggregate of 162—not 
a quorum. 

a SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All those in favor of seconding 
that motion will rise. Evidently a sufficient number, and the 
motion is seconded. 

The motion was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock 
and 47 minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the chairman of the 
Industrial Commission, transmitting a report on labor legisla- 
aker's table, referred to the Com- 
to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1002) 
to amend an act to promote the safety of employees, etc., by re- 
—s common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 

eir cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes, etc., 
approved March 2, 1893—reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a — (No. 1757), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4915) to amend 
the seventh section of the act entitled ‘‘An act to establish circuit 
courts of appeals, and to define and regulate in certain cases the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1891, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a ere (No. 1758); which said bill and 
ae were referred to the House Calendar. 

ir. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. re- 
— the bill of the House (H. R. 11876) authorizing and regu- 
ating the construction and operation of a water-power can! at 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., accompanied by a report (No. 1759); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the W hile 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
H. J. Res. 246) to authorize the members of the Prairie band 0! 
ottawatomie Indians in Kansas to purchase Jands in Wisconsi! 


mittee on Labor, and ordere 
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or elsewhere, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 1760); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11821) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1762); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 11820) toratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1763); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

s follows: 
” Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8106) 
granting a pension to Olivia Donathy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1716); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9165) 
to increase the pension of Horace L. Stiles, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1717); which said 
pill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11680) granting 
a pension to Richard Myers, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1718); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10021) granting 
an increase of pension to John R. Robinson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1719); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1604) for the benefit of 
Joel H. Hallowell, of Covington, Ky., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1720); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2954) granting an 
increase of pension to Elam Kirk, a the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1721); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4105) granting an increase | 


of pension to John Coombs, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1722); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

tr, HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 2110) restoring the pension 
of John R, McCoy, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1723); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 





Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2753) granting an increase 
of pension to David H. Morey, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1724); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Ir. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the biil of the Senate (S. 2819) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Van Gelder, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1725); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bili of the Senate (S. 3890) granting an | 


increase of pension to Americus V. Rice, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1726); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GR 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2486) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan Daniels, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1727); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sious, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1246) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles A. Perkins, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1728); 





Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3342) granting a 
pension to Samuel Dornon, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1729); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3624) granting a pension to Henry K. Davis, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1730); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3137) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lunsford Ellis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1731); which 
said biil and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1280) granting an increase 
of pension to Alfred Hering, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1732); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1282) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas G. Huff, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1733); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Te also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 946) granting an increase of pension to Ste- 
phen Johnson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1734); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2305) granting a 
pension to Eliza D. Pennypacker, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1735); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1463) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jasper Pitts, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1736); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 952) granting an increase of 
pension toFrancis M. Porter, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1737); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2827) granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelius Shroder, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1738); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1240) granting a pension to Samuel Nichols, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1739); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 7 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3522) granting an increase 
of pension to Eben E. Pushor, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1740); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3642) restoring the pension 
of Augustus R. Collins, alias Rhenault A. Rollins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1741); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9745) granting a 
pension to Susan Sidenbender, of Medix Run, Pa., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1742); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11508) granting a pen- 
sion to George T. Boulding, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1743); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2166) granting a pension to 


| Charles A. D. Wiswell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


F, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 


companied by a report (No, 1744); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1627) granting an increase 
of pension to George B. Hayden, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1745); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. SULLOWAY, from the Committce on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4420) granting an in- 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | crease of pension to James Irvine, reported the same without 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1746); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4288) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Brooks, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1747); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3079) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Oliver, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1748); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 823) granting an increase 
of pension to Brice Davis, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a —- (No. 1749); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2333) granting an increase of pension to 
James Osborn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1750); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2767) granting a 
pension to Nellie L. Parsons, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1751); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
billof the Senate (S. 3954) granting an increase of pension to Car- 
oline Z. Repetti, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1752); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3991) granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
vester Solomon, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No, 1753); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11768) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Walker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1754); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11738) for the 
relief of William L. Orr, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1755); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3554) for the relief of W. T. Scott 
and others, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1756); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2245) directing the 
issue of a duplicate of alost check drawn by William H. Comegys, 
major and paymaster, United States Army, in favor of George P. 
White, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1761); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


—_— — 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 
A ill (H. R. 11876) authorizing and regulating the construction 
and operation of a water-power canal at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.— 
to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 11877) to incorporate the 
National Army Relief Society —to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 11878) to provide for the regis- 
tration of pharmacists in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 11879) to establish 
a iwnint of the United States at El Paso, in the State of Texas—to 
the Committee on a Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11880) to amend an act for the 
protection of fish in the District of Columbia, for the maintenance 
of a permanent spawning ground in the Potomac River in said 
District, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11881) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for 
the protection of birds, preservation of game, and for the preven- 
tion of its sale during certain closed seasons, in the District of 
Columbia ”—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
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By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11882) to provide for teri. 
the United States district courts at Greenville, N. C.—to the C 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 11883) to extend tho free-deliy-), 
system of the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on ; 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THROPP: A bill (H. R. 11884) for a public buily 
at Johnstown, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds, 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H.R.11900) granting a rig); , 
ay to the Jamestown and Northern Railway through the D.y)!< 
Lake Indian Reservation, in the State of North Dakota—to th. 
Committee on Indian Afiairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 11903) providing for the restorat jo; 
of certain officers to the active list of the Navy—to the Committe, 
on Naval Affairs. . 

By Mr. LENTZ: A concurrent resolution (H.C. Res. 52) ay. 
thorizing the printing of 30,000 copies of the testimony and ar» 
ments of counsel as to conduct of United States Army in Idaho. 
under House resolution No. 51, Fifty-sixth Congress—to the Com. 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res. 980) directing the Secre. 
tary of the Treasury to defer further purchases of bonds and aq- 
vocating the horizontal reduction of war-revenue taxes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


l 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11885) for the relief of 
the estate of T. H. Goodloe, deceased—to the Committee on Way 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11886) for the relief of heirs of A. J. Howard 
and J. H. Spivey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 11887) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C. Coffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11888) for the re. 
| lief of the estate of Dr. O. L. Dewees, deceased—to the Commit- 
| tee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of Mrs. 
| Louisa M. Bennett, Miss Kate P. Bennett, Mrs. Mary Louisa 
| Ogen. and Calvin S. Bennett—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 11890) for the re. 

lief of the estate of Sosthene Donerfbourg, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11891) for the relief of the heirs of Laurent 

Millaudon, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 11892) granting an increase of 

pension to W. T. Parrham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bili (H. R. 11893) granting a pension to 

Anna Ellison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11894) granting 

| an increase of ion to Waldo W. Palmer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 11895) for relief of the heirs 
at law of the late John B. Baird—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to Nancy Bow- 

man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 11897) to pension Hester A. furr— 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11898) for the relief of Gilbert E. L. Falls- 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 11899) for the relief of New Hope Baptist 
| Church, of Bartow County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SALMON: A bill (H. R. 11901) granting a pension to 

Mark Fickens—to the Committee on Pensions. L 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11902) granting a pension to William K. 

Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BRICK: A resolution (H. Res, 279) authorizing the 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives to retain on the ro!'s 
| until the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress the 14 aidi- 
| tional folders—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance unions, and Mothers’ Club of ‘Waynesburg, Pa., urging the 
enactment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Forward Grange, No. 1003, Patrons of lius- 
bandry, of Elizabeth, Pa., in favor of the Grout oleomargarine 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 











1900. 





By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of W. W. Calkins and other citi- 


zens of Ashland, Nebr., in opposition to the manufacture and sale | 


of o'ecomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the School of Pharmacy, Cleve- 
land, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. L 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petitions of the Methodist aeores Church, 
Congregational Ohurch, Christian Church, and Christian En- 
deavor, Epworth League, and Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Oroville, Cal., and Methodist Episcopal Church of Lin- 
den, Cal., for the passage of a bill to forbid liquor selling in can- 
teens and in the Army, Navy, post exchanges, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the New York State Farmers’ 
Alliance and Industrial Union, to amend the present law in rela- 
tion to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of Charles G. McIlwain and other druggists of 
Syracuse, N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary 
medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of Sister 
Louise, for an appropriation to build and equip an addition to 
Providence Hospital to be used for persons unable to pay—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. : 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Fitzgerald Post, No. 125, of 
Hastings, Mich.,Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the es- 
tablishmentof a Branch Soldiers’ Homenear Johnson City, Tenn. — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of J. A. Riggs and others, of Norwalk, 
Conn., and John F. Cannon, of Westport, Conn., for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Hood County, Tex., 
for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of the Baptist Church of West 
Springfield, Mass., and 246 citizens of Holyoke, Mass., asking for 


the passage of the anti-canteen bill, prohibiting the sale of liquors | 


on premises used for military purposes—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Holyoke, Mass., for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmeties—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. Li Z: Paper to accompany House bill No. 11389, 
granting an honorable discharge to James A. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on ae Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompan 
aiteetannll of Tsaac I. 
tary Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 9417, granting a pen- 
sion to Anna L, Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a to accompany House bill No. 10122, granting an 
— of pension to Jeremiah Vankirk—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the San Antonio Fruit Ex- 
change, Pomona, Cal., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to 
an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Affidavits of C. F. Englehaupt, H.R. Henry, 
T. V. Norvell, and J. P, Gilligan to accompany House bill No. 
11560, granting a pension to Ralph D. Parsons—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance unions of Ulysses and Covington, Pa., and 
Patriotic Order of the Sons of America of Covington, urging the 
enactment of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Committee 
on an a. 

By Mr. 'Y: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, First Baptist Church, Methodist Episcopal Church, 
First Presbyterian Church, Free Methodist Church, and African 
Methodist Church, of Bradford, Pa., urging the enact- 
name of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs, 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of D. W. Elferdink, 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committeeon Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROPP: Petitions of Pleasant Valley Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Allegheny, Pa.: Methodist Foy Church of 
Somerset, Pa.; United Presbyterian Church, Main Street Baptist 
Church, and First Baptist Church, of Johnstown, Pa., urging the 
passage of the Bowersock bi!l preventing the sale of liquor upon 
premises used for military purposes—-to the Committee on Mili- 


ta: 
‘By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House 
Lill to remove the charge of desertion from the record of William 


Ridge—to the Committee on Military A fiairs. 


House bill No. 11387, to correct the 
ennard—to the Committee on Mili- 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 26, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.surn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 
nal; and it was approved. 

AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate a commu 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 21st ultimo, a report on affairs in the Philip 
pine Islands, so far as it pertains to Porto Rico, from Brig. Gen. 
George W. Davis, military governor, etc.; which, with the accom 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing communication; which was read: 

Burre City, Mont., May 20, 1900 


DEAR Sir: I find that the condition of my private business affairs will not 
permit my attendance at the meetings of the commission for some months to 
come, and I therefore deem it proper to tender my resignation, which | 
now do. 

Sincerely, yours, 


Hon. JAMEs H. Kytr, 

Chairman Industrial Commission, Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the resignation will be accepted. The Chair appoints in the place 
of Mr. Mantle the junior Senator from California, THomas R. 
Barb, 


1900, 


I ask that the further reading of the Journal 


LEE MANTLE. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. WOLCOTT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10801) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
Juned0, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 13 and 20. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 4, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14,17, 14, and 19; and agree to the 


e. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
“Por printing and binding a revised edition of the Postal Laws and Regula 
tions, such edition to be prepared under the direction of the Postmaster 
General and printed at the Government Printing Office; and the Postmaster 
General may authorize the sale of copies of such edition not needed for the 
use of the Department to individuals at the cost thereof and 10 per cent added, 
the proceeds of such sales to be deposited in the Treasury as part of the 

,0stal revenues, $0,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be imme 
jately available;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Page 18, line 2. insert after the word “of,” following the word “ utility,” the 
words ‘“‘all systems of; also strike out the word “mail” in line 2. Samo 
page, line 3, insert after the word “tubes” the words ‘for the transmission 
of mail;” also, same line, insert after the word “maps” the following: * and 
any estimates and proposals as to cost of construction.” Same page, lines 7 
and &, strike out the words “ten thousand dollars: ’ and m line 9, after the 
word “ patents,” add the words “ten thousand dollars; '’ so as to read: 

‘For the investigation by the Postmaster-General of the cost of construc 
tion, operation, and utility of all systems of pneumatic tubes for the trans 
mission of mail, including full details and maps, and any estimates and pro 
posals as to cost of construction, as well as the cost of stations and their 
uae. and all facts bearing upon the use of said tubes in connection with 
the mail service, to enable Congress to determine whether the service should 
be owned, leased, extended, or discontinued by the Government; also the 
cost at which the Government may acquire existing plants or necessary 
patents, $10,000." 

And the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate nuimbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Page 25, line 24, strike out all after the word ‘“criminals;" and on page 26 
strike out all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, and 7; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Add at the end of said amendment (page 28) the following: “, of which 800 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 200 copies for 
the use of the Senate, and the necessary amount therefor is hereby appro 
priated;" and the Senate agree to the same 

On amendment numbered 15 the committee of conference have been un- 


able to agree. 
EDWARD 0. WOLCOTT, 
WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. F. LOUD, 
J. J. GARDNER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask for the adoption of the report. 
The report was a to. 
Mr. WOLCOTT, 1 move that the Senate still further insist on 
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its amendment No. 15, which is the amendment relating to the 
a of $225,000 for pneumatic-tube service. 
he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to state that the amendment was 
stricken out in conference making the appropriation to cover the 
losses by the Cuban frauds because it had no place in the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, and by the direction of the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads I report out of order, but in con- 
nection with this conference report, the amendment for reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations as an amendment to the de- 
— ape oriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that it be sent to the committee without 
printing, because the committee is considering the bill to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the com- 
mittee without printing. 

CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the credentials of Joseph C. 
S. Blackburn, chosen by the legislature of the State of Kentucky 
a Senator from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1901; 
which were read, and ordered to be placed on file, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2537) to create the southern division of the south- 
ern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein; 

— bill (H, R. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Jacob W. 
ooar; 

A bill (H. R. 5886) granting a pension to William H. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to George 
Garrett; and 
at _ (H, R. 8559) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

. Clune, 

The message also announcrd that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 11816) requiring the disbursing clerk of the Census Office 


to file an additional bond, and for other purposes; in which it re- | 


quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of General O. M. Poe Post, 
No. 433, Department of Michigan, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation providing for the removal of the disabilities 
of all deserters from the militar: 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Cascade Grange, No. 63, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Ada., Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the election of United States Senators by a 
direct vote of the people; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Will H. Hanchett and 30 other 
citizens of Holloway, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation placing a tax upon oleomargarine; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a S ee of the Womans’ Christian | 


Temperance Union of Aron, J., and a petition of sundry citi- 


zens of Millburn, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation | 


to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, etc. ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Live Stock Ex- 
change of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation extending the time limit on live stock in transit; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of Industrial Council, American | 
Federation of Labor, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the enact- | 


ment of legislation limiting the powers of United States judges in 
issuing injunctions, and also for their election by a dirett vote of 


the people; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


He also presented a memorial of Deer Lake Lodge. No. 17, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Springfield, Mo., remon- 


strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill relating | 


to second-class mail matter, against appropriations for sectarian 
schools, and the cession of the public domain to States and Terri- 
tories, and the so-called desert-land bill, etc., and praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the laying and operating 
of cables by the Government, and also that the appropriation for 
the Geological Survey for irrigation surveys be increased to $25,- 
000, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented amemorial of the Nation] Legislative Con- 
ference, composed of delegates of the State medical societies of 
the United States, remonstrating against the passage of Senate 
bill No, 34, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals inthe 








service of the United States dur- | 





District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE presented the memorivl of Robert Holmes, of 
Reading, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to. permit the Mutual Life Insurance Company, of New York, to 
do business in the German Empire; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Calvary 
Church, of Conshohocken, Pa., praying for the enactment of lec. 
islation to encourage the organization of industrial schools for the 
benefit of the freedmen of the South; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church of Tarentum, Pa., praying for the enact. 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
our new island possessions; which was ordered tolie on the table, 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper. 
ance Union, the Presbyterian Church, the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, the Christian Endeavor Society, and the Epworth League. 
all of Tidioute; the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pardoe: of 
150 citizens of Waterloo; the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, the First Baptist Church, the First Universal Church, and 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, all of Westfield; the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Russellville; John A. Hunter 
Post, No. 123, Grand Army of the Republic, of Leesburg: the 
First Baptist Church, the Christian Church, the First United 
Presbyterian Church, and the Lutheran Church, all of Indiana: 
the Presbyterian Church of West Alexander; the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Lake Como; the United Presbyterian 
Church of West Alexander; of 40 citizens of Monongahela; of 
76 citizens of East Stroudsburg, and of the North Liberty Church, 
of North Liberty, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs. 


GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I present an open letter to J. Pierpont 
Morgan, of New York City, relative to the Government owner- 
ship of railroads. I move that the letter be printed as a document 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


COTTON TRADE AND ISTHMIAN CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I presenta report made by a committee of cer- 
tain commercial bodies in New Orleans on ‘‘ The Cotton Trade of 
the United States and an Isthmian Canal,” and submitted to the 
subcommittee of the Walker commission in that city, which I 
move be printed and referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals, 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 4788) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Beach, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 156) granting a pension to Lena E. Patterson. reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4241) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa Rush, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

ir. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9749) granting a pension to Melissa A. 
Trulock, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


| thereon. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3432) for the relief of Samuel Sho- 
walter, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to: and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 
17th instant, proposing to appropriate $50,000 for acquiring. by 
yurchase or condemnation, the land in the square surrounding 

ort Constitution at Newcastle, N. H., intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved thatit bereferred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed: which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Clark on 
the 25th instant, proposing to appropriate $304.51 to pay Augustus 
L. Coleman, of Wyoming, for surveys of public lands, etc.. 11- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the. Committee on Pensions, to whom ws 
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referred the bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to Frances A. Jones, | The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 


reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 


CUBAN INVESTIGATION. | 
Mr.GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit | 


and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was | 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Georgia | 
(Mr. Bacon] on the 11th instant, and which was amended in the 
Senate by the insertion of an additional paragraph, to report it 
pack favorably as amended, and I ask for its immediate considera- 


tion. a . 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba is 

hereby directed to investigate and report to the Senate as early as practica- | 
ple regarding the moneys received and expended in the island of Cuba, by, 
through, and under the officials and representatives of the United States, 
both civil and military, from the date of the occupation of Cuba by the mili- 
tary forces of the United States until and including the 80th day of April, 
on, 
: Said committee shall investigate and report as to receipts, as follows: 
From customs, from postal service, from internal revenue, from all other | 
sources, specifying the details as far as practicable, and particularly the 
places where and dates within which said amounts were collected or re- 
ceived, and the officer or officers collecting and receiving the same, as well 
as the law or authority under which said amounts were in each instance so 
collected or received. 

Said committee shall investigate and report as to the expenditures of the 
said amounts so received, the necessity and rs ypriety thereof, specifying in 
classes and in detail so far as practicable said expenditures, and particularly 
the work, services, or property for which said expenditures were made, and 
the value thereof; also the law orauthority under which each of said expend- 
itures was made, the officer, civil or military, by whom said expenditure | 
was authorized, and the officer, civil or military, by whom said expenditure 
was made, and the particular fund from which the money was taken for said | 
expenditure. . 

Said committee shall also report a statement of all public works of every | 
kind, including buildings, wharves, railroads, and all other structures built | 
or constructed, improved, repaired, or decorated by or under the authority | 
of any such officer, civil or military; and in each instance the cost, value, | 
necessity, and propriety of the same, and the uses to which said buildings or 
structures have been put. Where said buildings and works were constructed | 
or improvements were made by contract, or where the material used in the | 
same was furnished by contract, the committee shall report copies of each of 
said contracts and the names of all parties interested in each cf the same. 

Said committee shall also report a statement of the personal property 
which was purchased or procured and intrusted to any officer, civil or mili- | 
tary, in Cuba within said time, the cost and value of the same, and the uses 
to which said property has been put, and the disposition which has been | 
made thereof, } 

Said committee is authorized to conduct said investigation,and make such 
report by subcommittee or committees appointed by the chairman; and the | 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit during the 
recess of Congress at such place or places in the United States or Cuba as may 
be necessary; is empowered to send for persons and papers, issue sub- 
poenas, administer oaths, examine witnesses, employ stenographers, expert 
accountants, and other necessary assistance, and the expenses of said inves- 
tigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is not that substantially the resolution as 
introduced by the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the amendment which was moved 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and agreed upon in 
the Senate, I ask that the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 6, insert as a separate 
paragraph the following: 


Said committee is authorized to conduct said investigation and make such 
report by subcommittee or committees appointed by the chairman: and the 
committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit during the re- 
cess‘of Congress at.such place or places in the United States or Cuba as may 
be necessary; and is empowered to send for persons and papers, issue sub- 
penas, administer oaths, examine witnesses, employ stenographers, expert 
accoun and other necessary assistance, and the expenses of said investi- 
gation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that the resolution isin the precise terms in which it was intro- 
duced, with the exception of this amendment, which was agreed 
to by the Senate, ond is reported back as a part of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MARY LA TOURRETTE STOTSENBURG, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4367) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary L. Stotsenburg, to report it with an amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here by, authorized and di- 
rected to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg, widow 
of the late Col. John Stotsenburg, of the First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, 

the year 1898, and pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a tim 


third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 











crease of pension to Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I move thatthe Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Snoup, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. QUARLES were appointed. 

THOMAS DIXON AND OTHERS, 

Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2402) for the relief of Thomas Dixon; 

A bill (S. 2640) for the relief of the heirs of Gottlieb C. Gram- 


| mer. deceased; 


A pill (S. 2945) for the relief of the city of Philadelphia; 

A bill (S. 3086) for the relief of G. Finley Smith, administrator 
of David Smith, deceased; 

A bill (8. 4709) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr.,and Henry 
C. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 4711) for the relief of Catherine Winters; and 

A bill (S. 4825) for the relief of Anna M. Anderson and Charles 
L. G. Anderson, executors of George W. Anderson, deceased 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the claims represented by the following bills to wit. S. 2402, 
2640, 2045, 30K6, 4708, 4711, and 4825, for the relief of Thomas Dixon; for the 
relief of Gottlieb C. Grammar; for the relief of the city of Philadeiphia; for 
the relief of G. Finley Smith, administrator of David Smith; for the relief of 
Lorenzo Thomas, jr.. and Henry C. Thomas; for the relief of Catherine Win 
ters, and for the relief of Anna M. Anderson and Charles L. D. Anderson 
executors of George W. Anderson, deceased, now pending in the Senate ot 
the United States, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provi 
sions of an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1887 

And the said Court of Claims shall proceed with the same in accordance 
Lad re the provisions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance there 
With. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4851) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Milton 8. Shirk, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4852) to authorize the Kingston 
Bridge and Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Clinch River at Kingston, ‘l'enn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4853) for relief of Jacob B. 
Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 4854) granting an increase of pension to Henry E, 
Rontzong: 

A bill (S. 4855) granting an increase of pension to Orren D, 
Lemert; 

A bill (S. 4856) granting an increase of pension to William F., 
Cloud; and 

A bill (S. 4857) granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Russell (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4858) for the relief of Thomas 
Huntington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 4859) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily A. Wentworth; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S, 4860) for the relief of 
Horace Resley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4861) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Tweddle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4862) granting a pension to Martha 
E. Horn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (8, 4863) for the relief of the estate of James Irwin, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 4864) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
W. E. Hoy, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4865) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
8S. W. Lancaster, deceased, 

Mr, FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4866) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4867) granting an increase 
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of pension to Mary Alwood; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4868) for the relief of the 
estate of David M. Whitney, deceased; which was read twice by 
ite title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4869) providing for the re- 
tirement of certain officers of the Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4870) for the relief of the heirs 
of John Beam, Hanson W. Phillips. and Clark Haines; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
oriate $450 in full satisfaction of the claim of Geeres Travis, as 
ound due by the Commissioner of Claims, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
on referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $5,565 to refund to Messrs. Rodonachi, Sons & Co. additional 
duties levied on 449 bales of wool, intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M’GUIRE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On May 22 last the bill (S. 1014) for the re- 
lief of George McGuire was reported adversely and indefinitely 
gentgines. ask that leave be given to Mr. McGuire to with- 

raw the papers by leaving copies. That can be done, I believe, 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri 
asks that leave to withdraw the papers in the case named by him 
be granted under the rule. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


CCEUR D'ALENE MINING TROUBLES. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 30,000 copies of the testimony and ar ents of counsel of the in- 
vestigation made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives as tothe conduct of the United States Army in Idaho, under 
House resolution No. 31, Fifty-sixth Congress, first on, of which 10,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINES. 
Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following 
was considered by unanimous consent, and 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 3,000 copies of 
Parts I and If, Document No. 62, third session Fifty-fifth Con 
Mr. McMILLAN. Is morning business closed, Mr. President? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not 
yet completed, 


resolution; which 
to: 


WASHINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I submita resolution, which I ask 
may lie over for a day. 
The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be dischar, 
from the consideration of H. R. 9047, “An act to incorporate the Washington 
Tolephone Com y and to permit it to install, maintain, and operate a tele- 
phone plant and exchanges in the District of Columbia,” and that the same be 
placed on the Calendar. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF INQUIRY ON ARMY SUPPLIES, 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the findings of the 
court of ss pursuant to the President's instructions . 
1899, together with the final report of said court of inquiry and the action 
taken thereon; of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. lLask for the present consideration of a bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is not 
yet completed, and the Chair asks the Senator to withhold the 
request for the present. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 


READJUSTED SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS IN MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. MONEY submitted the following resolution; which was 


referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 8: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, d@ 
report upon a schedule to the Senate the usted salaries 
ters who served in the State of Mississippi ween July 1, 1864, 
1874, whose names as claimants appear in the Court of Claims in t 
titled Albert Howard and others vs. The 
stated account to conform in ail to the 
General published by circular under date of June 9, 1883, and to the 
ment of the act of March 3, 1883, as said uirement was 


s in 
ruary 17. and transm 
text of the construction by the Postmaster-General of the act of 
1883, em bodied in the said circular and publication in the newspapers, and in 


to 
tmas- 
July 1, 


require- 
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circular form No. 1223, the text of each of which, under date of Novem} 
1897, was transmitted by the Postmaster-General to the Attorney-Gen., 
ane Yarrington and others vs. The United s 


265, 


for use in the case of 
No. 16345. 


tat 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11816) requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen 
Office to file an additional bond, and for other purposes, was } 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Cen 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. (0. | 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President |) 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S, 3075) granting an increase of pension to Mari 
Blaidsell; and 

An act (S. 4129) to detach the county of Dyer from the easj, 
division of the western district of Tennessee and to attac! 
same to the western division of the western district of said ; 
of Tennessee. 

The message also announced that the President of the | 


5 


n 


hea 


ed 
States had on the 25th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 6) for the relief of James H. Latham; and 

An act (S. 3473) for the relief of Corinne Strickland. 

The message further announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following a 

An act (S. 124) regulating permits for private conduits 
District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1243) for the relief of the owner or owners 0! 
schooner Bergen; 

An act (S. 4048) to amend an act regulating the inspection of 
flour in the District of Columbia, approved December 21, 18s; and 

An act (S. 4560) to provide for officers in the customs district 
of Hawaii 


+ 
\ 


he 


in 


the 


CASUALTIES AMONG THE FILIPINOS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur. 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- 
lution coming over from a previous day, which will be read 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, as foilows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directo 
form the Senate of the number of the aa of the Philippine Isla: 
have been killed by our armed forces since February 5, 1895; also the num 
wounded by us, and the number of prisoners taken. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to, 


QUARANTINE REGULATIONS, 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the consideration at this time of a }ill 
which was read the other day and which was stopped upon the 
objection of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr,. TiLLM4.). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks for the consideration of a bill, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secketary. A bill (S. 4171) toamend “An act granting 
additional quarantine powers and imposing additional duties upon 
the Marine- os Service,” approved February 15, 189:'. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This bill was read in full a day 
or two since and objection was made, which objection is with- 
drawn, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to offer a slight amendment, to which 
the Senator from Missouri does not object, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Health and Nationa! ()uar- 
antine with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 6, after the word 
“amended,” to strike out ‘‘and added to as follows” and insert 
“by addition of the following sections;” so as to read: 

That act additional quarantine rs and imposing a 
tional duties apon the Marine Hospital Service. epproved February 15, 1803 
be amended by addition of the following sections. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, beginning in line 8 on page !, 
strike out: 

That section 6 of said act shall be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. Thaton the arrival of an infected vessel at any port not pro) 
with the a facilities for treatment of the same the retary may re 
mand said vessel, at its own expense, to nearest national or other quar- 
‘antine station where accommodations and appliances are provided {orl 
n on and treatment of the vessel, ngers, and 
and after treatment of any infected vessel, or tion of any vesse! l 
infected, ata national quarantine station, and certificate shal! hare 
been prea by the United States quarantine officer at said station that the 
vessel, cargo, and rsare and all free from infectious disease °' 

r of conveying the same, said vessel shall be permitted to enter on! 
admitted to entry atany _— of the United States named w:thin the cer ir 
cate. But at ong ports where sufficient quarantine provision has been mace 
by State or 1 authorities the Secretary of the ury may direct ves, 
sels bound for said to undergo quarantine at said State or local station. 
added the following sections. S 


s that 


ber 


led 


That there shall 
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Mr. VEST. That amendment strikes out the whole of section | Mr. VEST. Those are all amendments which were agreed upon 
6 of the law. by the committee. 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. . | Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I understood that other 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 18, after the word | amendments had been agreed to. If the Senator from Missouri 
“That.” to strike out “national quarantine stations shall be con- | will briefly explain the purport of the proposed amendments, | 
ducted in accordance with the provisions of this act, and;” so as | apprehend that I shall have no objection to them, and yet I was 
to make the section read: quite unwilling that this bill should be very materially amended 

spec. 10. That the Supervising Surgeon-General, with the approval of tho without knowing precisely what was proposed. 
' 
| 





secretary of the Treasury, is authorized to designate and mark the bounda-| Mr. VEST. The amendments simply strike out the features 
ries of the quarantine grounds and quarantine anchorages for vessels which 


ire reserved for use at each United States quarantine station: and any ves- | that were objected to by the health officers of the States. The 
scl or officer of any vessel or other person anaes or otherwise entering | head of the Marine-Hospital Service has no objection to the bill 
upon such grounds or anchorages in disregard of the quarantine rules and | as it is now amended. t simply gives to the quarantine officers 
regiauons oe wathont permision of the oficer in charge of wach stath | of the United States jurisdiction over their quarantine districts, 
ee thereof be punished by a fine of not_more than $300 or imprisonment | Which of course ought to be done, and was done by a resolution 

of Congress which several years ago passed both Houses unani- 


for not more than one year, or both, in the discretion of thecourt. Any mas- 
mously, but failed because President Cleveland did not have time 


ter or owner of any nmap or any a eae, any aaa of this act 
rr regulation made in accordance with this act relatin i :- . : — . 
or any rule or regulat So ction at conse; | tosign the resolution, In addition to that, the only other material 
amendment is to allow the quarantine officers of the United States 


tion of vessels or relating to the prevention of the introduction of contagtous 

or infectious diseases, or any master, owner, or agent of any vessel making a 

false atapemnea et tone the rel ceteendherace aheiite aaah eelke to administer oaths, a power which they ought al ways to have had. 
stot e y . > y . . Sent ; ae iaeiae 

of a misdemeanor and subject to arrest, and upon conviction thereof be pun- Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I quite agre to those 

ished by a fine of not more than $500 or imprisonment for not more than one | amendments; but will the Senator from Missouri or the Senator 

year, or both, in the discretion of the court. from South Carolina briefly state precisely what the amendments 

The amendment was agreed to. propose to do? oe 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 20, after the word r. TI..UMAN, I willread the provision, and then the Senator 
“That,” to strike out: can gather it for himself: 

At any port or place in tho United States where the Secretary of the That the Supervising Surgeon-General, with the approval of the Secretary 
Treasury shall deem it necessary for the prevention of the introduction of | of the Treasury, is authorized to designate and mark the boundaries of tho 
contagious or infectious disease from a ae port or place that incoming | quarantine groundsand quarantine anchorages for vessels which are reserved 
vessels, vehicles, or persons shall be inspected by a national quarantine offi- 
cer, such officer shall be designated or appointed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on recommendation of the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospi- 
tal Service and atany such port or placa no vessel, vehicle, or person from any 
foreign port or pve shall be admitted to entry or enter withouta certificate 
at the | 


of said officer t United States quarantine regulations have been com- 
plied with. Any. 


And to insert ‘‘any;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 11. That any vessel sailing from any foreign port without the bill of 
health required by section 2 of this act, and arriving within the limits of 
any collection dis' : ct es bs me os = aot entering or attempting 
to enter any port of the Un ted States, shal @ subject to such quarantine f Pa ww shi ins , . : re —— . 
measures as shall be prescribed by regulations of the Secretary of the ee = ll eee : — me sane sine rene he 
Treasury, and the cost of such measures shall be a lien on said vessel, to between t ne Dill as repor ac rom t 16 cominittec and the amend- 
be recovered by proceedings in the proper district court of the United States | ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina. 
ont ie he ee ee EE enna re ee porte with. The matter was very thoroughly discussed in the committee. 
ont bills of health and entering any port of the Unitec om | The difference is just this: This particular part of the bill pro- 


or use at each United States quarantine station 


I simply put in a proviso to the committee amendment, so as 
to make it read: 

Any vessel or officer of any vessel or other person, other than State and 
municipal health or quarantine oflicers, ete. 

So as not to make it a misdemeanor for a municipal or State 
health quarantine officer to visit the quarantine stations in dis- 
charge of his duties. That is all. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I think I can explain to the Sen- 


The amendment was agreed to. ’ | vides for the regulation of national quarantine grounds which 
Mr. TILLMAN. Imove, in line 25, page 2, after the word “‘ per- | are absolutely under the control of United States officers. The 
son,” to insert ‘‘ other than State health or quarantine officers.” | bill provides that those grounds shall be under the control of these 


Mr. VEST. I suggest tothe Senator that he put in the word | officers and that no person shall be permitted to visit them or tres- 
“municipal,” so as to cover city officers. They are not State offi- | pass upon them without the permission of the United States offi 
cers, but at the same time they are health officers, such as they | cers in control. It was proposed in the committee that municipal 


have at cities like Mobile. officers and State officers shou'd have this permission, but the com 
Mr. TILLMAN. “ Municipal or State?” mittee unanimously came to the conclusion that no United States 
Mr. VEST. ‘ Municipal or State quarantine officers,” officer would refuse to a properly accredited health officer of a 


Mr. TILLMAN. Allright. I will modify the amendment in | State or municipality the right to visit such quarantine grounds, 
that way. | but that infection was so dangerous and the necessity for the con- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified trol was so necessary in the hands of the officer immediately re- 
will be stated, sponsible that a discretion should be left with him, and that it 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 25, after the word “ person,” it | should not be in the power of health officers of a municipality to 
is proposed to insert ‘‘other than State, municipal, health, or | send anybody there they pleased, with the right to leave and pos- 
quarantine officers,” sibly carry infection into the city from which they came. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before that amendment is| The only difference between the committee and the Senator from 
adopted, I want to know something about the amendments which | South Carolina is that the committee leaves the discretion as to 
have already been offered, and, I believe, while my attention was | who shall come within the infected district under the control ot 
diverted, have been adopted. the United States authorities and entirely in the hands of the offi- 

This bill was before the Committee of Public Health and | cer in charge. The Senator from South Carolina proposes that 
National Quarantine. We had before that committee the health | State and municipal health officers shall be permitted to go upon 
officers of Boston, New York, Charleston, New Orleans, and | the quarantine grounds whether the national officers wish them to 
various other great cities of the country, and there was a substan- | go there or not. 
tial agreement that the bill should be reported as it was presented Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, 1 hope there will not be any 
to the Senate by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]; but the | contest over this proposition of the Senator from South Carolina 
Senator from South Carolina {Mr. T1L1MAN] seems to have taken | |Mr. TrLLMAN}. As the Senator from New York |Mr. Derew| 
charge of the bill now, and I confess I do not know what amend- | has just said, the matter was considered by the committee, and 
ments have been incorporated at his suggestion. after some deliberation the committee came to the conclusion that 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I have not | there could not be much risk of a conflict between national and 
taken charge of the bill at all. I objected to its consideration the State officers, but there was no decided opposition to the proposi- 
other day because 1 had not even read it; but after reading it and | tion which was made at that time by the Senator from Wisconsin 
conferring with the Senator from Missouri I discovered that there | [Mr. SPooNER], who is not now present. 
was nothing in it that I objected to other than the provision, The passage of these amended sections is a matter of consider- 
which the Senator will find if he will read section 10, which gives | ableimportance. It is of great importance because at the pres- 
to the Supervising Surgeon-General sweeping authority to locate | ent time the national quarantine officers have no authority to fix 
quarantine grounds, and makes it a misdemeanor for anybody to | the boundaries or limits of the quarantine stations, a power which 
80 upon those grounds or to trespass there, subject to a penalty | they ought to have and which is absolutely necessary for the pro- 
of imprisonment. or something of that sort. I want the bill | tection of the health of the cities and ports that are near the 
amended so that the municipal and State quarantine health of- | quarantine stations. They also have not the power to administer 
ficers inay go there in the discharge of their duties—nothing more, | oaths. Those two things are about the principal purposes that 
and nothing less. are sought now by the billin its present shape. If there is to be 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will state to the | any contest, the probabilities are that the bil! will not be passed. 
Senator from New tlampshive (Mr. GALLINGER] that the only | I do not think that the committee were particularly opposed to 
Smendments agreed to have been those reported by thecommittee. | the proposition which is now made by the Senator from South 
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Carolina. I hope, in the interest of the bill itself, there will be 
no opposition to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a single observation 
to make. It is unfortunate that we have this constant conflict 
between Federal and State and municipal officers. It is unfor- 
tunate that we can not agree to give a pretty broad discretion to 
the man who stands as the representative of the Government in 
administering health matters and protecting our people from the 
introduction of contagious or infectious diseases into the United 
States. 

Inmany of the ports we havea national quarantine station where 
vessels go and are inspected and disinfected without cost to the 
vessels, and then they are compelled to go toa State quarantine 
station to be inspected and disinfected and a large fee charged 
for that work. That, 1 suppose, we can not get rid of. 1 think it 
ought to be gotten rid of in some way, but I apprehend it is im- 
practicable and perhaps impossible to do so. 

In this little bill we teake propose to give to the Supervising 
Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service jurisdiction over 
quarantine grounds, which it is admitted the United States has 
jurisdiction over; and it seems to be contended that we ought to 
permit the health officers of States and cities to send their agents 
upon those grounds, that are under the jurisdiction of the Super- 
vising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, at their 
will and at their pleasure. 


shall content myself by voting ‘‘ no” when the matter is submitted 
to the Senate. If the Senate chooses to incorporate it in this bill, 
I shall be content. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
point of order, 

Mr. HALE. What was the order of the Senate with reference 
to business to-day after the completion of the morning business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bills reported by the 


Committee on the District of Columbia should be given consid- | 


eration. 

Mr. HALE, 

Mr. VEST. 
be finished. It will only take a second. 

Be HALE, If it will not lead to any further debate, I shall not 
object. 

Mr. VEST. I hope it will take no further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from South Carolina {|Mr. T1LL- 
MAN], which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Under the unanimous-consent agreement, I 
now call for the consideration of Order of Business 1360, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read by its title the bill (H. R. 7950) for the ex- 
tension of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise toa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. desire to read the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment which was made to take up certain bills at this time, with 
the exception that they were not to interfere with appropriation 
bills. An appropriation bill is now before the Senate under con- 
sideration, to which I was addressing myself last night, and I 
retained the floor by agreement. I shall therefore insist upon oc- 
cupying the fioor on that bill this morning in view of the fact that 
the unanimous consent for the consideration of these District bills 
was subject to the consideration of appropriation bills. I will 
now el the unanimous-consent agreement. ’ 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 understand that the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska is correct, that the consideration of these local 
District bills is subordinate to the appropriation bills; but as I 


I ask that that order be executed, 


rliamentary inquiry. 
nator will state his 


I am inclined to think the amendment is not a wise one, but 1 | 


The Senator will state his | 
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I hope the Senator will permit the pending bill to | hour yesterday, I yielded the floor to him. 


| tion to the RECORD. 
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oe or two in the consideration of the deficiency appropriatio; 
ill. 
Mr. TELLER, There is so much noise that we can not hear t}. 
Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that several days ago this da 

I understand, was set apart for the consideration of sundry | 
relating to the District of Columbia, subordinate to appropriatio 
bills. The sundry civil appropriation bill is under considerat;,, 
at this time. On yesterday I yielded two or three hours on tho 
consideration of that bill, and at the request of the Senator ; 
Michigan I propose to yield now two or three hours, if | 


properly do so. 

r. ALLEN, I will read the consent agreement, which was 
unanimously, so far as I know, entered into on the 16th of this 
month. I read from page 5601 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcCorp: 

Mr. McMILuan. I ask unanimous conseht that on Saturday a w. 
Senate may take up all District bills on the Calendar at that time to | 
sidered. Some of them are very important. It is customaryin th 
to give the District one day in a week, and it is almost impossible to get a ))j\) 
assed at this session. I ask unanimous consent that Saturday a we 

» set aside for that purpose. yet 

Mr. ALvricH. That is subject to appropriation bills and conf 

orts? 
" Mr. McMILLAN. Oh, certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks | 
Saturday a week after the -— 

Mr. McMILLAN. The morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the routine morning busin 
day may be given to the consideration of bills reported from the ( Littee 
on the District of Columbia, not to interfere, however, with appropriation 
bills. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so wi 

The appropriation bills are expressly excepted from the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. The sundry civil bill is now before the 
Senate as the unfinished business, and last evening I was adiress- 
ing the Senate on one provision of that bill when interrupted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE}. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator that the sundry 
civil bill is not the unfinished business in the morning hour and 
that it will not be the unfinished business until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE, It will not be the unfinished business then. 

Mr. ALLEN. When theSenator from Pennsylvania interrupted 
me With a statement that a special order had been fixed for that 
I want to call atten- 
I read now from page 6037 of the Recorp, 
the proceedings of yesterday: 

Mr. Penrose. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. Penrose. I have already yielded more than half an hour. I wish to 
submit some resolutions, of which I have heretofore given notice, and as the 
debate gives every evidence of being somewhat lengthy, and there are other 
Senators who desire to be heard, I suggest that the Senator from Nebraska 
continue his remarks to-morrow when we take up the bill, and that | be per- 
mitted to proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
question. 

The PresipinG Orricer. The Chair so understands the Senator from 
Nebraska.. 

Under those circumstances, Mr. President, I feel at perfect 
liberty to object to the consideration of any bill under this agree- 
ment that was entered into on the 16th of May. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that a bill being 
under consideration at the time of adjournment and.the Senator 
stating that he desired to hold the floor for the next day does not 
place that bill before the Senate on the next day except by either 
a motion or an agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to hear what the point of order is, 
Mr. President. I was not able to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The only way in which the 
appropriation bill can be placed before the Senate now or at any 
time during the day is by an order of the Senate itself by a ma- 
jority vote. - . 

Mr. ALLEN. The Chair holds, then, that the sundry civil ap- 

ropriation bill is not before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN, I understood the rulings to be to the contrary 


ym 
an 


ered 


I desire, however, to retain the floor upon this 


The Chair sustains the point 


shall be otherwise occupied for an hour or two, I have agreed to | heretofore. 


yield to the Senator from Michigan to go on with these bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unanimous consent was given for that. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator has that right. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I need not call up the appropriation 
bill at the present time. I propose to call it up later in the day. 
I hope that will be satisfactory to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON, I am engaged at this time and shall be for an 


Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I want to saya word. I do not 
intend to interfere with the order of the day made on the 1th day 
of May with reference to setting aside this day for the use 0! the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. I only want to say that 
if I had heard the request, I should have entered an objection to 
it. I do not believe it ever has been the practice, and [ do not be- 
lieve it ought to be, that any committee should appropriate @ day 
here in the Senate. That may be done in some other p!ace, but 
there is really no necessity for doing it here, and great con/usion 
will arise if it is done. nm any other occasion, if it ever should 
happen that I should be out when such an order was made, 1! 
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should feel at liberty to enter my protest against it when the day 
caine for its execution. ar 

I hope the request will not be repeated. I am willing that it 
shall go on to-day, so far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
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Or, STEWART. One moment. 

Mr. HALE. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to move to recommit—— 

Mr. HALE. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me move to recommit—— 

Mr. HALE. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine de- 
mands the regular order. The Secretary will state the first bill 
in order under the order heretofore made. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of 
Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes. 

Mr, ALLEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Juarles, 
Allison, Davis, Lodge, Rawlins, 
Bacon, Deboe, McComas, Ross, 
Baker, Depew, McCumber, Sewell, 
Bate, Fairbanks, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Berry, Foraker, Mallory, Simon, 
Burrows, Foster, Martin, Stewart, 
Butler, ZETe Morgan, Sullivan, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Nelson, Teller, 
Carter, Gear, Penrose, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hale, Perkins, Turley, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Turner, 
Clay, Harris, Pettus, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley Platt, Conn., Wetmore, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Pritchard, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will an- 
nounce the first bill in order, 


EXTENSION OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 


The bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road east of 
Thirteenth street, and for other purposes, was read; and, by unani- 
mous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments, The first amendment was, in sec- 
tion 2, page 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘Provided,” to strike out 
*‘one-half” and insert ‘‘ such amount;” in line 9, after the word 
“road,” to insert ‘‘as said jury may find said pieces or parcels of 
land will be benefited;” and in line 15, after the word “ afore- 
said,” to insert: 


Provided, That if the aggregate amount of the benefits to be assessed, as 
determined by said jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less than one- 
half of the amount of the a. awarded for and in respect of the land 
condemned, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their dis- 
cretion, within thirty days after the filing of said award, reject the award 


and aneuneae of said jury, and all proceedings hereunder shall be null and 
void. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for 
and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of Columbia road as 
herein provided, such amount thereof shail be assessed by the jury herein- 
after provided as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, against those 
pieces or ls of land on each side of said Columbia road as extended 
through block 23 of Columbia Eotgnts, and also on any or all pieces or parcels 
of land which will be benefited by the extension of said Columbia road as 
said jury may find said pieces or parcels of Jand will be benefited; and in de- 
Se on amounts to be assessed against said pieces or parcels of land 
the jury shall take into consideration the respective situations of such pieces 
or parcels of land and the benefits they may severally receive from the ex- 
—- * Cotembia road as aforesaid: Provided, That if the aggregate 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, section 3, line 5, after the 
word “ award,” to insert ‘‘ of damages and assessment of benefits; ” 
So as to make the section read: 


ann? 8. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than ten 
ys to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by advertisement in such 
janner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all persons 
; oat any interest in the proceedings to attend court at a day to be named 
in “ notice and to continue in attendance until the court shall have made 
pen order ratifying and confirming the award of damages and assessment 
nefits of the jury; and in addition to such public notice said court, when- 
foie in its judgment it is practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice 
ean guves b fhe jeacemey of the. sioerit of Can. a h - Sepation, u ~ 
ners condemned as may oun said marshal, 

or his deputies, within the District of Columbia. .. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, page 3, line 12, after the 
— the,” to insert ‘‘ return of the marshal and the;” on page 
, line 1, after the word “ assess,” to strike out ‘‘ not less than one- 
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half of the amount of such damages“ and insert ‘tthe benefits re 
sulting therefrom; ” so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof of 
lication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said court 
cause a jury of seven judicious, disinterested men, not related to any px 
interested in the proceedings, and not in the service or employment of the 
District of Columbia or of the United States, to be summoned by the marshal 
of the District of Columbia, to which jurors said court shall administer an 
oath or affirmation that they are not interested in any manner in the land to 
be condemned nor are in any way related to the parties interested therein, 
and that they will, without favor or partiality, tothe best of their judgment, 
assess the damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the 
extension of said street and tle condemnation of lands for the purposes of 
such extension, and assess the benefits resulting therefrom as hereinbefore 
provided. ? 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, section 6, line 
word ‘‘ set,” to strike out: 


the same aside when satisfied that it is unjust or :nreasonable, and in such 
event the proceedings shall be begun anew under the method provided in this 
act, and all former proceedings as to the particular land in controversy shall 
be null and of no eftect: Provided, That said objections shall be filed within 
thirty days after the verdict or award of said jury. 


And insert: 


aside and vacate the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is unjust 
or unreasonable, and in such event a new jury shall be summoned, whoshall 
proceed to assess the damages or benefits, as the case may be, in respect of 
the land as to which the verdict may be vacated, as in the case of the first 
jury: Provided, That if vacated in part, the residue of the verdict and award 
as to the land condemned or assessed shall not be affected thereby: And pro 
vided further, That the exceptions or objections to the verdict and award 
shall be filed within thirty days after the return of such verdict and award, 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That the court shall have owen to hear and determine any objec- 
tions which may be filed to said yerdict or award, and to set aside and vacate 
the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied, ete 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 6, line 15, after the 
words ‘*‘ per annum” to insert ‘“‘from the date of confirmation;” 
and in line 16, after the word ‘ paid,” to insert: 


That said court may allow amendments in form or substance in any peti- 
tion, process, record, or proceeding, or in the description of property pro- 
posed to be taken, or of property assessed for benefits whee er such 
amendments will not interfere with the substantial rights of the parties in- 
terested, and any such amendment may be made after as well as bot re the 
order or judgment confirming the verdict or award aforesaid. 


So as to make the section read: 


That when confirmed by the court the several assessments herein provided 
to be made shall severally be alien pg the land assessed, and shall be collected 
as special-improvement taxes in the District of Columbia, and shall be pay 
able in four equal annual installments, with interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent per annum from the date of confirmation until paid. That said court 
may allow amendments in form or substance in any petition, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was to insert as a newsection the following: 


Sec. 12. That the provisions of sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 11 hereof, and the 
provisions of section 2 hereof as tothe assessment of benefits and as to the right 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to reject the award of the 
jury, be, and the same are hereby, made applicable to the several acts of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1899, entitled “An act to extend 8 street in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,’ and “An act for ‘the extension of 
Pennsylvania avenue SE., and for other purposes,” in so far as the same re- 
late to the extension of Sixteenth street NW., as amended by joint resolu- 
tion approved the 30th day of January, 1900, to the extension of Pennsylvania 
avenue SE., the extension of Staughton street, the extension of Eckington 
place, the extension of Fifth street, and the extension of Howard avenue, 
except, nevertheless, that the assessment areas fixed by said several acts in 
reference to said several streets shall be and remain as in and by said acts of 
Congress provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to know how the bill will read as 
amended. - I call for the reading of the bill as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
demands the reading of the bill as amended, It will be read, 

The Secretary read the bill as amended. 

Mr. ALLEN, I should like to have read the report accompa- 
nying this bill. 

The report, submitted by Mr. McMILLAN on the 21st instant, was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and 
for other purposes, make a favorable report thereon. 

The purpose of the bill is to open a straight entrance to the Soldiers’ Home 
from Columbia road, and the cost of this most desirable improvement will 
not exceed $14,000. 

The chief merit of the bill as a bill lies in the fact that it prescribes a 
method of condemnation which will stand the test of thecourts. The amend- 
ments recommended by this committee cover the points raised in the deci 
sion of the District court of appeals rendered since the bill passed the House 
of Representatives. Section 12 of the bill provides that the streets already 
ordered by Congress to be opened shall come under the provisions of this 
legislation, except in those cases where proceedings have actually been be- 
gun in the courts. 

The bill and amendments were framed by the attorney for the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this bill has a great many vices 
in it, some of which I propose to point out. It provides for ad 
quod damnum proceedings for the condemnation of certain pieces 
of land, blocks, and streets in the District of Columbia for a 
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highway or street. I wish to direct attention in the first place to 


section 2 of this bill: 


That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for and in 
respect of the land condemned for the extension of Columbia road as herein 
provided, such amount thereof shall be assessed by the jury hereinafter pro- 
vided as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, against those pieces or 
parcels of land on each side of said Columbia road as extended through block 
23 of Colambia Heights, and also on any or all pieces or parcels of land which 
will be benefited by the extension of said Columbia road as said jury may 
find said pieces or parcels of land wii! be benefited. 

Mr. President, that is a vicious provision. Instead of condemn- 
ing this property, as is the ordinary course and in accordance 
with the established usages ef the country, ascertaining its cash 
value at the time of condemnation—that is, as the court says, its 
cash value immediately before and immediately after condemna- 
tion—and paying the owner of the property that value, this bill 
proposes to raise in behalf of the District of Columbia a counter 
claim against the owner of the land, and to have considered by 
the jury what benefits would be derived by him by reason of the 
condemnation, and to subtract the smaller from the greater sum. 
I do not think any man can justify a bill of that kind. It is 
anomalous in legal history. It is questionable in morals. Itis 
confiscatory in its operation. 

The whole course of the English law has been in ad quod dam- 
num proceedings to ascertain what injury the property holder has 
sustained or will sustain by reason of the condemnation of his land 
and depriving him of its title for public purposes, and pay him 
that sum. Perhaps two or three States in the Union, and not to 
exceed two or three States in the Union, have adopted the vicious 

rinciple embraced in this bill; but all the other States of the 
nion and the Territories, as Iam informed, have adopted the 
proper rule, one that has been existent for centuries. A man can 
not be compelled to part with his property for compensation for 
srivate purposes. No private organization can take my property 
or a private purpose, and a railroad is only permitted to take pri- 
vate property for its right of way and its depot pur under a 
fiction of the law, established by the court of errors in New York 
in the case of The Mohawk River Railroad Company several years 
ago, that the State could farm out its constitutional right of emi- 
nent domain to one of thesecorporations; that it was a quasi-public 
purpose. But the rule is unbroken that no difference how desir- 
able a piece of property may be for a private purpose, and no dif- 
ference how semipublic that private pu may be, you can not 
take it, no matter what price you may offer for it. 

It is the duty of the sovereign power, of course, to provide high- 
ways, streets, country roads, alleys, and all the ordinary means 
of communication between localities, but I submit that the 
casuistry of American jurisprudence should never be so blunted or 
so diverted from its real and pure purpose as to permit the prop- 
erty of a private citizen to be condemned and taken from him and 
then authorize the sovereign to raise oe t the value of his 
property a counterclaim for supposed benefits extended to him. 

ow, Mr. President, let us illustrate in just a moment the fair 
operation of this bill. We will say that a house has to be taken 
down. The house stands upon a piece of property that is to be 
condemned and taken under the operations of this bill. It may 
be that it is the man’s store and residence, and there are many in- 
stances of that kind in this city and adjacent to it. 

Under the operation of this bill the man’s business is broken 
up; his home is destroyed; his family is set out in the street with- 
out any home; his entire occupation is gone; he is unable to earn 
a livelihood for himself and family; and after all that is done, 
then a jury, a sheriff's jury—or a. marshal's jury in this case, which 
is in substance the same thing—may say to him, ‘‘It is true your 
business has gone, your f; is in the street, your house is torn 
down; but, after all, it was a benefit to you your family that 
the house should be destroyed and your family sent into the street 
and your business completely wipel out.” Now, thatis the policy 
and effect of this bill. 

Mr. President, there is no limit whatever to these benefits. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Michigan what is a benefit 
arising to the owner of the property. The Senator is the author 
of the bill; he has made the report; he of course understands the 


measure. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ican oy say that the bill was framed for 
the purpose of opening Columbia road to Soldiers’ Home, and that 
the people interested are entirely contented to pay their propor- 
tion of the assessment for benefits. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to see it opened myself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It ought to be opened. The attorney of the 
District and several other very able men drew up these amend- 
ments for the purpose of covering difficulties that arose in former 
street-opening laws, in rd to condemnation proceedings. The 
streets mentioned in this bill can not be opened until this remedy 
is procured by legislation. The District court of appeals rendered 

decision only a short time ago, and the amendment to which 
the Senator alludes was drawn up very carefully to avoid diffi- 
culties found by the courts. 
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But the point is that all the streets provided for are nort) 
the city proper, where the growth is very rapid, and the 
who live there demand that the streets be opened. The ij! 
provide the legal machinery for such openings. I have hea: 
objection whatever to the measure. In fact, people are cx] 
upon me continually at the committee room to have this | 
lation enacted. That is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to see these streets opened. I | 
not the slightest objection to their being opened. I should 
tosee more streets opened in this city and District than are 0), 
now. But I want to see it done properly. : 

Now, the Senator did not answer my question, 
efit to the property? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The jury determines that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; you can not-—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. The jury determines the question as to | 
much the damage is and who is to pay for it. 

Mr.ALLEN. Thejury is not the interpreter of the law. 1 bes 
to suggest to the Senator from Michigan that he is in error t)j0; 
The court is an interpreter of the law. It is the business of | 
jury to find the facts, it is the business of the court to determi) 
the law. But, Mr. President, there is no tribunal pointed out 
created by this bill for the determination of that question. 

Now, the Senator resumes his seat without answering th: 
tion, What is a benefit under this bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN, I think I have answered the question 
as I understood it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is a benefit? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The jury will determine how much is | 
paid by each party, the District paying so much and the 
paying so much. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is a benefit? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The jury determines to what extent it is a 
benefit to the property to have the street opened in the usual way, 
as is done in every city I know anything about. , 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the usual way? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is pointed out in the bill just how it is to 
be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret again to see the Senator so illy fortified 
to defend this provision of the bill. The trouble with the })ill is 
that the Senator simply wants it, that is all. He does not hay 
any reason for wanting it in its present shape; he simply want 
it. He says the jury are to determine what the benefits are. |i 
the distinguished Senator, who has served in this Chamber a creat 
many years, can not tell what a benefit is under the bill which is 
drafted by him and which has been reported by him in a written 
report, I should like to know how an ordinary marsha!'s jury, 
miscellaneously selected, is going to determine that question. 

I ask the Senator now, if I can get his attention, to withdraw 
this provision of the bill that provides for benefits to be assessed 
against the popes: 

Mr. McMILLAN, In answer I will say that of course I will 
not withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, of course not. There is re- 
vealed the cloven foot in the second section of this bill. For 
instance, you assess a man’s property, and the value of the property 
is, say, $3,000. You want to make the benefits accruing to that 
man by the establishment of the street $2,800. Therefore, you 
propose to give him $200 for his property. That, Mr. President, 
is legislation which is proposed in this highest legislative body of 
the country. } : 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I think i! 
he will go to the record he will find that in every street we have 
heretofore opened in the District of Columbia we have had just 
such a provision as this. 

Mr. ALLEN, I have no doubt of it. 
doubt of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is the usual legislation in every 
= and State of the American Union. 

r. ALLEN. I beg to differ with the Senator. 
word on medicine, but not on law. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Then we will except Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. We will except a great many States. 
except three-fourths of the States of the Union. 

Mr. GAL GER. I take it if a man has eight or ten house 
lots and there is not a street through, and a street is opened ©10- 
bling him to dispose of his house lots to advantage, he gets some 
benefits, and he geome ay the expense of opening the strect. 

Mr. ALLEN, There is where the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire falls down again. If he has seven or eight house lots, :\° '\° 
speaks of, he can dedicate a portion of those lots to the pull. 

e can file a written dedication of it. He can open a street ior 
improvement, it being a public easement. He does not have to 
consult anybody about it. That is the way streets and alleys an‘ 
highways are established, and not by any acceptance on the p:'' 
of the public. 

Mr. GALLINGER, |The Senator from Nebraska surely 409 
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not argue that private parties in tho District of Columbia can 
open a street so that house lots may be made available for sale? 

Mr. ALLEN. If I have a piece of property, I can open a street 
or alley or a public easement of any kind across it, in spite of all 
the power of this world, There is no court, there is no tribunal, 
there is no one in the history of this country that can prevent me 
from doing that. , i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me further, I think if he will examine the situation in the 
District of Columbia he will find that he can not do that thing. 
We have very comprehensive statutes here providing how streets 
shall be opened, and furnishing a comprehensive and uniform 
plan, A private citizen can not open a street in ordinary cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. You have a great many unconstitutional stat- 
nutes here, too, and you will have another one if you pass this bill. 
There is the old argument, Mr. President. We have done wrong 
heretofore, ergo, we should do wrong now. One error is prece- 
dent for another error. Two errors establish the correctness of a 
third error. Thatis the process of reasoning in which my friend 
from New Hampshire indulges. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to what I believe to be a fact, that never in any instance in 
the history of the District of Columbia has tho property of any 
citizen been taken by condemnation or otherwise by the public 
for less than its value. On thecontrary, in nearly every case they 
have got more than double its value. 

Mr. ALLEN, I think the Government has always paid more 
than its value. 

Mr. STEWART. The Government has almost always paid 
more than its value. The sympathy of the jury is always with 
the people against the efforts of the corporations and the Govern- 
ment to condemn; and when individual complaints of hardship 
are made, if ow —— at all, the finding has always been set 
aside and they have had their way. I have observed that here 
for many years. There is no danger of any harm coming to any 
citizen under this law. That people are benefited materially by 
having a roadway opened through their property is too well under- 
stood to be discussed at all. The property is of very little value 
until you get streets to it. It is not salable until then. Prop- 
erty is located with reference to streets. That being taken into 
consideration, they get a special benefit by the opening of the 
street. In fact they ought to give the property, where they have 
large tracts, to have streets opened. 

The great mistake which was made in this town, and it will 
cost millionsand perhaps hundreds of millions before it is through, 
was in authorizing subdivisions not in conformity with the gen- 
eral system of the city. If the plan could have been adhered to 
for which 1 contended thirty years ago, it would have saved many, 
many millions. That has not been done; and we are going along 
slowly, creeping along, at great cost, to get a few streets opened. 
This bill has been prepared by the attorneys in view of the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court, and I think it is constitutional and 
will stand. At all events, nobody will be injured byit. Wehave 
only a short time to devote to bills from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and 1 hope the bill will be passed and that 
we shall proceed to some other business from the committee. 

Mr, ALLEN. I should like to put a little query to the Senator 
from Nevada, if Ican have his attention. 

Does the Senator know of any instance, or has he information 
of any case, where gentlemen have bought property with a view 
of having the Government condemn a street or alley through it? 
_ Mr. STEWART. I do not want to be invidious and to name 
instances of that kind, I know of some. 

Mr. ALLEN. You know of some? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN, I think the public ought to know it, and I think 
the Senator ought to state it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do nct think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have understood—I do not know how true it 
am STEWART. I have not bought any property with that 
riew. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I donot think the Senator has, 1 have un- 
derstood that it has been the custom for gentlemen to go out on 
the outskirts of the city and buy pieces of land, probably not very 
large, but large enough to open a street across, and in the course 
of time have a bill passed extending a street or opening a street 
across the property and getting some money as a result of the 
verdict ‘of a marshal’s jury, thus haps making some profit. 
But | do not know how that is, and I do not care about it at this 
time, one way or the other. 

But this provision for the assessment of benefits is a monstrous 
and a hideous provision, and nokind of palaver, no kind of subter- 
fage or talk, no attempt to glamour and gloss it over, will change 
the fact that it isan abnormal and unusual provision, unjust in 
every feature and unjust in every phase of its operations, 
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Now, let me read a little further from this section: 


Andin determining the amounts to be assessed against said piece 
cels of land 

That is rather strange, ‘‘ to be assessed against” them— 
the jury shall take into consideration the respective situations of such - ces 
or parcels of land and the benefits they may severally receive from the ex 
tension of Columbia road asaforesaid: Provided, That if the aggregate amount 
of the benefits to be assessed,as determined by said jury pursuant to the pro 


2 or par 


visions hereof, is less than one-half of the amount of the damages awarded 
for and in respect of the land condemned, the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia may, in their discretion, within thirty days after the filing of said 
award, reject the award and assessment of said jury, and all proceedings 


hereunder shall be null and void. 


And so, Mr. President, it comes to this, that if the verdict of 
the marshal’s jury shall not be satisfactory to the three Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, they shall reject the award, 
and I suppose a new jury is to be summoned and impaneled and 
the process of condemnation is to go on again until the verdict is 
such as satisfies the minds of the three Commissioners of this 
District. Whoever heard of three administrative officers, clothed 
with no judicial or quasi-judicial power whatever, being given 
authority to set aside the verdict of a jury? Why not have that 
verdict go to some court in the District of Columbia and let the 
court, on motion, set aside the verdict of the jury? There is 
where the authority properly belongs. Here three men,on whom 
can not be conferred the authority to revise the proceedings of 
courts and juries, are authorized to revise and set aside the ver- 
dict of a marshal’s jury summoned to condemn this land. 

The Senator from Michigan, who I am glad to say is always at 
the service of the District, in season and ont of season, says that 
this provision was drafted by some distinguished lawyer in the 
city of Washington and was thoroughly considered by the Dis- 
trict Committee. Mr. President, you never could convince any 
lawyer upon the face of this earth that a proviso of that kind was 
drafted by alawyer. It is too awkward, it is too bungling, it is 
too much out of the course of the ordinary, it is too unusual, it is 
too anomalous to say that a lawyer would ever draft a provision 
of a bill giving an executive board power to set aside the verdict 
of a jury. 

The Senator from Michigan does not manifest the slightest de- 
sire to revise this bill and putitin shape. He is perfectly con- 
tented to sit in his seat and while away the time of this Chamber 
and insist that provisions of this kind shall pass the Senate and 
pass the House of Representatives and be signed by the President 
and go into operation upon the property of the poor people of the 
District of Columbia, and it does not concern him a particle; he 
eats and sleeps and drinks no doubt just as well. 

There are two monstrosities in that section which I have pointed 
out, Now, the third section says: 

That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than ten days to be 
given of the filing of said aroasedines, by advertisement in such manner as 
the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all persons having any in- 
terest in the proceedings to attend court at a day to be named in said notice 
and to continue in attendance until the court shall have made its final order 
feo farse and confirming the award of damages and assessment of benefits of 

. ; 

Not its final order setting aside the verdict of the jury, but its 
final order ratifying and confirming the awards of damages— 
and in addition to such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment it 
is practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice to be served by the 
marshal of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, upon such owners of 
the land to be condemned as may be found by said marshal, or his deputies, 
within the District of Columbia. 

If there ever was a slipshod provision upon the face of the earth, 
if there was ever a trap laid to catch unwary property holders, it 
is to be found in that third section. No notice is required, accord- 
ing to this bill, of the selection of the jury. According to the pro- 
visions of this bill the marshal can summon a jury and impanel 
them without the property holder ever knowing anything abont 
it. He is not to have any notice of the time or place of the selec- 
tion and impaneling of the jury. He is not to have the slightest 
opportunity to appear before that jury and introduce evidence in 
support of his right. The whole thing is ex parte. The jury can 
be summoned and impaneled in the dark; their proceedings can 
be in the dark, without anybody knowing it, and the first time the 
property owner is required to be warned of what is going on is 
to appear in the court, if he wants to do so, after the verdict has 
been returned, 

To attend court at a day to be named in said notice and to continue in at 


tendance until the court shall have made its final order ratifying and con- 
firming the award of damages and assessment of benefits of the jury. 


Mr. President, what earthly benefitis thattohim? Heisinvited 
to attend his own funeral. He is to be given ten days to attend 
on the ceremonies of ratifying and confirming the verdict. He 
can not be heard. Hecannotopenhismouth. Hecan not appear 
by counsel or in person to raise an objection to the verdict of a 
jury that has been surreptitiously impaneled and whose proceed- 
ings have been conducted as a star-chamber proceeding. The 
highwayman, the robber, who demands of you to hold up your 
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hand and submit to the rifling of your pockets upon the highway 
is a gentleman as compared with what is done by this provision in 
the bill. It is confiscation without judicial procedure, and in my 
humble judgment it was intended and is intended to be confisca- 
tion. 

Property is to be swept out and taken away by this anomalous 
and unusual procedure. If the Senator manifested the slightest 
desire to frame this bill after established precedents, if he mani- 
fested the slightest concern for the welfare of the property holder, 
I would feel differently about it. But he seems to think that itis 
a thing to be proud of to be the author of a bill possessing the 
monstrous, hideous provision this bill possesses. This section 
goes on: 

And in addition to such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment 
it is practicable to do so— 

‘*Whenever * * * itis practicable to do so”— 
may cause a copy of said notice to be served by the marshal of the District 
of Columbia, or his deputies, upon such owners of the land to be condemned 


— — be found by said marshal, or his deputies, within the District of Co- 
umblia— 


There is a nice little trap set for property holders— 


os wy be found by said marshal, or his deputies, within the District of Co- 
um bia. 

Suppose the owner of property has a residence upon the prop- 
erty to be condemned. e may have lived there for years; his 
name may be in the directory; he may have a family living with 
him, a wife and children; and yet if that man happened to be out of 
the city at the time the marshal or deputy undertakes to find him, 
no notice is left at this home, there is no substituted service at all. 
If he is induced to leave the environments of the District of Co- 
lumbia for a day or an hour, then he does not come within the 
protection of even this loose provision of this loose bill. 

There is no requirement, as there is in every State of this Union, 
that if he have an established residence, it shall be the duty of the 
officer to leaveat his residence, with some person of adult years—at 
least, some person over fourteen or fifteen—a certified copy of the 
summons or notice or subpoena. Property can be taken, with the 
family residing upon that property, without the slightest notice 
being given him, and even the giving of the sort of a notice provided 
for is not necessary except in the discretion—which is a great judi- 
cial baggage room for the errors and vices of the judiciary—of the 
judge who presides over the proceedings. 

Mr. President, the phrase **due process of law” is well under- 
stood by all lawyers, and no man ought to mistake what it means. 
‘Due process of law” means a judgment rendered after notice 
and an opportunity to appear in court and defend or prosecute, as 
the case may be. No appeal that takes away from an individual 
either a personal or a property right without reasonable notice, a 
reasonable opportunity to appear in court and protect his right, 
and a right to be heard before that court or to have a day in 
court, as the law books express it, is constitutional, either under 
the Constitution of the United States or the constitutions of the 
States. Yet the Senator from Michigan has a bill here, drafted 
by a distinguished lawyer of the District of Columbia, that pro- 
poses to take the property of a citizen, without the slightest notice 
to him, without the slightest opportunity to appear in court and 
make known his interest to that court, and without an opportu- 
nity to have his day in court, I do not know, Mr. President, who 
this distinguished awyer is. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Will the Senator pardon me for an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Is the Senator referring to the process in the 
condemnation of property? 

ay om am referring to the latter part of section 3 of 
this bill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Is it a provision that the property can be con- 
demned without notice to the owner? 

Mr. ALLEN, I will read it to the Senator again: 

Sec. 3. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than ten 
days to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by advertisement in such 
manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all persons hav- 
ing any interest in the proceedings to attend court at a day e be named in 

d notice and to continue in attendance until the court shall have made its 
final order ratifying and confirming the award of and assessment 
of benefits of the jury; and in addition tosuch public notice said court, when- 
ever in its judgment it is practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice 
to be served by the marshal of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, u 


nm 
such owners of the land to be condemned as may be found by said arekel, 
or his deputies, within the District of Columbia. 


That is the provision. Not the slightest notice is required, not 
the slightest issuance of a summons to notify the owner of the 
property that at a certain time and place the question is to be sub- 
mitted to a jury whether this property shall be condemned and 
an opportunity given the owner of the property to appear and to 
produce evidence. Nothing of that kind is required; but a jury 
may be summoned, the as had, the verdict returned be- 
fore the slightest notice is required to be given to the owner of the 
property. 
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Then, that notice may be by publication in some newspaper or 
it may be, in the discretion of the court, directed to be given jy 
the marshal or his deputies upon such owners of the land as 1, 
be found by such marshal or his deputies within the Distric; ,+ 
Columbia. Then he has no right except to go into the court anq 
witness the procedure of the court and the entering of the or.» 
of condemnation on the verdict of the jury of the court, he being 
deprived entirely of any power to have the verdict set aside, [ 
should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana if he thinks {\),+ 
meets the constitutional requirement of ‘‘a day in court?” 

Mr, CAFFERY. I should like the Senator to answer my ques. 
tion. What are the proceedings as to notification in the pu))lic 
press of the owner of the award of the jury? 

Mr. ALLEN, Itis entirely ex parte; it is an ex parte jury and 
an ex parte a of that jury. ; 

Mr. CAFFERY. Without any notice. 

Mr. ALLEN. Without any notice. It is an ex parte hearing 
and an ex parte rendering of the verdict. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that before I answer his question I should have to read the whole 
bill, which I have not done; but from his statement it seems to 
me like a condemnation of land without notice to the owner, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is what I think. 

Mr. CAFFERY,. That is what I take it to be. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is exactly what it is. 

This bill provides for a jury of seven men. Seven men are to 
be impaneled as a jury, not twelve, and wherever a party has a 
right of trial by jury the courts have held, without exception 
that a jury means twelve men—atraverse jury. It is proposed to 
cut this down five and have a jury of only seven men. They are 
to be selected by the marshal as he may see fit to select them, 
They are not to be— 


in the service or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United 
States, to be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to \ 
jurors said court shall administer an oath or aflirmation that they «a 
interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor are in any wa 
related to the parties interested therein, and that they will, without favor 
or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess the damages eac| ner 
of land taken may sustain by reason of the extension of said street an! tho 
condemnation of lands for the purposes of such extension, and assess t 
benefits resulting therefrom as hereinbefore provided. 

Now, look at that provision again, The only oath that can be 
administered to the jurors is— 
that they are not interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor 
are in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that they will, 
without favor or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess the damages 

Mr. President, they are left torun wild. Herein the provisions of 
this bill are in direct variance with the provisions of the different 
States of this Union for thecondemnation and taking of land. They 
require a jury of twelve men—the old common-law jury. Whoere- 
ever the Constitution provides that a man is entitled to trial by jury 
it means a jury of twelve men, not eleven; and courts have held 
that even a party put upon trial for crime can not waive the twelfth 
man, but when a juror was taken sick during the deliberations of 
the jury in their room, and the prisoner, in person or by counsel, 
in open court, agreed to a discharge of the twelfth man. the sick 
man, the other eleven returning a verdict, the court set it aside 
and held that it was unconstitutional. The Senator from Michi- 
gan proposes to do away with five men, set them aside. If you 
can do away with five men, can you not do away with seven, and 
can you not do away with the entire jury and let one man be the 
jury, and enter upon this process of confiscating the property of 
oe whose interests may be at variance with the desires per- 
1aps of some real-estate speculator? 

Ordinarily, Mr. President, when a jury are summoned in such 
cases they are taken before the court and instructed in their duty. 
The court, by a proper charge given to them, points out the law 
that is to govern them, lays down the rule by which they must be 
guided in ascertaining the facts and in determining the amount 
of damages that are to be awarded, if any. If they fail to follow 
that charge, it is within the power of the court to set aside their 
verdict and nullify the action taken by them. 

Ordinarily a party has a right not only to notice to appear before 
the jury, but a right to introduce his evidence; and he the pub- 
lic, through its proper attorney, offers evidence showing tlie neces 
sity for the condemnation of property, the owner of the proyerty 
may appear in person or by counsel and rebut that evidence. le 
may show, unless the law fixes a rule to the contrary, that the 
purpose is not a public purpose; he may show that it is not neces- 
sary: he may show that the damages testified to by the witne-ses 
seeking to condemn the property are not the true measure of dam- 
ages; he may show that they are inadequate; he may show ®2)- 
thing that rebuts the case of those who seek to take his land. 

Then, Mr. President, this jury is required to be kept together— 
I am speaking not of this pill now, but I am speaking of the gen- 
eral rule of law—they are required to be kept together until tc) 
reach a verdict and return it. Here your seven men can sca''t 
all over the District of Columbia and go wherever they see 5! '° 
go, talk with whomsoever they may come in contact with, anc be 
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influenced by all the machinations that are to be found around 
this delightful capital city; and then they can come together again, 
after hearing what this real-estate man says and the other real- 
estate man says, and find and write out a verdict that wipes the 
poor devil out entirely, as they do very frequently, I am told. 
‘And yet, Mr. President, a distinguished lawyer, so we are in- 
formed by the Senator from Michigan—it should be marked that 
he is distinguished—drafted this bill and laid it before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Section 5 provides— 

That if the use of a part only of any piece or gpvent of ground shall be con- 
demned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not take into consideration 
any benefits that may accrue to the remainder thereof from the extension of 
said street or highway, but such benefits shall be considered in determining 


v-hat assessment shall be made on or against such part of such piece or parcel 
of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore provided. 


Section 6 provides— 


That the court shall have power to hear and determine any objections 
which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set aside and vacate the 
same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that itis ur just or unreasonable, 
and in such event a new aa be summoned, who shall proceed to assess 
the damages or benefits, as the case may be, in respect of the land as to which 
the yerdict may be vacated, asin the case of the first jury: Provided, That 
if vacated in part, the residue of the verdict and award as to the land con- 
demned or assessed shall not be affected thereby: And provided further, That 
the exceptiors or objections to the verdict and award shall be filed within 
thirty days atter the return of such verdict and award. 


Those provisions are inserted, Mr. President, not for the benefit 
of the owners of property. They are in their nature restrictive. 

It is always the delight of my life to talk to a full house, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINs in the chair), 
Senator from Nebraska suggests the absence of a quorum, 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The 
The 


Allen, Fairbanks, McComas, Ross, 
Allison, Frye, McCumber, Scott, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McLaurin, Sewell, 
Bate, Gear, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Berry, Hale, Mallory, Simon, 
Burrows, Hanna, Martin, Stewart, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Caffery, Hawley, Nelson, Teller, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Penrose, Tillman, 
Clark, Kenney, Perkins, Turley, 
Clay, Pe: Pettigrew, Vest, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Platt, Conn. ‘Wetmore. 
Cullom, Lodge, Pritchard, 

Daniel, McBride, Rawlins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to the roll call. A quorum is present. The Senator from 
Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr, ALLEN, I yield to the Senator from Minnesota, 


Mr. NELSON. lask unanimous consent to take up a bridge | 


bill for immediate consideration. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I shall have to object to that bill now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objectionismade. TheSenator | 


from Nebraska is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I am more than delighted to note 
the response to the roll call and to see that Senators have come in 
prompaly to hear what I may say upon this bill, and I shall be 
equally delighted if they will give me the benefit of their com- 
pany and association until I conclude. 

1 was speaking at the time the roll was called of the provisions 
of section 6. Section 6 provides that a verdict may be chopped 
np into pieces. Whatever suits that are instituted by the powers 
that be are to stand, and that portion of the verdict—which is in- 
divisible, of course—that does not suit them is to be destroyed. 

I yield to the Senator from Michigan, if he desires to make a 
statement. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I desire to make a statement in regard to 
these District bills. I understand the Senator from Nebraska ob- 
jects toa certain bill that we expected to take up to-day, called 
the consolidated railway bill. The Senator desires that that bill 
shall not be taken up to-day; and I have, after consulting mem- 
bers of the District Committee, agreed not to call it up. 

Mr, ALLEN. I understand, then, Mr. President, the Senator 


suggests that the consolidated street railway bill be passed over and | 


take its place on the Calendar, and be taken out of the unanimous- 
consent ment. 
Mr. McMILLAN. That is as I understand it. 


a ALLEN. Then, Mr, President, I have nothing further to 
er. 


for the Columbia road extension bill? 
Mr. ALLEN. N. 


0. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in the Senate 
4s in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment, 
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Mr. MORGAN, I think I have the consent of the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia to propose an addi- 
tional section here, a matter of not any very great public im- 
portance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Alabama 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY, It is proposed to add as a new section the 


yf- 


following: 
Sec. —. That the name of Four-and-a-half street NW., as to that portion 


thereof which extends from, Pennsylvania avenue to Judiciary Square, is 
changed to * Marshall place.” ; 

Mr. McMILLAN, Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


BOARD OF CHARITIES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. In agreement with the chairman of the 
committee, I now ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7663) 
to establish a board of charities for the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, 

Mr. GALLINGER, The bill has heretofore been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill has heretofore been 
read. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. The first amendment was on page 
2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Congress,” to insert: 

The superintendent of charities shall act as the secretary of said board, 
and hereafter he shall only discharge such duties as may be imposed on him 
by the board of charities, and shall receive only such salary as may be fixed 
by the said board, subject to appropriations of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
ment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire in the nature of a substitute 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY, 
sert: 

Provided, That the office of superintendent of charities of the District of 
Columbia is hereby abolished from and after the 30th day of June, 1000; and 
the amounts appropriated in the act making appropriations for the ex penses 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, tor sal 
aries of superintendent of charities, and of messenger in the office of said 
superintendent, and for traveling expenses, are hereby made available for 
the payment of secretary of the board of charities, messenger for said board, 
and necessary traveling expenses authorized by said board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 19, after the word 
‘*courts,” to strike out ‘‘or abandoned infants needing immediate 
care;” so as to read: 

And no payment shall be made to any such charitable, eleemosynary, cor- 
rectional, or reformatory institution for any resident of the District of Co- 
lumbia who is not received and maintained therein pursuant to the rules 
established by such board of charities, except in the case of persons commit- 
ted by the courts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
greed to. 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 1, line 14, after the word ‘“‘ mem- 
bers,” I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

_ The Secretary. Onpage 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘ members,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

And shall appoint a secretary, who shall receive a salary of $3,000 per an- 
num, and a messenger, who shall receive a salary of $840 per annum. 

So as to read: 


The board shall elect a president and vice-president from among its own 
members, and shall appoint a secretary, who shall receive a salary of $3,000 
per annum, and a messenger, who shall receive a salary of $840 per annum, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to allow 
it to be passed over until the Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] 
arrives in the Chamber, He advised me that he desired to be 
heard on the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Montana 
that these amendments are exactly in accord with the views of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRrELL], the Senator from Mis- 


I offer a substitute for the proposed amend- 


In lieu of the words read it is proposed to in- 


I ask that the amendment may be disa- 


| souri (Mr. Vest], and the Senator from Colorado [Mr, TeLLer], 
Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Nebraska now vote | 


Mr. GALLINGER. ‘There was an agreement. 

Mr. McMILLAN. They are satisfied. 

Mr. CARTER. ILinquired of the Senator from Missouri [Mr, 
Vest} a few moments ago, and he said he had not given the matter 
any attention, but that he was opposed to the bill and desired to 
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look it over. I merely ask that the bill may be nah over until 
he returns to the Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over tempo- 
rarily. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: The Senator from Mis- 
souri {Mr. Vest) is now in his seat, and I ask that the considera- 
tion of the bill which was passed over a moment ago may be 
resumed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill isin the Senate, and 
the question is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to have read the amendments which 
have been made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary stated the amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, the amendment on page 
2, beginning ‘‘the superintendent of charities shall act as the 
secretary of said board,” etc., has been disagreed to, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was stricken out, and a substitute 


agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I understand that has been done; and 
the office of superintendent of charities has been abolished? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Precisely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WATER-MAIN TAXES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved July &, 
18pex, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment to the bill, to be 
known as section 3. 

The SECRETARY. 
following: 


Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to cancel the assessment of water-main 





It is proposed to insert as a new section the 


taxes unpaid on Brightwood avenue for the la of the water main about 
July 20, 1895, from Fort Reno reservoir to and on Brigh*;wood avenue from 
the Military road to street, where the water has not been in 


from said main on adjoining property since said water main was laid; and 
they are authorized to reassess the tax for laying said main on 
Brightwood avenue according to existing law. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. GALLINGER, The only other amendment is a clerical 
one, to make section 8 in the bill section 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 3 will be changed to 
section 4, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


CAPITAL TRACTION AND ANACOSTIA RATLROADS, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 2826) authoriz- 
ing and requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines of the 
Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Capital Trection Company of the wees of Columbia be, and it 
hereby is, authorized and required to construct the necessar and to 
make the necessary connections for the purpose of operating tts cars by the 
underground electric system and to the same over fol- 
lowing route, namely: ning at the intersection of First and C streets 

. east on C street to Delaware avenue. and thence by a | 
square 686 (bounded by Delaware avenue, B, First, and C streets N Also, 
beginning at the intersection of Pennsy avenue Seventeen SN street 
south on Seventeenth street ‘he double tracks to G street N W.; = 
single track to Twenty-fifth street; north on ae 
serent by single track to Pennsylvania avenue. 
tracks at the corner of Seventeenth streets 


—— 


on G street b 
“the 
W.; Le. on bo K 


street by single track to F street NW.; west on F street 
Twenty sixth street NW.; north on Twent a street by le track = 
a avenue: Provided, That for _ of ees} 
or use when a single t track Stoniea 

from Twenty ‘ifth to Twenty sixth stree streets: connecting With the slnale single tracks 
in Twenty-fifth and Twenty-sixth streets NW. 

Suc. 2. That the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Compan: and 
it is hereby, authorized and required, er cne from the the 


approval of this act, to extend ad ‘the lines of nd 
fron the intersection of First street east pa E street south, north along 
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First street to Bstreet south; ence e west along B street, connecting w it}; 
existing tracks between Second and Third streets wes 
Sec 3. That where the route aeaia for in this act enineides with ¢ 
routes of existing street railways one set of tracks shall be used in com), 
upon terms mutually agreed upon, or, in case of di sement, upon ti 
determined by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which 
thorized and directed to give hearing to the interested parties ‘and to fi x 
terms - joint trackage. 
Sxc That the extensions herein authorized shall be completed and 
yo from the date of the passage of ; 
tal Traction Company now in the s. 
side of C street NW., between First street and New Jersey avenue 
also be removed within said time, and the space so vacated restored to pr 
condition in a manner satisfactory to the Commissioners of the Distr 
Columbia. 
Sec. 5. Thatthe extensions herein authorized shall be constructed i: 
cordance with plans eer se the Commissioners of the Dist: 
Cc ——— and and aposored v7 by 
e said Capital Ts Traction Company and the Anacostia «: 
shall have, over and respecting the r 
herein provided for, the same Oe. powers, and privileges they r. 
tively have or herefter may have by law, over and respecting their 
routes, and be subject in respect thereto to all the other provisions . 
charters and of law. 
Sec. 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal t! 


The cmmmuads was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator where is the joint 
indicated in the first clause: 


Beginning at the intersection of First and C streets NW. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Thatis just opposite the Baltimore and O}jo 
on depot. Itruns up Cstreet to Delawareavenueand mos 


a loo: 
a COCKRELL. 


“naman over the same witbin one 
act. The double tracks of the Cap 


imme Seer ‘Railroad Company 


**To Delaware avenue and thence by a loop 
around square 686 (bounded by Delaware avenue, B, First, an: iC 
streets NE).” That is, it comes up to the corner of the Capitol 
grounds, on the Metropolitan tracks, thence toward the Library, 
thence north to the tracks of the Suburban road. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Yes; up to the Capitol grounds ani ri 
around, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: MTA bill authorizing and 
requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines of the Capita! 
Traction Company and of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company of the District of Columbia.” 


CONSTITUTIONS OF SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m from the President of the United States; whici 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of the Senate of May 2 
1900, a report from the Secretary of State, showing that the consu! of t! 
United Statés at directed on May 8, 1900, to forward c opi 
the constitutions of the South African Republic and the Orange Fr: 
by return mail. Translations thereof will be communicated to the Senate ai 
the earliest practicable date. WS 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


ht 


» be 


tot 


EXECUTIVE MANSIO 
4 fhteaion, May 26, 1900. 


CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 624:) to 
amend the charter of the Capital Traction Company of the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole 
peocneen to consider the bill, which had been reported from the 

Yommittee on the District of Columbia with an amendment, in 
section 1, page 1, line 12, after the word “east,” to strike out 
** thence by single track south on Fifteenth street to K atcen 
south, east on K street to the circle, north on the circle to Pen 
sylvania avenue, and westerly on Pennsylvania avenue to Fif. 
teenth street,” and insert: ‘‘ thence by a single track loop on 
Pennsylvania avenue, the circle, K, and Fifteenth streets, bound- 
ing square No. 1078, and with the double tracks at 
Pennsylvania avenue and Fifteenth street east;” so as to make 
the section 

That the Gente! Traction Company be, and the same is hereby, autho 


Clits ca mensnnl the passage of this act, to lay down 
wasergroans electric railway, with the necessary switches and tarn mats it 


the cit t 

Ww streets and ues, namely: Beginning at Cah caiehs toncks = at the 
intersection of Pennsylvan ee avenue on Eighth street southeast, and thence 
easterly al aagivenis © avenue with double tracks to Fif tee 1 
nce by a single- on nsylvania avenue, the « 


See mare Ho. 1078, and connecting wii ht ' 
double tracks at Remap hve age avenue and nt. 


street east; all work to 
be done in accordance with me acceptable toand approved by the Com 
missioners of the District mbia. 


Ce in the District of Columbia, through and al: 


street east; 


of 


The amendment was ceed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ame" 
ment was concurred in. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. ; . 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 

assed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3106) relating to accounts of United States marshals 
and the clerks of the district courts for the Territory of Utah; and 

A bill (S. 4615) to facilitate the entry of steamships engaged in 
the coasting trade between Porto Rico and the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
curreat resolution to provide for a correction in the enrollment of 
the Indian appropriation bill; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
resolution csiling for a duplicate engrossed copy of the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate requesting the President of the 
United States to return the bill (5. 2344) granting a pension to 
Alice V. Cook, the original having been lost; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ALICE V. COOK, 


Mr. GALLINGER. There is a resolution from the House of 
Representatives which I ask may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish the 
House with a duplicate engrossed copy of the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate requesting the President of the United States to return to the Senate 
the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, the original having been 
lost. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itrustthattheresolution may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theqvestion is on concurring 
in the resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


GRADES OF TWENTIETH STREET, 


Mr. GALLINGER,. Iask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 10740) to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, and 








for other purposes. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. McMILLAN, Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and requiring 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines on old 
Sixteenth street. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 
The first amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 5, after the 
word “‘institute,” to strike out: 


Proceedings for the condemnation of so much land as may be required for 
the said widening.which proceedings shall be instituted in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia under and in accordance with the provisions of 
sections 257 to 267, bothinclusive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relating to the District of Columbia, 


And insert: 


In the supreme court of the District of Columbia, sitting as a district 
court, by petition, particularly describing the lands to be taken, a proceed- 
ing in rem to condemn the land that may be necessary for the extension of 
Vide ct Lanne a the present Sixteenth street as herein provided, with a 

1 eet. 


And in line 28, after the word “Capitol,” to insert: 


And provided further, That in the widening of said present Sixteenth 
street, there shall be no encroachment “— ony we or lots upon the east side 
of said street upon which eer Gating ouse is now erec or in process of 
erection, and no tracks shall be laid on any portion of Sixteenth street as ex- 
tended according to the highway extension plans. 


So as to make the section read: : 


Sec. 2. That before such extension shall be constructed Columbia road and 
the present Sixteenth street shall be widened to the width of 100 feet along 
the lines of the said railway as extended by the Commissioners of tha Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the said Commissioners shall institute in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, sitting as a district court, by petition, 
particularly describing the lands to be taken, a proceeding in rem to condemn 

he land that may be necessary for the extension of Columbia road and the 
present Sixteenth street as herein provided, with a width of 100 feet: Pro- 
vided, That the said ioners are authorized and empowered to locate 
the lines of the railroad of said company within the area so to be acquired as 
aforesaid: And provided further, That the operation of the cars of the Metro- 
Politan within the Capitol grounds shall be under the control of the 
Architect of the Capitol: And provided further, That in tho widening of said 
present Sixteenth street, there shal] be do encroachment upon any lot or lots 
upon the east side of said street upon which any dwelling house is now 
erected or in process of erection, and no tracks shall be laid on any portion 
of Sixteenth street as extended according to the highway extension plans, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was to strike out section 4, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 4. That of the amount found due and awarded as damages for and 
respect of the land condemned for the extension of Columbia road and t 
present Sixteenth street, as in thisact provided, not lessthan one-half the: 
shall be assessed by the jury in said proceedings against the Metropolita: 
Street Railroad Company and collected as special assessments are collect« 
and the remainder of said damages shall be asseased against all those pieces 
and parcels of ground situated and lying on each side of those portions o! 
Columbia road and Sixteenth street NW. that are to be widened, and ex 
tending to a depth of 25) feet, measured on each side from the building 
lines of said highways as widened; and in case the jury should find that the 
damages so assessed against the said property exceed the benefits accruing 
to the same by reason of the widening of said street, then this proceeding 
shall fail and this act shall be null and void: Provided, That if the use of a 
part only of any piece or parcel of ground shall be condemned, the jury in 
determining its value shall not take into consideration any benefits that may 
accrue to the remainder thereof from the widening of said streets, but such 
benefits shall be considered in determining what assessments shall be mad 
or against such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be taken es 
hereinbefore provided. 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 4. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as damages for 
and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of Columbia road and 
the present Sixteenth street, as herein provided, such proportional amounts 
thereof as the jury hereinafter provided shall determine shall be assessed by 
said jury as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, against, respectively, 
the Metropolitan Street Railroad Company, and collected as special assess 
ments are collected, and against those pieces or parcels of land on each side 
ot said Columbia road and the present Sixteenth street NW. along those por 
tions of said streets that are to be widened, and also on any or all pieces or 
parcels of land which will be benefited by the extension of said Columbia 
road and the present Sixteenth street NW. as said jury may find said pieces 
or parcels of land will be benefited; and in determining the amounts to be 
assessed against said pieces or parcels of land the jury shall take into consi 
eration the respective situations of such pieces or parcels of land and tho 
benefits they may severally receive from the extension of Columbia road as 
aforesaid: Provided, That if the aggregate amount of the benefits to be as 
sessed, as determined by said jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less 
than one-half of the amount of the damages awarded for and in respect of the 
land condemned, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their 
discretion, within thirty days after the filing of said award, reject the award 
end eenesement of said jury, and all proceedings hereunder shall be null and 
vold. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 5,in the follow- 


ing words: 


Sec. 5. That when confirmed by said court the assessments on lands as 
aforesaid shall severally be a lien on the land assessed, and shall be collected 
as special improvement taxes in the District of Columbia, and shall be pay 
able in four equal annual installments with interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent per annum until paid: Provided, That payment of the sum or sums 
of money adjudged to be due and payable for lands taken under the pro. 
sions of this act shall be made by the Treasurer of the United States, ex 
officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, upo: 
the warrant of said Commissioners, out of the revenues of the District 
Columbia; and a sufficient sum to pay such judgments and awards is hereby 
appropriated out of the revenues of the District. 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 5. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than ten 
days to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by advertisement in such 
manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn all persons hav 
ing any interest in the proceedings to attend court at a day to be named in 
said notice and to continue in attendance until the court shall have made its 
final order ratifying and confirming the award of damages and assessment 
of benefits of the jury; and in addition to such public notice said court, when 
ever in its judgment it is practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice 
to be served by the marshal of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, upon 
such owners of the land to be condemned as may be found by said marshal, 
or his deputies, within the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


Suc. 6. Thatafter the return of the marshal and the filing of proof of publica 
tion of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said court shall cause a 
jury of et | snp disinterested men, not related toany person interested 
in the proceedings, and not in the service or employment of the District of 
Columbia or of the United States,to be summoned by the marshal of the 
District of Columbia, to which jurors said court shall administer an oath or 
affirmation that they are not interested in any manner in the land to be con 
demned nor are in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that 
they will, without favor or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess 
the damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the exten 
sion of said street and the condemnation of lands for the purposes of such 
extension, and assess the benefits resulting therefrom as hereinbefore pro 
vided. The court, before accepting the jury, shall hear any objections that 
may be made to any member thereof, and shall have full power to decide 
upon all such objections, and to excuse any juror or cause any vacancy iu 
the jury, when impaneled, to be filled; and after said jury shall have be: 
organized and shall have viewed the premises, said jury shall proceed, inthe 
presence of the court, if the court shall so direct, or otherwise as the court 
may direct, to hear and receive such evidence as may be offered or submit 
ted on behalf of the District of Columbia and by any person or persons hay 
ing any interest in the proceedings for the extension of said street. When 
the hearing is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return to 
said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found due and payable 
as da es sustained by reason of the extension of saidstreet under the pro- 
visions thereof, and of the pieces or parcels of land benefited by such exten 
sion and the amount of the assessment for such benefits against the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 7. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of ground shall 
be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not take into consid- 


eration any benefits that eee come to the remainder thereof from the ex 
tension of said street or highway, but such benefits shall be considered in 
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determining what assessment shall be made on or against such part of euch 
piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


Sec. 8. That the court shall have power to hear and determine any objéc- 
tions which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set aside and vacate 
the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is unjust or unreasonable, 
and in such event a new jury shall be summoned, who shall proceed to assess 
the damages or benefits, as the case may be. in respect of the land as to which 
the verdict may be vacated, as in the case of the first jury: Provided, That if 
vacated in part, the residue of the verdict and award as to the land con 
demned or assessed shal! not be affected thereby: And provided further, That 
the exceptions or objections to the verdict and award shall be filed within 
thirty days after the return of such verdict and award. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 9. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally ratified 
and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts of money 
awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the provisions 
hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the Treasurer of the 
United States, ex officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the District of 
Columbia, upon the warrant of the Commissioners of said District, out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia; and a sufficient sum to pay the 
amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby appropriated out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec, 10. That when confirmed by the court the several assessments herein 
provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the land assessed, and 
shall be collected as special-improvement taxes in the District of Columbia, 
and shall be payable in four equai annual installments, with interest at the 
rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date of confirmation until paid. That 
said court may allow amendments in form or substance in any petition, proc- 
ess, record, or proceeding, or in the description of property proposed to be 
taken, or of property assessed for benefits whenever such amendments will 
not interfere with the substantial rights of the parties interested, and any 
such amendment may be made after as well as before the order or judgment 
confirming the verdict or award aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

See. 11. That each juror shall receive as = gee the sum of $5 per 
day for his services during the time he shall actually engaged in such 
services under the provisions hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- 
tional section: ‘ 

Sec, 12. That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated, out of the revenues 
of the District of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds for the costs and 
expenses of the condemnation proceedings taken pursuant hereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- | 


lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Clerk be authorized in the enrollment of H. R. 7433, ‘An act making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,” to strike out lines 12 and 
3, page 55 of the engrossed bill [upon the reservation], and insert “at reser- 
vation or industrial school.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. What is that? 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is for the purpose of correcting | 


I move that the Senate concur in the 


a mistake which was made. 
resolution. 
The motion was agreed to, 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1929) te provide for eliminating certain grade 
crossings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said com- 
pany to depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate 
parts of its railroad therein, and for other purposes. 

The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill, which had been reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I wish to call attention to the fact that a 
part of the bill was read on a former day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator remember to 
what extent it was read? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it was read to line 8, on page 4. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 3, page 5, line 3, before the word ‘‘ not,” 


| nances, now located on that part of the Mall hereby granted to said Ba 
| and Potomac Railroad Company, shall be remove 





to insert ‘‘ or arches;” in the same line, before the work ‘‘ feet,” 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘two hundred;” in line 4, after 
the word ‘‘as,” to strike out “shown on the plans and profiles 
mentioned in the first section of this act” and insert ‘‘ shall be ap- 
proved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia;” j,, 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ afford,” to strike out ‘‘a roadway in the 
center with a sidewalk on each side thereof” and insert ‘ road- 
ways and sidewalks; ” in line 10, after the word “said,” to strike 
out ‘‘ passageway” and insert ‘‘passageways;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ of,” to strike out ‘“‘its” and insert “ their:” and 
in line 18, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘ roadway ” and in- 
sert ‘‘roadways;” so as to make the section read: 


STATION BUILDING, 


Sec. 3. That in order to accommodate the increasing passenger, mail, ; 
oress, and other traffic in the city of Washington, the said Baltimore and 
Popsmas Railroad Company shall have and be possessed of the right, w! 
is hereby granted and conferred, to occupy and use, on the conditions 
hereinafter mentioned, that portion of the Mall lying between Bstreet sw. 
and B street NW. as the southerly line of said B street NW. is her 
after defined, and between the west line of Sixth street and a line drawn 
parallel therewith and 340 feet west thereof, and to erect and mainta 
thereon a station building and appurtenances, train sheds, and tracks a 
sidings in connection therewith suitable and adequate for the convenient 
accommodation of said traffic; and the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company shall, in connection with its occupation and use of the portion of 
the Mall hereby granted, locate, construct, and maintain beneath its tracks 
and structures on the line of West Capitol street, as shown on the city maps, 
a substantial arch or arches not less than 200 feet in width, as a public pas- 
sageway for vehicular and pedestrian traffic (as shall be approved by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia), which shall be so constructed ay 
to afford roadways and sidewalks; and the said company shall also pave t! 
said passageways at the time of their construction to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, but thereafter the maintenanc 
of the pavement and roadway shall devolve upon the said District of Co- 
lumbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 15, in the headline, 
after the word “tracks,” to strike out ‘‘on Sixth street;” so as 
to read: 

Temporary tracks. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 15, to strike out 
section 4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That pending the reconstruction herein provided for, the said Bal- 
timore and Potomac Railroad Company, in order to accommodate its presen 
traffic, is hereby authorized to lay in Sixth street, north of Virginia avenue 
a third track, which shall be removed at the same time as the tracks no 
existing upon said street and as hereinbefore required to be removed. 


And to insert the following: 


Sec. 4. That if it should at any time be deemed necessary or advisable, in 
the construction of the works herein authorized, to lay Semporary tracks on 
any street or avenue to accommodate the business of the Baltimore and Poto 
mac Railroad Company pending the completion of such works, the said com- 
pany may lay such temporary tracks, subject to the approval and under the 
direction of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shal! remove 
the same and restore every such street or avenue to its former condition, to 
the satisfaction of said Commissioners, within sixty days after the comple- 
tion of the works herein authorized. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 9, to strike out 
section 5, as follows: 


Seo, 5. That the United States Fish Commission building and Sper te- 
tin 

therefrom and relocated 

on the said Mall west of the portion thereof so granted to said railroad com- 


| pany, at the expense of the United States. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

Sec. 5. That the United States Fish Commission building and appurte- 
nances, now located on that part of the Mall hereby granted to said Baltimore 
and Potomac Railroad Company, shall be removed therefrom and rebuilt on 
the said Mall west of the portion thereof so granted tosaid railroad company, 
under the directions of, and according to Pa approved by, the Chief of En- 

ineers of the United States Army; and the cost of such removal and re- 
yuilding shall be defrayed by the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com 
pany to an amount not exceeding $40,000: Provided, That the expense of such 
removal and rebuilding in excess of $40,000 shall be paid by the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 7, under the headline 
“Streets to be vacated,” on page 8, after line 4, to insert: 

I street SE., between First and South Capitol streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 8, after line 24, to 
strike out ‘‘On account of the small benefits which would accrue 
to the public and the great expense which would be involved in 
keeping open the;” in line 2, page 9, before the word “following- 
named,” to insert ‘‘The;” and in the same line, after the word 
‘“‘ streets,” to strike out “*they;” so that the clause will read: 

The following-named streets are hereby vacated and abandoned, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 9, after line 15, to 
insert the following proviso: 

And provided further, That no portion of any street shall be closed under 
authority of this act until said railroad company shall have secured contro! 
of the property abutting upon said oem to be closed, it being the inter 
hereof that no property owner shall be deprived of egress from or ingress ‘0 
his property. . 
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The next amendment was, in section 10, page 15, line 20, after 


C street SW., between Sixth and Seventh streets SW.: Provided, how- | the word ‘‘ Columbia,” to insert: 


ever, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to prohibit the public 
authorities from entering upon vacated and abandoned streets and avenues 
fe rthe purpose of locating, constructing, maintaining, or repairing therein 
sewers, water mains, gas mains, conduits, or other underground construction 
necessary for the public comfort, convenience, or health: And provided fur- 
ther, That no portion of any street shall be closed under authority of this act, 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 11, line 25, after the 
word “arch,” to insert ‘‘ or arches;” in the same line, after the word 
“for,” to strike out ‘‘a passageway” and insert ‘‘ passageways;”’ 
in line 2, page 12, after the word ‘‘the” where it occurs the second 
time, to strike out ‘‘ roadway ” and insert ‘‘roadways;” in line 3, 
after the word “said,” to strike out ‘‘ passageway” and insert 
“passageways; ” and after line 20 to strike out ‘‘and there is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, such sum of money as will be necessary to pay 
the 50 per cent to be borne by the United States;” s0 as to make 
the section read: 


Src. 9. That the entire cost and expense of the revision, changes, reloca- 
tions, and improvements of and in said railroad, as authorized and required 
by the preceding sections of this act, and of all structures connected there- 
with or incidental thereto, shall be borne, paid, and defrayed in manner 
following, to wit: The said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall 
bear, pay, and defray all cost and expense of the relocations, elevation, and 
depression of its tracks within the limits of its right of way as are authorized 
and required by this act, including the construction of so much of the bridges 
conveying streets over its tracks, right of way, and other property as shall 
be within the limits thereof, and the reconstruction within such limits of the 
streets which shall be carried beneath the same, the cost and expense of re- 
moving its tracks from Sixth street north of Virginia avenue, and from K 
street and Canal street, and the restoration of such parts of said streets for 
the uses of the public; the cost and expense of constructing and maintaining 
the arch or arches for passageways underneath its said tracks located on the 
Mall, as well as the original cost of paving the roadways.and sidewalks to be 
located within the said passageways; and all other costs, expenses, and dam- 
ages resulting from, incidental to, or connected with the revisions, changes, 
and improvements in alignment and grades of said railroad, or the reloca- 
tions thereof by this act required and authorized, and from changes in the 
grades of the streets or the railroad, and the lawful operation of the said 
railroad upon the location and structures contemplated and required by this 
act. and whether to property owners affected thereby or otherwise, as well 
as the cost and expense of all street approaches to said company’s tracksand 
right of way, whether overhead by means of bridges or under grade, shall 
be borne, paid, and defrayed in manner following, to wit: 50 per cent thereof 
by the United States and the remaining 50 per cent thereof by the District 
of Columbia, which last-mentioned 50 per cent shall be levied and assessed 
upon the taxable property and privileges in said District other than the 
property of the United States and of the District of Columbia, 

All work within the limits of the said railroad company’s right of way, in- 
cluding the bridges within said limits, shall be done by said railroad com- 
pany to the satisfaction and approval of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, who are authorized to exercise such supervision over the same as 
may be necessary to secure the proper construction and maintenance of the 
said work. And all work which is without the limits of the right of way of 
said railroad company shall be done by the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 13, after line 18, 
to strike out ‘‘ That portion of square 462 lying between B street 
SW. and Maryland avenue, and between Sixth street SW. and a 
line drawn parallel therewith 340 feet west thereof, and all of 
squares” and insert “‘ all of squares 462;” on page 14, line 2, after 
the word ‘‘ present,” to strike out ‘‘railroad yards” and insert 
‘main tracks of the company;” in line 4, after the word ‘‘ street,” 
to strike out the following: 


And also as much property on Water street west of Seventh street SW. 
as may be required for freight delivery facilities, in connection with the 
right and priv ge which are hereby conferred, to lay and maintain tracks 
to be used for freight delivery on said Water street west of Seventh 
street SW., which shall be located on the northerly side thereof, and so 
as to leave a clear width of 50 feet outside said tracks; and trains or cars 
moved on tracks shall not be permitted to stand on or across any street 
crossing said Water street for a period of exceeding ten minutes or such 
other reasonable time in excess thereof as the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia may prescribe; but before original location of such tracks on 
any part or portion of said Water street herein designated therefor the con- 
sent of the owner or owners of at least one-half in amount in linear feet of 
property on the north side of Water street coincident in extent with such 
original location shall be first obtained, and as to any subsequent extension 
or extensions thereof from time to time on said portion of Water street a 
like consent of owners of property on the north side of said street coincident 
with each successive extension shall be first obtained. 


So as to read: 


That to enable the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company toeffectuate 
the purposes contemplated and authorized by this act, the said company be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to acquire, either by pur- 
chase or condemnation, as hereinafter provided, and, when so acquired, to 
use the same for tracks and other corporate purposes, and make all such im- 
provements thereon and thereto as may be deemed necessary, the following 
froperties, to wit: All of squares 462, 463, 463 south, and 493; and alsoas much 

nd as may be required for tracks and other corporate purposes which lies 
ie the south of the present main tracks of the company between South Cap- 
tol and First streets SE. and north of the northerly line of M street: Pro- 
vided, however, That if land shall be acquired south of the present railroad 
yee and between South Capitol and First streets SE. as in this section au- 
horized the said company shall, when so required by the Commis- 
Sioners of the District of Columbia, make adequate and suitable provision for 
carry ing such streets as may intersect the same across the tracks which shall 
bn located thereon by overhead bridges in a manner satisfactory to the said 

commissioners: Provided further, That the cost and expense of raising grades 


of streets , 
the Distebonne all app oe es to such bridges shall be borne and defrayed by 
The amendment was agreed to, 


——_——— 


And in case the company requiring such land and property wishes to take 
immediate possession of the same, it may, at the time of filing a descript 
of the rights and interests intended to be appropriated, as provided in se: 
tion 650 of said Revised Statutes, file also with the clerk of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia its bond to the owner or owners of such land and 
property to be appropriated, conditioned for the payment to such owner or 
owners of the damages for the taking thereof when the same shall have been 
ascertained according to the provisions of said sections of the Revised Stat 
utes; and upon the filing of said bond, and the approval of the same by a 
judge of said court, the right of the company to enter upon the property to 
99 appropriated shall be complete; and the amount of the bond, the suffi- 
ciency of the surety orsureties thereon, and the form thereof shall be subject 
to the approval of one of the judges of the said court, and recovery may be 
had thereon for the amount of the damages assessed if the same be not paid 
or can not be made by execution on final judgment in the condemnation pro 
ceedings. And it shall be lawful for said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company to extend and construct, from té#me to time, branch tracks or sid 
ings from the lines of railroad authorized by this act into any lot or lots ad 
jacent to any street or avenue along which said lines of railroad are located, 
upon the application of the owner or owners of such lot or lots, to enable 
such owners to use their property for the purposes of coal, wood, or lumber 
yards, manufactories, warehouses, and other business enterprises: Provided, 
however, That no grade crossing of any street or avenue within the city of 
Washington shall be thereby created, but such connecting tracks shall be 
carried across such street or avenue in such manner as not to obstruct the 
free use thereof, and the plans of such connecting tracks shall in every case 
be first filed with and approved by the Commissioners of the District of Co 
lumbia: Provided further, That as to square southeast of square 267 and 
square 270 the Southern Railway Company (a railroad corporation of the 
State of Virginia, whose trains now move and are expected to continue to 
move to and from Washington over the tracks of the said Baltimore and Po 
tomac Railroad Company and Washington Southern Railroad Company under 
agreements existing or hereafter to be made with the last-named companies 
granting the necessary right therefor) shall have the same rights of acquisi 
tion by purchase or condemnation, to be exercised under the same conditions, 
as are in this act provided for the acquisition of additional land by the Balti 
more and Potomac Railroad Company; and such squares when so acquired 
may be used by said Southern Railroad Company to accommodate the hand- 
ling and delivery of local freight traffic in the District of Columbia. 


So as to make the clause read: 


In case the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company can not, for 
any reason, agree with the owner or owners for the purchase, use, or occupa- 
tion of any of the land it is authorized to acquire by purchase or condemna 
tion, then the same may be acquired by the said company in the same man 
ner and by the same procedure as are provided by sections (48 to 63, both 
inclusive, of the Revised Statutes, relating to the District of Columbia. And 
in case the company requiring such land and property wishes to take imme 
diate possession of the same, etc. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not think this amend- 
ment ought to be agreed to. It seems to me it isa change of law, 
and an unusual change, one never tolerated, I believe, in any Eng- 
lish-speaking community on the globe. This amendment to the 
bill provides that if this railroad company desire to acquire the 
property of a private citizen, they may file a bond at the time they 
give notice that they desire to use the property for railroad pur- 
poses and thereupon enter immediately upon the possession of the 
property. For instance, a person has a house—his only property 
where he and his family reside, renting rooms for a living; and 
they can, under the provisions of this act, be immediately ousted 
from their home, immediately dispossessed of their residence and 
all means of income, without waiting for payment, if the railroad 
company will file a bond that they will pay the award of commis- 
sioners, and the poses thus ousted might be deprived of all 
power to protect themselves or defend themselves against the con- 
fiscation of their property, and the railroad company might keep 
the case in court for ten years, being in possession and using the 
property for railroad purposes all the time, the persons thus de- 
prived of their home being left absolutely at the mercy of the 
corporation. 

I know of no such provision in the laws of any State in the 
Union, and it seems to me remarkable if the Senate of the United 
States will set the example by the passage of such a law at this 
time. Itis revolutionary, it seems to me, in its provisions, and 
can work great injustice. 

I therefore hope the Senate will not adopt this amendment. I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out all after the word 
‘*Columbia,” in line 20, page 15, down to and including the word 
‘* proceedings,” in line 14 on page 16, which comprises the provi- 
sion of which I complain. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I see that the objection made by the Senator 
from Sonth Dakota may have some weight, though I believe a 
similar clause has been put in other bills of this nature. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In this District? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Not in this District, but in the States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I never heard of it. I have had a great 
deal to do with such proceedings, and I never saw a provision like 
it before. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In many of the States provision is made for 
giving bond and for proceeding to condemnation. That is the 
method in this District. I am not concerned about this bill, but 
this provision is pope 

Mr. PETTIGR - But possession is not given. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will accept the amendment of the Senator 
from South Dakota to the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 


n 





ey 
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The Secretary, Itis proposed to strike out of the amendment 
the following: 


And in case the company requiring such land and p: rty wishes to take 
immediate possession of the same, it may, at the =e as a description 
of the rights and interests intended to be approp as provided in sec- 
tion 650 of said Revised Statutes, file also with the oh clerk of the me 
court of the District of Columbia its bond to the owner or owners of such 
land and property to be sogsepented, conditioned for the pa 
owner or owners of the for the thereof when 
have been ascertained — to the prov 
Vised Statutes; rot sald cout g of said bond, and the approval of the 
same by a judge of cont’. the eight of the com y to enter upon the 
property to be a appropria shall be complete; and the amount of the bond, 
the suffic nee < the ve marety or sureties t rom. and the form thereof shall 
be subject to one of the = the said court, and recovery 
may be had there tort for the amount of the meee assessed if the same be 
not paid or can not be made by execution on judgment in the condem- 
nation proveedings. 


The amendment to the amendment was — to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 20, to strike out 
the following: 


Suc. 12. That the Secretary of War is nagete puthorinel and directed to 
cause to be constructed, within swgeee e of this act, across 
the Potomac River at a - above wheat th te sanent vane Bridge, anew 
and substantial bridge for way travel, of iron or steel, resting upon ma- 
fsonry piers and prov ‘ded 5 with e suitable and with asufficient draw, 
all in accordance Me Pn fy -- prepared under his direction 


by appropriated, ont of any money 
Wecretary ot a sum of money equal to the 
bridge wh said said 
directed to cause to 
And to insert: 


ot War is herein ‘authorized and 
Sec. 12. That the Secretary of War be, and he is heoeky. authorized ~ 
enter into a contract with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Compan 
construct within two years after the passage of this act, at a point not a. 
than 500 feet above the site of the present .& new and substan- 
tial bridge for way travel, of iron or upon masonry piers 
anc provided wit suitable approaches, and with a sufficient draw, all in ac- 
cordance with plans and specifications to be approved by the Secretary of 
War; and there is peweay y appropriates (one out of the revenues of the 
ct of Colum bia and of any money in the Treasury not other- 
$568,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


from time to time,as the construction of the said pro- 
of War, under such pouenesses he shall seenersne. 


for ~ ae traffic, and all street railroads char- 
tered or that may hereafter be be Sy ‘ht to 
cross said bridge on such reasonable terms os oe may be agreed u bet ween 


the companies or prescribed by Congress: ided, That the atten railroad 
now using ceed shall be permitted to change its 
cross the highway ge herein provided for; all ns for such c to 
be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Chief 
of Engineers of the United States Army: And etna ws te Surtrer, That a stand- 
ard underground electric system of street car propulsion shall be installed 
by raid company on the park highway leading to said bridge, and that the 
cost of asphalt paving between the tracks and 2 feet ou e thereof shall 
eee a company. Each street railway Prom ny A ~~ fe 
i pay in addition to other taxes as by its aati vided, one-half of 


lcent for each and every passenger 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 10, to strike 
out the following: 
ADDITIONAL LANDS FOR TRACKS. 


ne ee eee eet and petteene of 9 chiar 
shart deren atau vase neue which heres 
pan ve an whic reby 
granted and conferred, to a and use, for yard waa and other J 
porate purposes, all that certain of land ( of a lai 
tract owned by the United States) we in said of Colum . 
lying between what is known as the Channel and the Main Chan- 
nel of the Potomac River, 500 fee a. with and contiguous to, 


and on the southeasterly side of. oe os as — —— 
tained and operated: Provided, That the said 
construct and maintain its tracks, structures, and ap; aos = said 


parcel of land as at all times to afford and furnish ample 
cath ind of mall hereby ranted parcel of land nd aa 
channels, for the use of vehicular and pedestrian tra’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 6, to insert: 

Sec. lt. Shad Ge peeete occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company under auth of this act, kagether ss with the improvements 
which may be put thereon, be —_eer by the District of Columbia 

same as property in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to amend the bill on “= by 
striking out the remainder of that page, beginning wi word 
** Provided,” in line 11, and the first two lines on page 23, ending 
with the word “subway,” in line 2, 

i. is _ provision exempting all the improvements of the 

em) from taxation forever. I think the property occupied 
- t timore and Potomac Railroad ny, under au- 
thority of this act, or the improvements which may be put 
aan should be subject to taxation by the District of Colum- 
bia the same as other cee ty in this District. If my amend- 
ment is adopted, that e law. If my amendment is not 
adopted, then all the improvements they make will be exempt, 
their depot will be exempt, and it seems to me we should not pass 
a law which exempts forever from taxation all the improvements 
which this company may make. Under the provisions of this 
bill we are giving them the possession of streets, the possession 
of parks, and giving them great advantages in every way; and 


ap 
sary, to 


so as to 
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~_ poertiten, it seems to me, is carrying the matter altoget), 


— » TILLMAN, Will the Senator yield for a notice of yo 
quorum? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will. 

aan There is no quorum in the Chamber, 

The PRESIDENT _ tempore. TheSecretary will call the rl}, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators ,)). 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Fairbanks, McComas, Scott, 
Bacon, Foraker, McLaurin, Sewell, 
Baker, Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 
Bate, Gallinger, Martin, Simon, 
Berry, Hanna, Money, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Penrose, Sullivan, 
Carter, Harris, Perkins, Taliaferr 0, 
Chandler, Hawley, Snerew, Teller, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pettu Turley, 
Coy. Platt. ‘Conn. Vest, 
Cullem, Pritchard, Wetmor, 
Daniel, a uarles, Wolcott. 
Davis, McBride, O88, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-one Senators hav ve 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
South Dakota will 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the amendment I offe: 
to strike out the following words from the bill: 

Provided, That no assessment, valuation, or tax shall be made, laid 
ied on the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company on account 

bridges, tunnels, elevated structures, or subway which shall be locat: n 
structed, or maintained under the authority of this actand forming part o 
said railroad in excess of that which would or could be lawfully made, \aid, 
or levied if said railroad was wholly located and constructed on the surface 
of the ground; it being the true intent and meaning hereof that an 

ges, tunnels, elevated structure, or subway for a@ part of said rai! 
road shall be assess¢d and valued for purposes of taxation and taxed on the 
same basis as any other equal portion of railroad situated within the sai d cD is 
trict of Columbia not constructed on, in, through, or upon any such bri 
tunnels, elevated structure, or subway. 


Under the provisions of this bill, as the committee has reported 
it, all the improvements made under it, if it shall become a law, 
will be exempt from taxation forever. I can see no good reason 
why such an exception should be made in the interest of this or of 
any other rai company. The people who erect buildings in 
the city of W on have to pay taxes upon them; but under 
this provision the depot the eaieed company will build will be 
exempt from taxation, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator interprets this provision en- 
tirely differently from the way the committee does. The first five 
lines in italics provide specifically— 

That the property occu a, the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad (om 

ny under aut together with the improvements whi ! may 


22 put thereon, rity of sabioct’ to tax _by the District of Columbia the sam: 
as other property in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Thatis proper. I want to leave that in, 
and strike the other out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Beyond question that includes their rail- 
road station. But what the committee has aimed to do, and what 
I think is absolutely fair and equitable, is that where this com 
pany, in this great improvement which they propose to make, 
costing a million dollars, shall build a bridge or a tunnel or a cov- 
ered viaduct, as we require oan to do, they shall pay simply the 
game tax that they eee oan it was on the surface of the 
ground; in other words, we not tax that improvement which 
will cost a considerable amount of money, which the railroad com- 
pany would be glad to get rid of if they could, but which we in 
this act insist they shal — for aS purpose of getting rid of 
these troublesome and long-discussed grade crossings. 

I think the bill as it stands contemplates _— issly that om 
is really proper and just, and that it Saald passed in the lan- 
guage it now contains. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I merely wish to add to what the Senat: 
from New Hampshire [{Mr. GALLINGER] has said that the inten- 
tion is to leave the tax matter just the same as it is now. The 
tracks, instead of 3 running on the surface of the ground, wil! be 
carr‘ ‘ed on this elevated structure, or else they will be depresse\. 
as stated in the bill, The intention is not to tax those structures 
_— are built purely for the purpose of getting rid of grade «russ 

Those are structures for the benefit of the public primary. 
The freight sheds, all the passenger sheds, stations, and every 
piece of real estate that the road holds under this bill, either by 
ss mm the District, is to be taxed as other [istrict 

s tax 

THLLMAN. Sennen incharge of the bill that 
the only dubious words here that would be liable to misc onstruc 
tion or to a ruling of a court hereafter are the words ‘‘e!vvated 
structures.” ‘Elevated structures” is a very broad term. and 
might mean the depot with the lines of tracks coming in 0» the 
second story, as they do in Philadelphia and Baltimore. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And as they would here. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And as they would mere, If these words are 








1900. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. GOT 








intended to mean simply the elevated portion of the track outside, Mr. McMILLAN. That occurs in three places in the section 
raised above the street, in order to facilitate traffic without ob- Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; it occurs in lines 14 and 21 on page 
structing the travel on the streets, that is one thing, but under | 22, and in line 2 on page 23. 
that broad, sweeping phrase “elevated structures,” if the courts| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made 
should construe it hereafter to mean that that would exempt the | wherever the word occurs in the section, if there be no objection. 
depot which would admit trains in the second story—and you can | The Chair hears none. 
very readily see that it might be so construed—I think you had Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I want to enter my protest 
better change these words “ elevated structures " or elaborate them | against the passage of this bill, and for these reasons: The bill 
go as to embrace the idea simply of the tracks. —— for elevating the tracks of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Mr. McMILLAN, _I have no objection to that. road across the large park which extends from this Capito! 
Mr. TILLMAN. Then put in the word “tracks” instead of | through the Monument grounds to the Potomac River. This 
‘‘structures,” and then you leave the depot to be taxed under the | dike is to be about 20 feet high. The bill provides for the occu- 
first clause of the Senate amendment. pation of a large portion of this park in addition to that already 
Mr. McMILLAN, To be taxed just as are the buildings and | occupied. I do not think we ought to take up any more of the 
other real estate. , public parks of this city for this purpose or any other purpose 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit, I will suggest | than that for which they were originally intended. I believe that 
striking out the word “structures” and putting in the word | this depot ought to be moved south of the park. That is near 





“tracks” in place of it. _ enough to the center of the city, and sufficiently convenient for 
Mr. McMILLAN, I will accept that amendment. the entire pee. There is no possible good reason why the com- 
Mr. TILLMAN. I move that amendment, to insert the word | pany should ever have occupied the location which they now hold. 

‘‘tracks” instead of the word “structures,” wherever it occurs. The objection urged to moving this depot south of the park is 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, theamend- | that the railroad company will not do it; and we were told by the 

ment will be agreed to. Senator from Delaware |Mr. KENNEY] a few moments ago that 


Mr. PETTIGREW. That improves the bill very much, Mr. | they are going to build a depot worth a million and a half dollars. 
President, and obviates a portion of the objection I had to it; but | It seems to be a matter of negotiation, and not only that, but it 
I still believe that we ——e not to pass the section. seems to be regarded by the Committee on the District of Colum 

A railroad company in laying its tracks does that which is abso- | bia as a sort of gratuity on the part of the railroad company, a 
lutely necessary in order to do its business; and in a city the ele- | great and beneficent concession to the people of the United States, 
vation of its tracks is essential in order to properly doits business. | that this railroad company should be permitted to occupy the 
So there ought to be a tax upon this property the same as other | public parks and public streets, to take the property of the people 





people's property is taxed. I believe it is legislation to make | and of the Government, and that we are powerless to slo that 
an exemption which shall exist for all time as a part of the con- | which in our own judgment we really think ought to be iene, 
sideration of this bill. { remember very well as a part of the history of this city how a 


In other words, as an inducement to this company to ‘elevate | bill was passed through Congress many years ago appropriating 
their tracks, we give parks, streets, and public property of vast | two whole squares of the city for a market place; and 1 remember 
value. and under a provision of this bill they are allowed to cross | very well the inducement offered why this donation should be 
one principal park of the we 4 with a dike 20 feet high. Wegive | made. The bill contained a provision that the company receiving 
them the ground upon which to cross that park, and in addition | the donation of two blocks of ground should build a hotel better 
to all this we propose to exempt their property and to make a | than any that had ever been built here. In accordance with 
different rule as to a railroad company from that we make as to | magnificent plans splendid marble structures on the south side of 
anybody else. It seems to me it is bad legislation. I therefore | Pennsylvania avenue between Seventh and Ninth streets were to 
desire a vote upon the amendment to strike out this provision, | be built for the accommodation of members of Congress and of 
leaving the property of the company to be taxed as other property | the visitors to the capital on condition that two blocks of ground 


is taxed. Then the bill will read: should be donated for a market place. 
Sne. 4. That the rty occupied by the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- | ,,18¢ market was built; the Government lost its title to two 
road Company under authority of this act, together with the improvements blocks of ground; the beauty of that portion of the avenue was 


which may be put thereon, | be subject to tax by the District of Columbia decidedly marred; the hotel never appeared, and has not to this 
the same as other property in the District of Columbia. day. e are now asked to donate more blocks of ground, more 
In other words, the Government of the Uniied States makes an | streets, and more of this same magnificent park, and the induce- 
appropriation, paying half of the expenses of the District of | ment offered by the Committee on the District of Columbiais that 
Columbia, and the property of the District pays the other half; | the railroad company will build a depot worth a million anda 
and we will impose no very great burden upon this company un- half dollars! If the depot costs a million and a half dollars, it will 
der these circumstances, but we will get rid of avery piece of | be the property of the railroad company, and will enhance the 
legisiation, and thus avoid establishing a very bad precedent. value of all their property. It s2ems to me it is a poor argument 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, I am sure the Baltimore and | to make in this body why the parks of this city should be marred 
Potomac ,Railroad Company and certainly the Committee on the | by these unseemly structures. 
District of Columbia had no idea that there would beany discrimi- | The dike they propose to build across this park is to have one 
nation by the passage of this bill in favor of that company. opening through it. It will cut the park absolutely in two, be- 
If the ee of the distinguished Senator from South | sides destroying the view. Therefore, Mr. President, I simply 
Dakota [Mr, PettiGREW] should obtain here, that would impose | desire to enter my protest, as I have on all occasions, against 
a double tax. In other words, he would levy a tax upon the | ees for private purposes the parks and streets of this 
structures of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company that | city any further and for any purpose. 
are overhead or underground, and at the same time property | Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have not read this bill because 
owned by le abutting thereon would be taxed the same. Ihave got so many other things to look after that I can not un- 
The fetin Me President, that I think the Baltimore and Poto- | dertake to do more than discuss such a matter when it gets before 
mac Railroad Company—while I do not stand here as a champion | the Senate on the report of a committee. 
of that company or ofany other company—has been most liberal If the Senator becorrect in declaring that the railroad company 
in its agreement with the Congress of the United States and with | are going to build a bank or dike, as I understand him to mean, by 
the District of Columbia as to what they are willing todo in order | raising the earth for the tracks to run on, and to only have one 
to improve the city of Washington and give to this city one of the | opening, what becomes of the danger of floods? Sometimes, when 
most magnificent approaches and one of the best railroad stations e Potomac overflows, will not that close the water up there and 
in the world. flood the whole region above? That is a very serious matter, it 
I believe, if Senators could understand what they have been sac- | seems to me. 
rificing in the interest of this city, that even my distinguished Mr. McMILLAN. That has been examined very closely by the 
friend from South Dakota would not stand up here and ask that | en ineers, and they think there will be no trouble. 
his amendment be adopted. A station within one block of Penn- r. TILLMAN. Which engineers—the engineers of the rail- 
sylvania avenue that will cost that company more than a million roud, who are trying to get into the city, or the engineers of the 
and half dollars certainly is some argument, or ought to be some | Government, who are trying to protect the property? 
argument, why the Congress of the United States should be most Mr. McMILLAN. The engineers of the District of Columbia. 
liberal with the com V, This bill was prepared by the engineers of the District and was 
Ido hope, under Crees conditions and upon the statements I | afterwards submitted to the engineers of the railroad. They have 
have made, that the amendment of the distinguished Senator will been working on it for three years. I do no think there are any 
be di to. difficulties of the kind the Senator suggests. The billis very care- 
._ The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amend- | fully guarded. There is a 200-foot avenue to go under the traeks 
ent of the Senator South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew]. on the Mall, whereas we now have to cross on a little bridge 40 
The amendment was rejected. feet wide. 
Mr.GALLINGER. I understand that the word “structures” Mr. TILLMAN, I can realize and understand the necessity for 
Was stricken out from the section and the word “‘ tracks” inserted, | the railroad getting into this sity, both for their own benefit and 
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the benefit of the people, and any reasonable bill which will give 
them the right of way and all that kind of thing, under such re- 
strictions and conditions as will protect the public interest, of 
course almost any public-spirited man would willing to vote 
for: but it occurs to me if they are going to obstruct the Mall 
and the view from there, and also the free passage of water, to get 
out of the city, it is a very serious matter. I thought they were 
going to build an elevated structure there out of iron, something 
like the elevated roads in New York and Jersey City, which would 
allow the free passage of air as well as of water, and the traffi 

besides. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The embankment is to lead from the depot, 
and only for a short distance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then there isa dirt bank running clear 
acToOss, 

Mr. TILLMAN. How far? From the depot clear through? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Through the Mall. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a very short distance, and it is to be 
built, of course, on artistic principles so far as it can be. I will 
say to the Senator from South Carolina, if he will permit me, that 
we had before the committee some of the most distinguished 
engineers of the United States; not those of this railroad corpora- 
tion. They went over all these details and were entirely satisfied 
that everything was safe, so far as the interests of the city are 
concerned, and we were largely governed by their judgment, of 
course. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, Mr. President, I only threw out the 
remark I did on account of the statement made by the Senator 
from South Dakota, that you are going to build a dike there; and 
you can very readily see that if you are going to build a dike 
clear across the park to where the railroad is, you are going to 
put an obstruction there which ought not to be peruniinel. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to make an inquiry as to the meaning 
and effect of section 3 of this bill, which says: 

That in order to accommodate the increasin 
other traffic in the city of Washington the sai Itimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company shall cove and be possessed of the right, which is hereby 
granted and conferred, to occupy and use, on the conditions hereinafter 
mentioned, that a of the Mall lying between B street SW. and B street 
NW. as the southerly line of said B street NW. is hereinafter defined, and 
between the west line of Sixth street and a line drawn parallel therewith 
and 340 feet west thereof, and to erect and maintain thereon a station build- 
ing and appurtenances, train sheds, and tracks and sidings in connection 
; a suitable and adequate for the convenient accommodation of said 

If we are to grant this railroad company the right to occupy 
the Mall or the public ground of the United States for pitting 
up stations and laying their tracks, are we charging them any- 
thing for it? They say that they have an increasing passenger, 
mail, and — business, which, of course, is going to compen- 
sate them. should like to know why it is that public ground is 
taken for this purpose and what the railroad company are to give 
in return. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company are not asking for anything. We are askin 
them to do away with these grade crossings, on account of whic 
the loss of life has been very great. Weare trying to do away 
with crossings at grade in the District of Columbia. Lives are 
being sacrificed constantly. Only the other day a life was lost. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia have been at work 
for many years trying to frame a bill satisfactory alike to the 
District, to the railroad, and to the property owners. As satis- 
factory a bill as can reasonably be hoped for has been presented. 
The cost to the railroad is about $6,000,000, 

Mr. DANIEL. Is that in the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN, That includes the bridge across the Po- 
tomac, 

Mr. KENNEY. If the Senator from Virginia will read the lan- 
guage of section 3, at the bottom of page 4 and going over to page 
5, I think he will find the matter he refers to is covered there. 

Mr.McMILLAN. The billis very carefully guarded. Therail- 
road company are to spend a vast amount of money here, which 
will benefit the public generally, will improve the property in the 
southwest district, and it will be a great benefit to the city, 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in answer 
to a suggestion by the Senator from Virginia, I will venture to 
say that this traffic which is spoken of is largely Southern traffic, 
and that this great improvement is not for the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad so much as for the Southern railroads which 
converge here and which have now inadequate accommodations. 

ny DANIEL. I am only asking why the United States is to 
»ay for it. 

, Mr.GALLINGER. The committee made an investigation cov- 
ering all of the great States of the Union, and we found it to be 
true that the great improvement that has recently been made in 
New York City, costing several million dollars, was half paid for 
by the railroad corporations and one-half out of the city treasury. 

That is true in Boston likewise. It is true in a great many 

other cities from which we got statistics. We have felt that when 
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we compelled the railroad, as we are compelling them, to make 
this great improvement we should make a contribution ont , f 
the public Treasury, if you please, and out of the treasury of tho 
District of Columbia, if you please, to meet them on equita}|s 
grounds to make certain that this great improvement shal] be an 
accomplished fact. 

I.confess I was surprised when I came to examine the statis:jeg 
concerning other cities as to the proportion that was paid out of 
the city treasuries for these improvements to abolish grade cross. 
ings, and I felt that what we did in this bill was not as libera] as 
the people of Boston and New York and Chicage and other eye 
cities have done in this regard, but that it was probably about the 
proportion that we ought to contribute. , 

ye have not undertaken to drive a sharp bargain with this cor. 
poration, They met us on what we thought was very generous 
ground, and it was a surprise to the committee that they were go 
gracious and so willing to spend these millions of dollars to meet 
the requirements of Congress, and we felt that we ought to treat 
them with a reasonable degree of consideration. I think the 
Senator, if he will examine the matter carefully, as the committee 
tried to do, will see that we are not giving up anything more thay 
we ought to do if we expect to see this great work become an 
accomplished fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am merely inquiring with a view to under- 
standing the nature of the bill and what it is that the United 
States is expected to give and what it is to begiven for. Ishould 
like to inquire how large is the area in the Mall which tho rail- 
road company is given the right by this bill to occupy? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That part of the Mall which is occupied by 
the present station is about 110 or 120 feet wide. The tracks of 
the railroad now come in on Sixth street, and the purpose of this 
bill is to take them out of Sixth street and open that street to the 
public, and give the company about 180 feet more, making a strip 
of 280 feet on that portion of the Mall. 

Mr. PETTIGRE Three‘hundred and forty. 


Mr. McMILLAN, Two hundred and eighty. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Three hundred an 
Mr. McMILLAN. 
of feet. 
6 purposes, with, of course, Seventh street adjoining it. 

t 


forty-three. 
Well, I do not remember the exact number 
That will leave about 100 feet on the west side for park- 


in 
is also the purpose of the railroad company to widen B street, 
because it is narrow between Sixth and Seventh. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no provision in the bill for that, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; and to makea plaza about 75 feet wide, 
besides the extra width of the street, so as to have plenty of room 
around the depot. It is all provided for, I think, very carefully, 
and it will certain a vast improvement to the city. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Where is that provided for? 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President, in connection with what the 
distinguished chairman of the committee has said I desire to say 
a word, There possibly has been no oo of public improve- 
ment in thecity of Washington which has received more attention 
than that of bringing the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad into 
Pennsylvania avenue or so nearly there as possible. The great 
amount of money that the company is willing to spend, the im- 
provements it is willing to make, would be, I think, astonishing 
to most members of the Senate if they understood it as the mem- 
bers of the committee do. 

I think there is no case of a railroad company, where the tracks 
of the company have been elevated or depressed, in any city of the 
Union where at least one-half of the expense of such elevation or 
depression was not paid by the city or State in which the railroad 
ran. In this case not 20 per cent of the expense is to be paid by 
the Government or by the Districtof Columbia, There have been 
most elaborate plans presented tu the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, showing exactly what will be the condition when 
this project has been accomplished. I believe that Senators who 
would throw an objection against the passage of this bill or any 
part of it a, do so because they are not informed as to what 
the result will be if the bill becomes a law and the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company shall carry outits contract. _ 

Mr. TILLMAN, I notice .on page 12 that the District of 
Columbia and the United States are themselves called on to bear 
a considerable amount of this expense. Just how much [ can 
not determine without fuller examination. 

The Senator from New Hampshire _. GALLINGER] said 4 
moment ago that this was largely in the interest of Southern 
traffic. Did I understand him to mean that this is a terminal 
which the railroads from the South, the Southern, the Chesap ake 
and Ohio, the Seaboard Air Line, and the Coast Line, w:!! all 
jointly use? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a fact. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Is there a joint stock company or an arrange 
ment between those Southern lines and the Pennsylvania, which. 
owns the Baltimore and Potomac, I believe, by which this grand 
franchise, for it is a very great one, shall be for the beneiit of 
those Southern lines, or is this a monopoly which we are granting 
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to the Pennsylvania road, so that it can charge what it pleases to 
the Southern lines that terminate in this city? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe there will be a business arrange- 
ment between the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Southern lines, 
as there is now, and of course it is to the interest of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad, getting traffic from the South, to make a fair and 
liberal arrangement with those railroads. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
“ GALLINGER. Certainly, The Senator from New Jersey 
knows more about it than I do. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, this elevation of tracks has been 
an arbitrary measure of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, backed up by the committees of both Houses. But the 
question of the control of the terminal, when it does come about, 
has already been settled among the different roads. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not understand the Senator from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. The question of the control of terminals has 
already been settled by an agreement among the different roads, by 
which they will each, regardless of the size of the railroad, have 
a voice in settling the expenses, which are to be divided pro rata 
according to business. There is nothing arbitrary; there is no 
monopoly. The Pennsylvania Railroad, I have no doubt myself, 
would give a good deal of money to-day to get rid of this arbi- 
trary exercise of power, obliging them to spend about five and a 
half millions or six million dollars, as against a paltry contribu- 
tion on the part of the Government and the District of Columbia 
of about $2,200,000 in land, which has already been earned by that 
corporation during the last thirty years. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the facts. When 
this corporation came into the District of Columbia there was 
only one railroad company. While it has improved very largely, 
it was not very good at that time, but so great was the necessity 
for relief that when Colonel Scott, of the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
built the tunnels in Baltimore and came down here, he could have 
had the White House lot, if necessary, on which to put a station. 
That company has treated the District always fairly, and is simply 
now coming in to spend a large amount of money against the de- 
sire of the corporation, against what it considers its interests, be- 
cause elevated structures are not paying structures in cities. 
Railroads can be operated on the ground very much cheaper. 
But they have conformed to the views of the District Commis- 
sioners, and particularly of the committee of the Senate of which 
my honorable friend, the Senator from Michigan, is chairman. 
He has taken three years to negotiate this matter. They have 
made up their minds to comply, but it is by no means a voluntary 
thing. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Iwas merelytrying to get atthe status, because 
I realize that it is of great benefit to the traveling public to have 
these railroad facilities, and I realize also that itis of great benefit 
to the railroad to have the people travel over their line, and I, 
realize also that it is of great benefit to the citizens of the District 
to get the tracks off the ground, because anyone who passes 
through that part of the city comes face to face very soon with a 
railroad track or a half a dozen tracks, and is kept out by the 
fenders which warn pedestrians and vehicles to stop, that a train 
is coming. It will be a great benefit to the city to get the tracks 
elevated, so that pedestrians and vehicles can pass underneath and 
not be subject to the danger of being run over and killed. 

I merely wanted to know whether or not this grandimprovement, 
which embraces facilities for handling all the through traffic from 
the South, is being put into the hands of the Pennsylvania people, 
with power in them to levy tribute from the feeders, so to speak, 
the four trunk lines that I have mentioned a moment ago which 
come across the Potomac River—the Atlantic Coast Line, the Sea- 
board Air Line, the Southern, and the Chesapeake and Ohio? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will answer the Senator by stating that 
on page 17 he will find that the Southern railroads are provided 
for. They are allowed the privilege of obtaining and purchasing 
property by condemnation. All the railroads from the South are 
parties to this bill, Weare to build a new railroad bridge, with 
two or more tracks, for the greater accommodation of the South- 
ern railroads, and this terminal property is to be used by all the 
railroads, each paying for the use of it a proper proportion. That 
is all provided for, 

Mr. TILLMAN, This improvement, then, embraces the raising 
of the Long Bridge or the building of another structure there to 
accommodate the trunk lines I have mentioned, and then those 
trunk lines, when they get into the city, will only pay their pro 
rata share of the cost of this improvement and will enjoy equal 


facilities and o nities with the Pennsylvania Railroad. 
Mr. McMILLAN, Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will inform the Senator that the reason why 


I mentioned the matter is that I happen to know that one of the 
Southern railroads has been under the ban. Watermelons from 
my part of the country have been held up and refused to be re- 
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ceived by the Pennsylvania Railroad because one of the other 
railroads had ordered it not to do it, and I should like to see that 
everybody down that way has an equal show in this great im 
provement; and if the Senator assures me that is the condition, I 
shall have nothing further to say on the subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD, 

Mr. McMILLAN, I wish to call up the bill (S. 2329) to pro- 
vide for eliminating certain grade crossings of railroads in the 
District of Columbia, to require and authorize the construction 
of new terminals and tracks for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company in the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 25, after the 
words ‘ District of Columbia,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no portion of any street shall be closed under authority of 
this act until said railroad company shall have secured control of the prop 


erty abutting upon said portion to be closed, it being the intent hereof that 
no property owner shall be deprived of egress from or ingress to his property 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 17, after the word 
‘* property,” to insert ‘‘including all of square No. 748;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


From the south side of H street said lines shall run by a masonry viaduct 
of width sufficient for five tracks, but not exceeding in width 80 feet, with 
such turnouts and sidings to adjoining property as may at any time here 
after be constructed under the authority of this act, northerly along tho 
middle of Delaware avenue to the north line of M street; thence northerly 
still in Delaware avenue, with five main tracks, but with the right to locate 
and construct sidings in Delaware avenue toand into adjoining property, 
including all of square No. 748, and crossing Florida avenue overhead by 
means of a two-span plate-girder bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, on page 4, line 10, before 
the word ‘‘ switches,” to strike out the comma and insert ‘‘ and;” 
in line 11, before the word ‘‘ necessary,” to strike out ‘‘ round- 
houses, shops, and other structures;” in the same line, after the 
word “ proper,” to strike out ‘‘ for the accommodation of locomo- 
tives and cars for the conduct of its business or,” and in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘city,” to insert: 


and to locate, construct, maintain, and operate roundhouses, shops, and 
other structures necessary or proper for the accommodation of locomotives 
and cars for the conduct of its business, at a point not nearer to Eckington 
than three squares easterly of the east end of the proposed “ Y "’ on the Wash 
ington Branch. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That the said companies be, and each of them is hereby, author- 
ized and empowered to locate, construct, maintain, and operate, outside of 
the city limits and south of T street, yard tracks and switches necessary or 
proper for the purposes of a freight yard, and also to locate, build, maintain, 
and operate, beyond the city limits, a branch track or “ Y” for the passage 
of trains directly to and fro between the Metropolitan Branch and the Wash 
ington Branch without entering the city; and to locate, construct, maintain, 
and operate roundhouses, shops, and other structures necessary or proper 
for the accommodation of locomotives and cars for the conduct of its busi 
ness, at a point not nearer to Eckington than three squares easterly of the 
east end of the proposed ‘*Y*’ on the Washington Branch. 


The committee reported an amendment to the amendment, in 
line 21, to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read 
‘*two squares,” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 23, after ‘‘Sec. 23,” to 
strike out: 


That to accomplish the purposes of this act the following-named streets 
and crossings north of Florida avenue, and outside of the city limits, shall be 
completely vacated, abandoned, and closed for public use, namely: Q street 
between Third street east and New York avenue extended; R street between 
Third street east and New York avenue extended; 8 street between Fourth 
street east and Sixth street east; the Brentwood road between S street and 
Florida avenue; Third street from the north line of Q street and Florida ave 
nue; Fourth street between P street and 8 street: Fifth street between New 
York avenue extended and T street; Sixth street between New York avenue 
extended and 8 street; O street between Third street and Fourth street; P 
street between Third street and Fourth street; Quincy street and Randolph 
street east of the Baltimore and Ohio right of way, Metropolitan Branch; and 
Seaton street between said right of way and Sixth street east, it being the 
intention of this act to abandon and close all streets, place streets, roads, and 
alleys in Eckington north of Florida avenue and south of S street between 
the present tracks of the Metropolitan Branch Railroad on the west and 
Brentwood road on the east, and also the Brentwood road south of the south 
line of S street; S street between Fourth street and Sixth street, and Fifth 
street between 8 street and T street, but that. 


And insert: 


That to accomplish the purposes of this act the following-named streets in 
the subdivision of Eckington east of the right of way of the Metropolitan 
Branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall be completely 
vacated and abandoned by the public and closed to public use, namely: Q, RB, 
Third, Fourth, Fifth, an ——- streets; S and Seaton streets west of 
Sixth street; and Sixth street south of 8S street. The Brentwood road shall 
also be closed between 8 street and Florida avenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, after the word 
“ Commissioner,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That M street may be crossed by a metal bridge instead of a 
masoury arch, if desired, in order to avoid any change in the grade of said 
street 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 4, after the word 
street,” to strike out *‘ F street between First street and Massa- 
chusetts avenue;” so as to make the clause read: 

The following-named streets within the city limits shall be completely va- 
cated, abandoned, and ¢ . namely: N street, between Second street east 
and Third street east, and Delaware avenue shall be closed and abandoned 
between the south line of Florida avenue and the north line of M street; E 
strect between First street and North Capitol street. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 17, after the word 
‘‘avenue,” to insert “and F street;” and in line 18, after the word 
“arches,” to strike out ‘‘asshown on the said plan” and insert ‘*‘ in 
accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia;” so as to make the clause read: 

It being the intention of this act that all strects, avenues, ways, and alleys 
within the area to be occupied and used for terminals and terminal tracks, 
as shown on said pilau filed in the office of the Engineer Commissioner, shal! 
be completely vacated, abandoned, and closed, and the use thereof and of 
any public reservation or street spaces of the United States within said area 
be granted to the said railroad company or terminal company constructing 
such terminals for the purposes of the same, except that Massachusetts ave- 
nue and F street shall c carried under said terminals by means of arches, 
in accordance with plans approved by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 8, line 25, after the 
word *‘the,” to strike out ‘* District” and insert “‘city limits west 
of Second street east, and east of North Capitol street;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


Sec. 4. That in addition to the main or terminal station or depot, to be lo- 
cated as hereinbefore provided, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
or the terminal company incorporated as ed in this act, may from time 
to time hereafter construct, establish, and maintain such additional stations 
or depots, for passengers or freight, as the company may deem n or 
useful in the conduct of its business, or for the accomm: on of the freight 
and passenger traffic passing over the lines of railroad authorized by this 
act. at such nt or points w the city limits west of Second street east, 
and east of North Capitol street, as the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lum bia shall approve. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 12, line 10, after the 
word ‘‘ avenue,” to insert ‘‘ and west of the east line of Third street 
to said north line of New York avenue;” in line 17, after the word 
* city,” to insert “and west of the east line of Third street;” on 
Rese 13, line 3, after the word “‘station,” to insert ‘‘and of the 

etropolitan branch for the continuation of Third street from Q 
street south to New York avenue, of an even width as north of Q 
street;” in line 11, after the word “ yards,” to insert ‘‘in or near 
Eckington;” in line 12,after the word “and,” to insert “ its;” 
and in the same line, after the word “‘roundhouse,” to strike out 
“in or near Eckington, south of T street;” so as to read: 

From and after the ex of five years from the date of the passage 
of this act all rights of Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to main- 
tain and the present tracks of its Washington Branch Railroad within 
the limits of the city of W. , and the t tracks of its Metropoli- 
tan Branch Railroad south of northern of New York avenue and 
west of the east line of Third street to said north line of Ni 


ew York avenue 
shall cease and determine; and the said railroad company shall thereupon, 
within such reasonable time as the Commissioners of the of Columbia 
shall prescribe, remove all such tracks and structures connected therewith 
from the streets, avenues, public reservations, or other propeety & the United 
States within the said city and west of the east line of Third street. Said 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company shall also immediately execute, ac- 
seers 2, ane mye Ss to Ceo Seen the District of Columbia a 
. in due form w, gran conve assigning, and transferring t 
the United States of America all estates. right. title, and interest that it, 
the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company. has in, to, or out of the lands 
included within the limits of the roadway or t of of the Wash nm 
Suan Recmrend of ontk commana tram west line of street to Win- 
Sep Soe station and of the Metr tan Branch for the continuation 
of Third street from Q street south to New York avenue, of an even width as 
north of Q street, su t, however, as te so much of said lands as lie north 
of Florida avenue outside of the limits of the city of Wash toe the 
continued maintenance and use of the it tracks of said com- 
y thereon, for the purpose of reaching ite yard aod roundhouse at Trini- 
, until ite new y in or near and its roundhouse, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, : , 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 18, before the word 
** authorized,” to insert ** Ivy City.” a 

Mr. McMILLAN, I ask the Senate to disagree to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 2, at the beginning 
of section 8, to insert the following: 


That the property occupied by the Baltimore and Ohio Railrcad Company, 
or by the terminal ge a, A au ty of this act, together 
with the rovements which may put thereon, l be su 
Zo tof Columbia the same as other property in the 
um 
So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 8. That the property coecupied by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, or by the proposed terminal company, under authority of this 


to tax 
ict of 
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act, together with the isprovements which may be put thereon, sha 
subject to tax by the District of Columbia the same as other property i: 
District of Columbia: Provided, That no assessment, valuation, or tax <}),)) 
be made or levied on the railroad or terminals located, constructed, or mn... 
tained under the authority of thisactin excess of that which would or ¢o))),j.,. 
lawfully made, laid, or levied if said railroad and terminals were so loca; .. 
constructed, and maintained without the use of bridges, viaducts, ret,; 
walls, and other structures necessary or properly employed to eleva: 
same as required by this act, it being the true intent and meaning | 
that the railroad and terminals hereby authorized shall be assecso,j 
valued for purposes of taxation and taxed on the same basis as if t}, 
were not constructed and maintained by means of such bridges, yja 
retaining walls, and other structures. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 25, page 18. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to amend the bill by strikin 
| all after the word *‘ Columbia,” line 5, page 18, down to and jp. 
| cluding the word ‘‘ proceeding,” in line 25, It is the provision jy 


| regard to condemnation, which is a change of existing law. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair 
| The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 5, page 18, after the word “(oly 
| bia,” strike out all of the bill down to and including the 1 
der of the section, as follows: 


And in case the company requiring such land and property wishes | 
immediate possession of the same it may,at the time of filing a descrip 
the rights and interests intended to be appropriated, as provided in 
6530 of said Revised Statutes, file also with the clerk of the supreme 
the District its bond to the owner or owners of such land and propert 
appropriated, conditioned for the payment to such owner or owne: 
damages for the taking thereof when the same shall have been asc 
according to the provisions of said sections of the Revised Statutes; ar 
the filing of said d, and the approval of the same by a judge of said. 
the right of the company to enter upon the property to be approprie tod 
be complete; and the amount of the bond, the sufficiency of the suret 
sureties thereon,and the form thereof, shall be subject to the approv: 
of the judges of the said court, and recovery may be bad thereon 
amount of the assessed if the same be not paid or can not lx 
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sections of this act north 
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| 
by execution on final judgment in the condemnation proceeding. 
Mr. McMILLAN. The committee will accept that amen iim 
The next amendment of the Committee on the District of 
lumbia was, on page 19, to insert the following as an additi 
Sec. ll. That the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company and the Terminal 
Com y, incorporated as provided in this act, be,and they are herely. au 
of the limits of the city of Washington a line of railroad with one or : 
tracks extending from a connection with the Washington Brancl Kai 
and with the selbreed authorized by the forego: 
of Winthrop Heights station by such route as the company may select as 
most practicable and to be 
Columbia to a connection with the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad and with 
the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company's Shepherds branc!: at o 
near Bennings station; and in the location, construction, maintenan t 
operation of the line of railroad authorized by this section the said con 
conferred —- and vested in them in respect of the lines of railroa aut 
oregoing sections of this act, outside of the limits of the city 
of Washington: Provided, That whenever in the construction of said line of 
the District of Columbia the company shall submit to file with the Com 
missioners of the District of Columbia proper plans showing the intended 
and shall construct such crossing only in conformity with such a)proved 
plan. Every such en crossing shall be either over or under grade 
where practicable without increasing the grades on said railroad or causing 
unreasonable : 
o—= oo eae ae anaes < — oh ~ fully au 
thorizec empowe change the grade any such public highway so 
as to the same over or under said Failroad, and to de tor divert any 
such highway so as to pass over or under said railroad at a different ) ft 
crossing, @ : 
company shall uire, by purchase or 
all lands required to rel such highways, and shall pay the cost 0! all new 
construction or work required to restore any such highway raised, dejressed, 
deflected, or relocated as above provided, all of which construction «: rk 
shall be done to the satisfaction and subject to the approval of the said 
missioners. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I had that some day we 
would have a union 
j outfrom here. It seems that with the 
passage of this bill and the one that has previously been })\ss¢d 
I should like to ask the chairman of the committee if they con 
| omer the advisability of a union depot and what are ' 
vast amount of money which each company will have to e\)¢nd 
to make these elevated tracks in different parts of the city aud 
attempt was made beforeI came to the Senate, There was a0: 
mission appointed to see what could be done in regard to bring 
and Ohioand the Pennsylyania—and it was found to be an 1))* 
sibility, the interests were so diverse, and in fact there were 1 
| into the same depot, and it was given up as something that  ' ld 
not be accomplished. a 
an 


The amendment was agreed to. 
section: 
thorized and empowered to locate, construct, maintain, and operat : 
ved by the Commissioners of the District of 
may exercise all the authorities, rights, privileges, and franchises |y t! 
railroad it shall be found necessary to cross any existing public highway of 
crossing, shall obtain the approval of the same the said Commissioners, 
expense in construction; and for the purpose of avoiding grade 
to close so much of the said way as is abandoned; «1 | the 
wn em Coe at its own expense, 
ve a t in the national capital for all the rail- 
roads coming in and go 
that will be made impracticable in the future. 
stacles in the way of securing such a depot before expendin the 
ut up these onquat ts? 
Mr. McMILLAN. r. President, all I can say is that such an 
ing the two railroad companies her—that is, the Baltimore 
/ accommodations for the tracks of both the great roads to :vle 
The depot of the Baltimore and Potomac is to all intents 








1900. 


purposes @ union 
more and Ohio. 








depot, with the exception of one line, the Balti- 
In nearly every one of our cities there are two 
or more depots, It is almost impossible to get all the companies 
to agree to come into one station. As I stated, the attempt was 
mace to do it and it failed. Since I have been on the committee 
I have talked with the officers of the railroad companies about 
it, but I found that there was no use in trying to bring them to- 
rn BUTLER. Mr. President, in other cities where it is a pure 
matter of conference and agreement between separate railroads it 
may be impracticable in some cases, but why could it not be done 
here where Congress has practically if not absolutely the control 
of this matter? I donot understand why they can not be brought 
together here. Certainly Congress can say to them, ‘ You must 
adjust your differences before we grant the privileges that you 
require, before the public land is granted for your purposes, and 
for the public convenience you must come together in one depot.” 

It certainly would mar the city less to have one line of tracks 
running out. Thesectionof the city here tothe northward is one 
of its most beautiful parts, but its beauty is destroyed, it is made 
worthless by those tracks. Nobody desires to live near those 
tracks nor to buy property there. The tracksare dangerous. Of 
course the danger will be removed by the elevation that is pro- 
vided for, but that will not restore the beauty to this part of the 
city that would be much if the tracks were not there. 

If we hada union depot down here at some point where it is 
practicable to get the lines together, there would really be less of 
the streets of Washington taken up with the tracks. Besides, 
there is the great convenience to the traveling public. I do not 
know whether our pneumatic-tube friends will ever invent a way 
of shooting a nger and a trunk across from one depot to the 
other or not, but even if they did, our experience with them in 
other cities in regard to the mail would make a man who was not 
a millionaire tremble to think what it would cost to be shot from 
one depot to the other. 

I suppose it is too late to do anything on this question, but I 
certainly regret to see legislation pass which makes it an impos- 
sibility practically in the future to have a union depot. I regret 
that the committee have not made another effort before bringing 
in these bills to secure an agreement between the roads, which it 
seems to me could have been brought about whether they were 
so inclined or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will. be reported to 
the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK DOUGLASS MEMORIAL, 


Mr. McMILLAN. IL ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R, 3597) to incorporate the Frederick Douglass 
Memorial and Historical Association. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 5, after line 16, to insert the 
following section: 

_ Sec. 8. That when the said corporation shall have acquired title in fee 
simple to the whole or a t,as the case may be, of the said property known 
as Cedar Hill, in the vil of Anacostia, in the District of Colum bia, and 
formerly occupied as the homestead of the late Frederick Douglass, said land 
and premises shall be, and hereby are, declared to be forever quit and free 
from all taxes or charges and assessments whatever, whether the same taxes 
or charges and assessments be general or special. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 25, to insert the 
following: 

Sec. 9, That the board of trustees of the Frederick Douglass Memorial and 
Historical Association be, and they hereby are, authorized and directed to 
charter and organize auxiliary associations in eyery county in every State 
of the Union and elsewhere to solicit funds and transmit the same to the 
treasurer of the said association to carry into effect the objects and purposes 
of the said association hereinbefore expressed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RELOCATION OF STREET RAILWAY TRACKS, 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill No. 3205. It is only a few lines. 

; The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (8, 8205) for the relocation of certain tracks 
of street railways in the District of Columbia. It authorizes the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, whenever the track 


or tracks of any street railway company in the District of Colum- 
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bia are, or shall be, located in any portion of any street, avenue, 
road, or highway which is 60 feet or more in width other than 
in the middle thereof, to require any of the companies to alter 
the location of any such track or tracks so that they shall be 
located in the middle of such street, avenue, road. or highway, 
under such penalties as are provided in the charter of the company 
or companies for violation of the provisions thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRIVILEGES 0} MAIL. 

Mr. CLAY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation and passage of the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend to certain 
publications the privileges of second-class mail matter as to ad- 
mission to the mails; to which there will be no objection. I do 
not think it can possibly occupy more than a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him, which will be read in full for the information of 
the Senate. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

Mr, BUTLER, I move to amend, in line 5, after the word “ ag- 
riculture,” by inserting ‘‘and all official publications of State 
geological serveys or State bureaus of mines;” and in line, after 
the word ‘‘ departments,” by inserting ‘‘ surveys and bureaus. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the bill reported as it 
will read if amended as proposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a pretty important bill, and it will 
probably lead to some discussion. 1 understand it is a House bill. 

Mr. CLAY. It is a House bill, and I do not think it will lead 
to any discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
terfere with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
debate it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask that the bill may be read as it will stand 
if the amendment be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed to be amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all periodical publications issued from a known 
place of publication at stated intervals as frequently as four times a year by 
State departments of agriculture and all official publications of State geolog 
ical surveys or State bureaus of mines, shall be admitted tothe mails as second 
class mail matter: Provided, That such matter shall be published only for the 
purpose of furthering the objects of such departments, surveys, and bureaus: 
And provided further, That such publications shall not contain any advertis 
ing matter of any kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend 
ments submitted by the Senator from North Carolina | Mr, Bur- 
LER. | 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the 
President to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S, 2344) 
granting a pension to Alice V. Cook, 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that on Monday next 
and during the week the Senate meet at 11 o'clock a. m., instead 
of 12 o'clock m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that, commencing on Monday next and dur- 
ing the week, the Senate meet at 11o'clock. Is there objection? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I object, Mr. President. I do not object 
to meeting on Monday at 11 o'clock, but I object to making that 
order for all the days of the week thereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then 1 ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
meet at 11 o'clock on Monday and Tuesday next. I hope the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota will agree to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that on Monday and Tuesday next the Senate 
meetatilo’clocka.m. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

SECOR & CO. 


SECOND-CLASS 


If it does not lead to discussion, I shall not in- 


I am in favor of the bill and do not desire to 


The bill will be read as it is 


AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the bill (S. 271) for the relief of 
Secor & Co., Perrine, Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor 
be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. I desire to have the 
bill recommitted and to refer it for a finding of the facts to the 
Court of Claims. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I would not do all that now if I were the Sen- 
ator, but I am perfectly willing that the bill shall be recommitted, 

Mr. STEWART. I move, then, that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GREENE, 


Mr. ALLEN, I desire to give notice that on Saturday next at 
4 o'clock in the afternoon, I shall call up the resolutions from the 
House of Representatives commemorative of the life of the late 
Representative WILLIAM L. GREENE, of the State of Nebraska. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER], the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, appeals to 
me to allow him a little time on Monday morning for the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar, which I shall 
be glad to do, and I give that notice‘now. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, } 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill for a little while this 
afternoon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator what his idea 
of ‘‘a little while” is? 

Mr. ALLISON. Until the Senate is tired. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Iowa, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of what is known as the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R,. 11212) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations in 
relation to the Bureau of Immigration. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask unanimous consent that that amendment 
may be passed over for the present, in order that I may have an 
opportunity of consulting with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] in re- 
gard to it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment will be passed 
over, in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 11, on page 65, with 
the clause making appropriations for ‘‘compiling the customs 
laws of the United States.” The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was, on page 65, after line 21, to insert: 

Office of recorder of deeds, District of Columbia: The salary of the deputy 
recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia shall hereafter be $2,000 per an- 
— ok gg paid out of the fees and emoluments of the office of the recorder 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Quarantine 
service,” on page 66, after line 10, to insert: 


For establishment and maintenance of quarantine service in the Territory 
of Hawaii under the provisions of section 97 of an act to provide a govern- 
ment for the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900, $100,000, to be im- 
mediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Prevention of 
epidemics,” on page 67, line 4, after the word ‘‘ force,” to insert 
e - same to be immediately available;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threat- 
ened or actual epidemic of cholera, yellow fever, ee bubonic plague, 
or Chinese plague, or black death, to use the unexpended balance of the sums 
appropriated and reappropriated by the sundry civil appropriation act ap- 
proved June 4, 1897, anc ,000 in addition thereto, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, in aid of State and local boards, or otherwise, in his dis- 
cretion, in preventing and suppressing the spread of the same; and in such 
emergency in the execution of any quarantine laws which may be then in 
force, the same to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. - 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 4, to insert: 
TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

For salaries, namely: Governor, $5,000; secretary, $3,000; chief justice, 
$5,500, and 2 associate justices, at $5,000 each; in all, $23,500. 

For judges of circuit courts, at $3,000 each, so muchas may be necessary, and 
also for the remainder of the fiscal year 1900. 

For contingent expenses of the Territory to be expended by the governor 
for stationery, postage, and incidentals, $500, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to, : 
The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 15, to insert: 
SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Attorney- 
General are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compromise, adjust, 
and finally settle with the governors, respectively, of the States herein 
named, or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of 
said several States to act intheir behalf in making the several settlements 
herein provided for, such settlements to be made upon such terms and con- 
ditions as to them may seem just and equitable, subject to approval by 
Congress as hereinafter provided, and anid compromises, adjustments, anc 
settlements to be made by said Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, 
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and Attorney-General with the following States, namely: Virginia, 1.) 
ware, Pennsylvania, and New York, for and on account of advances and + 
enditures made by said States in the war of 1812 with Great Britain no ;, 
ispute; with the State of South Carolina for and on account of advances. »,, 
expenditures made by said State in‘the war of 1812 with Great Britain , - 
dispute, and also on account of money = one by said State for military 
purposes in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 1888, now in dispute, and , 
against Virginia and South Carolina the claims of the United States oy », 
count of principal and interest of the unpaid bonds of said States, ro. 
tively, due to the United States and beld in its own right or in trust Ly ¢),,, 
United States; and with the States of California, Oregon, and Nevad), ; 
and on account of advances and expenditures made by said States in tho y-,, 
of the rebellion and claimed to be due them, being the claims and (6); 
made by said States of California, Oregon, and Nevada and now on fi!o 4»), 
particularly described and mentioned in Senate Report No. 544, part 
ond session Fifty-fifth Congress. And ony compromise or settlement they 
may make with the said States, respectively, shall be fully reported to (‘> 
gress for its future further action, stating the amounts, if any, which should jy. 
paid by, the United States to any of said States and the amounts, if any, whic); 
should be paid by any of said States to the United States. And the Soero. 
tary of the Treasury is hereby directed to aaerene until further action of 
Congress any act or proceeding which he has taken under provisions of ge.. 
tion 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled “An act toamend an act 
entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for ex 
penses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise and organi», 
and supply and equip the Volunteer ay ee the United States in the exist. 
ing war with Spain,’” as respects the States of Virginia and South Caroling. 


Mr. ALLISON. That amendment relating to the “settlement 
of certain State claims” is a long one, and probably will give rise 
to some debate. I ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. STEWART. To that amendment of the committee | wil} 
offer an amendment, and I ask to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tefhpore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived, printed, and lie upon the table. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ialso have an amendment to that para- 
graph. Why not take it up now and dispose of it? 

r. BERRY. I hope the Senator will not insist on disposing 
of that amendment at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr, Perricrew} 
will be received, printed, and lie upon the table. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead ‘ Pub- 
lic buildings,” on page 70, after line 8, to strike out: 


Hereafter fuel shall be delivered to the two wings of the Capito! only dur- 
ing such hours and under such regulations as the Architect of the Capitol 
shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 11, to insert: 


To provide flags for the east and west fronts of the center of the Capitol, 
to be foisted daily under the direction of the Capitol police board, $10), or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 15, to insert: 

For continuing the work of cleaning and repairing works of art in the 
Capitol, including the repairing of frames, under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on the Library, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 19, to insert: 


Steam heating and machinery, Senate wing: For necessary repairs and 
improvements of the steam heating and ventilating apparatus in the Senate 
wing of the Capitol, including the Supreme Court, legislative bell service, and 
elevators, under the supervision of the Architect of the United States Cap 
itol, $3,285. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 2, to insert: 

Ventilation, Senate wing: For special repairs to and care of ventilating 
machinery in the Senate wing of the Capitol, including recording and testing 
apparatus for air, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 6, to insert: 

Maltby Building: For anchoring the elevator walls to secure them from 
spreading, $150. 

For construction of new elevator shaft of steel framework with terra-cotta 
fireproofing, new elevator car, and inclosing doors to the several landings, 
including shoring up of floors and stairways during construction, and other 
expenses incident thereto, $6,000. 

or Ganess and improvements in the water supply and fire protection at 
the Maltby Building, $1,431.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Expenses of the 
collection of revenue from sales of public lands,” on page 7°, line 
18, after the word “ dollars,” to insert the following provis): 

Provided, That no expenses chargeable to the Government shal! be in: 
curred by registers and receivers in the conduct of local land offices except 
upon previous specific authorization by the Secretary of the Interio 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment by striking 
out the words “Secretary of the Interior ” and inserting ‘* om- 
missioner of the General d Office.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SrorETARY. Itis proposed to amend the amendment, after 
the words ‘‘ by the,” at the end of line 21, by striking out © >ec- 
retary of the Interior” and inserting ‘‘ Commissioner of the (en- 
eral Land Office.” 
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The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 75, after line 14, to 
insert: 

Transcripts of records and plats, General Land Office: For furnishing 
transcripts of records and plats, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, $5,000: Provided, That copyists employed under 
this appropriation shall beselected by the Secretary of the Interior at a com- 

jensation of $2 per day while actually employed, at such times and for such 
periods as the exigencies of the work may demand. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment, in line 18, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” by striking out “five” and inserting 
‘‘ten;” so as to read ‘*$10,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to further amend the paragraph by 
adding the proviso which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the committee amend- 
ment, at the end of line 22 on page 75, the following: 

Provided further, That this appropriation shall be immediately available 
for the employment of copyists under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, at the rate of compensation named herein, for the purpose of repro- 
ducing from the records of the General Land Office the official records of the 
district land offices at Lakeview, Oreg., and Miles City, Mont., which were 
destroyed by fire May 23 and 24, 1900, respectively. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 75, after line 22, 
to insert: ‘ 

Payment of fees, etc., General Land Office: For the payment of revenue 
stamps, notarial and recording fees on reconveyances of land to the United 
States, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 76, to insert: 

Mineral lands in Montana and Idaho: To complete the examination and 
classification of certain lands within the land grant and indemnity land 
-rant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the Helena and 
Trissoula land districts in the State of Montana and in the Cur d'Alene 
land district in the State of Idaho, with special reference to the mineral or 
nonmineral character of such lands, as authorized by the act of February 26, 
1895 (28 Stats., 683), namely: For the compensation of the commissioners, 
not exceeding fifteen in number, to be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, such compensation not to ex- 
ceed $6 per day for each commissioner while actually engaged in the perform- 
ance of their duties, which amount shall include their transportation and 
subsistence expenses; also for the publication of monthly reportsand for the 
payment of such clerical help as in the opinion of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office may be necessary for the expeditious and economical 
prosecution of the work, $25,000: Provided, That hereafter each commissioner 
shall act ry, and only one commissioner shall examine and report on 
any tract of land, and his examination and report shall have the same force 
and effect af if made by three commissioners, and under this appropriation 
the entire work of examination and classification, including the publication 
of notices and all other expenses therewith connected, shall be completed. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CaRTER], 
who is interested in this amendment, is absent in the Committee 
on A room engaged on the deficiency appropriation 
bill. Solask that the amendment may be passed over for the 

resent. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will have his right to do so. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. If it is passed over and I am not present, 
I wish to be notified, so that I can make the point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will see that the Senator has an opportunity 
of doing that. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead of ‘*Sur- 
veying the public lands,” on page 78, line 20, after the word 
“select,” to insert ‘tor by such competent surveyors as he may 
authorize the surveyor-general to select;” so as to read: 


And of the sum hereby appropriated there may be expended such an 
amount as the Commissioner of the General Land Office may deem mepaeaey 
for examination of public surveys in the several surveying districts, by suc 
competent surveyors as the Secretary of the Interior may select, or by such 
competent surveyors as he may authorize the surveyor-general to select, in 
order to test the accuracy of the work in the field, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 7, after the word 
“including,” to strike out ‘‘the expense of an examination of 
the survey in the field, the rate of compensation per mile to the 
Surveyor to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, the same to 
include;” so as to make the clause read: 

For the ascertainment, survey, marking, and permanent establishment of 
the boundary line between the Siate of Utah and the Territory of Arizona, 


being that portion of the parallel of 37° of north latitude lying between the 


thirty-second i - 
ton, aaa and thirty-seventh degrees of longitude west from Washing 


ted distance of 277 miles, including the cost of the preparation 
of the plats and field notes of the earvey in triplicate, $22,300. » 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment, was at the end of the same clause, on page 


XXXITI——382 


I wish to make a point of order against 
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80, line 12, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert “said survey to be 
made by the Coast and Geodetic Survey.” 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
in charge of the bill, the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, whatis the object and purpose of this amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator refer to the words proposed 
to be inserted which are in italics? 

Mr. CLARK. The amendment in italics and the amendment 
striking out the House provision in lines 7, 8, 9, and 10 of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The portion of the House bill stricken out by 
the amendment not in italics has been agreed to. The object of 
the amendment is to have an accurate and careful triangulation 
of this boundary, rather than to have it done by a surveyor who 
may not have the opportunity or the necessary instrumentalities 
to make an accurate survey. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I perhaps have a wrong idea of 
these matters, but for all practical purposes in the State repre- 
sented by the chairman of the committee and in the other great 
public land States, the accuracy of the surveys by the Land De- 
partment have never been questioned; and it seems to me that the 
Interior Department is fully qualified at this time to proceed with 
its own surveys, So far as I know or am informed there has been 
but one line run by the Coast and Geodetic Survey. That is the 
line, if I am correct—and if I am not, the Senator will correct 
me—of the eastern boundary of California, the diagonal line run- 
ning about two-thirds of the way up the State from southeast to 
northwest. Iam further informed that that line, while perhaps 
accurate, has not given the benefit to the country it was supposed 
it would give; in other words, that line was not tied in any point 
or in any place to — surveys made by the Land Department 
that has in charge the control and the disposal of the public lands 
of the United States. 

Why we should go into the Treasury Department to get a sur- 
vey of lands which are under the control of the Interior Depart- 
ment is something that [ am unable, in my ignorance perhaps, 
to understand or comprehend, But I do see some difficulty. I 
have seen, as other Senators from the West have seen, the diffi- 
culty of taking the public-land system of this country out of the 
Department that has been charged with it and out of the Depart- 
ment to which it properly belongs. I have heard no complaints 
of the accuracy of the surveys that have been made by the Inte- 
rior Department—I doubt if we shall hear any—and I have no 
question but that the Interior Department is fully as capable, with 
the men at its command, to run this line between the Territory 
of Arizonaand the State of Utah as the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
It will occur to Senators that the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
has already reached out and has taken fromthe Navy Department 
the survey of the islands which we have acquired. It, like cer- 
tain other departments of this Government, is inclined to reach 
out and take in everything that it can get. Wein the West have 
had some trouble with other departments or bureaus of the Gov- 
ernment. We have had trouble with the Geological Survey. 
In the goodness of our hearts we turned over to the Geological 
Survey two years ago all of our forestreserves. We turned over to 
the Geological Survey the survey of those forest reserves. We 
gave them a million dollars in hard cash tomake them, and so far 
as lknow not a line has been run, although the money perhaps has 
all been expended. But the consequence of turning this over 
from the Land Department and the Interior Department of this 
Government—I speak of my own State—is that its development 
had been almost stopped, and there are railroads now seeking 
entrance into my State that were absolutely debarred from build- 
ing a line into one of the best agricultural districts of the Rocky 
Mountains by the neglect of this same Geological Survey. 

I believe that the Land Department of this Government, the 
Interior Department, is fully qualified to make this survey. The 
Senator says we want one scientifically made; that we want it 
made by people who are competent to make a survey. The Sen- 
ator is surely aware of the fact that in the Interior Department 
are competent engineers and surveyors. He is surely aware of 
the fact that upon appropriation bills of which he has had charge 
we have appropriated for the Land Department for the choicest 
instruments for surveying that any Department of this Govern- 
ment has, and it seems to me the Senate ought to hesitate before it 
turns over to the Treasury Department work for which the Treas- 
ury Department officials will have to report to the Interior De- 
partment. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment may be passed over 
for the present. This has no relation to the public lands. It is 
the survey of the boundary between a State and a Territory, I 
ask that it may be passed over for the present. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have an amendment to offer to come 
in after line 13, page 80, 1 will ask the Senator if he is willing to 
have it considered at this time, or whether he prefers that it shall 
go over? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ment been printed? 


Will the Senator withholdit? Hasthe amend- 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow it to be printed? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will offer the amendment, and let it be 
printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be printed and lie on the 
tab'e. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that it may be passed over forthe present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ithout objection, bothamend- 
ments will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know the Senator from Iowa is anxious to 
get this bill finished so far as the reading goes, and I would not 
delay it for a moment except that it is very opportune for me to 
make a brief statement in connection with the General Land Office 
and the Interior Department in connection with the public lands 
and the surveying thereof, and I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Wyoming. 

He has just a moment ago said some very complimentary things 
about the surveying department of the General Land Office in 
connection with the public lands. I will relate an incident that 
came under my observation to illustrate what I think of the status 
in that department. In 1858 or 1859 a gentleman from my State 
entered two smal! tracts of land in Florida, two quarter sections, 
I think. 

He paid his money, got his receipt, but he did not get his pat- 
ent. He has been trying for the last fifteen years, by correspond- 
ence of one kind and another, to get either his money back or to 
get a title, and 1 have in the last three years made two or three 
visits to the Land Office. I have gone from one department of it 
to another, tracking about, and es np this clerk and that 
chief of a bureau or department, etc.; and I have had half a dozen 
letters; and if there is a circumlocution office under the sun, it is 
the General Land Office. That gentleman can not get his money 
and he can not get his title, and the excuse that is given is that 
the surveyor-general of Florida has never yet decided whether 
that land is in the old Spanish grant that was made toa man 
named Arredondo or outside. They have had that land surveyed, 
or pretended to have had it surveyed, and they have paid money 
to have it surveyed at least three times, and the survey has been 
rejected because of its imperfections. The condition right now 
is that this man, forty years ago having paid money to the United 
States, can not get a title because of the incapacity or the laziness 
or the indifference of the Land Office. 

Mr. CLARK. If the Senator from South Carolina will send 
for a Wyoming surveyor, or any man who is surveying under the 
Government in the Rocky Mountains or any of the public-land 
States, he will get a survey that will stand the scrutiny even of 
the Public Land Office. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am not complaining of the inefficiency of 
the work in the West. I suspect they are doing it admirably out 
there. Iam only s ing about the Land Department and the 
incompetency and the laziness and the indifference with which I 
have been treated. After making as many demands as I have, 
and after visiting and begging, and after making almost a nui- 
sance of ——— in that department, I can not get anything done. 
ew ye we had better take it away from there and give it to some- 

else. 
r. HANSBROUGH. I will ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if there is not some question as to title? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not a bit. They acknowledge the receipt of 
the money, and have his name on file as having paid the money 
at the Gainesville land office in 1858. Thereis no question of title 
or of his identity. It is a question of not surveying this old Span- 
ish grant to see whether the land is inside or out of it, and they 
will not do it. 

Mr. CLARK. Just one word, as the Senator from South Caro- 
lina addressed his remarks to me. We are all aware of the fact 
that a great deal of confusion has existed in this country, both in 
the South and West, from the adjustment of Spanish land grants. 
We are all aware further that a Government survey, in order to 
be accurate, must be anchored to some base line or meridian. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator well knows that ‘the Florida 
jands have all been surveyed, and they have been platted, and the 
townships and all the base lines and everything connected with 
them are all ey laid down, both on the ground and on the 
map. But this land to be near the border of this old 
Spanish grant, and there is some hitch about it in some way or 
other. I can not explain it fully. I know this: I have gone 
there, I have written there, I have importuned and begged and 
plead to have this man’s money returned to him or that he be 
given title; and they will not do either. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator surely is aware of the fact that 
there is no authority of law for the d Department to refund 
any money. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is authority for them to have the sur- 
veyor-general survey something or quit drawing money for it. 
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Mr. CLARK. The Senator is surely aware of the fact tha: 
money can be refunded except by a special act ef Congress 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yet here are three or four hundred thous 
dollars appropriated in bulk for surveys, and they are unde; 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior and of the Commissi 
of the General Land Office, and the money is appropriated 
specific work that is necessary to locate the public lands. 'T) 
an abuse. I am not undertaking now to interfere with any{| 
the Senator wants done out yonder. I am merely bringins 
attention of the Senate to the fact that here is a special ca 
which I have endeavored three or four times in person, and | 
say,a@ half a dozen times by letter, to get my constituent his m 
back or title, and they will not do either. 

Mr. CLARK, If, as the Senator states, a citizen of Florid 
any other place has got money in the Treasury of the Un 
States that rightfully belongs to him, if the matter is brought ; 
the attention of the proper committee of Congress I have no doy); 
the money will be refunded; but the Interior Department and ; 
Land Department ought not to be censured in the Senate of { 
United States or elsewhere for not doing that thing which ¢)o\ 
have no authority of law todo. Thatisall Ihavetosay. | 
have no authority to refund the money. The Senator knows ; 
and yet he is complaining. 

Mr, TILLMAN. They have authority to survey the land. |; 
has been ordered surveyed three or four times, and they haye 
stated to me that they have rejected the survey on the ground 
that it was not properly done; and yet they have taken money { 
this land. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator wants to get some new sury 
down there. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Either some new surveyors or bad on 
give this man his money back or his title. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead ‘ United 
States Geological Survey,” on page 81, line 13, to increase the ap- 
priation for topographic surveys in various portions of the United 
States, from $240,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 24, to increase t] 
appropriation for chemical and physical researches relating tot 
geology of the United States, from $7,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 15, to increase thy 
appropriation for gauging the streams and determining the wat: 
supply of the United States, including the investigation of wider- 
ground currents and artesian wells in arid and semiarid sections, 
etc., from $50,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest that the amendment g6 over with 
the other amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two amendments? 

Mr. ALLISON. The two paragraphs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘The two paragraphs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have an amendment that I want to offer to 
that paragraph, and I trust the Senator when he calls it up will 
let me know. I have been sitting here all the afternoon to offer 
an amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly I will. The reason why I ask 
that it may be passed over is that there are some Senators who 
think the provision of the Houseought to stand. There are othit 
Senators who think it ought to be more largely increased. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam one of those. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the Senator is one of those. _ 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Iowa does not think 
Iam one ofthem. I think it ought to go ont altogether. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not intend to include the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from North Carolina and the 
Senator from Iowa and I can probably arrange to present our 
motions at the same time and reach perhaps some conclusion 
upon it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 82, line ~1. ‘0 
increase the total appropriation for the United States Geologicil 
Survey from $802,100 to $865,100. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This amendment ought to go over, to. 

Mr, ALLISON. I ask that the amendment, which is a tot, 
embracing the amendment which has already been passed ove', 
may be passed over. . 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It will be passed over. 

Mr. CLARK. By becantees of the chairman I offer an amend- 
ment, which I ask may be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. : 
The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment 0! 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘“‘Ex- 


penses Twelfth Census,” on page 83, line 7, after the word ‘‘ex- | 


pended,” to insert: ' 

Including $2,500 per annum to the appointment clerk, which sum is hereby 
fixed as the annual salary of the office. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For salaries and necessary expenses for taking and compiling the results 
of the Twelfth Census, In accordance with the act of March 3, 1899, providing 
for the Twelfth and subsequent censuses, and amendments thereto, $9,000,000, 
to continue available until expended, including $2,500 per annum to the ap- 
pointment clerk, which sum is hereby fixed as the annual salary of the office. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 5, before the word 
‘‘and,” to strike ont * For construction of bridges and trails and 
improvement of roads” and insert ‘‘ For protection of the park, 
and the construction and repair of bridges, fences, and trails, and 
improvement of roads;” and in line7, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
tostrike out ‘“*four” and insert ‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improvement of the Sequoia National Park: For protection of the park, 
and the construction and tm of bridges, fences, and trails, and improve- 
ment of roads; and for providing a water supply for the cavalry camp, to be 
expended under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 5, to insert: 

For the purchase, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, at a 
total cost not exceeding $210,000, of not less than 140 acres of land adjoining 
the present building site, $210,000: Provided, That if said amount of land can 
not be purchased for said amount or fora less sum, the amount herein ap- 
propriated shall be applied to the construction of buildings for special classes 


of patients on the present grounds of the hospital, suitable for the extension 


as herein proposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task that this amendment and the one imme- 
diately following may be passed over. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I was about to ask the chairman of the 
committee to have these amendments passed over, and I want to 
give notice that unless I change my mind I shall make a point of 
order against the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendments will be passed 


over, 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently said: I should like to know 
what was done with the amendment on page 87 in regard to the 
purchase of land? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is what I wanted to have 
with it. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 87, after line 15, 
to insert: 

That the subdivision of Pencote Heights, in the District of Columbia, be, 
and thesame is hereby, revoked and annulled. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. At the request of the Senator 
from lowa, the amendment will be passed over. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I offer an amendment to be inserted in the 
bill, which I ask to have printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


done 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 88, line 10, after 


the word “specified,” to strike out ‘‘upon lands already owned 
by the Government, or upon such suitable lands as may be do- 
nated to the Government within the District of Columbia for that 
purpose;” so as to make the clause read: 

The board of visitors and the superintendent shall prepare plans, specifi- 
cations, and estimates for an extension of the hospital sufficient to provide for 
1,000 pationte, Said extension shall be of fireproof construction, and suitable 
for all special classes of acute insanity. Said plans shall include all necessary 
domestic buildings and all buildin uired for the proper care of 1,000 pa- 
tients and the uisite nurses and employees, and shall approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. The total cost of all the buildings, machinery, and 
equipment, including heating, — . sewe , and water supply, under 
said plans shall not exceed ,000, within which sum and under such plans 
the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to enter into contract or con- 
tracts for the extension of the hospital as herein specified, toward which, in- 
cluding the expense of the propeeeiin of plans and specifications, there is 
hereby appropriated the sum of $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ask that the amendment may be passed over, 


- this amendment depends upon the other two, or at least one of 
em, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 88, line 20, after 
the word “ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the number of beneficiaries in said institution, authorized 
by the act of August 13, 1890, to be received from the several States and Ter- 
ritories, is hereby increased from 60 to 100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Under the War 
Department,” on page 90, after line 14, to insert: 


For repairs of wing dam of Rock Island Arsenal water power, deepening 


toe een of Ser pains ond Government dams of said ow er above and bel ww 
z nection throu slough south of the is , $97,000, to remain avail- 
able until used, or ctherwine directed by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 92, to insert 

Watertown Arsenal, Watertown, Mass.: For the 
around the Watert l OU, or so Dn h 
sary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 9, to insert 

Schuylkill Arsenal, Philadelphia. Pa.: For: 
building for storage purposes, $63,000 

For roofing over and putting floors in the « ird of the present N } 
fireproof building to provide storage and boxing and shipping space, $1 A 

For rearrangement of the inspecting and issuin 


ig department, $6,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 


mola 
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wn Arsenal, $12, 


mstruction of anewf I 


The next amendment was, in the items for Executive Mansion 
and grounds, on page 95, line 5, after the word ‘ dollars,” to i 
sert ‘‘to be immediately available;” so as to make the clause rea 


For construction of an iron and brick storehouse at the nursery, and 
each and every purpose connected therewith, $6,500, to be immediately ay 
able 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, after line 10, to invert 

That the President of the United Statesis hereby authorized to appoint an 
architect and a landscape architect, each of conspicuous ability in hi 
sion, to be associated with the Chief of Engineers of 
to make an examination and to report to Congress 
December, 1900, plans for the enlargement of the 
treatment of that section of the District of Columbia situated south of 
sylvania avenue and north of B street SW., and for a suitable cont 
between the Potomac and the Zoological parks. 

For services and expenses incident to said examination and report, $10, 
to be disbursed under the control of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEWART. Let that amendment be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the request of the Senator from Nevada 
and other Senators, [ ask that the amendment may be passed over 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 2, after the word 
**dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available; ” 
the clause read: 

Installation of electric power for the service of the 
tion to boiler house, $6,500, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 4, after the word 
**dollars,” to insert ‘to be immediately available; ” s to make 
the clause read: 

For one dynamo and connections, incl 
$20,000, to be Immediately available 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘ Military posts,” 
on page 100, line 1, before the word ‘‘ of,” to strike out ** Toward 
construction ” and inseit ‘* For repairs;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For repairs of barracks and quarters for troops at 
Kans., $30,000. 


+ profes 
the United Stat Army 
m the first Monday 
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Monument: For add 
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uding installation of new 


Fort Leavenworth 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, line 4, after the word 
‘*system,” to insert ‘‘ and for roads, walks, and grading:” and in 
line 6, before the word ‘ thousand,” to strike out “thirty” and 
insert ‘‘ fifty; so as to make the clause read: 

Toward construction of water and sewer system and for roads, walks, 
and grading at military post at Bismarck, N. Dak., $50,000 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 6, to strike 
out: 

Toward construction of additional stables at Fort Riley, Kans., $30,000. 


Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to pass over the committee amendment striking out lines 
7 and 8 until we can have an opportunity to consult with regard 
to the necessity for retaining the provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree to have it passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 100, after line 8, to insert: 

For buildings and other necessary improvements at the military post of 
Fort Meade, 8. Dak., $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 11, to insert: 

For continuing work of rebuilding quarters, and for rebuilding regimental 
guardhouse at Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo., $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, after line 
out: 

Whipple Barracks improvement, etc.: For the rebuilding 
ment of Whipple Barracks, in Arizona, $50,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The néxt amendment was, on page i01, line 21, after the word 
‘*the,” to strike out ‘‘construction;” in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘repair,” to strike out the comma; in line 22, before the 


16, to strike 


and improve 
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word ‘‘roads,” to insert ‘‘existing;” in line 25, after the word 
‘*which,” to insert: 

Amount $5,000 shall be immediately available for the repair of roads: Pro- 
vided, That of this. 

On page 102, line 1, after the word ‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘or so 
much thereof as may be necessary;” in line 8, after the words 
** Yellowstone Lake,” to insert: 

Provided further, That road extensions and improvements shall hereafter 
be made in said park under and in harmony with a general plan of roads and 
improvements to be approved by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the repair and main- 
tenance of existing roads and bridges and improvement and protection of 
the Yellowstone National Park, to be‘expended by and under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, $60,000, of which amount $5,000 shall be immediately 
available for the repair of roads: Provided, That of this amount $20,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used in the construction of a 
wagon road and the necessary bridges through the Yellowstone Park Timber 
Reserve along the North Fork of the Stinking-water or Shoshone River and 
through the Yellowstone Park by way of the Jones Creek trail or other most 
practicable route toa point on the Yellowstone River near where said river 
flows from Yellowstone Lake: Provided further, That road extensions and 
improvements shall hereafter be made in said park under and in harmony 
with a general plan of roads and improvements to be approved by the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army. 


/ The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 104, line 3, after the word 
‘** dollars,” to insert: 


Of which amount the sum of $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, in addition to the amounts hereto- 
fore appropriated for that purpose, may be used in the purchase of lands asa 
part of the site of said park. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Vicksburg National met st Park: For continuing the work of establish- 
ing the Vicksburg National Military Park; for the compensation of three 


civilian commissioners, the secretary, assistant secretary, and assistant to | 


the commissioners; for clerical and other services, labor, iron gun carriages, 


monuments, markers, and historical tablets; maps and surveys; roads, | 


bridges, restoration of earthworks, purchase and transportation of supplies 
and materials; these and other necessary expenses, $65,000, of which amount 
the sum of $6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, in addition to the amounts heretofore appropriated 
for that perpese, may be used in the purchase of lands as a part of the site of 
said park. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Engineer Depart- 
ment,” on page 104, after line 9, to strike out: 

For constructing jetties and other works at South Pass, Mississippi River: 


To enable the Secretary of War to pay to the legal representatives of James 
B. Eads, deceased, the second moiety of the sum of $1,000,000 retained by the 


| 


| 
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| priation $100,000, so as to supply two dredges; but it was manifest 





United States under the act of March 3, 1875 (first section on page 465 of Eigh- | 


teenth Statutes), to be paid, all or in part,on the expiration of twenty years’ 
maintenance of the channel, $500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War 
shall withhold so much of the sum _ hereby appropriated as shall equal the 
amount expended or to be expended under the act to provide for closing the 
‘revasse in Pass a Loutre, approved February 26, 1597, until the question 
whether the responsibility for closing said crevasse rests upon the legal rep- 
resentatives ona associates of the said James B. Eads has been determined 
in their favor by the Attorney-General, or judicially or otherwise legally 
determined in their favor, as provided for in the last-mentioned act. 


And insert: 


The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and empowered, in case any 
unusual obstruction to navigation in the channel of South Pass, Mississippi 
River, should occur during the fiscal year 1901, to use any dredges or tug- 
boats of the Mississippi River Commission for the purpose of removing the 
same. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
over. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have an amendment to offer to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not observe the Senator from Louisiana 
to be present. Let it be acted upon. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I offer an amendment to the amendment. — 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment in- 
sert: 

And the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, to be expended in the discretion of the Seeretary of War in 
improving or altering such dredge or dredges so as to make the same avail- 
able for use in said South Pass. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I understand? 

Mr. CAFFERY, Yes, sir; it was reported from that com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 107, line 25, after the word “ dollars,” to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the so-called East Channel across Sandy Hook Bar, New 
York Harbor, for the aaprovensnat of which provision was made by the river 


and mans yor act approved March 3, 1899, shall hereafter be knowns Ambrose 
Channel. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


I ask that that amendment may be passed 
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The next amendment was, on page 110, line 5, before the word 
“dredges,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert *‘one or more;” and in 
line 6, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and in. 
sert ‘‘two;” soas to make the clause read: 

Improving passes of the Mississippi River: For completing improve) 
by constructing sill across Pass a Loutre and by constructing and rat 
one or more dredges, $200,000. j 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I object to the amendmen} 
the committee in reducing that appropriation from $300,\009 ¢ 
$200,000. I have been informed that the price of dredges his ¢ 
up so much recently that the amount of $200,000 is not sufficient 
to construct such a dredge as is necessary to operate in that 
channel. The original sum I think ought to remain, for the rey- 
son that we had appropriated $300,000 for dredges in the last river 
and harbor bill, since which period such an advance has been 1 
in all materials for the construction of dredges that $200.00 
now insufficient for a good dredge or one suitable to operate i) 
that pass, 

Mr. ALLISON. I am willing that this amendment shall | 
passed over for to-day. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment was inserted at the requ 
of the Chief of Engineers, who informed us that it would he im. 
pa to use it under the phraseology placed in the bill by the 

fouse, as the House had provided for two dredges and appropri- 
ated only $300,000. We would be willing to increase the appro- 
that if $300,000 were appropriated to buy dredges, none of the 
money could be expended, because $300,000 would not buy them. 
I will allow the amendment to be passed over, so that we muy deal 
with it later on. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The appropriation embraces more than that, 
for it is not only for the construction of a dredge, but it is for 

utting down a sillin that pass. I suggest to the Senator from 
owa that the construction of the two dredges is in contemplation 
of the work to be made at Southwest Pass, for which there has 
been a survey and a recommendation by the officer of the Engi- 
neer Corps of the Army that two dredges are absolutely nec- 
essary. I would be very much obliged to the Senator if he would 


| agree to increase the appropriation to $500,000 for two dredges. 


Mr. ALLISON. I can not consent to that to-night. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I understand that the amendment goes over 
until Monday. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
There was an amendment offered in regard to the fees of attor- 
neys. That is not in this bill as reported, 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the bill as it passed the House. I will 
say to the Senator that an amendment to that provision or any 
discussion respecting it will not be in order until after the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of. The committee have inade 
no amendment thus far to that paragraph, but any amendment 
will be in order after the committee amendments are disposed of, 

Mr. MASON. I understand; but I was simply asking jor in- 
formation whether it had been passed in this bill. 

‘ _ ALLISON, It has been read, but not considered, in this 
ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 112, line 
24, after the word “dollars,” to insert: 


The amendment will be passed 


The reading of the bill will 


To be done by contract or otherwise, as in the judgment of the Secretary 
of War may be most economical and advantageous to the Government. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Upper White River, Arkansas: For continuing improveme! 
by the construction of Lock and Dam No. 2, $150,000, to be done by contract or 
otherwise, as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be most econom- 
ical and advantageous to the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 9, to insert: 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Im poving the piiestostens River: For continuing improvement of M 
sippi River from Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio Riv: 
ing salaries and clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous expenses 0! 
Mississippi River Commission, $2,500,000. 

Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio, River t 
St. Paul, Minn.: For as, improvement from the mouth of the Uh 
River to St. Paul, Minn., $250,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 19, to insert: 
MISSOURI RIVER. 


For improving the Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, lowa: 
For continuing the improvement, including salaries and expenses of the Mis- 
souri River Commission, $250,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
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Secretary of War in the improvement of the river at such localities as may 
be absolutely necessary in order to preserve existing improvements and to 
revent threatened damage near Rulo, Nebr., and other points; said work to 
e done according to plans and specifications to be made by the Missouri 
River Commission and approved by the Chief of Engineers: Provided, That 
the Secretary of War is authorized in his discretion to expend for im- 
srovement of the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa, so much as he may 
voem advisable, not to exceed $20,000, of the appropriation of $170,000 made 
by the act approved March 3, 1899, for improving the Missouri River above 
Sioux City to and including Bismarck, and the sum of $10,000 additional to 
the amount alread eppersones from the said appropriation of $170,000 for 
improving the said river at Elk Point, 8. Dak., shall be expended at that 
place. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. lIask the Senator from Iowa if he will 
not consent to have this amendment under the heading ‘‘ Mis- 
souri River” go over? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will allow it to be passed over, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, after line 17, to insert: 


COLUMBIA RIVER. 


For the repair and improvement of the jetty at the mouth of Columbia 
River, Oregon and Washington, including repairs to wharves, approaches, 
tramway, plant, quarters, and buildings, and contingent expenses, $250,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield now to the Senator from Colorado, who 
has kindly waited for some time that we might reach the items 
under the heading ‘‘ National cemeteries.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After tive minutes spent in 
executive business the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
85 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 28, 
1900, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Forty-eighth Infantry. 


Sergt. Maj. Frederick McC. Smith, Thirty-eighth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 24, 1900, 
vice Thomason, appointed captain. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


E. R. Stackable, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Hawaii, in the Territory of Hawaii. 





CONFIRMATIONS, 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1900. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


_ William R, Edwards, of Fargo, N. Dak., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Rampart City, Alaska. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-third Infantry. 


Sergt. Lamar G. Humphry, Company B, Thirty-third Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 22, 1900. 


Forty-seventh Infantry. 


| County, Va., at any point within 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 26, 1900. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by its Clerk, 
Hon, ALEXANDER McDowWELL, who announced that the Speaker 
had designated as Speaker pro tempore for this day Hon. JOHN 
DALZELL, of Pennsylvania. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 


ANTI-CANTEEN BILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. 
PaRKER of New Jersey may have leave to file a minority report 
on the bill known as the anti-canteen bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. For how long? 

Mr. HOLL. To-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the gentieman from New Jersey | Mr. 
PARKER] may have leave to file a minority report on the bill 
known as the anti-canteen bill. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which is on the Clerk's 
desk. I will state that it is a resolution to permit the Clerk to 
correct an error in the conference report on the Indian appropri- 
ation bill adopted day before yesterday. The Clerk inadvertently 
referred to the Senate amendment instead of the engrossed copy 
of the bill. This resolution simply corrects that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Clerk be authorized, in the enrollment of H. R. 7433, “An act making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,”’ to strike out, in lines 12 


and 13, page 55, of the engrossed bill, ‘‘upon the reservation” and insert ‘at 
reservation or industrial schools.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman how 
far the bill has progressed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conference report has been agreed upon 
in both Houses, but the Clerk referred to the Senate amendment, 
rather than the engrossed copy of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the bill been enrolled? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, no; it is inthe hands of the Clerk, and it 
is at the Clerk's request that this resolution is offered.” 

The resolution was agreed to, 


DAM ACROSS NEW RIVER, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11281) permitting building 
a dam across New River. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted toF. H. 
Fries and W. ©. Ruffin, of the State of North Carolina, their successors and 
assigns, to erect, construct, and maintain across New River, in Grayson 
2 miles of the mouth of Stevens Creek, a 
dam and all other works necessarily incident thereto for water-power pur 
poses: Provided, That the said F. H. Fries and W. C. Ruffin, their successors 
and assigns, shall make, at their own expense, such change and modification 
ot the said dam as the Secretary of War may from time to time direct in the 
interests of the navigation of said river: Provided further, That ladders suit 
able for the passage of fish over the said dam shall be constructed and main- 


~ 


| tained by the said parties, their successors and assigns, as may from time to 


Battalion Sergt. Maj. Starkey Y. Britt, Forty-seventh Infantry, 
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United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 


POSTMASTERS, 


Henry Allen Talbot, to bepostmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles E. Brady, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 

George D, Libby, to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine. 

Belle Nance, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of South Carolina. 

James W. Johnson, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Marion and State of South Carolina. 


W. 58. Rice, to be postmaster at Carmi, in the county of White 
and State of Illinois, 


1900, 


time be required by the United States Fish Commissioner: Provided further, 
That in case any litigation arises from the obstruction of the channel by the 
said dam, or works appurtenant thereto, that the same may be tried in the 
courts of the United States having proper jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall become null and void unless the dam herein au- 
thorized shall be commenced within two years and completed within five 
years of the date hereof. 

With the following amendment recommended by the committee: 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire whether this bill has the 
unanimous report of any committee? 

Mr. OTEY. It has. 

Mr. PAYNE. And whether the Secretary of War agrees to it? 

Mr. OTEY. The report of the Secretary of War is there, and 
his amendment is included in the amendment proposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being read the third time, it was passed. 


[After a 
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On motion of Mr. OTEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REPRINT. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that the 
report on House resolution 138 and House bill 10539 are sub- 
stantially exhausted. It is the resolution and bill relating to 
the anti-trust legislation. As that matter is to come up soon, 
members find themselves without a report, and I ask unanimous 
consent that a reprint may be had of the usual number of the 
majority report and also the views of the minority, 

Mr. TERRY. On both the bill and the resolution? 

Mr. RAY of New York. On both the resolution and the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent for a reprint of the report of the majority 
and the views of the minority on the anti-trust bill and also of 
the resolution. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered, 


POSTAL ADMINISTRATION IN CUBA, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. On behalf of the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, I ask immediate consideration of the resolution 
which I sent to the desk, reported by the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas it is stated that E. G. Rathbone, director of posts in Cuba, made 
a report to the Postmaster-General of the United States on April 23, 1900, in 
which ne stated that the postal accounts of postal officials in Cuba were cor- 
rect; an 

Whereas it is stated in the public prints that the postal inspectors of the 
Cuban postal service had not made any inspection on reports of that date: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General of the United Stated be requested 
to inform the House of Representatives whether E. G. Rathbone, director of 
posts in Cuba, did, on April 23, 1900, or thereabouts, make such a report, and 
what said report contained; and to further inform the House of Representa- 
tives whether such report pacpore to be based on reports made to E. G. 
Kathbone by postal inspectors in Cuba, and whether the Postmaster-General 
has any information as to whether said postal inspectors in Cuba ever made 
such reports to E. G. Rathbone, director of posts in Cuba. 


The report of the committee recommending that the resolution 

ss was read, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to inquire whether this is a unani- 
mous report from the Committee on Insular Affairs? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
to the resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
for the answer to this resolution? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly not; we can never do that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Just one moment, Mr. 
Speaker. Congress is pe adjourn in a short time; and I 
think something ought to inserted in this resolution which 
would give us a report before we adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A Cabinet officer is supposed to know as much 
about.when Congress will adjourn as any member; and it would 
be an unprecedented thing to fix the time within which such an 
officer of the Government shall be required to make return to a 
resolution of this kind. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why should the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
Hopkins} waste any time on this matter? The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has got into the Recorp this morning, and thav is 
enough. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 1 appre- 
ciate the fact that the gentleman from New York gets into the 
RECORD every day; and of course I refuse to be put into the cate- 
gory where the gentleman has just sought to place me. I am 
perfectly honest in this request. Jt seems to me if any informa- 
tion of this kind is to be obtained it ought to be presented to Con- 
gress before we adjourn, and I can see no harm in asking that 
that be done. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can the gentleman from Massachusetts state 
to the House about what time he thinks the information can be 
furnished? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachussetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 
think the information ought to be available within a very short 
time, and I see no reason why we should not have the informa- 
tion before we get away from here. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is utterly impractical to fix any time. 

Mr. MADDOX rose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. I simply wish to say that this resolution was 
introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and is re- 
»orted back in exactly the same language in which it was intro- 

uced, without changing a word. It is in just the form that the 
gentleman from Virginia desired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Regardless of the ques- 
tion who introduced the resolution, I think we ought to have the 
information before we adjourn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. We do not know that we can get it, 


Is there no date fixed 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
practicable, to get it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and the question being 
taken on agreeing to the resolution, it was agreed to, , 


We ought to try, if 


I do not yield further. I call for 


PAYMENTS FROM REVENUES OF CUBA AND PORTO RICO, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I send to the desk a privileged 
resolution, reported back from the Committee on Insular Affairs 
with a substitute. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to report to tl 
House of Representatives the following information: 

First. Whether any officer of the Army of the United States who is n 
or who has been, on duty either in Cuba or Porto Rico, since the date of + 
declaration of war by the United States against Spain, has had furnished ¢ 
him, by any — or authority, any quarters other than such quarters 
such officer is entitled under the law to receive. If so, what is the nar 
and rank of each officer so furnished with such quarters, and what quarter 
in each such instance have been so furnished. 

Second. What rent has been paid in each instance for quarters thus { 
— to officers of the Army during said period either in Cuba or Po) 

ico. 

Third. What amounts have been expended in each instance in repairiny, 
refitting, or improving gay quarters oceupied by any cfficer of the United 
States Army on duty in Cuba or Porto Rico during said period, and for whic} 
— each instance was such quarters thus repaired, refitted, and i 
proved. 

Fourth. What amounts have been expended in each instance in furnish 
or decorating any quarters occupied by any officer of the United States Ari 
in Cuba or Porto Rico during said period, what was the character of s\ 
furnishings and decorations, and for which officer in each instance were th 
quarters thus furnished and decorated. 

Fifth. What amounts have been expended for horses or mules, har: 
vehicles, or equipages of any kind to be used by any officer of the Un 
States Army on duty in Cubaor Porto Rico during said period, and for wh 
officer in each instance were the horses, mules, harness, vehicles, or othe: 
equipages furnished. 

Sixth. What amounts have been paid for the hire of servants, or as « 
pensation for services rendered, in and about the quarters of any officer 
the United States Army during said period in Cuba or Porto Rico, and 
each instance who was the officer occupying said quartersin and about w 
said servants were employed or said services were rendered. 

Seventh. What amounts have been paid for suppliesof any kind furnished 
to any officer of the United States Army during said period in Cuba or Porto 
Rico, other than the allowances to which such officer is entitled under t 
law: andin each instance who is the oilficer thus receiving such supplics 

Eighth. What amounts have been paid in Cuba in the way of allowa 
and salaries to the commanding general, the heads of the various depa 
ments of the United States military government of Cuba, including all pv: 
sons employed as clerks or otherwise under said government. 

Ninth. What amounts have been paid in Cuba to the officers of the | 
Cuban army, and what amounts, if any, are being paid at the present t 
to said officers. 

Tenth. In each of the expenditures concerning which inquiry is mad 
of what fund was said amount paid. 


The substitute reported by the committee was read, as follows 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to report, in detail, to the 
House of Representatives what payments have been made, and to w 
from the revenues of Cuba and Porto Rico, respectively, to or on accou: 
ofticers of the United States Army and tothe heads of the various depart 
ments of the United States military government of Cuba, and subordinates 
including all pefsons employed as clerks, special agents, architects, and + 
gineers, tor salaries, allowances, or otherwise, including rents, repairs. and 
furnishings, and the necessity therefor, since the treaty of peace with S| 
of April 11, 1899. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the substitute. 

Mr. Cox rose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, t! 
the substitute has been reported unanimously from the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs, the original resolution having been intr 
duced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JonEs], a member 
that committee. 

Mr. COX. Does that include the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, It does not. 

Mr. COX. Now, why not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It includes Cuba and Porto Rico. 
: at es I do not see why it did not include the Philippin 

slands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The original resolution was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones] and i 
covered Cuba and Porto Rico. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will say to the gentleman that the 
original resolution did not include Porto Rico. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS, I have introduced a resolution 
for the Philippines—that is now before the committee. 

Mr. COX. at is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
has asked for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BANK OF PORTO RICO. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimc:s 
consent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 
247, to authorize and empower the Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico 
(Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) to amend its by-laws. 


The question is on agreeing to 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Banco Espaiiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of 
Porto Rico) be, and the said institution is hereby, authorized and empow 
ered to amend article 1 of its by-laws, which said by-laws are referred to in, 
and published with, the royal (Spanish) decree dated May 5, A. D. 1888, grant 
ing a concession to said bank, so as to change its name to that of Banco de 
Puerto Rico (Bank of Porto Rico), and_to substitute for its capital in pesos 
the equivalent in money of the United States at the ratio established by law, 
and to amend artiele 31 of said by-laws, so that to be a councilor of said bank 
it may not be necessary to be a Spaniard, and further to modify and amend 
said by-laws, but always in accordance with oneting law, and subject to the 
approval of the governor of Porto Rico: Provided, That nothing herein con 
tained shall be held to enlarge or to permit the enlargement, in any manner 
or to any extent, of any of the rights, powers, or privileges granted to said 
Banco Espaiiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) by the Govern 
ment of Spain: And provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
be held in any wise to limit or curtail any power which the Government or 
the Congress of the United States possesses in respect of said bank, its pow 
ers, privileges, or franchises. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, were read: 

In line 10 of page 1 of the printed copy of said resolution, anges the 
words “Banco de Puerto Rico” and “Bank of Porto Rico," so that said 
words in said line 10 shall read as follows: “ Bank of Porto Rico (Banco de 
Puerto Rico).” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we should like to have some 
explanation of the object of this resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this Bank of Porto 
Rico, known as the Spanish Bank of Porto Rico, or Banco Espaiiol 
de Puerto Rico, was chartered under royal decree in May, 188s, 
for twenty-five years. ; ' 

The treaty of Paris preserved in express terms the rights grow- 
ing out of property in the islands of Cuba, Porto Rico, and the 
Philippines. This bank has a charter which the Committee on 
Insular Affairs had before it. It is found in Senate Document No. 
197, printed last February. The bank is known as the Spanish 
Bank of Porto Rico. There is also a Spanish Bank of Cuba anda 
Spanish bank in the Philippines. This particular institution de- 
sires to strike the word ‘* 
so as to be known as the Bank of Porto Rico. 
vides that its capital shall be in pesos. 
2,000,000 pesos. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
committee? ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, All right. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the bank desires to change 
its capitalization from pesos to dollars. It also desires to amend 
that article of its by-laws which requires that a councilor, or, as 
we call it, a director, shall be a Spaniard or a naturalized citizen. 
The House will observe that the provisos of the resolution, espe- 
cially the last one, retain in Congress the power which it now 
possesses over the bank and any privilege or concession or fran- 
chises which the bank now owns; so that Congress and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States relinquish nothing whatever con- 
cerning it by the passage of this resolution. 

Now I move the previous question. : 

Mr. COX, Let me ask one question about this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Does this act confer any privilege upon that bank 
which it has not exercised heretofore? 

Mr. LOUD. None whatever. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to that question, I only 
have to call the attention of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Cox| to the last proviso, There are two provisos, and perhaps, 
for the information of the gentleman from Tennessee, I had better 
read them both. I call his particular attention to the phraseology 
of the provisos: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be held to enlarge or to 
permit the enlargement, in any manner or to any extent, of any of the rights, 
Ned or privileges granted to said Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish 
Bank of Porto Rico) by the Government of Spain: And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be held in any wise fo limit or curtail 
any power which the Government or the Congress of the United States pos- 
Sesses in respect of said bank, its powers, privileges, or franchises. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 


Its charter pro- 
It may be as high as 


Is the bill unanimously reported by the 


and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed, 
_On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGES ACKOSS MANATEE RIVER AND GASPARILLA SOUND, 


FLORIDA, 
Mr. DAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9154) granting authority 


to Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railroad Company to build | 
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| railroad bridges across the Manatee River and Gasparilla Sound 
and to lay railroad tracks thereon. , 

The bill was read. It provides that the Alafia, Manatee and 
| Gulf Railroad Company, a railroad corporation organized under 
| the law of Florida, be, and it hereby is, authorized and empow 


ered to construct, maintain, and operate one bridge across each 
the following rivers and bodies of water, al! in the State of Florida: 
The Manatee River froma point at or near Palmetto, in the county 
of Manatee, to a point at or near Braidentown, in said county, and 
| also over and across Gasparilla Sound from a point on the main- 
land, in the county of De Soto, to a point near or opposite thereto 
| at or near the head of north end of Gasparilla Island, and to lay 
| railroad tracks on the said bridges to run trains on same. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just reported? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVEY. I move an amendment, to insert after the word 
**Gulf,” in line 3, the word ‘‘ Coast.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DAVEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
STEAMSHIPS BETWEEN PORTO RICO, 
STATES. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 4615) to facilitate the entry 
of steamships engaged in the coasting trade between Porto Rico 
and the Territory of Hawaii and the United States. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of June 5, 18M, entitled 
“An act to facilitate the entry of steamships," are hereby extended to steam 


ships engaged in trading between ports of Porto Rico and the Territory of 
Hawaii and those of the United States. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE, I should like toask the gentleman if that bill 
has been reported by any committee of the House? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It has been reported by the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate and by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce of the House—a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
| read the third time, and passed. 
| On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ACCOUNTS OF CERTAIN OFFICIALS OF UTAH TERRITORY, 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 3106) relating to the accounts of 
the United States marshal and the clerks of the district courts for 
| the Territory of Utah. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the United States marshals and the 
clerks of the district courts of the Territory of Utah, prior to its admission 
to the Union as a State, shall be held accountable onlv for foes earned in 
United States cases in accordance with the decision of the Attorney-General 
dated December 2, 1891, and they are hereby relieved from making further 
reports of emoluments and are released from furtber liability on their bond 
and the accounting officers are hereby directed toscttie all unadjusted a 
counts of said officers accordingly, aud to readjust and restate all settled 
vccounts of said officers in the same manner and credit them with whatever 
balances may have been or may hereafter be found due the United States on 
h readjustment and restatement. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think that bill ought to have 

some explanation. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I can assure my friend from New 
| York, as well as other members of the House, that this measure 
is entitled to his support. I have examined it carefully, and un- 
hesitatingly say that it should pass. 

It was introduced in the Senate by Senator PLatrT of Connecti 
cut, passed the Senate, and upon reaching the House was r 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, and that committee reported it 
back with the unanimous recommendation that it pass. 

A perusal of the bill shows its purpose, which is to settle and 
adjust the accounts existing between the United States and the 
marshals and clerks of the district courts ‘for the Territory o! 
Utah prior to its admission to the Union as a State.” 

The justice and propriety of this proposed legislation are found 
in the following facts: The clerks and marshals of the district 
courts in the Territory of Utah made returns to the Government 
of the earnings only in United States business. The business 
done for the ‘Territory, and the civil cases, in which the United 
| States was not a party, were not reported in the emolument r 
| turns submitted to the officials at Washington; nor were the ex 
| penses of the clerks and marshals incurred in the Territorial and 
| civil business reported to the Government. 

In other words, these officers of the Government distinguished 
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between such cases and business as were purely governmental in 
character and such as clearly belonged to private persons and the 
Territory of Utah; and in settling with the United States they 
omitted all fees earned, whether collected or not, in the latter 
class, and also received no credit from the Government for the 
additional clerk hire, clerical aid, stationery, etc., rendered neces- 
sary in the performance of these added duties. 

The reports and returns, excluding and omitting the earnings in 
the class of business last referred to, were made not only with the 
approval of the Departments at Washin 
instructions of the Attorney-General of the United States. 

The emolument returns, as stated, were approved by Attorney- 
Generals Garland and Miller and referred to the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury Daperemens, who in turn approved them 
and settled the accounts of the officers in Utah. 

Now, years after, notwithstanding these settlements, and after 
some of the officials concerned are dead and others removed from 
Utah, the Treasury Department reopens the accounts and brings 
suit against some of the former clerks and their bondsmen, and 
states it to be the purpose to commence other suits to recover the 
a charged, whether collected or not, in the civil and Territorial 

yusiness. 

Such a course as this is manifestly unjust. Utah ceased to bea 
Territory with the beginning of 1896. Some of the persons af- 
fected by this action of the Treasury Department have been out of 
office ten years and more. They could not produce the receipts 
and vouchers required nor show the expenditures made in their 
offices for which they would be entitled to credit, even if the Gov- 
ernment were to succeed in the actions now commenced and 
threatened. 

The clerks and marshals acted under the directions and written 
opinions of the chief legal advisers of the Government, They fol- 
lowed the law as it was construed by everyone. 

Now, because the opinions of the Department of Justice are 
held to be erroneous, innocent persons, officials who followed in 
every detail the directions of their superiors and the provisions of 
law as interpreted uniformly and in every part of the United 
States, and their bondsmen are to be harassed and sued, and per- 
haps compelled to pay to the United States amounts earned as 
fees, but never collected. 

This bill relieves the officials from the suits poten and pre- 
vents the bringing of others, It recognizes the validity of the 
settlements made. 

As I understand, the officials in the Treasury Department and 
the Department of Justice do not oppose this measure. I am 
told that similar ‘measures were passed to relieve the clerks and 
marshals in Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma, With this 
brief explanation I am sure no gentleman will object to the con- 


sideration or e of the bill. 

The SPEAKER ro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the billy [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr, K 


G,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DROPPING CERTAIN WIDOWS FROM PENSION ROLL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged 
motion on a resolution of inquiry addressed to the Secretary of 
the Interior. I ask that it be send 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 264. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is harehy soqnastes and di- 
rected to transmit, for the information of the House of Representatives, all 
the papers, official reports, and correspondence on _file relating to the drop- 
ping from the pension roll certain widows; especially the reports and corre- 
spondence from Special Examiners William M. Goodlove, W. 8. Harris, A. W. 
oom. and Gen. J. H. Stibbs, and each of them, relative to said widows; also 
all letters and correspondence by said Stibbs and the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to and with said Stibbs, Harris, Room, Goodlove, and each of them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was intro- 
duced on the 16th of May - the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
Miers} and referred regularly to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. It is a resolution of inquiry which has not been reported, 
and more than a week has elapsed. I move to discharge the com- 
mittee and pass the resolution. t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 move to discharge the committee from 
the further consideration and theresolution. The gentleman 
from Indiana asked me to make this motion. : 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would like toask what 
is the occasion for this inquiry? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not give the information, because 
I am not in possession of it. I have been informed that the cor- 
respondence is such as the House ought to have the benefit of 
and this simply asks for the correspondence between these speci 
examiners and the Commissioner of Pensions. 


n, but under the positive | 
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Mr. RAY of New York. DolI understand that this resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On the 16th of May, 

Mr. RAY of New York, And a week has passed by and they 
have made no report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, That is right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, has any inquiry been made as 
to why it has not been reported? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, { have not made any. The resolution 
was regularly referred on the 16th day of May, and it has not been 
yy 
: fr. RAY of New York. May I ask who introduced the reso- 

ution? 
sone RICHARDSON, The gentleman from Indiana {Mr, 

[ERS]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is he a member of the committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He is a member of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and istemporarily out of the House, and he asked 
me to make this motion. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, if we are to pass 
this resolution, which was referred to a committee of which the 
gentleman is a member, we ought to have some explanation from 
the committee as to the cause of the delay. It may be that the reso- 
lution did not reach the committee the day it was introduced. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The chairman of that committee ig 
now here, and I would like to hear something from him about it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to hear the resolution reported. 

The SPEAKER protempore, Without objection, the resolution 
will be again read. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am informed at 
this time by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
that that resolution has been before the committee, and that the 
chairman has written to the Secretary for information in regard 
to it as preliminary to a report; and therefore it does seem to me 
that this resolution ought not to be considered under those cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. PAYNE. And that has been done on an understanding 
with and by the consent of the gentleman from Indiana, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this 
debate is proceeding by unanimous consent. The motion is not 
debatable. 

Mr. PAYNE. Weare trying to get at the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand now the chairman of the 
committee to say that the a in reporting this resolution has 
been at the request of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mirrs}. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, Isay that with his assent it is a fact that 
I have written a letter in behalf of the committee asking the Sec- 
retary to report the facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I have no desire to press the resolution 
under that statement. The gentleman from Indiana was called 
away from the House two days ago, and asked me when the week 
expired to make this motion; and that is the reason [ make it. 
Now, I am wi ing to let it lay over until Monday, and perhaps 
the gentleman will return by that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman withdraws the 
resolution. 


SECTION 4414, TITLE LII, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 4414, Title LII, Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4414, Title LIT, of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States,as amended by the acts of Congress approved March | and 
2, 1895, be amended by inserting therein the words * Toledo, Ohio,” after the 
words * Mobile, Ala.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. What is it about, anyhow? 

Mr. er I would like to have a statement as to 
this bill. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is a part of the law for the regulation of steam ves- 
sels navigating the waters of the United States, and the purpose 
of the proposed amendment is to create a new inspection district 
and a local board of inspectors at Toledo, Ohio. This amendment 
affects no other district than that known as the Cleveland inspec- 
tion district. It cuts out of what is known as the Cleveland in- 
spection district a part of the district and makes a new district 
of it, and will result in the organization of a new board of local in- 
spectors. This bill has the recommendation and the commendation 
of the Bureau of Navigation. In fact, this bill is suggested by the 
Department. Under the present system the board of inspectors 
located at Cleveland inspects all the vessels and all the officers, 
the captains, masters, engineers, and all other officers. Now, '0 
the third collection district of Cuyahoga, Sandusky, and Miam! the 
navigation and number of vessels has so increased that a new 
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board is necessary. é 1 
be lessened by the creation of this new board. I want to say that 
it affects no other district than that known as the Cleveland in- 
spection district. ; ; ; 

Mr. LOUD. Howis it going to reduce expenses when it creates 
a new board of officers? 

Mr. SOUTHARD., I will read from the letter of the Supervis- 
ing Inspector-General, He says, in his letter dated May 10 of this 
year: 

That the creation of such a board of local inspectors is necessary must be 
assumed from the fact that at the present time all the steamers suapectes 
and licensed officers employed in the Toledo (Miami) and Sandusky collection 
districts are inspected and officers licensed by the local board of inspectors 
located at Cleveland, Ohio (Cuyahoga collection district), and that all busi- 
ness transactions of steamboat owners in the Toledoand Sandusky districts, 
in relation to the laws governing the inspection of their vessels, must be 
transacted with the inspectors at Cleveland; this no doubt, in many cases, 
causing delays and expenses that would be avoided if favorable consideration 
is given by Congress to the bill referred to herein, which is just as necessary 
under presen’ conditions, as was the law creating the customs district of 

iami (Toledo). 

. The duties ) the collector of customs at Toledo and those of the inspectors 
who now inspect the steam vessels in that district are now connected by 
law (section 4421, Revised Statutes), which requires the certificates of steam- 
ers inspected in the Toledo district to be filed with the collector of customs 
of that ane though inspected by the board of inspectors located at Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 

When the present steamboat laws were enacted, and only one local board 
of inspectors was authorized, located at Cleveland, the number of steamers 
to be inspected in the three districts of Cuyahoga, Miami, and Sandusky was 
so few that local boards of inspectors for each of these districts would have 
been unwarranted, as will be seen from the comparative statement of the 
number of steamers inspected during the calendar year ending December 31, 
1871, and the number inspected during the fiscal year are June 30, 1899. 

Quoting from the printed ropes of the year first named, I find the follow- 
ing: “ Eighty-seven steamers of different classes, with an aggregate burden 
of 19,039 tons, were inspected by the board at Cleveland, including Sandusky 
and Toledo, Ohio, and 128 pilots and 162 engineers were examined and licensed 
by the said board.” ; 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, there were inspected by the 
Cleveland board of local inspectors 323 steamers, of 243,486 gross tons. 

Of the above number of steamers inspected 93 of them were inspected, of 
14,864 gross tons, in the Toledo and Sandusky collection districts, or 6 more 
steamers than were inspected in all three of the lake districts of Ohio in 1871, 
the tonnage, however, being slightly less, because many of the steamers are 
small, yet requiring as much time to inspect as they would if they were of 
greater tonnage. 

Of the steamers inspected in the Toledo and Sandusky districts 47 of them, 
of 11,960 gross tonnage, were inspected in the first-named district, and 46 
steamers, of 3,904 — tons, were inspected in the latter district. 

The total number of officers licensed by the local board of inspectors at 
Cleveland in 1894 was 1,836, nearly one-third of whom are emyloyed in the 
Toledo and Sandusky districts. 

In conclusion, would say that the legislation asked for,in the bill under 
consideration is in line of general legislation, embracing in substance the 
recommendation of this office in its annual report for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, which is quoted, as follows: 

“Referring to so much of the acts of Congress approved March 1 and 2, 
1895, creating four additional boards of local inspectors, I would suggest a 
still further amendment to said laws giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
power to create additional boards of local inspectors at contiguous customs 
inspection districts, or by dividing any collection district whenever the work 
of an existing board becomes so large as to authorize, under the law as 
amended March 1, 1895, the services of assistant inspectors.” 


They would have to have assistant inspectors and have to pay 
the traveling expenses of assistant inspectors. He further says: 

Were the laws so amended, then the public as well as vessel owners’ in- 
terests would be much better served and at less expense to the Government 
than to appoint assistant inspectors in the offices of existing local boards, as 
in most cases the gross amount of salaries would be less under the new 
method of rating salaries in accordance with the number of steamers in- 
spected; besides the traveling expenses would be at least 25 per cent less. 

Mr. LOUD. Hemeans that the expenses of the merchant would 
be lessened and not the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, No; he means that when you have assistant 
inspectors, they must go to this port, and their expenses would 
have to be id. 

Mr. LOUD. How far is it? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. From Cleveland to Toledo is 113 miles, It 
means that the masters and engineers and other vessel men must 
travel 113 miles to be examined. It means that after all this is 
done reports must be made from the places where the examina- 
tion takes place right back to this customs district, where the ves- 
sels are located and where the men live who present themselves 
for examination. The Supervising Inspector-Generai says by the 
passage of this law expense to the Government will be saved, and 
expenses to those who do business with the Government will be 
saved, Expenses will be saved all the way round. This wassug- 
gested by the Department, and in this letter the Supervising 
Inspector-General strongly advises the creation of this new 
— district and the appointment of a local board of in- 
spectors, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request 
* the gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 

one, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being read the third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


The Department says that the expenses will 
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LAND FOR PUBLIC CEMETERY NEAR SILVERTON, COLO, 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10812) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to set aside certain described lands in San Juan 
County, Colo., as a legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the 
mayor of Silverton to enter said land for cemetery purposes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to set aside the following-described land as a legal 
subdivision or lot, namely: Beginning at corner No. 1, a post which is also 
the corner post of the fence of old cemetery, and marked “Cor. No. 1, Ceme- 
tery,’’ whence United States locating monument “Silverton” bears north 
79° 24’ west 2,918.9 feet, Bear Mountain bears south 69° 57’ west, Sultan Moun 
tain bears south 51° 56’ west, Galena Mountain bears north 70° 24 east; thence 
north 57° 6’ east 562 feet to corner post of old cemetery, 1,001.3 feet to corner 
No. 2, a post 6 inches in diameter, 4} feet long, scribed “2X” and marked 
“Cemetery,” and set in ground with mound of stones; thence north 18° 40 
west 563.7 feet to corner No. 3,a post 6 inches in diameter, 4} feet long, scribed 
“3 XX" and marked “Cemetery,” and set in ground with mound of ston 
whence a cross ‘*X” and “B. T. 3X,” scribed on a small pine tree 6 inches in 
diameter, bears south 47° 59 east 11.5 feet, Galena Mountain bears north 
&2° 7’ east, and Sultan Mountain bears south 51° 3’ west; thence south 72° 13’ 
west 683 feet to corner No. 4,a corner post of the fence of old cemetery, 
marked *‘ Cor. No. 4, Cemetery;"’ thence south 74° west 589.8 feet to corner 
No. 5, a corner post of the fence of old cemetery, marked “ Cor. No. 5, Ceme- 
tery;"’ thence south 8° 4’ east 376.1 feet to corner No. 6, a corner post of the 
fence of old cemetery, marked “‘Cor. No. 6, Cemetery;"' thence south 48° 15° 
east 575 feet to corner No. 1, the place of beginning. Magnetic variation 
14° 2’ east. All courses detlected from atrue meridian, the above-described 
tract of land containing 20.841 acres, all in San Juan County, Colo., and near 
the town of Silverton in said county. 

Sec. 2. That the mayor of the town of Silverton, Colo., is hereby author- 
ized to enter the above-described land at the proper land office, for cemetery 
purposes, subject to any legal, valid, and existing claims, by paying to the 
receiver of the proper land office $1.25 per acre therefor, and all legal fees, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CONFIRMING LEASE WITH SENECA INDIANS, 


Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. pee, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10700) toconfirm a lease 
with the Seneca Nation of Indians. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whereas on the 18th day of November, 1899, Charles 
Dennis, a Seneca Indian, leased to the Erte Preserving Company, as a site 
for a manufacturing plant, a certain piece of land near the village of Irving, 
N. Y.; and whereas on the 20th day of December, 1899, the said lease was con 
firmed, ratified, and approved by the council of the Seneca Nation of Indians, 
according to its terms and conditions: Now, therefore, the action of the said 
Charles Dennis and of said Seneca Nation, by its council, is ratified, confirmed, 
and approved. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [Aftera pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


JOHN D, WEATHERSBY, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 3129, granting a pension to John D, Weathersby, 
lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
asks unanimous consent that Senate bill 3129, granting a pension 
to John D. Weathersby, lie on the table. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

ALICE V. COOK, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speen, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House a duplicate 
engrossed copy of the rn? concurrent resolution of the Senate 

** Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthe 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2344) 
granting a pension to Alice V. Cook.” 

The same having been lost. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of Senate bill 3419. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I\linois 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union under the special order for the 
further consideration of Senate bill 3419, known as the Alasica bill. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved itself 


Is there objection? [After a 
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into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
with Mr. Jenxrns in the chair, for the further consideration of 
Senate bill 3419, making further provision for a civil government 
for Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York to strike out ali of chap- 
ter 65. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeds to the question which the Chair has stated, I wish to call 
attention to the fact that chapter 12 was stricken out entirely 
because of certain criticisms upon some of the paragraphs. I had 
something to do with that action; but I do not desire that the bill 
shall be passed without any provision in cases of fraud for arrest 
and bail. Therefore I ask unanimous consent that we return to 
the proper place in the bill that I may offer an amended proposi- 
tion which I think will be satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would wait until we dis- 
pose of the pending question, because I think—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. nae the gentleman from 
New York, I will withhold my request for unanimous consent 
until the question now — g shall be disposed of. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think, Mr, Chairman, from the conversation I 
had yesterday with gentlemen of the committee in regard to this 
amendment, that they will not seriously oppose striking out the 
on, so that we may save time by taking the vote at once. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to be heard on that question a 
moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thought the gentleman agreed that he would 
not press this chapter? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I will simply say that chapter 
65, now under consideration, is the law as now in force in Alaska, 
being taken bodily from the Oregon code. It is also found in the 
California code, in the Montana code, and in the codes of several 
other Western States. It is satisfactory to the bench and the bar 
in Alaska, and I can imagine no harm it will do if allowed to re- 
main in this code. Therefore I prefer to have it adopted as it is, 
although no great damage would be done if it should be stricken 
out entirely. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then suppose we strike it out. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it nota fact that members of the House 
from those States where these provisions are in force have nearly 
all of them criticised them as improper and unnecessary limita- 
tions on the power of the court in the matter of instructions to 
juries? 

Mr. WARNER. I have heard no criticism from any member 
_— California or any other State where these provisions are in 

orce. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The member from Montana criticised them 
very severely and said they did not operate satisfactorily in his 
State; that that was one reason why he was opposed to them and 
would vote to strike them out. 

Mr. WARNER. If he so stated, it escaped my ear. The gen- 
tleman from California strenuously advocated them. But the 
Committee of the Whole, of course, may do whatever may be 
deemed advisable. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out chapter 65, 
on pages 313 and 314, it was agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now ask unanimous consent to return 
to the proper place in the bill and to offer as an amendment a 
chapter on this subject which I hold in my hand, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to return to chapter 12, on page 70, for the purpose of 
offering an amendment. there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not want toobject unnecessarily; but I 
think that if we return to that chapter now, we shall have a dis- 
cussion which will probably occupy most of the day. I therefore 
suggest to the oundieae from Ohio that it would in all proba- 
bility save time and be better for the bill to let the matter for the 
present go as it is and submit his suggestion to the committee of 
conference, so that, if approved, it may be inserted by them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make a suggestion which will be, 

rhaps, quite as satisfactory as that of the gentleman. If Ican 

ave unanimous consent, I will print in the REcorD the proposi- 
tion I wish to submit, and let it go over for consideration next 
week, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Probably after the members of the com- 
mittee see your amendment they will agree to it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Perhaps so. I am not very proud of it; 
but perhaps the gentlemen will come to my rescue. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The only request now, as I understand, is 
to print the amendment in the Recorp. 

M me GROSVENOR, And that its further consideration be post- 

,oned, 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the purpose of offering an amendment to be printed 
in the Recorp—— . 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. And be considered pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. And be considered pending, and that ; 
paragraph pass without prejudice. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is not the proposition, as I understay) 
it. The gentleman's proposition, as I understand, is that ha },.. 
permitted to print in the REcorD an amendment, which he s; 
to the Clerk’s desk, for the purpose of requesting hereafter +, 
return to this provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; Iam quite content with th»: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanim,) 
consent to print in the Recorp and have considered pending 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; to print the proposition in the Rr: 
for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks consent to print in { 
RecorpD his pro amendment, which he desires to offer 4 
substitute for chapter 12. 

There was no objection, 


The amendment proposed by Mr. GROSVENOR is as follows: 
CHAPTER 12. 
OF ARREST AND BAIL. 
98. When defendant may be arrested. 114. Deposit, how applied or dj 
99. Proceeding to obtain an arrest. of. ; 
100. Defendant may be discharged on | 115. When marshal liable as ha 
bail or deposit. | how discharged from su 

101. Bail, how given. } bility. 
102. Surrender of defendant. 116. Jyegeent against marsha 
103. Same subject. bail. 
104. Bail, how proceeded against. | 117. When bail liable to marsha 
105. How exonerated. 118. Plaintiff liable in the firs: 
106. Delivery of copy of undertaking. | stance for the maintena: 
107. Notice of just tion of bail. defendant. 
108. Qualification of bail. | 119. When marshal may discha: 
109. Justification of bail. fendant for nonpayment 
110. Allowance of bail. maintenance. 
111. Deposit of money in lieu of bail. 120. Motion to vacate writ of a 
112. Payment by marshal of deposit to 121. Proceedings thereon. 


‘ 


clerk, 
113, Bail may be given and deposit re- | 
funded. 

Sxc. 98. No person shall be arrested in any civil action except as provided 
in this section. The defendant may be arrested in the following cases 

First. In an action for the recovery of money or damages when the de 
fendant is a nonresident of the district, is about to remove therefrom with 
intent to defraud his creditors, or when the action is for an injury to person 
or character, or for willfully injuring or wrongfully taking, detaining, or 
converting property. ; 

Second. In an action for a fine or penalty, or for seduction, or for inoney 
or property embezzled or fraudulently misapplied or converted to his own 
use by a public officer, or by an attorney, or by an officer or agent of a corpo 
ration in the course of his employment as such, or by any factor. agent, 
broker, or other person in a fiduciary capacity, or for any misconduct or 
neglect in office or in a professional employment. 

hird. In an action to recover the possession of personal property unjustly 
detained, when the provety or any t thereof has been concealed, re 
moved, or disposed of, so that it can not be found or taken by the marshal, 
and with intent that it should not be so found or taken, or with the intent to 
deprive the plaintiff of the benefit thereof. 

‘ourth, n the defendant has been guilty of a fraud in contractinga 
debt, or incurring the obligation for which the action is brought, or in con 
cealing or disposing of the property for the taking, detention, or conversion 
of which the action is brought. s 

Fifth. When the defendant has removed or disposed of his property. or is 
about to do so, with intent to defraud his creditors. 

But no fe shall be arrested in any action except for injury to person, 
character, or property. 

Sec. #@. The mode of proceeding to obtain the arrest of the defendant for 
any of the causes specified in the section last preceding shall be as provided 
in this section: J 

First. At any time after the commencement of any civil action, and before 
judgment, the plaintiff in such action shall be entitled to a writ of arrest for 
sack defendant whenever he shall make and file with the court in which such 
action is commenced, or is at the time pending, an affidavit that the plaintiff 
has a sutticient cause of action therein, and that the case is one of those me! 
tioned in the section last preceding; and shall also make and file with such 
court an undertaking, with sufficient sureties, in a sum not less than $i"), 
and equal to the amount for which the plaintiff prays judgment. Such un 
dertaking shall be conditioned that the plaintiff will pay all costs that may 
be adjudged to the defendant and all damages which he may sustain !)y rea 
son of the arrest if the same be wrongful or without sufficient cause, not ¢x 
ceeding the amount specified in the undertaking. = 

Second. The affidavit ma’ So-senet pestere or upon information and be- 
lief; but if the latter, it state the facts upon which the belief is founded. 
The plaintiff shall also file with his undertaking the affidavits of the sure 
ties rein, from which it must appear that such sureties are residents of 
the district, and that they are, taken together, worth double the amount of 
the sum specified in the undertaking over all debts and liabilities an 1 prop 
erty exempt from execution. No person not qualified to become bail on 
arrest is qualified to become surety in an undertaking for an arrest. 

Third. The writ of arrest shall be issued by the court, and shall require 
the marshal forthwith to arrest the defendant and hold him to bail in the 
amount specified in the undertaking, and that in default thereof he keep !im 
in custody until discha: law, and to return the writ to the court from 
which it issued, with his d 8 indorsed thereon, when required by the 
plaintiff at any time before the defendant may be arrested, or afterwards 
whenever the defendant shall have been discharged from the arrest on 0! 
or otherwise. ie 

Fourth. The plaintiff shall deliver or cause to be delivered to the ma: 
with the writ a copy of the affidavit upon which the warrant was issued. s\\" 
scribed by himself or attorney. The marshal, upon the delivery of the wrt 
shall indorse thereon the date of the receipt, and upon the arrest of the (» 
fendant shall deliver to hima copy of the writ and such copy of the affidavit. 
The marshal shall execute the writ by arresting the defendant and keeps 
hisp in custody Up by law. eel 

Sec. 100. The defendant, at any time before execntion, shall be dischars: 
from the arrest, either upon giving bail or u depositing the amount men 
tioned in the writ of arrest, as provided in this chapter. 
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apo. 101. The defendant may give bail by causing a written undertaking 
to be exeented in favor of the plaintiff? by sufficient sureties, stating their 
. ices of residence, to the effect that the defendant shall at all times render 
Pimns if amenable to the process of the court during the pendency of the ac- 


tion. and to such as may be issued to enforce the judgment therein, or if he 
be a~rested for the cause mentioned in the third subdivision of section 9, an 
eo taking to the same effect as that provided by section 127. 

on 102. At any time before failure to comply with the undertaking the 
bail may surrender the defendant in their exoneration, or he may surrender 
hims if to the marshal in the following manner: : ; 

virst. A certified copy of the undertaking of the bail shall be delivered to 
the marshal, who shall detain the defendant in his custody thereon as upon 
a writ of arrest, and shall, by a certificate in writing, acknowledge the sur- 
" aan Upon a production of a copy of the undertaking and marshal's 
cor’ ificate, the court may, upon a notice to the plaintiff of eight days, with a 
copy of the certificate, order that tho bail be exonerated, and on filing the 
order and the papers used on the application with the court where the action 
js pending they shall be exonerated accordingly. But this section shall not 
apply to an arrest for cause mentioned in the third subdivision of section 98 
so far as to Gnokee e the bail from an undertaking given to the effect pro- 
ided by section 127. 

“_ 108. For the arene of surrendering the defendant, the bail at any 
time and place, before they are finally charged, may themselves arrest him, 
or by a written authority, indorsed on a certified copy of the undertaking, 
may empower the marshal or any other person of suitable age and discretion 
oadao so, 

: Src. 104. In case of the failure to comply with the undertaking, the bail 
may be proceeded against by action only. 

Sec. 105. The bail may be exonerated, cither by the death of the defendant 
or his imprisonment in the penitentiary, or by his legal discharge from the 
obligation to render himse!f amenable to the process, or by his surrender to 
the marshal or —_ deputy in execution thereof, within — days after the 
commencement of the action against the bail or within such further time as 
may be granted by the court. 

sec. 106. Within five days after the execution of the undertaking of the 
bail the marshal or deputy having the defendant in custody shall deliver to 
the plaintiff or his attorney, or such other person as the plaintiff may direct, 
a certified copy of the undertaking, with the data of the arrest indorsed 
thereon. In any other case the marshal may mail such copy within the same 
time to the plaintiff or his attorney, within the district, or to either of them, 
as the plaintiff may direct. The plaintiff, within ten days from the delivery 
of such copy, or fifteen days from the mailing of the same, if sent by mail, 
may serve upon the marshal or deputy for the defendant in custody a notice 
that he does not aecept the bail, or he shall be deemed to have accepted it, 
and the marshal shall be exonerated from liability. If no notice be served 
within ten days, the original undertaking shal! be filed with the court where 
the action is ing. 

Sec. 107. On the receipt of such notice the marshal or defendant may, 
within ten days thereafter, give to the plaintiff or his attorney notice of the 
justification of the same or other bail, specifying the place of residence and 
occupation of the latter, before a judge of the district court or clerk of the 
court where the action is pendine. or a commissioner, at a specified time and 

lace, the time to be not less than five nor more than ten days thereafter. 

n case neither the plaintiff nor his attorney reside within 100 miles from 
where the arrest is made, the notice may be served upon the person, and in 
the manner provided for serving the copy of the undertaking in the section 
last preceding. In case other bail be given there shall be a new undertaking, 
in the form and to the effect prescribed in section 101. 

Sec. 108. The qualifications of bail shall be as follows: 

First. Each of them shall be a resident within the district; but no coun 
selor or attorney at law, marshal, deputy marshal, commissioner, elerk of 
any court, or other officer of any court shall be permitted to become bail in 
any action. 

Second. Each of them shall be worth the amount specified in the writ of 
arrest, or the amount to which the same ney, be reduced as provided in this 
chapter, over and above all debts and liabilities, and exclusive of property 
exempt from execution; but the judge, clerk, or commissioner on justifica 
tion may allow more than two sureties to justify severally in amounts less 
than that —— in the writ, if the whole justification shall be equiva- 
lent to that of two sufficient bail. 

Sec. 109. For the purpose of justification each of the bail shall attend be- 
fore the judge, commissioner, or clerk at the. time and place mentioned in 
the notice, and may be examined on oath, on the part of the plaintiff, touch- 
ing his sufficiency, in such manner as the judge, commissioner, or clerk in 
his discretion may think proper. The examination shall be reduced to writ- 
ing and subscribed by the bail, if required by the plaintiff. 

See. 110. If the ju , commissioner, or clerk shall find the bail sufficient. 
he shallannex the examination to the undertaking, indorse his allowance 
thereon, and causethem to be filed with the clerk of the court in which the 


_ m is pending; and the marshal shall thereupon be exonerated from lia- 
lity. . 


) | 
Seo. LL. The defendant =. at the time of his arrest, instead of giving | 
e 


bail, deposit with the marshal the amount mentioned in the writ. Thereupon 
the marshal shall give the defendant a certificate of the deposit made and the 
defendant shall be discharged out of custody. 

Sec. 112, The marshal shall, within ten owe after the deposit, pay the same 
into the court, and take from the clerk receiving the same two certificates of 
such payment, the one of which he shall deliver to the plaintiff or his at- 
torney and the other to the defendant. For any default in making such pay- 
ment. the same proceedings may be had on the official bond of the marshal 
to collect the sum d ted as in other cases of delinquency. 

Sec. 113. If money be deposited, as provided in the last two sections, bail 
may be given and justified upon notice, as prescribed in section 101, at any 
time before judgment, and on the filing of the undertaking and justification 
i , ad (lets money deposited shall be refunded by such clerk to the 

teN Cg . 

Sec. 114. When money shall have been so deposited, if it remain on deposit 
* the time of an order or judgment for the payment of money to the plaintiff, 
' e clerk shall, under the direction of the court, apply the same in satisfac- 

‘on thereof, and, after satisfying the yeremens, shall refund the surplus, if 
ae to the defendant. If the judgment be in favor of the defendant, the 
c erk shall refund to him the whole sum deposited and remaining unapplied. 
1 Skc. 115, If, after being arrested, the defendant escape or be rescued, or 

wail be not given or justified, or a deposit be not made instead thereof, the 
marshal himself shail be liable as ball; but he may discharge himself from 
jack liability by the giving and justification of bail, as provided in sections 

, 108, 109, and 110, at any time before process against the person of the de- 
fendant to enforce an or 

Sec. 116, 
. bail, and 

‘e Sane proceedings 
whole or an deficienc 

Sec. 117, The bail aket 


er or judgment in the action. 

Ifa judgment be recovered against the marshal upon his liability 

an execution thereon be returned unsatisfied, in whole or in part, 

may be had on his official bond for the recovery of the 

in other cases of delinquenc 
upon arrest shall, unless 


they justify, or other 
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bail be given or justified, be liable to the marshal by action for any damages 
which he may sustain by reason of such omission 
Sec. 118. The fees which shall be allowed to the marshal for the food and 


maintenance of any defendant arrested under the provisions of this chapter 
shall be as provided by law, and the plaintiff shall be liable in the first i 
stance for such fees, and if required by the marshal, shall pay the same weekly 
in advance; and such fees so paid shall be added to the disbursements taxed 
or accruing in the case, and be collected as other disbursements. 

Sec. 119. If the plaintiff shall neglect to pay such fees for three days after 
a demand of payment, the marshal may discharge the defendant out of cus 





tody. 
Sec. 120. Adefendant arrested may, at any time before judgment, apply 
on motion to the court or judge thereof in which the act pending, upon 


notice to the pl sintiff, to Vacate the writ of arrest 

Sec. 12). If a motion be made upon affidavits or other pro ; on the part 
of the defendant, but not otherwise, the plaintiff may oppose the same by 
affidavits or other proofs.in addition to those upon which the writ was issued 
If upon the hearing of such motion it shall satisfactorily appear that there 
was not sufficient cause to allow the writ, or that there is other good cat 
which would entitle him to be discharged upon habeas corpus, the sam 
be vacated, or in case he has given bail the court may discharye the same or 
reduce the amount thereof upon good canse shown. 

The following committee amendment to section 665 as renuin- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out ‘“‘ punishment for a felony * and 
cution.”’ 

The following committee amendment to section 667 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 12, after the word “ sustained,” insert the word “ by.” 

The following committee amendment to section 669 as renuim- 
bered was read, and approved: 

In line 4 strike out the words “ninety-five 
words “sixty-seven.” 

The following committee amendment was read,and agreed to: 

Strike out all of lines 1, 2, and 3, on page 317, being old section 688, 

The following committee amendment to section 673 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in line 2, all after the word ‘“‘ due,” all of limes 3 and 4, and in 
sert in lieu thereof the words “and no evidence thereof shall be permitted 

The following committee amendment to section 674 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “an acti 

The following committee amendments to section 676 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out ‘ suit.” 

In line 9 strike out “suit.” 

In line 12 strike out “suit.” 

The following committee amendment to section 680 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in line 8, all after the word “ party ’ and all of line 9 

The following committee amendment to section 683 as renum 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suit.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out all of old section 715, on page 22 

The following committee amendment to section 686 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in line 2, the word 





insert ‘criminal prose- 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


“a suit ’ and insert mn 


‘ strike out all of lines 3, 4, and 5 

The following committee amendments to section 687 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out “code” and insert ‘title.’ 

In lines 2 and 3 strike out ‘‘as prescribed in the last section.” 

The following committee amendment to section 689 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “at law and in equity.’ 


The following committee amendments to section 692 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in line 7, 

Strike out, in line 7, and all of line 8. 

The following committee amendments to section 695 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in line 9, the word ‘‘ decree.” 

Strike out, in line 11, the word “ suit.’ 

Strike out, in line 17, the word “suit.” 

Strike out, in line 18, the word * and insert 

Strike out, in line 19, the word “suit.”’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws [Mr. WARNER| to agree that the sec- 
tion with reference to contempts may not be taken up until after 
we get through with this bill, and until Monday. 

Mr. WARNER. I willagree that it shall not be taken up until 
we finish the reading of the bill, whenever that is. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Several gentlemen who desire to be here 
when that is considered do not desire to remain here to-day. It 
would accommodate us very much if the gentleman could see his 
way clear to agreeing that it shall not be taken up until Monday. 

Mr. WARNER. I will agree that the chapter shall not be taken 
up until we finish the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is scarcely possible to finish it to-day. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not think it is possible to finish it to-day, 


“by; 


as renum- 


as renum- 


the word “or.” 


all after the word “marry 


“code 


title.” 
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and I will say that that matter shall not be taken up until Mon- 


day. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Monday; all right. 

The following committee amendment to section 696 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “code” and insert title.” 

The following committee amendments to section 697 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out “suit.”’ 

In line 12 strike out “suit.” 

In line 19 strike out ‘‘code” and insert “ title.” 

The following committee amendment was read,and agreed to: 

_ Strike out all of old section 728, on pages 327 and 328, and add a new sec- 
tion to be numbered 698, as follows: 

_ “Sec. 698. Whenever it appears that the judge of the district court pre- 
siding in the division where the action is pending is disqualified under the 
provisions of the section last preceding the action shall be transferred to 
another division of said court unless a judge of another division will appear 
and preside during the disposition thereof: Provided, however, That the par- 
ties may by written stipulation agree upon a member of the bar of said court 
to try the same.” 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to call attention to a very possible 
difficulty growing out of the form in which this amendment is 
reported. It refers to certain sections. Now, the sections will be 
renumbered, and I think it would be better to refer by page and 
line. 

Mr. WARNER. When the conclusion of the bill is reached, we 
shall pass a resolution authorizing the Clerk to renumber the sec- 
tions and to change the cross references, 

Mr. LACEY. That does not cover this, because this is a ques- 
tion of amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, The bill as now renumbered refers to the new 
numbers, 

Mr. LACEY. But we havestricken out wholechapters. I sug- 
gest the propriety of making these references by page. 

Mr. WARNER. No; the proper way is to refer to the numbers 
as they appear now, and then, when the numbers are changed, 
the cross references will also be changed. There will be no diffi- 
culty about that. 

The following committee amendments to section 699 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “suit."’ 

In line 6 strike out “ suit.” 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. | 

The amendment to section 705 was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suit.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments to section 706 were read, as follows: 
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On page 4, after the word ‘‘on” and before the word “legal,” insert the | 
word “a; in the same line strike out the word “ holidays" and insert the | 


word “holiday.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 709 was read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “suit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 711 was read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “suit.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 714 were read, as follows: 

In lines 4 and 6 strike out the word “suit; in line 8 strike out the words 
“a suit in equity " and insert “an action of an equitable nature.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 745 (old number). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 715 were read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “‘and,” and after the word “territory” insert 
the words “and district;"’ in line 3 strike out the words “ or in the District 
of Columbia;”’ in line 5 strike out the words “or district ’ and insert the 
words “and district; in line 11 strike out the words “or decree.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to object to the striking out of 
the word ‘‘decree,” in line 11, unless there is some explanation 
why it should be stricken out. Under a code practice *‘ decree” 
is just as distinct from judgment as it was under common law. 

Mr. WARNER. The term action applies to all. The reason 
why it was stricken out was because all final orders are entered 
as judgments. ‘‘ Judgment” takes the place of *‘ decree ” all the 
way through this code. The final action in a suit of an equitable 
nature is a judgment, the same as under the common law. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. “Decree” is necessary. That is going into 
equity practice. 

Mr. WARNER. “Equity” isknocked outof thiscode, Every- 
thing is simply an “ action.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand they have abolished in the Ter- 
ritory all distinction between law andequity. Still, nevertheless, 
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a decree is distinct from a judgment, and, it seems to me, there 
ought to be some distinction made in this code. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, the very fact that you abolish the dis. 
tinction between law and ejuity is the reason why you should 
abolish the use of the word ‘‘decree.” The word “decree” is not 
used in an equitable action under this code. It is simply a civil 
action. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Do you contend that because they have at. 
tempted to abolish the distinction between law and_ equity there 
is no such thing as oamy. . 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, no; there are suits of an equitable no. 
ture. ‘‘A rose under any other name would smell as sweet,” 

Mr. PAYNE. They have abolished the distinction between law 
and equity, and it is simply a distinction between a proceeding jn 
law and a proceeding in equity. 

Mr. WARNER. They have simply adopted one style of pro. 
ceeding, or method of proceeding, in all actions, whether of g 
legal or equitable nature. 

Mr. KING. Notwithstanding the adoption of a code, and not. 
withstanding there is but one form of a civil action, still a judge 
in trying an equitable action sits as a chancellor, and prepares his 
findings of facts and conclusions of lawin a decree predicated 
upon the same. Is not that a decree instead of a judgment? 

Mr. WARNER. A judgment there is the same as a bil! of 
complaint. Instead of being a bill, as it would be in a common. 
law suit, it is known as a complaint; instead of a declaration, it 
is a complaint; instead of a plea, it is an answer. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will examine the code of 
New York or California, or any of those States, notwithstanding 
they have but one form of civil action, they still recognize the dis. 
tinction between judgment and decree. A judgment is that re. 
sult which obtains in an action at law and a decree is that which 
follows a suit in equity. 

Mr. WARNER, They have noaction atlaw or equity. A civil 
action covers everything. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Itis just as much an action at law or equity, 
except that you abolish the style of the form of the action. 

Mr. WARNER. They are both equitable propositions, if it is 
an action of an equitable nature, but they simply call everything 
a judgment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WARNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. KING. If the gentleman will examine the code of Califor- 
nia he will find it is called a decree in contradistinction with judg- 
ment in what might properly be called common law. When the 
court makes its final action it is called a decree. 

Mr..CAMPBELL. In anaction for the partition of property, 
what would you call a decision that provided for the distribution 
of the property, but which was not a final decree? 

Mr. WARNER. I should call it an interlocutory judgment. 
It is simply the use of a word; thatisall. It does not amount to 
anything, but the people up there in the Juneau convention pre- 
ferred to use the word “‘ judgment.” 

Mr. PAYNE, I == with the gentleman from Illinois that it 
does not make any difference whether you call it a decree or a 
judgment. I think the great trouble is that the gentlemen who 
framed this bill—I do not say the gentleman from Illinois—in 
copying the code of New York, have not borne in mind the fact 
that the New York civil code is only a code of civil procedure; 
| that it relates to the civil procedure from beginning to end. Of 
course there may be occasionally a provision where a member of 
| the legislature who, not knowing what the original idea was, may 

have tacked on some amendment that goes a little em the line 
| of procedure. But that is the definite idea of the code, and hence 
we have no acts relating to evidence in it which seems to have 
been copied into this bill. . 
Mr. WARNER. The gentleman is in error in saying that this 
is copied from the New York code. It is the Oregon code that is 
— here. 

r. PAYNE. Yes; but all the codes get their origin from the 
New York code. Some of the Western States have gone beyond 
the method of procedure and tried to codify everything else. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does this section correspond with the other 
provisions of the act all the way through? 

Mr. WARNER. It does: all the way through. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I will withdraw my objection, Mr. Chair 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. » Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The following committee amendments to section 716 were 
agreed to: 

Tn line 9 strike out the word “ clerk" and insert ‘‘secretary.” 

In line 10 strike out the word “court.”’ : 

On page 335 the word “ seventy-six,” after the word “chapter,” 
was stricken out and ‘‘seventy-four ” inserted, 
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The following committee amendments to section 720 were read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 12, page 336, strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 15, page 337, strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 19 insert, after the word “ orders," the word ‘“‘and;” and strike out, 
after the word “judgment,” “and decrees.” 

On page 337 strike out the word “seventy-seven” and insert ‘‘seventy- 
five;” and after the word “‘attorneys” strike out “and their admission.” 

The amendment striking out section 752, old number, was 
agreed to. : a 

The following committee amendments to section 720 as renum- 
bered were agreed to: 

Ih line 1 strike out the word “suit.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “except as provided in the last sec- 
tion.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that the words ‘‘and their admission” at the head of this 
chapter are to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that that was included 
in the amendment and is stricken out. 

The committee amendments to section 724 as renumbered were 
agreed to, as follows: 

Page 1, after the word “ examination,’ 

licant.”’ 
~ in line 5, before the words “in office,” insert the words “ or herself.” 
In line 8 strike out “* possesses *’ and insert *‘ possessor.” 
In line 11, after the word “order,” insert “‘and payment of the legal fee.” 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, at the end of line 11, page 339, 
I move to insert the words ‘‘ or she.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LITTLEFIELD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that the President had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

On May 238, 1900: 

H. R. 92. An act to amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to taking depositions de bene esse. 

On May 24, 1900: 

H, R. 7740. An act to amend section 8 of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Fort Smith and Western Rail- 
road Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Choctaw and Creek nations, in the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes; and . 

H, R, 969, An act to amend section 5 of an act torelieve certain 
appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
cargo of desertion, approved August 14, 1888, 

On May 25, 1900: 

H. R, 527. An act granting a pension to Lucy D, Young; 

H. R. 548. An act granting a pension to Edward Harris: 

H, R, 2621. An act granting a pension to Ida Wiederho!d; 

. R, 4649. An act granting a pension to William Bates: 

An act granting a pension to Nancy W. Hadley; 
An act granting a pension to Ferguson M. Burton; 
An act granting a pension to Ada E. Whaley; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 


’ 


strike out “he” and insert “the 


Douglass; 
H. R. 2634. An act granting an increase of pension to Erasmus 
Darwin Steen; 
H. R, 2708, An act granting an increase of pension to Cecelia B. 
Chauncey; 
aS R. 3490. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
. Farr; 
ont rw 8514, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. C, 
aigler; . 
H. R, 877 
Sloane; 
H. R, 4086, 
Lockwood; 
H. R. 4440, 
L. Hughes; 
H. R. 4422, 
H. Brookins; 
H. R. 4760, 
G. Trine; 
H. R. 6494, 
Ox; 
H. R. 7180, 
A. Taylor; 
H. R. 7230, 
Salter: 
H. R. 7975. 
F. Riley: 
H. R. 8389, 
D. Miller: 
H. R. 8799. 
Feek; 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellsey A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Dorus N, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
An act granting an increase of pension to Roxie B, 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martin | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





. 
6109 

H. R. 8801. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Macdonald; 
m3 R, 9751. An act granting an increase of pension to David H, 

rake; 

H. R. 4355. An act granting an increase of pension to Oren E, 
Barber; 

H. R. 4898. An act granting a pension to Julius Vogt; 

H. R. 9559. An act to provide for the construction of a bridge 
by the Duluth, Pierre and Black Hills Railroad Company across 
the Missouri River at Pierre, S. Dak.; 

H. R. 9711. An act making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procure- 
ment of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses; 

H, R. 6876. Anact providing for the transfer to Post 39, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Lawrence, Mass., of certain guns now 
in possession of Battery C, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia; 

H. R. 10538. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; and 

H. R. 6634, An act to enlarge the powers of the Department of 
Agriculture, prohibit the transportation by interstate commerce 
of game killed in violation of local laws, and for other purposes. 

On May 25, 1900: 

H. J. Res. 255. Joint resolution to print the annual reports of 
the American Historical Association. 

On May 26, 1900: 

H. R. 8582. An act making appropriation for the support of the 
oa and Volunteer Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

O1; 

H. R. 8369. An act to detach the county of Concho from the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach the same to the 
northern judicial district of Texas, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 5552. An act for the relief of Northrup & Chick, and also 
of Thomas N. Stinson; and 

H. R. 11081. An act to provide for the holding of a term of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States at Superior, Wis. 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 11, page 339, after the word “‘he 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On page 340, first line, the words ‘‘seventy-eight” was stricken 
out and ‘‘seventy-six ” inserted. 

The committee amendment to strike out section 759, old num- 
ber, was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to section 736 were 
agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “ or decree.” 

In line 11 strike out the words “ or decree.” 

In line 13 strike out the words ‘‘or decree.’ 

The amendments to section 
as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “suit.” 

In lines 2 and 3 strike out the words ‘‘or decree.” 

The committee amendments to section 731 as renumbered were 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the word “suit.” 

In line 13 strike out the words “ or decree.” 

In line 17 strike out the words “or decree.” 

In line 18 strike out the words “or decree.” 

In line 30 strike out the word “suit.”’ 

On page 343 the words *‘ Chapter 80, Of the resignation of attor- 
neys and effect thereof” were stricken out. 

The committee amendments striking out section 776 and section 
767, old numbers, were agreed to, 

The words ‘‘ Chapter 81. Of the removal or suspension of attor- 


, insert “ or she.” 


’ 


ro 
iw 


9 as renumbered were agreed to, 


. : . , | ney > summary of c over,” age 3 : 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet |” ys and the summary power of court over,” on page 344, were 


stricken out. 

The Clerk read section 732 as renumbered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to have that 
section passed until I can prepare an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent that section 732 as renumbered be passed over with- 
out prejudice. Is there objection? {After a pause.j The Chair 


| hears none. 


The amendment to section 737 was agreed to, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out “at law.” 

The amendment to section 741 as renumbered was agreed to, as 
follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “ sixty-five’ and insert “ thirty-one.” 

On page 347 the amendment to strike out the word “ eighty- 
two” and insert ‘* seventy-seven ” was agreed to. 

The committee amendment to strike out section 778, old num- 
ber, was agreed to, 
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Committee amendments to renumbered section 742 were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 2 and line 6 strike out ‘‘suit."’ . 

In iines 10, 13, and 16 strike out “ or decree.” 

In line 21 strike out “ provided in this code.” 

On page 349, strike out “ eighty-three"’ after the word “ chapter,” and in 
gert **seventy-eight.” 

Committee amendment to section 744 as renumbered was read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out “ suit.”’ 

Committee amendment to section 745 as renumbered was read, 
as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4strike out “forevery trial by the court, $$; for every judg- 
men> or decree given without trial. $3." 

Committee amendment to strike out, on page 351, after the word 
‘“‘chapter,” the words “eighty-four” and insert ‘‘seventy-nine ” 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 752 as renumbered, to strike 
out in line 2 the word ‘‘code” and insert ‘‘act,” was agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 758 as renumbered, to strike 
out in lines 1 and 8 the word “‘ judgments,” was agreed to. 

Committee amendments to section 760 as renumbered were 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ five” and insert “ two.” 

In line 8 strike out “$2” and insert “ 50 cents."’ 

In same line strike out “ except for ’ and insert “include.” . 

In line 9 insert, before the word ‘‘claims,” the word “such;" and in the 
same line, after the word “claims,” insert ‘50 cents.” 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out “for which there shall be allowed 50 cents for 
each claim presented and allowed or disallowed.” 

In Jine 12 strike out “$5” and insert ‘* 1." 

Strike out the last peragrens of the section, as follows: 

“But the entire costs of such commissioners for all duties rendered and 
performed in the administration of any estate shall not exceed $50.” 

Committee amendment to strike out, on page 357, ‘‘ eighty-six,” 
after ‘‘ chapter,” and insert‘ eighty-one,” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 763 as renumbered, to strike 
out, in line 4, the words ‘‘ninety-eight” and insert ‘‘sixty-one,” 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to strike out in section 774 as renum- 
bered the word ‘‘eight,” in line 9, and insert ‘‘seven,” and to 
strike out, in the same line, the word ‘‘ nine” and insert ‘‘seventy- 
two,” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 777 as renumbered, to strike 
out *‘suit,” in line 5, was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 778 as renumbered, striking 
out ‘‘eight,” in line 4, and inserting ‘‘seven,” and striking out 
“nine,” in the same line, and inserting ‘‘seventy-two,” was read, 
and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to section 786 as renumbered, striking 
out, at the end of the section, the words ‘‘ or a married woman,” 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to insert, in lines 11 and 12 of section 
788 as renumbered, the words ‘‘to administer the estate of said” 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendments to section 798 as renumbered were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 2 insert ** personal” before the word “ property.” 

In line 3 strike out “ both real and personal.” 

In line ¢ strike out “ thereof” and insert “of the real estate.’ 

Committee amendments to section 802 as renumbered were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “eight ’ and insert “seven.” 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out “ thirty-six’ and insert “ ninety-nine.” 

In line 9 strike out ‘and thirty-seven." 

In line 10 strike out “thirty-eight” and insert “one.” 

Committee amendment to strike out, after the word ‘‘chap- 
ter,” on page 874, the words “‘eighty-eight” and insert “ eighty- 
three ” was read, and agreed to. : 

The following committee amendment to section 806 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, after the word “ purpose,” in line 7, the words ‘‘ but such order 
shall not be made unless it appear probable that the estate is sufficient to 
satisfy all the debts and Liabilities of the deceased, and pay the expenses of 
administration in addition to the payment of such amount. 

Committee amendment to strike out, on page 376, after the word 
** chapter,” the words “ eighty-nine” and insert “‘ eighty-four,” was 
read, and agreed to. 7 

Committee amendment to section 813 as renumbered was read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 


In line 1 and in lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “ or decree.” 


Committee amendment to renumbered section 814, striking out 
the words ‘‘ or decree” in lines 1 and 2 andin line 7, wasread, and 
agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 817, striking out 
the word ‘‘suit” in line 6, was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment striking out, after the word ‘‘ chapter,” 
on page 381, the word ‘‘ ninety” and inserting ‘“‘ eighty-five,” was 


read, and agreed to. 


Committee amendment to renumbered section 827, striking out, 
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in line 3, the word “fifty-seven” and inserting “twenty.” , 
read, and agreed to. : 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 843, striking 
**seventy-six,” in line 2, and inserting ‘“‘ thirty-nine,” was ; 
and agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to renumbered sec: 
845 were read, and agreed to: 

In line 15 strike out “ suit.” 

Tn line 16, after the word *‘sale,” insert “or. 

In line 16 strike out * or decree.” 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 846, insert; 
after ‘‘ transfer,” in line 4, the word ‘‘or,” and striking out 
the word ‘‘judgment,” in the same line, the words ‘‘or de, 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 847, striking 
in line 4, the words “ eighty-two” and inserting “ forty-five 
read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment striking out, on page 372, the , 
‘*ninety-one,” after the word ‘‘chapter,” and inserting ‘ 
six’’ was read, and agreed to. 

Committeeamendment to renumbered section 852, striki: 
at the end of the section, the words ‘‘and decree,” was read, and 
agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 853, strikin 
** suit,” in line 4, was read, and agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to renumbered 
859 were read, and agreed to: 

In line 7 strike out “ eighty-eight”’ and insert “ fifty-one.” 

In line 9 strike out “ eighty-six ’ and insert “forty-nine.” 

Committee amendment striking out ‘‘ ninety-two,” on page 397, 
after the word ‘‘ chapter,” and inserting “‘ eighty-seven,” was read, 
and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 861, striking out, 
in line 3, the words” or decree,” was read, and agreed to 

Committee amendments to renumbered section 863, striking out, 
in lines 2,3, and 9, the words, ‘‘ or decree,” were read, and agree to, 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 864, striking out 
“ninety-eight” and inserting ‘‘ sixty-one ” was read, and agreed to, 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 868, striking out, 
in line 4, ‘‘eighty-seven” and inserting ‘‘ fifty,” was read, and 
agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 875, striking out, 
in line 7, the word ‘‘ decree” and inserting ‘‘ judgment,” was read, 
and agreed to. 

Committee amendment striking out at the top of page 403 the 
words ‘‘ninety-three,” after the word ‘‘ chapter,” and inscrting 
“eicghty-eight ” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 891, striking out, 
in line 1, the word “suit” and inserting “action,” was read, and 
agreed to. 

The following committee amendment to section 909 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “forty-four” and insert “seven.”’ 


The following committee amendment to section 910 was 
and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “forty-five ’ and insert “eight.” 

The following committee amendment to section 927 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

The following committee amendment to section 930 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line7, after the word “ accounts,” insert “allowing or rejecting claims.” 

The following committee amendment to section 951 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “suit” and insert “action.” 

The following committee amendment to section 986 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 2, after the word “ party,” insert “or his attorney.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

On page 441 strike out all of old section 1028. 

The following committee amendment to section 991 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line | strike out “ten” and insert “twenty.” 

The following committee amendment to section 994 was read, 
and agreed to: 

After line 7 insert: it fa 

“If the appellant fail to file such transcript within the time require’. °° 
adverse party may file a transcript of the judgment of the justice the 
notice and undertaking on appeal, which, on Toenend, the justice » 
liver to him for that purpose, and thereupon have such appeal dismissc¢ 
judgment against the appellant and his sureties as provided in section ‘"' 

The following committee amendment to section 997 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out “fifty-six” and insert “ fifty-five.” 


” 
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The following committee amendments to section 1002 were read, 
creed to: 

e 1 strike out “ fifty-nine ’ and insert “ fifty-eight.” 
‘ce out “code” and insert “ title."’ 

rane following committee amendment to section 1016 was read, 
an {| agre ed to: 

» 3strike out “sixty-one” and insert “twenty-two.” 

Tho following committee amendment to section 1020 was read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 2, after the word “ chapter,” insert “ thirty-two.” 

The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 


\mend the title of chapter 100 by striking out “statute of frauds—wit- 
acees—evidence” and insert “ of witnesses, inspection and proof of record 
of private seals.” 
ike out sections 1060, old number, and 1061, old number. 


The following committee amendment to section 1022 was read, 
and agreed to: 
Strike out all of the section after the word “law,” in line 7. 
The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
Strike out all of seetion 1068, old number. 
The following committee amendment to section 1025 was read, 
and agreed to: 
trike out all of subdivisions 3 and 4, old numbers. 
The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
Strike out all of section 1067, old number. 
The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 


Amend section 1029 to read as follows: 

“Spo. 1029. The uninterrupted adverse notorious possession of real prop- 
erty under color or claim of title for fifteen years or more shall be conclu- 
sively presumed to give title thereto." 


and a 


anc 


Sty 


|} on him and the child personally, if found in the district, and if not 


| four weeks before the time appointed for the hearing, and in all ca 
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The following committee amendment to section 21 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 2. after the word “precinct,” strike out “ 
sert “in which the child resides or may be found.” 


The following committee amendment to section 22 as renum 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

Tn line 7 strike out ‘next friend” and insert “guardian ad litem.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to 


Amend section 2% as renumbered to read as follows: 

“Sec. 23. If either parent is insane or imprisoned in a penitentiary under 
a sentence for a term not less than three years, or has willfully deserted and 
neglected to provide proper care and maintenance for the child for one ye 
next preceding the time of filing the petition, or is an unfit person to have 
the care and custody of the child, the commissioner may proceed as if such 
parent were dead, and in his discretion may appoint some suitable person t 
act in the proceeding as guardian ad livem of the child, and give or with 
the consent aforesaid; but inall cases notice to the parent not laboring under 
said disabilities of insanity or imprisonment mentioned in this section sha}! 
be required.” 


The following committee amendment to section 24 was read 
and agreed to: 


Amend the section to read as follows: 

“ See. 24. If a parent does not consent to the adoption of his or her child 
the commissioner shall order a copy of the petition and order thereon serv 
that a 
notice thereof be published once a week for three successive weeks in s\ 


newspaper as the commissioner directs, the last publication to be at least 


of his residence” and in 


esa copy 


of the petition and order shall be served on the child. Like notice shall » 


| be published when a child has no parent living and no guardian or next o 


The following committee amendment to section 1030 was read, | 


and agreed to: 


: | 
In line 4 strike out “conclusively,” and after “ presumed "insert “ prima | 


facie 


The following committee amendment to section 1031 was read, | 


and agreed to: 
After line 24 insert the following: 


“(7) Anagreement concerning real property made by an agent of the party | 


sought to be charged, unless the authority of the agent be in writing. 

“Suc. 1032, No evidence is admissible to charge a person upon a representa- 
tion as to the credit, skill, or character of a third person unless such repre- 
sentation or some memorandum thereof be in writing, and cither subscribed 
by or in the handwriting of the party to be charged. 

“Spo, 1083. No estate or interest in real property, other than a lease fora 
term not exceeding one year, nor any trust or power concerning such prop- 


erty, can be created, transferred, or declared otherwise than by eereiien of 


law, or by aconveyance or other instrument in writing subscribed by the 
party creating, transferring, cr declaring the same, or by his lawful agent 
—_ written authority, and executed with such formalities as are required 
y iaw 

“Sec. 1034. The last section shall not be construed to affect the power of a 
testator in the disposition of his real property by a last will and testament, 
nor to prevent a trust arising or being extinguished by implication or oper- 
ation of law, nor to affect the power of a court tocompel specific perform- 
ance of an agreement in relation to such property. 

“Seo. 1085. A sale or transfer of a boat or vessel is not valid unless it be in 
writing and signed by the party making the transfer.”’ 


In Title III, Civil Code for the District of Alaska, chapter 1, 
page 458, the following committee amendment to section 2 was 
read, and agreed to: 

In line 6, after the word “precincts,” insert the word ‘‘ shall.” 

In chapter 2, ‘‘Of husband and wife,” the following committee 
amer.dment to section 6 was read, and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out “had” and insert “has.” 


The following committee amendment to section 9 was read, and | 


agreed to: 

In line 3, after the word “ presence,” insert “of each other and.” 

The following committee amendment to section 10 was read, and 
agreed to: 

In line 2, after the word “thereto,” strike out “if required.” 


The following committee amendment to section 11 was read, 
and agreed to: 


In line 5, after the word “‘ person,” strike out “if such person was acting 


aw time in the office of the capacity of a person authorized to solemnize 
arriage."’ 


The following committee amendment to section 14 was read, 
and agreed to: 
In line 5, after the word “and,” insert “to the same extent.” 


The following committee amendment to section 16 was read, 
and agreed to: . 


In line 3, after the word “ property,” insert “for their mutual benefit.” 


The following committee amendment to section 17 was read, 
and agreed to: 


In line 3 strike out “ declared” and insert “ provided.” 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 
On page 463 strike out all of section 21. 


The following committee amendment to the title of chapter 4 
Was read, and agreed to: 


After the word “children” strike out “and change of name.” 


| strike out the werds “and females at tho age of 18 years;” 
| the word “ have,” strike out the word “and.” 


kin in said district. The commissioner may order such further notice as | 
deems necessary or proper.” 

The following committee amendment to section 25 was read, 
and agreed to: 


In line 3, after the word 
privy examination." 


The following committee amendment to section 27 was read, and 
agreed to: 
In line 2, after the word “ inheritance,” insert “ of 


“consent,” insert “given the commissioner on 


such child.” 


The following committee amendment to section 28 was read, and 
agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out ‘“‘ same” and insert “said proceeding.” 

Amend section 29 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 20. Any petitioner, parent, or other party to the proceedings may 
appeal to the district court from the judgment of the commissioner on such 
petition in like manner as appeals may be taken from judgments of su: 
commissioner in proceedings respecting the administration of estates of di: 
cedents; and any child made the subject of such petition may, by his guard 
ian ad litem, appeal in like manner; but no bond shall be required of, or costs 
awarded against, such child or guardian ad litem.” 


The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Amend sections 30 and 31 to read as follows: 

“So. 30. A parent who has not, before the hearing of a petition for the 
adoption of his child, had personal notice thereof, may, at any time with 
one year after actual notice, apply to the district court to reverse the judg 
ment, and the court, after due notice, may, in its discretion, reverse or modify 
the same. 

“Sec. 3b. If in a petition for the adoption of a child a change of the child's 
name is requested, the commissioner upon adjudging the adoption may also 
adjudge such change of name and grant a certificate thereof without the 
notice required by the following sections.”’ 


The amendment to section 32, chapter 5, was read, as follows: 


In line 5, strike out the word “consistent and insert the words “ not in- 
consistent.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments to section 33 were read, as follows: 


In line 1 strike out the word “ decreeing” and insert the word “ adjudging;" 
in line 6 strike out the word “ decreed” and insert the word “adjudged 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The amendments to section 34 were read, as follows: 
In line 1 strike out the word “ male" and insert the word ‘‘all;" 


' in line 3 
in line 5, before 


The amendments were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 36, old number. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 36. The widow of every deceased person shall be entitled to dower, or 
the use during her natural life of one-third part of all the lands whereof her 
husband was seized of an estate of inheritance at any time during the mai 
riage, unless she is lawfully barred thereof. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 3 insert, after the word “ part,” the words “in value;"’ in the same 
line strike out the word “was;” in line 4, before the word ‘'seized.”’ insert 
the word “died;” strike out the remainder of the section after the word 
“inheritance,” in line 4. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws to this chapter 7, and 
ask him whether or not it would not be wise to adopt an amend- 
ment so as to make it perfectly clear that the husband can sell his 
real estate without the wife signing the deed, and that the wife 
can sell her property without the husband's right as courtesy by 
failing to sign the deed; and I would further ask him if these two 
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propositions are fully covered by the amendments, because in a 
new Territory and region like Alaska it is absolutely essential 
that the owner of the property should be permitted to sell with- 
out having to send the deed back to the States, where his wife may 
reside. The practice in Colorado and the various mountain States 
has been, ed the laws have been, that dower need not be con- 
veyed before the husband makes the deed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think, instead of being as the gentleman 
says in Montana, we have a section of the statute which provides 
where the wife does not reside in the territory it is not necessary 
to have her sign the deed; and I presume it is so in this code. 

Mr. LACEY. Some of the Western States have that provision 
that where the wife does not reside in the territory the wife's sur- 
render is not necessary; in others the wife's surrender is absolutely 
necessary. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
sion. 

Mr. LACEY. I think something of that kind is necessary in 
Alaska, because very few men will have their families there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Whyshould there be any objection to their 
having a woman sign the deed to real property when she is there 
in the Territory? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no objection to that, except in other 
cases it would depend upon the fact of her absence. Then it 
becomes a matter of proof. They have got to go on and prove 
that she was absent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Could not that be recited in the deed? 

Mr. LACEY. Itmight not betrue. A man might makea deed 
reciting that his wife was in Montana while making a deed in 
Alaska, when as a matter of fact she was in an adjoining town. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That would be prima facie. 

Mr. LACEY. She ought to sign or be absolutely relieved from 
signing. In many of the States in the mountains the dower is 
entirely taken out unless the husband dies seized of the property. 

Mr. WARNER. You will find conveyances on page 483, and 
you could make such propositions as you like for amendment 
when we reach that point. This is simply the dower. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee, if he pleases, whether or not there is any provision 
that a man may convey property when his wife is out of the 
Territory? 

Mr. WARNER. My recollection is that the wife must join in 
the conveyance; but I am not sure. 

Mr. GIBSON. Of the husband's land? 

Mr. WARNER. There is nothing saying that he can convey 
his land free of dower without she joins in it. I think there 
ought to be an amendment conveying anything other than a home- 
stead; but she would still be required to join in the conveyance 
of the homestead in order to bar her dower. Any other land I 
think the husband and the wife should be allowed to convey with- 
out joining. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Do you not think that the Montana stat- 
ute—— 

Mr. WARNER, When we get to that statute, we can take it 
up and discuss it. We are now on the question of dower, 

The amendments to section 36 were agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out sections 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, and 44, old numbers, 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The amendment to section 37 was read, as follows: 
Strike out, after the word “seized,” in the second line, the words “and her 


right to dower is not disputed by the heirs or devisees, or any person claiming 
under them or either of them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 38 was read, as follows: 

In line 3, after the word “ persons,” insert the words ‘as commissioners.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 39 were read, as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “ administer,” insert the word “impartially; in 
line 6 strike out the word “ accepted; in line 7 insert the wo * confirmed 
by the court;”’ in line 11, before the word “costs,” insert the word “‘all;" in 
lines 11, 12, and 18 strike out all after the word “ costs” and insert “to be 
apportioned in the discretion of the court.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 40 were read, as follows: 

After the word “estate,” in line 1, insert the words “ or any part thereof; 
in line 2, after the word “assigned,” strike out the words “consists of a mill 
or other tenement which can not be divided without damage to the whole, 
and in all cases where the estate; in line 4, after the word “ be,” insert the 
word “equitably.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 41 were read, as follows: 

In line 2, after the word ‘‘may,” insert the words “if residing thereon;" 
in line 3, after the word “same,” insert the words “and enjoy the rents, 


issues, and profits thereof;*’ in line 5, after the word “or,” insert the words 
“if not residing thereon.” 


The amendments were agreed to, ° 


I think that is a very objectionable provi- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 0, old number. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 42 was read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “also.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 45 was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ with” and insert the word “ of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 46 were read, as follows: 

Before the word “she,” in line 3, insert the words “expressly in | 
dower;” in line 5 strike out the word “ by” and insert the word ‘of. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 47 was read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “shall,” strike out the words “commence proceay. 
ings for the assignment or recovery of her dower” and insert “file in th 
district court her election, in writing, to relinquish her rights under t}; n- 
ture, devise, or provision.” — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 49 was read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the word “seized,” insert ‘of an estate of inheritance.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out section 59, ol@ number. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 50 was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “ her.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 52 were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the words ‘a suit’ and insert the words “an action;' 
in line 5 strike out the word “ suits’ and insert the word “actions.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out sections 65 and 66, old numbers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 65 was read, as follows: 

In lines 1 and 5 strike out the words “suit or.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments to section 68 were read, 
and agreed to: 

In lines 3, 4, and 5 strike out the words “provided this section shall not 
confer the right to vote or held office upon the wife except as is otherwise 
provided by law.” 

In line 8 strike out “the” and insert “‘all;” and strike out the words “of 
law or equity.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “had” and insert ‘ has.” 

The following committee amendment to section 70 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 6 insert, after the word “‘same,” “ by her own labor or;”’ and strike 
out, after the word * bequest,” the word “or.” 

On page 483, after the word “chapter,” strike out the word “ten” and in- 
sert the word “eleven.” 

The Clerk read section 72. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee whether or not this code requires 
the conveyance of real estate to be by deed? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It says it may be by a deed. 

Mr. WARNER. It is the only way it could be done. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Will this section require it? 

Mr. WARNER. I think so; I think it would be necessary any- 
way. The transfer of real property may be by deed or devise or 
decree of court. ; 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It seems to me there is nothing in 
here that would prohibit it from being transferred orally. 

Mr. WARNER. I think there is a statute of frauds in the bill 
which states that all interest in lands must be in writing. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, It seems to me there ought to be 
something of the kind here. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There are provisions in the bill for recording 
deeds and conveyances, 

Mr. JONES of Washington, 
methods of conveyancing. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Nobody can take an oral conveyance of real 
estate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. We have had instances in our 
State where it has been done and become a matter of litigation, 
but the court held that the parties who thought they had interest 
in the land did not have any, because our statute required con- 
veyance of real estate to be in writing. p 

Mr. OLMSTED. I can notstop now to find the provision among 
these thousands of sections, butt am certain that there are pro- 
visions which require the conveyance of an interest in land to be 
in writing. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to say to the gentleman from 


icu of 


But that would not prohibit other 
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Jowa [Mr. LacEy] that we are now on the Ee eaititienten tc aekeeenes! om in relation to 

conveyances of real estate, and if the gentleman has any antend- 

ment to make in relation to married women’s interest, he can 
er it. 

= LACEY. My view about it is that the first section in re- 

gard to dower; as it only gives to the wife dower of the property 

of which the husband dies seized, covers it. 

Mr. WARNER. I think the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. LACEY. Itis along and complicated matter, and I think 
the chairman of the committee is better informed about it than 

am 
: ‘Mr BELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill if there is a provision for a homestead in this 
" ir. WARNER. No, thehomesteadiscutout. We have passed 
it and will return to it beforewe finish the bill. It was suggested 
that the land laws had not been extended to Alaska, and that there 
were no homesteads up there. 

Mr. BELL. In most, if not all, the States a man can havea 
homestead of a certain number of acres by merely entering it asa 
homestead on the margin of his title. 

Mr. WARNER. In some States it is qualified by the value. 

Mr. BELL. In the State of Colorado there is a provision, and 
it works first-rate, that any person recording a deed, or after it is 
recorded by = on the margin of the record, stating the date 
that he claims this land as a homestead, shall be entitled, up to 
the value of $2,000, to have it exempt from execution, and in that 
part of the property the wife’s signature should be obtained. 
Beyond that the wife transfers her property. 

Mr. WARNER. We will consider that later. . 

The committee amendment to section 73 as renumbered was 
read, and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 4, page 484, strike out the words “but the wife shall not be bound 
by any covenant contained in such joint deed.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee to strike out 
section 109, old number, was agreed to, and to insert in place 
thereof the ‘following: 

Sec. 97. Every conveyance of real property within the district hereafter 
made which shall not be filed for record as provided in this chapter shall be 
void against any subsequent innocent purchaser in good faith and for a valu- 
able consideration of the same real property,or any portion thereof, whose 
conveyance shall be first duly recorded. 

The following committee amendment to sec tion 98 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ conveyance" and insert “ instrument."’ 

The following amendment to section 104 as renumbered was 
agreed to: 

In line 11 strike out the words “at law.” 

The following committee amendments to section 108 were read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out the word ‘decrees’ 
same line strike out the words “ of equity.” 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 109, striking out, 
in line 1, the word ‘‘ decree” and inserting ‘‘ notice of pending ac- 
tion, judgment, ” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 110, striking out, 
in lines 3 and 4, the word ‘‘ heretofore,” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 112 , Striking out, 
before the word “evidence,” in line 8, the word * conclusive,” was | 
read, and agreed to, 

Committee amendments to renumbered section 114 were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the words ‘heretofore made.” 

Strike out, in lines 6 and 7, *‘ district or probate.” 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 116, striking out, 
in line 17, the words “action of an equitable nature,” was read, 
and agreed to. 

; Committee amendment striking out, on page 498, the word 
‘eleven,” after the word “ chapter,” and inserting ‘ twelve,” was 
read, and to. 

C ‘committee amendment to renumbered section 118, striking out, 
in line 2, the words “ of lands” and inserting ‘“ thereof ” was read, 
and agreed to, 
ae ommittee amendment changing ‘‘chapter 12,” on page 500, to 

chapter 13” was read, and agreed 
‘ Committee amendment changin “chapter 13,” on page 502, to 

chapter 14” was read, and agreed to. 

_, Comittee amendment to renumbered section 129, striking out 

“suit,” in line 8, and inserting ‘‘ action,” was read, anda greed to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 133, striking out, 
in lines 1 and 2, the words ‘‘ twelve, thirteen, and fourteen,” and 

* fourteen, and fifteen,” wasread, and agreed to. 
intent oe amendments to renumbered section 134, striking out, 
‘oe ne 2, the words ‘‘ twelve, thirteen, and fourteen,” and insert- 
ax thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen,” and also changing the word 

code, in line 8, to “title,” were read, and agreed to, 
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‘and insert “judgment.” In the 
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ame amendments to renumbered section 135 were read, 


Thes and 
agreed to. 

Committee amendment changing the title ‘‘chapter 14,’ 
page 504, to ‘‘chapter 15” was read, and agreed to. 


on 


Committee amendment to renumbered section 136, striking out, 
in line 1, the word ‘‘ male,” and, in lines 2 ani 3, the words ‘‘and 
every female person of the age of 18 years and upwe ard,” was read, 
and agreed to. 

Committee amendment striking out section 151, 
was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendme nt to renumbered section 139, 
in line 5, the words “either in law or in equity,” 
agreed to. 

“( Sommittee amendments to renumbered section 148 were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out ‘if real estate be devised.” 

In line 5 strike out “or if any personal property be 


to the laws of the district or of t! 16 country.”’ 
Insert, after the word ‘ 


old number, 


striking 
was re ad, 


rout, 
and 


bequeathed accordit 


‘territory,’ “or district.” 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 153, striking out 

**code” and inserting ‘‘ title,” was read, and agreed to. 

Committee amendments to renumbered section 155 were read, 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Tn lines 4 and 5 strike out ‘ 

In line 5 strike out ° 

In line 6 strike out 
benefits under said will.’ 

C ommittee amendment to renumbered section 157, striking out 
‘eighty-two” and inserting ‘ 
to. 

Committee amendment to renumbered section 162 . Striking out, 
in line 3, the word ‘ 
and agr' eed to. 

Committee amendment inserting after renumbered section 162 
the following new sections was read, and agreed to: 

Sec. 163. Where any estate, real or personal, is given by deed or will to 
any person for his life, and after his death to his heirs, or to the heirs of his 
body, the conveyance shall be construed to vest an estate for his life onls in 
one h person, and a remainder in fee simple in his heirs or the heirs of his 

body. 

Sec. 164. A last will and testament, except when made by a soldier in 
actual militar y service or by a mariner at sea, is invalid unless it be in writing 
and executed with such formalities as are poees by law. 

‘Sec. 165. A written will can not be revoked or altered otherwise than by 
another written will, or another writing of the testator, declaring such revo 
cation or alteration, and executed with the same formalities required by law 
| for the will itself; or unless the will be burnt, torn, canceled, oblite erated, or 
destroyed with the intent and for the ee of revoking the same 
testator himself, or by ag r person in his presence, by his direction and 
consent; and when so done by another person the direction and consent - 
the testator, and the fact of such injury or destruction shall be proved by 
least two witnesses. 

Committee amendment striking out, on page 513 
ter 15” and inserting * 
Mr. BARTLETT, 

out being read? 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

| read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia |[Mr, 
BARTLETT | require that the amendments be read? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; if I can havesome understanding with 
reference to this matter. Will the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. 
WARNER] say that when the reg ding of the bill is finished, if it 

| be finished to- day, he will not undertake to take up either of the 

| two propositions which are in controv ersy and have been left 
| pending? I refer particularly to what is known as the imprison- 
| ment for debt section. ; ; : 

If that be the understanding, I will not ask to interfere with 
the manner in which the bill is being read, because I realize that 
this committee ought to have the bill disposed of, and if in order 
to get it through some little skipping be necessary, I have no ob- 
jection. But I and other gentlemen are in this position: We do 
not want members to leave the House with a misapprehension as 
to the time which may be occupied in the reading, thus depriving 
themselves, perhaps, of the opportunity of being present when 
certain questions are taken up. In other words, I do not want 
any of my friends who are interested in certain questions yet to 
be — of to be “caught napping.” That is my whole state- 


ment honestly made. 
Mr. WARNER. 
i 


in line 6, 


‘been paid or shall have 
‘or shall refuse to accept.” 
‘upon tender thereof” 


mu cepted or.”’ 


and insert “and renounced 


‘seventy-one,” was read, and agreed 


‘interests’ and inserting ‘‘intent,” was read, 


by the 


, the title ‘‘ chap- 
chapter 16,” was read, and agreed to. 
Are these amendments being adopted with- 


In the absence of objection, they are? 
How can there be objection if they are not 


I gave the gentleman my word. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And I did not doubt that. 

Mr. WARNER, I said to the gentleman privately, and I will 
now say publicly, that as soon as we finish the reading of the bill 
I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. WARNER. And on Monday we will come in and patch 
up the parts which have been unacted upon and finish it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. ‘That is satisfactory. 

Mr. GIBSON. We might read down to the last section and re- 
serve that for Monday, 
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Mr. WARNER. 
for Monday, and we have agreed upon it. 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
purpose which we desire to accomplish. 


his word, given me privately or publicly. 

Mr. WARNER. You wanted it understood. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I knew the gentleman would keep his prom- 
ise to me with reference to the chapter relating to contempts; but 
there was another matter with reference to what we call impris- 
onment for debt, about which there had been no agreement. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRoSVENOR] 
introduced an amendment to be printed in the REcorp, and that 
can not be done until Monday morning. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. 

Mr. WARNER. I think we can now get along like a happy 
family with the remainder of this bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, | 


by Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (8. 2344) 
granting a pension to Alice V. Cook. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill and resolution or the following titles: 

H. R. 10740. An act to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, 
and for other purposes; and 

House concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Clerk be authorized in the enrollment of H. R. 7433, “An act making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes,’ to strike ott, in lines 12 
and 13, page 55, of the engrossed bill, “ upon the reservation /and insert “ at 
reservation or industrial schools." x 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The following committee amendments to section 167 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

Strike out, in lines 9 and 10, the words “eighty-cight” and insert in lieu 
thereof *‘eighty-three.” 

In line 23, after the word “ husband,” insert “and issue.” 

In line 24 strike out “the whole” and insert “one-half.” 

In line 25, after the words “* 
if the intestate leave a husband and no issue, such husband shall receive the 
whole of such residue of personal property.” 


The following committee amendment to section 168 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 6 strike out all after the words “‘one-half;" in line 7 strike out “ of 
such advancement” and add the following: “the personal property owned 
by the husband at the time of his death.” 


The following committee amendments to section 169 as renum- | 


bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 9 strike out the words “and lived and cohabited as husband and | 


“Eis 11 strike out *‘code”™ and insert “title.” 

The following committee amendment to section 179 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 12 strike out “code” and insert “ title.” 

The following committee amendments to section 181 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 2 strike out “suit.” 

In line 5 strike out “suit.” 

In line 7 strike out “ governor of the.” 

In line 8 strike out ‘‘district” and insert “Attorney-General.” 


The following committee amendments to section 182 as renum- | 


bered were , and agreed to: 


In Nne 13 strike out “ heirs” and insert “him.” 
In line 23, after the word “ paper,” insert “in the district.” 


The following committee amendment to section 183 as renum- | 


bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 5 strike out “therefore” and insert “ therefor.” 

The following committee amendments to section 184 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 

In line 16 strike out “ or admitted.” 

In line 19 strike out “ suit.” 

In line 56, after the words “with a,” insert “first;” and after the word 
“mortgage ’ insert “deed.” 

Tn line 66 strike out the word “suits” and insert “actions.” 

The following committee amendment to section 185 as renum- 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In lines 17 and 18 strike out the following: “tor persons beyond the limits 
of the United States.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed to: 

Strike out all of old section 200. 


The following committeeamendments were read, and agreed to: 


Amend section 189 as renumbered to read as follows: 
“Sec. 189. The payee and indorsee of every such note payable to him or his 
erder, and the holder of every such note payable to bearer, may maintain an 


Any way suits me which will carry out the | 
I will say to the gentle- 


man that I did not doubt his word at all, and should never doubt | to the order of a fictitious person, sball, if negotiated by the maker. ha, 
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That is unnecessary, because the thing is set | action for the sum of money therein mentioned, in like manner as in casi 
a 


an inland bill of exchange and not otherwise.” 

The following committee amendment was read, and agreed { 

Amend section 19) as renumbered to read as follows: 

“Src. 190. Such note made payable to the order of the maker thereos 
same effect and be of the same validity, as against the maker and all pers 
having knowledge of the facts, as if payable to bearer.” 

The following committee amendment to section 195 as renu) 


| bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 8 strike out the words “and 5 per cent damages.” 
The following committee amendment to section 201 as renyy), 


| bered was read, and agreed to: 


In line 29, before the word ** purposes,” insert “and general municipa 

The following committee amendment to section 204 as ren) 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 16 strike out * fourteen" and insert “ two.” 

The following committee amendment to section 205 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out “twenty-three ” and insert “ eleven.” 

The following committee amendment to section 211 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line5 strike out “sixteen"’ and insert “ four.” 

The following committee amendment to section 213 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty-two” and insert “twenty.” 

The following committee amendment to section 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In lines 2'and 3 strike out the words “ outside of the district.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MAHON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep and profound sor: 


as renu 


as renum- 


223 as renum- 


| the death of Hon. DANIEL ERMENTROUT, late a Representative fri 


State of Pennsylvania. 





rsonal property.” add the following: “but | 


Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order t 
fitting tribute may be paid to his eminent public services and high pe: 
| character. . 
| Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
| of Representatives. 
| _ Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the decease 

the Senate do now adjourn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to tly 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
10301) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Oftice De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and had further 
insisted upon its amendment numbered 15, disagreed to by the 


| House of Representatives. y 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA, 


The committee resumed its session, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 226. If any sych corporation or company shall attempt or commence 
to do business in the district without having first filed said statements, ¢ 
| tifleates, and consents required by this chapter, it shall forfeit the sum of 
for every day it shall so neglect to file the same; and every contract mai: 
such corporation, or any agent or agents thereof, during the time it shal 
neglect to file such statements, certificates, or consents, shall be void at the 
election of the other party thereto. It shall be the duty of the United States 
attorney for the district to sue for and recover, in the name of the (1 

| States, the penalty above provided, and the same, when so recovered, shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to strike out the word ‘ void,” i! 
line 8, section 226, and to substitute the word ‘‘ voidable.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Montana offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, section 226, strike out “‘ void’ and insert “ voidable.” 

Mr. WARNER. This says it shall be ‘ void at the election of 
the other party.” It seems to me it isimmaterial whether it reads 
| * void” or “ voidable.” 
| Mr, OTJEN. The effect would be the same either way. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, I only want to make it plainer. 
| Mr. WARNER. This is the existing law—the Oregon law. | 
| presume it has been construed by the supreme court of Oregon. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. It has been construed by the supreme cour' 

of Montana and criticised by that court. They have held that th: 
| word ‘‘ void” means “ voidable.” 
| Mr. WARNER. I think that is what it does mean, when you 
make it at the election of the other party. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, The point I want to make is this: [n our 
State we had a section similar to this, and a man tried to get ou" 
| of paying a mortgage upon the ground that the contract was \\'! 
| and could not be enforced. Our supreme court held that it ws 
not void, but that it was voidable, and that the party could on!y 
avoid the contract by returning the money. I have sugges!" 
putting in the word ‘‘voidable” for the purpose of saving 4") 
misconstruction of the statute. If tlie contract is void, then the 
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party borrowing the money does not have to return it. If itis | 


yoidable, he does have to return it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think “ voidable” is the better word. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not object to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. CAMPBELL], 
’ The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 


In section 224 as renumbered, line 5, strike out “thirty-five’’ and insert 
“twenty-three.” ; a . = 

In section 231, line 2, strike out “ forty-two" and insert “thirty. 

In section 282, line 2. strike out “ forty-two”’ and insert “thirty.” 

In line 4 strike out “suits at law and in equity ” and insert “actions.” 

Amend section 239 to read as follows: 

“Spo, 239. If any person or persons, company, or corporation owning or 
having possession or control of any animal affected by any such contagious 
or infectious disease shall fail to keep the same within an inclosure, or herd 
the same in some place where it will be secure from contact with other 
avimals not go affected, or shall suffer such infected animal to range where 
it will be likely to come in contact with another animal not so affected, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, punished by a fine of not 
more than $1,000 for each offense.” 

Strike out all of old section 252. 

In section 246, after the word * be,”’ strike out “in the habit of.” 

In section 250, line 5, strike out “sixty-one” and insert “ forty-eight.” 

Amend section 252 to read as follows: 

“Seo, 252. If any person shall take up, keep, or use any estray without 
complying with the provisions of this title he shall be liable to a penalty of 
double the value of such estray, to be sued for and recovered in the district 
court at the action of the United States, and it is hereby made the duty of the 
district attorney of the United States to prosecute an action against such 
offender for the violation of the provisions of this title when the same shall 
be within his personal knowledge or when complaint in writing, under oath, 
be filed with him alleging the violation of this title.” 

Amend section 253, in line 2, by striking out ‘*‘ten ’ and inserting “ eight.” 

In section 255, line 4, strike out “of debt, instituted before the court hav- 
ing jurisdiction thereof ’’ and insert * brought in any court of competent 
jurisdiction.” 

: In section 256, line 1, strike out “suit ’’ and insert “action.” 

In line 18 strike out “* whom ” and insert * which.” 

In line 14 strike out “‘ suit’ and insert “action.” 

In line 15 after “‘amount,” strike out “of” and insert “due, without in- 
terest, on.” 

In the same line, after “ the,”’ strike out “ original.” 

In line 16 strike out ‘‘ without interest.” 

In line 17 strike out “*‘ United States” and insert “ plaintiff.” 

In line 18strike out “ suit’ and insert “action;” and after “such” strike 
out “suit” and insert “action.” 

Strike out all of old section 271. ; 

Section 259, line 2, strike out “thirty-two ’ and insert “twenty.” 

In line 3, after *“‘ courts,” strike out ‘‘and before the commissioner.” 

Section 260, line 4, after “ material,” strike out “ or transporting or hauling 
any material.” . 

In line 9 strike out “or transportation.” 

In line 15 strike out *‘code’’ and insert ‘ title.”’ 

In section 261, line 8, strike out “code” and insert “ title.” 

In line 19 strike out “code” and insert “title.” 

In section 262, line 1, strike out ‘‘ code” and insert *‘ title.” 

In line Ll strike out “‘code” and insert * title.” 


The amendments to section 263 were read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out “seventy-four " and insert “‘sixty;*’ in line 8 strike out 
the word “ code” and insert the word “title.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 264 was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ code” and insert the word “title.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 266 were read, as follows: 


2 In line 1 strike out the word “‘code” and insert the word “ title; in line 
i strike out the words “two years”’ and insert the words “ one year.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 267 was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “code” and insert the word “ title.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 268 were read, as follows: 


_ In line 1 strike out the word ‘suits’ and insert the word “‘actions;” in 
line 2 strike out the word “code” and insert the word “title;” in line 5 strike 
out the word “code” and insert the word “title:” in line 17 strike out the 
word “suits” and insert the word “‘actions;” in line 21 strike out the word 
, Rults ” and insert the word “actions;” in the same line strike out the word 
\ code ! and insert the word “title;” in lines 22 and 25 strike out the word 
, Suits” and insert the word “actions;” in line 27 strike out the word 

Seventy-eight ” and insert the word ‘‘sixty-four;” in line 32 strike out the 
word “code” and insert the word “ title.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 271 was read, as follows: 

In line 9, after the word ‘‘same,” insert the word “has been or.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Amendment to section 272 was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “therein” and insert the word “herein.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 273 was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “suits” and insert the word “actions.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 274 was read, as follows: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ had " and insert the word “has.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 276 were read, as follows: 


wots Wand 11 strike out the words “of the most;” in line 2, after the 
manner,” insert the words “contrary to the provisions of this chap- 
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ter;"’ in line 23, after the word “ without,” insert the word “the;" in line 29 
strike out the word “ bear” and insert the word “bore; in lines 29 and 3 
strike out the words “ determines to sell” and insert the words ‘“‘made cd 
mand on the warehouseman for.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 281 was read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “divert” and insert the word “ defeat.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The amendments to section 282 were read, as follows: 

In lines 2 and 3 strike out the word “eighty-eight’’ and insert the word 
“seventy-four;” in line 3 strike out the word “eighty-nine”’’ and insert 
“seventy-five; "’ in line 7 strike out the word “ninety-eight™ and insert 
“eighty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 283 were read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “ninety-four”’ and insert 
3 strike ont the word “code” and insert the word “ title; ’ 
the word “ ninety-eight”"’ and insert “ eighty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 284 were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word ‘“‘eighty-eight’’ and insert “‘seventy-four;"’ 
in line 4 strike out the word “eighty-nine” and insert “seventy-tive;"’ in 
line 5 strike out the word “code” and insert the word “ title.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 285 were read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “ninety-two” and insert ‘“‘seventy-eight 
in line 4 strike out the word “was” and insert the word “were;"’ in line 6 
strike out the word “ninety-eight’’ and insert the word “eighty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 286 were read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “ recorders" 
in line 2 strike out the word “code” 


strike out the word “them” 
out the word “they” 


“eighty;* in line 
in line 6 strike out 


and insert the word “ recorder;”’ 
and insert the word “ title;"’ in line 3 
and insert the word “him; in line 5 strike 
and insert the word “he.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 287 was read, as follows: 
In line 4 strike out the words “a suit’’ and insert the words “ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment to section 288 was read, as follows: 
In line 2 strike out the words ‘“‘a suit” and insert the words 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendments to section 289 were read, as follows: 


In line 1 strike out the words “‘asuit"’ and insert the words “an action;" in 
line 4 strike out the word “ suit’ and insert the word “action; in line 9% 
strike out the word “ninety-six’’ and insert the word “eighty-two;" in 
line 10 strike out the word “ninety-seven"’ and insert the word “eighty 
three;" in line 12, after the word “spars,”’ insert the word * piles;"’ in line 17 
strike out “ ninety-seven "’ and insert “ eighty-three.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 290 were read, as follows: 


In line 2 strike out the word “code” and insert the word “title;” 
line strike out the word “suit "’ and insert the word *‘ action;”’ 
out the word ‘‘ suits’ and insert the word “ actions.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 291 was read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “suit” and insert the word “action.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 292 were read, as follows: 

In line 1, after the word “The,” insert the words “ judge of the:” 
strike out the word “and” and insert the word * supported;” 
out the word “code and insert the word ‘‘title;”’ 
“rendered,” insert ‘“‘as provided in section 291." 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out section 3/, old number. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of chapter 29, old number, including sections 
308, 309, 310, and 311. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 294 were read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the word “or; insame line, after the word “ 
the words “or kept.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 296 were read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike’ out the words “or by mail;" in line 6, after the word 
“known,” insert the words “or if service can not be made as above pro- 
vided.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 297 were read, as follows: 


In line 3 strike out the words “after sixty days’ notice shall have been 
given” and insert the words “within sixty days from the first publication 
or service of notice as above provided;"’ in line 10, after the word “ publica 
tion,” insert the words “or service.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 299 was read, as follows: 
In line 4, after the word “ more,” insert the word “ . 
The amendment was agreed to, 


an action. *’ 


“an action.” 


in same 
in line 3 strike 


in line 2 
in line 4 strike 
in line 6, after the word 


of,” insert 


public.’ 
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The amendment to section 303 was read, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the words “to the clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 305 were read, as follows: 

After the word “thereof,”’ at the end of line 4, insert ‘‘as provided in sec- 
tion 200;" in line 11 strike out the words “three hundred and eighteen” and 
insert “two hundred and ninety-nine.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 808 was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out, commencing with the word “and,” down toand includ- 
ing the word “creditors,” in line 15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 309 were read, as follows: 


In line 3, after the word “ property," strike out the words “and make the 
affidavit tlerein required; ”"’ in line4, after the word “firm,” insert the words 
“to secure a debt or liability of said firm;” in line 6 strike out the words 
“and the affidavit so made; ” in line 7 strike out allafter the word “fact” to 
the end of the section. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 311 were read, as follows: 


In line 1, etter the word “ property,” strike out the words * together with 
the affidavits of the parties thereto; in line 5, after the word * resides,” 
insert the words ‘‘and of the precinct where the property is at the time of 
the execution of the mortgage.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 312 were read, as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 7 and 8, the words “together with a statement verified 
as provided in subdivision 2. section 227, herein; *’ and after the word “a,” in 
line 8, insert the word “ verified.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 313 were read, as follows: 


In line 4 strike out the word “thirty-one” and insert the word “twelve ;" 
same line, strike out the word “code” and insert the word *“title;”’ same 
line, strike out the word “the” and insert the word “any; in line 6 strike 
out the word “ affidavit " and insert the words “verified statement; in line 
8 strike out the word “ commissioner ” and insert the word “recorder;” in 
line 9 strike out the word “affidavit’’ and insert the words “ verified state- 
ment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 314 were read, as follows: 


In line 2 strike out the word “ suit *’ and insert the word “action; ™ in line 
4, after the word ** mortgagee,” insert the words * or the assignee thereof; "’ 
in line 8, after the word “mortgagee,” insert the words “ or the assignee 
thereof; ’ in line 12. after the word “ mortgagee,” insert the words)" or the as- 
signee of said mortgage.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 318 was read, as follows: 

In line 9 strike oct the word “ thirty’ and insert the word “ eleven.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 324 were read, as follows: 

In lines 7 and 10 strike out the word “ weekly.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendment to section 328 was read, as follows: 

In line 1 strike out the word “suits.” 

The amendment wac agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 601, after the words “chapter thirty-three,” strike ont the words 
“transportation of livestock” and insert “injury to live stock by railroads.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 331 was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ or near.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 333 was read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the word “fifty” and insert the words “thirty-one.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment to section 334 was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “less than $50 nor more than” and insert 
the word “ exceeding.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments to section 335 were read, as follows: 


In line 1 strike out the words “or suit;" in line 3 strike out the word 
“fifty and insert the words “thirty-one; in lines 9 and 10,strike out the 
words “or suit;” in line 15 strike out the words “suit or.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 336 were read, as follows: 
In lines 1 and 7 strike out the words “ suit or.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments to section 337 were read, as follows: 


In line 3 strike out the word “ respective;" in line 7 strike out the word 
“section ’ and insert the word “ chapter.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The following committee amendment to section 338 as renum- 
bered was agreed to: 

In line 6 strike out the word “production” and insert “payment.” 

The following committee amendments to section 339 as renum- 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 5, after the word “the,” insert “on Government Jand.” 
in line 12 strike out the word “ten “ and insert “ thirty.” 
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| out, in line 8, page 609, the words “ his neighbor” and insert : 


May 255, 


The following committee amendments to section 340 as vey 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 3, after the word “up,” insert “ notices in.” 
out the words * three notices in" and insert “three.” 
In line 5 strike out “ twenty” and insert “thirty.” 


The following committee amendment to section 342 as ren: 
bered was read, and agreed to: 

In line 10, after the word “the,” insert ‘‘late or.” 

The Clerk read section 347 as renumbered. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to sj 


Q- 


In the same line 


ike 
person.” 7 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Washington off, 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, page 609, strike out the words “his neighbor” and insert 
person;”’ so that it shall read: “ or to take inand carr y over any perso 
the same is done without fee or charge and not with intent toinjure an, 
son licensed to keep a ferry.” 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I see no reason why, if a nan 
wants to take anyone across the stream, he shonld not have j)}o 
opportunity. If a person wants to take anyone across, he | 
to have the right to do it, and not be confined to his neighbo 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following amendment to section 348 as renumbered wag 
read, and agreed to: 

In line 7 strike out the word “sixty-one” and insert “forty-two.” 

In line 21, page 610, after the word “ being,” insert ** chosen or.” 

The following committee amendments to section 349 as renun. 
bered were read, and agreed to: 


In line 4 strike out the word “suit” and insert “action.” 
In line 6 strike out the word “suit” and insert “ action.” 


The following amendment to section 352 as renumbered was 
read, and agreed to: 

In line 3 strike out “sixty-nine ” and insert “ fifty.” 

The following amendments to section 353 as renumberel were 
read, and agreed to: 

Tn line 2 strike out the word “steam 

In line 3 strike out the words “* propelled wholly or in part by st 

In line 4 strike out the words “ or street.” 

The following committee amendment to section 3 
and agreed to: 

In line 1 strike out the word “steam.” 

The following committee amendments to section 355 wer: 
and agreed to: 

In line 2 strike out the word “steam” and insert,after the word ne,” 
“of over 2 tons weight.” 

The following committee amendments to section 356 were read, 
and agreed to: 


In line 3strike out “*$10"’ and insert “$1.” 
In line 4 strike out the words “or imprisonment for not less than fi 


ight 


D4 wa 


read, 


| more than ten days.” 


In line § strike out the word “steam.” 


The following amendments to section 357 were read, and 


| agreed to: 


In line 3 insert, after the word “until,” the words “he or.” 

In lires 5, 6, and 7 strike out the words ‘the States of Oregon, Cali! 
or Washington as ex officio insurance commissioners of the State 
sert “some State of the United States setting forth.” 

In line 8, after the word “the,” insert “said.” 

In line 10 strike out “the” and insert “said;* in the same line st: 
the words “ of Oregon.” 

The following committee amendments to section 358 were read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 1, after the word “company,” insert “ corporation, associatio: 
or individual.” 

In line 11, page 614, insert, after the word “any, ’ * incorporated.” 

In line 16, after the word “any,” insert *‘such.” 

The following amendment to section 359 was read, and ag 

In line 3 insert, after “ workmen,” ** Modern Woodmen of Ameri 

The committee amendment striking out section 379, old | 
ber, was read, and agreed to. 

The amendments to section 361 were read, and agreed to, ° 
lows: 

- pe 1, after the word “district,” strike out the words “and clerk 


cou 
In ‘ine 5 strike out the words “and the clerk of the district court.” 


The Clerk read section 363, 

Mr. SLAYDEN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word, I will not detain the committee long, but I want | 
attention to a statement made last Monday by the gentler 
Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR], who challenged the correctness of 
ment made by the gen leman from Tennessee [{ Mr. (iA1N! 
the Democratic party—and umably he meant every 1 
of the Demeenetles ty—had offered nothing in the way o- 
lation to promote interest of labor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. "Ewantio say to the gentleman from 1 
that nothing of that kind was said by me, 





1900. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. 
I will apologize. . 
Mr. GROSVENOR, I said that the Democratic party had not 
passed any law, any eight-hour law, which was the only thing 
we were talking about. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. If [have misrepresented the gentleman, I will 
withdraw what I said; but it does not in the main affect anything 
that I want to say. 
Mr. LACEY. gel an 
my friend from Ohio was unfair in glaiming that the Democrats 


If I have not correctly quoted the gentleman, 
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| ing powers, to the 
| had been preduced in such State or Territory, and sha 


Does not the gentleman from Texas think that | 


had never reduced the hours of labor, when the party has really | 


reduced them more than anybody else ever did? 
Republican side. | es 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Iam not willing to get into any controversy 
with the gentleman from lowa. That will occupy my time, and 
I have only five minutes, Besides, I have promised the chair- 
man of the committee, who was very courteous to me, that I would 
not consume much of his time. On April 10, 1897, I presented a 
bill in this House intending to correct the evil of convict compe- 
tition with honest free labor. That bill was referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. I protested against it, thinking it should have 


| Laughter on the 


| other respect 


| satisfactory in form, but as long ago as the middle of 


gone to the Committee on Interstate Commerce or to the Com- | 


mittee on Labor. I wasassured by gentlemen of long experience 
in this House that the reference of it was correct. I submitted. 
On December 8, 1899, in the earliest days of this Congress, I rein- 
troduced that bill. A month later the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CocHRANE] presented a bill which I will now read: 


A bill (H. R. 5499) to protect free labor from prison competition. 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That no person shall knowingly transport 
or cause to be delivered for transportation, for commercial purposes, from 
any State or Territory in which they are in whole or in part manufactured, 
any goods, wares, or merchandise in whole or in part the product of convict 
labor in any penitentiary, prison, or reformatory or other establishment in 
which convict labor is employed, into any other State or Territor’y or into 
the District of Columbia. 

See. 2. That all goods, wares, and merchandise made or manufactured, in 
whole or in part. in any State or Territory by convicts, and all goods, wares, 
and merchandise in whole or in part the product of convict labor in any pen 
itentiary, prison, or reformatory or other establishment in which convict 
labor is emplo ed, in every State and Territory of the United States, as well 
the separate pieces of said goods, wares, and merchandise, as also the pack- 
ages and parcels containing the same, shall be branded or stamped in a legi. 
ble and permanent manner, where it can be plainly scen and easily read 
“Prison made,” “ Made by convicts at .”’ giving the name of the peni’ 
tentiary, prison, reformatory, or penal institution, and of the city, town, or 
village, and State or Territory where made. . 

Sec. 3. That all goods, wares, and merchandise in whole or in part the 
product of convict labor, and transported or delivered for transportation in 
violation of section 1 of this act,and all goods, wares, and merchandise in 
whole or in part the product of convict labor and not branded or stamped as 
provided for in section 2 of this act, shail be forfeited to the United States; 
and every person who violates or aids or abets in violating this act, or any 
part thereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shail be punished by a fine of not less than $250 nor more than $5, 
or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both such fine and im- 
prisonment, at the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district at- 
torneys to prosecute all violations of this act, or of any part thereof, when 
any person shall make the complaint under oath, and the same shail be heard 
before any district or circuit court in the United States or Territorial court 
holden within the district in which the violation of this act, or any part 
thereof, has been committed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of three months 
from and after its passage. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, on the 9th day of May, having had that 
bill under consideration since January 8, the Committee on Labor 
resented this substitute for the bill of the gentleman from New 
fork [Mr. CocHRANE]. 


The substitute is as follows: 


That all goods, wares, and merchandise, manufactured wholly or in part 
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory, transported into any State 
or Territory, or remainin therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage, 
shall, upon arrival in such State or Territory, be subject to the operation and 
effect of the laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the 
saine manner as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been manu- 
factured in such State or Territory, and shall nct be exempt therefrom by 
reason of being introduced in original packages or otherwise. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to limit the effect of the regulation 
of interstate commerce between the several States in goods, wares, and mer- 


chandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any prison 
or reformatory.” 


That substitute bill was passed last week. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I invite the attention of the House to the almost complete identity 
of the language of the substitute which was brought in by the 
Committee on 


lintroduced in April, 1897, and reintroduced in December, 1899, 
a month 


i before the bill of the gentleman from Missouri was born. 


+ read the bill which I introduced in April, 1897, and reintroduced 
in December, 1899: 


(H. R. 2780, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 


April 10, 1897.—Mr. SLAYDEN introduced the following bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


4 a to make goods, wares, and merchandise made in who or in part by 

¢ labor of convicts subject to the laws of the State or Territory into 
which they may be transported. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


of America in Congress assembled, That all goods, wares, and merchandise, of 


ee tL CL Tt 


bor and passed by this House with the bill which 





whatever sort, which are made by the labor of convicts, in whole or 
when transported into any State or Territory, and which shall 
therein for use, consumption, or sale, or for stor » therein, shall 
rival in such State or Territory, be subject to the operation and « 
laws of such State or Territory, enacted in the exercise of its ] 
same extent and in like manner as thong! 
inot ve ex 
from by reason of being introduced therein in original packages or 

So, Mr. Chairman, one bill at least which was presented by a 
Democrat was thought good enongh in principle and substantially 
correct enough in language to be brought into this House bv a 
committee dominated by the Republican party and passed with- 
out objection. The words ‘or reformatory” have been added 
the substitute bill brought in by thiscommittee. In almost every 
practically every other respect —it is identical with 
the bill which I presented April 10, 1897, and reintroduced in 
December, 1899, 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr, Chairman, I w’sh to say for 
the information of the gentleman from Texas and the House that 
the Labor Committee had the Cochrane bill referred to them, and 
it was the first bill which they considered. It was not altogether 
February 
the committee determined to make a favorable report on that bill 
with amendments, If the amendments are in the language of the 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Texas, he is entitled to all 
the credit. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The substitute bill is not quite identical with 
my bill; there are one or two little verbal changes that do not 
affect the meaning of the bill in any particular. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The Labor Committee did not 
have the gentleman's bill before them formally. 

Mr, SLAYDEN. I have not intended to charge that the com- 
mittee intentionally copied the language of my bill, but the re- 
semblance is an extraordinary coincidence, and I want to say that 
if | found cattle in my neighbor's pasture with a brand upon them 
so nearly identical with mine as the resemblance between these 
two bills, I would view my neighbor with suspicion 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The resemblance between 
two measures is a tribute to the gentleman from ‘l'exas, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Thank you, 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 
have the last section of the bill read this evening. 

Mr. WARNER. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, We have now reached that section. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Section 732 was passed with the privilege 
of recurring to it for the purpose of amendment, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lieu of the fourth paragraph insert the following: 

“Fourth. For being guilty of any crime or misdemeanor involving mora 
turpitude, upon good cause being shown why the court should take juri 
tion, without previous conviction.” 

Mr. WARNER. Iam inclined to think that this amendment 
should not be adopted. An attorney should not be removed or 
suspended for crime or misdemeanor without fair and impartial 
trial by jury. Heshould not be brought before the court and his 
case prejudiced bya decision of the judge that he has been guilty 
of crime. Iam of opinion that the amendment would be danger- 
ous, though on first reading I did not see any objection to it, 
The section as it now stands provides that— 


Oo 


the 


An attorney may be removed or suspended by the district court for either 
of the following causes, arising after his admission to practice 

First. Upon his being convicted of any felony or of a misdemeanor involv- 
ing moral turpitude, in either of which cases the record of his conviction is 
conclusive evidence. 

The pending amendment, as I understand, provides that the 
court may try an attorney for the purpose of deciding whether it 
will suspend him from further practice before it. If an attorney 
is thus tried, the decision of the court against him is equivalent 
to a conviction by the court, so far as its action can go, and would 
prejudice his cause in a trial before a jury. Iam of opinion that 
we would do best to leave the bill as it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, | hope the amendment will 
prevail. Without a provision of this kind an attorney may be 
guilty of bribery, perjury, or any other crime, and still he can 
not be disbarred until he has been convicted of the offense by a 
jury. Butif the provision which I propose be adopted, then if 
the attorney should escape conviction by a jury upon a tech- 
nicality or for any other reason, the court, upon just cause being 
shown, can proceed to disbar him. The court will not exercise 
this right where the party is to be tried for the offense alleged, but 
simply where he has escaped conviction when he should have 
been convicted according to the evidence, My amendment sim- 
ply leaves the court—— 

Mr. BELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. BELL. Is there no provision that the court may, upon 
trial before it, suspend a member of the bar? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I find no such provision at all. 
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Mr. BELL. 
of the bar? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There are several, but none of them covers 
the case of a man who has been guilty of an offense, without 
there is a conviction, so that the record may be put in. 

Mr. BELL. Suppose that before the Supreme Court you show 
that a man has co)jlected money for a client and retained it? 

Mr. WARNER. He may be disbarred for any misconduct in 
his profession. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is connected with his profession. 

Mr. WARNER. Or for any willful deceit in his profession. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But disbarment for a crime not connected 
with his profession is not provided for in this bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I quite agree with the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the provision suggested by my friend from Montana 
{Mr. CAMPBELL] would be extremely dangerous. This chapter 
already provides for the removal of an attorney upon his convic- 
tion of any felony or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, 
but it requires his indictment and conviction of the offense in the 
usual manner before he can be thus removed. But in the third 
paragraph of section 732 it is provided that he may also be re- 
moved if guilty of any willful deceit or misconduct in his pro- 
fession. In section 733 it is provided that proceedings to remove 
an attorney may be taken by the court of its own motion or may 
be instituted by another. 

Now, it seems to me that that is all that can be reasonably re- 
quired to maintain a high standard of honor in the legal pro- 
fession. To put it in the power of the court—of a single judge— 
of his own motion to convict a man of a felony or misdemeanor, 
and disbar him upon that ground, without a conviction or trial 
by due process of law, it seems to me, would be an extremely dan- 
gerous provision to put in thelaw. It takes away the right of 
trial by jury and places every lawyer, his office, and his honor at 
the mercy of the judge. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The court might find one 
way and the jury another. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I presume if a man is called before a grand 
jury to testify, and testifies to having been guilty of giving a bribe, 
that he can not be prosecuted for that offense? That is the pro- 
vision of most statutes. 

Mr. WARNER. 

Mr, CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WARNER. 
testifies. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Supreme Court of the United States, as 
I understand, have held that SS can not be prosecuted, 

Mr. OLMSTED. It held that upon the ground that the man 
ought not to have been compelled to testify. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Suppose a man is compelled to testify that 
he was guilty of bribery, but he could not be convicted of it. 

Mr. WARNER. There can not be such a case under this law. 

Mr. OLMSTED. He can not be compelled to testify, and so 
there can be no such case. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
States. 


Is this the only reason for suspending a member 


He can not be compelled to testify to it at all. 
If he testifies, he can not be prosecuted for it. 
Oh, yes, he can, if he voluntarily appears and 


Mr. WARNER. There is no United States law under which | 


that could be done. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If hs is brought in and compelled to testify 
and is indicted, the indictment would be quashed. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think there is any such law of the 
United States. I read the case yesterday to which I think the 
gentleman refers, in which the evidence of a man which incrim- 
inated: him was not permitted to be read upon the ground that 
the court which admitted the evidence had no right to do so, and 
as it had no right to compel the giving of the testimony the case 
was treated as if the incriminating testimony had not been given. 

Now, this amendment would permit a judge, of his own motion 
practically, to convict a man of a felony without the finding of a 
jury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, He would have to be tried before the court. 

Mr. OLMSTED. But not before the jury. The proposed 
amendment does not require any particular kind of evidence nor 
supply any rule with regard to the taking thereof, nor requires 
any notice, nor any hearing, nor provides for any appeai from the 
action of the judge, arbitrary and unwarranted oak it may 
be. If the court is of the opinion—if the court, arbitrarily or 
otherwise, concludes that the man is guilty of a felony, this would 
empower him practically to convict the attorney and subject him 
to everlasting disgrace and to the severe penalty of removal 
from his office of attorney, without any hearing or trial before a 
jury, whic >the laws of the land award to every man accused of 
crime. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon theamendment of the 
gentleman from Montana. 

The amendment was rejected, 
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Suppose it was under the laws of the United | 








May 26, 


Mr. JONES of Washington. 
to section 467, page 236. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Washington 
unanimous consent to recur to section 467, page 236. Is { 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to offer an amend 
This matter was suggested when we passed over that sectic 
was thought that the provision referred to in the amendment 
covered. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘ie gentleman from Washington of 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Tne Clerk read as follows: 

In section 467, on page 236, insert the following paragraph: 

“Fourth. Or such disposition of the property of the parties as 
deemed rignt and proper, and to enforce the same by attachment 

Mr. WARNER. I think that word ‘‘attachment” t) 
wrong. There isno need of an attachmentin a case of that 
That is a case for a receiver. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is this to be done before judgment? 

Mr. WARNER. This is in divorce proceedings. 
nary provision in most of the States. 

Mr. PAYNE. Tomake disposition of the property befor 
ment? 

Mr. WARNER. To restrain conveyance. 

Mr. PAYNE. That isa different thing. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The court enforces his o: 
attachment. 

Mr. WARNER. You might say that he may restrain t 
ties from conveying or disposing of their property. 

Mr. BARNEY. ~ You can do that under the common law. 

Mr. BELL. You can do that anyway. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think that amendment is ro), 
The first part of the section provides: 

After the commencement of an action and before the judgment 
the court or judge thereof may, in his discretion, provide by an 
Ows. 

The fourth provision that I offer is that he shall order the dis 
»0sition of the property pending the suit, and that he may enforce 
bis order by attachment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does this apply to any kind of an action 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; simply todivorce proceedings, 

Mr. PAYNE. There is nothing in the section which refers to 
divorce preceedings. The chapter may. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; the chapter does. 

Mr. PAYNE. It would be a pretty broad provision, if a man 
was sued for $50, to restrain him from disposing of his property. 

Mr. WARNER. Instead of the amendment that the ge: 
man proposes, I + Hy that immediately after the word “be,” in 
the first clause, he add 

And the court may restrain either or both the parties from dis 
their property during the pendency of the proceedings. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is satisfactory. 

Mr.WARNER. That would veach what the gentleman desires 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I suggest that the amendment be made 
to insert, after the word ‘* be,” in line 7, the words: 

And the court may restrain either or both the parties from < 
their property during the pendency of the action, and until t! 
order of the court. 

Mr. BELL. That can be done anyway. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand the court can do that anyway. 
It is probably. unnecessary. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I think any amendment of this 
kind would be extremely dangerous. I think it is always dane! 
ous to attempt a partial codification of the common law. Now, 
without any provision of statute at all, under the common law the 
court has all the power that is given by this amendment, and it 
might by implication possibly be thought that by giving it this 
power and not specifying other powers the other extraordinary 
powers which the court has in equitable cases of this kind might 
be taken away, and that the court should not have any further 
similar powers than are here specified. ; 

For that reason Ido not think we ought to attempt to coully 
the common law in this respect at all, but that we ought to leave 
it to be administered by the courts. At the common law tie 
courts have ample authority in actions for divorce, as in all othiT 
actions of equity, to see that property is protected and not con 
veyed, to answer the final judgment of the court, I think t!''s 
all this amendment seeks to do. 

Mr. BELL. It is an incident, 

Mr. BARNEY. It is an incident to the establishment ©' 4 
court of equity to be able to enforce its final judgment 11 (he 
case, colt repeat that it seems to me that it is extremely dan-' - 
ous to attempt partially, as this does, to codify the laws re'«' ad 
to a court of equity, because by implication it may poss!''y '" 
held, as I stated before, that the court has notall the extra rdi- 
nary powers which are given to courts of equity in such cases. 


I ask unanimous consent to r 


It is the 
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Mr. JONES of Washington. Will the gentleman permit me to | view to their preservation by publication, reported the same with- 

ask him a question? | out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1767); which said 
Mr. BARNEY. Certainly. bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Do you think that the other pro- | on the state of the Union. 

yisions are alsocovered by common law; that the court may make oes 

orders to care for the children? |} REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
Mr. BARNEY. Iam not quite sure they are, I hardly think | RESOLUTIONS. 

a court at common law has the power—— — Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from 
Mr. JONES of WwW ashington. do not think it has. | the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill of 
Mr. BARNEY (continuing). To provide for the care and cus- | the House (H. R. 1708) authorizing the President of the United 

tody of minor children and to provide for the payment of attor-| States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, now on 

neys’ fees and alimony, but it certainly has the power to protect | the retired list, to be a commander on the retired list. reported 

the wife’s property and to restrain the husband from conveying the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1768); 

his property during the pendency of the action. an | which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. The main object of this is to pre 

yent the disposition of personal property. I[ do not believe the ADVERSE REPORTS. 

common law would cover a provision of that kind. I know itis!  tyyder clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GROSVENOR. from the Com- 

a provision in all the codes, and it is in almost the exact language | mittee on Waysand Means. to which was referred the joint reeolu- 

of the code of the State of Washington, where I have known in- | ti f tl H : H. J. Res. 181) t - beget “4 ee 

stances where this provision was absolutely necessary to protect | UOT OF the Mouse (ol. J. Kes. ISI) to admit free of duty sugar, 
ns Tr : : molasses, and everything entering into the manufacture of sugars 
the wife from the husband selling the household goods. By pre- | ri - shea oe . ncoerah, te 
. : cae ; aa oe i. rom Porto Rico and Cuba, reported the same adversely, accom- 
venting disposition of the property by either party to the suit you | | ioe be @ sonert (Mo. 1768); which said joint reaclutt aan 
thereby srotect the rights of each one. | rem 9 a “ p » lt i : ‘0 aK : Dl . Said joint resoiution ant 
The CHAIRMAN, - Without objection, the Clerk will again re- | TPort were ordered to lie on ee 
nort the amendment. > TR . ma + Tc 86AN " ; 
l The Clerk read as follows: PUBLIC BILLS, REBOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
ser e irc arag ah of section 467 the words “ — a eo P 

aan ot ae Sieh ae wale mibuine Crone Mianosinn of Weare Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

either party pending the action.” of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | follows: i 

ment. By Mr. HOPKINS: A dill (H. R. 11904) to tix the place of 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the | venue, trial, and punishment for crimes against the United States 

ayes appeared to have it. of America committed not within a State, as it is provided may 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, Division. | be donein Article III, section 2, of the Constitution of the United 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 7. States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do| By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 11905) to provide for the purchase 
now rise. of a site and the erection of a building for post office purposes in 

The motion was agreed to. | the city of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having re- | Grounds. _ = ; 

sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. JENKINS, Chairman By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11906) to detar- 

of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, | mine the term of service of all soldiers, sailors, and marines serv- 

reported that that committee had had under consideration the bill | ing in the war of the rebellion for a period of ninety days or more 

(8. 8419) making further provision for a civil government for | to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Alaska, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution| By Mr. HENRY ©. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11907) to extend the 

thereon, line of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, and for other pur- 

PENSION BILLS. poses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


. atta ‘ : By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 11908) donating 
; Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that certain gun carriages to Grand Army organizations—to the Com- 
the previous question may be considered as ordered upon the bills mittee on Military Affairs 
= the daw be Calendar reported from the Committee of the | "By My KING: A bill (H. R. 11909) to amend section 224 of 
V hole vester ay. 4 a = - 2 é . o ALOU ’ i St ~ nw p 
om. dae the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. : 
shire asks unanimous consent that the previous question may be . ee bas 
<r as ordered on the bills passed by the Committeeof| ppryaTE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 
the Whole yesterday. ee oe eee a sich eae a2 
Mr. TALBERT. ‘I object, Mr. Speaker. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ee a the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, follows: 
sy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.| By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 11910) granting an increase of 


GaINes for three days, on account of sickness. pension to Thomas H. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- | gions, 


journ. : : By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11911) granting an 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 22 | increase of pension to Henry C, Jones—to the Committee on Inva- 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. lid Pensions. : 
4 P . By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 11912) for relief of the heirs of 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND Bliss Weaver—to the Committee on War Claims. 
} RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 11913) to remove the charge of 
_ Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- | desertion from the military record of George W. Ludwig—to the 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to | Committee on Military Affairs. 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as Also, a bill (H. R, 11914) to remove the charge of desertion 
follows: from the military record of T. M. Brown—to the Committes on 
Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | Military Affairs. 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2947) to indemnify the By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 11915) for the relief of the trus- 
State of Pennsylvania for money expended in 1864 for militia | tees of Mount Horeb Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fau- 
called into the military service by the governor under the procla- | quier County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
mation of the President of June 15, 1863, reported the same with- By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11916) for the relief of the estate 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1764); which said | of Solomon N. Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House Also, a bill (H. R. 11917) for the reiief of John L. Brown and 
on the state of the Union. the estates of A. T, Redditt and William G, Judkins—to the Com- 
_Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstateand Foreign | mittee on War Claims. 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4541) By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11918) for the re- 
for the establishment of lights at the mouths of Warroad and | lief of George W. Blakeslee, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth 
tainy rivers, Lake of the Woods, Minnesota, reported the same | Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1765); which | Military Affairs. 
Said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, Also, a bill (H. R. 11919) for the relief of John Shields, late of 
Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to which | Company G, First Regiment New York Volunteer Light Artil- 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11429) to provide for the | lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
investigation of the historical archives and public records of the| Also, a bill (H. R. 11920) granting a pension to Mary A. Loss- 
several States and Territories, and of the United States, with a ing, widow of Samuel H, Lossing, late sergeant, Company C, 
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Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 11921) for the relief of Dewitt 
Eastman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 11922) providing for the payment | 


of $6,000 to Christian Kener—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 11923) granting an increase of 
pension to Ernest A. Klingenberg—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11924) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Ryan —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11925) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Schulz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11926) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Bellinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 11927) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Dickerson, formerly widow of James Bohler—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVEY: Petition of retail druggists of New Orleans, 
La., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of Orleans Parish Medical Society, of New Or- 
leans, La., urging the formation of a national bureau of health— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Minneapolis, Minn., urging the enactment of 
— Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Minneapolis, Minn., urg- 
ing the passage of the post-office reclassification bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the Baptist, Methodist, and Con- 
gregational churches of Danville, Iowa, for the passage of the 
Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Pomona Grange of Lorain County, 
Ohio, in favor of the bi]l to increase the tax on oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KING: Petition of Christian Kener, to accompany 
House bill for his relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No, 178, of Beacon, 
Iowa, United Mine Workers, favoring House bills 6882, 5450, and 
8917—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of A. Z. Cates and other drug- 
gists of Rumford Falls, Me., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
pruprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Jay, Me., for the passage of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petitions of Women’s Board of Missions 
and citizensof Halifax, Mass. ,and Methodist Episcopal Churchand 
citizens of Hull, Mass., asking for the passage of the anti-canteen 
bill, prohibiting the sale of liquors on premises used for military 
purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF: Petition of Joe Hooker Post, No. 11, and 
Lyon Post, No. 8, Department of California and Nevada, Grand 
Army of the a for the establishment of a Branch Sol- 
diers’ Home for disabled soldiers near Johnson City, Tenn,—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of druggists of Oakland, Cal., for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RLXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Mount Horeb Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fauquier 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of farmers and dairymen 
of Lenawee, Mich., in opposition to the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of the Bristol County Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Massachusetts, urging the enact- 
ment of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Epworth League, Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor, and other societies of Franklin, Mass., 
urging the enactment of a law forbidding the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the Hawaiian Islands, Philippines, Porto Rico, and 
Cuba—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of 24 citizens of Millville, Mass., 
urging the enactment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATERS: Petition for the repeal of the tax on medi- 
—- perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans., 
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SENATE. 
MonDaAyY, May 28, 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D.D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proc 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. CULLoM, and by 1 


1900, 


| mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

tion, will stand approved. 
LAWS APPLICABLE TO PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
munication from the Secretary of State, inclosing a reference | 
the governor of Porto Rico transmitting a petition from t] 
dicial board of Porto Rico referring to section 8 of publi 


The Journal, without « 


| No. 69, approved April 12, 1900, and urging that such . 


Revised Statutes of the United States as apply to that island 
be translated into Spanish for the benefit of the people; \ 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committ 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 
SURPLUS FILES OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that 
a sum amounting to $5,800 be included in the deficiency appro- 
priation bill for the rental of the building near the corner of 
Fourteenth and B streets NW., Washington, D. C., for th 
commodation of the surplus files in the Treasury Depart: 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Cv: 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL TRACTION AND ANACOSTIA RAILROADS, 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider tho 
vote by which the bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring 
certain extensions to be made to the lines of the Capital Traction 
Company of the District of Columbia was passed on Saturday, 
I simply desire this morning to enter the motion and to let it 
stand until to-morrow. I believe the chairman of the committee 
does not object. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be entered. 


The motion to reconsider will 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H, R. 9154) granting authority to Alafia, Manatee and 
Gulf Coast Railroad Company to build railroad bridges across tle 
Manatee River and Gasparilla Sound and to lay railroad tracks 
thereon; ~ 

A bill (H, R. 10700) to confirm a lease with the Seneca Nation 
of Indians; 

A bill (H. R. 10812) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
set aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., as a 
legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silverton to 
enter said land for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 4414, Title LII, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 11281) permitting building a dam across New 
River; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) to authorize and empower 
the Banco Espaiiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) 
to amend its by-laws. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: : 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Van Horn; 

A bill S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely; 

A bill (S. 557) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh; 

A bill (5S. 1619) granting an in@vease of pension to Ella Cotton ° 
Conrad; a 
—_ bill (S. 1781) granting an increase of pension to Julia Mac. 

enry; 

A bill (S. 2883) to change the characteristic of Cape Cod 'isht, 
Massachusetts; 

A bill (H, R. 2537) to create the southern division of the sou'h- 
ern district of Iowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the tim: and 
place for holding court therein; . 
a bill (H. R. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Jacob W. 

ooar; 

A bill (H, R. 5886) granting a pension to William H. Lane: 
_ bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Gveors® 

arrett; 





1900. 


A bill (H. R. 10740) to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R, 8559) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
R. Clune. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a memorial of sundry embers 
of the bar of Dade County, Fla., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to change the boundaries of the United States 
judicial districts of Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hol- 
loway, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation imposing a 
tax upon oleomargarine, butterine, and all kindred dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Civic Center of 
Washington, D. C., relative ta the rates and operation of telephone 
plants in the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented sundry petitions of druggists of 
Noblesville, Greenfield, Martinsville, and Rockville, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 
proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 100 members of the Maple 
Heights Mission, of Bloomington, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2897) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Stephen 
A. Toops; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2916) to grant right of way over Gov- 
ernment lands for a pipeline for the conveyance of water to Flag- 
staff, Ariz., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them | 


severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S, 4192) in relation to the police court of the District of 
Columbia; and 7 


A bill (S, 121) to exempt from taxation certain property of the | 


Young Men’s Christian Association of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Select Committee on Industrial Expo- 
sitions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4673) to encourage the 
holding of an interstate and West Indian exposition in the city of 
Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, in the year 1901, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills and joint resolutions, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved that they be indefinitely postponed; 
which was agreed to: 


A bill (S. 2865) to prevent the manufacture or use of trade | 


checks; 

A bill (S. 8980) to increase the salary of the United States mar- 
shal for the southern district of Ohio; 

A joint resolution (5S. R.2) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or the free exercise thereof; 

A joint resolution (8S. R.5) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States relating to marriage and divorce; 

A joint resolution (S. R.7) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution authorizing a tax upon incomes; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 12) to amend the Constitution of the 


vue States giving Congress the power to lay and collect income 
Xs; 


A joint resolution (8. R. 22) to amend the Constitution of the | 


United States relating to uniform marriage and divorce laws and 
the enforcement thereof by adequate penalties; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 40) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States relating to marriage and divorce; 

A joint resolution (8, R. 47) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States providing for the election of the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court by the qualified electors of the 
United States, and for the election of other Federal judges by the 
votes of the qualified electors of the respective judicial circuits 
and districts; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 49) to amend the Constitution of the 
ve States giving Congress the power to lay and collect income 

A joint resolution (S. R. 96) for the relief of Annie Birdsall, 
administratrix of the estate of John Birdsall, deceased; and 
. a ae ution (S. mu S89) to set apart me as  aaty foe 

each year u i i " 

ham Kamooa. y pon which to celebrate the birthday o ra 
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| Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printi: 

| whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. } 

| the 25th instant, proposing to appropriat ’ 

| rendered in preparing and furnishing a revised and complete ind 
of the war-revenue law, intended to be proposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reporte.. it with an amendment, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4852) to authorize the Kingston Bridge and 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across t 
Clinch River at Kingston, Tenn., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, t 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4758) granting permission to 
Indians on the Grand Portage Indian Reservation, in the St 
Minnesota, to cut and dispose of the timber on their s»veral allot 
ments on said reservation, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10210) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ellen Mills Brown, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11719) amending 
section 5270 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
report it with an amendment. On behalf of the majority of 
committee I submit a report to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 9140) providing that entry- 
men under the homestead laws who have served in the United 
States Army, Navy, or Marine Corps during the Spanish war or 
the Philippine insurrection shall have certain service deducted 
from the time required to perfect title under homestead laws, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon, 
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SECOR & CO, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 271) for the relief of Secor & Co., Perine, Se- 
cor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor, reported the following 
| resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
| agreed to: 

Resolved, That the biil (S. 271) entitled “A bill for the relief of Secor & 
Co., Perine, Secor & Co., and the executors of Zeno Secor,” now pending in 
the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an 
act entitled “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, 
and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


E. B, CROZIER, 
18 » di 


Mr. BATE. I move that the Committee on Claims dis- 
| charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1871) 
for the relief of E. B. Crozier, executrix of the last will of Dr. C, 
| W. Crozier, of Tennessee, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Military Affairs. The bill was inadvertently referred to 
| the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 4871) for the relief of Oliver 
| H. Perry, administrator of the estate of Mary Scott, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4872) providing for the 
| erection of a public building at the city of Gainesville, Fla., and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr, QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 4873) granting an increase 
| of pension to Horace L., Stiles; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4874) to correct the military record 
of Horace B. Kenniston; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 4875) granting an increase 
of pension to George Fowler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4876) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Merritt; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4877) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Thompson; 

A bill (S. 4878) granting an increase of pension to Colin R, 
Cundey; and 
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A bill (S. 4879) granting a pension to Alice K. Scott (with 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 4880) to amend an act 
entitled *‘An act granting the right to the Omaha Northern Rail- 
way Company to construct a railway across, and establish stations 
on, the Omeha and Winnebago Reservation, in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes,” by extending the time for the 
construction of said railway; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 

A bill (5. 4881) for the relief of Alfred H. Clauson; 

A bill (S. 4882) granting an honorable discharge to William 
Phillips; and 
: A bill (S. 4883) to correct the military record of James A. Wal- 

ace. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (8. 4884) granting an increase of pension to Milton Hend- 
ricks (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (8. 4885) granting an increase of pension to David K. 
Carver (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4886) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Moses (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (5S. 4887) granting an increass of pension to Lucy A. 
Harding (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (5S. 4888) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
McComb (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 4889) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the artillery branch of the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4890) for the relief of E. W. 
Morrill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4891) to refer the claim of Goff A. Hall, of the District 
of Columbia, to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 4892) to refer the war claim of the estate of Jane 
Zeaser. deceased, late of Fairfax County, Va., to the Court of 
Claims; 

A bill (S. 4893) to refer the war claim of Felix Richards, de- 
oaeis late of Alexandria County, Va., to the Court of Claims; 
anc 

A bill (S. 4894) to refer the war claim of Branon Thatcher, of 
Frederick County, Va., to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4895) to extend certain 
patents of Seth H. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4896) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Osage River at the city of Warsaw, Ben- 
ton County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 5 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S, 4897) for the re- 
lief of certain officers of the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4898) to remove char 
of desertion now standing against James Hennessy on rolls of the 
War Department; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4899) granting an increase 
of pension to Rhoda A. Bradshaw; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. SHOUP submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S, 1676) for the payment of certain claims; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $10,000 for defraying the expenses of the Louisiana Purchase 
‘xposition Commission, intended to be proposed by him to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DEPEW subsequently ted favorably, from the Select 
Committee on Industrial Expositions, the foregoing amendment, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER submitted an amendment pees to appro- 
priate $276.52 to pay Clinton F. Pulsifer, of Washington, for sur- 
veys and resurveys of public lands; to appropriate $45 to pay John 
O’Keane, of Washington, as balance of salary due him for serv- 
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ices as a farmer in charge of Tulalip Indian Agency; to appro- 
priate $884.82 to pay Joshua T. Roberts, of Washington, as t}, 

balance due him for making survey No. 425, in the State . 

Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the genera! def; 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ; 

on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH subsequently reported favorably from th; 
Committee on Public Lands the foregoing amendment, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
riate $15,860.35 to reimburse the Maritime Canal Company o{ 
Vicaragua for expenditures in aid of the commissions authorize | 

by act of Congress, known as the Ludlow commission, for ins). 

tion and survey of the Nicaragua Canal, intended to be propose) 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 

= the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to |e 
rinted. 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to ap) 
priate $420.98 to pay Virginia I. Mullan, of Annapolis, Md., being 
the amount due her as owner and holder of coupons Nos. :;, 
4, and 5, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general (e- 
ficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committ 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed hy 
him to the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for emergencies in 
river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and for the diversion 
of certain appropriations or modification of provisions heretofore 
made; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REFORM SCHOOL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 34:0 
with a view to moving a concurrence. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (5S. 3490) in re- 
lation to admissions to and dismissions from the Reform School 
of the District of Columbia. 

The amendments of the House were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“ That sections 8, 9, and 15 of the act entitled ‘An act revising and amen’ 
ing the various acts establishing and relating to the reform school of the | 
trict of Columbia,’ approved May 3, 1876, be, and they are hereby, am: 
as follows: 

“Amend section 8 so that it shall read as follows: 

“* Spo. 8. That wheneverany boy under the ageof 17 years shall be | 
before any court of the District of Columbia, or any judge of such court 
shall be convicted of any crime or misdemeanor punishable by fine 
prisonment, other than imprisonment for life, such court or judge, in |i 
sentencing him to imprisonment in the county jail or fining him, may) 
mit him to the reform school, to remain until he shall arrive at the age 
years, unless sooner discharged by the board of trustees. And the judg 
the criminal an@ police courts of the District of Columbia shall have pow 
to commit to the reform school, first, amy boy under 17 years of ave who 
may be liable to punishment by imprisonment under any existing law of t 
District of Columbia, or any law that may be enacted and in force in : 
District; second, any boy under 17 years of age, with the consent of his par 
or guardian, against whom any charge of committing any crime or mis: 
meanor shall have been made, the punishment of which, on conviction, \ 
be confinement in jail or prison; third, any boy under 17 years of age w! 
destitute of a suitable home and adequate means of obtaining an hones 
ing, or who is in danger of being brought up, or is brought up, to lead an idle 
or vicious life; fourth, any boy under 17 rats of age who is incorrigible, or 
habitually disregards the commands of his father or mother, or guardis 
who leads a vagrant life, or resorts to immoral places or practices, or neg)icts 
or refuses to perform labor suitable to his years and condition, or to attend 
school. And the president of the board of trustees may also commit to t 
reform school such boys as are mentioned in the foregoing third and fou! 
classes upon application or complaint, in writing, of a parent, or guardian, 
or relative having charge of such boy, and u such testimony in regard to 
the facts stated as shall be satisfactory to him; and for taking testimony in 
such cases, he is hereby empowered to administer oaths.’ 

“Amend section 9 so that it shall read as follows: F 

***Sec. 9. That every boy sent to the reform school shall remain unt! ! 

21 years of age, unless sooner discharged or bound as an apprentice.’ 

“Amend section 15 so that it shall read as follows: 

**Sero. 15. That the board of trustees may make such by-laws, rule: 
regulations for their own government and that of the institution, its 0!!) 
employees, and inmates, the employment, discipline, instruction, educ:' 
removal, and absolute, temporary, or conditional release of all bo) 
mitted to the school, as they may deem necessary and proper, and as ar 
contrary to the Constitution and to the laws of the District of Colum! 

“Amend the title so as to read: 

“*An act to amend sections 8, 9, and 15 of the act entitled ‘‘An act re\ 
and amending the various acts establishing and relating to the reform - 
in the District of Columbia,” approved May 3, 1876.’ *’ 


Mr. McMILLAN, I move that the Senate concur in the amenc- 
ments of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, . 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I offera resolution, and ask thatit may !! 
on the table until to-morrow. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to 
furnish to the Senate all documents, correspondence, reports, and papers ! 


lating to the leasing of ing lands on the Ones Indian Reservation, Ok!a- 
homa Territory, since the ist day of January, 1899; also all orders relating ‘0 








1900. 





age grazing lands issued to any official of the Department and reports of 
Osage Srrione made by said officials and others since that date on account of 
pot pastures; by and from whom the money was collected, the amount 
thereof, under what date and by what authority, and whether any official or 
members of his family is directly or indirectly interested in said pastures or 
leases; also if any Government official or other person collects or has col- 
lected what is known as “permit money,” or per capita tax, on said reserva- 
tion the amount thereof, and by what authority, since November 1, 1506, or 
whether any of the licensed traders are engaged in the cattle business or 
have pasture leases on the Osage Reservation, and whether white men are 
holding Osage tribal officers, and whether Harry B. Pray, a white man, has 
issued notices to the voters of the Osage Nation to hold conventions to nomi- 
nate and elect Osage officials. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. That was the request of the Senator from South 
Dakota? ‘ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That was the request. 

WASHINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
gas desire his resolution to be called this morning? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It was laid on the table sub- 
ject to the Senator’s call. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
following resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. JONEs of 
Arkansas on the 26th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District ‘of Columbia be discharged 
from the consideration of H. R. 9047, “An act to incorporate the Washington 
Telephone Compan and to permit it to install, maintain, and operate a tele- 
phone plant and exc angesin the District of Columbia,” and that the same be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I rather think that I ought 
to object to the resolution. The bill is in the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. It is in the hands of a subcommittee, of 
which the Senator from Vermont | Mr. Proctor] is the chairman, 
We have had a great many meetings, taking testimony and hear- 
ing both sides of this question. The only reason why the bill was 
not reported last week by the committee was because a Senator 
made a statement that the company which eee to tear up our 
streets here and put in new poles, and all that sort of thing, was 
not able financially to carry out their plans. The committee 
thought it was wise to allow the matter to lie over until we could 
hear from the Baltimore people who are interested, and find out 
whether the company is able to install a proper telephone plant 
and give proper telephone service. 

A delegation of Baltimore people were hert only a few days ago. 
I was in the committee room at the time, although I am not on 
the subcommittee, and they satisfied me, as one of the members of 
the committee, that this company is able to introduce a proper 
service in the District. Out of courtesy to the Senator from 
Maryland, who telegraphed me on last Friday to put the bill over 
until he could be here, the matter was laid over for another week. 

Under those circumstances, Mr, President, I do not think it 
would be wise to take the bill from the committee. The commit- 
tee are acting on it and intend to make a moet, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, l had no desire to press 
the committee unduly. We are all aware of the fact that the old 
telephone company have disregarded the act of Congress that was 
passed undertaking to regulate their rates of toll. Weknowthat 
the new company propose to put in a telephone line here at very 
much lower rates than the old one. We believe, as the old com- 
pany have a monopoly here, that any other company that propose 
to put in a telephone line at their own expense and charge very 
much lower rates of toll than the old company ought to havea 
right to do it. 

But with the statement made by the chairman of the committee 
-on this subject, who I know acts in perfect good faith and in en- 
tire frankness on all occasions, I am willing that this matter shall 
g0 over, with the hope that at the next meeting of the committee 
it will agree to report the bill. But I do think there should be 
action by Congress on the bill, as it is a House bill, before the 
Senate adjourns. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, before the matter passes from the 
consideration of the Senate I certainly hope that the committee 
will report on this measure one way or the other, so that the Sen- 
ate may get at itin a a time. There is a feeling among 
a great many le in Washington that the matter is unduly 
delayed. People do not get the explanation the Senator from 
Michigan has given, and has given in good faith and in serious- 
ness. There is a feeling that the old company is obstructing this 
matter and is, by virtue of the delay which it is able to secure, 
going to prevent any action by the Senate at this session. I think 
— account ought to be taken of that feeling. Weare to be 
1ere Only a few days longer; we shall adjourn on the 6th, I have 
- doubt, which is only ten days ahead, and 1 hope the Senator 
tom Michigan will see to it that we get a chance at this bill in 
the Senate, 
ones PROCTOR. Mr. President, I agree with the chairman of 
a t committee. I am very sure there has been no unnecessary 

elay on his part or on the part of the subcommittee, at least so 
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far as IT am concerned. Iam in favor of a special meeting and a 
prompt report upon the measure, and if the committee is not able 
to agree promptly I shall certainly favor action by the Senate, 
taking the bill from the committee, as proposed by the Senator 
from Arkansas. The delay so far, I wish to say, has been for good 
reasons.’ It could not be avoided by those who are in favor of a 
report and in favor of the House bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, that is entirely satis 
factory to me. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia I desire simply to say that I 
am quite at a loss to understand this movement to discharge the 
committee from the consideration of the bill that they have given 
attention to and are at the present time giving attention to. The 
fact is that the subcommittee has not yet made a report on the 
bill to the full committe». Neither am I so sure that a majority 
of the committee will be in favor of reporting the bill with a rec 
ommendation that it be enacted into alaw. For one I am free to 
say that Iam opposed to the bill. I do not believe it is good policy 
to tear up the streets of the city of Washington to permit another 
telephone company to be installed here, to do beyond a question 

recisely what the competing electric lighting company did, which 

opposed; in other words, tear up the streets, and then have the 
new company consolidate with the old company and not reduce the 
rates of electric lighting. 

I have been consistent as a member of the committee and a 
member of this body in opposing these propositions, and to the 
best of my ability, as the matter now stands, I shall be found in 
opposition to this bill if it shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator seems to have some 
doubt about this matter. He says he is ataloss to know how 
this resolution came here. I can explain that to him. 

The House passed this measure some time since and it went to 
the committee here. Ifor one have believed that there ought not 
to be a monopoly of telephone services in this District. I believe 
that the rights and privileges exercised by this old company have 
been unreasonably exercised; that they have charged rates beyond 
what are fair. 1 believe that there should be competition. Be- 
lieving that, without the suggestion of any human being on earth, 
and on my own motion, I offered the resolution that is pend- 
ing, in the belief that there might be some truth in the under 
standing that the influence of the old company was preventing 
the bill from being reported from the committee, and fearing 
there might be a majority of the committee, like the Senator 
from New Hampshire, opposed to the passage of the bill. But as 
I believe the majority of the Senate are in favor of passing it I 
wanted the Senate to have the right to say something about it. 

lam. perfectly satisfied with the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, and by the chairman of the committce, and 
am perfectly willing that the resolution shall lie on the table and 
await the further action of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator-from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution lie on the table subject 
to his call. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered, 





ALICE V, COOK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 24th instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring) I return herewith the bill of the Senate No. 
2344, entitled “An act granting a pension to Alice V. Cook.” 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1900. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10450) making appropriatioys 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 101, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, L5, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 44, 47, 55, 56, 57, and 60. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 20, 21, 22, 238, 24, 25, 26, 27, 84, 55, 36, 37, 38, 39, 
40, 43, 46, 49, 59, and 61; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“Emergency fund, Navy Department: To meet unforeseen contingencies 
for the maintenance of the Navy constantly arising, to be expended at the 
discretion of the President, $300,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word “ Carolina,” in line 4 of said amendment, strike out the word 
“are’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “is; and after the word “ forth- 
with,” at the end of line 5, insert the following: “appoint a board of naval 
officers, whose duty it shall be to;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$3,105,867.82;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “improvements,” in line 15, page 33 of the bill, insert the fol- 
lowing: “and for all additional land needed and required to carry out the 
aforesaid plans;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert as a separate para- 
graph the following: 

“Section 13 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled ‘An act to reorgan- 
ize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps 
of the United States,’ is hereby so amended as to provide that nothing therein 
contained shall operate to reduce the pay which, but for the passage of said 

‘act, would have been received by any commissioned officer at the time of its 
passage or thereafter.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the sum proposed insert **$13,300;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“During a pericd of twelve years from the passage of this act any naval 
officer on the retired list may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, 
be ordered to such duty as he may be able to perform at sea or on shore, and 
while so employed shall receive the pay and aliowances of an officer of the 
active list of the grade from which he was retired.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 9%, 50, 51, 52, 58, and 56 the committee of con- 
ference have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEORGE EDMUND FOSS, 

ALSTON G. DAYTON, 

AMOS J. COMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: I want to inquire if the con- 
ference report is a complete report; in other words, are there any 
items yet in dispute between the two Houses? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are. 

; Mr. BUTLER, Ishould lke to inquire what items are still in 
dispute? 

Mr. HALE. The only items that we failed to agree upon are 
the surveys, the course of instruction for cadets, and the armor- 
plate proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to inquire asto the Port Royal station, 
whether the conferees agreed on the amendment which was put 
on the bill in the Senate, allowing the Secretary of the Navy to 
survey the harbor at Charleston and remove the station there if 
he saw fit todo so? Did the House conferees agree to do that? 

Mr. HALE. That was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the shape the Senate passed it. 

Mr. HALE. Practically. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did not the conferees open it so that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy could investigate and report as to the propriety 
of removing the station to some place in North Carolina or South 
Carolina or Georgia? 

Mr. HALE. No. The committee discussed that, and felt that 
in view of the fact that the station is in the State of South Caro- 
lina and thatit was deliberately established in that State we ought 
not to seek to go outside of the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did not the conferees have before them any 
information from the Department that there were better harbors 
than Charleston? Was there not such information from the en- 
gineers of the Department? 

Mr. HALE, The conference committee discussed the matter at 
considerable length, but it did not have any information of the 
kind the Senator suggests sufficient to open the question of the 
location in other States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that I know there was 
such information furnished to a Representative in the other 
House from one of those States, and 1 understood he was going 
te appear before the committee. I saw myself the information 
which was given him, and supposed that that was given to the 
conference committee, or else 1 should have gone myself before 
the conference committee and presented it. 

I will state to the Senator from Maine and to the Senate that 
the engineers are of the opinion that there are better locations 
both in Georgia andin North Carolina than the one at Charleston. 
This is a serious matter after our experience of spending a mil- 
lion dollars at Port Royal to go now to Charleston, when there is 
more water at Wilmington and at Southport than there was at 
Charleston ten years agoor than there is now. When the Raleigh 
went to Wilmington on its visit it was able to enter the harbor, and 
when it went down to Charleston a few days afterwards it stuck 
onasand bar. This is a very serious matter to pass over without 
considering it fully. 

Mr. HALE. It was not passed over without consideration. We 
spent considerable time upon it. We thought that Wilmington 
was too far north, too near to Norfolk, where there is a navy- 
yard, and when we passed along to the south it was established 
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in South Carolina, 
Senator. 


We did not do this unadvisedly, I assure ¢}o 
We discussed it fully; and there was some debate 


and 
alah 


| some considerable sentiment in theconference for opening the, 11 


tion, but, looking at it broad and large, at last we came to the ; 
clusion that is indicated in the report. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difference in miles in the location of Wo) 
mington and Charleston is too small for us to sink a million do) 
lars for a dry dock at the place that is not the best forit. Besid 
if there is a better place in Georgia, I would not ask to have t 
station go to Wilmington. We want the best location; and t}y: 
should be the desire of every Senator. Of course! should beg!) 
if the best location would be found to bein my State. I simp), 
want it located at the best point, where the money that wil] bo 
spent will be of the greatest service to the Government. If \Vj! 
mington is too far north, I understand there can be found a better 
place for a dry dock in Georgia than in South Carolina, I | 
nothing against South Carolina, but we do not want to sink 
other million dollars on a dry dock, as we have done at P 
Royal, and then be informed that the whole thing is a failure. 
that the money has been wasted, and have to remove it again. 

I am disappointed at this report, for I had reason to believe tl), 
the House conferees would not agree to let that amendment pass 
in that shape, or, as I have said, I myself should have gone before 
the conference committee. I trust the Senator from Maine wi)! 
permit the vote by which the report has been agreed to to be con 
sidered, so that 1 may be given an opportunity to go before the 
conferees. 

Mr. HALE, I can not do that, of course. I am instructed by 
the entire conference. We can not please everybody. : 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not a question of pleasing me. It is a 
question of what is the best location, and I am sure that the con- 
ferees themselves must be in doubt about Charleston being the 
best location. 

Mr. HALE. No; the committee believe it is the best location, 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the committee have any information from 
the Navy Department or from the engineers? 

Mr. HALE. Plenty of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that I have seen with 
my own eyes an Official statement that Charleston is not the best 
location. 

Mr. HALE. There has been a great deal of dredging going on 
in the harbor and river at Charleston. It is not such a harbor as 
that at New York, but there will be 31 feet of good water; and it 
will be a good place, as the committee believe, and so they came 
to that conclusion. 

I can not, of course, consent to have the conference report re- 
considered and review the whole matter again. 

Mr. BUTLER, I feel constrained to move to reconsider the 
vote by which that item of the conference report was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That would not be in order. 
The report of a conference committee must be either accepted in 
full or rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate agreed to the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will consider that 
an open question, as the Chair declared the report agreed to with- 
out any but a viva voce vote, The question is on the acceptance 
of the report. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
from North Carolina {[Mr, BUTLER] that this plan of moving the 
navy-yard from Port oyal to Charleston wasa Navy Departinent 
project. It was not originated in the Senate. It was distinctly 
a move of the Secretary of the Navy. There may be differences 
of opinion among naval officers, but the subject was taken up, 
as the Senator knows, at the suggestion of the Secretary of the 
Navy. So we have the Department's opinion that the stat on 
should be given up at Port Royal, and that itshould goto Char!«s- 
ton. Of course, if we knew there was not water enough on the 
bar and there could not be water enough on the bar to make it 
advisable to have a navy-yard there, we should refuse to locate 1t 
there. 

I am distinctly in favor of the proposition of the Navy Dep: tt- 
ment as it comes to us. Ifthe yard is to be moved from Port 
Royal, I am in favor of locating it at Charleston, and under the 
circumstances am not in favor of either taking it to Savanna! or 
to Wilmington. Of course, the Senator has a perfect right to 
test the sense of the Senate on that proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator is a partisan in the matter and 
has made up his mind to remove this station to Charleston, 
whether it is the best or the poorest place, there is no use of taik- 
ing to him about it,and I do not expect to have any influciuce 
with him. He announced himself a few days agoasa partisal © 
Charleston, and that even if it is the poorest harbor he was 0 
favor of going there. . ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; the Senator is getting a little wrons 
there. I have never said I was in favor of Charleston whether \¢ 
was the best harbor or not. I never said anything of the kind. 





1900. 


I have said I thought there was a good harbor at Charleston, and 
if a change was made it ought to be limited to South Carolina. 
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Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was cal’ed). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Idaho | Mr. Heir- 


But when the Senator says | am a partisan, he merely means Iam | rep]. I should like to inquire if he has voted? 


an advocate of what I believe in; and in that-sense I donot object 
to having him use the word; but all the committee, other than 
the Senator from North Carolina, I think, convinced themselves 
that it would be a wise thing to do, and the wisest thing under all 
the circumstances. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator stated a few days ago that he was 
not in favor of moving it at all unless it went to Charleston, and 
admitted at the same time that Port Royal was a failure, and if 
we spent more money there it would be wasted; buthe said even 
if we sunk more money he was in favor of it going to Charleston. 
I then asked him if there was a better harbor at Wilmington or 
Savannah, would he favor Charleston; and‘he said hewould. That 
is what the RecorD will show as the Senator's position, 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from North Carolina let me ask 
a question? 

fr. BUTLER. Certainly, 

Mr. CLAY. This amendment, if I understand it, authorizes 
the Department to make an examination at Charleston and report 
whether there should be a removal from Port Royal to Charleston? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLAY. And the Senator is in favor of this amendment go- 
ing further and authorizing the Department to make an examina- 
tion at Savannah, Ga., and in North Carolina, and report as to the 
best place? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; to report as to the best place. 

Mr. CLAY. So that if any change is to be made, then to let the 
station be located at the best harbor that can be found? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY, Is not that just and proper, whether the best place 
be in Georgia, in North Carolina, or in South Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe everybody is in favor of that except 
the Senator from New Hampshire. That is exactly the proposi- 
tion. 

This bill authorizes an examination to see whether or not this 
dry dock shall be removed from Port Royal, and it limits the 

lace to be selected to Charleston. What harm can there be in 
eaving it open, allowing an investigation to be made at Wilming- 
ton and Savannah as well as at Charleston? Who can oppose it, 
unless those who are afraid there is a better place than Charles- 
ton? If Charleston is the best place, the report will be that way, 
and then the money will be expended there. If Charleston is not 
the best place, the retary of the Navy will report in favor of 
one of the other places, and then the million dollars will be spent 
there. That is all there is in it. 

If we are going to move this station, we certainly ought to put 
it at the best place, and I can not understand how anybody can 
oppose allowing an investigation to ascertain which is the best 
place in those three States. It will be still open for Congress to 
act, with all the information before us, and we can decide where 
it shall go. 

The Senator from New Hampshire is opposed to information. 
He seems to be afraid that Wilmington will show 7 as the best 
place, or that Savannah may show up as the best place. There 
can be no other ible explanation of his position. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, I do not remember the lan- 
guage of the debate exactly as the Senator from North Carolina 

stated it. Possibly he can find that I said that I preferred to 
have this go to Charleston if there was a better place somewhere 
else, but I do not think I said that. I certainly did not mean it. 
I said that I was satisfied that there was water enough at Charles- 
ton, and that under the circumstances, the Department having 
submitted this proposition to us for a removal, I had made up my 
mind and was in favor of the change to Charleston; but of course 
the Senate can make further investigation if it sees fit. 

Mr. CLAY. I have been assured by the Navy Department that 
they have no desire in regard to this matter except to find the 
best location, All in the world we ask is that this examination 
be extended to Savannah and that it be extended to North Caro- 
lina, that all three of these places be reported on, and after (the 
report has been made let the best harbor be selected. All woe 
desire is that Georgia and North Carolina shall _not be shut out in 
the event that there is a change. I am informed by the Navy 
Department that there is no ble objection to this investiga- 
tion being extended both to North Carolina and to Georgia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 


eae when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


na Mr. Carron]. 
Mr, PENROSE on his name Pais called). Iam paired with 
I transfer that pair 


the Senator from ware [Mr. KENNEY]. 
Pr the from Rhode d (Mr, ALprics#], and will vote. 
Vote “yea,” 


| the Senator from [daho has not voted. 


| pair to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN]. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Then I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. As he is 
not present, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUARLES (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted 
inadvertently, not noticing the absence of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr, CULBERSON], with whom I am paired, and so I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. Hamasnovas). 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH], to whom I transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr, KENNEY], having entered the Chamber and voted, 
I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Delaware to the 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas], instead of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, as I previously stated, and will let 
my vote stand. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
Iowa [Mr. GraR]. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having votedin the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]; but Iwill 
transfer that pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pertt- 
GREW], and will let my vote stand. 

I suggest to my colleague |Mr. PriTcHARD] that he transfer his 
[am in- 
formed the Senator from Mississippi would vote with us on this 
proposition, if present. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. At the suggestion of my colleague I trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, Mc- 
LAURIN] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. SULLIVAN], and I 
vote ‘*nay.” 

Mr. HANNA, I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Raw.iys]|, which I transfer to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]}, and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, My colleague [Mr. MALLoRy] is neces- 
sarily absent from the Senate. He has a general pair with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror}. 

Mr. DAVIS. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CHILTON] to the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr, 
ELKins]}, and vote, I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS-—35. 

Kyle, 
ae 
s0odge, 
McMillan, 
Martin, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Pettus, 
Platt, Conn. 
NAYS—IL 
Harris, 
Cullom, Money, 
Gallinger, Pritchard, 
NOT VOTING—40. 
McEnery, 
McLaurin, 
Mallory, 
Mason, 
Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, N. Y. 
Proctor, 
Quarles, 


I am paired with the junior Senator from 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Baker, 
Berry, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Chandler, 
Clark, 
Davis, 


Deboe, 
Depe Ww, 
Fairbanks, 
Frye, 
Hale, 
Hanna, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Kean, 


Ross, 
Scott, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Wetmore. 


Bacon, 
Bate, 
Butler, 


Clay, ee 
est. 


Allen, 
Bard, 
Beveridge, 
Carter, 
Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Culberson, 
Daniel, 


Foster, 
Gear, 
Hansbrough, 
Heitfeld, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kenney, 
McBride, 
Elkins, McComas, 
Foraker, McCumber, 

So the report was agreed to. As ; 

Mr. HALE. I movethat the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments numbered 9, 50, 51, 52, 53, and 58, upon which the con- 
ferees were unable to agree. 

The motion was agreed to. 

; PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in some remarks I made the 
other day on the subject of the bill for the government of the 
Philippines I referred to papers which had reached the Depart- 
ment too late for me to get copies of to use on that occasion, 
They are papers that are very important in connection with tho 
statement I was then making, and I now ask leave to print them 
in the RECORD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
quest? 

Mr. HOAR. What are the papers? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. A protest from the revolutionary government, 
as they claim to be, a government in Colombia, against the exten- 
sion of the cession of the Panama Railroad Company, 


Rawlins, 
Sewell, 
Simon, 
Spooner, 
Sullivan, 
Turley, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wellington, 
Wolcott. 


Ig there objection to the re- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, 
The papers referred to are as follows: 
THE PANAMA CANAL—MANIFESTO. 


Motives that are both legitimate and noble have prompted the Liberal party 
of Colombia to take up arms in order toinsure to the country freedom to 
establish a régime that will guarantee the progress and the very existence of 
the Republic, which are to-day threatened by institutions not framed nor 
sanctioned by the people, and by functionaries who have received their au- 
thority through absolute disregard of and violent opposition to the will and 
a of the majority of citizens. Both natureand tradition have impelled 
the patriotic people of Colombia to rebel against a condition of things in 
which they are prevented, de jure as well as de facto, from exercising their 
legitimate, natural rights, in which a great party has been deprived of its 
—_— freedom, and in which the pacific development of the country has 

een arrested. Itis only after exhausting all peaceable means that war has 
been resorted to as a last and extreme measure—a dire measure, but one 
dictated and imposed by necessity. 

The men that are to day struggling to recover their rights constitute the 
liberal party, and form the great majority of the Colombian people. Anyone 
who compares the condition, both civil and political, of our people under the 
system of government that existed in this country for nearly half a century 
with the conditions created by the so-called regeneration system will no 
longer take that attitude of contemptuous commiseration with which our 
civil wars are often regarded by peoples who have already attained that lib- 
erty and security after which we are still striving, and he will understand 
the significance of the present revolutionary movement, which already be- 
gins to put an end—forever, we hope—to the oppressive government imposed 
on our unfortunate country. 

We, the undersigned, have the honor of being the authorized representa- 
tives of the liberal party, and therefore of the Colombian people, and the 
following statements and declarations, being the faithful expression of the 
country’s will, through a government that will soon be the only recognized 
government of the Republic, should carry the weight that always attaches 
to the utterances of a whole nation. 

The contracts that the government of Dr. Manuel Antonio Sanclemente 
may make, withont being legally authorized therefor, neither are nor will be 
recognized by the revolutionary government. 

The president of the Republic, Dr. Sanclemente, is not empowered to make 
contracts involving national interests without the assent of the legislative 
body appointed by the people. Whatever is done without that assent is 
therefore void. 

We make these statements mainly to prevent all apetintions relating to 
an extension of time in the contract now in force with the Panama Canal 
Company. We concur in and sanction the statements that om the same sub- 
ject have been made by an authorized representative of the revolution, Dr. 
Alirio Diaz Guerra, and those that will be mede by Dr, Antonio Jose Restrepo, 
an agent especially appointed to act for the provisional government in this 
and other important matters. ‘ 

The relations between the company and the Repnblic of Colombia are of a 
purely civil nature, and fall, of course, under tho jurisdiction and laws of this 
country. The present government is not exapowered or authorized by any 
law whatsoever arbitrarily to alter the terms of the contract now in force. 

The liberal party of Colombia considers it an act of criminal resignation to 
allow the repudiated government toendanger the future of the country by an 
imprudent negotiation; and one of the objects of the war in which that party 
is now engaged is to prevent, or at least oppose, the further sacrifice of the 


interests of the Republic. 
G. VARGAS SANTOS. 
FOCION SOTO. 
Cucuta, April 20, 1900. 
[Cablegram.] 
CucutTaA, April 20, 1900. 
To the President of the Panama Canal Company, Paris: 

Sir: We have been informed that the government of Mr. Sanclemente, 
whose authority is no or recognized in this country and whose very ex- 
istence will soon cease to be, intends to close, through his agents, the nego- 
tiation relating to an extension of the time stipulated in the contract now in 
force. Although it is to the interest of every concern like the company that 
you so ably represent to inquire into the legal faculties of ohn professing 
to transact business in the name of a whole nation, and although we have no 
doubt that, in view of the circumstances, the company will abstain from en- 
tering into a contract with a government that is not legally empowered for 
the purpose, but whose acts in matters of this kind are subject to revision b 
the national Congress, we think it our duty to inform you that the provi- 
sional government of Colombia, of which we have at present the honor of be- 
ing the highest officers, will not approve any alterations in the contract now 
in force without the assent of the legislative convention that will assemble 
as soon as the war is over. 

Having fulfilled our duty in communicating to you this information, as 
well as the manifesto we have issued on the same subject, and which will be 
made known abroad through the foreign press, we remain, dear sir, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
G. VARGAS &., 


Supreme Director of the War and Chief of the Liberal Sent Colombia, 
FOCI SOTO, 
Major-General, Chief of the General Staff. 


New York, May 8, 1900. 
Mr. Presipent: On the 3d instant 1 had the honor to address you a cable- 
gram in the following terms: 


“President Panama Canal Company, Paris: 


“The extension obtained at Bogota is void. The victorious revolution will 
not recognize it. Do not deliver your money to the government of Mr. San- 
clemente. The coming convention or congress will reject that contract. 
Will send protest by mail. 

“ RESTREPO, 


“ Representative of the Revolution.” 


l rt of this document I send you the present 
letter, which is the formal protest of the a government of the Re- 
public of Colombia, of which I am the authorized representative, against the 
contract or agreement lately made in Bogota between the government resid- 
ing at that city and the company that you so ably represent. 
tappears from cablegrams received from that capital that the Panama 
Canal Company has obtained a six-year extension to finish the work in the 
Isthmus, through certain compensations made to the Colombian Government, 
among which is mentioned the immediate or early payment to that Govern- 
ment of a large amount of money. 
Not having any precise data to form an opinion as tothe nature of the con- 
tract ente upon, or as to the advantages or disadvantages which would 


utrinsically accrue therefrom to the con parties (matters which, so 


Ia fulfillment of the latter 
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far as the company is concerned, it is not my place to investigate, while. so /. > 
as the Government is concerned, such investigation would be foreign t. 
object of this letter), I shall confine myself to deny, as I emphatically q, 
the government of Mr. Sanclemente the legal faculty to make a contrac: 
this character which shall be final. It is well known that contracts mad, 
persons not legally qualified are in themselves void. 

In the sessions of the 1898 National Congress the question was discusse:| 
to the advisability of legislating with regard to the granting of the extens 
under consideration, but the discussion gave no eee results, as it led 
no final decree and only served to strengthen, if that was possible, the , 
viction that only the Congress of the Republic might constitutionally , 
legally decide in one sense or another this delicate point of public admir, 
tration 

Afterwards the executive, although knowing from this discussion w) 
the national will and opinion were, decided, not without loud protests f; 
the press of the country, to send to France, before the company, a resp. 
ble commissioner to prepare an ad referendum contract on the extension 
the ——e one on. It seemed that it was his intention to be a})) 
present to the coming Congress a complete, logical, and luminous docu): 
which would prove the advantageousness of the negotiation and would m 
it acceptable to the Colombian people, even to those who had the least f,,; 
in the sincerity and commercial! reliability of the company, whose previ 
extensions of time had expired without any benefit to the country o) 
appreciable progress in the work commenced. The prominence of the 
missioner himself, Dr. Esguerra, was adduced by the Government asa ¢ 
anty of its sincerity and honorable purpose. The commissioner left, an 
country waited with great anxiety. 

More than a year elapsed without any news of the mission intruste 
Dr. Esguerra; more than a year of words, interviews, consolations, and })) 
crastinations; and, when the country expected an acceptable solution, it 
only received the sad news that its interests have been postponed to «: 
interests not yet known. In October of last year civil war broke out 
Colombia, and the country was officially declared in a state of siege, whe) 
the law of the country underwent a partial, but only partial modifica: 
According to article 121 of the national constitution the President of the 
public became invested with certain extraordinary faculties relating t 
war, and about matters of a provisional character directed to the reest 
lishment of peace and the preservation of order. For these purpos: 
not for any others, the executive was invested with such faculties; but 
witbin these limits all measures that it may take, its acts and its decrees. a: 
subject to the subsequent resolutions of Congress. 

Owing to the high opinion that was entertained as to Mr. Sanclement 
character, no one in Colombia thought tnat he would take advantage of the 
anomalous situation created by the civil war to meddle with forbidden s 
jects, interrupt a negotiation that was being conducted at Paris in an ho 
and decorous manner, and, violating all constitution, laws, and princi; 
of morality, undertake the underhand work in which we now know he 
engaged. 

Such, however, has unfortunately been the case. I know now, and s 
the whole of Colombia will know, that the government of Mr. Sanclemente 
and his ministers have taken the negotiation off Dr. Esguerra’s hands. a: 
that they have made in Bogota an illegal contract without the knowledce «| 
their own commissioner and to the great detriment of the dearest interests 
of the country. 

The provisional government of the Repadiic, consisting of Gen. Var 
Santos, commander in chief of the revolutionary army, and his chief of 
staff, Dr. Focion Soto, were informed that something illegal, something of 
the nature of treason was taking place in the official regions with respect to 
the canal affairs. They were apprised from Bogota itself that it was | 
sary for them to hasten to the defense of interests that were even of more 
anpertenes than those which they were defending on the battlefield. 

t was then that the new government decided to intervene in this matter, 
which they-had thought was guarded against illegal interference; a pro!iem 
which, in the hands of Dr. Esquerra, would have found a natural ani just 
solution, and would have been consequently considered by the sovercign 
authority in a partial spirit and with a libera) mind. 

Under the present circumstances, however, in view of the manner an‘! 
ditions in which that negotiation has been carried out, and seeing that tl 
patriotic anticipations of my constituents have been justified, I hereby pro 
test in their name, in the name of the Liberal party of Colombia, and of «/! 
the Colombian people, not only against the form in which that negotiatin 
may have taken place, and against its present and future validity, | 

inst the presumptive lack of good faith shown by the company, w) 

a knowledge of all the facts, has contracted with persons not lega!ly 
fied, and has besides ignored the ad hoc commissioner in charge of tli 
tiations to deal with an insignificant clique, who are on the point of being ex 
= from the office they have disgraced. The company attended, through 
heir a the sessions of the 1898 Congress, in which this matter was 
discussed. T * afterwards began an ad referendum negotiation w't e 
commissioner, Dr. Esquerra, and now the same company are contracting 
with persons that they know very well have no legal power for that pur) 
It follows, therefore, that the company have acted throughout this matter 
with perfect knowledge of what ouayene doing, and to-morrow they wii! ha 
no right to complain or pose as victims. 

The government for whom I have the honor of speaking represents more 
than half of the republic. It has armies on land and men-of-war on the sca 
At present it wages a civilized war against the dishonest and oppressive £0V- 
ernment that has signed the extension under consideration, and the now 
government does not, and will not, recognize or approve the suspici: ) 
say the least) concession that the canal company has just obtained at Boy's 

‘Whether said new government shall modify the present constituti:: 
the country through a national convention, or whether the extension 
be considered by the ordinary congress, the company may rest assure: 
the legitimate representatives of the Colombian nation will never give t! 
assent to this transaction. 

Being certain that I am faithfully interpreting the wish of my con 
ents and of the great majority of the Colombian péople; being equal!) 
tain that the revolution will be victorious in two months at the mos! 
not wishing the French company to lose any amount of money that they) 
now deliver to the Government at Bogota, | wish to warn them in tim: 
they may be on rd nst the schemes of the unprincipled clique t 
surrounds the old president of the tottering régime. 

I am, of course, aware of the fact that governments are considered con 
uous in their existence and soli in their responsibilities, and this is 0° 
doubt the principle depended upon by the company in its present underta\ 
ing. But the company should not — that there is another prin’) 
which in Colombia is recognized as constitutional, namely, the right of rev) 
sion by anew government of the acts of its predecessors. What was iilex«! 
and void under the former can never be } and valid under the latter. > 
that, if the day of revision comes, as it pacoabtely come, let not the 
company allege their ignorance of the true state of affairs nor bring fort) 
expenses already incurred payment ve explain whi 


tin 


is letter and cabl copied above explain what the actual state | f 
affairs is. Later on bia will decide what it is best for her todo. At 
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wesent it concerns the company, before disbursing their millions, to become 
coated regarding this important matter. og 

it is with regret that | have fulfilled this duty, which is not of a pleasant 
nature; but my instructions in this respect are final. I wish moreover to 
add that one of my constituents hasalready anticipated me. Dr. Focion Soto 
has protested from his headquarters, and as soon as that protest reaches me 
I shall have the honor of forwarding it to you. Dr. Alirio Diaz Guerra, 
authorized spokesman of the revolution in this country, has also protested 
through the press against the negotiation made at Bogota. I herein inclose 
the documents relating to the subject. ; 

Asanyone who undertakes to speak for another should produce his cre 
dentials, and as distance does not allow me to do so in the present case, mine 
are at the company’s disposal in Washington, D. C., at the Hotel Cochran. 

», dear sir, 

- Your obedient servant, 


J 


; A. J. RESTREPO. 
The President of the French Panama Canal Company, Paris, France. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 9154) granting authority to Alafia, Manatee and 
Gulf Coast Railroad Company to build railroad bridges across 
the Manatee River and Gasparilla Sound, and to lay railroad 
tracks thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 4414, Title LIT, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (H. BR. 11281) permitting building a dam across New 


River. 

The bill (H. R. 10700) to confirm a lease with the Seneca Nation 
of Indians was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H, R. 10812) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to set aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., 
as a legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silver- 
ton to enter said land for cemetery purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) to authorize and empower 
the Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) 
to amend its by-laws was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Kico. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE EPES, 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Monday, the 4th of June, at 4 o’clock p. m., I shall present reso. 
lutions respecting the life, character, and public services of Hon. 
SypNey P, Epss, late a Representative from the Fourth district 
of Virginia. 

SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS, 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I desire to call up the 
‘resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER] 
relative to the South African war. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolution indicated by the Senator from Maryland, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER on 
the 2d instant, as follows: 

Whereas from the hour of achieving our independence asa people the peo- 
ple of the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other 
people to free themselves from European domination: Therefore, 

Resolved, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the war between 
Great Britain and the South African Republics, and, with full determination 
to maintain a proper neutrality between the contending forces, we can not 
withhold our sympathy from the struggling people of the Republics, and itis 
our earnest desire that the Government of the United States, by its friendly 
offices offered to both powers, ey comet in bringing the war toa speedy con- 
clusion in a manner honorable to both Great Britain and the African Repub- 


lics. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, the Congress now in ses- 
sion will not have performed the whole measure of its duty if it 
does not, before adjournment, in addition to the passage of the 
usual ys de a bills and the enactment of such needful local 
legislation as the time demands, take cognizance of other impor- 
tant matters, which chiefly concern our foreign relations. First, 
it should provide for the redemption of our pledge to Cuba, 
that she should be free, under a government of her own choosing. 
Second, it should declare our policy regarding the Philippine 
Islands, For it is our positive duty to announce whether or not 
perpetual annexation is contemplated. I have already expressed 
my unalterable opposition to the permanent acquisition of the 
Philippine Archipelago and appealed for the granting of the right 
of self-government under our protection to the people of the islands. 
Beyond this there is another question which claims our serious 
attention, 
For months past a marvelous and most wonderful tragedy of 
war has been enacted between a great Empire and an infant Re- 
ublic, Great Britain, the mightiest of the colonizing nations of 
-urope, has gee No the conquest of the South African Repub- 
a. © Boer of the Transvaal and the Burgher of the Orange 
ree State have, with courage undaunted and fortitude beyond 

compare, endeavored to maintain their independence. 
he sympathy of our nation has gone out to this fearless, in- 
trepid ple, but the Administration has refused to give official 
tion to its envoys, and Congress has failed to sanction the 
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resolutions of sympathy offered by the Senator from Illinois and 
the Senator from Colorado. The first lies buried in the archives 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations; the latter on the table of 
the Senate. 

Unless our sympathy is to be valueless, the resolution of the 
Senator from Colorado should be passed before adjournment. 
Unless we are recreant to the principles we have been taught to 
honor, we should act—give sympathy and grant recognition. 
Overwhelming numbers threaten to crush a band of liberty-loving 
men, and unless the great Republic of the West greets her sister 
in South Africa now, it will be too late. 

On the evening of the 20th of the present month a great assem- 
blage of the inhabitants of this city welcomed to our midst the 
envoys of the South African Republic. It was a notable gather 
ing. With unbounded enthusiasm the citizens of the capital of 
the Union gave greeting totheir South African guests. A memo- 
rial was adopted with unanimous voice petitioning Congress to 
pass the resolution of the Senator from Colorado expressing sym- 
pathy for the Boer cause, and I was commissioned to present it 
to the Senate. I have executed the trust reposed in me, and to- 
day ask the indulgence of Senators that | may address them upon 
this subject. 

It is but natural that republics should have sympathy for each 
other in time of trial and misfortune. But, sir, in the present in- 
stance there are special reasons for heartfelt affection, fellow feel- 
ing. and tender compassion. The history of our sister republics 
of South Africa, the sufferings of their people, are similar in many 
particulars to ourown. Their foe has been our foe, and their bat- 
tle for right is a repetition of our own. I shall, therefore, briefly 
draw the picture of the two national lives, compare them, and 
voice the conviction which must needs come, if we read aright the 
story of aspiration, struggle, triumph, and reverse of the Afri- 
kander, which so nearly resembles that of the patriot of America, 
and should entreat the descendant of the latter to clasp with 
strong hand and stand with firm determination by the offspring 
of the first. 

Three centuries ago the various elements of the different Euro- 
pean nationalities began in earnest to endeavor the settlement of 
the New World which the Genoese navigator had given by dis- 
covery to Castile and Leon. During the first century after the 
discovery the adventurous spirit of the Spaniard, the Frenchman, 
and the Englishman caused many voyages to be made to our 
shores, and in the southern part of the new continent the Span- 
iard had effected settlements, occupying the islands of the Carib- 
bean Sea and the southern portion of the mainland, more espe- 
cially Peru and Mexico. They had also established themselves in 
Florida and other portions of North America. It was not, how- 
ever, until the beginning of the seventeenth century that active 
endeavor was made to permanently occupy our country. The 
Puritan landed at Plymouth Rock; the Cavalier, at Jamestown; 
the Catholic followers of Lord Calvert, at old St. Marys, in Mary- 
land; the Quaker adherents of William Penn settled in the sylvan 
glades of the magnificent Commonwealth that bears his name; the 
Dutch under Stuyvesant,on Manhattan Island: the French Hu- 
guenots, in the Carolinas; the German and Swedish Lutherans, on 
the Susquehanna and other streams, These elements differed not 
only in national characteristics but also in ideas of civil govern- 
ment and religious faith. There was, however, a powerful bond 
between them. They desired to be free, to worship God accord- 
ing to the dictates of conscience, and govern themselves upon 
their own consent. 

A century and a half later England became supreme in the 
eastern portion of the land now known as the United States of 
America. The Spaniards, the Dutch, and the French had yielded, 
and the British Crown and Parliament dominated the North 
American colonies. A century and a quarter ago these settlements 
had developed into thirteen colonies, containing 4,000,000 inhabi- 
tants, As they grew in importance Great Britain laid the mailed 
hand of authority heavily upon them; the spirit of resistance was 
aroused, and, making common cause, the representatives of the 
colonies, gathered in Continental Congress, bade defiance to Eng- 
lish law and British government, issued the immortal Declaration 
which demanded for themselves that which they were willing to 
grant to all others—freedom and independence. They formed 
under the Articles of Confederation an alliance both offensive and 
defensive and began the Revolutionary war. 

In the Declaration of Independence they drew an indictment 
against the British ruling power which will stand as an evidence 
of the tyranny and injustice of the government of England so long 
as our institutions exist or the English language is spoken, After 
enumerating numerous infringements upon their rights and privi- 
leges, they close the arraignment of the British King by pro- 
claiming: 


He has abdicated government here by declaring us out of his protection 
and waging war against us. He has plundered our seas, ravaged our coasts, 
and destroyed the lives of our people. He has excited domestic insurrection 
among us, and has endeavored to bring on the inhabitants of our frontiers 
the merciless Indian savages, whose known rule of warfare is destruction of 
all ages, sexes, and conditions. 
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lt was indeed an emphatic recital of injury, neglect, and op- 
pression, and it recounted every species of national crime. It 
was eminently calculated to rouse opposition to British adminis- 
tration, to awaken the aspiration in the colonies to be free, and to 
attain ‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” untrammeled 
by interference from foreign power. 

When the war for independence began, the colonists, knowing 
their own weakness and the overwhelming forces of the enemy, 
sought friendship, sympathy, and recognition in the courts of 
Europe. France not only gave sympathy but recognized the re- 
bellions colonies as free and independent States. From every 
land in Europe came liberty-loving, heroic men and joined them- 
selves to the cause of the patriots. Lafayette, of France; Von 
Steuben and De Kalb, of Germany; Pulaski, of Poland, and many 
other illustrious names stand in effulgent letters on the roll of 
honor. Without Rochambeau and De Grasse, who commanded 
the French contingent of the Army and Navy, the final triumph 
of the American cause would have been impossible. The patriots 
of the Revolution in the hour of victory freely acknowledged their 
debt of gratitude to the Bourbon King of monarchical France and 
the noble strangers who came to give generous aid. 

After seven years of struggle, bringing all the mutations of 
fortune, hardships, and desolation incident to war, Great Britain 
was compelled to abandon the effort to enslave our people or 
longer claim their allegiance, and the treaty of peace making ac- 
knowledgment of our independence was concluded and ratified. 
But British hate now sat in the place of English power. Consti- 
tutional government began in the United States. Thenew nation 
rose from the prostrate condition into which it had fallen by the 
continued effort for freedom and began a career of advancement 
and progress so grand and glorious as to cause the astonishment 
and claim the admiration of all nationalities saving and except- 
ing Great Britain. Unable by force to claim our service and 
fealty, she sought, while making amicable professions, by secret 
agencies to disrupt the Union and destroy our Government. 
Failing in this, the English ruling class resorted to piracy and 
every species of force upon the high seas. American ships were 
seized, American seamen impressed into English service, our flag 
insulted, our commerce harassed, and our ports blockaded. When 
remonstrance was made, the culprits who were guilty of the law- 
less acts were rewarded by their Government with honors and 
marks of confidence and esteem. This continued until the United 
States was forced, for the protection of its integrity as a nation, 
to declare war against Great Britain. 

A second time England sent her armies against us to defeat and 
annihilate our people. She was as rancorous in 1812 as she had 
been in 1776. er enmity found expression in acts of vandalism, 
rapine, incendiarism and plunder. Her armies descended upon 
our shores, destroyed our ports, harried our towns and villages, 
Fire and sword were employed by her soldiery, marines, and sail- 
ors, who vied with each other as to who should excel in the infa- 
mous and diabolical work of destruction. When Cockburn and 
Ross invaded Maryland and captured Washington they per- 
formed deeds of barbarism rarely if ever exceeded by savage 
tribes. The unbridled fury of their cohorts indulged in a carnival 
of blood. Our Government was forced to flee. Cockburn per- 
sonally attended to applying the torch to public buildings, and 
the Capitol of the nation was utterly destroyed. 

But, sir, the patriotism of our people was stirred; they rose up 
en masse. Ross was killed by two Maryland boys, and Cockburn, 
fearful that the same fate would befall him, boarded his ship with 
celerity and dispatch. Perry's victory on Lake Erie, Jackson's 
unparalleled success at New Orleans, turned the tide, and at last 
the English were again compelled to abandon their attempt at 
coercion and return to ‘‘ perfidious Albion.” 

Again the white-winged dove of peace hovered above us and an 
era of prosperity began. The march of civilization to the west- 
ward was undertaken, the hardy spirit and strong arm of the pio- 
neer pressed forward. The German and Scandinavian, the Scot 
and the son of Erin alike aided in the work, and great States were 
carved out of the hitherto unexplored sections. ‘The splendid 
ability of Webster expounded the Constitution and strengthened 
the Federal Government. The genius of Clay achieved compro- 
mises between contending forces in the Republic, developed the 
policy of internal improvement, and created the American system 
of protection. Ina half century the work of a thousand years 
was accomplished. 

And what of England during this time? She had been thwarted 
in her attempt to throttle liberty when our nation began its 
course. She was beaten in her effort, by insidious and covert at- 
tack, to stay ouradvance. She had been defeated in her endeavor 
to subvert our Government, lay waste our land, make desolate 
our homes, and extirpate our pee le. She could not attain her 
desire, either by force or fraud. Her hostility had not abated. 
Her animosity had increased by reason of our phenomenal growth. 
She therefore adopted a new policy of antagonism to our institu- 
tions. She fostered and embittered internal dissensions in the 
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Union, She knew full well that from the beginning of our 
stitutional Government there had been contending ideas, w) 
in the course of time threatened to become sectional. Thi 
her opportunity. The literature of England, the expression 
her statesmen, the editorials of her great newspapers, and 
whole trend of discussion in her periodicals showed hostilit 
and made attack upon the institution of slavery which existe; j, 
a portion of our country and cast its dark shadow over the Son: }. 
ern States of the Republic. ' 

Notwithstanding the fact that she had but lately herself abolis) 


| slavery in her colonies, notwithstanding that she had ly 


| 


profited by the introduction of slavery and its continuance i), 
American colonies previous to the Revolution, her assaults \ 
frequent, vigorous, and venomous. She saw with pleasure {he 
coming conflict, the inevitable struggle which must occur bet wor 
the North and South. She inveighed against slavery; she ure, 
the abolitionist of the North in his wildest endeavor, and tio 
suspicion appears to be well founded that British agents aided 
John Brown in his first attempt at insurrection in Virginia, She 
added fuel to the flame upon every favorable opportunity, until 
at last the confirmation of her most sanguine hopes appeared to 
be realized in the civil war that came in our country. 

The North and the South were separated, and the internecine 
struggle began; and yet, sir, when, in the throes of that titinic 
contest, the institution of slavery was about to pass away, Eng- 
land again gave evidence of her national hatred and hostility. of 
her malevolence and rancor, by giving recognition and aid t) the 
Confederate States, then engaged in a war upon the Federal 
Government and for the perpetuation of slavery. She did yo! 
hesitate to give men and money, to send ships and munitions of 
war, to prey upon our commerce, destroy our vessels, and ruin 
our merchant marine. Is it difficult to account for her conduct? 
No; she desired a separation of the States, because in it she saw 
the entering wedge of her influence and power, for she appreciated 
the truth of the national motto, “In union there is streneth.” 
and she knew the force of Webster’s inspired and prophetic ut 
terance, ‘Liberty and union, now and forever, one and insepara- 
ble.” She knew that the one depended upon the other and that 
if the Union were broken, liberty would soon belost. But, thanks 
be to that Divine Providence which rules and guides the lives of 
men and nations, the new policy of Great Britain was no more 
successful than her previous endeavors. 

Four years of bloody struggle, desolation, and death came, ut 
the Constitution was strong enough to pass the ordeal, and the 
nation had enough of forceand viger to bind up its wounds, stand 
erect, and look out into the future with hopeful mien and exui- 
tant eye. The greatest of all Americans performed the task he 
had set unto himself, and Abraham Lincoln emerged from thie 
war the chieftain and ruler of a reunited people, bearing in the 
one hand the renewed charter of American liberty and in the other 
the freedom and enfranchisement of a race. The old era had 
passed away. The institution which had been a barrier between 
the North and South was dead. The armies which had stood in 
opposition and battled with such heroism that should cause us in 
the future to discard the phrase ‘‘ When Greek meets Greek ” and 
substitute for it ‘‘ When American meets American,” melted away 
into citizenship, and another era of peace, progress, and prosper- 
ity began. Again the plans of Great Britain had been frustrated 
and she stood aloof, watching from afar the marvellous increase 
of our nation. From every land and clime the brain and muscle 
of the people came to our shores and found welcome, freedom, 
and fostering care. Every step in our advancement but increased 
British envy; every augmentation to our wealth and national 
my te added to her spleen, but she knew that the time of attack 

y force had passed. Fraud had ben unsuccessful, the new policy 
of creating and nursing internal .issention had proven an igno- 
minious failure, and with unwilling hand she paid the Geneva 
award and cast about her for another method of assault. 

A generation has been born and grown to manhood since the 
close of the great civil war. Gradually the bonds of affection. as 
well as national strength, have been increased and multiplicd. 
The enmities of that period are but memories now, and as we °\)- 
proached the closing years of the nineteenth century we found 4 
great people, having one interest and one aspiration, going tor- 
ward upon the highway of time, holding aloft the banner of the 
Union, and marching to the inspiring strains of the national an- 
them, still maintaining, as our fathers did of yore, the sent iment 
and doctrine upon which our national life is founded—that all 
men are entitled to “‘life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
But Great Britain had not in the meanwhile been idle, She had 
seized another expedient, and in the three decades and over which 

passed away since the great war, had employed hersc!t and 
all her various agencies in the effort to denationalize Amer':4" 
representatives at the British court, and the American ruiits 
powers wherever they could be reached. If we will carefull 
study the diplomatic of these years, as between our aeie 
try and England, we shall find that the most insidious methos 
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were used to disarm American vigilance, and gradually infuse in 
our system the noxious influence of British power. 

Lowell departed from our shores a true American; he came 
back having lost that which most endeared him to us, Phelps 
followed in his footsteps, and Bayard returned to his native land 
dishonored by reason of having fallen before the wily, crafty, and 
treacherous ensnarements of British diplomacy. Surrounded by 
a host of English diplomats, trained to deceive, our representa- 
tives usually fell victims, and were forgetful of the best interests 
of the land which gave them birth and claimed their allegiance. 
This pernicious ascendency found its way to the very heart of our 
Government, and for a time threatened to control at least one of 
the Chief Magistrates of the Union, President Cleveland, during 
a certain period of his first Administration, evidenced British in- 
fluences, but to his honor and credit, be it said, he saw the error 
and was strong enough to break the meshes which sought to bind 
him and stand out the sturdy American ruler that he was, when, 
with a voice of thunder, he bade England at her peril respect the 
doctrine enunciated by Monroe and defended by every true Ameri- 
can since his time. She obeyed his injunction, but for a time 
anglicized Americans seemed fearful of the result. Our nation, 
however, gloried in the spectacle of the power of the American 
injunction which saved the little Republic of Venezuela from 
British encroachment and attack, and American soil from a new 
lodgment for British force. 

England dare not attack us by force, as in the days of yore. 
She must now content herself with diplomacy, and she has had 
some measure of success in her last endeavor. Even now we are 
surrounded and environed by this circle of influence. Her favor- 
able opportunity came when our Government entered upon an 
unnecessary war with Spain. Her agencies, ever on the alert, 
seized this opportunity, subsidized the press, spread the net for 
every unwary American in public place, and sought to create the 
impression that European nationalities looked askance and with 
disfavor upon our attack upon Spain. She graciously intimated 
that she would stand with friendly eye and sympathetic glance 
until we accomplished the discomfiture of Spain. it was the 
beginning of an ‘‘unholy alliance” made without the consent of 
our people; conceived in darkness and carried out in iniquity. 
England was perfectly willing to stand as our friend when an 

' exhibition of her malice would be of no avail, Her conduct in 
the last century has arrayed all the nationalities of Europe against 
her, and her friendship now would in the end be to our detriment 
with every one of the European powers. 

We are in no danger of complication or entanglement with 
them now, save such as may ariseout of an alliance with England. 
You say there is no alliance. True, openly there can not be; an 
alliance must be made by treaty, and the Chief Executive of this 
country can not make a treaty that is of force unless it be ratified 
by the Senate of the United States. But, sir, there has been a 
secret understanding, and in my judgment, while there has been 
no alliance, there has been, by the ‘‘ modus vivendi,” ‘‘as bet ween 
England and the United States” asurrender of American interests 
to the British Government. I am aware that this is a serious 
charge; but, sir, until the secrecy which surrounds this midnight 
transaction be removed, I shall feel justified in the deep conviction 
and the firm faith I have that British diplomatic genius has been 
sagacious enough to cause such entanglement as now binds the 
hands of our country and its Government, when the people, as if 
by one voice, stand up and proclaim their desire for an expression 
of sympathy for the Boer and the burgher of the Transvaal and 
the Orange Free State in their unequal struggle against the might 
of British armed power. 

The polity of England toward the American colonists, and the 
United States of America since it has been a nation, has been ap- 
plied to every other people with whom Great Britain has come in 
contact, The Norman rulers of England endeavored to conquer 
France, but God at a supreme moment raised up Joan of Arc, the 
Maid of Orleans, who by her marvelous capabilities awakened the 
national spirit of France and drove the invaders from her soil. 
England was more successful in her endeavor to rob a sister isle 
of the right of self-government. She found Ireland a prosperous 
and contented nation, but by conquest she absorbed her and im- 
posed such laws as have reduced her population nearly one half, 
and the remainder dwell under unjust prohibitions, dissatisfied, 
rebellious, and awaiting only a favorable moment when they may 
throw off the shackels of England and again have that to which 
they are entitled—a government founded on their own consent. 
Charles Phillips who, for his eloquence and oratory, stands as a 


ae of Burke, Grattan, and Shiel, described the condition of Ire- 
and when he said: 

Stranger, do not ask 
terest in decei 
Trish ee 
oveenean the only 


of some aheontes 
and u 


tice, an 
that ne jeoerenved even of any ve 


the bigoted and pampered renegade who has an in- 
you, but open the penal statutes, and weep tears of blood 
e, come yourself, and see this unhappy people; see the 
7 in Ireland, in rags and wreetchednens, staining the 
er eye re: on, persecuted by the extorting middleman 
landlord, aiseet 


by the lay proctor of some rapacious 
patbizing incumbent, bearing through life but insults and injus- 


in death by the heartrending reflection 


ves his children to ke their father, an abominable bondage. 
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In India we view a picture which for infamy is unexampled in 
the history of the world, The transactions of the East India Com 
pany, the government of Hastings and his compeers, the gradual 
subjugation of the States forming the great Indian Empire, the 
robbery of its princes and its people of life and liberty, of wealth 
and riches, is unparalleled. The Britons found the millions of 
India thriving and happy; they have reduced them by a system 
of unjust exactions to a state of almost continuous famine and 
plague, with no excuse save that they were strong enough to pil- 
lage and plunder, desecrate and destroy, and their victims so weak 
that they could not repel the conqueror. 

In the unjust English attack upon the Boer his Government 
has been held up to scorn by reason of the courts of the Trans- 
vaal. It has been charged that unjust judgments have been 
given, and that the Uitlander could not procure either equity or 
justice. A calm investigation establishes the fact that the courts 
of the Transvaal will bear favorable comparison with those of 
England or any other country. The time has been when a chief 
justice of England, not only a great lawyer, but one of her great- 
est philosophers, sold justice. And I have known in my own 
State decisions of courts which are as bad as the water, polluted 
as it is, that flows in the Potomac River. But, sir, whatever 
might be the deficiencies of courts in the South African Republic, 
I usk a comparison of them with the courts established by the 
East India Company in India, and later by the English Govern- 
ment itself, when Warren Hastings was supreme ruler of that 
great country. The picture is not drawn by prejudiced pen, but 
given by Lord Macaulay, the greatest of English historians, He 
Says: 

A reign of terror began, of terror heightened by mystery, for even that 
which was endured was less horrible than that which was anticipated. No 
man knew what was next to be expected from this strange tribunal. It came 
from beyond the black water, as the people of India with mysterious horror 
called the sea. It consisted of judges not one of whom was familiar with the 
usages of the millions over whom they claimed boundlessauthority. Its ree 
ords were kept in unknown characters; its sentences were pronounced in un- 
known sounds. It had already collected around itself an army of the worst 
pees of the native population, informers, and false witnesses, and common 

arrators and agents of chicane, and above all a banditti of bailiffs’ followers 
compared with whom the retainers of the worst English sponging houses in 
the worst times might be considered as upright and tender-hearted. Many 
natives highly considered among their countrymen were seized, hurried up 
to Calcutta, flung into the common jail, not for any crime even imputed nor 
for any debt that had been proven, but merely as a precaution until their 
cause should come to trial. There were instances in which men of the most 
venerable dignity, persecuted without cause by extortioners, died of rage 
and shame in the grip of the vile alguazils of Impey. The harems of the noble 
Mohammedans, sanctuaries respected in the East by governments which re- 
spect nothing else, were burst open by gangs of bailiffs. The Mussulmans, 
braver and less accustomed to submission than the Hindoos, sometimes stood 
on their defense, and there were instances in which they shed their blood in 
the doorway while defending, sword in hand, the sacred apartments of their 
women. Nay,itseemed as even the faint-hearted Bengalee, who had crouched 
at the feet of Surajah Dowlah, who had been mute during the administration 
of Vansittart, would at length find courage in despair. No Mahratta inva- 
sion had ever spread through the province such dismay as this inroad of Eng 
lish lawyers. All the injustice of former oppressors, Asiatic and European, 
appeared as a blessing when compared with the justice of the supreme court. 

In closing my allusion to this, one of the darkest pages of Great 
Britain’s history, I desire to add the peroration of Burke in his 
impeachment of Warren Hastings for his part in the horrible out- 
rages which had been perpetrated in India: 

Therefore— 

Said he— 
hath it with all confidence been ordered by the Commons of Great Britain 
that limpeach Warren Hastings of highcrimes and misdemeanors. Limpeach 
him in the name of the Commons House of Parliament, whose trust he has 
betrayed. [impeach him in the name of the English nation, whose ancient 
honor he has sullied. limpeach himinthe name of the people of India, whose 
rights he has trodden under foot and whose country he has turned intoa 
desert. Lastly, inthe nameof human nature itself, in the name of both se 
in the name of every age, in the name of every rank, I impeach the comn 
enemy and oppressor of all. 

And yet this man was honored by the British Government after 
failure to impeach him—rewarded in everything that the Crown 
and Parliament dared do, because he had enriched his native land 
at the expense of every principle of justice, at the sacrifice of per- 
sonal honesty and national honor. 

For fifty years this great British power has been employed in 
the mission of attacking the barbarous tribes of Africa and the 
semicivilized nations of Asia, and now she reaches the climax of 
her policy and the crowning infamy of her career in the attempt 
to strike down and extirpate a free people who have by their own 
might and energy, through sturdy manhood and incomparable 
courage, founded for themselves beneath the burning rays of the 
torrid gun, in the midst of the African desert, a home and govern- 
ment of their own choosing, where they might dwell without 
molestation, worship God according to the custom of their fathers, 
and govern themselves with that simplicity which they desired. 

The religious, moral, intellectual, and political upheaval which 
came to Europe in the sixteenth century caused many transfor- 
mations. Ignorance disappeared before the bright light of a sud- 
denly developed knowledge. Liberty, which had long been slum- 
bering, awakened, and her spirit seemed to animate every nation 
in Christendon. In the weary wars which followed, lasting for 
over a century and a half, and bringing many changes of fortune, 
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among the greatest sufferers for the sake of conviction were the 
Reformers of Holland and the Huguenotsof France. Driven from 
their native shores, they abandoned home and fatherland, and 
sought in distant countries a refuge from persecution and a place 
where they might found new homes and temples. 

The Dutch Protestant and the French Huguenot assimilated, 
and many of them settled at the Cape of Good Hope, on the Afri- 
can continent. ‘In the beautiful valleys lying between the Ca 
of Good Hope and the blue mountains beyond they planted the 
seed germ of liberty,” and perhaps fondly imagined they would 
here be allowed, without opposition or pursuit of powers beyond 
the sea, to live in happy seclusion, free from the disturbances of 
the warring elements from which they had separated, The state 
which they founded grew rapidly, and every inhabitant was actu- 
ated by a high sense of honor and noble aspirations, resulting in a 
republican form of government. 

Some years were spent without foreign trespass or encroach- 
ment, but the respite from wrong was of short duration. Eng- 
land, in the guise of the East India Company, followed, seized 
upon the government, and endeavored to subjugate the Afri- 
kanders. This was in 1806, Among the first actions of the new 
British Government was that by which they relieved the Dutch 
of their arms and ammunition, thus depriving them of their abil- 
ity tor defense, and secretly encouraging the wild natives of the 
country to attack, pillage, and destroy the homes, farms, and cat- 
tle, as well as to take the lives of the venturous settlers. Can you 
wonder, therefore, with such an administration and under such 
conditions, that in 1815 a number of the Boers were driven into 
rebellion, which ended in the tragedy of Slachters Nek? This 
was the beginning of the long struggle which has not yet ended, 
as between the Briton, in his endeavor to subjugate and enslave, 
and the Boer, in his effort to maintain his independence. What 


England can not do by force of arms she endeavors to accomplish | 


by misrepresentation and libel. English emissaries charged the 
Boer with cruelty to the natives, but he emerged victorious from 
this unjust accusation. 

Next came the assault upon the slaves of the Boers, Emanci- 
pation in South Africa was a severe measure imposed by British 
authority. There was to be no payment for slaves, though the 
British themselves had in many instances disposed of their slaves 
to the Boers of Cape Colony. The harsh methods employed wid- 
ened the breach between the two nationalities. Thefurther policy 
of the British in Africa was the same that it had been in America; 
the native savage was incited to insurrection and war upon the 
settlers. Treaties which the English made with the Dutch were 
in every instance broken Ly them, Petitions for redress were ig- 
nored. There isa remarkable similarity between the mode and 
manner of dealing with the Afrikander and that which we find in 
the transactions with the American colonies. After twenty years 
of experience with British administration the Boers determined 
that they would no longer submit to the violation of their rights; 
and therefore, abandoning farms, homes, and hearthstones, they 
journeyed a second time out into the unknown African desert 
where English rule had not extended. They began trekking and 
became wanderers in the wilderness, even as the Israelites of old. 
Piet Retief, when he departed from Grahamtown, said: 

We guit this colony in the full assurance that the English Government 
has nothing more to require of us, and will allow us to govern ourselves with- 
out interference in the future. We are now leaving the fruitful land of our 
birth, and we are about to enter a strange and dangerofts territory; but we 
go with a firm reliance on an all-seeing, just, and merciful God, whom we 
shall always fear and humbly endeavor to obey. 

Can any man who bears in his bosom one spark of love for 
humanity, one iota of desire for liberty, read this appeal without 
the firm conviction that these men had been goaded by British 
injustice into desperation, and were now making a bold, coura- 
geous, and laudable effort for life and liberty in a wild and uncul- 
tivated region? But, sir, these brave and unfortunate men, with 
their families, had nomore than entered the wilderness, surrounded 
by savages, than they were pursued by the relentless and intoler- 
ant hand of Great Britain. Trekking, ever trekking, behind them 
the malevolence of the British, before and around them the sav- 
age cruelty of the barbarous tribes upon whom they were en- 
croaching. 

Natal was founded; a new republic was created; the territory 
was purchased by their money and baptized by their blood. They 
had reason to believe that they would no longer be molested, for 
Lord Napier had said that ‘‘ Her Majesty's Government would 
not extend her colonial possessions in that quarter of the klobe.” 
But military occupation was made by British troops, war began, 
and at last the Boers were driven from Natal. The Oran ree 
State was founded, and there was but a repetition of British 
aggression; the policy of inciting the natives was continued, and 
while, with fair faces and pleasant voices, the English governors 

ave assurances of friendship, they were making ready to destroy. 

he Free State became intolerable to many of the Boers. n 
they went forth seeking new lands under the leadership of Andreas 
Pretorius, The Transvaal Republic was instituted, and Pretorius, 
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in order that there might be assured to his people peace, af}, 
many vears of constant trekking and warfare, offered on } 
of the Transvaal Boers to enter into negotiations with the Brit 
Government for a treaty of peace and friendship. The proposa)s 
were accepted, the convention was entered into, and the Bo 

the Free State and the Transvaal were guaranteed against Bri 
hindrance in the future. 

For nearly twenty years they were permitted to dwell in 
to till the soil, attend their flocks and cattle, and live asa past.y.)| 
people. The convention was recognized in Holland, France, (j.. 
many, Belgium, and the United States of America. The Am,.;j- 
can Secretary of State in 1870, communicating with Presi jo) 
Pretorius, said— 

That his Government, while heart¥y acknowledging the sovereig 
the Transvaal Republic, would be ready to take any steps which mix 
deemed necessary for that purpose. 

But, sir, England never kept a promise or performed the sti))y). 
lations of a treaty when to break or ignore them would be to |r 
advantage. This convention was broken. Andwhy? Becausea 
great diamond field was discovered in the Orange Free State, ani 
the moment it was known, Great Britain claimed the territory, 
James Anthony Froude, the eminent English historian, concer}. 
ing this matter says: 

The ink on the treaty of Aliwal was er dry when diamonds we 
covered in large quantities in a district which we had ourselves treated as ; 
part of the Orange territory. * * * There was a notion also— 

Says Froude— 
that the finest diamond mine in the world ought not to be lost to the | 
Empire. 

Arbitration was invoked, but English corruption made it im- 
possible to have a fair adjustment, notwithstanding the indignant 
protests of fair-minded Englishmen themselves. But the crown- 
ing act of treachery was the annexation of the Transvaal by 
Shepstone in April, 1877. And why was the Transvaal annexed: 
Because a gold field had been discovered there, and the moment 
its discovery was known the arm and hand of English ayarice 
and greed ‘stretched forth to dispossess the rightful owner who 
had gone into this far-distant region of Africa to seek a home. 
Gladstone, the grand old man, who in all the infamy of England 
in the past century stands out as the one supefb figure, strong 
enough and just enough to resist every appeal of wealth and riches 
and power and stand by justice and right, endeavored to undo 
the wrong, but was compelled to go down in defeat in the effort 
Delegates were sent to England to protest against annexation, but 
their protests met the same fate that the petitions of the Ameri- 
can colonies had received at the hands of a British ministry a 
century before. They were disregarded; and when protests and 
petitions were of no avail, the Republic of the Transvaal! deter- 
mined to defend its rights. 

The Boer had been driven from one place to another. He had 
been trekking for a half century. He had been forced from the 
position he had occupied again and again, and,in the language of 
one of the most illustrious of his race— 

He would trek no longer. They had founded their home in the Tra: 
they would remain there and govern themselves, or die. 

The English called the Kaffirs and Swazies, who are among tlie 
most ruthless of African savages, to be their allies, but the record 
of that war shows the power of a people who arm for a defens 
God-given rights. The Boers were victorious at Majula Hill 
Though outnumbered seven to one, they stormed the heig)its, ani 
200 Boers killed 600 British troopers and compelled 800 more (0 sur- 
render, the Boers having sustained a loss of only 6 of their num 
ber. After this reverse the British Government, under tlie lead- 
ership of Gladstone, who had once more risen to power, determine! 
to undo the wrong. 


f 
Il 


The conventions of 1881 and 1884 were held, 
and the British resolved no longer to interfere with the s»vcr- 
eignty of the South African Republic. They at first claime: 
suzerainty, but this was afterwards abrogated, and the Bocr ani 
the burgher of the Transvaal and the Orange Free State had prac 
ticall reestablished their freedom. 
But, sir, the British Government of Gladstone did not continue. 
The administration of Salisbury began. Cecil Rhodes, the prime 
minister of Cape Colony and the agent of the South African 
League, deliberately conspired with the home government. wer 
Joseph Chamberlain, to Anglicize the whole of South Africa. [4° 
British had determined to seize the gold fields of ‘the Transyai! 
upon some pretext, for they could not stand aside and see the 
r, who risked all he had in going into the wilderness \v 
battle with the savage and the elements, take the gold tha' had 
been discovered. The South African Republic had prospec! 
Pretoria and Johannesburg had become cities. Paul Kruger !\1\! 
been elected President of the new Republic. The ability of t's 
plain man of the people had worked wonders in the constitut!! 
of the Government and the welfare of the State. The Englis!). ‘s 
they crowded into the land and cities of the Boer, demanded a)" 
of the government—asking me ee a basis that no se! 
respecting republic could grant, What would a citizen of ‘v0 








1900. 


United States say to the arrogant demand of Englishmen for citi- 
genship in our Republic without foreswearing allegiance to the 
Queen? They demanded a dual citizenship and, when it was not 
granted, made a great outcry against the Boer, This was but the 
beginning of the numerous difficulties which surrounded and 
the misrepresentations which were heaped upon the inhabitants 
of the South African Republic. ; 

Encouraged by secret promises of support from persons of high 
position in the English Government, a conspiracy was formed in 
the city of Johannesburg against the home adininistration, and 
Cecil Rhodes brought about the Jameson raid, which was to en- 
courage an uprising, and, if possible, bring about the overthrow 
of the Government of the Boer and the burgher; but the raid was 
not successful. The Boers surrounded and captured the invaders, 
and if they had had justice meted out to them without charity, 
they would assuredly have been hanged for their attack upon the 
Government and their treason to the State, but they were respited, 
and at length released. Gradually the situation became more and 
more critical. The English foreign office had decided to subju- 
rate the Republics. Great Britain had determined to break the 
conventions, as she had often done before. Her encroachments 
became more marked day by day, until at last the Boer had to 
choose as between two propositions, either he must trek again— 
either he must surrender his Government and abandon his home 
once more, or he must stand up and defend it against the all- 
powerful European foe. . He preferred todo the latter, for tohim, 
after the many wanderings, it was easier to meet the foe and die 
than trek again, Sothe war came, and the world was called upon 
to see the grandest spectacle yet witnessed by men or recorded in 
their annals. 

Leonidas, when he defended the pass against the Persians; Hora- 
tius, when he stood upon Tiber’s bank and held the bridge against 
the overwhelming enemies of Rome; ‘Arminius in the Teutoburg 
forest, when he annihilated the legions of Varus and left barely 
one Roman to tell the tale of unexampled defeat; Wallace, when 
he battled for Scottish independence upon his native heath; the 
Prince of Condé, when he threw his baton far as his powerful arm 
could hurl it into the midst of the foe and led his troops to reclaim 
itat Freiburg; the Irish Brigade under its gallant leader at Fonte- 
noy; the Maryland Line, when it saved the American Army from 
disaster at Long Island; these and every one of these fought with 
splendid valor; but to my mind it was reserved for the Boer and 
the burgher of the South African Republics to reach the sublimest 
height of moral and physical courage to which it is possible for 
mankind to ascend. With a courage and fortitude incomparable 
and unparalleled we see them marshaling in answer to the appeal 
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backward. When they entered the struggle they could not but 
think that somewhere in the world, among the great nations of the 
earth, there would be enongh of justice and humanity, enough of 


| generous fellow-feeling, that would send to them and their foes the 


message that it should cease. They had a right to believe and 
hope that when the sublime scene of the unequaled struggle, of 
the more than Spartan spirit, of the will ¢o do and endure should 
be witnessed, the admiration of their foes for their incomparable 
valor would make them generous. It has not come. The world 
is silent; the English cruel and bitter. In their extremity, fight- 
ing against hope, battling in despair, yet resolute to the end, the 
Boers send their envoys to the great Western Republic and make 
appeal for sympathy. 

Shall our doors be closed against them? Shall our Government 
refuse them recognition and our legislative bodies resolutions ot 
sympathy? If this be done there will be a reversal of our whole 
national life. If the Bourbon King of France a century ago 
could give sympathy and recognition to liberty-loving and aspir- 
ing men, dare we, who were suppliants then, but have grown 
strong and mighty in a free government since yonder time, re 
fuse tagnen of our own race and kindred, struggling for the same 
boon we have attained, the sympathy they ask and the recognition 
they desire?. Sir, when Greece was battling for self-government 
against the Turkish power we gave her sympathy. When the 
South American republics rose up against Spanish domination 
they enjoyedour favor. When Cuba was struggling to throw off 
the Spanish yoke we rushed into an unnecessary war in our 
eagerness to see her free. 

Shall American sympathy for men who desire liberty and strug- 
gle for freedom cease at this point? What reason is there that 
the Boer in South Africa coal not have the same measure of our 
sympathy that was given to others? Is it because England stands 
against them as their foe? In that it seems to me we have com- 
mon cause and interest, for England is now, as she always has 
been, our enemy. What excuse can England give to us for this 
war? Dare she claim the diamond mines and gold fields because 
they bring riches and her greed would place them in English cof- 
fers? Nay. But what is the specious pretext upon which we are 
approached? That English supremacy will better conserve the in- 
terest of Christian civilization than the régime of the Boer. God 
save the mark! If Christian civilization be the policy of England. 


| as exemplified in her treatment of Ireland, in her government of 


India, in her transactions with the American colonies, in her en- 
croachments upon the Chinese, and, last of all, in her treacherous 
attack upon the liberty of the Boer in South Africa, then it seems 
to me it would be well to call a halt upon Christin civilization, 


of Oom Paul, to meet ten, aye, twenty times their number of Eng- | and let truth, honor, justice, and charity as they were taught by 


lishmen and their mercenaries in unequal struggle, even if it be 
unto death, 

Has there been in the history of the world, from the dawn until 
now, a scene more sublime than the picture of the grisly Boer at- 
tended by his seven sons, the eldest having reached the meridian 
of manhood, the youngest having barely sufficient strength to hold 
a Mauser rifle, and with them the mother who bore them, each and 
all standing in the trenches together, fighting unto death, willing 
to surrender their lives that those Who remain behind them might 
have freedom and dwell in the land they had created, under a 
government of their own choosing? This example portrays the 
whole; there seems to be not one exception in the Afrikander 
nation. And, sir, are not these people entitled to our admiration, 
our sympathy, and every aid and assistance we may justly give 
them: Dare we as freemen, having had the same foe, having 
fought the same fight under more favorable circumstances, stand 
aside and silently see this deed of iniquity accomplished? 

_Dare we, without protest, seo the extinction of the bravest race 
God's sun ever shone upon? Nay, «thousand times nay. It shall 
not be permitted. There must be somBinterposition. There will 
be some series of events which will gradually lead to the eventual 
heritage of liberty which shall come to these people. With bated 
breath the world has looked on from the beginning of this war. 
We have seen one English army after another meet ignominious 
defeat. White marched forth to easy conquest, as he thought, 
and, ere he returned to Ladysmith, lost half his army in killed 
and prisoners. Buller met one reverse after another, and in an 
account of the first battle of Colenso, given us by an eyewitness, 
we find the British were utterly routed, though their force was 
five toone. General Buller’s account of his loss states it as 1,100 
men. In this battle these Boers lost 6 killed and 14 wounded. It 
Was a repetition of Majuba Hill. 

The encounters which followed were of the same character and 
result, until as month after month passed the British from every 
quarterof the ong gathered in their regiments; and to-day, under 
Lord Roberts, in a land where there are 250,000 Boer men, women, 
and children, with perhaps 30,000 effective fighting men, there are 
th er $00,000 English soldiersintent upon the purpose of extirpating 

‘ese unfortunate people. Cronje has surrendered; gradually the 
cordon is tightening, 


and step by step the Boers are being forced 


| 


| 
| 


j 


the Nazarene when He walked among the hills and vales of Judea 
rule the earth for a little time in stern simplicity. 

It may be said that we should not offend the great British na- 
tion, as it might endanger our peace and lead to war. There is 
no danger of war with England now, and, sir, there is no danger 
of war with Germany. Germany has been our friend, and at no 
time within the last ten years has there been more cordial feeling 
and generous intent than at the present moment. If danger there 
be of war, it will come through England by the entanglements and 
complications which the secret understanding will bring. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I should like toask 


him a —_. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Kean in the chair), Does 


the Senator from Maryland yield? 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Yes, sir. 

Mr, LODGE. The Senator has alluded now for the second time 
to ‘‘a secret understanding” between this Government and the 
Government of Great Britain. That is a very serious statement. 
I should like to ask the Senator what proof he has of any such 


| understanding? 


Mr. WELLINGTON, If the Senator will permit me to proceed, 
I think I shall give him just what reasons [ have for thestatement. 

It has been suggested that the Monroe doctrine is endangered. 
Look upon the map of the Western Hemisphere; follow the curves 
and lines of the American continent; view it from where it is 
shrouded in eternal ice to its southernmost point where the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans meet and merge at Cape Horn, Ex- 
amine closely and answer: What nation holds and controls a great 
body of land in the north, governs islands above the United 
States and below them? The answer will be, England. How 
does this concern us? Sir, here is no imaginary occurrence or 
improbable supposition, but a stern reality: Russia is preparing 
for war. The first clash with England will come on the Indian 
frontier; but what will prevent or hinder her from following that 
by an invasion of the Dominion of Canada, and what will we be 
forced to do? Protect England in her American possessions? 
Would it not be better to acquire Canada ourselves and hold it 
instead of defending it for England? 

If we have the right to conquer the unwilling Filipinos 
miles away, why not, for the safety of our frontier, strike down 
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British rule in Canada and force Canadians to become a part of 


the United States? The latter is much more probable than the | 
shadowy conclusion reached by the Senator from Massachusetts | 


when a few weeks ago he suggested danger by reason of invasion 
of Brazil or the acquisition of the Danish islands, by the power 
now making great increase in its naval armament—presumably 
alluding toGermany. Let there be no false fears nor maudlin 
sentiment. Thisnation should be strong enough and wise enough 
to do that which is just and honorable, 

The Administration should receive the Boer envoys as the people 
will receive them—as fellow-freemen entitled to our love and sym- 
vathy. The Congress of the United States should pass the reso- 


ution of the Senator from Colorado. It is conservative in tone, | 


yet righteous in character. Its passage would havea moral influ- 
ence and effect which would gradually aid the Boer, infuse new 
life to a fainting heart, and cause the Briton to hesitate before he 
demands more blood. 


A most hideous spectacle presented itself in the streets of Lon- | 


don and Liverpool when the British mob refused to hear Morley 
and Spencer speak of peace; and again when the common women 
of the streets were joined by dames of high degree in British so- 
ciety in the ghoulish glee of the celebration of Mafeking’s relief 
and the slaughter of the Boers. 

More blood, more blood. It is to be a struggle to the bitter end. 
Does the Briton think that the annihilation of the Boer fighting 


men will give him undisputed possession of their land and their | 


homes? Let him think of King Ahab of old, who coveted the 
vineyard of Naboth, and caused his death that he might take 
possession. The blood of this mancried outagainst the king from 
mother earth, and so it shall be now. Let him heed the voice 
of the South African woman who has written so eloquently of the 
effort of the Boer to maintain his independence: 

You say that all the fighting men in arms might have been shot. Yes; but 
what of the women’ If there were left but 5,000 pregnant South African 
born women and all the rest of their people destroyed, these women wou!d 
breed up again a race like the first. Oh, lon heart of the north, do you not 
recognize your own lineage in this whelp of the south? We can not live if 
we are not free. 


Aye, the sentiment is true. Life without liberty to a noble | 


people is not worth the living. But, sir, when safeguarded by 
self-government, environed by freedom and watched over by lib- 
erty, life is worth living. 

An English pessim'st has said that ‘‘ Youth isa blunder, man- 
hood a struggle, and old age a regret.” Ido not agree with him. 


Youth is not a blunder. The busy hours of theday andthe weary | 


watches of the night passed in preparation are not blunders; and 
manhood, though there be much of battle and contention, is not 
always astruggle. True it is, there are defeats and reverses, but 
there are also victories and triumphs; and then there will come 


after them a period of ‘“ Peace that passeth all understanding.” | 


And old age is not aregret. Something of regretful feeling there 
may be at opportunities neglected and advantages disregarded, 
but Ihave known many noble lives that in the evening looked 
back upon a work well done and forward to a glorious immortality. 

To see the sun in all his marvelous glory rise in the morning 
and give light and life to the universe, to witness his faint reflec- 
tion at eventide upon the pale face of Diana, surrounded by her 
constellations and attendant stars, to breathe the air of spring- 
time, to hear the sweet notes of warbling birds, to pluck beauti- 
ful flowers and inhale the fragrance they give, to hear the busy 
hum of industry, and again to sit in the silence of the coming 
night, to feel the kiss of a mother, a sweetheart, or wife, the ca- 
ress of an innocent child, and the hand clasp of a true, manly 
man—these and each one of these make life worth living. Aye, 
each day brings some great gift that would not be paid for by all 
the numbered days of human life. And yet all these must be de- 
stroyed and lose their value unless there be associated with them 
liberty, the right to govern not only your own hearthstone but 
your city and state, and build and rear around and about you the 
government of your own choice, 

You and I, dwelling in the American Republic, enjoy this heri- 
tage. The Boer is battling to maintain it now. I for one greet 
him with fraternal spirit. I bid him Godspeed upon his mission, 
and would aid him in gaining the favor of men. We are free; 
we are strong. If we be worthy of freedom we should not only 
hold it for ourselves, but stretch out the forceful arm of American 
power and clasp within its firm embrace the little nation that is 
noble enough to aspire to liberty, courageous enough to battle 
for it unto death. 

I favor the passage of the resolution of the Senator from Colo- 
rado. It is an effort for peace; peace with honor; peace for the 
preservation of a people weak in number, but strong in their de- 
sire for liberty, and worthy of its blessings. Sir, in my opinion 
we could go farther than this resolution suggests. We could give 
them recognition. I do not believe the cause of liberty is less en- 
titled to our devotion now than it was eight decades ago, when 
Henry Clay, on the 24th day of March, 1818, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, speaking in support of his amendment to the civil 
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and diplomatic appropriation bill, advocating the expendit i, 
a sum not exceeding $18,000 for one year’s salary and on 
minister to the United Provinces of the Rio de la Plata, sai 

Recognition alone, without aid, is no just cause for war. With a 
not because of the recognition, but because of the aid, as aid without 
nition, is cause for war. 

te * % 2 * : 

A nation, in exerting this incontestable right, in proviouncin, 

independence in fact of a new State, takes no part in the war 
| neither men, nor ships, nor money. It merely pronounces that 

it may be necessary to institute any relations, or to support any i 
with the new power, that power is capable of maintaining t) 
and authorizing that intercourse. 


Even as I speak, a crushing blow may be falling upon th 
of freemen. Will we stand idly by, and not by act or w 
sign make interposition to protect or save? Surely it can» 
| that we are so far forgetful of the years that * have b 
| rolled into the great ocean on whose shore we wander u 
down to store some treasures of the time of old.” Sur 
sacred fire is not entirely extinct. Pour on the oil of frien 
terest, and the bright flame of effulgent light shall follow. 
luster let us stand, and amid its bright surroundings, with 
voice send greeting beyond the sea. 

‘** Brothers, be firm, swerve not from the path you have « 
continue steadfast to the end, let no defeat dishearten, no 1 
abate your constancy in the cause of liberty. Your sim 
has taught you to believe in the God of your fathers, your t 
| hath good foundation. He will not long permit your discom 

The sympathy of our nation is with you. The spirit of fr 
| will move our people, the Government must in the end ans: 
| will.” And, turning to England, we may say, in thé w 
the silent soldier: ‘‘ Let there be peace. You are great enou 
be generous, strong enough to be just; obliterate the wro: f 
the past in the righteous action of the present; let the Boer lay: 
peace with honor, and teach us to follow your example: 
together we grasp the staff of the holy banner, and lead th» 
| to the mountain top, where the ‘federations of the world 
| sing the immortal hymn of peace eternal.” 
Senators, my appealis made. With you rests the responsi! 
| Lhave spoken, not with a desire to attack the Administ: l, 
| not in the spirit of a partisan, not to offend a nation or to lreak 
| friendly relations, but for truth, which must in the end prevail, 
| for honor which shall triumph, and liberty which shall pervade 
| and redeem the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, a word before the Senator leaves 
the floor. Hewas kind enough to say that he would furnish proof 
of his statement of a ‘‘secret understanding” between this (iov- 
ernment and that of Great Britain, and I have listened to him in 
| the hope of hearing that proof. ‘I have heard a great many «|: 
quent sentences, which it gave me great pleasure to listen to, and 
| also the statement that the Dominion of Canada belongs to Great 
| Britain, which I am not disposed to dispute; but I have listened 

in vain for proofs of that secret understanding. As I said before, 

that seems to me a very serious charge, and I should be g!::| to 
| know what proof the Senator has that thereis such ‘‘secret wnider- 
| standing” between this Government and that of Great Britain 
| Mr. WELLINGTON. Notwithstanding the sarcasm of the 
| Senator, I have given the reason for the faith I expressed, ani I 
| believe if he had listened carefully he would have found the 
| reasons for it. Naturally there can be no tangible proof in docn- 
ments of a secret understanding until the State Department ‘ur- 
| nishes it; but, sir, I say, here and now, that until the Stat 
| partment shall furnish the secret documents in regard to the 

modus vivendi I shall believe, as I have expressed it, that there is 
| a secret understanding which prevents our Government froin act- 
| ing in these matters. 
| Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, it comes back to exactly 
| what I supposed, that there is no proof; that it is merely an 0))in- 
| ion of the Senator from Maryland. Under our system of govern- 
ment there can be no such secret understanding as he implies, and 
no agreement can be made with a secret understanding. 

Moreover, Mr. President, the charge of a secret understanding 
has been made before, and it has been publicly denied by [he Sec- 
retary of State, who is an honorable and patriotic man. [ b«licve 
his word. He has said there is nosuch secret understanding. 1d 
until proof definite and positive is furnished I think such char cs, 
in the presence of the statement of an honorable man like the Sec- 
retary of State, ought not to be made. : 

Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the sundry civil appropriation Dill, 

Mr, TELLER, ill the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr, ALLISON, Certainly. se 

Mr. TELLER. I wish that this resolution may lie on the ta\!e, 
subject to be called up, so that we may have a vote upon it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Why not have a vote on it now? 

Mr. TELLER. I am willing that it shall be voted upon now, 
but I understand thatthe Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon} d- 
sires to make a few remarks on it, 











Mr. BACON. If the Senate will permit me to put certain mat- 
ters in the RecorpD without reading them—lI will state what they 
are—I will not detain the Senate. I have here a speech which 
was delivered by Daniel Webster in this city on the occasion of a 
banquet given to Kossuth, at which the President of the Senate 
presided, with Mr. Webster, who was then Secretary of State, 
sitting upon his right, and the guest of the afternoon on his left, 
or vice versa, I have forgotten which, the Speaker of the House, 
Mr. Boyd, being present, the justices of the Supreme Court taking 
part, Mr. Cass, Mr. Seward, Mr. Douglas, and others being pres- 
ent. 1 will state that this speech of Mr. Webster, so far as I can 
understand, has never been published in any of the editions of his 
works, and if Senators will permit me to place it in the Recorp— 
it appears as having been printed by the National Globe—— 

Mr. STEWART. On what occasion? 
Mr. BACON, A banquet to Kossuth on the 7th day of Janu- 


y, 1852. 

Nr. STEWART. Let me inquire whether it was pending or 
after hostilities? 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to 
finish my sentence. I think this speech is one which should be 
put in permanent form, and I think it is directly applicable to the 
question as to whether or not we can with propriety pass the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado without the vio- 
lation of international obligations, That is the purpose I have in 
making the request. 

Mr. STEWART. Willthe Senator allow me toask him whether 
that occurred pending hostilities or after the war was over? 

Mr. BACON, I think if the Senator—— 

Mr. STEWART. I think it makes quite a difference. 

Mr. BACON. I was not discussing the question, and do not 

ropose to, I simply asked that I might put the speech in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. STEWART. I object, unless the question is answered. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this resolution can be disposed of by a motion 
to refer—I understand that motion is now pending—I am willing 
that the sense of the Senate shall be taken upon the question. 

Mr. DAVIS. The motion has not yet been made. 

Mr. ALLISON, If there are no other remarks to be made, and 
if the Senator from Georgia, as I understand him to say, only 
desires an opportunity to have printed in the Recorp certain 
speeches, [ have no objection to their being printed. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishall object until the Senator answers my 
question whether it was pending hostilities’ or after the war was 


over. 

Mr. BACON. I will submit to the requirement of the Senator 
from Nevada if he will propound his question and if other Sena- 
tors do not object to the loss of time. . 

Mr. STEWART. Did this banquet occur pending hostilities in 
which Kossuth was engaged or after the war had ended? 

Mr. BACON. After the war was ended; but init there isa full 
discussion by the then Secretary of State of the question of the 
propriety of such expressions on the part of the United States 
Government, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to. the re- 
quest of the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CHANDLER, What is the request? 

bin 3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. To print in the Recorp a 
speech—— 

Mr. BACON. Of Daniel Webster delivered in this city, and 
other prominent—— 

Mr. GALLINGER, I should like also to have it printed as a 
document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to suggest that it be printed 
if as a document. If it is recorded in the Congressional an- 
nals—— 

Mr, BACON, Itis not. It was not delivered in Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER, At any rate, it is easily accessible, and it 
seems to me if printed as a document it ought to content the Sen- 
ator without reprinting Mr. Webster's speech in the ConGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD, 
an ALLISON, I hope the Senator from Georgia will agree to 

at, 

Mr. BACON. No; I will not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not object to Mr. Webster being quoted here and his speech going 
into the Recorp. 

_Mr. CHANDLER, It would do the Senator from South Caro- 
lina good to read all of Mr. Webster's speeches, but I do not think 
they need all be put in the Recorp. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There are about 40,000 people who read the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD who have not had a chance to read 
Daniel Webster's ches, 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the resolution may go over subject 
to call, as it was before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the vendlution lie on the table subject to his call, Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








6133 


Mr. BACON, Do 1 understand there is objection to my request? 
_ Mr. TELLER. No, I do not object; but evidently there is ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BACON. I want to know. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call up the resolution, when the Sen- 
ator from Georgia can have an opportunity to put the papers in 
the RecorpD or read them, 

Mr. BACON, I wish to know whether there is objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I presume it would consume more time if 
I object than if I withdraw my objection, and I will withdraw it: 
but I do object to printing so many speeches in the Recorp. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, lLasktohavethe requestagain stated. What 
is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
asks leave to print in the REcorp a speech delivered by Daniel 
Webster on the occasion of a banquet to Kossuth, 

Mr. BACON. A banquet to Kossuth in this city on the 7th day 
of January, 1852, a speech which does not appear in any of his 
published works, and which is in this [exhibiting] very perish- 
able form, which I get from the Library, and I understand there 
is no other copy here. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If there is a popular demand for speeches by 
anybody they are always published. I understand the ConGrres- 
SIONAL RECORD is supposed to contain an account of the proceed- 
ings of both Houses of Congress while they are in session. This 
speech was made fifty years ago or in that neighborhood by Dan- 
iel Webster. It has been suggested that it be printed as a docu- 
ment. It might offer certain comparisons with other speeches ap- 
pearing on the same day which would be somewhat invidious, 
and I will interpose an objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BACON, I desire to give notice that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the routine business, I shall ask the 
courtesy of the Senate that I may submit some remarks upon the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado on the subject of 
an expression of sympathy for the Boers. 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope the Senator from Georgia will give his 
notice so that it shall apply after we shall have completed the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BACON, I would not have the right after the morning 
hour, 

Mr. TELLER, Iask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. BACON, 1 will not occupy very much time, | will say to 
the Senator, unless Senators require me to read matter which it 
is not necessary to read. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts? The 
Chair hears none, and that order is made. 
MUSCLE SHOALS POWER COMPANY, 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3598) to amend an act granting 
to the Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect and construct 
canal and power stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, to report it 
favorably without amendment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Itis very important that the bill just reported 
by the Senator from Missouri shall be passed; and if I may be in- 
dulged, I will ask for its present consideration. It has been here 
a long time, but has just come from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not object to the consideration of this 
bill, but I shall object to the consideration of any other bill this 
morning after this has been disposed of. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
act proposed to be amended so that section 2 thereof shall read as 
follows: 

Sec. 2. That unless the work herein authorized be commenced within two 
years and completed within four years from the date hereof, the privileges 
nereby granted shall cease and be determined. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
The motion was agreed to, 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on Saturday last, when it 
was agreed that the Senate shou!d meet at 11 o’clock to-day and 
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to-morrow, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] kindly sug- 
gested that he would arrange matters so as to give the Committee 
on Pensions a little time for the consideration of pension bills. I 
do not think it desirable to ask for that privilege this morning, 
but I do wish to ask unanimous consent that when the sundry 
civil appropriation bill shall have been completed the committee 
have time, not exceeding thirty minutes, for the consideration of 
unobjected pension cases, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected pension cases for a half hour after the 
sundry civil appropriation bill is completed. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I shall feel compelled to object 
to any consideration of House pension bills. I have no objection 
to the Committee on Pensions taking up any Senate bills and pass- 
ing them which have been reported favorably. I will briefly ex- 
plain why I do this. 

Some two months and a half or three months ago a pension bill 
for an old Mexican veteran living in my State was passed through 
this body, after a report from the Senate committee, granting an 
increase of pension from $8 to $45 per month. ‘he rating of $45 
a month is the amount that this veteran would have been entitled 
to for the last forty years if he had not been a Southern man and 
sympathized with theConfederacy. But under section 4716, which 
is among the statutes, there is a prohibition in the law against 
the payment of any sum of money to any person who ‘‘aided, 
sympathized with, or abetted the rebellion.” 

The man I speak of lost his arm 4 inches from the shoulder, at the 
gates of the City of Mexico in 1847. Under the general disability 
act, if there were no section 4716, he would, as I have said, be 
drawing a general-disability pension the same as any Union sol- 
dier. As that section is on the statute books and has not been re- 
pealed, although there is a favorable report here from the com- 
mittee and one in the House for its repeal, I introduced a bill for 
the increase of his pension, which was a service pension of $8 a 
month, to the regular disability pension to which he is entitled. 

That measure passed this body. It has been hung up in the 
other end of the Capitol while hundreds of bills have been passed 
here since, sent over there, and have been passed there. In this 
case there is no doubt as to the facts. Ihave gone to that com- 
mittee, I have sent my friends to that committee, I have inter- 
ceded with Senators to go to its chairman and endeavor to get 
the bill through. The House committee will not pass it; and 
under the circumstances, that this old man, who could not have 
yielded aid and comfort to the rebellion, because he had only one 
arm and was too honorable to say he did not sympathize with the 
South, is denied any consideration by the House, I feel con- 
strained to act in the only way left me to attract attention to the 
injustice of the case and let the country see how an old soldier 
who lost his arm fifty-three years ago fighting under the Stars and 
Stri pee is denied the same bounty that is given under general law 
to all Union soldiers who are similarly situated. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The Senator from South Carolina of course 
wants to be accurate. He will recall the fact that the House re- 
ported the bill at $35 a month. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The bill has been reported or will be reported 
to-day, so I am told. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the House passes this just bill I will 
not obstruct any pension bills coming from that end. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Notwithstanding thestatement of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, I desire to make my request and have 
it given in the exact language in which I put it, that a period of 
time not exceeding thirty minutes be devoted to the consideration 
of pension bills. There are afew Senate bills which it is quite de- 
sirable to pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Gnobjectea pension bills, is it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I will not object to Senate bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. | 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11212) making © 4 vi perma for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning at line 24, page 
114. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead ‘‘ National cemeteries,” on page 115, after 
line 17, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of War to have reburied in some suitable spot in 
the national cemetery at Arlington, Va., and to place proper headstones at 
their graves, the bodies of about 128 Confederate soldiers now buried in the 
National Soldiers’ Home, near Washington, D. C., and the bodies of about 136 


Confederate soldiers now buried in the national cemetery at Arlington, Va., 
$2.500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 117, line 3, before the w 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ one” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to m» 
the clause read: 

Antietam battlefield: For repair and preservation of monuments, ta! 
observation tower, roads, and fences, etc., made and constructe; 
United States upon public land within the limits of the Antietam batt}, 
near Sharpsburg, Md., $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 4, to insert 

Superintendent of battlefields: For pay of one superintendent at 
tietam, South Mountain, Cramptons Gap, Harpers Ferry, and Shepherds: 
battlefields, said superintendent to perform his duties under the dirs 
of the Quartermaster’s Department and to be selected 1d appointed | 
Secretary of War, at his discretion, the person selected and appointed | 
position to be an honorably discharged Union soldier, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, line 23, after the w 
‘**dollars,” to insert: 

For completion of isolating wards. iattating driveways, grading a1 
proving grounds, and introducing Potomac River water, $5,000, t 

ended under the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Colu: 

n all, $24,000. 
So as to make the clause read: 
Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to ; 


medical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, §))).(.4) 


for completion of insolating wards, including driveways, grading a: 
proving grounds, and introducing Potomac River water, $5,000, t 
pended under the direction of the Commissioners of the District of Co 

in all, $24,000; one half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues 
District of Columbia and the other haif from the Treasury of the Unit 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 120, after line 11, to insert: 


+ 


Military road, Wyoming: For the repair and construction of the military 


road from Fort Washakie to near Jacksons Lake, in Uinta County, \y 
authorized by provision in the sundry civil appropriation act approy 
4, 1897, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 120, after line 17, to insert 


Official Records of the Rebellion: That the Secretary of War be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to furnish one complete set of the (1 


Records of the Union and Confederate Armies to each Senator, Represent 


tive, and Delegate of the Fifty-sixth Congress not now entitled by la 
ceive the same; and in addition thereto he is alsoauthorized and dir 
furnish two complete sets of said work to each Senator, Representati\ 


rd 


Delegate of the same Congress, irrespective of his having been already s 7 
_—. using for this purpose, as far as possible, those now stored in the War 


Jepartment and remaining unsold or unclaimed by beneficiaries des 


to receive them un the several acts of Congress providing for th: distri- 
ir 
may call upon the Public Printer to print and bind such number or copies of 
certain volumes or parts as may be found necessary to complete the sets 


bution and sale of this publication: Provided, That the Secretary of W 


referred to. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 121, after line 9, to insert: 
Report upon claims for private property taken in the military se: 


For investigation of just claims against the United States for private prop 
erty taken and used in the military service within the limits of the Unit 

States during the war with Spain, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary; and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause to 


be investigated all such claims and to ascertain the loss and injury, if a 
that may have been sustained by such claimants, and he shall report t. ( 


gress what amount or amounts he finds to be a’ due from the United 


States to such claimants: Provided, ‘That all claims not presented to tlic 


retary of War under this provision prior to the Ist day of January, 1\!, sh: 


not be considered by him and shall be forever barred. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


\ 


1 


The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ National Home 


for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” on page 134, after line 1', 
insert: , 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed, when the Fort She: 
Military Reservation, in Kootenai County, Idaho, shall be restored 
Interior Department, not to dispose of the same; and as soon as pra’! 


+ 


i 


after the passage of this act and the transfer of said reservation to the [1! 


rior Department the Board of Managers of the National Home for |):- 
Volunteer Soldiers shall cause to be inspected the buildings on said 1 
tion, and the grounds contained therein, and make a report to Cony: 
its next session relative to the advisability of establishing a Branc): ! 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at that place, and what additiona! bu 
if any, should be erected thereon for the use of such a Branch Home 


The amendment was agreed to. 


) 


The next amendment was, on page 135, line 4, after the date 


1888,” to insert ‘‘including all classes of soldiers admissil)|: 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers;” so : 
make the clause read: 


State or Territorial homes: For continuing aid to State or Ter 
homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity 
act approved August 27, 1888, including all classes of soldiers admi: 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, $950,000: Provid: 
one-half of any sum or sums retained by State homes on account of p: 
received from inmates shall be deducted from the aid herein provide’! 


th 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator in charge o! )) 


bill if the soldiers of the late war—the Spanish war—and t 
soldiers who fought in the Philippines are entitled to be adinitt 
to these Homes as the law now stands? 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean the State homes or ' 
National Homes? } , —_ 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The National Homes, the items for w) 
we have just passed over. 


| 


h 











1900. 


Mr, SHOUP. Iunderstand they are. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. In the Army appropriation bill the class to be 
admitted to the National Homes wasenlarged. I think it includes 
the soldiers of the Philippine and the Spanish wars. Our purpose 
here was simply to allow persons to be received in the State homes 
who are received in the National Homes, understanding that that 
number has beenenlarged. The Army appropriation bill, I think, 
has become a law, and if I had a copy of it I could state definitely. | 








Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator is right, and I will geta 
copy of it in a few moments. 

Mr. ALLISON, I know there was an enlargement of the 

lasses. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Unless the soldiers of the late war were 
admitted tothe National Homes, they would not be admitted to the 
State homes? 

Mr, ALLISON. They would not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam very anxious that the question shall 
be definitely settled, because I think those soldiers ought to be ad- 
mitted to the Homes, both National and State. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said they would not. I suppose they would 
be admitted to the State homes if the State authorized them, but 
without such a provision they would not be authorized to receive 
their proportion of the amount paid from the Treasury for their | 
maintenance. 

Mr. CARTER. 
tending the privileges of soldiers in entering the Soldiers’ Homes, | 
the language provides that all persons who served in the Army of | 
the United States in any war in which the country has been en- 
gaged may hereafter be admitted to Soldiers’ Homes, provided that 
the disabilities from which the soldier might be suffering were not. 
inflicted or incurred in service against the United States. Ithink 
it was intended to include the Philippine soldiers as well as the 
others. 

Mr. ALLISON. But this provision allows $100 to be paid to the 
State home for all classes of persons that are admitted to the 
National Homes. 

Mr. CARTER, Iam advised by the clerk of the committee, 
who was present at the time, that even the inhibition to which I | 
have referred, which applied to ex-Confederate soldiers, was | 
stricken out in conference and that at the present time the law 

provides that all soldiers who have served in the armies of the 

nited States in any war in which the ens! has been engaged, 
including the Philippine insurrection, may be admitted to the 
National Soldiers’ Home and thus become entitled to admission 
to a State home. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course they would all be entitled to ad- 
mission to the State homes? 

Mr. CARTER, Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 








As Iremember the phraseology of the bill ex- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








The reading of the bill was continued to line 4, on page 136, the 
last clause read being the following proviso: 


Provided, That in the settlement of claims of officers, soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, or their representatives, and all other claims for pay and allowances 
within the jurisdiction of the Auditor for the War Department or the Audi- 
tor for the Navy Department, in which it is the present practice to make 
deductions of attorneys’ fees from the amount found due, no deductions of 
fees for attorneys or agents shall hereafter be made, but the draft, check, or 
warrant for the full amount found due shall be delivered to the payee in 

verson or sent to his bona fide post-office address (residence or place of 
SiNess ). 


_Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator in charge of the bill to the proviso just read. 
It isa change of existing law, and, I think, a very objectionable 
change. Ifno other Senator makes the motion,1 shall move to 
strike out the proviso. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he prefers 
be * ae shall be withheld until later in the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will withhold his motion 
until after the committee amendments have been disposed of. 
Mr. GALLINGER, I want to have it undérstood that that 
motion will be made. 
‘The reading was continued. The next amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was, on page 136, after line 4, to insert: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Office of Naval Records of the Rebellion: For one agent, to be selected by 
the Secretary of the Navy from the officers of the late Confederate Navy, by 
reason of his personal experience and special aptitude, in connection with the 
work of collecting and compiling the naval records, $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 17, on page 136, 
the last clause read being as follows: 


Paris Exposition: For compensation of the woman commissioner to repre- 
sent the United States and the National Society ofthe Daughters of the 
American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the expo- 
sition in Paris, France, in 1900, $3,000. 


Mr, ALLISON. This is a provision inserted in the House for 
the payment of the person representing the Daughters of the 
American Revolution. Several communications bave been re- 
ceived by the committee suggesting that it was not the intent and 
purpose of the Daughters of the Revolution to allow the Govern- 
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ment of the United States to pay for this representative. In view 
of their eee, which I understand have been made to Senators 
more familiar with this general subject than I am, I move that 
the paragraph be stricken from the bill, so that the question may 
be considered in conference at lgast. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Iowa will be agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I should like to leave a word 
or two on record in that matter. 

The Daughters of the Revolution are quite sensitive about this 
subject. They desired to have a woman commissioner appointed 
to represent the Daughters at the unveiling of the statue of Lafay- 
ette at the exposition in Paris, and said at the time that it would 
require no appropriation. The lady who was expected to have 
the place, and who has been appointed, was entirely willing and 
able to pay her own expenses, but the Daughters appropriated 
$2,000 for that end. They have $81,000 of surplus in their treas 
ury, and they made it a matter of patriotic pride that their dele- 
gate should not be paid by the United States Government. I am 
so informed by reliable persons. The statue is a gift of the chil- 
dren of the United States. The Daughters place a tablet thereon, 
bearing an appropriate legend. The Presiding Officer is familiar 
with the facts, 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Depart- 
ment of State,” on page 136, after line 21, to insert: 

Legation buildings: For repairs and improvements to legation buildings 
for use of legation of the United States at Seoul, Korea, and for construction 
of safe-deposit vault in said buildings, $1,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 137, to insert: 

For additional expenses in connection with the care and preservation of 
legation buildings and grounds at Bangkok, Siam, $325; and the Secretary of 
State is hereby authorized to accept, on behalf of the Government of the 
United States, the offer of the Government of Siam of additional grounds for 
legation purposes of the United States, as reported in the dispatch of the 
United States minister to Siam to the Secretary of State of the United States 
dated August 26, L809. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 137, after line 10, to insert: 

Index to Diplomatic Correspondence: For preparation of general index 
tothe published volumes of the Diplomatic Correspondence and Foreign 
Relations of the United States, to be made under the direction of the Secre 
tary of State and by such persons as he may employ for that purpose, $2,000 
Provided, That said index shall be completed within one year, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 137, after line 17, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Miscellaneous expenses: For per diem, in lieu of subsistence of special 
agents, and employees while traveling on duty away from home and outside 
of the District of Columbia, at a rate not to exceed $3 per day, and for their 
transportation, and for employment of experts and temporary assistance 
and for traveling expenses of officers and employees, and for the purchase 
of reports and materials for the bulletin of the Department of Labor au- 
thorized by legislative act approved March 2, 1895, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 138, after line 9, to insert: 

For special repairs to court-house, District of Columbia, in accordance 
with estimates of the Architect of the Capitol, $4,548.50, to be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Miscellaneous,” 
on page 141, line 11, to reduce the appropriation to enable the 
Attorney-General to employ a competent person to edit and pre- 
pare for publication and superintend the printing of a Digest of 
the Opinions of the Attorney-General, etc., from $1,500 to $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judicial,” on 
page 142, line 12, after the word ** otherwise,” to insert: 

Advancés to United States marshals, in accordance with existing law, may 
be made from the proper appropriations, as herein provided, immediately 
upon the passage of this act; but no disbursements shall be made prior to 
July 1, 1900, by said disbursing officers from the funds thus advanced, and no 
disbursements shall be made therefrom to liquidate expenses for the fiscal 
year 1900, or prior years. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For payment of salaries, fees, and expenses of United States marshals and 
their deputies, $1,000,000, to include payments for services rendered in behalt 
of the United States or otherwise. Advances to United States marshals, in 
accordance with existing law, may be made from the proper appropriations, 
as herein provided, immediately upon the peasage of this act; but no dis 
bursements shall be made prior to July 1. 190, by said disbursing officers 
from the funds thus advanced, and no disbursements shall be made there 
from to liquidate expenses for the fiscal year 1900, or prior years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 142, line 21, before the word 
‘“when,” to strike out ‘‘or” and insert ‘“‘nor;” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ travel,” to strike out ‘‘ was” and insert ‘‘is;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

No mileage shall be allowed upon any writ not executed nor when the 
travel is without cost to the marshal or office deputy. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 143, line 1, after the words 
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** District of Columbia,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-three thousand eight 
hundred” and insert “‘ twenty-seven thousand;” and in line 3, after 
the word “‘ dollars,” to insert: 

And he shall pay to his assistants not exceeding in all $12,000 per annum, 
also his clerk and messenger hire not exceeding §7,800 per annum, and for 
office rent, stationery, fuel, printing, and other incidental expenses not ex- 
ceeding $1,400 per annum, out of the fees of his office: Provided, That no 
expenses other than those above specified shall be allowed. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For fees of United States district attorney for the District of Columbia, 
$27,000; and he shal! pay to his assistants not exceeding in all $12,000 per an- 
num, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 146, line 1, after the word 
‘* For,” to strike out ‘‘ miscellaneous expenses, including expenses 
for;” so as to make the clause read: 

For fuel, forage, hay, light, water, stationery, purchase of fuel for gener- 
ating steam, heating apparatus, burning bricks and lime, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 148, line 3, after the word 
“ bailiffs,” to insert ‘‘ and criers;” in the same line, after the word 
‘‘three,” to insert ‘‘ bailiffs and one crier;” and in line 20, after the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That the duties heretofore performed by criers shall hereafter 
be performed by the marshals, their deputies, or the bailiffs. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, except in the southern district of New York: Provided, That all 
persons employed under section 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed 
to be in actual attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: 
And provided further, That no such person shall be are during vaca- 
tion; of reasonable expenses for travel and attendance of district judges di- 
rected to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, 
to be paid on written certificates of the judges, and such payments shall be 
allowed the marshal in the settlement of hisaccounts with the United States; 
expenses of judges of the circuit courts of mee of meals and lodgings for 
jurors in United States cases, and of bailiffs in attendance upon the same, 
when ordered by the court; and of compensation for per commissioners, $5 
per day, not exceeding three days for any one term of court, $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 149, after line 10, to insert: 

For the payment of the salaries of an additional district judge in the State 
of New York and the United States district judge for the Territory of 
Hawaii, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 149, after line 13, to insert: 

For the payment of the salaries of the clerk and the reporter of the United 
States district court for the Territory of Hawaii, at $3,000 and $1,200, respec- 
tively, $4,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the,head of ‘ Under legisla- 

tive,” on page 150, after line 18, to insert: 

‘ Statue of Rochambeau: For the purchase by the Joint Committee on the 
; Library of a replica of the bronze statue of Rochambeau, by Ferdinand 
‘ Hamar, and pedestal for the same, $7,500. 

: The amendment was agreed to. 

ct The next amendment was, on page 150, after line 22, to strike 
out: 

Files, House of Representatives: The Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives is hereby authorized and directed to deliver to the Librarian of Con- 
gress all bound volumes of original papers, general petitions, printed matter, 
books, and manuscripts now in, or that may hereafter come into, the files of 
the House, which in his judgment are not required to be retained in the im- 
; mediate custody of the file clerk; and it shall the duty of the Librarian of 
: Congress to cause all such matter so delivered to him to be properly classified 
. by Congress and arranged for preservation and ready reference. Allof such 

matter to be held as a part of the files of the House of Representatives, sub- 
ject to its orders and rules. 
t The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, after line 9, to insert: 

Industrial Commifsion: That the Industrial Commission authorized by 
“An act authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate 
information and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems 
presented by labor, agriculture, and capital,’ approved June 18, 189%, and 
amended by “An act making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 189), is hereby continued until October 31, 1901, 
with all the powers and duties imposed upon it by said acts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to amend the amendment in line 20, by 
striking out ‘‘ October 31” and inserting ‘‘ December 15.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 151, after line 22, 
to insert: 


To pay the expenses of the commission, $28,600; and to pay the salaries of 
the commissioners not members of Congress, $38,700; in all, $122,300. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment in line 23, 
before the word “dollars,” by striking out *‘ twenty-eight thou- 
sand and six hundred” and inserting *‘ eighty-seven thousand and 
five hundred.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Has the amendment before that, in- 
serting the provision in relation to the Industrial Commission, 
from line 10 to line 22, been acted upon by the Senate? 
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Mr. ALLISON, That has been agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wanted to ask some questions al. 
that amendment before it was acted upon. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the amendine);: 
of the committee has been amended, in line 20, by inserting « [).- 
cember 15” instead of ‘‘ October 31.” . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The particular point to which I \ 
to call attention is the provision that is repeated in this amen. 
ment, which was in the original proposition creating the com 
sion: 5 

That the Industrial Commission authorized by “An act authorizi: 
appointment of a nonpartisan commission,” etc. 

I supposed at the time this commission was appointed that 
political parties would be somewhat fairly represented upon 
Can the Senator state about how many Republicans, how man, 
Democrats, and how many Populists there are on the commi: 
as at present composed? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iregret that I am unable to state the num 
of each class. TheSenator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky Lr} is ; 
chairman of the commission, and I bave no doubt he can give the 
Senator the information he desires. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I shall be very glad to have it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that these gentlemen are all com- 
petent for the work for which they were appointed; and if t! 
is a little confusion as to their political status, I hope it does not 
impair their usefulness as a commission. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I sincerely hope not. I should like 
to know how far this commission is nonpartisan and how far it ig 
partisan? 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I do not know that I can give «x- 
actly the political complexion of allthe members of the commission. 
I think if I had myself been constituting the commission and had 
made the appointments I should have placed more Democrats 
upon it; but at the same time I think that it is a very fair body 
of men; in fact, it is one of the most conservative bodies of men 
with which I ever worked. In all our discussions around the 
commission table there has been absolute harmony from the be- 
ginning of the work, 

As to the membership of the commission, I think the appoint- 
ments from the Senate and the House of Representatives were 
very fair and that the Senator from Arkansas will probably ayree 
with me as to that. From the Senate we have myself; Senator 
PENROSE, of Pennsylvania, a Republican; ex-Senator Lee Mantle, 
of Montana, a Silver Republican; Senator MALLORY, of Floriida.a 
Democrat; Senator DANIEL, of Virginia, a Democrat. From the 
House of Representatives we have Representative GARDNEFk, of 


New Jersey, a Republican; Representative WILLIAM LorIMEK, of 
lllinois, a Republican; Representative LivInGsTon, of Georgia, a 
Democrat; Representative BELL, of Colorado, a Populist, and 


Representative OTJEN, of Wisconsin, a Republican, I believe. 

hen, of the Presidential appointees there is Mr. Harris, of 
Ohio, a Republican; Mr. North, of Boston, Mass., who has been 
succeeded by Mr. Clarke, a  egee Mr. Smyth, of South Car- 
olina, a Democrat; Mr. Farquhar, of New York, a Republican, I 
believe, though he represents a labor organization and is sup- 
posed to be in accord with organized labor; Mr. Conger, of Mich- 
igan, a Republican; Mr. Phillips, of Pennsylvania, formerly a 
member of Congress and chairman of the Committee on Labor of 
the House of Representatives, a Republican; Mr. Charles J. !/ar- 
ris, of North Carolina—I do not know that I ever heard him men- 
tion politics, and I do not know anything about his political 
affiliations; Mr. Ratchford, who was appointed from Indiana, |ut 
who is a resident of Ohio, and is president of the Miners’ Union, a 
representative of organized labor, and Mr. Kennedy, who was 
appointed from Washington and who is also a representative of 
organized labor. He is, i think, a Republican. 

I wish to emphasize what I stated a moment ago, that the com- 
mission is composed of a fair body of men. I do not think tlicro 
is a Democrat on the commission who will criticise in any muan- 
ner the work of the commission in the consideration of any «\ivs- 
tion which has yet come before it. Democrats have been placed 
at the head of subcommittees; they have been given much latitude 
in the consideration of all problems, certainly in the drafting of 
the syllabi, or outline work of our investigation; and their reco1- 
mendations were accepted; almost every suggestion was follow: 
All questions which have been considered by subcommittees 0! ‘!10 
commission have to be ratified, of course, by the body as a w! 
and I do not think there has been a dissenting voice in regard to 
the general findings on the matters before us. 

As I have stated, if in the beginning I had been creating ‘)o 
commission, I think I might have made some few changes: |)u\t 
at the same time, constituted as the commission now is, | hive 
no fault to find with it. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the question I asked 
was, in view of the fact that the law required that this should be 
a nonpartisan commission, how many Democrats and how many 
Populists there are on the commission? I have said nothing about 
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their efficiency. Iknow nothing about that. 
they have discharged their duties. 

There were to be 5 Senators, I believe, to go on the commission, 
of whom 2 were Democrats, of which there can be no complaint. 
There were, [think, 5 members of the House of Representatives 
to go onit, and there was 1 Democrat and 1 Populist selected from 
that body. Of theother 9 members of the commission, the Senator 
tells us there is but 1 whois a Democrat. So, according to his ac- 
count, there are 4 Democrats out of 19 members of this commission 
and 1 Populist. I do not believe that is a fair composition of the 
commission under the contemplation of the law. I believe the 
intention was that there should be a fair representation of Demo- 
crats on that commission as well as Republicans; and I believe the 
spirit of the law has not been carried out in giving only 4 or 5 mem- 
bers to the opposition out of the 19 members of the commission. 

I think where there is an effort on the part of the lawmakers to 
give parties fair representation in a body of this kind, there should 
be something like equal numbers to the different parties. I am 
perfect] willing, of course, that the Republicans shall have a ma- 
jority of these appointments in each branch. I think that out of 
the 5 Senators they should have 3, and out of the 5 members of the 
House they should have 3, but I do not believe that out of 19 mem- 
bers of the commission the Democrats should have but 4 and the 
Populists but 1, Itis not right, it is not fair, and it ought not 
to be so. 

Iam unwilling for this amendment continuing the existence of 
the commission to go without this much criticism on the part of 
this side of the Senate Chamber at least. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe this amendment continues the 
commission until October 31, 1901. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The proposition now is to continue it until 
the middle of December. 

Mr, ALLISON, Until December 15 of next year, 

Mr, COCKRELL. Nearly two years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if it is understood that at that date this commission shall ter- 
minate, or is it merely giving it life for that length of time, with 
the understanding that it may be given fresh life by a further 
provision in an appropriation bill? 

Mr, ALLISON. hen the committee reported this provision 
it fixed the 31st day of October as the time for closing up the busi- 
ness of the commission, having assurances from the chairman of 
the commission, who is also a member of this body, that it was not 
the purpose of the commission to extend their labors beyond the 
ist of December or about that time. The committee thought at 
first that the commission could probably close up their affairs by 


the 3ist of October, but on further examination and further in- | 


quiry we were informed that the commission has a considerable 
amount of valuable property; that it has especially a valuable 


library, and that it would be wiser and better for them to turn | 


this matter over during the first days of the session. 
Therefore in an informal way the committee recommended that 
the date be changed. We have assurances from the chairman of 


the commission that the commission is now performing its duty | 
at very great personal sacrifice; that all the members of the com- | 


mission who are members of the two Houses of Congress would 
be very glad to close it up at an early date; and that the gentle- 
men appointed from private life, whether nonpartisan or other- 


wise, who are members of the commission, are endeavoring to | 
discharge their duties with fidelity, are also very anxious to close | 


up the affairs of the commission, and that this would be the last 
request that would be made of Congress for its continuance. 
Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. KYLr] can perhaps answer with 
more definiteness the query of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. KYLE. I would like to add a word, if the Senator from | 


New Hampshire will permit me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE, It is the general opinion amongst the members of 
the commission that its work may be closed as soon as possible. 
The Senator has only to think for one moment of the enormous 
amount of work being done by the cominission to understand 
that we wish to close it out at the earliest possible day. 

The 10 legislative members of the commission are very anxious 
to have the work concluded, of course. It brings upon them 
double duties during the whole session of Congress. As to the 
% appointees of the President, 1 have personal knowledge that 
& majority of those gentlemen are doing this work at a personal 
sacrifice, at a financial sacrifice, and are hardly willing it shall 


continue a year, except that it is necessary to finish some of the 


on we have now under consideration. 
| can give my guaranty that just as soon as these reports are 
finished—and they will be finished probably by September of next 
year—we wish that the work may cease, and that whatever bal- 
ance of money may be on hand may be turned over to the Treas- 
ury of the United States; but we should like to have the time 
necessary to complete the work, and we‘think that will require 
until about December of next year. 

Mr. GALLIN 
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I do not know how first projected I was not clear that it was a wise thing to consti 


| tute this commission, and I will say now, even at the risk of be- 

| ing misunderstood by so-called organized labor, that I doubt very 

| much whether the results will warrant the expenditure that Con- 
gress has made. I do not know how many thousands of dollars 
have been spent, but this I do know: If this commission continues 
much longer, their reports will be just about as valuable as are 

| the last half of the reports of the census of 1890, which we have 
hardly had the privilege of yet reading. The value of a report is 
its freshness; and this commission will have discussed many 
questions and reported them in written reports, which we wiil 
publish at a large expense, which will have passed from the pub- 
lic view by the time the reports will have been made. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me right there, he can 
have access to the volumes already published in the document 
room, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that one or two volumes 
have been published, but they are so large 

Mr. KYLE. Four or five volumes have been published. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
it all the worse. 

I shall certainly not undertake to examine those volumes until 
T have more leisuré than I have had during the last three months. 
I presume they contain much valuable matter, but if any citizen 
of this Republic is going to read them, he will be a less busy man 

| than Tam. 

I appreciate the fact that this commission has done a vast amount 
of work, and Iam glad to pay tribute to their industry, and, | 
think, to their wisdom in the lines of investigation that they have 
marked out and have pursued. At the same time, [ am very 
clearly of the opinion that the time has come, or it will come in 
the near future, to bring the work of this commission to a close 
and let the country see the fruitage that has come from their ex- 
haustive endeavors. 

I certainly have no prejudice against the commission. On the 
contrary, I presume some good will come out of it, and perhaps 
a great deal of good; but certainly the commission has lasted a 
much longer time than Congress supposed it would when the 
original appropriation was made. I feel for onethat we ought to 
hasten its conclusion. 

Mr. KYLE. Has the Senator read section 2 of the act creating 
| the commission? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. KYLE. 
That it shall be the duty of this commission to investigate questions per 
taining to immigration, to labor, to agriculture. to manete turing, 

euch legislation as 


Well, four or five volumes. That makes 


I have not recently. 
That section provides: 


and to 


business, and to report to Congress and to suggest it 


Ly 
deem best upon these subjects 





Does the Senator suppose that this work could be done in one 
year? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was entirely conversant 
with the duties that were imposed upon this commission; and I 
do not find fault with the work the commission has already done. 
[ simply suggest that it seems to me a sufficient time has elapsed 
for the work to be concluded as speedily as possible; certainly so 
| if we have five or six large volumes and the work of the commis- 
| sion is only partly concluded. We shall have a library that may 
| be valuable to the antiquarian, but it will not be valuable to busy 
men, such as most Senators are. 
| Mr. KYLE. May I enlighten the Senator a little more? 
| Mr. GALLINGER, I shall be glad to have information. 
| Mr. KYLE. I say to the Senator that if he had examined the 
volumes already published by the commission, he would have lv en 
| able to estimate their true value. There is a report on trusts; a 
compilation or a digest of all the labor laws of the United States 
| and of the several States of the Union, all splendidly indexed, with 
cross references, etc., a handy volume in any law library, and 
which is certainly appreciated by all Senators who have examined 
it. Then there is a digest of all the testimony taken. <A person 
| does not have to read the testimony in extenso, but a digest of all 
the testimony is made, so that he can get in a moment what was 
said about any question by any witness by consulting the index, 
This is done with reference to all the testimony taken. So that in 
the course of two or three or four volumes you can get the whole 
work of the commission in a nut shell. 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. May I ask where these volumes can 
| be had? 
| Mr. KYLE. 


| 
| 





I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that I 
think one set of all these works has been authorized by the House 
| to be distributed to Senators and Representatives as a document, 
| and that a resolution has been introduced by the chairman of the 
| House committee to publish, [ think, 17,000 copies, and the reso- 
| lutionis before the House. Under that the members of the Senate 
and of the House will get their customary quota, whatever that 
| may be, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 


I am very glad these valuable vol- 
umes are being printed. 


I have not been able to get one; but by 


GER, Mr, Presidént, at the time this matter was | the courtesy of the chairman of the commission I have gotten 
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loose sheets of some of the testimony taken by the commission. I 
There have been a 
number of people desirous of getting these reports and looking 
into the testimony taken by the commission; but it seems to have 
been impossible up to this time for the public to derive any benefit 
Iam glad to know 
that these reports are about to be printed and th~t the public can 


should have been glad to have gotten more. 


from the valuable services of the commission. 


soon have the benefit of what has been done up to date. 


I think I shall move before I conclude, in view of what the 
chairman has said about the composition of this commission and 
the fact that only two out of the five members of the Senateand two 
out of the five members of the House were appointed from political 
parties other than the Republican party. and that the nine mem- 

belong to one political party, 
except one, and he has voted with the balance, I understand—I 
think I shall move toamend by providing that not more than nine 


bers appointed by the President al 


members of this commission shall belong to one political party. 


I think, if we are to continue the commission, 1t might be as well 
to come as near making it nonpartisan as the law in the begin- 


ning required it should be, and which it is not. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 


the chairman of the commission. 
Mr. KYLE, 


general labor conditions. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. 
clusions of the commission on trusts? 
Mr. KYLE, 


other volume is a digest of 
of trusts, followed by the evidence in extenso. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. All the evidencetaken by the commission? 


Mr. KYLE. All the evidence taken by the commission. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
lished testimony on the part of some witnesses who appeared be- 
fore the commission that part of their evidence had been sup- 
pressed, 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator that there was some 
little criticism a while ago in relation to testimony of one witness 
as to Standard Oil matters that part of his testimony had been 
stricken out, but this is not strictly true. The witness was asked 
toamend his testimony from the fact that he had indulged in some 
very bitter criticisms of the President and of a certain judge in 
New York State. The commission decided that no personalities 
should be allowed in the testimony, but nothing in the way of 
facts was excluded from his testimony. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is the only instance? 

Mr. KYLE. That is the only instance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Wasthat the testimony of Mr. Lockwood? 

Mr. KYLE. Of Mr. Lockwood. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Aside from that, then, all the testimony 
taken by the commission has been published, 

Mr. KYLE. That is correct. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A gentleman in this town told me 
yesterday that he had appeared as a witness before the commis- 
sion and that his testimony had been very materially changed 
without his consent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Who is that? 

‘Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A gentleman in this town, His 
name is Schultheis, if you wish to know it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have myself heard from two others be- 
sides Mr. Lockwood, bitter complaint that their testimony was 
edited and was changed or modified. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It is but fair to the commission that 
I should say that I suggested to Mr. Schultheis, when he made his 
statement to me, that he bring me his testimony, and he said he 
would do it as he offered it, so that I could compare the printed 
testimony before the commission with his own statement of what 
he said. He told me he would bring it to me, but he has notdone 
so. If he had done so, I would have called the attention of the 
chairman of the commission to it before now. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not think that is true. There has been no 
disposition on the part of the commission to edit anybody's testi- 
mony. Every member of the commission will testify to that. 
Democrats and Republicans and Populists have been present when 
we discussed these propositions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me we ought to put an amend- 
ment to this paragraph providing for the printing for the use of 
the Senate and House of an adequate number of copies of the 
testimony and the digests already made; and I therefore move to 
add a proviso at the end of this paragraph, as follows: 

Provided, however, That 10,000 copies of the report of the commission, the 
testimony, and digests already printed be printed for the use of the House 
and Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. How is that worded, please? 

Mr PETTIGREW. Nine thousand copies; 3,000 for the use of 
the Senate and 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


i inquire if any report has been made by 
the Industrial Commission on any subject? I ask that question of 


There is a report of two volumes on the subject of 
trusts, one on prison labor, one on transportation, and the last on 


One volume of reports containing the con- 
One volume, as I said before, of the laws of the 


United States touching eee: a volume by itself. The 
all the evidence taken on the subject 


I have heard complaints as to the pub- 





I want such an amendment, so that we can get possession of t} 
testimony so far as it has gone. 

Mr. KYLE, I will state to my colleague that we discussed t! 
matter, and had an amendment before the Appropriations Co) 
mittee to publish several thousand volumes of this testimony. 
The chairman of the House Committee on Labor, Mr. Garpyy):. 
informed me that he had already introduced a resolution for t} 

ublication of the volumes up to date; that the Committee o) 

rinting over there had, I think, approved the publication . 
seventeen or eighteen thousand copies of all, costing about $25.0) 
and that we would all get our share. That is the reason why | 
did not press the amendment before the Committee on Appro; 
tions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we had better put iton here. (); 
course, if that comes to us it can be taken care of, but we w 
make sure of it in this way. 

Mr. KYLE. Iam perfectly willing, if the Senator so desi: 
for, of course, there is a great Guan for the reports. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have had many inquiries for these book 
and I am very desirous of having them for distribution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Sou 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] reduced his amendment to writing 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is an amendment I propose to 
offer which I think should come before that. If the Senator fro 
South Dakota will allow me to propose that and get a vote on it, 
he can meanwhile prepare his amendment, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move toinsert at the end of tly 
paragraph the following: 

Provided, That not more than nine members of said commission sha 
long to one political party. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will vot 
press that amendment. It means that this commission during 
the last hours—perhaps not hours 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was ‘going to say that there are a 
good aod hours in eighteen months. a 

Mr. ALLISON. In the last days and weeks of its arduous labors 
shall be completely reorganized. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator to the original act, which I think has been faithfully 
or fairly well carried out in the appointment of men, as stated by 
the Senator from Sonth Dakota, the chairman of the commission. 
It is called a nonpartisan commission, not because it provides for 
nonpartisan appointments, but because the members of the com- 
mission are appointed for other qualifications rather than mere 
partisanship. So I find in the first section that the commission 
shall be called the Industrial Commission—and it is so, I am sure, 
in a double sense—to be composed as follows: 

Five members of the Senate, to be appointed by the presiding officer 
thereof; 5 members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker; and 9 other persons, who shall fairly represent the different indus 
tries and employments, to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

That is the 9. It seems that of the 19 who are members of the 
commission 5 were appointed by the President of the Senate. 5 
were appointed by the Speaker of the House, and 9 of them by the 
President, with the approval of the Senate, and they were to be 
appointed because of their special fitness as respects occupations 





| and acquirements. 


I submit to the Senator that his proposed amendment changes 
entirely the character of the commission and the method of ap- 
oes of those who are to compose it, and it will be impossi- 

dle to carry out the provision of the amendment without practically 
dissolving the commission now. I should think rather than ado)'t 
that it would be better to continue the commission even a shorter 


| period, to print what they have done and wind up the affair, |x 


cause if new men are to come in now it is manifest to me that 
they can not freshly make an investigation and examine all thes 
great subjects which have already occupied the attention of thie 
commission for more than two years. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I do not think when there was a pro 
vision for a nonpartisan commission that it meant that 19 men 
should be found who had no politics and who did not belong to 
any political party. It certainly did not mean that they shoul! 
all agg to one political party. 

Mr. ALLISON. Political parties are not mentioned or indi 
cated or suggested in the original law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The word “nonpartisan” has some 
meaning. 

Mr. ALLISON. It meant that this was to be a commission th 
members of which were to be selected for their eminent abilit 
and eminent qualifications as respects particular topics and sul) 
jects. They were to be skilled in business, skilled in manufacture, 
and experts in the various employments and occupations of our 

ple; and I feel quite sure that the 9 men who were appointed 

vy the President, havi these qualifications in view, must have 

been the men who ought to have been appointed, because they 
have been confirmed by the Senate. , 

Now, for us to upturn and upheave this whole business in the 
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middle of their work when they are about toclose it up would be 
an error. They have already published four or five volumes. 
They have taken an enormous amount of testimony, and it seems 
to me it would practically destroy the usefulness of the commis- 
sion now to adopt the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

“—_ JONES of Arkansas. Where the Senator from Iowa finds 
his new meaning of the word ‘‘ nonpartisan” I can not imagine. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find it in the law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He says it means that they shall be 
eminent for ability in the different lines, etc. There are words 
in the statute that have that meaning, but when the word ‘‘non- 
partisan” was used it meant that it should not bein any sense a 
party machine, andit should not be composed of members belong- 
ing all to one political party. That it was so understood by the 
President of the Senate is clearly manifest by reason of the fact 
that when he came to appoint five members of the commission he 
appointed two Democrats and three Republicans, and that it was 
eo understood by the Speaker of the House is proved by the fact 
that he made three Republicans, one Democrat, and one Populist 
members of the commission. 

But when the President of the United States came to appoint 
his nine members, every one of them, as I understand, was a man 
who had voted for him at the previous Presidential election; not 
a single one of the other nine voted with the opposition. It was 
a violation of what was meant by that statute when it said that 
the commission should be nonpartisan; that it should not bea 
commission under the control and management and direction of 
a political organization, nor a commission which was bound by 
its sympathies and its feelings and its attachments only to one 
political part y ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like toknow what part the mem- 
bers of the House and the Senate take in the hearings of the In- 
dustrial Commission, or whether its duties are performed by the 
nine Republican members of the commission? 

Mr. KYLE. I will state, for the benefit of my colleague, that 
the members of the House and the Senate have been present a 
great deal of the time during these investigations, both in the 
cross-examination of witnesses and the consideration of all reports 
made, Colonel Livineston, of Georgia, has been an almost con- 
stant attendant, as well as Senator MALLORY before his illness; 
and I will say this to his credit, that much of the best work of the 
commission was done by Senator MaLLory. Senator Danie. 
has also assisted us much. Judge BELL, of Colorado, and Senator 
Mantle, of Montana, were present a great dealof thetime. It has 
been the policy of the commission to assemble all members, both 
legislative and Presidential appointees, at the time of the consider- 
ation of reports before they are finally passed upon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand, the main work of the 
commission is done by the nine citizen members of the commis- 
sion, and the result of their efforts is submitted to the full com- 
mission before any final report is made. Is that the situation? 

Mr. KYLE. No; not at all. 

Mr. MALLORY, Mr. President, I will state, for the benefit of 
the Senator from South Dakota, that the commission was divided 
into a number of subcommissions. Each subcommission has had 
a certain subject assigned to it. The subcommission on agricul- 
ture and agricultural labor, which is composed of from three to 
five members, investigated these two subjects. The conditions 
of labor and capital employed in manufacturing and general busi- 
ness constituted another subject, which a certain subcommissjon 
had charge of. Then there was a subcommission on conditions 
of labor and capital employed in mining; a subcommission on 
transportation. Each of these subcommissions, after taking tes- 
timony, reported its testimony to the whole commission, and the 
whole commission either approved or disapproved of the recom- 
mendations made by the subcommissions on that testimony. 
That is the way they proceeded. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like toask, then, what is the scope 
of the investigation? Do vou report with regard to the earnings of 
capital as well as of labor? 

r. MALLORY. The effort was to get information that was 
germane to each of these topics from any source from which it 
could be derived. Until I was taken sick I will say I endeavored 
to attend all of the important meetings, and [ spent a great deal 
of time here in Washington attending them. I think Senator 
DANIEL also attended very regularly the important meetings of 
the commission and kept up with the erocesdings I can say the 
same for Mr. Livinesron and Mr. BELL of Colorado. 

I think the members of the commission from the House and the 
Senate attended the meetings of the commission as well as possi- 
bly could have been e ted, considering the manifold duties 
they have outside of the duties of the commission. 

t. PETTIGREW. I should like also to know who composed 
these subcommittees; for instance, the committee to investigate 
labor and capital or labor in relation to agriculture. Can the 
Senator give me the membership of the subcommission? 
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| Mr. MALLORY, I have that here, On agriculture and agri- 


cultural labor, Mr. Andrew L. Harris, Mr. KYLr, Mr. GARDNER, 
Mr. Livinaston and Mr. Conger. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Give me the politics of those people. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Andrew L. Harris is, I think, a resi 
dent of Ohio. I think he isa Republican. I am pretty certain 
of it. Mr. KyLe—the Senator knows his politics. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No;I do not know his politics. 
like to know. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
the House. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GAaLLinGer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Florida yield to the Senator from South 
Dakota? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. The junior Senator from South Dakota is able to 
take care of his politics. I will state that fact to my colleague, 
and I think the people of South Dakota will take care of his poli 
tics at the coming election. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did not doubt the 
take care of his politics 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
must address the Chair and obtain the permission of the Senator 
who is entit!ed to the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But I knew he must havea big flock to 
chase, and I did not know but that he was following 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Florida is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Livineston is a Democrat. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICE. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not know that I care to make any com- 
ment upon the exceeding facetiousness of the Chair in this con- 
nection; but I was about to remark, when the Cha'r stopped me, 
that a man of such variety of politics as my colleague 

Mr. KYLE. I have about as many as my colleague has, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Dakota 
is not entitled to speak without getting the permission of the Chair. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the Senator from South Dakota wish to 
hear anything more of the personne! of these committees? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to learn the politics of the 
other members of the commission. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Livinegston, a member of the House 
from Georgia, a Democrat; Mr. Eugene D. Conger, a Republican, 
I believe. Then, on the subcommission on labor and capital 
employed in manufacturing and general business, Mr. Ellison A. 
Smyth, a gentleman from South Carolina, I have always under- 
stood that he is a Democrat, though I have never heard him talk 
politics or express his opinion on any political subject. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, He is one of the citizen members of the 
commission? 

Mr. MALLORY, One of the members appointed by the Presi- 
dent. Senator Penrose, Mr. LIviINGsTon again, Mr. John M. 
Farquhar, who, I believe, is a Republican; Mr. Albert Clarke, 
who is also a Republican. 

On conditions of labor and capital employed in mining—Sen- 
ator DANIEL, chairman; Mr. Lee Mantle, Mr. THEOROLD OTJEN, 
a member of Congress, who, I think, isa Republican; Mr. Joun C. 
BELL, a Populist, a member of Congress; Mr. M, D. Ratchford, 
who has now resigned; he is a Republican; Mr. Charles J. Harris, 
who is a Republican. 

On transportation—Mr. Thomas W. Phillips, chairman, Repub- 
lican; STEPHEN R. MALLOory, WILLIAM LorIMER, Republican, a 
member of Congress; Charles J. Harris, Republican; John L, Ken- 
nedy, Republican; Joun C. BELL, Populist. 

On statistics—Mr. Farquhar, Republican; Mr. Conger, Repub 
lican; Mr. OTJEN, Republican; Mr. Harris, Republican; Mr. 
Clarke, Republican. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand, the subcommittee to in 
vestigate the question of agricultural labor is composed of four 
Republicans. Of course the purpose in creating the commission 
was to obtain nonpartisan information upon these subjects. We 
know how prone political parties are to secure information which 
will confirm that which they wish to prove, and we know that 
re appointed upon a commission of this sort, without, per- 

aps, intending to be dishonest or to mislead or to gather false in- 
formation, are liable to be influenced by their political bias. For 
this reason Congress provided that the commission shou!d be non- 
partisan. 

That that purpose has been defeated by the appointment of nine 
men who voted for head of the present Administration at the /ast 
election is clearly evident. The appointment of subcommissions 
composed entirely of the supporters of the Administration to in- 
vestigate the relations of labor and capital is liable to throw doubt 


I should 


Mr. GARDNER is a Republican, a member of 


Senator's ability to 
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upon their work and their conclusions, destroy the value of what- 
ever they may do, and thus prevent the country and Congress 
from gaining the benefit it expected to derive from the creation 
of the commission. Therefore it seems to me that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas ought to be adopted, 
and the commission ought to be reorganized. Certainly the sub- 
commission with regard to agriculture and labor should be reor- 
ganized, for it is composed of four Republicans and my colleague, 
whose politics,of course, I am unable to define, but who has lean- 
ings in the diréction of such patronage as may be floating about. 
Upon that I do not care to comment, because he has informed the 
Senate that he is able to take care of his politics, and I am sure I 
would rather he would take care of them than to have the task 
imposed upon me, 

Here, then, is a subcommission of the commission, composed of 
five men in entire sympathy with the Administration, to sit from 
now until next election and put forth such bulletins and such 
information as they may conceive may be of advantage to the 
Republican party in the coming campaign, and it is to be per- 
petuated ont the money paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, I will not say for this purpose, but with this unquestioned 
result, Therefore Il say again thatif we expect to get anything 
of value, anything that will be received with confidence by the 
veople of the United States and that will do good to labor and 
Potter adjust the relations between capital and labor, the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas ought to be adopted 
and the subcommission and the whole commission reorganized, 
so that when we receive their report we can feel that we have 
something besides a mere partisan political document for use in 
the coming campaign. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I am not familiar with the per- 
sonnel of the commission, except as the appointments seem to have 
been made from this Chamber, and certainly as to the appoint- 
ments made here the charge of partisanship could be made by a 
Republican with considerable force, but by a Democrat with very 
ill grace. It seems that from this Chamber, which contributed 
five members of the commission, Mr. KyL_r, Mr. MAuLuory, Mr. 
Danie., Mr, Mantle, and Mr. PENROSE were appointed, only one 
Republican in the entire bunch. If the investigation of the facts 
and figures placed before the commission has made of Mantle 
and KYLE and a number of other members Republicans, we can 
not be held responsible for that. Wecertainly placed the investi- 
gation, so far as the Senate is concerned, in charge of the Demo- 
crats and Independents, or Populists, and Silver Republicans, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who was the Republican? 

Mr. CARTER. I believe an inspection, so far as the House of 
Representatives is concerned—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want the Senator to inform us 
who the Republican was. He says there was but one Republican. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. PENROSE of Pennsylvania has been rec- 
ognized asa Republican. At the time the commission was formed, 
and before the facts and figures relative to the prosperity of this 
country had been presented to Mr. KYLE, he was recognized as 
an Independent. I have no doubt, in the presence of the volumi- 
nous and conclusive facts presented to him in the course of his 
investigation, he obtained a change of heart, which did him 
great credit. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. CARTER, Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE, I should like to ask if that was not also the case 
with the Senator from Montana, Mr. Mantle? 

Mr. CARTER. I have no doubt of it. Mr. Mantle is back in 
the Republican party, and his service upon this commission no 
doubt contributed quite extensive'y to an enlightenment of his 
mind to the extent that he saw the error of his ways,and came 
back to the fold. Primarily there was but a single Republican 
from the Senate of the United States placed upon the commission. 
1 believe that an analysis of the conditions in the House of Repre- 
sentatives will show about the same state of facts. 

Now, relative to the labor representatives, the President of the 
United States, according to the spirit if not the letter of the law, 
was required to recognize organized labor in the composition of 
the commission. After passing through four years of Democratic 
rule there could scarcely be found a laboring man in this country 
who had not voted for Mr. McKinley. Yet they were Democrats, 
and are probably Democrats still, for the leading laboring men of 
the United States supported Mr. McKinley for the Presidency, 
and that, too, because of the dire, harsh lesson they had received 
during the preceding four years. They did not change their poli- 

tics probably in a permanent way because they undertook to 


rebuke the Democratic party for the ills it had brought upon this 
country. 

[ have no doubt that the President, in selecting from organize 
labor at the suggestion of organized labor, speaking through tho 
various agencies and channels through which it may give proper 
expression to its views, found that those men esteemed by workine- 
men—those men in whom organized labor had sufficient confidence 
to send recommendations to the President in their behalf-—were men 
who had voted for Mr. McKinley for the Presidency. What they 
may doin the future is amatter unknown; but I think it is not fai: 
now to suggest that because three men selected as prominent rey)- 
resentatives of organized labor happen to be persons who voted 
for Mr. McKinley, that therefore his action in making the selec 
tion was a partisan action. I think that in each and every case tho 
President was guided not by the political affiliations of the repro- 
sentative of labor appointed, but rather by the recommendations’ 
that came from organized labor all over the country recommend- 
ing certain men—prominent, brilliant, honest, clear-minded, re- 
resentative men—who could go into an investigation of statisti: 
and economic conditions, and give a fair, just, and impartial con- 
clusion as the result of the investigation. 

I do not think there has been, at least I have not been advised 
of any complaint of organized labor, any charge that any of tho 
three men representatives of organized labor upon thé commission 
are not thoroughly representative of the idea the President had 
in mind in placing them upon the commission. The complaint 
does not come from organized labor. The men upon the comniis- 
sion, placed there as the representatives of organized labor, have 
been by the mute, silent acquiescence of all the laboring people 
of the country satisfactory to them, 

Mr. President, in reference to the others, we will take Mr. North, 
from Massachusetts, a Republican, it is true, but a man whose 
eminence as a siatistician, whose knowledge of manufacturing 
and manufacturing conditions lifted his name far above partisan 
consideration. He was preeminently qualified for this position, 
and I have no doubt, with the reputation he bore and the confi- 
dence of the people of the country in his judgment and fairness, 
the President would have as quickly appointed him had he been 
a Democrat, 

With respect to the other men selected as members of the com- 
mission, | think we wou!d upon investigation find that the same 
disinterested, patriotic considerations impelled the President in 
making each and every selection. I reiterate that so far as the 
experience of this part of the legislative body of the country is 
concerned, we had one Republican and four in the opposition ap- 
pointed to represent us on the commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will call theattention of the Senator, before 
he sits down, to the fact that the act creating the commission was 
passed in June, 1898, and the subject of finance was not given 
into their charge to investigate. Therefore any differences that 
might haveexisted between Senators who were appointed and the 
Republican party were only financial, and therefore his case is 
not made out. This commission was appointed to investigate 
agricul ture—- 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CARTER. So far asthe Senate is concerned, I think it may 
be accepted as a fact beyond dispute that Senator PENROSE was 
recognized by the Republicans of the Senate, and by the Demo- 
crats as well, as the only Republican upon the commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In 1898? 

Mr. CARTER. In 1898. The Senator will recall the fact that 
when this body was organized some time prior to that, each of 
the gentlemen named upon that commission from this body, save 
and except. Mr. PENROSE, was classified with the opposition and 
accepted as of the opposition in the assignment to committees and 
in each and every disposition made in reference to party matters. 

Mr. TILLMAN, At the same time we claimed the Senator 
from Montana, too. 

Mr. CARTER. You did claim him? 

Mr, TILLMAN. He lined up with us on the silver question for 
a time, but his old love for Republicanism overcame his love for 
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silver. 

Mr. CARTER. He lined up on silver, but never in the Demo- 
cratic party. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator from Montana's 
correct -in what he says about the composition of the Senatorial 
part of the commission. I was notcomplainingaboutthat, Sen- 
ators were selected fairly and inpartiolly by the presiding oflicer 
of this body and in strict accordance with the spirit of the law. 
The members of the House were selected in the same way. But 
what we complain of is the fact that the other nine members, w/o 
were to compose the active working members of the commission, 
all practically belong to one political party, 
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The subcommittees that have charge of the different work, of 
the men who do the active work, are the men who were appointed 
by the President. The members of the House and the members 
of the Senate can not attend regularly atthese meetings. They go 
occasionally. They keep up with the work as well as they can, 
and they do a large amount of valuable work in this way; but the 
active, steady work of the commission is done by the men who 
were selected by the President, and they are all practically of one 
political party. There was no fairness of division in it. 

Hence | think the amendment proposed is just, and it ought to 


ass. 

. Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will permit me, I think, upon 
an analysis, he will find that the commission as at present exist- 
ing is composed as follows: Eight Republicans, 5 Democrats, 3 
Independent Silver Republicans or Populists, and 3 representa- 
tives of organized labor. As to the candidates for whom the rep- 
resentatives of organized labor voted in 1896 I ain unabie to speak. 
I doubt not that the President failed to make any inquiry in that 
behalf. But if a fair commission is to be selected, I would like to 
have the Senator explain how he can make it any more fair than 
by placing upon it 8 representatives of the Administration, there 
being 8 persons opposed to the Administration, and putting the 
balance of power in the hands of 3 representatives of organized 
labor. A commission thus constituted is fairly constituted. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lask the Senator from Nebraska to give me 
one moment. 

Mr, ALLEN, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have another quarrel to make with the com- 
position of the commission, differing entirely from its political 
complexion, and that is that there is no representative of agricul- 
ture on it atall. While there are 30,000,000 or more farmers in 
the United States, there was not one of them found to be of sufti- 
cient ability or sufficient influence or pull, or whatever means 
were used to get an appointment, to obtain a place on the com- 
mission. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield? 

’ Mr, ALLEN, I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator that Andrew L, Harris, 
of Ohio, a member of the commission, is a practical farmer, and 
lives on his farm. That is his occupation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does he mix polities with agriculture? 

Mr. KYLE, No; I do not think he is a politician. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am glad tofind that i was mistaken as to one 
man who was appointed as a farmer, even though he be a Repub- 
lican, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, much of this discussion is perhaps 
more facetious than sound, The Senator from Montana, I pre- 
sume, will not claim to have made a statement with any degree 
of seriousness upon this subject. But the Senator from Montana 
can simulate seriousness, at times, so closely to the genuine article 
that it would be difficult for any person reading his remarks to 
discover how they differ from a statement of fact. He disagrees 
with the distinguished senior Senator from Iowa, who is, in my 
judgment, the leader of the other side of the Chamber, not only 
by years and experience, but by all those qualities which make an 
adept and skillful political leader, because that Senator says that 
nonpartisan means eminent and has no reference whatever to the 
political opinions of the different members of the commission. 

I recollect distinctly that the question came out in debate in the 
Fifty-fifth Congress, when this commission was authorized, as to 
what its character should be, and the debates will show that it 
was understood that the commission, on the whole, was to be 
nonpartisan politically. It was understood then, as it is to be 
understood now, that it would practically be impossible to secure 
a commission of 19 men capable of discharging the duties imposed 
upon them who did not have some kind of politics. If they were 
found so dormant and so lifeless as to have no political conviction 
whatever it would be quite conclusive evidence that they did not 
possess the requisite qualifications to discharge the duties that 
would be imposed upon them. So it was understood and so it 
was thought when this commission, which is perhaps an anomaly, 
was to be appointed it would be as near nonpartisan as possible, 
partisan Republicans being appointed, partisan Democrats being 
Fer me possibly partisan Populists being appointed, but that 
th commission as a whole would not be partisan in its entirety. 

— CARTER. Will the Senator submit to a question at that 
pom . 

Mr. ALLEN. With pleasure. ‘ 

Mr. CARTER. Does the obligation extend beyond the original 
appointment, or when, as has happened in this case, a number of 
members of the commission, persuaded by the facts, changed their 
politics and became Republicans, was the President thereby obli- 
gated to remove them from the commission and appoint in their 
stead Democrats or some one in the opposition? 
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I do not know what the President would be ol 


Mr. ALLEN. 
ligated to do, 

Mr. ALLIS »N. 
tion to him there? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law in this regard is very curiously framed. 
It provides that ‘in case the term of a Senator or Representative 
expires while a member of this commission, said Senator or Rep- 
resentative shall not thereby cease to be a member of said com- 
mission, but shall serve until the expiration of the term for which 
he was appointed,” which term is two years, that being the dura- 
tion of the commission So, by operation of this statute, at the 
expiration of the term of a Senator or Representative he would by 
force of the statute continue, and the President would have no 
authority or power over him. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot suppose it was within the contemplation 
of Congress at the time this law was passed and at the time the 
President approved it that any member of the commission would 
change his politics during the life of the commission. Probably 
that should be regarded asa legis'!ative omission, and we were not 
as wise in the passage of the law as we ought to have been. 

But certainly, Mr. President, beneath all this superficial dise 
sion and this running debate which leads into partisanship, the 
real purpose of the appointment of the commission was to get men 
of different political convictions and men wholooked at economic 
and other questions from different points of view, so as to obtain 
an honest investigation of the industrial condition of the country 
and of the relation existing between capital and labor in all their 
different ramifications and furnish to the world the truth as far 
as that could be ascertained. Ido not think any man occupying 
the high official position of President of the United States would 
so far forget the obligation resting upon him as to appoint a man 
upon an important commission like this whom he believed at the 
time of the appointment would observe the letter but violate the 
spirit and purpose of the law. It is inconceivable to me that 
the President of the United States or any other gentleman charged 
with high and sacred duties would do that. 

But one thing, Mr. President, is quite certain. I say it with 
some degree of diffidence, because my friend who sits in front of 
me | Mr. KYLE] is chairman of the commission, as | understand it. 
This commission has not come up to the high expectation of those 
who advocated its creation. What hasit done? It has compiled 
the different labor laws and corporation laws of the United States, 
which had been done before the commission was created. It has 
taken, so it is said, a vast amount of evidence, which has been di- 
gested and which has been published in one or more volumes, 
What conclusion has it reached? What power does it possess? 
It is as impotent and powerless as a new-born babe so far as any 
recommendation it may make or any order it may execute, 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. 1 wish to state that they had power to make in- 
vestigations, to digest the evidence taken, and make recommenda- 
tions to Congress, On each branch of inquiry the commission 
have made recommendations to Congress, as the Senator will find 
by a reference to their reports. 

Mr, ALLEN. Yes; it has power to take evidence and to make 
recommendations. It is within the power of every human being 
to make recommendations. 

Mr. KYLE. They can not pass laws. 

Mr. ALLEN. Nor can the commission pass laws. The Presi- 
dent is empowered to recommend to Congress such laws as he 
may think would benefit the Union, and he is empowered by the 
Constitution to do that through messages sent to Congress from 
time to time. Yet I presume it will not be denied that the Presi- 
dent communicates with the different members of Congress pri- 
vately more frequently than he communicates with the different 
Houses by message, and that the President’s will finds expression 
in either branch of Congress more frequently by verbal communi- 
cation to the leading members of his party than through any 
constitutional channel by message. 

So, while it is in the power of this commission to make recom- 
mendations to Congress, and while it is a thing to be hailed with 
delight that Congress inits blind effort should rise above partisan- 
ship and enact laws that will be for the benefit of labor and for 
the benefit of the country, and Congress should congratulate itself 
that it has the distinguished wisdom of this most enlightened 
commission, yet Congress is not bound to follow any of these 
recommendations. I presume it will be conceded the world over 
that the man whose opinion is not worth having and the man who 
is charged with the discharge of pitblic duty must after all fol’ow 
the conviction of his own mind regardless of the recommendations 
of commissions, however enlightened they may be. 

But what has this commission recommended? What has it 
done except to compile laws that have heretofore been compiled, 
and to digest evidence which it is conceded for practical purposes 
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is a destruction of the evidence, for no man who is used to exam- 
ining evidence and determining its force and weight and its per- 
tinency to a given issue will ever take 10 per cent of the evidence 
that was really introduced and which was digested possibly by 
some man who knew nothing about the rules of evidence. If I 
understand the matter correctly, much of the most important evi- 
dence taken before this commission was eliminated entirely and 
was never published, and never will be published unless upon 
private account, 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the Senator should not make that 
statement without some qualification. I was present at the dis- 
cussion of all these reports and know whereof I speak when I state 
that nobody's testimony has been eliminated at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Was Mr. Lockwood's evidence eliminated? 

Mr. KYLE, Not in regard to facts. 

Mr. ALLEN. How much of it was eliminated? 

Mr. KYLE. Only that part of it which referred to personalities. 
Mr. ALLEN, That part which referred to litigation, was it 
not? ' 

Mr. KYLE. Personal attacks upon the members of the court 
and the President. 

Mr.ALLEN. Idonotcare about thosethings; personal attacks 
ought to be eliminated; but I am speaking about that portion 
which had reference to certair litigation in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. Was all that eliminated? 

Mr. KYLE. It was not all eliminated. All questions of fact 
were allowed to remain. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot know whether I am right or not, but I 
get my information from those who were present during that in- 
vestigation, and I have had an opportunity to see some of the evi- 
dence which it is said was eliminated bodily. I do not know 
whether that be true or not, because I have not seen the digest; I 
have not made the comparison, and therefore I am not in an atti- 
tude to assert the fact to be one way or the other. 

But, however that may be, Mr. President, there is no power 
under the act of Congress creating the commission which author- 
izes the commissioners to exclude evidence. Where is the power 
under the act of 1898 giving the commissioners authority to say 
what evidence shall be received and what shall be rejected? 
There is not a syllable in the act conferring that authority. Yet 
they assume, without the slightest authority from Congress or the 
power that creates them, to say, ‘‘ We will receive such evidence 
as suits our convenience, and we will exclude such evidence as we 
see fit to exclude,” There is no revisory power anywhere, no trib- 
unal to which an appeal can be taken, and parties who subimnit evi- 
dence must be contented with the rulings made by that adminis- 
trative body. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I think the Senator is mistaken in the state- 
ment he makes to the effect that the commission excluded such 
evidence as it thought proper and retained such evidence as it 
thought proper. My experience, which extended over some 
length of time, was that the case of Mr. Lockwood was the only 
instance in which there was any ground for such an accusation. 
I did not approve of it myself; but at the same time on an investi- 
gation I found that what was excluded from Mr, Lockwood's 
statement was a series of personalities directed against certain 
individuals, in which their characters were assailed without any 
benefit that would come to the public from its publication. 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with the Senator that that evidence 
ought to have been taken out. I said that before the Senator in- 
terrupted me. 

Mr. BUTLER, I will say to the Senator from Florida that I 
have seen what purports to be Mr. Lockwood’s testimony with 
the parts that have been eliminated marked around, and there are 
a great many facts and matter outside of personalities so marked. 
Ido not know whether it was eliminated or not, and I can not 
know until I see the report. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Florida whether the 
parts stricken out of Mr. Lockwood's testimony embrace only per- 
sonalities and assaults upon the court? 

Mr. MALLORY. Thatis my recollection. I was not satisfied 
with it, and I did not approve of striking out any testimony; but I 
examined into it, and I became satisfied that it was nothing which 
it was material to eliminate. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There were no facts eliminated? 

Mr. MALLORY, No facts with any material bearing on the 
investigation were eliminated. That is my recollection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say againthat no witness ought to take advan- 
tage of his position as a witnegs to assail the private character of 
even a private individual or any other person; and so far as the 
commission may have exercised any authority it possessed to ex- 
clude or eliminate anything of that kind from the evidence I 
think they acted i 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
only rule adopted by the commission in regard to the taking of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


evidence was to strike out any personalities of that kind which 
might occur. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have been informed of a num.- 
ber of things that took place before the commission during tho 
time it was sitting in this city and making its investigations, \y 
information comes from those who claim to have been eyewit. 
nesses and who listened to what transpired. The witnesses aro 
here in this city; they are responsible and reliable men. The in- 
formation is to the effect that much of the valuable evidence bear- 
ing directly upon questions the commission were to investigats 
was bodily eliminated by the action of the commission or the sy})- 
commission and does not appear in any official report of the co))- 
mission. 

Now, whether that be true or not I do not know, because | am 
not a member of the commission. I never attended one of its ses- 
sions. I did not believe when it was created that it would servo 
any useful purpose. I thought then,as I think now, that it would 
be and is abortive. The sooner it is abolished the better off the 
country will be, and the expenses of continuing it will be sayed 
to the Government. 

But my information went further. It was to the effect that 
some of these commissioners—I will not say some, but I will say 
one; and let me say parenthetically that the one came neither 
from the House nor the Senate, so that gentlemen may not fee] 
called upon to interrupt to protest against my statement—one of 
these commissioners, at least, when anticipating that a witness 
might testify possibly to certain facts that he regarded as dam- 
aging, would take that witness and, as lawyers say, horse-shed 
him, take him out of the room, cajole him, threaten him, and }y 
every possible means endeavor to get him to shade it and make it 
less strong than it would be otherwise. 

Mr. KYLE. Who is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator asks who is that. Ttold him in ad- 
vance that it was not a member taken from either of the two 
Houses of Congress. I am prepared to speak the name and to pro- 
duce witnesses whenever an investigation of the matter may be 
ordered. 

Mr. KYLE. The commission would be very glad to hear the 
name, I have vent a great deal of time at the meetings of tie 
commission, and I have never known of such a transaction. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think the Senator would know it. Mr. 
President, I do not think the Senator is following along that path 
of life. He is traveling the narrow way in which you travel, Mr. 
President; but this other man was traveling the broad way in 
which the multitude are walking, as I understand it. Therefore 
there would be no sympathy or personal or political relation )e- 
tween the Senator from South Dakota and this other gentleman, 
who is nameless for this oceasion. 

Mr. KYLE. I merely wish to remark that the commission, I am 
confident, is not cognizant of any such transaction. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not say that the commission was cognizant 
of it. Mr. President, it is not well for the Senator from South 
Dakota to protesttoomuch., Noaccusation has been made against 
him. I havea high respect for the Senator from South Dakota. 
Our relations are of the most kindly nature, and I will say noth- 
ing that would reflect upon him. But, Mr. President, it is not 
well to protest too much, for he who protests when not accused 
sometimes raises a doubt as to his own attitude, 

Now, Mr. President, | think this commission, with all due re- 
spect for its personnel, is a sham, a fraud, and a delusion, ani it 
has no useful purpose in this world or in the world to come. It 
was not created for any useful purpose. I remember distinctly 
when certain gentlemen were running around the corridor: at 
this Capitol urging the passage of the act creating it, I took occa- 
sion to say to them that it would bea useless expense upon the 
part of the Government to create it and authorize it to make any 
investigation; that the investigation would amount to nothing. 
They seemed to think that I did not understand the situation at 
all, and I acquiesced in their judgment to the extent of not an- 
tagonizing the passage of the law. I was as well satisfied then 
— it would prove useless as I am satisfied now that it has proved 
useless. 

1 want to say, Mr. President, that you will not live long enoush 
nor will any man in this Chamber live long enough to see a cc!n- 
mission of this kind, having no judicial power whatever, )er- 
forming any useful function which may be conferred upon 1'. 
It can not doit. Sup witnesses refuse to come before this 
commission, what are you going todo? Where is your powerto 
send process for them and compel them to come before you an! 
testify? You have no power. You can not issue a warrant 0! 
attachment to bring them before you. A man may sit before 
you as silent as the grave when you put questions to him, a0 
you have no power to force him to answer or to punish him if !ic 
refuses to do so. So, after ali, whatever he may =e you in the 
way of evidence may be truth or falsehood, according to the con- 
science or the lack of conscience of the particular witness. 

The Senator from Iowa, as 1 understand his position, wants 1 
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continued a few months that the balance of these reports may be 
ublished. DoI understand the Senator that it is then his pur- 
, ‘se to have the commission go out of existence? 

, Mr. ALLISON. By force of the amendment proposed by the 
committee it goes out of existence on the 15th day of December. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of this year? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nineteenhundredandone. We were informed 
by the commission that this additional time would be required in 
order to enable them to perfect and complete their various exami- 

$ 0 . 
or, ALLEN. Is it anticipated that the life of the commission 
may then be extended? ; 

Mr. ALLISON, It is not proposed to extend it beyond that 
time. The Senator perhaps did not hear the statement of the 
chairman of the commission, the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KyLe], who stated that it was with reluctance that the commis- 
sion continues during the next year, and that all of the members 
of the commission, or nearly all of them, were very desirous of 
closing at an earlier day, but that the public interest would not 

rmit it. 
ie. ALLEN. If the labors of this commission have been per- 
formed, with the exception of putting the matters now in their 
charge into printed form and binding it, why could that not be 
done by one or two men and not continue the entire 19? 

Mr, ALLISON. That probably could be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not understand the Senator from South Da- 
kota to claim that there will be any more meetings of this com- 
mission for the purpose of investigating any question. 

Mr. KYLE. r, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. ALLEN, eal: 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I will say that there are several 
subjects we have not yet fairly taken up under the provisions of 
the statute creating the commission. The subject of agriculture 
we have gone into to only a limited extent. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The farmers always get behind. 

Mr. KYLE. We have investigated somewhat the cotton indus- 
try in the South, but we have yet to take up the wheat and other 
interests of the West—nor the transportation question as relates 
to agriculture. We, moreover, have not touched Pacific coast 
interests, 

Mr. ALLEN. Whatis there about the need of an investiga- 
tion on those subjects except on the question of transportation? 

Mr. KYLE. We have a great deal in connection with the sub- 
ject of transportation and a number of other questions embraced 
in the statute of 1898 creating the commission. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing in the Agricultural portion of 
the investigation, or the wheat portion of the investigation, to 
which the Senator refers, that can be investigated with any de- 
gree of success, except the question of transportation. So there 
can be no necessity for a continuance of the commission so far as 
that is concerned, 

But, Mr. President, in conclusion I want to say that it is my 
judgment that it never was intended that this commission should 
amount to anything. It was only a little sop thrown out to the 
unfortunate to appease them for the time being and make them 
believe that, after all, the Republican party intended to do some- 
thing for the laboring man. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
the whole idea of the commission was first taken up and discussed 
during a Democratic Administration. Some of the most influen- 
tial men then demanding the creation of the commission and investi- 
gation along these lines were Democrats, Farmers’ Alliance men, 
and labor organizationmen. They then considered that a very im- 
portant thing to do; it was all-important, and there was very 
great regret that the commission was not created before the ex- 
p'ration of Mr, Cleveland’s term of office. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Pope says: 

Hope panes eternal in the human breast: 

Man never is, but always to be blest. 
And that doctrine seems to be thoroughly understood by the 
Republican party, They are always holding out hope and promise 
that the laborin man shall be cared for in legislation; and yet, 
Mr. President, they see to it with systematic regularity that every 
burden falls upon the shoulders of laboring men upon the farm, 
in the factory, and in the different departments of the world of 
labor, They were caring for the laboring man when they in- 
creased the cost of his living.100 per cent within the last two or 
three years and only increased his wages about 10 per cent; so that 
he does not make more than is necessary to keep his soul and body 
together; and yet we are told that this commission of 19 men— 
iot a commission of men skilled in the investigation of these ques- 
tions, let me say with due deference to its membership—we are 
— that the mission of this commission is to clear the way for 
oto tocome tothe laboring man, God help the laboring man 

is destiny is to be controlled by that party. 
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Why, Mr. President, he will look until he is gray, until his step 
grows heavy with age and his eyesight dim, for the pathway 
that leads from his present deplorable condition to a higher state 
of civilization and to better times. 

This is a mere makeshift. It was intended.as such. There is 
no hope; there is no purpose upon the part of the other side of the 
Chamber to make this commission effectual to benefit the condi- 
tions of the people of this country. 

Who are the laboring men appointed upon this commission, and 
what branches of labor do they represent? Forty-nine per cent 
of our population in this country is nonurban; they do not live 
in towns and cities; they live upon the farm and upon the planta- 
tion. There are two great, powerful farmers’ organizations in 
this country that embrace within their membership millions of 
people—the Grange and the Farmers’ Alliance. Where is the 
representative of either one of those organizations on this com 
mission? They were systematically ignored because the Grange 
and the Farmers’ Alliance do not follow the Republican party as 
arule. Where is the representative of the Federation of Labor, 
confessedly the greatest organization of laboring men off the 
farms in this country? No man from that organization appears 
as a member of this commission. 

Mr. KYLE. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator 
braska yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there are three representatives of the National Federation ot 
Labor upon the commission. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who arethey, and what do they represent? 

Mr. KYLE. There is Mr. Ratchford—— 

Mr. ALLEN. What does he represent? 

Mr. KYLE. He is the president of the Miners’ Union of the 
United States, which is a branch of the Federated Labor Assembly. 
Then there is Mr. Farquhar, who, I believe, until recently, was 
president of the Typographical Union—— 

Mr. ALLEN, That is two—the Miners’ Union and the Typo- 
graphical Union. 

Mr. KYLE. And Mr. Kennedy, I believe, who was associated 
with the Printers’ Union. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Miners’ Union, the Typographical Union, 
and the Printers’ Union are represented, and those are all, which 
I suppose is enough to comply with the mere letter of the law. 

Why was not Mr. Gompers, the head of the Federation of 
Labor, placed upon thiscommission? Why was not the head of the 
Knights of Labor, which is perhaps the next great labor organi- 
zation, placed upon this commission? The members of this com- 
mission remain silent on that question. Those men would not 
serve the purpose the commission was intended to accomplish; 
and that was nothing. 

No person will be mistaken about this commission. Men who 
labor in the fields and in the different walks of laboring life will 
not be deceived by it nor by any representation it may make. Al] 
the crocodile tears that are shed from time to time about the poor 
struggling laboring man will never deceive those who are en- 
gaged in honest toil and who watch from day to day the insin- 
cerities of legislation and administration. 

I think this whole amendment ought to go out and stay out. 

Mr. MALLORY. I offer a substitute for the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONEs}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator to the fact that there is already an amendment to 
an amendment pending, and therefore his proposed amendment 
would not be in order. It will, however, be read for information 
if the Senator so desires. 

Mr. MALLORY. I[ask that it be read for information. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of the committee amendment on 
page 151 it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That in filling any vacancy that may hereafter occur in the per 
sonnel of said commission appointments shall be made so that not more than 
9 of its members shall belong to any one political party. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
ered as pending. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator 
from Florida is accepted by the Senator from Arkansas; and the 
question is upon that amendment to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What is the amendment? 

Mr, ALLISON, It is the amendment between lines 10 and 22, 
on page 151, as J understand. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, That is as the Chair under- 
stands it. 


from Ne- 


The amendment will be consid- 


I accept that in place of my amend- 





Shae ar steam A AIM rm 


SERRE IMNE SANNA HSN me gata ae 


6144 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I have an amendment which I wish to 
offer to this paragraph, which I will send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed toadd the following proviso: 

Provided, That 9,000 copies of the report and digest somes by the Indus- 
trial Commission, together with all evidence taken by said commission, be 
printed, 3,000 for the use of the Senate and 6,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON, I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that if his amendment be agreed to, it will be unnecessary to make 
an appropriation to carry it into effect. It will be paid out of the 
aj gan for printing. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will modify my amendment by striking 
out the words ‘$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary;”’ 
and I offer it with those words stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question ison theamendment as modified to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, In connection with that amendment 
I should like to ask the chairman of the Industrial Commission, 
the Senator from South Dakota, one question. I understand 
among the other subcommittees that the Industrial Commission 
has an editing committee. Is that true? 

Mr. KYLE. We have not an editing committee, properly 
speaking. 

PM r. JONES of Arkansas. You have no editing committee? 

Mr. KYLE. No; that is, not for that purpose. What does the 
Senator mean by ‘‘ editing?” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the purpose of editing the testi- 
mony taken before the commission and changing it to suit the 
views of that particular committee. 

Mr. KYLE, No; we have no committee that has any such 
power at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have been told by a member of the 
commission since this debate has been going on that such is the 
fact; and the chairman of the committee tells me there is no such 
thing. Of course, if what he tells us—— 

Mr. KYLE. We have our chief stenographer, who, with cer- 
tain other parties, look over the testimony to see that it is gram- 
matical or free from minor errors, If there is any material 
change, it is made by the whole commission. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who are the other parties? The 
Senator says the testimony is gone over by a “‘ stenographer and 
certain other parties.” I should like to know who the other par- 
ties are. The stenographer is not a member of the commission, 
and yet he is authorized to go over the testimony. Who are the 
other parties? 

Mr. KYLE. The other partiesare members of the commission. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who are they? 

Mr. KYLE, I donot know that I can offhand name the men 
who perform that duty. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Who is it that performs that duty? 

Mr. KYLE. I do not remember the names. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it a roving commission? 

Mr. KYLE. No; it is not, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, It isa very grave charge to be made, 
that there is an editing committee in this commission who take 
up the testimony as given by the different individuals and change 
it. The statement has been made here once or twice on the floor 
that material changes have been made in the testimony of wit- 
nesses, and that has been denied. I understand that these state- 


‘ments are made, As I stated a while ago, it is charged that there 


is an editing committee in this commission. I thought that was a 
most extraordinary proceeding, and I should like to understand it. 
I have now the itive denial of the Senator from South Dakota, 
the chairman of the commission, that there is any such editing 
committee. Then he modifies it by saying that they have no 
power to act. 

Mr. KYLE. No power to act without the advice and consent 
of the whole commission. ’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then there is an editing committee? 

Mr. KYLE. That is the whole commission. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is an editing committee; but 
it has no power to act? 

Mr. KYLE. It has no power to act. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, There is an editing committee that 
has no power to act? 

Mr. KYLE. But it has the power to edit in the sense of mak- 
ing minor corrections. Who edits our debates in the Senate, I 
ask the Senator from Arkansas, but our chief ort 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am not talking about the debates 
in the Senate, but 1 am trying to find out about the reports of the 
commission. 

Mr. KYLE. I want to draw the parallel between the two, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Go ahead, 
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Mr. KYLE. We pursue the same course in the commis 
that is pursued in this body. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What course is that, I should 1}; 
know? 

Mr. KYLE. What is the course pursued here? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not know. I never report; 
day in my life. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the Senator does understand thorone})), 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not; but I should like the cj... 
man of the commission to say whether there is an editing . 
mittee appointed by him? 

Mr. KYLE, None, except the commission itself, which only 
has the power to change any feature of the testimony. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What does the stenographer do 
what do these other parties do? 

Mr. KYLE. The stenographer has power to change certaj; 
things; that is, to correct the phraseology; and we have p: 
instructions as to that; to correct bad grammar and things 
that, but not change in any material sense the meaning of a scp. 
tence of the testimony taken before the commission. 

Mr. HOAR, May I ask the Senator from South Dakota, 1 
anybody the power to change the meaning of a sentence? 

Mr. KYLE. No; nobody has done it, and nobody has any power 
to do it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How does the Senator know that tha 
editing committee does not change the meaning of sentences? 
Does the Senator read over all their recommendations and ail tlie 
testimony? 

Mr. KYLE, All the proof is gone over by the commission as 4 
whole, every particle of it. The subcommittee on manufactures, 
for instance, goes over the proof of all the testimony taken before 
the subcommittee on manufactures, and the subcommittee of awri- 
culture goes over entire and in detail omer sentence of the testi- 
mony taken by the subcommittee on agriculture; and after seeing 
that the typewritten report corresponds to the stenographic notes, 
if there are any material changes to be made, such as personalities 
referred to awhile ago, then the whole commission take action, 
That is all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I thought it was a grave charge that 
there was an editing committee to go over the statements made 
by persons who should appear before the commission, and bec: se 
several persons who appeared before the commission have toli| ms 
that their testimony was outrageously edited—which I was slow 
to believe; I had doubts about it, was the reason I asked tho 
question. The Senator from South Dakota has told us that thore 
was no such committee, and then that ‘‘the stenographer and 
other parties” would go over and edit it, but without the power 
to act. Iaccept the statement made by the Senator from South 
Dakota as true; but if the statement made by other persons turns 
out to be true, that their statements have been materially changed 
and modified by this editing committee, it is a very serious matter 
in my opinion. 

Mr. KYLE. Iwillset theSenator right upon this matter. Just 
as I stated a moment ago, the witnesses are called before the whole 
commission, if in Washington, and their testimony taken. li 
a subcommittee, for instance, should go to Boston or elsewhiere to 
take testimony, the witnesses appear before the subcommittee, 
give their testimony, and the stenographic notes are brought to 
the commission’s headquarters, dictated to typewriters, and writ- 
ten out. Then the evidence is read over and the chief stenog- 
rapher is empowered, under the printed rules of the commiss ‘on, 
to make minor changes in phraseology, etc., but in no case to 
change the meaning of any sentence, 

1t is a blessing, let me say, to the people of this country that we 
have a chief stenographer who edits the reports of what goes on 
in the Senate of the United States. If everything was published 
just as itis taken down and not changed or edited by the chief 
stenographer, we should have a queer Recorp. 

Mr. LODGE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question’ 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The chief stenographer of the commission s11- 
ply does ordinary proof reading. 

Mr. KYLE. e chief stenographer of the commission sim))|y 
does proof reading, that is all. Then the copy goes into the hans 
of the subcommittee to which the work is assigned. If there's 
any change in the phraseologyor any cutting out of the testimony 
that makes any material change with regard to the evidence, tle 
whole matter is brought before the commission as a body. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to interrogate the Senator from 
Arkansas, if he will permit me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. , 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator whether !i° 's 
willing to specify what is the particular testimony he refers‘), 
and to give the names of the witnesses whose testimony has bev 
altered, changed, or garbled? 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I stated a while ago, but I suppose 
the Senator was not present—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I was not in the Chamber. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I said that one man, who stated to 
me that his testimony has been materially changed, is a man living 
in this town by the name of Schulteis. He told me yesterday that 
every material statement made by him had been taken out by this 
commission and that his statement was not printed at all as 
he gave it. Lasked him if he had the testimony as he gave it, 
and he said that he had. I then asked him to bring it to me, 
so that I could take the statement as printed by the commis- 
sion and as given by him before the commission and could com- 
pare the one with the other forthe purpose of calling to the atten- 
tion of the Senate and of the chairman of the commission that 
fact, but he has not brought his statement to me, I know noth- 
ing more about it than what he has said, 

The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PretriGrEew] alluded to 
another case of which I had heard, but which I have not men- 
tioned at all, of some man whose testimony he claimed had been 
edited—that of Mr. Lockwood, I believe—but outside of that I 
have heard of another statement that one of the Arbuckles made 
about his buying sugar lands in Cuba and the reasons why he did 
it, and that every word of the statement made by him, which was 
thought by some gentlemen to be very material and important, 
was all stricken ont of the report of the commission, hether 
these things are true or not Ido not know. I simply state what 
Ihave heard on the outside; and that is the reason I have asked 
whether the statement made that there was an editing commit- 
tee, which took the liberty of changing a man’s statement in his 
absence, was true or not true. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to state, as a mem- 
ber of that commission, that I never heard a suggestion of the 
alteration or suppression of testimony before the commission. 
Neither have I, at the few meetings which I have been able to at- 
tend, ever heard a single partisan suggestion infused into the pro- 
ceedingsof thecommission. It has been industrious, painstaking, 
conscientious, and careful,in my judgment; although I must sav 
as a member of it, I have not been able to devote that time and 
attention to it which my interest in the great problems confront- 
ing it would lead me to do had I the time and the opportunity. 

It seems to me that these charges are not sufficiently substan- 
tiated. They are groundless, frivolous, and uncalled for. 

Mr. KYLE,. Will the Senator allow me a word in that connec- 
tion? ' 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. The original stenographic notes of the testimony 
taken before the commission are preserved and are upon the files 
of the commission, so that a comparison can be made by anybody 
at any time, 

I will state that I corroborate what the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania says. I have been present at nearly all the hearings before 
the commission, and 1 have not known it to be the case that alter- 
ations of substance have been made in the testimony. 

Mr. PENROSE, As tothe appointments of these commissioners 
being based upon partisan considerations, 1 believe that almost 
every member of that commission has been appointed by reason 
of his record as a student or as an expert in labor and industrial 
matters, or by reason of someconnection or association with ques- 
tions of that character. I know in my own case my desire to get 
on the commission, and probably the reason that I was appointed, 
was because I was a member of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and have always in my public career taken an interest in 
labor organizations and in labor matters, which are such impor- 
tant questions in the great industrial State which I represent. 

I believe that is also true of the Presidential appointees; that 
they are men skilled, expert, who have a distinct record in ques- 
tions of this character. re has never been a suspicion of a 
suggestion of partisanship in any hearing or any proceeding be- 
fore the commission. The commission have at all times been 
willing, so far as I know, to hear any responsible person who was 
willing and desirous of ans before them, and they have 
heard him at length, carefully and considerately, and I have 
every reason to suppose that testimony has been accurately taken 
town, and is ee in the archives of the commission. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have a statement here 
made by Mr. M. L. Lockwood with regard to his testimony taken 
before the Industrial Commission. He says: 


I find that the most vital words, sentences, and paragraphs have been 
Stricken out. In fact, I find that the whole chapter of facts in regard to the 
atthews case has been stricken out. And I have come toask you by what 
ee this wasdone? Has the commission ordered it done? If not, who 
as? at power is it that is strong enough to strike from the records the 


most auportams parts of my testimony? 
is it us great corporate power content which this evidence is directed? 


Xf 20, I submit that it isa further evidence of the truth of that old adage that 
The nom the gods would destroy they first make mad.” | 

is testimony is m testimony. It was coined out of thirty years of life's 
experience in the field in which monopolies and trusts have control. 
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Mr. Lockwood livesin the oil regions of Pennsylvania, andevery 
one who knows anything about the history of the transactions in 
that locality must appreciate the force of this statement, He con- 
tinues: 

It was earnestly and carefully considered before it was presented. 

_ This commission is not responsible for my testimony, but this commission 
is responsible to the people for an honest record of the testimony of all men 
as presented. 

have no combat against men. My combat is against this accursed system 
of monopolies and trusts and railroad combines which is destroying the equal 
rights and equal opportunities of the American citizenship. ~ 

You will remember that I stated to the commission in Jenn that the testi 
mony in regard to the Matthews case was given after a careful, earnest study 
of the sworn testimony in that case, and that [ had been irresistibly forced 
to the conclusion and conviction which I had expressed to the commission, 
and that I felt that I would be untrue to the State if | had not expressed to 
you my honest convictions. All of this part of my testimony was stricken 
out. 

If there is any power to strike out a portion of my testimony, then the 
same power can strike out all of my testimony. It can make my testimony 
what it will; and, if this is so, there was no need of putting me to the trouble 
and expense of coming here to Washington to testify. If my testimony can 
be made up tosuit somebody else now, then it could have been made up with 
out my being asked to testify. If my testimony can be thrown out, then any 
testimony can be thrown out, and the book of evidence of this commission 
can be made one-sided and to suit whoever controls. 

I came before your commission in June, at your request. It was not of my 
choosing. You have the power to subpoena and bring me by authority of law; 
and I submit to your honorable body that I have the right to demand to have 
my testimony honestly reeorded, and I ask that it be done. 

This is the protest or statement of Mr. Lockwood to the Indus- 
trial Commission. He is the president of the Anti-Trust League 
of the United States. I have read what he says about hig testi- 
mony and about its being edited. He now publishes his testimony 
and shows what was stricken out. Here {indicating} there is 
more than a column; here [indicating] are several lines stricken 
out, and here a third or a quarter of a column. Here are several 
lines omitted. Here isa large section of his testimony omitted. 
if that is a sample of what the Industrial Commission is doing, 
we had better abolish it at once. If it isto bea means for this sort 
of work, of course its usefulness is at an end. 

Mr. H. J. Schulteis has just told me, within a few moments, 
that his testimony was edited and changed in a material way, 
He also informed me that the testimony of miners from the Coeur 
d'Alene region before the House Committee on Military Affairs 
was that their testimony was edited, and not only edited, but 
material parts of it were stricken out and left out in the published 
testimony, and that the investigation was a frand. 

I also have in my hand a petition addressed to the people, the 
Congress, and the President of the United States, handed to me 
by Mr. H. B. Martin, who is secretary of the American Anti- 
Trust League. 

To the people, the Congress, and the President of the United States; 

In response to the demand of organized labor throughout the United 
States, the Industrial Commission was created by the Fifty-fifth Congress 
for the purpose of obtaining testimony relative to the industrial conditions 
of the country. The people are looking forward to the report of this com 
mission with profound interest. We are astounded that the purposes for 
which this commission was created are being defeated by the suppression 
and garbling of the testimony adduced. 

We cite the case of the garbling and suppression of the testimony of Hon. 
M. L. Lockwood, of which we submit the evidence herewith. 

Therefore we, the members of Washington Local of the American Anti 
Trust League, protest to the President, the Congress, and the people of the 
United States to see to it that this infamous wrong be righted and the testi- 
mony be published as given, without any alteration whatever. 

I also have been informed by Mr. Schulteis that the lodge of 
the Knights of Labor of this city within a few days have passed 
a resolution asking that the Industrial Commission be reorgan- 
ized so as to be a nonpartisan body, or else be abolished a! to- 
gether. They say that as now organized it accomplishes no good 
purpose; that it is not in the interest of labor, and that as consti- 
tuted it ought to be abolished. One of the members of the com- 
mission, Mr. Kennedy, has been denounced as the foe of organized 
labor by the president of the Western Miners’ Union; and he gives 
his reasons, and says that this member of the Industrial Commis- 
sion in taking testimony with regard to the Coeur d’Aleno affair 
was prejudiced against the interests of the miners. 

In view of Mr. Lockwood's statement and this other evidence 
that has come before us, it is quite evident that the Industrial 
Commission should either be abolished or reorganized, so as to ex- 
ist in the way intended when Congress passed the act. I find no 
fault with the conduct of the Presiding Officer of this body in tho 
selection of Senators to serve upon the commission. I think he 
didhis duty, Sodid the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
But the President of the United States did not dohis duty or carry 
out the spirit or purpose of the act; but, on the contrary, as | am 
credibly informed, and as has been stated on this floor, he ap- 
pointed nine men, every oneof whom isa Republican, Therefore, 
I say the complaint of labor is well founded, and their objection 
that the commission should go oy as now constituted is one that 
they have a proper right to urge. 

Mr. President, I wish to print in the Recorp, for the purp 80 
of showing to every Senator just what changes have been maco 
in Mr. Lockwood's testimony—his testimony assubmitted. I wish 
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it printed, so that the Recorp will show what was left out. A 
line has been drawn around the portions omitted, and I wish 
that to be indicated in the Recorp, so that when we continue 
this debate every Senator can see what justice there is in his crit- 
1c.guh. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the paper which he holds in his 
hand may be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. How many pages are there? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Nearly eight pages. This is Mr. Lock- 
wood’s testimony before the Industrial Commission, showing the 
portions which were stricken out. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which he says were stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Which he says were stricken out. If itis 
incorrect, it can be ascertained to-morrow when it appears in the 
REcorD. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered, 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

(The Anti-Trust Bulletin, August 1, 1899. ] 


STANDARD OIL METHODS EXPOSED—COMPETITORS CRUSHED AND OIL PRO- 
DUCERS ROBBED BY RAILWAYS IN A CONSPIRACY WITH THE TRUST, 


Hon. M. L. Lockwood, of Zelienople, Pa., president American Anti-Trust 
League, testimony before the Industrial Commission. 


{The words printed in italics indicate the parts stricken out. ] 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION: 
Robert Lockwood came from England with Winthrop in 1630. One hundred 
and foxsty-seven of his descendants, one of whom was my great-grandfather, 
participated on the side of the colonies in the war of the Revolution. Irefer 
to this that there may be no question as to my Americanism. 

It seems to me as though this reference is proper from the fact that it has 
become the custom of the monopolistic classes and all those who are fawning 
for favors at their hands to stigmatize as anarchistic and un-American any 
expression not in harmony with the present monopolistic condition of affairs. 

iam a native of the State of New York. I left the farm in Erie County of 
that State in 1865 and went to the oil regions of Pennsylvania, and have been 
engaged in the work of producing oil ever since. 

Away back in the latter part of the sixties some of the refinery men in the 
oil regions who did not have the ear of the railway managers were unable to 
get a freight rate over the railroads that would enable them to sell their oil 
in New York and the export cities at a profit, and they were obliged to sell 
the refined oil to the men who afterwards helped to create the Standard Oil 
Company. For these men, even at that early date,seemed to have an advan- 
tage in freight rates that enabled them to market oil at a profit when no one 
else could market it at a profit. 

The facts which I shall present to you 1 desire not to be construed as 
against men, for I believe that the Standard Oil people are no better or worse 
than any other set of men would be, armed as they have been with practi- 
cally exclusive advantages over the railways of the country. But the facts 
which | shall present to you I desire to be construed against an accursed sys- 
tem of railway discriminations which has made this greatcurse, the Standard 
Onl trust monopoly, a possibility, against a system that has enabled the Stand- 
ard Oil Company people to drive into obscurity, bankruptcy, or servitude the 
men whose energy and enterprise develo this great oil producing and re- 
fining industry of America, for before the blighting curse of railway jis- 
crimination was turned against the oil refinery men of the oil regions men 
prospered and grew rich in the refining business. They doubled the capacity 
of their refineries, adopted new and better processes, and were going for- 
ward in a business that promised much for themselvesand their descendants. 

But when the conspiracy between the Standard Oil Company ple and 
the railways was consummated, all men not included within the favored few 
were condemned to financial obscurity or financial ruin. No business abil- 
ity however great, no better process however superior, could triumph, when 
the highways over which you must go to market were closed against you 
and manipulated in the interest of your competitors. 

As long as there were open and equal rates over the highways of the coun- 
try, many growing and prosperous refineries were built at every favorable 
point. At Franklin, Reno, Oil City, Rouseville, Petroleum Center, Pioneer, 
Titusville, and Warren, at Pittsburg, Cleveland, and Corry, the competitive 
contest in the business forced hundreds of the best minds to the study of 
better and more economic processes in refining, and the most rapid strides 
were made in perfecting and cheapening cost. 

Many refinery men made many buyers of crude oil, and the producer sell- 
ing his oil in the competitive market was enabled to obtain a fair share of 
the profit in the business, the consumer buying his oil from competitive sell- 
ers was enabled to receive the benefit of each and every economy in the proc- 
ess of producing and refining petroleum. 

In 1872 the men who had been intrusted with the man ment of the high- 
ways, the railways of the country, understood so imperfectly their duty as 
common carriers to the public that they entered intoa contract with the men 
who afterwards created the Standard Oil Company. This contract was 
known as the South Improvement Company contract, and was between a 
corporation of that name and five trunk railways, all of the railways that 
entered the oil regions of Pennsylvania. 

And this contract provided that the railways should increase freight to 
about double what they had been charging on all oil shi =. 

This contract further provided that the railways should pay back in rebate 
to the South Improvement Company an amount about equal to said increase 
of freight rates. 

This contract further provided that the railways should pay to the South 
Improvement Company a like rebate on all of the oil that anybody and 
every body else shipped. 

This contract further provided that the railways_ghould make any other 
change in freight rates necessary to insure the South Improvement Compa- 
ny’s success in business. 

This contract provided in substance that the railways should break up and 
destroy all refinerymen outside of the South Improvement Company by 
high rates of freight. 

This contract further provided that the railway companies were to keep 
watch and report to the South Improvement Company all the business and 
shipments which any of these outsi@e refineries should make. 

{Por a copy of this contract see the report of the Hepburn committee of 
New York, page 418 to page 451.) 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire here to say, and I desire you to mark what I 
say, that everything that the railway companies publicly contracted to do 
for the South Improvement Company in 1872 that the railway companies 
have since secretly and persistently done for the benefit of the Standard Oil 
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| people, as I will prove to you; prove, too, in the face of the facts that w 
ever any of the Standard Oil Company's people, or their agents, or the 
way people who know the facts have been euepenaes to testify that ¢ 
have almost invariably refused to answer, shielding themselves behind ; 
provision of law which provides that you shall not forca a man to test 
that which will convict him of a crime. 

Mr. Chairman, the men who developed the oil regions of Pennsy), 
were of the best families of the Republic. The ancestors of many of { 
helped to win our independence as a nation, and when the provisions os 
contract of the South Improvement Company became known it created 
a furore in the oil regions as has seldom been seen. The peoplesaw the )); 
ciples of equal rights destroyed, the highways over which their pro: 
must goto market in the hands of a set of brigands who had pledged ¢} 
selves to rob the people of an average of more than §1 a barre! on al! t} 
they produced, and give it to the thirteen men who constituted the s 
Improvement Company. 

The public press of the oil regions at that time had not yet been subsiq 
and it gave the alarm. Men came together and consulted: meetiny 
called. The more that was learned of the provisions of the South Im))) 
ment Company contract the more awful the crime which was atte: 
against the rights of the poeple developed to be. Mass meetings at Fray 
Oil City, Titusville, and Parkers were attended by thousands. Men . 
mined that if the railways were to be used to destroy the great Ai, 
right of eauality that they would have no railways; that they would t 
their tracks and burn their bridges. 

The railway companies became alarmed. A committee of the prod 
and refiners went before the legislature then in session at Barricbu: r 
secured the repeal of the charter of the South Improvement Compan, 
railway officials made fair promises to give everybody equal rates, a; 
producers and refiners thinking that they had won a victory, and that : 
rights would be respected, went about their business. (See produce: 
refiners contract, page 449, Hepburn committee report. ) 

But it soon became apparent that the railway companies were not k: 
faith. That in fact they were doing for the Standard Oil Company }) 
secretly just what they had publicly contracted to do forthe South Im) 
ment Company. The independent oil refinerymen were fast being dri 
the wall, while there was evidence of the greatest prosperity amo 
Standard Oil people's refineries. Very few of the facts of this period jy, 
leaked out, as when the Standard Oil Company people, or the railroad joo) 
whoknew the inside facts, were subpoenaed to testify, they almost invaria))|) 


refused to answer. 

But by the evidence in the case of the Standard Oil Company against W « 
Schofield, at Cleveland, Ohio, we learned that the profits of refining, includ 
ing railroad rebates for four of these years, was an average of more t 
$2 a barrel, a profit in refining, if economically managed and honestly capi 
talized, of more than 400 per cent annually. hile at the same time the re 





being driven into bankruptcy and ruin and the producers much of the tim 
consumers were paying two prices for the oil that they burned in their lamps 


transfer oil from the wells to the ers, These pipe lines were mos 
—_ by producers in their struggle for deliverance from monopolistic con 
trol. 

The Standard Oil Company people, having secured control of the Unit 
Pipe Line and American 
and destroy and absorb these pipe lines built by the producers. The Stand 
ard Oil people, having a large roease on all the oil they shipped and on a!! t! 
oil that anybody else shipped from any of these different pipe lines, could ¢ 


less at the seaboard than any other shipper and still only use a smal! fractio: 
of the large rebates which they were receiving from the railway companies 


wring from the grasping greed of this great monopo 


o_O 


of the country—the railways—were in the hands of a set of highwaymen, w!: 
every time they went to market, would rob them of all of their profit and 


Transfer Company, began a campaign to bankrupt 


under the advice of their counsel that their evidence might incriminate t)e1), 


in 


finery men who did not have the favor of the railroad companies were 
forced to take a price for their oil below the cost of production, while the 


In the early part of the seventies I have a record of 26 pipe lines built to 


into the field and pay a little more at the wells, and could sell oil at a lit: le 


growing rich themselves, while they were bankrupting and absorbing these 
pipe lines built from the meager means which the yeetneess were able to 
y- 


Finally the producers and refiners came to understand that the highways 


i 


part of their principal and hand it over to the Standard Oil Company peo 
ple, helping to fasten that ney upon us. Mr. Chairman, if you must be 


robbed, it does not make any di 
through the instrumentality of a pistol or whether John D. Rockefeller « 
it through the instrumentality of a railroad. 

There could be but one end to that kind of business—bankruptcy a! 
financial ruin of these independent pipe lines. 

(For the sworn evidence to prove all of the above statements I desire t 
resent the commission extracts from the evidence before the Interstat 
‘ommerce Commission, before the courts, and before both State and nat 

investigating committees. ) 

Mr. Chairman, I have stated that interested parties refused to testi!) 
there is always some way for the truth to come out. Therearose a litt!e un 
pleasantness between the Pennsylvania Railroad and the Reading Railroad 
and we were enabled by subponaing the assistant comptroller of the Rea: 
Railroad, in the case of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania against the !* 


settlement sheets showing their settlements for the transportation 0! 
Some of these sheets showed that there had been rebates paid to the Stand 
ard Oil Om ny to the amount of $1.10 per barrel. 

Mr. A. J. 
subpceenaed to explain these settlement sheets and the rate on oil. In} 


Answer. $1.90. 
. What was the actual rate? 
. If shipped by the Standard Oil Company, 80 cents a barrel. 


| amount divided among the different roads making up the route. Thirt 
| cents a barrel, when an outside refiner would have to pay $1.90a barre!. > 
| page 698, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania vs. Pennsylvania Railroad «t : 

. (Page 691, same case.) 1 understand you, Mr. Cassett, that the ~~ 
paid to the American Transfer Company is not restricted to the oil that | 
through their lines? ; 

a I 0, sir; it is paid on all oil received and transported by us, as I | 
sta . 

Q. (Page 702, same case.) Now, you will find a drawback paid of >) 
$41,000 less the $7,000, the Buffalo, New York and Philadelphia propo! 
Could you tell who that drawback was paid to? : 

A. Forty-nine cents (per barrel) went to the American Transfer ( ompa 
and =  gremecate Oil Company, under the arrangement which I have al 
expiain . 





cotimony of J. D. Archibald (page 510, same case) showed rehato pail? 


the Standard Oil Company of 64} cents a barrel. E 
Testimony of W. L. Fox and Warren Grey and others show that the! 


erence to you whether Dick Turpin does it 


sylvania Railroad and the Standard Oil Company, to bring into court tlie 


tt, third vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, was 


ence to the rate on oil per barrel, Mr. Cassett was asked the rate per barre: 


The further investigation showed that 35 cents per barrel was the actus 


ways refused to allow the independent shippers cars, and that they w:'° 
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unable to remove their oil. (Testimony of Fox, same case, pages 65-79; tes- 
timony of Grey, pages 35-45.) Ta Some 
Extracts from the letter of Daniel O'Day to Cassett, third vice president 
f the Pennsylvania Railroad, speaking of the commission or rebate: 

© There repeat, which 1 have once stated to you and which I ask you to 
-eceive and treat as strictly confidential, that we have for many months re- 
- ived from the New York Central and Erie Railroad certain sums of money, 
ie no instance less than 20) cents per barrel on every barrel of crude oil car- 
vied ny each of these roads. [am constrained to say to you that in justice 
; , the interests I represent we should receive from your company at least 
) eentsa barrel on each barrel of crude oil you transport. ; 

In submitting this proposition I feel that I should ask you tolet this date 
from the Ist.of November, 1877, but I am willing to accept as a compromise 
(which is to be regarded as strictly a private one between your company and 
ours) the payment by you of 20 cents a barrel on fall the crude oil shipped, 
commencing February 1, 1878. ; rn 

“J make this proposition with the full expectation that it will be acceptable 
to your company. but with the understanding on my part that in doing so I 
am not asking as much of the Pennsylvania road and its connections as I 
have been ond om receiving from the other trunk lines.” 

Extract from a letter of A. J. Cassett, third vice-president of the Pennsy}- 
vania Railroad, to R. W. Downing, comptroller of the Pennsylvania Railroad: 

“| agree to allow this commission from and after February 1 until further 
notice, after having seen receipted bills showing that the New York Central 
Railroad allowed them a commission of #5 cents a barrel, and that the Erie 
Railroad allowed them a commission of 20 cents a barrel on Bradford oil and 
9) cents a barrel on all other oil, and that they had been doing so continuously 
since the 17th of October last. . } 7 

“Of this, however, you saw the evidence yourself in the bills which I sub- 
mitted to you last week. Please, therefore, prepare vouchers in favor of the 
American Transfer Company, per Daniel O'Day, for this commission of 20 cents 
on shipments during February, March, and April, and hereafter make settle- 
ments monthly.” 

Extract from letter of A. J. Cassett, third vice-president of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad, to Daniel O’Day, general manager of the American Transfer 
Company: 

- Ne favor of February 15 has been recaived, and direction has been given 
to allow you from and after February 1, 1878, the commission therein asked 
for until further notice.” 

The statement of the Pennsylvania Railroad shows that the 20 cents a bar- 
rel agreed toamounted during the months of February and March to $68,753.50, 
which was paid over to the American Transfer Company, Daniel O'Day, gen- 
eral manager, by the Pennsylvania Railroad, for the benefit of the Standard 
Oil Company's people. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a vivid remembrance of that time. I was interested 
ina pipe line that was competing with the American Transfer Company for 
the oil produced in Clarion County. Ido not believe that at that time the 
American Transfer Company had over $60,000 invested in all their pipe-line 
system, and yetin two months they received in rebate from the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company alone $68,753.50. I remember what a hard time we 
had in keeping alive financially the old Atlantic Pipe Line Company. The 
American Transfer Company was paying a little more for oilat the well than 
we could get for it after we had piped it and loaded it ontothe cars. I can 
imagine now how financially easy the old Atlantic Pipe Line would have been 
if the Pennsylvania Railroad Company had poured into their coffers thirty 
or forty thousand dollars a month. e 

temember, this $68, 753.50 was from the Pennsylvania Railroad alone. What 
the Erie and the New York Central was paying them I do not know; there is 
no record; but men who have studied the evidence in the Hepburn commit- 
tee's report claim that the evidence shows that the five trunk railways paid 
to the Standard Oil Company people $11,000,000 in rebates in sixteen short 
months. Reverse these conditions and the Atlantic Pipe Line Company 
would have driven the American Transfer Seer into bankruptcy, just 
as the Atlantic Pipe Line Company was driven. Railway discriminations 
mean ruin to any enterprise that is discriminated against, and it means 
nopoly for any enterprise discriminated for. 

Upon this question of the destruction of the indepenient pipe lines the 
testimony before the Hepburn committee of Mr. W. T. Shidey, in answer 
to the question of whether the Hunter & Cummings Pipe Line was shut out 
of the market, he said: “ Yes, sir; they were shut out of the market practi- 
cally.” (Hepburn committee report, page 2794.) The history of the unter 
& Cummings Pipe Line was the history of all the independent pipe linesin the 
oilregions. By railway discrimination they were practically shut out of the 
market. Spea ing of the effect the Rutter circular had upon all the pipe 
lines not in the United (Standard) pool, Mr. E. G. Patterson said (page 1683, 
Hepburn committee's report), in answer to inquiry of *‘ to whose benefit did 
the 2) cents rebate provided for in the Rutter circular inure?” 

Answer. “Entirely to the United (Standard) Pipe Line. The result of it 
Was that the United Pipe Lines absorbed 80 per cent of the 20 lines that were 
then in existence in the country.” To which I desire to add—ultimately ab- 
sorbed them all. The testimony before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, in the Titusville and Oil City independent cases, goes to prove that the 
railways had turned their terminal facilities for the transfer of oil from the 
cars to the steamer$ over to the Standard Oil Company, so that the inde- 
pendent oil refiners could not use their tank cars in transferring oil to the 
seaboard, and had to ship their export oil all in barrels. (See page 30, Titus- 
Ville and Oil City independent cases. ) 

‘Then came the discrimination against barrel shippersand in favor of tank 
shippers and in the interest of and for the benefit of the Standard Oil Com- 
pany, and when the Interstate Commerce Commission ordered the railway 
companies tostop this discrimination they ignored the order. (See Interstate 
Commerce Commission's meager. Ieee, concerning tank and barrel rates on oil.) 

rhe evidences goes to prove that the railway companies adopted a system of 
false billing in the interést of the Standard Oil Company and against the inde- 
pendent refinery men. The evidence further goes to prove that after the inde- 
pendent oil refiners had spent many years in building upa trade for their oil 
in the New England States the railway companies, in the interest of the 
Standard Oil Company, put up the railroad rates to New England to the in- 
ut them entirely out of that market. The work of 


2» cents 


mo- 


dependent refiners and 


years was <pmored in an hour by an act of the railway conspirators. (See 

evidence before Interstate Commerce Commission, Titusville and Oil City 

inccpendent cases, es 283 and 284.) 

a Mr. Chairman, al the evidence goes to prove without a shadow of a 

rae that the railway companies all through these years were doing for the 

fon ncaa Oil Fre wocretly just what they had publicly contracted to do 
r the benefit of t uth Improvement Company in 1878. 


;And this evidence before the Interstate Commerce Commission in the 
eal bod and Oil City independent cases goes to prove that the system of 
ard Oil Coane railway discrimination has continued in favor of the Stand- 
statute wan even after the interstate-commerce law was upon the 


Now, what is the remedy? There is 
practically no remedy in the courts. 
They are too slow and expensive. These great railway combinations, in 
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“razoo’ a man up and d 
through the courts, from one to another, for ten long years, until he 
financially exhausted and his business ruined. Why, gentlemen, the C 
case, with all the power and influence of the Interstate Commerce Com 
sion behind it, has been before the courts for eleven long years, and is yet 
unfinished, 

Mr. Chairman, in the face of all the wrongs which I have enumerated to 
you, the Oil Producers’ Council, a body elected from the different producing 





mx 
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districts, began criminal action in 1879 against the Standard Oil Company 
xeople and the Pennsylvania Railroad people for conspiracy against the pu 
fit This action was brought in the courts of Clarion County. Pa. Col J \ 
Verra and myself were the names in which the case was brought. T 


he case 


was prepared at enormous labor and expense. The evidence was at hand to 
prove the facts,some of the conspirators were before the court and the 
jury with almost a certainty that with the evidence at hand they would be 


convicted and sent to the penitentiary to pay the penalty of their crime, and 


then three members of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, in violation of t! 
constitution, took original jurisdiction in these criminal cases and took t! 
indicted conspirators away from the courts of Clarion County and hung tl 


case up. 

The late Franklin B. Gowen, a man of great integrity and ability, 
was a member of the constitutional convention of Pennsylvania in | aid 
before a committee of Congress that “if that constitutional convention did 
anything effectually it was when it took original jurisdiction in criminal 
cases away from the supreme court of the State.”" And yet when the men 
who had entered into a conspiracy to monopolize the great oil producing and 
refining industries of that State had been indicted and were before a jury ot 
their peers, we find members of the supreme court ready to stretch, aye, 
violate, the constitution in order to protect them from just punishment 
The producers and refiners, « shanatod and impoverished, fighting for thei 
right to do business in this free country, found not only the railway com- 
panies, in league with the Standard Oil Company, against them, but mem 
vers of the supreme court ready to dothe bidding of the Pennsylvania Kai! 
road and the Standard Oil Company and protect indicted conspirators from 
just punishment for their crimes. 

Read the record of the Matthews case against the Standard Oil people for 
conspiracy to blow up his refinery and ruin his business. This case was before 
Judge Haight, of Buffalo, N. Y. Read the evidence of Matthews, read the et 
dence of his partner, whom they had bribed and debauched to betray his asso 
ciates. Read the evidence of this man, whom they had spirited about from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific, keeping him under under an assumed name, at 
Boston and elsewhere, keeping him under cover for four long years, that his evi- 
dence might not be had by the courts; keeping him until the load of crime 
his heart became too great for him to bear and conscience forced him to go back 
to Buffalo and confess to Matthews. 

Read the rulings of the judge in this case excluding important evidence, and, 
jinally, when two of those that were indicted were convicted sentence was de 
layed for seven long months, and finally $250 fine was the sentences; $2 a 
hundredth part of the money which Matthews had expended in bringing these 
criminals to judgment. Two hundred and fifty dollars, an atom in the great 
ocean of wealth that was behind these conspirators; and Matthews struggling 
with poverty, yet determined that justice should be done, had spent the few x 
maining thousands he had left in these litigations—and Matthews and his litth 
refinery was forced into the hands of a receiver, and he was financially ruined, 
and the men who had conspired to ruin him fined $ 

Read it all, Mr. Chairman, for I say to you that no honest man can read the 
record of his case without fecling that there was a judicial crime committed 
against the State. And that’s not all. Matthews had verdicts for $ 
against the Standard Oil Company people in his civil damage cases, and the 
creditors of Matthews under this receivership were forced by the judge, against 
their protest, to settle these $270,000 verdicts for $17,800, And this is not all 

These great monopolies have a system of reward,and the political bosse 
are but the creatures and servants and instruments of these great monopolistic 
combines, these bosses secured for this judge the nomination to the court of ap- 
peals of the State of New York, and then, through the help of the party machinery 
and a liberal supply of corruption funds, succeeded in electing him, and there 
he is, way up there on the court of appeals, to dispense this kind of justice to the 
American people. 

No, sir; the remedy is not in the courts; they broke up Matthews and they 
will break up any man who honestly attempts to bring them to judgment. Mr. 
Chairman, the thought is fast becoming fixed in the minds of the common peo- 
ple that these great railway combines, extending as they do from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific and from Canada to the Gulf, that these great combinations of cor 
porate ee are gradually packing the Supreme Court with men that will 
do their bidding, or, rather, with men who are in sympathy with the present 
monopolistic condition of things. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1878 the producers of petroleum had all that Anglo-Saxon 
confidence in the justice of the courts and in the power and the omnipotence 
of the law. If we could get a law enacted by Congress prohibiting railway 
discriminations, then we would have no more railway Sieetaninations and 
no more trouble. We paia $1,000 to a retired railroad attorney of great 
ability to draft an anti-discrimination bill. The conditions were that it 
should be a bill that, when enacted into a law, that the railway companies 
could not drive a train of cars through. Judge Reagan, of Texas, took 
charge of that bill, and we spent eight long years circulating petitions, get- 
ting men to petition Congress to pass that bill. 

You all know what a magnificent fight Reaghen and the friends of that 
measure made in Congress for its passage. We allthought that that bill was 
almost ruined by the column amendments in the Senate; but, however, after 
many weary years of waiting and working, the measure was passed, and we 
had the interstate-commerce law; but do you know that these great railway 
combines and monopolistic combinations don’t seem to care any more for that 
law than though it was not upon the statute books? By every subterfuge they 
evade and violate it. If this great monopolistic power can control the appoint 
ment of supreme court judges and attorney-generals, they don’t care what 
the law is. 

They are becoming bigger than the law, aye, bigger than the Government 
itself. They dare to threaten the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
ignore its orders, and this commission of this great Government seems power- 
less to perform the duties provided for it in the law thatcreated it. (For the 
evidence to prove these statements see proceedings before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Titusville ond Oil City independent cases, pages 
256 and 267. See complaint of the Interstate Commerce Commission to United 
States circuit court in Cox case. Alsosee answer to said complaint by Lehigh 
Valley Railroad Company. See contention of railroad companies in Rice 
case, page 2 of brief.) 

Mr. Chairman, four or five years ago the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad went into the hands of a receiver, and about the first thing that that 
receiver found out was that the officials of that road in a short time prior, 
two or three years, had paid out to monopolies, trusts, favored shippers, over 
$7,000,000 in rebate; and while this was a state prison offense, there seemed 
no disposition on the part of the Attorney-General to bring these great crimi- 
nals to judgment. These great railway and monopolistic combines seem to 
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Behind the power of railway discrimination the Big Four beef combine, 
the sugar trust, the steel combine, the Standard Oil Company, and the rest 
of these trust combinations feel so securein their power to throttle competi- 
tion and plunder the producers and consumers of America that the stock of 
these companies, some of them from 50 to 99 per cent water, are selling from 
two to four hundred cents on the dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, the greatest battle in the record of time has been fought by 
Mr. George Rice, of Marietta, Ohio, for the right to do business in this free 
land, for the right todo the business of his choice. What is the record in 
that case’ In the latter part of the seventies the railway managers, Socripps 
Rice in the interests of the Standard Oil Company people, raised and doubied 
the rate on oil out of Marietta, where Rice's refineries were. The raise was 
only on oil, and only out of Marietta. (For the evidence to prove this state- 
ment see report of the committee of the Ohio legislature on railroad freights, 
pages 5, 41, 42, 124, 141, 162, 166, and 170.) 

Vhat further? The railroads over which Rice had been shipping to the 
Southern markets raised his rates all the way from 29 to 212 per cent above 
the rates that were paid by the Standard Oil Company combination, and 
finally they refused to give Rice any rates at all. (For evidence to prove 
this statement see testimony in the Rice case before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Nos. 51-60, pages 147, 148, and 149. Also, see Rice's complaint, 
page 6.) 

What further? The railroad paid rebates to the Standard Oil people on 
the oilthat Riceshipped. (See report of the Committee of Congress on Trusts, 
1880. pages 575, 576, 577, 578, also page 583.) , 

What further? The railway companies discriminated against Rice in 
favor of the Standard Oil Company people to an amount equal to $199 per car 
on cars carrying 100 barrels. (See exhibit, page 582, report Fiftieth Con- 
gress on Combinations and Trusts.3 

Mr. Chairman, I hope Iam not asking too much when I ask members of 
this commission, when you have time, to read these 43 pages giving a history 
ot Mr. Rice's efforts to do business over these American railways. Every 
fact herein stated is substantiated by sworn evidence before the courts, be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission, before the investigating commit- 
tee, both State and national, and when you have read this record of crime, 
when you have seen how the equal rights of the American citizen have been 
destroyed, ft will make every drop of American blood in your veins boil with 
indignation, and I would suggest, and I think it is per, that when John 
D. Rockefeller appears before you that you ask him if the railway companies 
had treated him as they treated George Rice whether he th he could 
have succeeded in business. 

It dees not seem possible that in this Government, whose corner stone is 
based upon the doctrine of the equal rights of man, such wrongs could be 
perpetrated. Yet this great Government, through its commissions and its 
courts, seems powerless to stop the wrongs which I heve enumerated. 

What is the remedy? The control of the public highways is the most impor- 
tant duty of the Government. Mr. Chairman, give me the control of the high- 
way over which the products of your labor must go to market and let me fix the 
charges, and I can make you my slave. 

The $11,000,000,000 of capital combined in the railways of the Republic, or- 
ganized, as they are, under joint tariff and passenger association, in which 
they have throttled the law of competition and have constituted one ntic 
railway trust controlling the highways of the people, dictating who shali 
and who shall not do the business of the country, condemning this man to 
poverty and that man to riches—these eleven billions of capital holding this 
power, combined with the Standard Oi] Company, the sugar trust, the steel 
combine, the Big Four beef combine, the tin-plate trust, together with all the 
billions organized in o¢her trust combinations, have constituted themselves 
the political dictator of the country. They furnish the millions for corrupt 
—— cam purposes. They assume to own the votes of all the men 
n their employ, and he who becomes politically obnoxious to them is black- 
listed and turned out to starve or hunt a new occupation. Shrewd _politi- 
cians, backed by this combined capital and this power, have constituted them- 
selves political bosses. These bosses are but the servants and instruments of 
this corporate power. These bosses dictate the nomination of legislators, 
Congressmen, Senators, and judges satisfactory to their masters. In this 
way they are shaping legislation and escaping punishment for their crimes. 

Mr. Chairman, it takes a strong man, well anchored in the confidence and 
affections of the people, to triumph pty over the manipulation of this 
combined capital an this power, and just in rtion as these trust com- 
bsorb the wealth uced by the and impov- 





binations are enabled to a 
erish them, just in that proportion will the people become subservient and 
cowering, for, Mr. Chairman, the fear of hunger for wife and babies _— 
cowards of usall. Can the Republic survive with these railways in the ds 
of corporations who are using them to fasten monopolies upon us? 

Mr. Chairman, these corporations, in justification of their management of 
the highways of the people, set forth that they are moving the freight of this 
country cheaper than the freights of any country in the world are moved. 
True; but out of their own mouths they convict themselves of a great crime. 
I hold in my hand a receipted freight bill for the shi tof a carload of oil- 
well supplies from Harmony, Pa., to Unity, Pa., a distance of 49 miles. The 
cost was $46.60 for this carload of 16 a $2.91 a ton for the 49 miles, or 
$0.0593 per ton per mile. I have a freight bill showing that I have paid $0.0132 
per ton per mile in car! ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a large per cent of the freights of the country are 
moved in less than carload lots. Here I have the receipted freight bills on 
land 2 ton lots. Here I find that I paid 13.57 cents per ton mile. is freight 
was of the fifth or sixth class, and I suppose that the people pay similar 
charges upon similar shipments. Now, Mr. Chairman, these statistics show 
that all of the freight of the country, including eve ing, is moved at the 
average rate of eighty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per ton mile. Th 
facts convict the railway managers of a great yreme. for these freight bills 
show that the people are being robbed for the benefit of the stockholders of 
these railways, while these statistics show that the stockholders of the rail- 
wave are being robbed for the benefit of the trusts, monopolies, and favored 

ppers. 

Here is a problem. If the people are obliged to pay, as shown by these 
freight bills, from 4.2 to 13. by cents per ton-mile for the movement of their 
freight, and all of the freights of the country are moved at an average of 
eighty-five hundredths of 1 cent per ton-mile, then how much less than 
eighty-five hundredths of 1 cent per ton-mile does the trusts, monopolies, 
and favored shippers pay in order > ee the average of all the freight of 
the country down to eighty-five h ths of 1 cent per ton-mile’ The 
answer to this question would answer the oft-repeated question of why so 
raany of our railways are in the hands of receivers. The proper answer to 


tais question would answer wLy it is that so many of our railway managers | 


are becoming multimillionaires while their roads are becoming bankrapt. 
The record of the last twenty years has demonstrated that as long as these 
railways are in the hands of these corporations that they will use them for 
the benefit of their friends and inside combinations, use them to destroy the 
— of our citizens—that equality which is the foundation stone upon 
which Republic rests. 


What is the remedy! Take these railways, these highways of the peopl 
corporations, maize theaa pubic - tel tae Govetoment | 


away from these property, 
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own and run them, make them what they should be, public highways ; 
people, over which every man can go to market just as cheap as any oth. 
Do this, and these great trust monopolies that now oppress us will los 
power for evil, as they meet the honest competition which will arise upon 
hand. Make these highwags highways indeed, declare to every man { 
Standard Oil Company, that no sugar trust, no meat combine, no coal , 
shall have any advantage that is not open to the pomet man in the lan 
establish the equality of our — over the highways of the Republic. | 
you have done tis, the peuple will do the rest. 

I know the independent oil producers and refiners of America, and [ /..) 
safe in saying that if you will reestablish the equality of our people oy, F 
highways of the country, that in less than fifteen years they will dr 
Standard Oil Company into a secondary position in the oil trade of th. 
try. These great trust combinations do not know the first principle , 
nomic management. By virtue of the great flow of wealth which ha 
to them from railway rebates and monopolistic position, they have n. + | 
obliged to study the principles of economy a moment in their lives, };, , 
monopoly process they have taken more money from the people tha), | 
know what to do with. 

Reestablish the equality cf our people over the railways of our; 
and there will be no more coal miners’ strikes, so:diers and deputies \ 
be called upon to shoot down American citizens like dogs in order ¢., 
them back into subserviency to the will of the coal barons, for then ¢}). ,. 
miner can goto narket with his cir of coal just as cheap as the biggest ¢ 
combine in the hind. Men do not strike only as a last resort. 

Reestablish the equality of our people, and then the coal miners, when t}. 
become dissatisfied for any reason, instead of striking for their righrs , 
get together, form a little coal company of their own, go over and lease \o 
Cooms's or McLoughian’s farm, and open up a coal mine of their own. a; 
ship their coal—the products of their own labor—upon even terms wit}, +! 
“2 coal combines of the land. 

r. Chairman, how could these great, extravagantly managed. an |.) 
capitalized coal combinations stand that kind of competition? ‘Vhey eo yjq 
not stand it atall. It would be mighty hard on these big coal com) ination, 
but it would be justice and a wise national policy. With absolute ev 
over the railways of the country so that every butcher could ship a 
cattle just as cheap asthe Big Four beef combine, the Big Four beet « 
could not hold a monopoly of the meat business of America for twent 
hours. Today, under Government management, the letter of an 0)! 
ducer, a miner, or a butcher goes to its destination with the same spe. 
the same cost, and with the same precision as the letter of an Armour ora 
Rockefeller. 

Send their oil, their coal, their meat to market upon these same te: : 
equality, and these great trust combinations will soon be getting ridof their 
$25,000 a year lawyers and their $25,000 a year managers, upon the proyosi- 
tion that their business will not stand such high-priced men. And thes 
managers will soon be engaged in building up a business, a property, a » 
aie eeeny Ay their own, and these lawyers will soon be engaged in a better 

yusiness that of advising their principals just how far they can vo wit 
out getting behind the bars. 

How can these railways be taken away from these corporations? It is easy: 
the public welfare demandsit, under the eminent domain of the Stat lhe 
power exists tocondemn these railway properties for the public welfare just 
asunder the eminent domain of the State private lands were condemned on 
which to build these railways for the public welfare 

Pay these corporations for them just'what they are truly worth. and in 
this transaction let us be careful that noinjustice is done either to the peo- 

le or to the stockholders of these railways. But some one says, How could 

he Government pay the interest upon the enormous public debt which this 
purchase would create? Mr. Chairman, the people, who are the Govern- 
ment, are paying it to-day. These corporations are taxing the people by ex- 
orbitant freight rates to pay the interest on all the bonded debt of these 
roads, dividends are much wanted stock, and in addition, hundreds of mil 
lions annually for the benefit of these trusts, monopolies, and favored ship- 
pers. 

Mr. Chairman, under Government ownership the people are only chang- 
ing the managers of their highways, for these railways are the people's 
highways, and one of the greatest jurists that this land ever produce lias 

d “that — highway can not be private property.” And t/ , 
have the right to control their highways and maintain them on the princi) les 
equality. One of the great advantages of national ownership is that tho 
bonded debt necessary to uire these roads could be placed by the Govern- 
ment at from 1} to 3 per cent less interest annually than the bonded de) of 
these roads are now p under corporate management, and this great re- 
duction of interest would be an important factor in cheapening the cost o! 
transportation upon the products of the people. Buta ter advantage, 
a more overshadowing advantage of Government ownership is that w! 
you = able to shake off the grip of these monopolists from tlic throa 
the people. 

But some good men fear the power of patronage which the national owner- 
ship of railways would give the party in power. I donot fear it. That can 
be controlled by civil-service laws. But even if the national ownership ot! 
railways would be a source of strength to the party in power, they would bo 
obli to be responsible to the people for a just, honest, and fair «minis 
tration and menepeeas of the great public properties in the interest of the 
people, while under =o management all of the power and influence 

f these aggregations capital, and of all the men that they contro. |s 
thrown into the balance in favor of this party or that party, whichever wil 
secretly agree to serve them best. ; 

They hold the balance of power in many of the States, and they ca! 

the candidates of that party whose will agree to be most subs: 
to their will, and that 7 which obtains control by virtue of this intlu 
is not held responsible to the ple forthe maladministration of these great 
public highways, as oz would be under Government ownership. It is 
cause these $11,000,000,000 of railway capital, together with all the men wich 
it controls, are in politics clear up to their armpits, and it is because [hs 
capital and these men are in politics for corrupt and selfish pur}. irre- 
spective of the public welfare. It is because these $11,000,000,000, to 
with all the capital of the trusts, are corveptes our public affairs and ce 
bauching our public men that constitutes important reasons why thes: 
railways must be taken away from the corporations. The record of tiv \ 
twenty-five years has demonstrated that the Government must own Ande 
trol the railways or the railways will controlandrunthe Governmen' 
_ Mr. Chairman, in the oil regions of gm ee has lived a set of men w"0 
have never bowed the knee to Baal. They have continually battled {or ('\'" 
rights over the railways of the country. It has been along battle. »! = 
them who buckled on the armor in 1872 have been claimed by the ban! 
death; a few of them have gone down under the blandishments and 10’) 
of the Si Oil Cunpeny; mene of them have been bankrupted «nit 
duced to servitude and have been obliged to go to work for the great ™ er 
oly in order to obtain bread for their families; some of them, with © Ge") 
sense of the tang wrong that has blighted all their hopes and darken“! 
their future lives, with a deep sense of the great wrong t has driven : h ~ 
off from the highways of the country and chained them to the rock hep! 
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d to the insane asylums; but there are enough left to keep the | 
faith and battle on for commercial liberty and equality. 





They have never faltered, but have battled as best they could with the 
‘ans at their command. They first built the 26 pipe Bass to which I have 
meferred: they then found that it was railway discrimination. They then 


wnt to the courts; and when the courts failed them, they went to Congress 
f ve the interstate-commerce law. When the interstate-commerce law failed 
= em, they attempted to hew for themselves a way by building a pipe line 
= the ocean where commerce is free, thinking, hoping, praying that 
. mewhere beyond our borders they might find a government where the 
aaa rights of man are maintained upon the highways of the country. Mr. 
Chairman, we have found it. In the great German Empire, where the Gov- 
ynment owns and controls the railways, the poorest man in Germany can 
ship a barrel of oil from one end of Germany to the other end of ne 
just as cheap as the Standard Oil Company can. In Germany the independ- 
ent producers and refiners of America are not only able to successfully com- 

ete with the Standard Oil Company, but in addition they are enabled to 
ae flattering profits upon their entire capital. _ ; ae 

Gige us nat: onal ownership of the American railways, which will insure 
us equal rates, and we will soon give the people of America their oil at com- 
petitive prices. Then the people of Americ. will not be obliged to pay 40 per 
cent dividends on Standard trust stock, at .east 50 per cent water, because 
capital will be glad to serve them at 6 per cent profit upon the actual amount 
of capital invested. I take no stock in the idea that inordinate, great capital 
can producecheaply. Where monopoly begins, there improvement ends; itis 
competition that forces men to economic improvement and invention; it is 
monopoly that demands great ep While competition was putting oil into 
tank steamers for the competitive markets of Germany at 2 cents a gallon, 
mgnopoly, backed by railway favoritism, was forcing the people of Texasand 
Arkansas to pay 25 cents a gallon for the oil that they burned in their lamps. 

The paid attorneys of the Standard Oil Company, by a liberal use of the 
public press and a system of comer sons, have imposed upon the American 
people the thought that the Standard Oil Company has furnished them their 
oil cheaply. If the people have been served Te by this monopoly, what 
means the $500,000,000 which this great monopoly has garnered? It is not the 
purpose of trusts to serve the people cheaply. Itis the purpose of trusts to 
create monopoly and force producers and consumers of America to pay divi- 
dends on billions of wate capital. Before the sugar trust had fully fas- 
tened its fangs upon us I bought good granulated sugar at $3.90 a hundred. 
To-day the sugar trust Js oe the American people to pay from $5.50 to $6 
a hundred upon the same grade of sugar, a difference, | am told, of more 
than $200,000,000 annually. Think of it, Mr. Chairman. Two hundred mil- 
lions annually, produced by the American people, are by this process trans 
ferred from the pockets of the people to the coffers of the sugar trust, and 
Mr. Havemeyer says, ‘‘ What are you going to do about it?” 

How can this be prevented? First, by assuming control of the railways 
and guaranteeing every man equal rates on the transportation of his 
products to the market, and then in addition ty enacting a law forcing these 
great trusts and monopolistic combines when they fix a price for their goods 
then that price, freight considered, must be the poten in every township and 
hamlet of the land. When prices are changed in any place, they must be 
chan; everywhere. Make a violation of this lawa State prison offense 
for the officers of these corporations. These corporations are the creature 
of the State; the State has created the great centers of commercial and cre- 
ative energy, and the State has the right to control them, that they may not 
become dangerous and destructive of the public welfare. 

This law will prevent these great trust combinations from putting up the 
“— to the people of one section of the country where there is no competi- 

ion and force the le there to pay the expense of destroying competition 
in another section of the country; soovens the corporations from forcing the 
people to pay for a war of annihilation against any growing competition. 

his law will protect and encourage competition upon every hand and cure 
the evils which are now upon us. Say to all the people: Mine, manufacture, 
produce, and the products of your labor shall find a market upon termsequal 
toall,and you shall be protected in a fair competitive combat. Do this, and 
these great ences, unwieldy trust combinations will wither and go 
down as they meet the energetic, intelligent, active, competitive capacity of 
the American people. , 


Mr. KYLE, Mr. President, just one word. I wish to say in 
regard to Mr. Lockwood's testimony, which has been adverted to 
pee pf by Senators during the discussion and which was re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Florida |Mr, MALLORY] only a few 
moments ago, that the whole matter was taken up by the com- 
mission, nineteen members, and discussed. The commission were 
unanimous that those personal attacks should be expunged from 
the testimony. By a subsequent examination of the whole trans- 
action the Senator from Florida became convinced that it should 
be stricken out. 

In reference to the two men who have made the criticisms, Mr. 
Martin and Mr, Schulteis, I will state that they were very strong 
and urgent applicants for positions upon the commission. Had 
they sueceeded very likely the commission would have been prop- 
<— constituted; but since other parties were chosen it is all 

ong. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I beg to say to the Senator from South Da- 
kota that that does not dispose of the exact issue that is now fairly 
before the Senate, and that is, whether testimony actually given 
by witnesses has been changed by the commission, We are not 
discussing questions of grammar, questions of punctuation, petty 
Changes reporters make for witnesses or speakers, unless the 
Witnesses or speokere make them themselves when they revise 
the transcription of the notes. We are discussing the question 
whether substantial changes have been made in the testimony 
ogpally. grea og ye before the commission. 

Mr. KYLE, if the Senator will allow me, I think I stated 
while the Senator was out of the Chamber that no witness's testi- 
mony had been modified or changed in any material point. 
Where a witness made a personal attack on individuals, as Mr. 
Lockwood did, it was thought not wise for the commission to in- 
corporate that in the printed report. 

‘CHANDLER, I have not been out of the Chamber. I 
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permission I will 


go on with my remarks. 

Mr. KYLE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
he had not heard what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I have heard it twice now. 

Mr. KYLE. The commission has never stricken from the tes- 
timony anything, even of this character, without the unanimous 
consent practically of all the commissioners. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that the power which the 
Senator admits that the commission exercises is a very dangerous 
power. Iam speaking now of substantial changes in the testi- 
mony of a witness, whether by altering expressions or by omit- 
ting substantial statements made by a witness. I want to say 
that which I would have said before this time if the Senator had 
not interrupted me to repeat the statement he has made. There 
should be no such change made by the commission unless they 
make a memorandum and incorporate it in their record, showing 
exactly what they have stricken out of the testimony ot the wit- 
ness and the reason why they have stricken it out. 

There have been sufficient statements made here to-day on the 
floor to lead me to say that I think the Senator from South Dakota 
ought to make a more careful statement to the Senate, not nega- 
tively denying that anything has been stricken out except a few 
»ersonal matters which the commission thought ought to go out, 

ut a statement affirmatively showing what has been stricken out; 
how many witnesses have had sentences, paragraphs, pages elimi- 
nated by order of the commission. I do not think the oral state- 
ment made by the Senator from South Dakota sufliciently covers 
the ground. <A suspicion has been aroused in connection with 
these statements. 1 donot assume that because Mr. Lockwood 
wanted to be a member of this body, if he ever did, and was not 
appointed, or Mr. Schulteis—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. Lockwood never wanted to be, 
is no such charge, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Schulteis and Mr. Martin. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I donotassume that because Mr. Lockwood 
is dissatisfied with what the commission has been doing therefore 
he makes a false charge. I do not believe that Mr. Schulteis or 
Mr. Martin, because they were disappointed in not being made 
members of the commission, if they were so disappointed, have 
been making false charges against the commission. I think they 
are honest, as I think the commission have intended to do exactly 
right. But I do say that after all the statements which have been 
made in this Chamber to-day the chairman of the commission 
ought to prepare and submit to the Senate a memorandum telling 
us what has been done in the way of eliminating testimony, and 
let us know how far the commission is undertaking to eliminate 
testimony actually given before the commission, 

Mr. KYLE, ill the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 
I think I can take it upon myself todothat. We tan the original 
notes of all the testimony taken and all the manuscript presented 
to the commission, and I think I can give him exactly the infor- 
mation he desires. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Schulteis and Mr. Martin may be dis- 
appointed men, but I believe they are honest, and the statements 
that have been made in this Chamber and have gone out to the 
world to-day will create an unpleasant impression, which I believe 
the chairman of the commission can wholly dissipate if to-morrow 
he will make and submit tothe Senate such a statement as I have. 
indicated. Ido not desire that the bill shall be delayed for the 
purpose of having the explanation. What the Senator may sub- 
mit to the Senate will not change the legislation, and I hope we 
will dispose of this paragraph and go on with the bill. 

But I further hope the Senator from South Dakota will make a 
memorandum on this subject that can be submitted to the Senate 
and that we can send out to the public, to wholly dissipate the 
impression that will be created by this day’s debate if he does 
not deal a little more satisfactorily with the subject than he has 
by the general statement that nothing iseliminated except by the 
decision of the commission. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, this whole discussion con- 
vinces me that the commission ought to be abolished, The very 
act creating the commission creates a partisan commission: 

That a commission is hereby created to be called the ‘“ Industrial Commis- 
mission,” to be composed as follows: Five members of the Senate 

If the Senators are not partisan, I should like to know what 
they are— 

5 members of the House of Representatives— 

Ten out of the 19 are partisans of one or the other party, or 
both. These charges of suppressing or altering testimony, cut- 
ting out testimony, must spring from witnesses of intense partisan 
zeal, advocating the cause that they testify about. Ido not say 
that the commission itself, asa body, would be animated by parti- 
san zealin cutting out testimony. I say the composition of the 
commission itself unfits it for the investigations that it is charged 
to make, A commission of this sort, if it is to have any weight at 


I thought probably 
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all, onght to be composed of men in civil life, not in political life, | The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

and eminent in the different pursuits the investigation of which is The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

required. That occurs to me to be the method which ought to The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen: ,/ 

have been adopted. the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 152, line 16, ajo» 
Now, after spending about a hundred thousand dollars, after | the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out: ; 

going on for about two years, $87,000 more is required and a year's Provided, That no part of this sum shall be used for payment of sala: 

time more is solicited in which to make a final report. Now, let | persons, whose employment is controlled by the Joint Committee 0; 

us look at the subjects: ‘‘All questions relating to immigration, ing, who were not appointed subsequent to January 1, 1900. 

to labor, to agriculture, to manufactures, and business.” Itoc-| In line 20, after the word “‘ Provided,” tostrike out further 

curs to me that different bureaus already established provide for | line 21, after the word ‘‘ printers,” to strike out the comma ay , 

all the investigations into these matters here set out that are nec- | sert the word ‘‘and;” and in Jine 22, after the word “ binders 

easary. We have a Commissioner of Immigration, who gives the | strike out ‘“‘and leather cutters and parers;” so as to make 

number of immigrants. He gives the kinds of immigrants. He | clause read: 


$10,000; and the p: 


gives the country from which they come. : He gives alland every | for the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for t! 
particu'ar in regard to immigration which, it occurs to me, we | lic priatios, ecading the cost ot pemuns = Fag and proc “d 
yht - , . e iagai ey se re- | Congress in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD, and for lithographing, ma ¢ 
ta ae se re We hav he aes a at who a is | and engraving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of i. i ed 
Searches, We & now, are characteriz h by dhigence an . States, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of ( 
capacity. Mr. Carroll D. Wright is very eminent as a labor inves- | the Library of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Department 
tigator. His reports rank as high as those of any civilized State | 1% rolarian or comnpensntion of pod ove spade sec Loge TO a 
in the world. Whatcould this commission, composed as it is, and nenceanre a Rterials which may be needed in tho Prosecuti mn of tl 
as it will be under this system, of partisans for one side or the other | $3,948,800: Provided, That the Public Printer may hereafter, in his dis 
or both, add to the labor and researches of Mr. Wright, the Com- | pay all printers and bookbinders employed in the Government Printing 
Sand » of Labor? Office at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time actually employed: and |) 
missioner OF Lui ‘ , the said sum hereby appropriated printing and binding shall be dou 
As to egriculture, we have a Department of Agriculture, pre- | Public Printer to the amounts following, respectively, namely, etc 
sided over generally by men of a great deal of intelligence and The amendment was agreed to. 
industry, and a large corps of assistants under them. They are | ‘Phe next amendment was, on page 155, line 10, before the word 
engaged in the investigation of everything that pertains to agri- | « .all,” to insert *‘ under this appropriation;” so as to make the 
culture, They give out their reports and their bulletins. Those | .jan<e read: 
reports and bulletins are eagerly sought for by the people, and | menathain ici ila ae 
.c >. °, | Yor the supreme Court o t 1e ni ed 5 ates, g 
are sent out at great expense to farmers and others who are not | the Supreme Court under this appropriation shall be done by the pri 
farmers. Seeds are sent out. Cuttings are sent out. All new | may employ, unless it shall otherwise order. : 
plants are sent out. All new methods of agriculture are re- The amendment was azreed to 
" icati ini sar , 2 ap* . 
— ond, eee lications containing those researches are The reading of the bill was concluded. 
; ae ee . . Mr. ALLISON, Iask leave to turn to e 23, lines 16, 17, and 
Then an investigation is to be made into business and mannfac- 18. the canamiioanaal of the committee which bas been ee at os 
i Y Bade . , " ° ° r = > a oe 
ne ~ the ae ¢ momenerens, ? patna — pte tes in Committee of the Whole. I ask unanimous consent that that 
GOpAranen’ 15 ZOE LO UO Ase = ay, © | may be reconsidered, and I propose to substitute for it what | 
for, in a bill before this body, in which all investigations of man- send to the desk 
ufactures and commerce are to be lodged in the hands of this new | ~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the vote 
department. So the Government already has provided for proper | 1. which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered 
- efficient eaghae ee - redo mig into everything that | The Senator from Iowa moves an amendment to the amendmen 
o cioer atdhien charaae af pectianualite- bf erties Naina on of the committee. The amendment to the amendment wil! be 
: gp 0 dl ow * | stated. 
cluded, of evidence being cut down, censored—in view of the fact The SECRETARY. Strike out theamendment in lines 16.17. and 
that, although the commission is composed of honorable gentle- 18 nid tetaiattee . -o 
men in the Senate, honorable members of the House of Represent. Porto Rican light-house establishment: To maintain existing aids t 
atives, these gentlemen have not time to make the investigations gation and complete the construction of Mona light on Porto Rico and ajja 
that the commission requires, it occurs to me that there is no ne- | cent islands, $60,000, to be immediately available. 
cessity whatever for the commission. . 
A Senator has not time to take from his duties here in the Sen- aa amenamnent - a ded toro ae gg to 
ate to investigate these matters that require expert knowledge. Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the letter which I send to the desk 
Themen tomake thisinvestigation ought to be experts. While of explaining the reasons for this change may be inserted in the 
course they might belong to one or the other of the parties that now REcorD r e 
»revail in the United States, they would not be partisans as mem- The PRES : bie ns a 
: : e PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the letier 
rs of the Senate and House are partisans. They would be men will be inserted in the REcorp. 


in civil life, who follow civil pursuits, and who vote for one or : . 
the other of the parties as aa incident to their citizenship, but The letter is as follows: ta 
who do not make a living out of politics. TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE Woke ae 

It occurs to me that there is no necessity whatever for the com-| gn. Referring to the letter from this Department of May & 190). 
mission. I do believe, however, that the work already under- | subject of the Porto Rican light-house establishment and to the appcarat! 
taken ought to be finished. The people ought not to lose the before your committee of the representatives of the Light-House Boi 
benefit of whatever may accrue to them from the labors of this | May 14,100) when the sundry eivil billwas under consideration, this 1 
commission by cutting it off all ofa sudden. Just so much of an lowing amendment to the sundry civil bill as reported to the Senat 
appropriation ought to be made as will allow the commission to 2d instant: sais teh ceasdt-ihaibtst t I aa oF Port 

: . : ° s . e sian T 
ry aE Lae agen * “aaden already done, and that ought to Rico"tand insert the words - aids to navigation and complete aa ( str } 

. . tion o ona t on Porto Rico an acent islands;”’ so that the para 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | graph will read as follows: . ae 
the amendment offered by the Senator from South Dakota to the | __ “Porto Rican light house establishment: To maintain existing aids tons 
amendment of the committee. tit, iithnatanhwa.* 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. In explanation of the foregoing amendment it is submitted that th: c 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to propose a modification,to the para- pletion - aoe. Nass will cost about Lag and the vor. a waa 

raph beginning in line 23 by inserting “‘eighty-seven thousand | ¥Y Under the insular government, has been continued by the Lig 
five hundred” instead of ‘twenty-eight thousand six hundred.” 

The Secretary. In line 23, page 151, strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight 
thousand six hundred” and insert “‘eighty-seven thousand five 
hundred; ” so as to read: 

To pay the expenses of the commission, $87,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 25, page 151, I move to strike out 
‘“*thirty-nine” and insert “‘ forty-two.” . 

The Secretary. In line 25, page 151, itis proposed tostrike out 
‘thirty-nine ” and insert “‘ forty-two;” so as to read: 

To pay the salaries of the commissioners, not members of Congress, $42,700. 


YW 


Board, and will probably be completed within the present fiscal year. | 

be necessary to provide for the floating aids, buoys, etc., as well as the liz 

aids, and these lights and other aids are located upon the island of Porto 

and also on Mona Island, on Caya de Muertos, on Cordona, on Culebrit. an 

on Vieques Islands, at various distances from the coast of Porto Rico 
Respectfully, . 


O. L. SPAULDING, Acting Se 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
United States Senate 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to modify the amendment propos«d on 
page 43, line 22. After the word “dollars,” where the words 
1 clerk of class 1” were inserted, I wish to restore the words 
** bookkeeper, $1,080,” which were stricken out on my motion: *° 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. that it will read: 
Mr. ALLISON, In line 1, page 152, I move tostrike out ‘*$122,- One clerk of class 1, bookkeeper, $1,080; in all, $7,680. 
800” and insert ‘*$129,500.” It is a mere change of the total. The amendment was agreed to, 








0. 


1H 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 67, line 15, after the word ‘ dollars,” 
I move to insert: 
And for private secretary to the governor, $2,009. 


This was omitted, the law requiring it to be inserted, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. After the words just inserted, on the same page | 


and line, I move to insert: 

For traveling expenses of the governor while absent from the capital on 
official business, $500. : 

That is also required by the law relating to Hawaii. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 72, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 
4, | propose to Insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

provided, That nothing in the act to regulate the use of the Capitol grounds, 
approved July 1, 1882, shall be construed to prohibit concerts on the Capitol 
grounds at times when neither House of Congress is sitting by any band in 
the service of the United States under the direction of the Architect of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that thisamendment is inserted—and 
lask that it be inserted by unanimous consent—in order to meet 
a difficulty that has been discovered in some statute which pro- 
hibits the use of the band during the vacations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Iowa, in charge of the bill, 
will permit me, I should like to ask the present consideration of a 
bill which will take but a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will yield to the Senator in a few moments, 
but not now, if he will pardon me, 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to give a notice. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 78, line 23,I move to strike out ‘‘and” 
and insert ‘‘or;” so as to read: 

And to prevent payment for fraudulent or imperfect surveys returned by 
deputy surveyors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.ALLISON. Onpage83, line 22, under the heading ‘‘ Current 
expenses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb,” 
after the word *‘August,” I move to strike out ‘‘thirteenth” and 
insert ‘‘thirtieth;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the number of beneficiaries in said institution, authorized 
by the act of August 30, 1890, to be received from the several States and Ter 
ritories is hereby increased from 60 to 100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Yesterday and to-day in the consideration of 
this bill a number of amendments were passed over for considera- 
tion. Some of them are very important, and I have no doubt they 
will lead to some debate. 
to undertake the consideration of those amendments to-night, as 
I am quite sure we could not complete the bill within any reason- 
able hour this evening. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from Alabama to withhold 
that motion foramoment. I have a measure relating to the Cen- 
sus Office, which is important, and I should like to submit it for 
present consideration. 

Mr. PETTUS. Will it occupy much time? 

Mr. CARTER. No time at all, so far as I can perceive. 
be readily disposed of, 

Mr. PETTUS. Very well. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SETTLE, 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Tuesday, June 5, at 5 o'clock p. m., I will ask the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the resolutions from the House of Representatives 
upon the life, character, and public services of Hon. Evan E. 
SETTLE, late a Representative from the State of Kentucky. 

DISBURSING CLERK OF CENSUS OFFICE. 

Mr.CARTER. From the Committee on Census I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 11816) requiring 
the disbursing clerk of the Census Office to file an additional bond, 
and for other purposes, and I request permission for its present 
consideration, 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA STRANG. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the present consideration of the Dill 
(H. R. 7812) granting a peneion to Lydia Strang. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


It can 


Has the amendment which I sent to the desk 


The amendment has been | 
* 





, Mr. STEWART. 


. | justice. 
The amendment will be stated. | 3 . 


ro 14 ‘ ° ~ 9 | - . ; : 
On page 72, line 4, after the word “ dollars,” | were employed for a short time, and their rate of enployment by 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia Strang, 
dependent foster mother of William P. Lewis, late a private in 
Company E, First Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN L. SMITHMEYER 


AND PAUL J, PELZ. 

[haveasked unanimous consent several times 
to call up the bill (S. 186) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer 
and Paul J. Pelz, and it has been objected to by some one, but I 
know of no reasonable objection to it. It is an act of justice. 
The rule by which they were paid seems to me an outrage upon 
They won the prize after thirteen years of labor. Their 
plan was accepted, and then some six months afterwards they 


| the month or by the year afterwards was made a rule for judging 





I think perhaps it is hardly worth while | 


of the entire employment. I think that the bill ought to pass. 
‘Lhe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] was here at the time, 
and he knows about it. I shouid like to hear from him on the 
subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest totheSenator from Nevada that that 
bill ought to go over at least until to-morrow. I shall not object 
to its consideration at this time or at any other time, but | was 
urged on account of the length of this day to cease working upon 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 1 would much prefer to go 
on with that bill if we are to continue in session. 

Mr. HOAR, It will take only a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. It has been read, and it will take but a mo- 
ment to put it on its passage. If there is no objection to it, it can 
be voted on at once. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
quest. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Nevada asks 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 186) for the relief of 
John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz. The bill has been read. 

Mr. BATE. How much is involved? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That bill can not be disposed of to-night, 
Iam very sure. It isa bill over which there is controversy. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I shall have to move to take it up. 

Mr. BATE. Thatisall right. There will beno voting quorum. 

Mr. STEWART. I give notice, then, that you must give me an 
opportunity to-morrow morning to move to take it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say just one word with reference to 
these bills. I have been compelled to be absent a great many 
hours on a great many days upon committee work. [ have one 
or two little bills on the Calendar that I desire very much to 
have considered, and which I hope to have considered before we 
adjourn, but in the pressure of appropriation bills I have refrained 
from pressing them forward. I feel quite sure that all bills 
which ought to be considered can be considered .before final ad- 
journment. 

Mr. PETTUS. Irenew my motion. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 will not press it further to-night, but I shall 
try it again in the morning. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Alabama to withhold 
his motion that I may give a notice. 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 

MILITARY ACADEMY 


Mr. SEWELL. I desire to give notice that on the conclusion 
of the sundry civil appropriation bill—to-morrow, I hope, some 
time—I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R, 115388) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy 
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes, 


AFFAIRS IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair desires to lay before 
the Senate a communication from the Public Printer, in which 
he calls attention to the fact that under the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of 3,000 copies of parts 1 and 2 of Docu- 
ment 62 the cost will be more than $500. If there be no objec- 
tion, the vote by which the resolution was agreed to will be re- 
considered and the resolution will be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not reduce the number to 1,500? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Can not the Senate order the re- 
printing of a document without referring it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not by a Senate resolution 
alone. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to. 

‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the consideration 
of the resolution, as follows: 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 3,00) copies of 
parts land 2, Document No. 62, third session Fifty-fifth Congress 


+} 


I suggest to the Senator to submit his re- 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to reduce the number to fifteen Edward B. Waters, to be postmaster at Burns, in the county of 


hundred. That will bring it within the $500 limit. | Harney and State of Oregon. p 
Mr. HAWLEY. We could make it a joint resolution very; James Clove, to be postmaster at Provo City, in the coun}; 

easily. | Utah and State of Utah. ' 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam afraid it would not get through the W. G. Robarts, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 

other House. One of our resolutions to print this very document | McKean and State of Pennsylvania. , 

is before the other House now. | U. V. Mace, to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator trom South Da- | Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 
kota moves to strike out *‘three thousand” and insert ‘fifteen * James William Huggins, to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, in | 
hundred.” Is there objection to the amendment? The Chair | county of Irwin and State of Georgia. 


3 


hears none. Shall the resolution as amended be agreed to? John H. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Pueblo, in the county of 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. Pueblo and State of Colorado, ; 
MATHIAS PEDERSON. | ‘Thomas H, Sexton, to be postmaster at Juneau, in the county 


; lore ¢ Ste 2 is, 23 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill | &f Podge and State of Wisconsin. 
1992, If it takes a minute and a half beyond the time of reading | etiiedaaosdiratibiphniatecentbasintese 
it, I shall withdraw it. vee ial ieeheeteallintnasinsdinil tneilaeniniatmenets 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know what bill that is, but I am HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


roing to object to any unanimolhs-consent agréement to-night. . 2 
wer. BATE. That ends it. : ‘ . MONDAY, May 28, 1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. ._| The House met at 12 o’clock m.,and was called to order by tha 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will not the Senator allow the bill to be read? | Sneaker. , 


Mr. PETTIGREW. No; I do not know what the billis, butI| “Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

am going to object. ; | The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will allow a brief executive | 7 eta 





session. I have several reports that I should like to make. Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice to tho 
Mr. PETTUS. Very well. House that on Wednesday morning next the Committee on [ules 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama | Wil! report a rule ma‘ing a special order for consideration by the 
withdraws his motion. | House of joint resolution 138, proposing an amendment to ihe 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, | House bill 10 of the a ne one — to trusts, and 
y . . House bill 10539, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade 

: > 3) - 
are. _F pa Sn the Senate proceed to the considera | and commerce against unlawful restrainis and monopolies.” and 


and set apart three days—Wednesday, Thursday, and Frida 
for their consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, MayI ask the gentleman if he remembers 
that Wednesday is Decoration Day? Do we not intend to adjourn 
over that day? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think wecan observe Decoration Day 
better than to attend to the public business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Afterthirteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 85 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, May 29, 1900, at 11 o'clock a, m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. Mr. RICHARDSON. We usually adjourn over. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 28, 1900, Mr. DALZELL, I think not; I think the gentleman is mis- 


ee ae taken. 
armmerceaprey’ Mr. RICHARDSON. Ithink the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Anne D. Moore, to be postmaster at Avondale, in the county of | jg jin error. 


Chester and State of Pennsylvania. : Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. When is the vote to be taken? 
John H. Glasser, to be postmaster at Monaca, in the county of | Mr, DALZELL. On Friday evening. 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 


Jc F. Stunkel, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county of CIVEL, CODE FOR ALASKA. 
ae State of Florida, - . Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
Harry S. Van Gorder, to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county | 8°lve itself into Committee of the W hole House on the state of the 
of Graham, Arizona Territory. Union for the further consideration of Senate bill 3419, to provide 
Nettie A. Hudspeth, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county | ® = ce - for Re ie 
of Howard and State of Arkansas. : 1e Motion Was agr . ; ; t . : 
David Israel, to he postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the county Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
of Ascension and State of Louisiana. Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. JENKINS in the 
Homer B. Bryson, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county | chair, for the further consideration of Senate bill $419, making 
of Nicholas and State of Kentucky. further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other 
J. A. Constant, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the county of | Purposes. 5 1 
Nemaha coal State of Tineee. : ’ Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read the 
John F. Diener, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in the county of | last section. 
Otoe and State of Nebraska. The Clerk read as follows: 
James M. Diment, to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county Src. 364. All acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
of Steele and State of Minnesota. aie re eceey eeuatlel aries ie the deter a ete te era eine 
R. Arundel, to be postmaster at Staples, in the county of Todd spective ofticial capacities under existing law until August 1, 1900, unless their 
and State of Minnesota. successors are appointed and qualified prior to that date. 
H. J. Rouse, to be postmaster at Cazenovia, in the county of | Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
Madison and State of New York. ment to the section. 
George W. Pollitt,to be postmaster at Paterson, in the county The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an amend- 
of Passaic and State of New Jersey. 7 ment, which the Clerk will report. 
John J. Anderson, to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the county The Clerk read as follows: 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. . . Strike out all of section 364, on page 616, after the word “repeal,” in tho 
William Watson, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county of | second line of said section. 
Wyoming and State of New York. . ; Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, we are interested in knowing 
Clarence A. Sprague, to be tmaster at Liberty, in thecounty | what the amendment is, and can not hear. 
of Sullivan and State of New York. ‘ The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report 
Charles E. Smith, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county | the amendment again. 
of Oneida and State of New York. The amendment was again read. 


Joseph B. Woodward, to be ene at Franklin, in the Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from Illinois state what 
county of Warren and State of Ohio is the purpose of it? 


Henry Nixon, to be postmaster at Salineville, in the county of Mr. WARNER. The purpose of the amendment is to make the 


Columbiana and State of Ohio. act conform to the previous sections. The original provision w’s 
John M. Birch, to be postmaster at Yellow Springs, in the | that the time chante expire August 1, but that was amended, and 
county of Greene and State of Ohio. it 1s provided that the officers shall serve until their terms exp'te. 
George A. Johnson, to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the county | We do not want to legislate anybody out of office by this code. 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. The amendment was agreed to. 
E. D. Carl, to be postmaster at Greencastle, in the county of| Mr. WARNER. As the gentleman from Ohio does not seem to 
Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. be in his place this morning, I ask unanimous consent that we 








1900. 








recur to chapter 12, on arrests. The gentleman from Ohio — 
GROSVENOR} made a motion to adopt an amendment, or a substi- 
tute for the entire chapter, and it was continued over until to-day 
in order that his substitute for the chapter might be printed in 
the Recorp for the information of the House. 


printed in the REcoRD, and I move that the amendment offered | 


by the geutleman from Ohio as a substitute for chapter 12 be 
{ ( opted. 

ie. BARTLETT. Before consenting to anything about the 
matter, Mr. Chairman, as I understand, the gentleman from 
Illinois proposes to return to chapter 12, which provides for ar- 
rest and bail in civil actions, and to consider the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] in lieu of 
that chapter. 

Mr. WARNER. As a substitute for the chapter, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not true that the only change made by 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio in that sec- 
tion as originally reported by the comnnittee is that it strikes out 
the words ‘‘ money had and received ’ and the provision for arrest 
in suits for breach of promise of marriage? 

Mr. WARNER. 0; I willsay to the gentleman from Georgia 
those are not the only amendments. It strikes out, in line 5, on 
page 71, the words “‘ or cause of action arising out of contract; ” 
so it makes the first clause of section 98 read: 

In an action for the recovery of money or damages when the defendant is 
a nonresident of the district, or is about to remove therefrom with intent to 
defraud his creditors, or when the action is for an injury to person or char- 
acter, or for willful injury, detaining, or converting property. 

And down below, in section 2, it strikes out ‘‘on a promise to 
marry” and strikes out the words ‘‘received and for;” and in lieu 
of ‘‘ona promise to marry ” it inserts ‘‘forseduction.” It makes 
the whole section refer only to torts or wrongs or frauds, 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
that it leaves in suits for injuries to person or character. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, those are torts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. But without a provi- 
sion of this kind there would be no suit for tort or ex delicto with 
reference to personal injuries, which authorize arrest and require- 
ment of bail in such cases. The, amendment would allow im- 
prisonment not only in a suit for assault and battery or libel or 
slander, but in a suit of any kind where the plaintiff alleges that 
he has been injured in his person or character by the action of 
another. 

Mr. WARNER, By personalinjury is meanta physical injury 
or an injury to a person’s character; it would not cover an injury 
to his bank account—to his financial condition. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I understand the gentleman now asks unani- 
mous consent to return to that section for the purpose of reading 
and considering it? 

Mr. WARNER. That is what Task; and to pass upon the ques- 
tion whether we shall adopt the substitute ornot. Ithinkit would 
be best to doit; and according to my recollection I am inclined to 
the opinion that this course was agreed to on Saturday, though I 
am not sure. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. WARNER, I did not know; perhaps the gentleman re- 
served the right to object. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The stipulation was made that this amend- 
ment was to be simply printed for information. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I ask unanimous consent that we may 
now recur to that paragraph. 

Mr. COWHERD. Allow me one question. 
stand, is only a civil code for Alaska? 

Mr. WARNER. A civil code. 

Mr. COWHERD. And they haveacriminal code in force there? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COWHERD. And the criminal code makes such a thing 
as seduction a crime? 

Mr. WARNER. I can not speak positively as to that. I pre- 
sume such ig the case. I went over this question very carefully 
two years ago. 

Mr.COWHERD. Then all of the offenses enumerated here and 
which are generally made crimes by the statutes of the different 
States are aeons as such in the Territory of Alaska? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. COWHERD., In the criminal code of Alaska there are 
found defined the crimes usually defined as such in the statutes of 
the States? 

Mr. WARNER, I think that is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD, Then does not the gentleman think it is 
sufficient that the criminal statutes provide for arrest in such 
cases? Ought there to be any arrest in the Territory for civil 
offenses? 

Mr. WARNER. Whena person is entitled to a remedy under 
the portic laws for a criminal offense against him, that fact should 
not bar him from his private action on account of the personal 


This, as I under- 
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injury—should not bar his right to whatever judgment he may 
| be able to obtain by civil action. These provisions apply only 
| where there is a civil action authorized. 

Mr. COWHERD. I know that; but ought we to allow impri: 
onment as a remedy in a civil acticn? 

Mr. WARNER, If a man assaults another in Alaska—maims 
| him, abuses him, beats him, in violation of the criminal code—the 
party thus assauited has always his civil remedy, and should be 
entitled to some security for whatever judgment he may obtain 
in an action against the offender. . 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. COWHERD. Have you provided any remedy for the relief 
of the imprisoned debtor, if he makes a good defense? 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. It was not so in the original bill. 

Mr. WARNER: The imprisoned debtor can get out in many 


ways. Before the arrest, the plaintiif must give security for pay- 
ing all the expenses of the defendant's confinement, and the person 
confined can have a hearing. 
Mr. COWHERD. lI think I will object. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman from Missouri object? 
Mr. COWHERD. This matter must go to conference any how. 
Mr. WARNER. If it goes to conference the trouble is that in 
all probability it will come back here in the shape in which it was 
introduced before these amendments were made. If wecan agree 
upon necessary amendments here, the bill will be in much better 
shape after the conference then if it goes backin the original form, 
Mr. COWHERD. Ido not believe there ought to be any pun- 
ishment in the way of imprisonment except for crime. I do not 
believe that any statute ought to permit a man to be imprisoned 
for debt. Under the provision of this bill a man may be imprisoned 
on civil action for trespass or personal injury. 
Mr. WARNER, The only question now is whether you adhere 
to your objection to the consideration of this proposed substitute, 
If you adhere to that, then we will have to take care of it in con- 
ference. 

Mr. Chairman, we passed over section 269, on page 140. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is that the section on contempts? 

Mr. WARNER. No; it relates to arrests after judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
committee return to section 269, which was passed over without 
prejudice. What is the pleasureof the gentleman with reference 
to section 269? 

Mr. WARNER. I desire a vote on that now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 269. A person arrested on execution shall be imprisoned in jail, and 
kept at his own expense until satisfaction of the execution, or his legal dis- 
charge, but the plaintiff shall be liable in the first instance for such expense, 


asin other cases of arrest, in the same manner and to the same extent as 
prescribed in sections 118 and 119. 


Mr. LLOYD. Sections 268 and 269 were both passed without 
prejudice. The Clerk should first read section 268, 

Mr. WARNER. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 268, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 268, If the action be one in which the defendant might have been ar- 
rested, as provided by section 98, an execution against the person of the 
judgment debtor may be issued after the return of the execution against 

is property unsatisfied in whole or in part, as follows: 
irst. When it appears from the record that the cause of action is alsoa 
cause of arrest, as prescribed in section 98, such execution may issue of 
course; 

Second. When no such cause of arrest appears from the record, such exe- 
cution may issue for any of the causes prescribed in section 98 that may exist 
a = aaa the application therefor, upon leave of the court or judge 
thereof; 

Third. When the defendant has been provisionally arrested in the action, 
or an order has been made allowing such arrest, and in either case the order 
has not been vacated, such execution may issue of course; 

Fourth. When execution is issued against the person of the defendant by 
leave of the court, it shall be applied for and allowed in the manner provided 
in section 99 for allowing a writ of arrest, except that the undertaking need 
not be for an amount exceeding the judgment. A defendant arrested on exe 
cution, who has not been arrested provisionally, may at any time be dis- 
charged from such arrest for the causes and in the manner provided in se 
tions 120 and 121 for the discharge of a defendant who has been provisionally 
arrested. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I did not object to return- 
ing to the section as asked by the gentleman from Illinois, but as 
all of the chapter providing that a party may be imprisoned for 
debt prior to judgment has been stricken out, it occurs to me that 
these provisions in the bill would make it a little awkward, and 
therefore I move to strike out sections 268 and 269. If we are to 
stand by the action of the committee with reference to the section 
to which these sections refer back, prescribing when a person 
may be arrested in a civil action, then these sections will be out 
of place. Therefore I move to strike them out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia that, in the opinion of the Chair, as expressed the other 
day, a motion to strike out the two sections at one time would 
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not be in order, but that a motion to strike out each separately 
would be in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike out section 268. 

Mr. WARNER. Iwill let it go and not say anything about it. 
We will fix that later. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, the whole of chapter 12, in which 
occurs section 98, to which reference is here had, has been stricken 
out of this bill. This section will have to be amended in some 
way. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the section be 


stricken out. It is a section which provides for arrests after | 


judgment, providing that execution may be issued against the 
property of the defendant; and if no property is found upon which 
to ievy, then an execution may be iomad against the person of the 
defendant. That is provided for by this section, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia asks that it be stricken out. It seems to me, 
under the circumstances, as chapter 12 has been stricken out, 
that it would be ae to strike this out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but section 
268 expressly provides that if it isa judgment rendered upon an 
action in which the defendant could originally have been arrested, 
then you can arrest him under this section. Therefore—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I will suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that the committee are not resisting the motion. 

The motion of Mr. BARTLETT to strike out section 268 was agreed 
to, 
Mr. BARTLETT. NowI move to strike out section 269 also. 
Mr. LEVY. Mr. Chairman, this session of Congress is drawing 
to a close, and no action has been taken to reduce the surplus now 
lying in the Treasury due to war-revenue taxes. Hearings have 
been granted by the Ways and Means Committee, which, so far as 
results show, were a waste of both the time of the committee and 
of the representatives of the various interests appearing before 
them. It seems now from the statement of the distinguished 
chairman of that committee that it never was intended to repeal 
these taxes at this session of Congress. 

i was surprised to learn from his statement that, having served 
their purpose as a war revenue, these taxes were now to used 
in redeeming bonds, which not only have a number of years to 
run, but on which, in addition to their face value, the reasury 
has been obliged to pay a premium of over $27,000,000 out of the 
surplus, in the refunding, due to the difference in the exchange. 


THE EXCUSE FOR NONACTION WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED BY THE PEOPLE. 


The excuse for nonaction which the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee offers will not be accepted by the taxpayers of 
the United States, and certainly not by those representing them 
who appeared before the committee in the hope and with some 
assurance that their complaints of the unfairness of these taxes 
and their plea for a reduction of them, if not their entire repeal, 
would be heeded, 


LARGE CASH BALANCE IN TREASURY. 


The available cash balance in the Treasury on the 26th of May 
amounted to $144,904,488.80, in addition to the reserve, while 
the excess of receipts over expenditures of the Government aggre- 
gated $61,130,798.23. War and naval expenses are decreasing; 
customs and internal revenue receipts are increasing, while the 
total expenditures of the Government have decre over $121,- 
364,436.10 for the ten months of this fiscal year. It must be borne 
in mind that the Secretary of the Treasury purchased over $21,- 
000,000 of 4 and 5 per cent bonds, and set aside $50,000,000 of re- 
serve, and this amount must be added to the surplus for the 
fiscal year, which would make it $131,130,798, 

The reserve fund, with the available cash balance now in the 
Treasury, amounts to $294,904,488.80, or about $4 per capita for 
every citizen, now lying idle and reducing the money in circula- 
tion to about $22 per capita, or partly deposited in national banks, 
where it draws no interest, because of the failure of Congress to 
enact legislation which had been pro in this body on the 
Democratic side to charge interest on these very deposits. 

The ee will not readily excuse the policy of the Administra- 
tion which taxes them and takes from their business a part of 
their earnings in order that national banks might receive the bene- 
fit of their contributions to the support of the Government with- 
out paying interest thereon. 


ARGUMENTS OF DELEGATIONS. 


Every delegation that has appeared before the Ways and Means 
Committee has presented but one argument. It is the argument 
heard everywhere, except in the committee room, perhaps, when 
no delegation was present, namely, ‘‘the war isover;” and upon 
that argument is based the —— to fulfill the promise that 
these taxes would be repealed when peace had been restored. 

When the patriotism of the people was appealed, to the response 
was prompt, and merchants, manufacturers, bankers and brokers, 
and tradesmen of ali classes gladly accepted the burden of taxa- 
tion, believing, as they had every right to believe, that when the 
war ended these taxes would cease. 
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Their hope does not seem destined to be fulfilled at this sessi,, 
of Congress, while it seems equally certain that the taxes ¢o). 
tributed for war purposes only are to be used for another purpos, 
and one not eublagiaiek by any member of this House when ¢}). 
war-revenue bill was before it, and certainly not by the rankip 
member of the Ways and Means Committee. 


DEMAND FOR REPEAL OF TAXES COMES FROM EVERY CLAgs, 


The demand for the repeal of these taxes does not come from on 
class of merchants or manufacturers, nor should it be made < 
much a party measure as a question of good business judgmey 
and sound financial legislation, but it is safe to predict that t} 
who suffer under these taxes, when they know that the Treasnr, 
contains an overflowing surplus, will hold the Republican pa) 
responsible for its failure to relieve it and restore it to the people, 

A surplus is as great a menace to the Government as it is to cor- 
porations, and leads not only to extravagance in expenditures })11; 
as in the case of corporations, to a concentration of capital, whic) 
leads to the denunciations of combinations of business enterpris:s 
into so-called trusts. The same disastrous effect invariably fo}- 
lows the accumulation of a surplus which should be kept in cir 
culation, and just as surely as this surplus remains in the vaults 
of the Treasury so surely will its influence be felt in business 
circles, and at a time when Congress will be powerless to relieye 
the conditions which it will bring about. Such a condition arose 
last October, and not only retarded our prosperity at home, but 
gs epi our prestige abroad. 

We are assuming with mighty strides the position of the leading 
financial nation of the world. It is not difficult to imagine how 
long that position can be maintained if we continue to exhibit a 
weak financial policy. 

As I predicted, we are now supplying Europe with coal and 
iron in largely increasing quantities. Every dollar of money 
possible to be put in circulation is required for our daily increas 
ing enterprises. But it should not be circulated by redeeming 
bonds which bear a rate of interest of 2 per cent with money ex- 
acted from the people and withdrawn from their business, where 
it would yield a return not of 2, but of 5, 10, and even 15 per cent. 
This is not only bad financiering, but is unfair to the people, 


NO GOOD REASON FOR DELAY. 


I can see no good reason for delay in passing a bill for the reduc- 
tion of these war taxes, It will not require any nice adjustment 
of schedules nor any great exercise of economic judgment to formu- 
late and introduce such a bill, nor will it demand long debate. 
The surplus exists, as the daily reports of the Secretary show. 
If the $100,000,000 which it was proposed to raise by the origi- 
nal war measure are needed, why should the surplus above that 
amount not be restored to the people? 

Why wait until the next session to do this when the pledge was 
given when this law passed, and even by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York who speaks for the other side of the 
Chamber, that ‘‘ the proposition of the committee” (referring to 
the Ways and Means Committee) ‘‘is that when the war is or 
we cut out the war taxes, and that we pay the bonds, as we paid 
the bonds of the late war, out of the usual and ordinary ta.ves.” 
Now it is proposed—and by the very chairman who maie the 
above suggestion—not only to defer the abrogation of these taxes, 
but to put them to the very use which he said the committee pro- 
posed not to do when the bill was before you for passage. 


BREWERS PAY 40 PER CENT. 


It has been stated that those who appeared before the commit- 
tee were anxious to have the taxes removed from the particular 
industry which they represented. Naturally that must have been 
the object of their appearance. One class of the business men 0! 
the United States, however, deserved ial consideration, be- 
cause of the unselfish patriotism which they exhibited in the pay- 
ment of taxes during the late war and because they have chier- 
fully continued the ao of the taxes imposed toe defray the 
cost of the lamentable civil war. 

At the outbreak of the Spanish-American war, while protest'ns 
against the imposition of a double tax upon their product, the 
brewers of the United States, recognizing that it was the duty 0! 
every citizen to stand by the Government, yielded gracefully an‘! 
as to the demands and requirements of the time, nd 

uring the first five months of the existence of the tax con- 
tributed over 40 per cent of the war revenue. Not only was ° 
increased tax im , but they were compelled to meet a decrease 
in the consumption of their commodity, which for the five montis 
above refe to amounted to 1,250,000 barrels. 

While it may be said that the consumer contributes to the herr 
tax imposed by the Government, and while this is partly true, 
the decrease in consumption which caused a loss to the produc:t 
was due to theimposition of this tax, and this loss to the product 
oceurred at a time when every other industry in the country w's 
prospering. 
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In no other country is the tax on malt liquors so high as it isin 
the United States to-day. The original tax of $1 has remained | 
constant, while the price per barrel of beer has steadily declined, 
until now it is just about half the price obtaining when the orig- 


inal tax was imposed, 
BREWING INDUSTRY SERIOUSLY AFFECTED. 


This industry has been seriously affected by these taxes, and 
every industry identified with it has suffered in proportion—real 
estate, coopers, farmers, bottle manufacturers, wagon builders, 
horse dealers; infact, every business dependent upon the brewing 
interests for the sale of goods or manufactures. How long this 
condition will continue can not be inferred from any action 
of the Ways and Means Committee, for we have only the assur- 
ance ‘that a bill may be framed that may be brought in next De- 
cember,” and in the meantime the brewing industry must continue 
to pay double taxes while its business decreases and keep up the 
price of wages of their employees. 


BURDEN ON DRUGGISTS. 


The proprietary medicine industry represents not only a large 
investment of capital, but also, and which is more important, 
practically 38,300 retail druggists in the United States, 60 per 
cent of whose income is taxed by this bill. While the manu- 
facturers have in some instances paid 20 _ cent of that tax, the 
burden falls on the druggist, who in addition to this tax, which 
in some instances is upon the chief article of sale in his store, is 
compelled to pay his ordinary taxes on checks, freight bills, tele- 
grams, and upon the alcohol he uses in his medicinal preparations. 
The profits of the proprietary medicine business have been cut in 
half, while at the same time the business itself has increased mate- 
rially. This is due solely to the discriminating taxes which have 
been imposed, and from which they now ask relief, solely be- 
cause the Government is in a position to do without them. 


INJUSTICE TO BROKERS. 


The representatives of the Consolidated Stock Exchange ap- 
peared before the committee, and in an argument which seemed 
convincing at the time demonstrated that the tax upon themselves 
and their business was unfair as well as discriminating. They 
have not complained heretofore, and only do so now because they 
feel that the time has come when the Government can and should 
properly relieve them of the burden of these taxes. The broker who 
sells 100 shares of stock for $100,000 pays exactly the same tax as 
one who sells a hundred shares of stock for $100, which seems to 
me to be a very unjust method of taxation. These discrepancies 
in the law must be apparent to every member of the committee 
who helped to frame it, and werecertainly made plain by those 
who appeared before them. 


SPECIAL TAXES UNEQUAL, 


The revenue tax on tea affects a class of our citizens who can ill 
afford to pay the tax. It does not affect to the same extent the 
wealthier tea drinkers. It is especially burdensome to the coun- 
try population, who are large users of tea. Whether tea sells for 
$1 a pound or 25 cents a pound the tax is the same, and the rich 
man, who can afford to pay a dollar a pound for his tea, pays a 
tax of 10 cents a pound on his tea, while the more economical 
workingman, who pays 25 cents a pound for his tea, pays a tax 
of 60 per cent. 

In New York special war taxes under Schedules A and B were 
paid by 59,744 people, as shown by the returns of the collection 
districts herewith appended. The receipts from these districts in 
1899 for these two schedules were over $14,000,000, In addition 
to these special taxes, the per capita rate of taxes in New York 
City, State and local, is $24.50, and our citizens pay for local and 
national taxes more than the citizens of any State. 

In their name I protest against the further continuance of the | 
war taxes and demand their prompt repeal and the restoration of | 
the surplus created thereby to the people of New York and every 
other State of the Union. The House has been in session for six 
months, and not the slightest effort has been made to reduce taxa- 
tion or to fulfill the pledge that these war taxes would be repealed 
a8 soon as the war wasended. The bill which I introduced (H. R. 
$490) sought to decrease these taxes and still leave sufficient in the 
Treasury to meet the demands of the Government. I believed 
then that these taxes should be reduced $60,000,000. I believe now 
ene should be repealed entirely; that is, purely war-revenue 

This can be done now with safety before we adjourn if there 
was the slightest disposition on the part of the majority of this 
body to act. The minority can not pass such a measure as would 
telieve the people, however ready they are todoso. But I have no 





| 


fear that the people will fix the responsibility for refusal to repeal 
these taxes where it properly belongs, and will appreciate the fact 
eet ie Democratic party has always stood ready to act in this 


or any other matter which was for the people's welfare. 


a 
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RECORD—HOUSE. ol 


I append some statistics which I would like to have made a part 
of my remarks: 
Statement of cash in the Treasury of the United States, in 
and redemption, on the 26th day of May, 1900 
RESERVE FUND 
Gold coin and bullion in division of redemption 
TRUST FUNDS, 
(Held for the redemption of the notes and certificates for which they are 
respectively pledged. | 
DIVISION OF REDEMPTION, 
ne da Qencceweseseeeesesessese cee pentenaeutie $229, 860, T79 


divisions of 


ices ein Gani ten .... 6150, 000,000 


BNO CUEINIED ones cocnce encene cencwecccss cqscce ceccee ox “414. 707.000 
Silver dollars of 1800. ..............22..2-2-0- 8, 427, 8 
Silver bullion of 1890_. - 21 sas. 1a 
ee dec bbebeeaeddeeehowumne >, 105, 000 
i cate bdaceei tical badune withdinl dientisenbintie ined Ove ( ) 
DIVISION OF ISSUE. 
NE ee eee 229, 869, 779 
Silver certificates Outstanding” «occ ccccccccccoc cccccccuccectcess 414, 707,000 
Treasury notes outstanding. - {DEE AE ee 70,996,000 
Currency certificates outstanding -........................... 5, 105, 000 
a a audes 6 ) 


F P GENERAL FUND. 
ee i NE DEIN cn a cnceensss enced 60<6s6 covcce 
ES ree. ise ddcotnedieéne 


NE ee 


$42,515, 651.05 
27, 165, 960. 00 
$751,021.00 





I inna 6, 643, 585, 00 
i a  uliiethaiennes 123, 840. 24 
United States notes.............. 17, 357, 208.00 
Treasury notes of 1890........... ; G82, 52. 00 
CI Gl IO crcceccdd dcccceccccececcuce : 145, 000. 00 
National-bank notes = Z 6, 459,086, 82 
Fractional silver coin ......cc.cccoccccc ccccce coccce 5, 753, 141. 61 
ep NON S.. cn... nududbbewausan euwedeen sence £9. 72 
ich dnttheonshenctiiebaheetindidwnecney nen 452,141.11 


$111, 849, 221.05 
In national-bank depositaries 
To credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States....... soa dn ice ine ea aaa eine eatin 105, 686, 600. 91 
To credit of disbursing officers................ 5, 677, 907. 42 
111,364, 517.33 
Awaiting reimbursement: 
Bonds and interest paid ...... ......cccocccccee 701, 850.15 
— 112, 066, 367. 48 


223, 915, 588.53 
Liabilities: 

National-bank 5 per cent fund........ 
Outstanding checks and drafts... 
Disbursing officers’ balances 
Post-Office Department account 








1, 461 


SE OEOUND BOGUT dadnkd ddd cceccccacdcstcece 2, G04, 270. 56 
-- - 79,011,099. 73 
Available cash balance «..... .....ccccccc ceccccn cco enccccee $144, 904, 488. 8D 
Receipts, expenditures, redemptions, etc., May 26, 1900. 


| This day. This month This fiscal 







year. 
ee ian 
RECEIPTS. | 
Customs ..... pceuacedid-dnwntel $434, 742.87 | $14,602, 741.40 | $211, 784, 966. 25 
Internal revenue......-- 1, 006, 679.38 | 20,310, 082,77 | 264, 003, 456.61 
UD bin ccna wunccdncecce 63,884.94 | 3, 287,834.55 34, 880, 348. 58 
Weeks TORRES 2... ccccee<s 1,505, 257.14 | 38,280,708.72 | 510,677,771. 44 
EXPENDITURES. | 
| 1 
Civil and miscellaneous ......-.. 10, 000. 00 8, 270,000.00 | 96,111, 528.21 
Ws cbverdsonss eesesevncsaczdinee 410, 000, 00 7, 110,000.00 | 124,806,544. 51 
BE nttidkiethcccteanevestedundbe 75,000.00.)  4,595,000.00 } 50, 485, 628. 31 
I 45, 000. 00 710, 000, 00 8, 920, 332.91 
Pensions. . 500,000.00 | 11,945, 000. 00 120, 790, 150.27 
PD iikdse 6edentboenenndndstinel cecescecuecns | 3,050, 000. 00 BY, 324, 880. 00 
Total expenditures.....-. 1, 040,000.00 | 35,680,000.00 449,546,973. 21 
Excoss of receipts over ex- | a 
OO ree 465, 257.14 2,610, 708. 72 61, 130, 798. 23 
Receipts last year: | 
TT ii nameqaibemnatadatnd 561,998.77 | 16,301,702. 74 186, 757, 736. 01 
Internal revenue. ......... 914,097.10 | 20,494,013.99 | 243,000, 674. 20 
Receipts from all sources last 
ied dein ncnuwniees 1, 540,114.32 | 98,640,796.60 | 462,606,811. 34 
Expenditures last year ........ 1, 307,000.00 | 37,660,000.00 | 570,911, 400. 31 
NATIONAL-BANK FUND. | 
Deposits under act July 14,1890.| 27,000.00} 268,777.50 | 16, 989, 695.00 
Redemptions under act July | | | 
PT ahsnn sence Gaciunecenes 169,075.00 | 2, 166,720.00 15, 445, 365. 00 
} 
| United States Treasury | 
notes notes Total 


(since 1879). | 


(since 1890). 


j 


REDEMPTION OF NOTES. 


To date $546, 466, 414. 00 'g103, 195, 488.00 | $649, 661,902.00 
This fiscal year, to Mar. 14,1900.; 11,011, 798.00 3, 699, 121.00 | 14, 710, 919. 00 
} 
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May 28, 


Receipts, expenditures, redemptions, etc,-—C Receipts, expenditures, redemptions, eic.—Continued. 
United states Treasury 1 | United States Tr ~ssury ff 
' al. | Unit Sts easury om 
os moses. sotat | notes. notes. tota 
i TT _s tal =e i a — ' on 
Se UNDER ACT MARCH 14, 1990— | 
UNDER ACT MARCH 14, 1900, | aontinnsa. | 
Redeemed in gold | Exchanged for gold — 15,255.00 | 
lo date p<pewepebowen $11, 015,255.00 | $1,662,817.00 | $12, 678,072.00 | DN Ieee eee | $11,015, 255.00 | $1,662,817.00 | $12, 678. 
This fiscal year..........-.--| 11,015,255.00 | 1,662, 817.00 2.678, 072. 00 | This fiscal year............ 11, 081, 966, 00 1, 662, 817.00 12, 678, ( 
This month.....- ne 6,081, 066.00 1, 161, 946. 0 7, 243, 912. 00 | Od |} 6,084, 560.00 1, 161, 946. G0 7, 243. 9] 
DIO, siicicsinacaimiceditemonaoeal 184, 500. 00 | 62, 480. 00 | 257, 040. 00 | NY ui cintishnccbdccheaue 1 | 62, 480. OU 237.04 
| — 3 . | — go Ps sl 
SPECIAL-TAX PAYERS IN NEW YORK UNDER SCHEDULES A AND B, 
Statement showing, by collection diotriets, the actuai number of the different kinds of special-tax payers for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1899; also the n1 


districts who, during the fiscal yea 


} ¢ | he "fea i |* |e Ge 
| | 3 jo IE ly jegie | & 
| s | oD @ ‘sSiog 2 
: : : . » & —=Eingl $|"S » Se 
Collection districts in New 2 S leSisslssisa |23! ee | 
York E So \asice| Sista] of! 
; 2 = Gq iS | ening So ao | & 
S = els iS iBBis is if 
|| 83 iS la le tesig isa | 
| @ ei if |e |seis S ke 
(e&/mire aia A“iA |A 1M 
e : i ee ta Saat | . eR } ‘ey i 
Piret District. ........-c------- | 42 | 6,903} 87 |...) 55 | 8} 35 | 1,607 | 58 
Second district...................)} 168 | 2,338 | 446 |....1 Bea | 48 69 | 470 | 4 
Third district -” eeeccecesessy 901 OU | WS 1 | 1538 | 2 &2 | 1,908 | 46 
Fourteenth district. ............ 24 | 7,452) 82|....) 13) 15] 62] 752 | 71 
Twenty-first district ............| 20) 4,405 | 52 /.. 67 | 29 | 112 660 | 4 
Twenty-cighth district..........) 38 | 5,541 | 7% |-- 40| 25) 67 664 | 62 
ee eee a. eee 
A Bc 


f billiard tables and bowling alleys for which special tax was paid for the same period. 
The figures in the following t table represent the actual number of persons or firms as returned to this office by the collectors of the several col] 


r 1899, were 














3 efel [g [se [¢ 
< .| | @wg | #4 3 
w © bs ~ ° a 
on ae _ | 2 © coo So 
=e = fo 2a | #3 ° 
i £25 a3 w OL; 
$3 3 Mes | ‘St | a| 3 
| Cs Seu ¢ | S| gs a 
= @ oun c= & 
— =a s bei ss | Ss 
s stsia |e8 15 | 
2 ee0| eis b B 
% aA Aa |e a Q 
| 
99 91 9 6 68 2,486 47 } a 
6| 20! 1 10 | 381 538 | 1,344 | 1,273 | 
8 | 72 4 1 2,107 36 | 26 
159 | 212 |...) 1) 164) 2,125) Th) 43 
67 | 127 1 | 192 | 1,761 63 | 198 
104 | 139 ! 2 2, (R29 7 106 
| | 
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COLLECTIONS FROM SCHEDULES A AND B OF WAR TAX IN NEW YORK. 


Rece ipts from each specific source of internal revenue, etc. 





‘Spe c ial taxes not elsewhere enumerated. 











| | Th ea Total col- 
Collect: j N j I ] - Exhibi- ters, mu-| lections 
Sol ion districts in New | Bowling! tions not 5, us 
York. alleys, |Cireuses,| other- | .™ ee - apes a 
foreach! $100. [wise pro- enc a a] a : 
lalley, $5. | vided heal caomnere 
for, $10. Ss, enumer- 
» $100. ated 
ELE. csnandinhnenedhingdaan $2, 028. 69 lee, 908, 32 $1,208.75 |$1,991.67 | $91, 408. 46 
a a 298.68 fone coves 194.16 | 1,008.33 | 646,506.89 
Third ... PPAR KIT | 1,751.86 |... | 515.55 | 4'801.78| 58.637. 76 
I icra caereemeiaii 6,017.91 25. 00 | 1,175.89 | 1,158.33 89, 005. 85 
Twenty-first ............... | "on 78 | 283.35 | 2,404.61} 937.51] 75,407.38 
Twenty-eighth ............. 877.10 100.00 | 1,765.86 | 1,308.37 73, 708. 58 
DD .cctahanentnsien _/11, 562. 75 7, 264. 82 11,206. yy L, 034, 754. 92 








| 8,316. 67 
} 


Legacies and distributive shares of personal property. 




















gE s [ges [sss lots | ge 
Pf A eee ~~ - eo uw oc 
2 Ss e Bas e & S es z 
8 & oRS Cfa4 ost é 
8 . bob | bSd ee SA 
-& = + ee - gs E>. Bs &.. 
os ° Zhe z=: o= 2° 
Collection dis- os en he - be bh es TEs 23 
wis & Bow rE a3 on cba Ses o& 
fork. 3 o8 Bok Be Sel as as 
gs | S$. |ace [$528] go | 8* 
$a 3 SES Seeo ek so 
2 a o ea) PS oF 
Ee S Sus Sac ase | $s. 
> ‘Se | Uses] 2 Sd | eet 
| 3 S |Seu,| 858. ] F828 | Fee 
ie v boa..g S6S3| yses = 
i @ esee | gece oem az 
| @ & ques | erst i nd B85 
' — Me _— _— — 
qa . | _ es aon ee 
First.......... 968,231.04 [g2,006.84 | $542.73 |..........] 96,375.97 | $77, 216.58 
en ee s Bo B25. 43 
Third. ..........| 20,011.50 } 1,150.53 4g See "35. 397.2 27 | 46,789.06 
Fourteenth ....) 72,048.77 | 5, 763.10 861.00 | $16.00) 15,171.28 | 98,860.15 
Twenty-first 5, G18. 27 | 7,265.61 | 2,054. 44 ~ dawns 4,118.10 | 19,055. 42 
Twenty-eighth oe 65 | 1,060.25 RD Cnchidiensis 991.48 | 24, 50,008. 68 38 
Total. ..../188, 650.23 i. 631.76 | 3,858.93 | 16.00 | 51,994. 10 | 262, 151.08 
' 
Schedules A ant B 
Coliection districts in New York. | Total of 
| Schedule A. | Schedule B.| schedules 
} f A and B. 
—| a eee . 
$700,478.89 | $221,945.94 | 9922, 424. 83 
10, 879) 922. 85 856, 049.46 | 11, 735, 972. 31 
506, 263. 54 184, 900. 52 691, 164. 06 
URTUNSUE .ccacochshantnnntnoniness 385, 838. 53 75, 839. 77 461, 678.30 








Twenty-first. ... 








Collection districts in New York. 
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| Brokers, 
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Re ceipts from each specific source of internal revenue, ete. C 


engaged in business for different periods of time, varying from one month to twelve months eac h. 


cir- 


Proprietors of 








30 | Tht 20) 11 
heosal 19 10 

eee 66 SD) 1 

2 } 146 13 ] 

5 | 233 3 + 
wy 13 


ontinued 


Se hedule +S and B. 


$322, 664. 
EE hh deen vesciesnisossond 


9. 


29 | 
ii | 


2 


Amount of tax 


Schedule A. 


Total 
Schedule B. | schedu! 
and i 
79,114.55 | $401, 77 
224, 275. 26 725, 39 
| 1,642, 125.50 | 14,938, 412 





Increase of receipts and estimate for current fiscal year by tho 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue: 


RECEIPTS FOR FIRST FOUR MONTHS, CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. 
The following table shows the receipts from the several obje 
tion for the first four months of the fiscal years ending June 30, 1899 and 
A comparison of the receipts | for the two periods 1s also give n: 


paid 
during the first four 
months of the fiscal | 











*ts of ta 


L 


Objects of taxation. year— Increase. | Decrease, 
1899. 1900. 
SPIRITS. 
Spirits distilled from apples, 
peaches, grapes, pears, —_ 
apples, Sane. apricots 
berries. and prunmes.........} $436,532.30, $456,611.41) $20,079.11 '--....- 2 
Spirits distilled from mate- 
rials other than apples, 
peaches, grapes, pears, pine- | 
apples, oranges, apricots, 
berries, and prumes........- 27, 854, 245. OO} 32, 804, G22. R24, 950, 377. 82! . ...-- e 
Rectifiers (special tax) ....... 120, 357. 48! 120, 945. 90) 588. 42}. .... . 
Retail liquor dealers (special | | . 
TIED siti a iaeaiinnst nahi neatineh tne 2,818, 606.90| 2,588,313. 18) ...... ......| $230, 202. 72 
Wholesale liquor dealers (spe- . 
OND di cain cnbeitascvenel 258, 859. 74 251, 741. 86 et hii , 117.83 
Manufacturers of stills (spe- 
ED i nncdutneetens y 747.9 783. 34) Se oe - 
Stills and worms manufac- 
tured (special tax).......... 880. 00 920. 00 40. 00) ...... ° 
Stamps for distilled spirits oe 
intended for export ........ 743. 726. ad es. 17.30 
Case stamps for distilled | 
spirits bottled in bond...... 4,604. 4,902. 00) 298.00) Lisiees - 
eo ae stepuliepaiatiacl 31, 495, 575 5. 97 88, 229, 566. 81 l4,, 733, 990. 84)...... - 
TOBACCO. Teme ete: erm 
Cigars weighing more than 3 ae 
pounds per thousand. ._.... 5, 234,241.54) 6, 452, 915. 40)1, 218, 673. 86) ....------= 
Cigars weighing not more z 
oa verthousand.| 170,446.98 254,273.11) 83,826. 13)....------- 
\igarettes weighing not more ao 0 
than3pounds per thousand | 1, 487,095.21} 1,417,938.20)...........| 19,158.01 
Cigarettes weighi m 
than3 pounds per thousand 2,617.5 4, 587. 1, 960, 92) ....------- 
Sn ibaa atte add > 646,621.27] 276,635. 951. ....----- 








1900. 








RECEIPTS FOR FIRST FOUR MONTHS, CURRENT FISCAL YEAR—continued. 





Amount of tax paid | 
during the first four | 
months of the fiscal | 
year— | Increase. 


| 
Objects of taxation. Decrease. 


1900, 


; 1899, 





roBacco—continued, 


Tobacco, chewing and smok- 






















































CE  eeaiied $7,874, 507. 17 $10, 927, 349, 98 $3,052,842.81]........._- 
a in leaf tobacco....-.. 45, 475. 25) 41,605.10 ..........-- $3, 870. 15 
Dealers in manufactured to- 14, 424. 00 Sp WRI ennes Sanne 7, 405. 50 

WRSOE cv nccen ondbadnceees peceee z 5 | 

Manufacturers of tobacco. - -. 17, 593. 50 9, 264. 25) --| 8,829.25 
Manufacturers of cigars - -...- 212, 502. 29) 113, 476. 5 | 99,115.74 
Miscellaneous collections re- 
lating to tobacco..........-- 734, 619. 63) 1,521.8 | 733,008. 04 
Sy .oxeepap eneencand 116 1138, 509. 23) 19, 876, 571. 21/3, 762, 971. 98) ........... 
FERMENTED LIQUORS. | 
Ale, beer, lager beer, porter, 
and other similar fer- 
mented liquors .....-..-.-.- 25, 577, 398.19) 27, 674, 692. 23)1, 907, 204.04)........... 
Brewers (special tax) ..-..-..-- 100, 341. 50 85, G20. 20) ....cee-----| 14,712.21 
Retail dealersin malt liquors oe 
(special Ee Skbadcoce 151, 891. 69 152, 057. 18 BN ks caidadeons 
Wholesale dealers in malt | 
liquors (special tax) -.-.-..- 216, 479. 34 206, 252. 94) cece cccce | 10,226. 40 
Additional collections on fer- 

mented liquors stored in 

warehouse, act of June 13, 

TE es oo cane 140, 601. 26 of 6 | 138, 085. 90 
‘ae FF Fh pf fe 147.00, 1,834,495.02) ........... 
OLEOMARGARINE. | 

Oleomargarine, domestic and 

imMPOTtOD ..-deowssce eves scccee 462, 429. 00 620, 689.94) 158,260.94) ........... 
Manufacturers of oleomar- 

garine (special tax) -.......- 7, 150. 00 | ne 1, 150.00 
Retail dealers in oleomarga- | 

rine (special tax)......--.... | 142,376.00) 211, 382.63; 60,006. 63)........... 
Wholesale dealers in oleo- | 

margarine (special tax) -... 37, 820. 00 50,400.00 12,580.00 ........... 

a atineiacnnns | 00! 888,472.57} 288, 607.57|.........2. 
SPECIAL TAXES NOT ELSE- | 
WHERE ENUMERATED. 
| ' 
Bankers, capital not exceed- | | | 
ing $25,000....................| 880,081.67 245, 428.00)... 000 caccee 84, 653. 58 
Bankers, capital exceeding | 
a | 2,991,120.82| 2,708, 768. 63)............ 282, 352. 19 
Billiard rooms -....... cities 230, 204. 33) anne neeone 51, 798. 07 
Brokers, stocks, bonds, etc... - 208, 636. 87 Pi onscoscacent | 62,318. 62 
Brokers, commercial .......... 113, 773. 61 Si scccceuusens 38,194.15 
Brokers, custom-house 4,379. 99 ME MN insists 912.44 
Brokers, pawn .........+------ 31, 689. 23, 18, 267. ! 21.6 
Bowling alleys ..............-- 44, 155. 08) Se EI Ei cco cccbecns | 20,208.89 
Cireuses .......... bbdwuds ebstes 15, 916. 76 Gp od ctunutese | 6,270.84 
Exhibitions not otherwise | 
DEOVEEEOD cnens ocneccoce-e 40, 001. 39 52,646.74) 12,645.35).......4... 
Theaters, museums, and con- | | 
cert halls ........ Setedsecice 44, 784. 03 90, 670. 34|............| 5,118.69 
Total ..... alleen eane 4,054, 748.73) 3,512,080. 93!............ 2, 653. 80 
MISCELLANEOUS. | 
Schedule A........ mensine apeece 12, 796, 973. 15} 11, 968, 386. 28)...........-| 828,586. 87 
a 2,104, 400.80) 1,443,011. 31)......-....-. | 751, 389. 49 
Excise tax on gross receipts - 51, 263. 33} 878,174.94) 826,911.61) ........... 
DE tvncradibinscds deuce 45 208. 35| 633,641.69) 6588, 482.34 ........-.-. 
Playing cards................. 1. 34) 108, 823.94) 88,472.60)........ . 
POD i cinccomecnoneccens 8, 875. 87] 4,308. 53) + I 
We I, olan cas cncces 12.00 1,546.46; 1,584.46)_.......... 
OPM citlicitt -.cecuin coos hiedicesetel 145. 25) aa. 
Penalties, ete ...........- 64, 825. 68 ee 22, 364. 08 
Collections not otherwise | 

herein provided for ........ 2, 859. 82 ene e-| 2,717.38 
aa ib Caleaatasds. 15, 224, 771.34) 14, 575, 687.61) ............ 649, 133, 83 
Aggregate receipts..... 98, 725, 177. 25 108, 103, 485. 08 9, 378, 307. 78)....-...... 

| | 





ESTIMATED RECEIPTS FOR THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. 


From the foregoing tabular statement it will be seen that the receipts 
rom internal revenue for the first four months of the current fiscal year ag- 
gregated $103,103,485.08, and for the same period of the preceding fiscal year 
the total receipts were $93,725,177.25, the result being an increase in favor of 
the current fiscal year of $9,378,307.78. 

While it may be possible that this large ratio of increase will be maintained 
throughout the fiscal = ending June 30, 1900, I am of the opinion that it 
will not be wise to anticipate such a result. 

Therefore, after giving due weight to the above figures and carefully con- 
sidering the conditions of general prosperity which prevail throughout the 
commercial interests affected by internal taxation, I am constrained to esti- 
= that the receipts from all sources of internal reyenue for the current 

scal year will approximate $285,000,000. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from [Mr, BarTLETT] to strike out all of section 269. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WARNER, By direction of the committee, I withdraw 
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| move to reestablish it as a part of the bill. 
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the committee amendment on page 141, to strike out section 271, 
in relation to homesteads, and move the adoption of the section as 
sent over to us by the Senate, as it appears in the printed bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers 
amendment which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as section 271 the following: 

“So. 271. The homestead of any family, or the proceeds thereof, shall 
exempt from judicial sale for the satisfaction of any liability hereafter con- 
tracted or for the satisfaction of any judgment hereafter obtained on such 
debt. Such homestead must be the actual abode of and owned by such far 
ily orsome members thereof. It shall not exceed $2,500 in value, nor exceed 
160 acres in extent if not located in a town or city laid off into blocks or lots, 
or if located in any such town or city, then it shall not exceed one-fourth of 


an 


bo 


lacre. This act shall not apply to decrees for the foreclosure of any mort 
gage prepay executed; but if the owners of such homestead be married 
then it shall be executed by husband and wife. When any officer shall levy 


upon such homestead, the owner thereof, or the wife, husband, agent, or at 
torney of such owner may notify such officer that he claims such premises as 
his homestead, describing the same by metes and bounds, lot or block, or lewal 
subdivision of the United States, whereupon such officer shall notify | 
creditor of such claim, and if such homestead shall exceed the minimum in 
this section, and he deem it of greater value than $2,500, then he may direct 
the marshal to select three disinterested persons, who shall examine and ap 
praise such homestead, under oath, commencing with the 20 acres of lot upon 
which the dwelling is located, appraising each lot or 20 acres separately; and 
if the same exceed $2,500, then the marshal shall proceed to sell all in excess 
of $2,500 by lots or smallest legal subdivisions, offering them in the order di 
rected by the judgment debtor, if he chooses to direct; otherwise he shall 
sell the same as aforesaid so as to leave the homestead as compact as possible 
The homestead aforesaid shall be exempt from sale or any legal process after 
the death of the person entitled thereto for the collection of any debts for 
which the same could not have been sold during his lifetime. 


Mr. WARNER. I notice an error in line 20 on page 142, in the 
amendmentas printed, where the word ‘‘ minimum” is used, when 
it should be ** maximum.” I moveasan amendment tothe amend- 
ment that the word ‘‘ minimum,” in line 20 on page 142, be stricken 
out and the word ‘‘ maximum” be inserted in lieu thereof, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 


Illinois that the committee have already stricken out section 271. 
Mr. WARNER. It has been stricken out, but I was authorized 
| to withdraw our amendment to strike out that section and to 


Now I propose that 
amendment. But 1 want the ‘‘minimum” changed to 
‘*‘maximum,” in line 20, page 142. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to rescind the action of the committee striking out 
all of section 271, commencing on page 141, and to reinstate tho 
section with an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. Now I move the amendment which I have 
suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “‘minimum,” 
“maximum.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer section 
just amended. 


word 


from Illinois offers an 


in line 20, page 142, and insert in lieu thereof 


271 as 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers an 


amendment which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. BELL. I should like the House to hear this amendment. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, announced that the 
Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 
10450) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HaLe, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TiL1- 
MAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 


CIVIL CODE FOR ALASKA.’ 
The committee resumed its session, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend section 271 by adding thereto the following: 


~t 

“To entitle any person to the benefit of this act he shall cause the word 
‘homestead’ to be entered of record in the margin of his recorded title to 
the same, which marginal entry shall be signed by the owner making such 
entry, and attested by the clerk and recorder of the county in which the 
premises in question are situated, together with the date and time of day 
upou which such marginal entry was made.” 


Mr. BELL. Does the gentleman from Illinois accept that? 

Mr. WARNER. Ishould like to hear it again. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report it. 

Mr. BELL. 
doubt about it. 

The amendment was again reported, 


I want to state the reason for it, if there is any 
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Mr. WARNER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GIBSON. Instead of saying ‘ the benefit of the act,” I sug- 
gest to the gentleman that he say *‘ section.” 

Mr. BELL. At the suggestion of the gentleman I will change 
the word ‘‘act” to ** section.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will make the change as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not think the gentleman from Colorado 
wants this amendment when he comes to understand it. 

Mr. BELL. Yes; I do, 

Mr. LACEY. This is a proposition to divide the district of 
Alaska into three subdivisions. Now, if a man wants to have a 
homestead and claims his homestead right, he must go to the place 
of record in person and there sign, in the margin of the record, the 
claim that it is a homestead—a very unusual proceeding, and one 
of very great difficulty in Alaska, where perhaps a man may have 
to go by dog sled 500 miles in order to write his name in the mar- 
gin of the record in order to claim a homestead in the glaciers of 
Alaska. 

Mr. BELL. Now, I wish to suggest to the gentleman that the 
necessity for this particular section comes from the fact that in 
a mountainous country like Alaska you will find your people will 
have a residence in the country, in the mining camps, in the sum- 
mer, and they will have to go to the little towns in the winter; 
and if you do not have it entered in the margin of the record that 
they claim these places as homesteads, you will have interminable 
litigation. 

Mr. LACEY. But it ought not to be necessary to sign in the 
margin. 

Mr. BELL. Originally we adopted the statutés of Illinois, and 
our men in the mountains would live at Capital City, or wher- 
ever their claim was, and they would go to the settlements for 
school purposes for a few months in the winter. Some fellow 
would live on the homestead, not knowing they claimed it, andit 
proved to be very troublesome. This section is the same as the 
statute of Colorado, Which works to perfect satisfaction. It is to 
the benefit of those people. Everybody will have notice under 
that clause that they live there in the winter and that the home- 
stead is not abandoned. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the committee 
amendment to strike out all of section 271 as amended. 

Mr. WARNER. No; toadopt section 271 as printed in the bill. 
I ask unanimous consent that the committee amendments to sec- 
tion 271 be withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee amendments to section 271 be 
withdrawn. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. WARNER. Now I think we should recur to the chapter 
on contempts. I want to take it up. 

Mr. BELL. I move to recur to section 231 for the purpose of 
oe the amendment that I submitted to the gentleman from 

inois. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado asks to re- 
turn to section 231, so as to offer the amendment which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 231 to read as follows: 

“Sec. 231. All questions of fact other than those mentioned in section 242 
shall be decided by the jury, and all evidence thereon addressed to them: 
Provided, The president, secretary, director, = manager, super- 
intendent, assistant superintendent, foreman, middleman, boss, shift boss, 
pit boss, chute boss, car boss, assistant or subforeman, section boss, captain, 
mate, or any person acting in the place of such persons, or any person by what- 
soever title known who has the authority to direct the work or control the 
movements of any employee, shall be deemed to be the vice-principal of the 
master or employer, and shall never be deemed to be the fellow-servant of 
the employee, and the acts of omission or commission of such persons shall be 
deemed to be those of the master, and in all da cases for personal injury 
or death the court shall read this section to the jury as a part of its instruc- 
tions without further wag ey! to define who is a vice-principal or fellow- 
servant: Provided further, That the defenses of contributory negligence and 
negligence of fellow-servants in such damage cases must affirmatively 
plead and proved to be available.” 


~. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado has the floor. 

Mr. BELL, I desire to have a letter read from a leading law- 
yer in Alaska on that matter. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman ask to recur 
to this by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN, It does not require unanimous consent. It 
was passed by the committee. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it a committee amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The section was passed without prejudice. 

Mr. WARNER. I make the point of order upon that amend- 
ment. It is not germane to the section or chapter. 

Mr. BELL. Will you not reserve the point of order until this 
letter can be read? 


j 
| 


| 
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Mr.WARNER. There are letters on the other side, and I make 
the point of order against it. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I contest the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Colorado on the point of order. 

Mr. BELL. Now, on my point of order, I desire to have tha‘ 
letter read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman fro.) 
Colorado that the letter can not be read om the point of order, 
The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point of order. 

Mr. BELL. It is applicable to the section. 

Mr. WARNER. I raise the point of order on the amendment, 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, this section is as follows: 

All questions of fact other than those mentioned in section 232 shall be d 
cided by the jury and all evidence thereon addressed to them. 

Now, this simply extends it and states who shall be the vic 
principal in the matter of personal iajury, and asks that this ques 
tion, too, shall be submitted to the jury, and that the jury shal! 
pass upon such questions in common with it. I do notsee why it 
is not applicable. Itmakes acompletesection. It is copied right 
into mine, and goes on to say what shall be submitted to the jury, 
and what the jury shall pass upon. The object of the section is 
stated and mine simply extends it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DRIGGS, Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the Hou: 
not in direct connection with the subject-matter of the bill, 

Mr. WARNER. Will not the gentleman defer his remarks 
until we take up the next chapter on contempt and dispose « 
that? 

Mr. DRIGGS. If the gentleman from Illinois will agree to |: 
me have the time. 

Mr. WARNER. How much time doesthe gentleman from New 
York want? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Not more than five or ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly I will. 

Mr. DRIGGS, Then I will defer my remarks until that is dis- 
posed of, 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, recurring to chapter 5s, 
providing for punishment for contempt, which was passed, | de 
sire to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from [Illinois offers the fc!- 
lowing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 606, page 290, by atting the poutine, line 7: 

“In other cases of contempt the trial shall yroese upon testimony » 
duced as in criminal cases, and the accused shall be entitled to be confronted 
with the witnesses against him, but such trial shall be by the court or, in tl 
direction of the court, upon application of the accused, a trial by jury may 
be had, as in any criminal case.” 

Mr. WARNER. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Illinois understands, 
and so does the committee, and the record shows, that there is 
pending already an amendment which I offered relating to trials 
for contempt. 

Mr. WARNER. Was the amendment read and offered? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; it is pending. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I move that as a substitute for your en- 
tire amendment, because I believe it reaches your idea. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
he will consent that a certain length of time may be had for 
bate upon this amendment—say thirty minutes on this side o! 
the House, and what you please on the other? 

Mr. WARNER. Iam willing. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
man, that we have thirty minutes on this side, on the gent!e- 
man’s amendment and mine, and that I may control the time on 
this side. 

Mr. WARNER. I agree to the time, but I do not agree to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. 

Mr. WARNER. How much time does the gentleman want 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Illinois did not under- 
stand me. I ask unanimous consent that we may have thirly 
minutes on this side to discuss the pending amendment—1y 
amendment and the gentleman's substitute, as they both embra 
os same subject-matter—and that I may control the time on tls 
side. 

Mr. WARNER. Will not ten minutes be long enough? A 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think not. I think the gentleman w'! 
save time to agree that the debate on this side shall end in thirt: 
minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman agree to close debate after 
thirty minutes on a side? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. a ; 

Mr. WARNER. Debate to be closed in one hour, thirty min- 
utes on a side. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk states that he does not readily 
find the gentleman's amendment to which he refers. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is printedin the Recorp, _ 

Mr. LLOYD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LLOYD, Is not a committee amendment first to be con- 

idered? : 
whe CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr, LLOYD. The chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Nlinois, offers a committee amendment. 

Mr. JETT. He offered it as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Georgia is an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment. Is that correct? — 

Mr. LLOYD, The parliamentary situation, as I understand it, 
Mr. Chairman, is this: The gentleman from Georgia offers an 


amendment to a certain section on the chapter with reference to | 


contempt. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the com- 
mittee, offers an amendment to another section of the chapter on 
contempt. It seems to me that the committee amendment is the 
first to be considered, 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the committee 
amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. What is the committee amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
again the committee amendment. 

“The Clerk again read the amendment offered by Mr. WARNER. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the committee amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to 
say that he offered this as a substitute to my amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. As a substitute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That being true, they ouglit to be considered 
together. 

Mr. LLOYD. The parliamentary situation is not exactly stated 
as | understand it. I would like to have the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee, He was authorized by the committee to 
present the committee amendment. He offered to do so. The 
gentleman from Georgia rose to his feet and said that he had 
offered an amendment, and insisted that the chairman of the com- 
mittee should not offer his, But, as I understand the parliamen- 
tary situation, the gentleman from Illinois could and should have 
offered this amendment, as he asked to do, committee amendments 
by custom having preference. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Georgia had offered his 
amendment on Saturday. It appearsin the Recorp,. It was an 
amendment to the entire chapter. When I discovered that fact, 
which [had forgotten, I asked that what I had offered as an amend- 
ment might be taken as a substitute for the gentleman's amend- 
ment, because I think it covers the entire ground sought to be 
covered by him, The question should now be on adopting the 
substitute, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that, as the Chair understands, the amendments are sepa- 
rate and entirely distinct, and that the question is first on the 
committee amendment, which has no telation whatever to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WARNER, The gentleman can bring up his amendment 
after that of the committee is adopted or voted down. 


Mr. BARTLETT, They are very much alike; and I would be | 


glad to discuss them before we vote upon them. 


Mr. LOUD. There would be no objection to allowing both to | 


be gy unanimous consent. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It does not require unanimous consent; for 
iy amendment is already pending. 
aden CHAIRMAN, The question is on the committee amend- 

ent, 

Mr. BARTLETT, Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendments be now discussed and that there be thirty minutes’ 
debate on each side, 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent that thirty minutes on each side be allowed for dis- 
cussion of the two amendments pending. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now I ask the Clerk to read my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, on 288, before line 1, the following: 

= a= contempts of court are divided into two classes, direct and indirect, 
\ Shall be proceeded against only as hereinafter prescribed. 

ind SEC. 2. That contempts committed during the sitting of the court, or of a 

adi o at cham in its or his presence or so near thereto as to obstruct the 
‘ministration of justice, are direct contempts. All other are indirect con- 


tempts. 

“Sec. 3. That a direct contempt may be punished summarily without writ- 

a a against the person arraigned, but if the court shall ad judge 
~n guilty thereof a judgment shall be entered of record in which shall be 


Specified the conduct constituting such contempt, with a statement of what- 


OO OOOE———————————————————————— 


Without objection, the Clerk will report | 
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ever defense or extenuation the accused offered thereto and the sentence of 
| the court thereon. 

“Sec, 4. That upon the return of an officer on process or an affidavit duly 
filed, showing any person guilty of indirect contempt, a writ of attachment 
or other lawtul process may issue, and such person be arrested and brought 
before the court: and thereupon a written accusation, setting forth suc 
cinctly and clearly the facts alleged to constitute such contempt, shall be 
filed and the accused required to answer the same, by an order which shall 
fix the time therefor, and also the time and place for hearing the matter; 
and the court may, on proper showing, extend the time so as to give the ac- 
cused a reasonable opportunity. to purge himself of such contempt. After 
the answer of the accused, ov if he refuse or fail to answer, the court may 
proceed at the time so fixed to hear and determine such accusation upon such 
testimony as shall be produced. If the accused answer, the trial shall pro- 
ceed upon testimony produced as in criminal cases, and the accused shall be 
entitled to be confronted with the witnesses against him: but such trialshall 
be by the court, or, in its discretion, upon application of the accused, a trial 
by jury may be had asin any criminal case. If the accused be found guilty, 
judgment shall be entered accordingly, prescribing the punishment. 


“Sec. 5. That the testimony taken ca the trial of any accusation of indi 


rect contempt may be preserved by biil of exceptions, and any judgment of 
conviction therefor may be reviewed upon direct appeal to or by writ of 
| error from the Supreme Court, and affirmed, reversed, or modified, as justice 
may require. Upon allowance of an appealor writ of error execution of the 
judgment shall be stayed, upon the giving of such bond as may be required 
xy the court or a judge thereof, or by any justice of the Supreme Court.” 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I understand that I have 
thirty minutes. If the amendment which I offer to the beginning 
of this chapter be adopted, it will dispense with all the other 
provisions of this chapter. The amendment offered by the com- 
mittee does not propose to strike out the other sections, but simply 
proposes to insert at the end of line 7, page 290, the amendment 
which is offered and which reads: 

In other cases of contempt the trial shall proceed upon testimony pro 
duced as in criminal cases, and the accused shall be entitled to be confronted 
with the witnesses against him, but such trial shall be by the court, or, in the 
direction of the court, upon application of the accused, a trial by jury may 
be had, as in any criminal case. 

The amendment I offer defines what are direct and indirect 
contempts and provides for a jury trial in all cases except those 
committed in the presence of the court or so near thereto as to 
obstruct the administration of justice. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, neither the committee nor any member of 
the committee suggested any provision granting the rightof jury 
trial in cases of contempt not committed in the presence of the 
court, until on the reading of this part of the bill I offered this 
amendment. But, be that as it may, whoever suggested the pro 
vision, it is a good one and ought to be adopted. 

The amendment which I have offered to this section, Mr. Chair 
man, is the Senate bill passed by that body June 10, 1806. It 
was reported from the Senate committee over which at that time 
presided the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. It 
was reported by the then Senator from New York | Mr. Hill], upon 
investigation, after ‘a resolution had been offered in the Senate 
and referred to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, instruct- 
ing them to inquire and report such bill as they might deem suit- 
able to meet the difficulties and oppression and wrong that ex- 
isted inthe United Statés courts when men were arraigned charged 
with contempt, in having violated injunctions of the courts, to 
give to such accused persons the right of trial by jury. 

This bill was reported early in May, 1896. It was discussed be- 
fore the Senate of the United States on various occasions by Sen- 
ator Hill and other Senators; and no one in that body ever raised 
his voice against it except the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. 
PLATT] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mitchell]. Finally, 
on the 10th day of June, 1896, this bill which I have offered as an 
amendment to the proposition now pending was adopted by the 
Senate of the United States without division. So far as the record 
| of the Senate is concerned, no one appears to have voted against 
it; and no one ever opposed it upon the floor of the Senate except, 
as I have said, the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

When the Democratic convention met at Chicago in 1896, it de- 
clared in favor of the bill to which I have called attention, in this 
language: 

We denounce arbitrary interference oe Federal authority in local affairs 
as a violation of the Constitution of the United States and a crime against 
free institutions, and we especially object to government by injunction as a 
new and highly dangerous form of oppression, by which Federal judges, in 
contempt of the lawsof the United States and rights of the citizen, become 
legislators, judges, and executioners, and wé approve of the bill passed at 
the last session of the United States Senate and now pending in the House of 
Representatives, relative to contempts of court, providing fer trials by jury 
iu certain cases of contempt. 

Thataction of the Democratic party was heralded from the stump 
in the subsequent campaign by many Republicans and others who 
opposed the Democratic nominee as being a plank for ‘‘ free riot” 
and ‘‘an assault upon the courts.” And yet the very bill which 
the Senate Judiciary Committee reported and indorsed and the 
passage of which it asked had, on the 10th of June, 1896, passed 
the Senate of the United States without a division, and had re- 
ceived the approval of every Democratic Senator there, and had 
been cammnet by only two Republican Senators. It was reported 
from the committee presided over by the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar], advocated by the Senator from 
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New York {Mr. Hu] time and time again upon the floor of the | The bill referred to is as follows: 


Senate, and but twoSenators, Republican or otherwise, raised their 
voices against it. 


It is this bill, thus passed by the Senate of the United States, | 


thus advocated almost unanimously by the Senate of the United 
States, thus approved by the Democratic convention of Chicago 
in 1896, which i have presented as an amendment to this bill and 
asked that it be adopted. It does not meet the demands of justice 
in every particular, but is far better than the present law. It 


provides that in all cases of contempt, excepting direct contempts | acc ; 
| guilty thereof, a judgment shall be entered of record, in which si». 


committed in the presence of the court, or so near thereto as to 
interfere with the administration of justice; that in cases of con- 
tempt arising from violation of decrees and orders of the court, or 
contempts for alleged violations of injunctions of the court, that 
in all those causes the citizen of the United States when he is brought 
before the court shall have the right to have 12 jurymen—12 of 
his peers—determine whether the facts alleged in this quasi crim- 


the words “in 
right of jury trial if he demands one. The country is familiar 


with instances where injunctions have been granted by Federal | 


judges in aid of corporate wealth and corporate power, where the 
dearest rights of the citizen—the right to travel the highway, the 
right to assemble and discuss grievances and means of remedying 
them—have been interfered with by this unheard of, unusual, 
extraordinary use of the power of injunction by Federal judges. 
I have read a number of these cases, and will cite some of them. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not in love with the Federal judiciary or 
the power exercised by it. Iam one of those who believe, with 
Jefferson, *“‘that the judiciary of the United States is the subtle 
corps of sappers and miners, constantly working underground to 
undermine the foundations of our constitutional fabric.” I am 
convinced that if the power which they seize here and exercise 
there is permitted to be extended, or if not curtailed, the danger 
to our institutions is great. I would not extend one whit or one 
particle the power of the Federal courts in contempt or other pro- 
ceedings. I am therefore, Mr. Chairman, deeply impressed and 
convinced that no man should be permitted to be tried, convicted, 
sentenced to jail or otherwise punished at the discretion of any 
one man, in the exercise of the autocratic power of a judge, for 
alleged contempt, not committed in the presence of the court, 
until a jury shall pass upon his case. Sol have seized upon this 
opportunity, at least, to engraft this provision upon the law which 
we propose now to enact for Alaska, in order that the people there 
may not suffer the wrongs which the people of the United States 
have endured in the trial of contempt cases in the Federal courts. 
I hope sooner or later to engraft it upon the statute books for the 
whole Union. While I have not yet been able to do that, I ho 
at least that the people in this new. thriving, and I hope to be 
great Territory, and finally a great State of this Union, may in 
the laws which we are now proceeding to enact for them have the 
right of trial by jury in cases of this sort. 

r. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. What part of your amendment guarantees to 
anyone the right of trial by jury for contempt? 

r. BARTLETT. The amendment which says that the judge 
may, in his discretion, allow a trial by jury. 

Mr, LINNEY. Well, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, wait. I want to say to the gentleman 
that lam ready now to vote for a motion to strike out the part 
which I think the gentleman has in mind. I offered this amend- 
ment because I thought—it having passed the Senate in 1896—we 
might at least take oné step forward in the right direction to se- 
cure a trial by jury for people charged with criminal contempt. 

Mr. LINNEY. In all cases? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; only those cases of contempt not com- 
mitted in the presence of the court. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | a I may be pardoned for calling atten- 
tion to the fact that in the Fifty-fifth Congress I introduced a bill 
looking to the enactment of a law which would provide, in all the 
courts of the United States, for trial by jury in cases of contempt 
not committed in mogemeees of the court. I hold in my hand a 
copy of the bill in uced in that session, and of the same bill 
introduced the first day I was able to be nt in this session, 
which I will print in the Recorp. This , in my judgment, if 
passed, will give the relief so earnestly and justly ded by 
the labor organizations of the country, and prevent the perpetua- 
tion of “‘government by injunction,” so s ly denounced by 
the Democratic y in its platform of 1896, The bill introduced 
by me has been before the Judiciary Committee of the House all 
during the Fifty-fifth Congress and this session, but it seems to 
have been buried there without any hope of resurrection. I shall 
not, however, despair. I shall urge its passage as long as I remain 
in C ess, and when we have a Democratic House, as I believe 
we shall in the Fifty-seventh Congress, there will be no further 
doubt of its passage. 
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A bill (H. R. 4916) to regulate the trial of contempts of courts. 


_ Be it « nacted, etc., That contempts of court are divided into two -) 
direct — indirect, and shall be proceeded against only as hereinafte, 
scribed. oF 
_ Sec. 2. That. contempts committed during the sitting of the court o) 
judge at chambers, in its or his presence, or so near thereto as to obstr 


| administration of justice, are direct contempts. All others are indire:+ 


tempts. 
Suc. 3. That a direct contempt may be punished summarily without 
accusation against the person arraigned, but if the court shall adjud, 


specified the conduct constituting such contempt, with a statement, of 
ever defense or extenuation the accused offered thereto, and the so; 
of the court thereon. But in all other cases of contempt of court than 
provided for in this section the accused shall have the right of trial }y 
and upon his demand to be tried by a jury a trial by jury shall be ha, 
a criminal case. 
Sec. 4. That upon the return of an officer on process, or an affidayi: 
filed, showing any person guilty of indirect contempt, a writ of attac! 


inal proceeding are true. When it is amended so as to strike out | or other lawful process may issue and such person be arrested and br 


is discretion,” it will give the accused the absolute | 


before the court; and Seeres a written accusation setting forth su 
and clearly the facts alleged to constitute such contempt shall be fi! 
the accused required to answer the same, by an order which shal] t ' 
time therefor and also the time and place for hearing the matter: and tho 
court may, on proper showing, extend the time so as to give the acc 
reasonable opportunity topurge himself of suchcontempt. But pend 
trial, and until the final trial and termination of the case, the acensed 
be admitted to bail in such sum as the court may direct. After the a 
of the accused, or if he refuse or fail toanswer, the court may proceed at | 
time so fixed to hear and determine such accusation upon such testi. 
shall be produced. If the accused answer, the trial shall proceed upon t.<: 
mony produced as in criminal cases, and the accused shall be entitled 1 
confronted with the witnesses against him. A trial by jury shall be had 
in any criminal case, unless the accused shall, in writing, waive a jv. 
in that case such trial shall be by the court. If the accused be found ¢ 
judgment shall be entered accordingly, preoesipe the punishment 

Sec. 5. That the testimony taken on the trial of any accusation of indirect 
contempt may be preserved by bill of exceptions, and any judgment of ¢) 
viction therefor may be reviewed upon direct appeal to or by writ of error 
from the Supreme Court, and affirmed, reversed, or modified, as justice ) 
require. Upon allowance of an appeal or writ of error, execution 
judgment shall be stayed upon the giving of such bond as may be r 
by the court or a judge thereof or by any justice of the Supreme ( 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all proceedings for 
contempt in all courts of the United States except the Supreme Court 


Mr. Chairman, although this amendment which I have offered 
may be imperfect, and aithoagh it might be improved by further 
amendment, it isa step in the right direction, in the line « 
action already taken by the United States Senate in 1896. Itinsoime 
measure answers the appeals of labor, and in answer to the de- 
mand of that great convention which met in 1896, and which 
was, amongst other things placed inthat second great declaration 
of independence, known as the ‘‘Chicago platform of 15," a 
ringing protest against “‘ government by injunction” and a (e- 
mand for jury trials. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

I will not take further time, Mr. Chairman, except to say that 
I feel earnestly about this matter. Ido not believe that any man, 
I care not whether he be an humble laborer or whatever may be 
his class or condition in life, should be tried for an offense the 
punishment for which takes away from him his liberty and s.b- 
jects him to almost limitless fine, in the discretion of one man, 
unless his case be submitted to a jury of his peers. I do not be- 
lieve that should Repreats I believe that in a quasi criminal 
case in the nature of a contempt not committed in the presence of 
the court, in a case of what we call constructive contempt, as well 
as in the case of a man charged with any other misdemeanor or 
felony, he should be permitted to face the witnesses who charg 
him with the violation of law, should be permitted to select and 
submit to twelve jurors of his countrymen, his peers, tle qucs- 
tion to be determined; should be permitted toappeal to that grea’ 
institution which is the palladium of the liberties of all Eng!ish- 
speaking , which has been preserved in England and in ths 
country down to this day by the blood of our ancestors. 

I believe that no occasion should be permitted to pass by thos 
who believe in the perpetuation of free institutions and the liber 
ties of the people without undertaking to ingraft upon the laws 
of the country the right of the citizen, whenever he is charge! 
with crime, whenever his liberty is sought to be taken away {rom 
him, whenever severe penalties and fines are sought to be put 0) "! 
him, that the question shall be submitted to a tribunal, the rv 
to which has been preserved by blood and battle through the .«» 
erations and handed down to us by our forefathers. 1 believe no 
opportunity should be permitted to pass by those who love our 
institutions, by those who love the liberties of the people, to cv" 
the power of Federal judges.and to give the common people 0! (41s 
country the right to have their cases tried by a jury of their p's 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, that part of the gentleman 3 
amendment which ~~ in ae cases te euenane Sor bey? o 
jury in age eye or contempt is unobjectionable, anc 1! © 
embodi in the conanities amendment which has been offered. 
The language of the c amendment is identical with !' 
part of the gentleman’s amendment. But aside from that a 
gentleman's amendment is dangerous and vicious, and gives ‘%° 
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power to a judge to do exactly that which the gentleman from 
Georgia declaims against. It extends and makes unlimited and 
absolute the power of the judge in contempt cases, while the bill 
as it stands limits his power to specified cases. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 1 have stated that I proposed to strike out 
the words which give the judge discretion. 

Mr. WARNER. I have gone beyond that. I have gone back 
to the body of the gentleman's amendment. .Let us see what the 
amendment provides. If there is anything that should be de- 
claimed against it is this amendment. It starts out by saying: 

Amend by inserting on page 288 and before line 1 thefollowing: —_ 

“That contempts of court are divided into two classes, direct and indirect, 
and shall We proceeded against only as hereinafter prescribed.” 

He does not attempt to define what contempt is, but leaves it 
absolutely at the discretion of the judge. The judge may declare 
anything to be contempt, and there is no appeal from that decision. 
His decision is conclusive, and that is an end of it; and his 
amendment gives him complete power. Let us see what the origi- 
nal bill does. The gentleman should have directed his criticism 
and declamation against the amendment and not against the bill 
when he is defending the rights of the common people, The bill 
says: 

The following acts or omissions in respect to a court of justice or matters 
therein are deemed to be contempt under the authority of the court. 

And then goes on and specifies twelve, and only twelve, and it is 
not on allof these twelve that the court can havea man arrested, 
prosecuted, and punished for contempt. Yet under the gentle- 
man’s amendment the bars are let down, and it is within the dis- 
cretion of the court to declare anything contempt, no difference 
what it be, so it displeases him. 

Mr. BARTLETT, The gentleman is mistaken about the amend- 

ment. 
Mr. WARNER. You can read it and gentlemen here can read 
it, and no one can state in what part of your amendment con- 
tempt is defined. You do not limit it in any way, but leave it en- 
tirely within the discretion of the court. 

Mr. BARTLETT, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman can correct me. 
you define it? 

Mr. BARTLETT. In section 2. 

Mr. WARNER (reading)— 


That contempts committed during the sitting of the court or of a judge in 
chambers, in its or his presence or so near thereto as to obstruct the admin- 
istration of justice are direct contempt. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Direct contempt. 

Mr. WARNER (reading) — 


All other are indirect contempts. 


He does not say what shall be contempt by his amendment. 
~ leaves that to the judge as to what he shall construe to be con- 

empt—— 

Mr. BARTLETT, Oh, no. 

Mr. WARNER (continuing). And decide to be contempt; 
while the original bill specifies explicitly what shall be contempt 
and nothing else can be; and therefore I say that his amendment 
is dangerous, because it gives absolute power to the judge to con- 
sider what he chooses contempt because it may displease him, 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. WARNER. Yes. 

Mr. LENTZ, Is it not dangerous even tospecify twelve, ten, or 
any other number of contempts which can be committed not in 
the presence of the court? Is it not better to leave questions of 
this character to the discretion of the court, based upon decisions 
of many generations, like the question of fraud? We do not un- 
dertake to define frand. There should not be twelve grounds of 
contempt, Those committed in the presence of the court alone 
are 7 direct, and only those should be provided for. 

Mr. WARNER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. These are not 
all direct; some of them are outside the presence of the court. 

Mr. LENTZ, It seems to me no contempt outside the presence 
of the court should be stated unless in the immediate vicinity of 
the court, so that it interferes with the court. 

Mr. WARNER. I think it is yesaee to allow trials on contempt 
committed not in the presence of the court, and to place it within 
= discretion of the court to submit the question of fact to a jury; 

ut I am in favor, up in that country, of giving the judge almost 
absolute power to protect his court, maintain its dignity, and 
—— its process, 

_4n this civil part of the government the governor and tho judi- 
Clary in Alaska are almost the entire power to secure the peace and 
wee of the ae and the protection of their property. That is 
ti entirely to these officers, and it will not do to allow the ques- 
- “y 7 to whether a man has been guilty of contempt in violating 

order of the court to be tried by a jury of his fellows, where a 
court has issued its process, or has issued writs of possession, and 
ecreed for one ne over another, and yet the parties in 

or any of those up there shall, when violating that 


Where do 
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order of a judge, that decree, or whatever you may call it, dis- 
regard the orders of the court, and all that they would have to 
do would be to appeal toa jury of their fellows to have thom 
tried to decide whether there had been a contempt of court in 
violating or refusing to obey its process. 

1 am of opinion in that country the court should have greater 
power than it has down in the States or the District of Columbia, 
and for that reason, while it is not embodied in this bill, | would 
be in favor of giving the.courts almost absolute power, and not 
allowing anyone to interfere with them, to overrule their deci- 
sions or rendering of naught their judgments and decrees; and 
under the bill as it stands, with the amendment proposed by the 
committee, everything is protected. There may be a trial by 
jury, as the gentleman from Georgia proposes in his amendment. 
We go further than his amendment by specifying what shall be 
considered a contempt and nothing else can be. Furthermore, 
the original chapter provides for an appeal in every case by the 
person who may feel himself aggrieved. 

Mr. LACEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr.S. A. DAVENPORT). Does the gentleman 
from Illinois yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. WARNER. I will. 

Mr. LACEY. In the case the gentleman suggests, suppose you 
are going to try a case of contempt by jury, who would be eligi- 
ble for jurymen? Would they have to be residents, legal voters, 
men who made their homes there permanently, or would the float- 
ing citizen, the man who comes there simply for mining purposes, 
be eligible to sit on the jury? 

Mr. WARNER, The jury law specifies the qualifications of 
juror—any male person above the age of 21 years—— 

Mr. LACEY. If his residence is temporary? 

Mr. WARNER (continuing). If a resident, can sit on the jury, 

Mr. LACEY. Would not the result be that you would have a 
jury of squaw men, while the men from Colorado, from Georgia, 
who had left their families behind them and were only there tem- 
porarily, would not be eligible? 

Mr. WARNER. If they claimed that as their residence, it 
would be immaterial whether they left their families behind them 
or not; they would be eligible, If the man is a resident, it is 
immaterial where his family is, 1 admit that the majority of the 
white men there are transients, They are there for a temporary 
purpose, to get what gold they can, and then intend to go back 
to their families; and, as the gentleman from Iowasays, we should 
have to take the class of jurors which he mentioned; but that is 
immaterial. It is suggested that you can bave a jury in certain 

ases identical with those which the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia provides for; but the amendment reported by 
the committee goes further than the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, and limits the power and discretion of the 
judge as to what a contempt shall be, as to what he shall consider 
a contempt, while the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
does not do that; and for that reason 1 think the original bill 
with the proposed amendment is much preferable to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman from Illinois consent to 
striking out the word ‘‘discretion?” Why should not a man 
have, as a matter of right, a trial by jury, and not in the discretion 
of the judge? 

Mr. WARNER. Icw#n not consent to that for the simple rea- 
son that, so far as I can prevent it, I do not propose to let a jury 
pass upon a question of law and fact where the honor and dignity 
and power of the court and the peace and safety of the commu- 
nity and protection of property are involved. The court, in my 
judgment, should have absolute power to declare what is a con- 
tempt of it. Although I have consented to have this amendment 
goin, Iam of the opinion that the court should have absolute 
power to protect itself, and if the court fails to do its duty it is 
subject to question, and can be impeached and prosecuted and 
removed, 

These are not elective officers; they are appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and can be removed at any time for 
misconduct in office, and I believe in strengthening their hands 
instead of weakening them. The whole peace, quiet, safety, the 
protection of lifeand property up there, depend upon the strength 
and power and ability and honesty of these judges, and I would 
not be in favor of crippling them in the least. For that reason I 
am of the opinion that the original chapter with the proposed 
committee amendment should be passed. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DAvipson}, 


{[Mr. DAVIDSON addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


Mr. WARNER. I now yield such time as he may want to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Linney}. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, this question is of more interest 
than I had any idea it was until I investigated it. The distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lentz} made a suggestion a 
while ago that it would be best to strike out the word “‘ discre- 
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tion ” that the judge has in the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. LENTZ. As well as in the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. Now, if my friend will think, he will see 
that that can not be done without impairing the integrity and 
efficiency of the courts. That idea has been well presented, better 
than I can present it, by one of the ablest judges that ever sat on 
the supreme bench in my State, in case of Ex parte David Schenck, 
a contempt proceeding: 

Courts of justice are established by the Constitution, and are vested with 
certain inherent powers, which are essential to their existence, and of which 
they can not be deprived by the'legislature. Their province is to construe 
existing laws and to administer justice, and they must necessarily have the 
power by summary remedies to preserve order during their sessions, control 
the action of their officers, and enforce their mandates and decrees. 

If the court could be deprived by the legislature of these powers, which 
are essential in the direct administration of justice, they would be destroyed 
for all efficient and useful purposes. 

The Government is composed of three coordinate branches, and the Con- 
stitution wisely declares that “ the legislative, Executive, and supreme judi- 
cial powers of the Government ought to be forever separate and distinct from 
each other.” 

Mr. LENTZ. Of course we agree with reference to the first 
two specifications; but as to the third specification, with reference 
to the violation of the mandatory decree of the court in the pres- 
ence of the court, that immediately becomes a question of fact, 
and I fail to see why we should leave that to be determined by 
the mind of the judge alone. Whether a man has violated, for 
instance, an order of the court a mile — or 10 miles away isa 
question of fact that ought to be submitted to a jury. 

Mr. LINNEY. I understand the gentleman; I see his point; it 
is this: That all cases of direct contempt ought to be decided by 
the court, and all cases of constructive contempt — jury. Isay 
that is absolutely impracticable; would destroy the efficiency of 
the courts, and in my opinion would be unconstitutional and void. 
Let me see whether I can prove that proposition. Before going 
into that matter, however, I want to read the statement of the 
remedy which this judge suggests in the case of arbitrary action 
of the court in passing upon these matters of contempt. Here is 
the remedy: 

If a judge refused to perform his duty or acted in defiance of established 
facts, he would not only meet the indignant condemnation of public opinion, 
but he would be answerable at the bar of the high court of impeachment. 
The recent act above referred to does not take away any of the inherent pow- 
gun af Sue courts, which are absolutely essential in the administration of 
justice. 

Now, let us take a case of constructive contempt. Suppose a 
judgment is rendered in a suit between parties, and a recovery is 
had by the plaintiff, for instance, of peeperty the value of which 
consists largely in its present personal use. ‘Take, for instance, a 
mica mine in my State. Such a mine may be exhausted in thirty 
days. It may be worth a thousand dollars or it may be worth a 
million dollars. A suit is had between the parties, and an order 
is regularly made by the court for the appointment of a receiver, 
so that injury can not be done to anyone pending the litigation. 

In a legal sense that property goes into the possession of the 
court. Suppose, after the order is issued that the property be 
turned over into the hands of a receiver, the defendant refuses to 
turn over the property? That is a case of constructive contempt; 
it is not committed in the presence of the court; the disobedience 
of the court's order is indirect; in other words, it is a constructive 
contempt. The entire property, we will —— would be ex- 
hausted before a jury trial could be had, so that the proceedings 
of the court would be rendered absolutely futile. Would the 
gentleman contend in that case that these proceedings should be 
stayed until a jury of twelve men could besummoned or until the 
next term of court, which usually would not come around for six 
months, and that then a jury should be impaneled to try the ques- 
tion in that case of constructive or consequential contempt, as 
Judge Pearson called it in one of these cases from North Carolina, 
by which time the entire property would be exhausted and the 
proceedings in court not worth a cent? That I understand to be 
the position taken here by one of the ablest lawyers on the floor of 
this House, the gentleman from Ohio. Certainly he has not con- 
sidered the matter correctly. 

Let me give another illustration. Take a case where a decree 
is made forthe reexecution of a paper—a deed, for instance. Sup- 
posea party toasuit isordered by the court to reexecute a paper— 
a conveyance of a piece of lan There are many cases of that 
kind—I have had them in my own practice—where a party is 
ordered to reexecute a paper immediately, on the t, in the 
court room, because the immediate performance of the act was 
necessary to the preservation of a right. When it appears on the 
face of the pleadings, for instance, or when a party comes into 
court and admits that a certain deed has been destroyed, the 
court thereupon directs a reexecution in some cases. Now, sup- 
pose in that case the party leaves the court and does not reexecute 
the paper. Sup the order has been made in a case inter partes, 
not ex parte, and suppose the party refuses to execute the order of 
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the court and demands that the whole proceeding be held yy », 
til at another term of court a jury may be summoned to {; 
matter. Why is not that trifling with justice, my dear fric, 

Mr.LENTZ. Iwillanswerthe gentleman. The very case w) 
he has cited is a case of specific performance and, if I understay; 
the law as I think the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
NEY] does, the same court which decreed the execution and jjo. 
livery of the deed could in the same decree register agains: ;}), 
defendant that upon his failure or refusal to deliver the deo) ;)), 
decree herein shall operate and be fully as effective as if the instyy. 
ment itself had been executed. ’ 

Now, in the other caso, as 1 understand, of a delivery of prop. 
erty, the court there again is considering the question of gp.j/, 
performance, and I say the court could at once, in connection 
with its decree, send its proper officer to put the party in physica] 
possession of the property. Those are not the cases that we are 
contemplating by this legislation. 

Mr. LINNEY. I have yielded long enough, I think. [I am not 
considering a case of specific performance at all. 

Mr. LENTZ. I think both your examples are cases of specific 
performance. One is the delivery of property; the other is tho 
delivery of an instrument of conveyance. 

Mr. LINNEY. Let meshow the gentleman that he is mistaken, 
Suppose the sheriff has executed the deed and that deed before 
registration is lost, as in the case of McMillan vs. Edwards, in t}o 
supreme court of North Carolina, where the deed was lost before 
being recorded, and it was unknown to the party interested that 
such deed had been lost, and he brought his suit. 

The sheriff came in and admitted it, and having adiitied it 
when the parties were arrayed for trial, refused to reexecute the 
paper. That is a constructive contempt, and yet the gentleman 
would provide in such a case that you could havea jury. | say 
it is absolutely impracticable, and the only sound legal view that 
can be taken of it and the only safe view is that taken by the 
supreme court of North Carolina, to wit, that there are certain 
inherent powers resting in the courts without which the courts 
would not be worth anything at all, and any effort to restrict 
them and take away those powers is clearly unconstitutional as 
an invasion of the rights of the judiciary by the legislative power, 
which my friend from Ohio, I know, clearly sees. 

Mr. LENTZ. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. 

Mr. LENTZ. Are you not really using illustrations, in every 
instance, of specific performance instead of the thing we aim at 
in this legislation, which is to protect, for instance, a laborer or a 
labor organization from being brought up as Mr. Debs was and 
being sent to prison for six months—and you might just as well 
send him for six years—without the benefit by trial of a jury of 
his peers to determine whether he had committed the contempt or 
not? Isit not a fact that the case that we are aiming at here is 
to protect a man against a judge believing the affidavits of one or 
two witnesses as against the affidavits of twenty witnesses on the 
other side? 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I object to the time on 
our side being taken up. The gentleman can occupy time on his 
own side. 

Mr. LENTZ. I think the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
LINNEY] called me into this particular discussion. 

Mr, LINNEY. I donotcare to have my time further occupied. 

Mr. LENTZ. The gentleman has simply brought up specific 
performance cases, to which we are not referring at all. 

Mr. LINNEY. I think I am entitled to the floor. In the mica 
case to which I referred that was simply an action of ejectment, 
and not specific performance at all. In the other case I put if was 
simply an action of ejectment, where the sheriff came in as a pirty 
by reason of his having lost a deed, But as far as a case of sje 
cific performance is concerned, the principle is precisely the same, 
and the courts must have this power necessarily inherent in them, 
or else courts can not carry out the purposes for which they were 
established. That is the very principle upon which this Nort) 
Carolina judge bases this case. It goes still further. It relates 
not only to parties who are before the court, but to all officers 0! 
the court—attorneys, for instance, Suppose an attorney shou 
collect a sum of money for a client, being a member of the cour’, 
and should not pay it over to the client. Being an officer 0! ue 
court, he is within the power of the court. 

I recollect on one occasion, and my friend from North Carolina 
Mr. KLutTTz]} no doubt recollects the same case very We'!!, th° 
egislature of North Carolina undertook to restrict these inlere! 

powers of the court touching the question of contempt. [het 
came a case before our court. I do not want to mention ti 
name of the attorney, because he was one of the most (stil 
guished attorneys in North Carolina. He obtained $9,000 of his 
client’s money and wasted it in one debauch. Well, there was iu 
act of the legislature passed limiting the powers of ‘the court! 
contempt proceedings against an attorney, and the limit was that 
he should not be proceeded against or deprived of his right to 
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practice except upon a confession or a conviction in open court. 
The result was that the attorney slipped off with $9,000 of his 
client's money. But for that restrictive statute, which was some- 
thing on the same line as that suggested by the distin uished gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLEeTT], the judicial history of 
North Carolina would not to-day have that blur and stain upon it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is of as much importance to maintain the in- 
tegrity of our courts and to place it in the power of the courts to 
maintain their own dignity and their own power to enforce their 
authority by their judgments—that is of more importance to the 
country at large and to every citizen at large than the idea of 
going wild upon some imagined wrong springing out of the arbi- 
trary exercise of power on the part of a judge. Our judges are 
not going to exercise power arbitrarily. Why? First, they are 
like other people, only a little better. The citizens of Ohio would 
not elect anyone but a good man to bea judge. Then, what a 
judge does is in the face of the country. If the gentleman will 
allow me to use the expression, not touching himself, but touch- 
ing myself, ‘Let but a dog be watching thee, and his eyes will 
tend to thy restraint.” ; 

Our judges do their business publicly, and that restrains them. 
First, you have a good man, or you ought to have, and then you 
have that restraint upon him; and then, as the supreme court of 
North Carolina wisely says, should he act the fool, or rather act 
the tvrant, there is power in the legislature to impeach him. So 
that it seems to me the only safe ground is for the legislative de- 
partment to see to it that it does not overstep the boundary lines 
between it and the judiciary, and for the judiciary to see to it that 
it likewise does not overstep the line between it and the legislative. 
In that way this glorious, perfect system of checks and balances 
moves on and blesses all. But whenever politicians run wild and 
listen to the suggestion that the labor of the country is crushed to 
the earth and wants legislation that is impractical, that can not 
stand foramoment the test of having the judicial mind calmly and 
philosophically turned upon it, then indeed we are getting into a 
sea of troubles unknown tous. Therefore we ought, if we go into 
this at all, to go into it with great caution. But one other mat- 
ter-—— 

Mr. BARTLETT, Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on that side has been 
exhausted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
James R. WILLIAMS]. 


[Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS addressed the committee. 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. BARTLETT. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Lentz}. 


|[Mr. LENTZ addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

; Mr. BARTLETT, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

ETTl, 

_Mr. JETT, Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the present ses- 
sion of Congress I had the honor of introducing the following bill, 
which I desire to insert as a part of my remarks: 

A bill providing for a trial by a jury in United States courts for contempt, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act, every per- 
s0n or persons charged with contempt of court, or with violating any order, 
decree, or judgment of any court of the United States, or of any judge 
thereof, shall be entitled to the right of a trial by a jury in the court in which 
said charge is preferred: Provided. That thia shall not apply to contempts of 
court committed in the presence of the court. 

Sec. 2. That in any case of a conviction and judgment for a contempt in 
said court the person so convicted or against whom there is such judgment 
entered for contempt shall be entitled to prosecutea writ of error to the cir- 
cuit court of appeals of the circuit in which said court entering such judg- 
ment is situated: Provided, That the defendant so convicted may be ad- 
mitted to bail pending the prosecution of said writ of error, bail to be fixed 
by the court before whom said trial was had. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in any manner conflicting with this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the eit involved in this bill, which I 
have heretofore introduced, that I desire to be adopted as an 
amendment to this ees Iam not so particular as to the ex- 
act language that should be used if the amendment is set forth in 
such a way as to reach the desired result. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the provisions of this bill should 
not only be a law applicable in the Territory of Alaska, the code 
ne adr Territory we are now framing, but should be made ap- 

licable in all the Federal courts throughout the States of this 
: nion that have original jurisdiction. This is a question in which 

= interested. I take the position that there is no good reason 
- ly the accused shall not be entitled to a trial by a jury for con- 
empt in the United States court as well as for any other charge 





See 


referred him under any of the criminal sections of the 
be ape code. I know there is some opposition to this character 
of legislation, but that opposition comes, I am inclined to believe, 


from those who in truth and in fact have not the best interests, 
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welfare, and liberty of the individual citizen at heart. We have 
seen within the last few years evidences of the fact that legisla- 
tion along the lines as herein suggested for the protection of the 
rights of the individual citizen is very apparent. 

I believe that it is a serious mistake to undertake to give into 
the hands of any one man unrestrained power. I say here now 
that I stand in opposition to the giving to any one man unre- 
strained power. It is one of the arguments of those who want or 
desire to violate this authority by saying that he has discretionary 
power and exercise of his own judgment. Mr. Chairman, as the 
law stands to-day, Federal judges have unrestrained§power to act 
in cases of contempt or alleged violations of omnibus orders and 
decrees of suchcourt. To enact the provisions of this amendment 
into a law gives the accused the opportunity to be confronted with 
his accusers and by all the witnesses who are to testify against 
him. 

Why should not men who are charged with contempt of court, 
for instance, for violating some order or decree that had been 
entered by some Federal judge perhaps upon some ex parte show- 
ing, have the right to be confronted by the witnesses against them? 
I believe that the right to a trial by jury should remain inviolate 
in the Federal as well as in the State courts and that the accused 
should be entitled as a matter of right to a trial by a jury of his 
countrymen. Iam a firm believer in the right of trial by jury. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, in a great majority of cases a man is 
arraigned before the court for contempt, if it is indirect contempt, 
one committed out of the presence of the court, upon affidavits of 
persons who may not in the discretion of the judge be called in 
before the court and testify to the contents of the affidavits and 
all things therein alleged. And very often an innocent man may 
be convicted by the court upon ex parte affidavits. Lawyers all 
know the great injustice that can be done and very frequently is 
done by submitting a case entirely on ex parte affidavits. This 
seems to me to be a very unsafe plan, especially when the liberty 
of the citizen is involved. 

In my judgment, the accused should not only have the right to 
a trial by jury, because trial by jury is the very essence of our 
Government, but should have the right to have the witnesses 
come into court, that they might be cross-examined, and the exact 
truth of the matter under inquiry be ascertained. The cross- 
examination of a witness is, we all know, especially if he is one 
inclined to be unfair toward the accused, the only safeguard and 
protection that is given to those against whom charges have been 
preferred. The cross-examination of a witness has many times 
saved an innocent man. 

I further believe that those charged with being guilty of con- 
tempt of court should not only have the right of a trial by jury, 
but should likewise, in the case of conviction, have the right and 
privilege to take their case to a higher court for review; and dur- 
ing such review, as is provided in this amendment, they should 
have the right to give bail, pending a hearing on writ of error, 
the same as he would have the right to doif prosecuted under any 
of the sections of the Federal criminal code. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it is a question of fact as to whether or 
not the accused is guilty of contempt of court; aud as it is a 
question of fact, why should it not be submitted to a jury to pass 
upon, instead of lodging the power into the hands of an indi- 
vidual? Many who have had experience at the bar and haVe ob- 
served the actions and doings of some of the Federal judges in 
this country believe that it is more safe and the rights and liberty 
of the citizen will be better protected if, when an accusation is 
made against him, he can have a jury of his peers to pass upon 
his case. That there has been much abuse in recent years of the 
authority given to Federal courts there is, I think, no question. 
The issuing of omnibus injunctions has become one of the first 
things that the great corporations of the country think of when 
their employees are asking for an advance in their wages. 

This government by injunction seems to be very prevalent at 
the present time, and I want to say here, as a member of this 
House, that I am opposed to government by injunction; but if 
this is going to be permitted, I want that protection given to citi- 
zens that when an accusation is made against them for violating 
one of these injunctions he may submit his case to a jury of 
his countrymen. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this may be placed 
upon the statutes of our country and become a law, so that citi- 
zens may not be convicted upon ex parte affidavits, but that he 
shall have a fair and impartial trial before a jury of his fellow- 
citizens. Such ought to be the law, and if it is in my power it 
shall be the law, applicable in the Federal courts of the United 
States. [Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, the writ of injunction is sought by great corpo- 
rations many times as a means of evading jury trial]. If an indi- 
vidual violates a law, there are provisions made in every State by 
which he could be made to respond for his illegal act, under the 
laws of the State, and every State in the Union, without an excep- 
tion, providesa manner of punishment for all character of offenses, 
Why, then, the writ of injunction? 
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Mr. Chairman, I know that attempts have been made to create 
the impression that the opposition to government by injunction 
springs from a settled hostility to the courts and the ordinary 
processes of justice; but such is not the case. The fact is, how- 
ever, that it has become a confirmed habit of the judges in the 
Federal courts to substitute the extraordinary writs to supplant 
the right of trial by jury, by arbitrary punishment for contempt 
of court. It is not because of any hostility to the courts, but it is 
because of the arbitrary power that has been exercised by some 
of the Federal courts that have put the people in opposition to 
government by injunction. |Applause. } 

Mr. BARTLETT, I now yield to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota. 


[Mr. McCLEARY addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BARTLETT, How much time is remaining, Mr, Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this discussion 
seems to be that the committee and myself are agreed upon one 
proposition at least, and that is that indirect contempt, contempts 
which are defined by law to be contempts not committed in the 
immediate presence of the court or so near thereto as to interfere 
with the administration of justice, should be tried, so far as the 
facts are concerned, by a jury. 

There are many States in this Union which have adopted a law 
similar to that which I propose shall be adopted for Alaska. For 
a long time in my own State, and in numbers of other States I 


a 


could mention, a party was confined for what the judge had de- | 


termined to be a violation of an order of the court to deliver up 
property or for violating an injunction, and for other indirect con- 
tempts of court, I remember an instance where a man laid 
eighteen months in jail because he was not able to comply with 
the order of the court. That was in my State, in a State court. 

it so attracted the attention of the legislature that they passed 
a law which provided that when a party was arraigned before the 
court, charged with a violation of the order of the court, for any 
contempt of the process of the court, and should demand it, and 
who controverted the fact by which he was charged to be guilty 
of a contempt, he should have the right to submit that case toa 
jury and have the jury pass upon the question whether or not he 
was in contempt of the court in not obeying its mandate. 

The case that attracted national attention was the case in re 
Debs, which went to the Supreme Court of the United States (158 
U.S. Reports, page 564). ye know that in that case a man was 
charged with violating an order or injunction of a Federal judge, 
who at one step advanced the jurisdiction of an equity court 
which had never been assumed by the courts in this country before. 

We know that that man was tried and confined in jail for a 
number of months, and that his case came to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and the point was made that he had the right 
of a trial by jury and the right of appeal. We know that the 


Supreme Court of the United States decided that under the law | 


as it existed, and under the chancery practice in the United States 


courts, a man did not have the right of trial by jury on the facts | 


charged in the proceeding against him for contempt in violating 
the order of the court, and that the judgment of the court was 
final, and from that there was no appeal. That was the uniform 
practice in the courts in England and the United States in this 
sort of a proceeding, and also in the courts of a number of States. 

We know, Mr. Chairman, and the country knows it, that since 


that case there has been case after case in the Federal courts where | 


the dearest right of a citizen, a trial by jury, had been denied, 
where he had been arraigned before a court and imprisoned upon 
an order of the judge without any trial except before the judge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
include in his remarks the names of those cases? I have heard 
that statement made a good many times. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have not the names of the cases at hand, 
but I have them accessible, I will say to the gentleman from 
Maine that there are cases reported which arose in West Vir- 
ginia and in some other States where the miners were abso- 
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Mackall vs. Rutherford et al. (82 Federal Reporter, page 4; 
The decision in this case was rendered August 21, 1897, in , 
tempt proceedings, held in the United States circuit court f,; 
district of West Virginia. 

On the 16th of August, 1897, the court granted an inju 
and for the alleged violation of this injunction the defen, 
were punished for contempt. 

In this case the penalty was inflicted by United States Ci; 
Judge Goff for the alleged violation of an injunction 
by the court, restraining all persons from entering upon 
property of the Montana Coal and Coke Company, for the pw 
of interfering with the employees of said company or by the! 
ing of either public or private assemblages upon said pro 
etc. The alleged violation consisted in the men marching « 
the highway, the same being the county road, which ran tly 
the property of the coal and coke company. They did not n 
past the property of the company, but the marching was 
the public highway. Thedefendants insisted that they cou\d 
and go over the county road as they pleased, because it y 
public highway. This was alleged to interfere with the 1 
who desired to work and who had to pass along the high) 
order to reach the mines of the company. This was held 1 
violation of the injunction, and the strikers were punis! 
contempt. 

Consolidated Steel and Wire Company vs. Murray etal. 
eral Reporter, page 811). 

In this case a temporary injunction was issued. 

American Steel and Wire Company vs. Wire Drawers ani Die 
Makers’ unions Nos. 1 and 8 etal. (90 Federal Reporter, page (is 

In this case the defendants were enjoined from using the st: 

United States vs. Sweeney, Same vs. Tallemene et al., 5 
Heffley, Same vs. Barrick et al., Same vs. Lingo et al., San 
Bunch et al. (95 Federal Reporter, page 434.) 

In this case a temporary restraining order was issued and sory 
ice had upon the defendants. None of them entered an aypeuar- 
ance and a decree pro confesso was had, and afterwards a (in: 
decree was rendered and the injunction made perpetua!. 

Subsequently certain acts were committed by the strikers whic! 
appeared to be violations of the injunction, and upon : 
vits charging the same being filed in court, certain parti 
brought into court and heard as to why they should not be | 
guilty of contempt of court and punished accordingly. 
cases against the different individuals were consolidated, an th 
decision of the court was rendered by District Judge Roz 
July 22, 1899, and certain of the defendants were adju 
guilty of contempt and were punished by the imposing of | 
of imprisonment of various lengths. 

In Ex parte Lennon (17 Supreme Court Reporter) page (5s {! 
facts were as follows: In the case of the Toledo, Ann Ar! 
North Michigan Railway Company against several railway « 
panies, citizens of Ohio, as wall on the Michigan Central Ra 
Company, a restraining order was issued by the circuit cow 
the northern district of Ohio, and for an alleged violation « 
order the complainant in the above case (Lennon) was ad 
to be guilty of contempt, and a fine of $50 and costs was in 

In the case of Silver State Council, No. 1, of American (1 
Steam Engineers vs. Rhodes et al, (43 Pacific Reporter, page 
the decision of the lower court refusing the injunction wa 
firmed, 

In People vs. Davis et al. (Chicago Legal News, volume }\\) 
26, page 212), the defendants were indicted for criminal! con- 
spiracy. 

Elder et al. vs, Whitesides et al. (72 Federal Reporter, ): 
724): Conspiracy; unlawful combinations. 

Oxley Stave Company vs. Coopers’ International Union of ! 
——- et al. (72 Federal Reporter, page 695): Conspiracy © 

0ycott. 

State ve, Kidd et al., tried in municipal court of Oshkosh, \V': 
November 2, 1898: Conspiracy, etc. : 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
Industrial Commission, which has been investigating the 18 
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lutely prohibited from marching along the public highways by the | trial conditions of the country, reported to this House, 5" 
grant of an injunction in the Federal courts and punished for | ing as a partial relief for the various labor troubles that we |.ve 


‘ violating it. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to haye the gentleman in- 
clude a list of those cases in his remarks. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have them and will do so. I would not 
make such a statement unless I had the authority for it, and I 
hope the gentleman from Maine does not doubt me. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Notatall. 1 only wanted to get the de- 
tailed information. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I cite the following as some of the reported 
cases, An investigation of the facts of the cases and the rulings 
of the judges should convince everyone that it is the imperative 
duty of Congress to speedily enact a law one the persons ac- 
cused of contempt in such cases the right of trial by jury. 


had and are still having in this country, that the power 0! (10 
Federal court to punish for contempt be limited and rest:i-ie:! 
We have a commission suggesting the right of trial by vy 2 
contempt cases as one of the means of relief for the labor!): 

ple of this country, and that they shall not have one of the ««'T 
est rights taken away from them except after trial by jury. ‘| "; 
less there is some power and authority given by the enact!“ 
a statute, similar to the bill pro by myself, which sh: © 
quire the courts of the United States to give the accused in |'"~° 
contempt cases a trial by jury, and curb to that extent al | st 
the autocratic and despotic use of power by the Federal ju''«°s, 
as has been done in many cases in the past few years, then, 11 not 
many years to come, I fear that this ‘subtle corps of sappe's and 
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miners,” as the Federal judiciary were called by Mr. Jefferson, 
will “undermine the foundations of our constitutional fabric” 
and destroy our free institutions. [Applause. | 

Mr. RIDGELY. I ask leave to print in the Recorp a bill bear- 
ing on this question, which I think will not occupy more than 
one-fourth of a column. sl 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
under the leave already granted he has that privilege. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The growing practice of our Federal judges 
to issue “injunctions” and ‘‘restraining orders” against mem- 
pers of labor organizations in casesof disputes between them and 
their employers has become a serious matter, owing to the fact 
that our courts not only go too far with such orders, but, what is 
much worse, they assume the authority of convicting anyone ac- 
cused of violations of their self-made laws, and, still worse, they 
imprison the accused without a jury trial or limit of term of such 
imprisonment. ee Sig lin ’ 

Organized labor all over the nation is moving in this matter 
by asking fair legislation at our hands to limit and define the 
powers of our courts in such cases. A bill is now pending before 
the Judiciary Committee of this House, and has been for months, 
which many of the most able jurists of the country have con- 
sidered and pronounced fair to all parties and within constitu- 
tional limits. 1 will publish the bill with my remarks, hoping our 
committee will soon report it to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, 


A bill (H. R. 8917) to limit the meaning of the word “conspiracy’ and also 
the use of “restraining orders and injunctions” as applied to disputes be- 
tween employers and employees in the District of Columbia and Terri- 
tories, or enga in commerce between the several States, District of 
Columbia, and Territories, and with foreign nations. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That no agreement, combination, or con- 
tract by or between two or more persons to do, or procure to be done, or not 
to do, or procure not to be done, any act in contemplation or furtherance of 
any trade dispute between employers and employees in the District of Co- 
Jumbia or in any Territory of the United States, or who may be engaged in 
trade or commerce between any Territory and another, or between any Ter- 
ritory or Territories and any State or States, or the District of Columbia, or 
with foreign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or 
States, or foreign nations, shall be deemed criminal, nor shall those engaged 
therein be indictable or otherwise punishable for the crime of conspiracy, if 
such act committed by one person would not be punishable as a crime, nor 
shall such agreement, combination, or contract be considered as in restraint 
of trade or commerce, nor shall any restraining order or injunction be issued 
with relation thereto. Nothing in this act shall exempt from punishment, 
otherwise than as herein excepted, any persons guilty of conspiracy for which 
punishment is now provided by any act of Congress, but such act of Congress 
shall, as to the a ments, combinations, and contracts hereinbefore referred 
to, be construed as if this act were therein contained. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LLOYD. I should like to be heard for just a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri | Mr. LLoyp] 
asks unanimous consent to address the Committee of the Whole 
for five minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LLOYD, Mr. Chairman, I am not fully in accord with the 
views on either side of this controversy as expressed here. I am 
fully in accord with the sentiments expressed by the gentleman 
from Georgia. I fully concur with everything he has said with 
reference to the merits of this matter; but I am fully convinced, 
after careful investigation, that the committee bill, with the 
amendment which the committee will suggest, provides a much 
better and more effective remedy than the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The amendment arepeme by the committee contains the exact 
provision embraced in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, for jury trials in contempt cases. But the advantage 
which the bill has over the amendment presented by that gentle- 
man is this: In the bill and the committee amendment we define 
and explain to the people what is meant by a contempt. We de- 
clare that when an individual has done a certain thing he is 
guilty of or The amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia is broad; it defines nothing so far as contempts are 
concerned, except to say that contempts shall be of two kinds— 
direct and indirect, It does not describe what those shall be. It 
does not in any sense define what a contempt is. On the other 
hand, the bill as we have it before us fully explains what con- 
tempts are, and how many sorts of contempts there are. 

It has been suggested that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Cue should be adopted because it provides for appeal. 
But the bill itself provides for appeal. The two sections are on 
this subject nearly identical. 

There is another distinct advantage which the bill has over the 
amendment, ‘The bill provides what shall be the proceeding from 
time to time; it provides for bail; it provides that the individual 
may be brought Salen the court and under certain circumstances 
admitted to bail. In addition to that it provides another very 

ortunate and salutary remedy which the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from oe does not; it provides what shall be the pun- 
ishment in cases 0 contempt. The amendment suggested by the 
= from Georgia provides no punishment in a case of this 
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It is necessary in all matters of this kind, to get at the purpose 
desired by the provision, to state specifically what shall be the 
rights of the defendant in every such case. It is sought by these 
propositions to protect the defendant. You can protect the de- 
fendant only by defining what his rights are. 

This bill, as I understand, very specifically provides what are 
the rights of the defendant; and, because it so provides, I am very 
anxious that this House shall adopt the committee amendments 
and then adopt the chapter as reported by the committee. [Ap- 
plause. | 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. As I understand, an amendment striking 
out ‘‘ or inits discretion” was offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. LENTZ] and is now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio pending; it would not have been in order to submit 
such an amendment. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to amend my amendment by strik- 
ing out, in section 4, the words “ or in its discretion.” 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BartTLert 
as amended, it was rejected; there being—ayes 43, noes 76. 

Mr. DRIGGS. As stated before, [ desire to address the com- 
mittee on a matter not germane to this bill. I would like the 
privilege of occupying ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr, 
DriaGs] asks unanimous consent to address the Committee of the 
Whole for ten minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, several weeks ago, during the 
latter part of March, I had the honor of addressing the Honse in 
relation to extravagance in the transport service of the United 
States as managed by the War Department, referring principally 
to the outrageous and uncalled-for waste of the people’s money 
in overhauling and refitting the transport Sumner. You will 
undoubtedly recall that my charges were based upon an article 
published in a reputable newspaper, a newspaper ip no sense a 
so-called ‘* yellow journal,” 

You will also probably remember the allusions to the sixty (not 
seventy-tive) dollar egg boiler; the sumptuous and magnificent 
dining-room fittings and furnishings; the Aladdin-like bathrooms, 
and other evidences of unnecessary expenditures, the net result 
of all together forming a combination of beauty that made the 
Summer a ‘* palace of the seas.” 

Mr. Chairman, not one of us has forgotten the ring of indigna- 
tion in the melodious baritone voice of the gentleman from lowa 
|Mr. Huu] as he refuted the charges of extravagance. How 
patriotically the gentleman from Iowa said ‘‘ berths for men, cool 
and well-ventilated * * * and all other appliances for the 
comfort and welfare of the men.” 

Why, sir, the country was almost persuaded into the belief that 
as far as the enlssted men were concerned the Sumner was some 
delightful floating Elysium, where only happiness and content- 
ment reigned supreme, On the contrary, i will prove later in my 
argument that the berths for the men are neither ‘‘cool nor com- 
fortable” nor the “‘ other appliances” for their ‘‘comfort and wel- 
fare” all theyshould be. inconclusion the gentleman from Iowa 
advised me to call at the War Department for information, and 
not rely on a newspaper article. 

After the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs had 
resumed his seat, that greatest of sages [Mr. CANNON] in the 
House of Representatives arose and addressed the committee in 
reply to the transport charges. The speech then delivered by him 
I take the liberty of quoting almost in its entirety (pages 3670, 
8671, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, March 28, 1900): 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say a word. I have an ac 
quaintance with the Quartermaster-General, who is the same one we have 
had since the breaking out of the Spanish war, a most worthy, and, in my 
opinion, a most painstaking officer. 

1 do not believe that there has been undue expense upon this or any other 
transport. It does seem to me,I say tothe gentleman from New York, if I 
had wanted to perpetrate a sensation upon the House I would have journeyed 
down to the Auditor's Office for the War Depurtment, and tothe War De- 
partment proper, and found out whether this highly colored article was 
inspired by er who was not pleased because the x was not repaired 
at the navy-yard rather than at a private yard, or poy y by some private 
yard that wanted the job as against the one that did get it, or whether there 
was somebody wandering around who wanted the transport service put 
under the Navy, who inspired the article. 

I would have found out something about it before I perpetrated the sensa- 
tion, I think. Possibly, when my friend had found out about it, it would not 
have served his purpose in perpetrating a sensation. [Laughter.] Ido not 
know whether that is so or not. 

Mr. DriaGs. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. Driaa@s. I have no desire to createa sensation whatever. It isagainst 
my nature and ae my actions in this House. I simply desire to find out 
if this is the truth. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it is just about a mile to the two proper officers who 


could have told all about it, and where everything could have been found out. 
I have no knowledge about it, but my belief is that the Sumner is a splendid 


The question is on the committee amend- 
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transport, as it ought to be, and soall our transports ought to be. Now, I 
will acknowledge, when you talk about a china service for the table, that 
probably they had better fitted it up with pewter plates. I do not know. 

Mr. RicHakpson. ‘The gentleman will concede that $200 for a bath tub is 
rather heavy. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 do not know as to the cost of bath tubs. It is easy to say, 
“Is not that heavy’’’ I suppose some kind of a bath tub can be bought for 
twenty or twenty-five dollars. But my understanding is that the bath tubs 
which are now used by people who build even modest houses in this coun- 
try—bath tubs of porcelain—cost from $100 to $150. I am told some of them 
cost thousands of dollars—three or four or five thousand dollars—for bath- 
rooms and furnishings amongst the average constituency of my genial friend 
from New York [Mr. Driaes). [Laughter.] I do not know about that. 

Mr. Drieos. I only wish they had that money up there. 

Mr. CANNON. It is easy to talk about a goblet costing 75 cents. It is easy 
to talk ~ mahogany furniture; and yeteverybody knows that it is cheaper 
than walnut. 

I do not know the necessity for this furnishing. I do know that there are 
65,000 of our boys in the Philippines, 12,000 miles from home. I know that 
they had to be taken there, and that they have to be brought home, and per- 
haps others have got to go and come. 

They can not jump there; they can not go there ina canoe or skiff; they 
can not sail there in a schooner. It is the duty of the Government to take 
them, and the Government, in the performance of this duty, has fitted up 
these transports. I apprehend when the fact is arrived at that it will be 
found they are well fitted up, so that you and I would not be ashamed of 
them—fitted up for the comfort and good reputation and well-being of the 
people who go upon them. 

Now, I never went aboard a man-of-war or a cruiser but what I found bet- 
ter furniture, better knives and furks, better crockery. more highly polished 
fueniture than there are in my house or in any house, I suppose, that I could 
get an invitation to goto. [Laughter.] ButI wasalways glad of it. Aserv- 
ice that goes about the world, eres our boys and urs es our Navy, 
cought to be the best service for the comfort of the men that it is practicable 
to get, everything for efficiency without extravagance, and besides that it 
ought to be such, as it steams about the world, that when an American citi- 
zen goes aboard an American ship he will not be ashamed of his country. 
{ Applause. } 

Note carefully that the great guardian of the strong box of 
Uncle Sam said, ‘‘i do not believe there has been undue expense 
upon this or any other transport;” and also, ‘*‘ Everything for effi- 
ciency without extravagance.” The gentleman from Illinois is so 
fair, so just, so honest that I am satisfied when my remarks are 
concluded he will acknowledge there was undue expense on the 
Sumner, and that it was everything for luxury for transport offi- 
cers and not too comfortable accommodations for enlisted men or 
line officers, Mr. CANNON, too, advised me to go to the War De- 
partment, ’ 

The day following the above the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. PARKER] read to the House a letter from the then acting 
head of the transport service (Colonel Bellinger) denying the 
charges of extravagance and giving prices to prove the accuracy 
of his statement. Mr. Chairman, this letter seemed to make the 
charges which I had proclaimed to the House ro!l away and dis- 
appear like the morning mist at the touch of the summer svn. 
This letter did indeed place the &ewspaper editor and myself in 
the position of being recipients of the most exasperating type of 
‘‘go'd brick” at the hands of a careless reporter. _ 

This same day (March 29) I introduced a resolution calling for 
an investigation of the entire transport service, referring particu- 
larly to the Sumner. It was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, where it slumbers on, carefully protected from the 
light of day, carefully shielded from undue publicity in the peace, 
silence, and darkness of its pigeonhole resting place. I do not con- 
demn the Committee on Military Affairs for not allowing me a 
hearing on the resolution, for it has been far too busy on other 
subjects of greater importance to the people of the country. 
Realizing the impossibility of procuring an investigation of Con- 

ress in relation to the Sumner, I took the advice of the gentlemen 

rom Iowa and Illinois and called upon the War Department for 
all figures relating to the overhauling, refitting, and refurnishing 
the said ship, and additionally asked permission to visit in person 
the ship from ‘‘ keel to truck.” 

The figures I received, the ship I visited, and I now propose to 
lay before Congress and the country the fruits of my labor, and, 
additionally, I now charge, upon my responsibility as a member 
of this House, first, “‘undue extravagance;” second, “ reckless 
waste of the taxpayers’ money;” third, ‘‘gross negligence on the 
part of the War Department for allowing the Navy Department 
to expend over $400,000 on repairs;” fourth, “outrageous disre- 
gard for economy by the War and N a Departments in expend- 
ing $552,000 in repairing, refitting, and overhauling a ship that 
only cost $160,000,” 

Mr. Chairman, ere submitting evidence in proof of the above, I 
desire to emphatically say that I have the utmost confidence in the 
honesty, probity, and truth of the Quartermaster-General and also 
the head of the transport service. I simply contend that their 
knowledge at the outset of the repairs necessary on an “old hulk” 
of the Sumner class should have been infinitely greater than it 
was, for under such circumstances extravagance would have been 
impossible. 

Before giving in detail the items of expense, let us first pence at 
the history of the Sumner. She was purchased — avy De- 
partment during the war with Spain, the price being $160,594. 
She is of 2,738 gross tons burden. Her s is variously esti- 
mated at 10 to 12 knots per hour, but in ty 9 knots is her av- 
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erage speed. Her age I know not, but my information is th»: 
‘**she is by no means a new ship.” She was used by the Navy a. 
a collier, bearing the name Cassius. Her record as a collier was 
not one to inspire either admiration as to her seagoing qualiti 
or satisfaction as to her carrying capacity. 

The War Department took her from the Navy Department 
October, 1899, rechristening her Sumner, at the same time .). 
lowing the Navy Department by book transfer the $160,594 oriy; 
nally paid for the ship. 

The War Department called upon the Navy Department for | 
timates as to the cost of overhauling and fitting her for the tra, 
port service. The first estimate was $100,000. The War Dep:; 
ment then requested the Navy Department to go ahead and °:; 
ish the ship in two months.” 

A few weeks later the estimated cost was increased $50,000, and 
in the report of the Secretary of War to the Senate, under dat 
March 29, 1800 (Senate Document 250, page 5), the cost increases 
to $250,000, this amount including work performed by Quart 
master’s Department of the War Department. Under date of \ 
16, 1900, ina letter to me from Colone! Bird, her total cost incre 
to $652,218.89. Mr. Chairman, the bold, bare truth is that the 
ship was in such terrible condition that rebuilding was neces 

WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S® OFFici 
Washington, May ! 


Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith a statement of the cost for fitt 
up and furnishing the Army transport Sumner, showing the expendit 
made by the general superintendent Army transport service, New Yo: 
and the amount of the bills of the Navy Department for materials an: 
furnished in fitting up the ship at the Norfolk Navy-Yard. Itemi: 
have not yet been received from the Navy Department, and the 
stated are therefore the lump sums for labor and materials. 

Attention is invited to the fact that of the total cost for fitting up ar 
nishing the ship, $452,218.89, the sum of $374,207.30 is for labor, being #) 
in excess of the cost for materials. 

By direction of the Quartermaster-General: 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. E. H. DriaGs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


CHAS. BIP,D 
Quartermaster, United States A 


Statement of expenditures made for fitting up and furnishing the Ar 
port Sumner 


[Expenditures made by the general superintendent Army transport 
vice, New York City.] 
FOR ENGINE DEPARTMENT. 
Machinery: 
Pumps and fittings $3, 269. 
Evaporators and distillers B, 525, 
Condensers 3, 988. 7 
Whistle operator 
Refrigerating apparatus 
Ventilating and heatin 
Electric-light plant an 
Search light 
Crosshead steel forgings 
Ash hoists 
Propeller blades 
Laundry machinery 
Work on crosshead, crank pin, brasses, bearings, Kat- 
zenstein’s packing, etc ........... isaviaeinPabenescnhes 
Stay tubes, pipe, valves, piping, packing, tubing, 
gauges, opps. lubricators, zinc, tin, bronze, in- 
jectors, steel plates, tiling, wrenches, etc........... 41,550.62 
FOR DECK DEPARTMENT. 
Material: 
Bunks 
Pig-iron ballast 
Tank steel 
Automatic releasing hooks 
Lumber 
Sanitary goods 
Sounding machine 
Boat davit forgings -. ; 
I a ia dd Oe gucdae ces 
Valves, radiators, traps, rigging, leather, locks, steel 
bars, pipe, pipe fittings, lights, blocks, copper tub- 
ing, varnish, iron bars, angles, canvas, asbestus, 
plates, bolts, hardware, cork, screws, matting, til- 
ing, lead, mirrors, glass, pulley, wire rope, ete ..... 
Work on leads, telegraph, dry cocking, ull plates, 
steering apparatus, shelving, tables, hatch covers, 
pantry sinks, painting, etc 


FOR STEWARD'S DEPARTMENT. 
Cooking apparatus , 785.00 
Coffee urn and charcoal broiler 89. 50 
Galley fixtures 724. 00 


For rapid-fire gun, ammunition, and bolts ................-.--- 


The bills of the Navy Department for materials and labor fur- 
nished in fitting of the ship are not received in this office, but the 
amounts as reported to the Navy Department are as follows: 


EQUIPMENT DEPARTMENT. 


For labor $17, 575. 48 
For materials ...... lia us seh a miane da aiilicchcding 6, 627.37 


STEAM ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 


iat BA a cqcodunmnceiions lil ia ieee ern iy $73, 517.78 
For materials Stak tibial nate ncwues . Sip eee OO 


91,478. % 








1900. 





statement of expenditures made for fitting up an 
; port Sumner—Continue 


‘CONSTRUCTION DEPARTMENT. 


$268, 903. 37 


wr labor 
For labo 70, 069. 28 


For materials 











Grand total for fitting up and furnishing Sumner 
/ 


The amount paid for services and labor in the foregoing state- 
ment is as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL 
a [erating the Army trans- 
$338, 972. 65 
652, 218. 89 
By the general superintendent Army transportservice. $14,210.67 


in Navy Department bills 359, 996. 63 


—_———-_ 874, 207.30 
278, 011. 59 
Total paid for services, labor, and materials.............-.... 652, 218. 89 


The amount paid for materials is: 
By the general superintendent Army transport service. $183,353. 76 
In Navy Department bills 94. 657.83 





Of course the above figures practically include every dollar ex- 
pended by orders of the War Department, although a large amount 
of money ($10,288) was expended on her by the Navy prior to the 
ownersbip of the War Department. No one can criticise one dol- 
lar spent on this ship for legitimate labor, but if the amount ex- 
pended for unnecessary political labor be deducted from the actual 
necessary labor the item of labor expenditure would be most ma- 
terially reduced. 

Note carefully, under the head ‘‘ Deck department,” the items, 
“Sanitary goods, $13,434.79; and valves, * * * leather, * * * 
mirrors, glass, etc., $30,715.17. Steward’s department, galley fix- 
tures, $724.. Navy, Construction department: For materials (not 
itemized), $70,069.28.” 

| desire particularly to allude to the above items, for I can ad- 
dress the House upon them from the standpoint of personal obser- 
vation. Upon Saturday, March 31, 1900, [ inspected the Sumner 
from keel to bridge, and know whereof I speak. 

What does the item ‘‘sanitary goods” mean? Why should over 
$18,000 be expended for plumbing? You may say it was fine 
work. Aye! itis fine work, extravagantly, wastefully fine. 

I have baarded many of the finest trans-Atlantic liners; I have 
seen many of the finest private yachts of our richest millionaires: 
but upon none of these craft are the bathrooms so expensive, so 
luxurious, so complete, so beautiful as those on this Army trans- 
port. The bathrooms of the captain and commissary, fitted up as 
they are with so-called marble bath tubs, costing, including labor 
of setting up, over $200 each; hot and cold water, shower and 
needle baths, tiled floorings and wainscoting, German silver 
piping and porcelain washstands, compels a fair-minded man to 
stand and stare aghast at the reckless expenditure of money, for 
each of these bathrooms cost many hundred dollars to equip. 

This is not all, for there are 12 other bathrooms on board the 
ship almost as beautiful, almost as extravagantly fitted up, and 
almost as costly. Think of it; hot and cold water, shower and 
need!e baths, porcelain tubs, and hand-laid mosaic tiling in the 
bathrooms of an Army transport. The average cost of each bath- 
room was $354.96. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] said 
these bathrooms were for the men, 1 say now they are for the 
use of officers and engers, while the enlisted men—the men 
who are going to fight for their country—are forced to be satisfied 
with unsanitary, rough, brass sluice troughs. No bath tubs for 
the men; simply 8 to 12 cold-water showers; no needle or hot- 
water showers for these ‘‘boys in blue.” Another fact in this 
connection is that these 8 showers are for the use of 772 enlisted 
men, While the 20 fine shower baths are for the use of only 65 
officers and passengers. Is this fair? Is thisjust? Is this taking 
proper care of the well-being of the private in the ranks? 

The quarters of the quartermaster, captain, and the commissary 
are large, commodious, and beautifully finished in mahogany, while 
the quarters of the officers of the Regular Army going out in com- 
mand of the troops, going out to battle with the Filipinos, are dis- 
gracefully small and crowded; but even in these smaller quarters 
mahogany is used everywhere, irrespective of the fact that other 
woods equally as durable would have answered equally as well. 
The more closely I inspected the ship the more thoroughly was I 
satistied that every effort was made to spend money and not one 
attempt was made toeconomize. It is a shame, too, that the off- 
cers of the transport service should have such magnificent quar- 
ters while the quarters of the officers of the Army are so cramped, 
80 miserable, and so inadequate. The berth deck of the enlisted 
men is neither commodious nor comfortable. 

It was originally intended to berth 1,000 men on this deck in | 
bunks on galvanized iron frames, six bunks toasection; but some 
good Samaritan chanced along and protested against the crowd- 
ing together of so many men, and therefore 228 bunks were re- 
moved. So, you see, here was another item of bad judgment in 
fitting up the ship. The famous egg-boiling machine is intended 
solely and absolutely for the use of the officers and not for the use 
of the men as suggested by the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Hutt]. This sixts-dollar piece of extravagance can only 


) 


nN 


RECORD—HOUSE. y 


olf 


boil 16 eggs at a time, and of this number four are boiled two 
minutes, four three minutes, and so on; therefore, is it not easy 
to figure that it would take from three to four hours to boil suf- 
ficient eggs for 800 men? What does the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] think of that proposition? 

The dining saloon is another magnificent evidence of how money 
lavishly expended can beautify the most ordinary rooms. Imagine 
to yourselves a great, richly carved mahogany sideboard, 6 by 12 
feet, said to have cost fer labor and material over $1,000, on one 
side of the saloon; three long and heavy tables, with solid mahog- 
any tops and legs, in center of saloon, each table surrounded by 
the finest sort of mahogany dining chairs; comfortable mahogany 
settees on other side of saloon, and a very pretty and complete 
mahogany-finished smoking room just off the dining saloon. I 
freely admit that I saw no solid-silver tableware. The goblets 
were not cut glass, but the ordinary pressed glass; and at the price 

said for them—39 cents each—I will leave it tothe decision of every 
10usewife in America if that is not more extravagant than cut 
glass tumblers at $1 each, 

Why carry this line of argument further? 


Your constituents 
and mine know that $200 bath tubs, $60 egg boilers, mahogany 
tables, chiffoniers, and sideboards, 39-cent tumblers, expensive 
shower baths, and fancy cooking utensils should never be installed 
in a ship that is to be fitted up and used for the most serious sort 
of work, and not for the lightest sort of pleasure. No official has 
the right to waste money as recklessly as it has been wasted on 
the Sumner. Six hundred and fifty-two thousand dollars—what 
a tremendous amount of money for overhauling and repairing a 


ship! 

You ask how does the original cost of the Sumner, plus repairs, 
ete., compare with the original cost and repairs, etc., of other 
ships in the transport service? 

The figures now quoted are official, having been taken from the 
Annual Report of the Quartermaster-General for 1899, pages 76 
and 77; Senate Document No. 250, page 5, and personal informa- 
tion supplied by Colonel Bird, chief of transport service: 








| ie | Wnts Accom- 
| Gross| Pur. ee oe x bel | moda 
Name of ship. ton- | chase ak a Pp aa “tions for 
| nage. | price. | “Vairs wa ’ | enlisted 
| « ie * | men. 
} EEE — 
} } 7 } 7 
Tons. | | Number 
a candid ciiewanenn enenie | 4,770 | $200,000 | $265, 829 $465, 329 | 1,200 
ss Aaa RRC | 5,641 | 400,000 | 374,000 | 774,000 | 1, 200 
McPherson ........-------.«---- 3,656 | 250,000 | 116.299 | 366,209 | Behe 
oe, | 2.792) 175,000| 98,046} 273) 046 | 800 
i lias oe waiunaaiegiiinna | 4,126} 240,000 | 105,728 | 345,728 | R28 
si ccna bing inside | 4,243 20, 000 | 133,281 | 333,281 | 1, 236 
ST itis décknebbnecegawnbe | 2,738 238 | 812,812 | 772 
| | 


160, 504 | 652, 
| 
I would call special attention to excessive “‘ refitting and re- 
pairs” of Sumner as compared with the other mentioned ships. 


Tons | Greater 





ss larger |PUmber of| Total cost 
Name of vessel. than Sum- ‘Tops car-| less than 
ner ried than | Sumner. 
Sumner. | 
ED olen tik a weivt dnidaieieadtiddee | 2, 082 | 428 $353, 489 
DE itt ebih Gdnwkwines Sgheeeeaseh ende-« tell 2,903 28 | 88, 803 
ask aisha anit t dibkbda Ghee tii teed 452,513 
i a alae mites xnaed knee peetebis ' < 28 | 545, 766 
DT dtth wtieekhancbenkinee sume dedeheedeuae , 388 58 467, 084 
sic) higadenh eelh vaccoues tedentnngudven 1,505 404 485, 531 





Carefully perusing and studying the above tables, we glean a 
most remarkable condition of affairs. The Meade, a magnificent 
ship of more than twice the tonnage and carrying 428 more troops, 
with a total cost $38,000 less than the Sumner. ‘The McClellan, of 
practically the same tonnage as the Sumner and carrying 28 more 
troops, cost $539,000 less than the palatial Sumner. 

All of you, my colleagues, with an understanding of ships and 
shipping, carefully consider the difference between the Sumner and 
the McClellan. 
the Sumner. 

The Crook and Warren, more than half again as large, cost over 
$460,000 less than the Sumner. 

Most remarkable of all, however, is the comparison between the 
Sedgwick and Sumner. The Sedgwick, fitted out with every appur- 
tenance for the comfort, convenience, and safety of officers and 
enlisted men, is conceded by transport experts to be one of the 
finest, most thoroughly equipped, and seaworthy transports of her 
tonnage that sails the broad seas. Thisship, of 4,770 tons, isindeed 
a vessel of which any American may be proud. Now, what was 
the total cost of the Sedgwick? Only $465,329, or $353,000 less than 
the Sumner. Sedquwick, 4,770 tons; Sumner, 2,738 tons; Sedgwick 
2,032 tons larger than the Sumner. Sedgwick carries 1,200 enlisted 
troops. Sumner carries 772 troops. Sedgwick carries 428 more 
troops. 


The McClellan is also 4 knots per hour faster than 
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My Democratic colleagues and all ye Republicans of fair and 
just minds, do not these official figures absolutely prove the charges 
of extravagance in the refitting of the Sumner? Many more 
figures of the total cost of other great transports, notably the 
Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, could I submit, were it necessary to 
supply additional proof for the substantiation of the charges upon 
which I have staked my reputation for accuracy and responsibility. 

In conclusion, 80 satisfied am I that the charges of extravagance 
made by the Brooklyn Daily Eagle are true that I would be filled 
with the deepest satisfaction were the great Speaker of this House 
to appoint a thoroughly Republican partisan committee, without 
a Democrat upon it, to investigate the charges made in the reso- 
lution introduced March 29, 1900; for that committee, without 
the shadow of a doubt, would surely submit a report fixing the 
responsibility upon either the War or Navy Department, recom- 
mending the officials involved in this gross extravagance and care- 
less attention to duty to the severest condemnation and censure 
of the House and country. [Loud applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I ask that my colleague be permitted to 
conclude his remarks, It is a very interesting subject and we 
are all interested init. I ask unanimous consent that he be per- 
mitted to proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. WARNER. I want to have the committee rise. The gen- 
tleman can extend his remarks in the REcoRD. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I thank the gentleman from Illinois, and in ac- 
cordance with my agreement with him that I would not ask for 
an extension, thanking my colleague from New York poe Mc- 
CLELLAN], I will merely avail myself of the privilege of extend- 
ing my remarks in the Recorp, I should have liked to conclude 
them on the floor. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. JENKINS, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (S. 3419) making fur- 
ther provisions for a civil government for Alaska, and for other 
purposes, and had directed him to report the same back to the 
House with sundry amendments and with the recommendation 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. WARNER. I move thé previous question on the bill and 
its amendments to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? If not, they will besubmitted to the House in gross, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WARNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 4171. An act to amend ‘‘An act granting additional quaran- 
tine powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine- 
Hospital Service,” approved February 15, 1893; 

S. 3205. An act for the relocation of certain tracks of street rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia; 

S. 2329. An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings of railroads in the District of Columbia, to require and au- 
thorize the construction of new terminals and tracks for the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company in the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes; and 

S. 1929. An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on the line of the Baltimoreand Potomac Railroad Company, 
in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said company to 
depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of 
its railroad therein, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4867) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L, Stotsenburg, had requested a conference with the House 
on the said bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. SHovur, 
Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. QUARLEs as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 10308. An act toextend certain publications the privileges 
of second-class mail matter as to admission to the mails; 

H. R. 8665. An act authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street; 

H. R. 3597. An act to incorporate the Frederick Douglass Me- 
morial and Historical Association; 
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H. R. 6243, An act to amend the charter of the Capital Traction 
Company of the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 7663. An act to establish a board of charities for the Djs- 
trict of Columbia; 

H. R, 7950. An act for the extension of Columbia road east of 
Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 8498. An act to amend an act entitled “‘An act to author. 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Colu- 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1808. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed t 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S 
in relation to admissions to and dismissions from the Re! 
School of the District of Columbia. 

FIRST LIEUTENANTS IN THE SIGNAL CORPS, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
immediate consideration of Senate joint resolution 121, for {io 
appointment of first lieutenants of volunteers in the Signal Cor) 
of the Army. 

Mr. SULZER. We should like to have the bill read for 
formation. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa, chairman of t)io 
Committee on Military Affairs, asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a joint resolution, which the Clerk wil] 
report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United S 
America in Congress assembled, That the President is hereby empow: 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap) 
10 first lieutenants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army, \ 
commissions shall expire June 30, 1901. 


Mr. HULL. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I reserve the right to object until the 
report is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint 
lution (S. R. 121) for the appointment of first lieutenants of volunteers i 
Signal Corpsof the Army, report the same back to the House with the re: 
mendation that it do pass. 

After due consideration of the pending measure by the Military Com 
tee, it is thought that the small increase asked by this act is necessary for the 
service, and the committee heartily recommend the passage of the sia: 

The correspondence from the War Department relative to this 
hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, SIGNAL OFFICr. 
Washington, April 2, 


Srr: I have to invite the attention of the honorable Secretary of War to 
the inability of the Signal Corps with its present number of officers to satis- 
factorily perform its duties. ith 1,200 miles of lines there is but 1 assistant 
to the signal officer in Porto Rico; and 2,500 miles of lines in Cuba, operated 
over an extremely difficult country and involving a large amount of co: . 
cial business, are conducted by 6 officers. In the United States only 2 oflicers 
are on duty as department signal officers—in New York and San Fran 
where they are greatly burdened by purchases, inspections, and ship ts 
of supplies for the Phi pune and elsewhere. 

The entire system of military telegraph lines around the great Indian 
reservations and along the Mexican frontier are in charge of sergeant d 
overburdened line officers look after the money accounts and general policy 
at department headquarters. 

In the Philippines there are 21 officers, who are insufficient in num)cr to 
conduct, without overwork, the operations of the Signal Corps in that archi- 
pee. In addition, telegraph and cable lines are very badly needed ani! 

ing extended dually over the islands as occupied. Al! business 
conducted by wire, and on March 2, 1900, 6,000 military messages were 
dled on the island of Luzon alone. 

For the past five months the entire number of officers allowed by law hi: 
been continuously on duty without being absent either on leave or for 
ness. Colonel Allen cables from the Philippines that sickness is incres 
and that additional officers are necessary. have to ask, therefore, that 
the Secretary of War be oo to recommend to Congress the passage of § 
joint resolution which will permit the addition of 10 first lieutenants of v.lun- 
teers to the present force. This, if enacted, would relieve the pressure \| 
the Signal Corps somewhat. The desire is to promote 10 second lieutenant 
of experience, all on foreign service, and to fill their vacancies by the prom 
tion of 10 first-class sergeants, all of whom are to be selected from the [irst- 
class sergeants in the field distinguished for their bravery, ability, and 

Very respectfully, : 
A. W. GREELY. 


Brigadier-General, Chief Signal Officer U. 5. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 25, ! 
Srr: I have the honor to transmit to you a copy of a letter received fron 
the Chief Signal Officer, setting forth necessities of the service in conne 
with the operation of the military cable and telegraph lines during the pres- 
ent emergency. The Chief Signal Officer asks for the passage of a joint reso- 
lution which will provide for the seetiet nent of 10 first lieutenants of volun- 
teers in the Signal Corps until July 1, 1901. 
I concur in the recommendation of the Chief Signal Officer and recommend 
the immediate passage of such a resolution. 


Very respectfully, 
" ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE MILITARY COMMITTEE, _ 
House of Representatives. 


WaR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 
Washington, April 26, 1900 


My Dear Mr. Huwt: Referring to the question of the passage of a joint 
resolution or other method providing for 10 first lieutenants of volunteers 10 








1900. 


the Signal Corps until July 1, 1901, I hope that you will be pleased to take an 
active interest in the matter. The emergency, in my opinion, is grave. It 
is a question of stopping the extension of telegraph and telephone lines in 
the Philippines or providing more officers. _ 

If desired, I will come before your committee upon telephonic notice at 


any *Yours, truly, re ___A. W. GREELY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief Signal Officer, U. 8. A. 
Hon. JOHN A. T. Huy, M. C., ’ 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this simply provides for these offi- 
cers until the Ist of July, 1901, when they go out with all the 
other officers appointed under the act of last Congress. It is not 
any permanent addition whatever, and it is a matter of economy 
to provide for these officers at once, in order that this line of work 
may be carried out and the work done in a proper way by those 
experienced in the matter. The only addition is the additional 
pay between that of sergeants and lieutenants. The filling in is 
at the bottom. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I noticed an item in the newspapers a short time 
ago, in which it was stated that they were purchasing $600,600 
worth of cable that they intend to use in the Philippines. Can 
the gentleman inform us of anything in reference to that, and 
whether it is a part of the same plan? 

Mr. HULL. Ican not. That purchase was made independent 
of this. The signal corps are required by the Department to ex- 
tend their lines as the army is extended, and connect all the differ- 
ent posts with telephones and telegraphs, and the cable would 
come in, naturally, from one island to another. The purchase is 
under a different law, and this would not affect that one way or 
the other. This is an economical, judicious, and proper way of 
conducting the business; and I will say to the gentleman that to- 
day one signal officer is commanding from 80 to 140 men, so that 
it is impossible for him to do the work and do it properly. 

Mr. MANN. Will this make necessary further purchases? 

Mr. HULL. Notatall. This has nothing to do with the pur- 
chases. 


The SPEAKER. Is thereany objection? [After a pause.] The | 


Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


EFFICIENCY OF SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 3430) which I send to 
the desk, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa also asks unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 8430) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence Department of 
the United States Army. 
3e it enacted, etc., That there shall be added to the Subsistence Depart 
ment of the Army | assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the 
rank of colonel, 1 assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank 
of lieutenant-colonel, and 4 commissaries of subsistence with the rank of 
captain. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after line 2 and insert the following: 

“That there shall be added to the Subsistence Department of the Army 
1 assistant commissary-general of subsistence with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, and 5 commissaries of subsistence with the rank of captain.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, this bill ismade necessary by the fact 
that it is impossible to at this time detail commissary officers to 
the different depots of supplies. They have had to call in the 
commissary from San Antonio, from Omaha, from Kansas City, 
and St. Paul, and now they arecompelled to make their purchases 
in Chicago, which has cost the Government enormously by reason 
of the increaséd freight rates and by reason of having one com- 
missary trying to serve all of these places and going from one to 
another. In freight rates alone the War Department under this 
bill would save thousands of dollars a year. The department of 
subsistence in the island of Luzon is calling for more officers of 
cubelettans from the department, and it is impossible to furnish 

em, 

The Committee on Military Affairs believe, [think unanimously, 
both the majority and minority, that the bill as now presented to 
the House will do more in the way of rendering efficient the serv- 
ice and more in the way of economy than will the Senate resolu- 
tion. We have stricken out the rank of colonel. The Senate 
gave a colonel and lieutenant-colonel and four captains. The 
committee of the House submitted an amendment, making it one 
lieutenant-colonel and five captains, believing that is sufficient 
rank to enable the department to efficiently perform the duty. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
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Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
to the Army? 

Mr. HULL. No, not new to the Army. These men are all 
taken from the Regular Army. It would make a vacancy of 
second lieutenant in the line for each one. 

Mr. RIDGELY. These vacancies, when they come to be filled 
up, would be filled up with new officers? 

Mr. HULL. Theyare taken from the existing line. 


Does this add five new commissioned officers 


Mr. RIDGELY, This would add, then, six more commissioned 
officers? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, to the line of the Army. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I would like to ask what is the nec ty 
for making these appointments permanent? If the troops were 
recalled from Cuba and the Philippines eventually, would not we 
have sufficient officers in this branch of the service without mak 
ing this permanent increase of the Army? 

Mr. HULL. I will say, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentle- 
man, that the Subsistence Department has during the last « 
or nine years been cut down more than any other bureau of the 
War Department, and, in my judgment, reduced below the num- 
ber that it should have been. In the Congress, I think, of five 
years ago the Subsistence Corps was reduced, and for several 


years two or three departments were compelled to submit to a 
gradual reduction, in the long years of peace, until we hav 
duced them below the point of efficiency. This restores this 
department to what it was before Congress began tocut down this 
particular Bureau of the War Department. 

Mr. SULZER. I desire to say to gentlemen simply that this 
bill was carefully considered by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, is unanimously reported, and is for the good and efficiency 
of the service. I trust there will be nc objection to it. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr.LOUD. I wouldlike to ask the gentleman how much money 
this increase of officers will save the Government? 

Mr. HULL. I think they estimate in the report that it will save 
$18,000 or $20,000 in freight, but I am not certain as to that. 

Mr. COWHERD. More than that. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I think the salary of the men is $18,000, and 
the report sets out that it saves a very much larger sum than the 
salaries of the men. For instance, they ship from Chicago to the 
Pacific coast, when they could ship from Omaha or Kansas City 
and save the difference in freight between Chicago and Kansas 
City or Omaha. 

Mr. STEELE. It widens the territory in which the suppliescan 
be purchased very much, 

Mr. LOUD. If this is going to save as much as that, why not 
appoint a lot more officers and save more? | Laughter. | 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from California knows very well 


| that we should stop when we reach the limit and necessities of 


the Government. The gentleman’s question is not intended as 
anything but a joke. 

Mr. LOUD. ‘This is a serious joke. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. If there is sucha thing as needing more officers 
to do the business of the Government and saving expense, we 
should stop when we reach the limit of necessity. 

Mr. LOUD. How did we get along during the Spanish war? 

Mr. HULL. We hada very much larger force in the volunteer 
service, Which we have lost. We reduced the volunteers at the 
close of the last session of Congress, and the War Department 
has been knocking at the door of Congress ever since this session 
began for us to pass this bill, We reduced the force and went 
home, and they were crippled in the service and had to draw in 
their menfrom these great cities. They have been asking us ever 
since to come together and give them this relief. 

Mr. LOUD. How many are there now in the Commissary De- 
partment? 

Mr. HULL, Ido not remember. 

Mr. LOUD. It is all very fine to refer to the gentleman from 
Kansas City [Mr. CowHErp], for he seems to be in this. I ven- 
ture to say there are half a dozen commissary officers in San Fran- 
cisco to-day. 

Mr. HULL. 

Mr. LOUD. 


I venture to assert that there are not. 
These officers are needed about as much as a cat 
needs nine tails. I shall not object to the bill, but I shall vote 
against it. ‘This increase of officers is creeping in all the time. 

The question on the committee amendments was taken, and 
they were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LAND CLAIMED UNDER DESERT-LAND LAW OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. LACEY, Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
House bill 6250, extending the time for proof and payment on 
land claimed under the desert-land law of the United States by 
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the members of the Colorado Cooperative Colony in southwestern 
Colorado. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6250) “extending the time 
for proof and payment on lands claimed under the desert-land law of the 
United States by the members of the Colorado Cooperative Colony in south- 
western Colorado,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of 
the Senate amendment and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. That any person who has heretofore made entry under the home- 
stead laws and commuted same under provisionsof section 2301 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States and the amendments thereto shall be entitled 
to the benefits of the homestead Jaws, as though such former entry had not 
been made, except that commutation under the provisions of section “301 of 
the Revised Statutes shall not be allowed of an entry made under this section 
of this act 

“Sec. 3 That any person who, prior to the passage of this act, has made 
entry under the homestead laws, but from any cause has lost or forfeited the 
same, shall be entitled to the benefits of the homestead laws as though such 
former entry had not been made: Provided, That persons who purchased 
land under and in accordance with the terms of an act entitled ‘An act to 

»srovide for the sale of lands patented to certain members of the Flathead 

ae! of Indians in the Territory of Montana, and for other purposes,’ ap- 
yroved March 2, 1889, shall not be held to have impaired or exhausted their 
Romastant rights by or on account of any such purchase.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate to the title of the bill, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the amended title insert “An act for the relief of the Colo- 
rado Cooperative Colony; to permit second homesteads in certain cases, and 
for other purposes;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN F. LACEY, 

F. W. MONDELL, 

MARION DE VRIES, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

R. F. PETTIGREW. 

THOMAS H. CARTER, 

M. V. SULLIVAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa wish to have 
both the report and statement read? ; 

Mr. LACEY, I think the statement will afford sufficient infor- 
mation. % : ; 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the statement will be read 
and the report omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6250) extending the time for proof and payment on lands claimed under 
the desert-land law of the United States by the members of the Colorado Co- 
operative Colony in southwestern Colorado, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and 
agrees to the same in an amended form. The subject-matter is not altered. 
The Senate ameadment, as amended by the conference committee, permits 
second homesteads where the homesteaders have commuted or lost their 
former claims, as clearly set forth in the amendment. The proviso in the 
amendment as agreed tois intended to reinstate the homestead rights of cer- 
tain persons who purchased land under the terms of an act referred to in the 
proven » That act uirec that purchasers at the sale under the act should 
92 possessed of qualifications of homestead settlers and that patents should 
issue after final payment made, as in case of public lands under the home- 
stead or preemption laws. The settlers paid not less than the full appraised 
value of the land, and it is obviously unjust that they should not only pay 
the full value of the land, but likewise forfeit their homestead rights because 
of the purchase from the Government. The proviso relieves them from the 
forfeiture of the homestead right on account of such purchase. 

The Senate, in amending the title of the bill, did not make specific men- 
tion of the fact that the Senate amendment to the House bill was for the pur- 
pose of allowing second homestead entry. The House conferees thought it 
right that the title should be amended so as to call attention to the purport 
of the amendment, and the title has been changed so as to accomplish this 
purpose. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is of more importance, pos- 
sibly, than the House may think from the reading of the state- 
ment. The purpose is to allow men who have taken homesteads 
heretofore on the public land, who have commuted and paid up 
at the Government price after fourteen months, and have taken 
their patent, to go on and take a second homestead; also those 
men who have lost their homesteads by failing to be able to live 
upon them on account of drought or other causes that have driven 
so many from their land, to take second homesteads. This grant 
is limited to those who have, prior to the passage of this act, taken 
and commuted or taken and lost their homestead rights. 

Mr. McRAE. Is this a general proposition? 

Mr. LACEY. It is. 

Mr. McRAE. If it is good for those who have commuted up 
to this date, why is it not good for all who may commute in the 
future? 


Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. McRAE, I think it is a questionable proposition to permit 
those who have commuted to take another ousathead, It is an 
indirect way of selling public land, and I trust this House will 
not enter upon it, 
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Mr. LACEY. No one can commute under this bill hereafter, 
It provides that nocommutation shall be made hereatter. T))js 
is for those who have taken land already and have commuted: t})e, 
may take a second homestead. 

Mr. MCRAE. That principle has never been applied to pu), 
lands up to this date, and I thinkit dangerous. It you begin. yoy 
can not stop. ; 

Mr. LACEY. It is toa certain extent a new proposition grow 
ing out of the misfortunes and exigencies of the situation in m:) 
States where lands have been taken. 

Mr. McRAE, What is this proposition? Does this come up | 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; it is a conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ANNISTON, ALA. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for { 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7214) to amend an act , 
titled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public building at Annist 
Ala.” 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act for the erection of a public buildi: 
Anniston, Ala., approved Marck 2, 1899, be amended by adding theret 
following: “Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
hereby, authorized to proceed with the erection of the building at Am 


| Ala., in accordance with said act, upon cession of jurisdiction to the | 


States of the site of the proposed building, in compliance with secti 
chapter 15, Volume I, of the civil code of Alabama of 1896, which read 
lows: ‘The governor, upon application made to him in writing on be! 
the United States for that purpose, accompanied by the proper evicd 
the purchase, describing the lands sought to be ceded, is authorized « 
part of the State to cede to the United States jurisdiction over such lan: 
hold. to use, and occupy the same for the purpose of the cession, and 
otber. The jurisdiction thus ceded does not prevent the execution on 
lands of. any process, civil or criminal, under the authority of this Stat 
rrevent the laws of this State from operating over such lands; saving t 
Jnited States security to their property within the limits of the jurisd 
ceded, and exemption of the same and of such lands from taxation under t 
authority of this State during the jurisdiction ceded.’”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Reserving the right to object, I wish to injuir 
whether the construction of this building has not already ben 
provided for by an act of the last Congress? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; the last Congress provided for ihe 
construction of this building; but the Treasury Department <e- 
cided that under the cession as made by law of the State of Ala- 
bama the construction of the building could not go on without an 
amendment of the originel act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state tothe gentleman from Georzia 
that the object of this bill is simply to procure from the State a 
sufficient cession of ground for the purpose contemplated. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded with the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and rea a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passvi. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the last 
vots was laid’on the table. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST, PAUL, 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent for tho 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at St. 
Paul, Minn. 

The bill, with the amendments of the Committee on Interstat: 
and Foreign Commerce, was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consivera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 

On motion of Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


CALAIS, ME., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to establish Calais, in the State of Maine, as a subport of entry, anit 


extend the ree of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port 
Eastport and Calais, in the State of Maine. 


Be it enacted, etc., That Calais, Me., be, and is hereby, established as a su! 
port of entry in the customs collection district of Passamaquoddy, Me.. «0! 


MINN, 


| that the privilegesof the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the imme«!ia' 


transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement, be, an‘ 
hereby, extended to said port and to the port of Eastport, in said distri: 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Has this bill been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It has been. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
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INDEBTEDNESS OF OSAGE INDIANS, 


Mr. MILLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 10963) to provide for ascertaining the indebted- 
ness of certain Osage Indians to the traders at the Osage Agency, 
and for making payments upon such indebtedness, was read, with | 
the amendments of the Committee on Indians Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
tion of it. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. MILLER. It is. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. Then, on behalf of the 
gentleman from Kansas {[ Mr. BAILEY] and another gentleman in- 
terested.on the other side of this proposition, I object. 


FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES AND THE SEMINOLES. 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- | 
eration of the bill (S. 3055) to ratify an agreement ‘between the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Seminole tribe 
of Indians. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas an agreement was made by Henry L. Dawes, Tams Bixby, Archi- 
bald S. MeKennon, and Thomas B. Needles, the Commission of the United 
States to the Five Civilized Tribes, and John F. Brown and K. N. Kinkehee, | 
commissioners on the part of the Seminole tribe of Indians, on the 7th day of 
October, 1899, as follows: 

“This agreement by and between the Government of the United States of | 
the first part, entered into in its behalf by the Commission to the Five Civil- | 
ized Tribes, Henry L. Dawes, Tams Bixby, Archibald 8S. McKennon, and | 
Thomas B. Needles, duly appointed and authorized thereunto, and the Semi- 
nole tribe of Indians, in Indian Territory, of the second part, entered into in | 
behalf of said tribe by John F. Brown and K. N. Kinkehee, commissioners 
duly appointed and authorized thereunto, witnesseth: 

“First. That the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, in making the | 
rolls of Seminole citizens, pursuant to the act of Congress approved June 2x, | 
1898, shall place on said rolls the names of all children born to Seminole citi- | 
zens up to and eeneee the 3lst day of December, 1899, and the names of all | 
Seminole citizens then living; and the rolls so made, when approved by the | 
Secretary of the Interior, as provided by said act of Congress, shall constitute 
the final rolls of Seminole citizens, upon which the allotment of lands and 
distribution of money and other property belonging to the Seminole Indians 
shall be made, and to no other persons. 

“Second. If any member of the Seminole tribe of Indians shall die after the 
8lst day of December, 1899, the lands, money, and other property to which he 
would be entitled if living shall descend to his heirs who are Seminole citi- 
zens, according to the laws of descent and distribution of the State of Arkan- 
sas, and be allotted and distributed to them accordingly: Provided, That in 
all cases where such property would descend to the parents under said laws 
the same shall first go to the mother instead of the father, and then to the 
brothers and sisters, and their heirs, instead of the father. 

“Third. This agreement to be ratified by the general council of the Semi- 
nole Nation and by the Congress of the United States. 

“In witness whereof the said commissioners hereunto affix their names, 
at Muskogee, Ind. T., this 7th day of October, 1899. 

“HENRY L. DAWES, 
“TAMS BIXBY, 
* ARCHIBALD 8. McCKENNON, 
“THOMAS B. NEEDLES, 

* Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes. 
“JOHN F. BROWN, 
“K. N. KINKEHEE, 


* Seminole Commissioners.” 


I think we ought to have some explana- 


Is this House bill 10963? 


oe etc., That the same be, and is hereby. ratified and confirmed, 
and all laws and parts of laws inconsistent therewith are hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we ought to have some explana- 
tion of it, I will ask, in the first place, whether the Committee 
on Indian Affairs has approved this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. The passage of this bill is asked for by the Sec- | 
retary of the Interior, 1n 1898 we made a treaty with the Semi- 
nole tribe of Indians whereby we agreed to divide their lands 
among them. The rolls have been made up, but the allotments | 
of land can not be made until the rolls are closed, This bill sim- 
ply provides for closing the rolls, so that the lands may be allotted 
and the money distributed among these Indians. The passage of 
the bill is urged upon Congress in the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 18, 1909. 


Sir: On December 19 last the Department transmitted to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives copy of an agreement made by the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes in behalf of the United States with the commis- 
sion duly Supsinted ov the part of the Seminole tribe of Indians in the Indian 
Territory, fixing a time after which no person shall be enrolled as a Seminole 
citizen,and providing for the distribution of the estates of deceased Seminole 
citizens after December 31, 1899. The Department recommended that said 
agreement be ratified by Congress by appropriate legislation. 

; Itis earnestly desired that legislation be enacted contirming said agreement | 
at this term of Congress, so that the Seminole rolls may be completed and the 
lands allotted under the act of Congress approved July 1, 1898 (30 Stat., 567). 
Until said rolls are finall completed and approved by the Secretary no allot- 
ment of lands can be made by said commission. I beg torequest your active 
assistance in securing said legislation. 

Respec E. A. HITCHCOCK, 


tfully, 
Secretary. 





Hon. CHARLES CuRTTS, 
House of Representatives. 


———— 


| “Mo. No. 0" from which corner north nineteenth on the south bounda: 


O17i 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. CURTIS. It is; and the passage of the bill is strongly rec 
ommended by the Interior Depariment in the letter I have just 
submitted. 

Mr. MADDOX. I notice that one section refers to the obliga- 
tion to persons who are still on the rolls. What does that mean? 

Mr. CURTIS, The question who were entitled to enrollment 
was settled by the treaty of 1898. December, 1299, bas been fixed 
as the date for closing the rolls. Provision is made for the distri 
bution of the property to the heirs of those who have died since 
1899. 

Mr. STEELE. What about children born since? 

Mr. CURTIS. They will get nothing under this new treaty, 
and they are entitled to nothing under the old treaty. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera 
tion of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

REGENT 

Mr. HiTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker's tab!e Senate joint resolution 127, to provide for the 
filling of a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The SPEAKER. The gent!eman from Illino’s asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate joint resolution 
127 for immediate consideration. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than members of Congress, 


shall be filled by the reappointment of Andrew D. White, a resident uf the 
State of New York, whose term of office has expired 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Ihave submitted the resolution to the chairman of 
the Committee on the Library, to which committee it is usually 
referred. He gives assent on behalf of thatcommittee. It simply 
provides for the reappointment of Dr. Andrew D. White as one of 
the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, this being the desire 
of all the other Regents. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration now of Senate joint resolution 122, respect- 
ing the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois that he has promised to recognize the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [|Mr. CorLIss] next. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ, 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10899) to restore to the 
public domain a small tract of the White Mountain Apache In- 
dian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a small tract of the White Mountain Apache In 

dian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, established by Executive 
orders, dated November 9, 1871; December 14. 1872: Auyust 5, 1873; July 2! 

1874; April 27, 1876; January 26,1877; and March 31, 1877, as modified by an ac 

entitled “An act to restore to the public domain a portion of the White Moun 

tain Apache Indian Reservation, in the Territory of Arizona, and for other 
2urposes,”’ approved February 20, 1893, lying within the following boundary 
ines, namely: Beginning at station No. “0,” which is a mound »smarked 
yot 
the White Mountain Indian Reservation bears north 77° 48’ west 500 feet 

thence north 46°’ west 1,505 feet to station No. 1, which is a mound of stone 

thence north 44° 0’ west 2,400 feet to station No. 2, which is a mound of stone; 
thence south 46° 0 east 5,400 feet to station No. 3, which is a mound of stone 
set on the reservation line; thence north 77° 48’ west along the reservation 
line 2,540 (more or less) feet to the one-half mile corner between the eight 

eenth and nineteenth mile on the reservation line; thence continuing 2,090 
(more or less) feet to the station No. 0, the place of beginning; or, from 
station No. 3, 4,500 feet to station No. 0, the place of beginning; containing 
about 231 acres, be, and the same is hereby, restored to the public domain and 
declared to be open and subject to entry, location, and occupation under the 
mining laws of the United States. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, were read: 

At the end of the bill as it now stands, line 25, page 2, add the following 
proviso: 

‘** Provided, That said lands shall be sold under the provisions of the mining 
laws of the United States, and that all moneys accruing from the sale of the 
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lands hereby restored, except the fees allowed by law to the register and 
receiver, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States and applied 
solely as follows: 

“First. To reimburse the United States for all expenses actually and neces- 
sarily incurred in surveying said lands. 

**Second. The remainder to be held in trust for the sole use and benefit of 
the tribes of Indians now located upon said reservation, and to be expended 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs under the direction and control of the 
Secretary of the Interior in such manner and for such purposes as may to him 
scem to be for the best interests of said Indian tribes.” 

Also amend, in line 3, page 2, by striking out the words “‘north nineteen” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “nineteenth milepost.” 

Also, in lines 20and 21, page 2, strike out the words “four thousand five 
hundred and ninety” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand six hundred 
and thirty, more or less.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
I should like toask the gentleman from Michigan from what com- 
mittee this is reported. 

Mr. CORLISS. This is unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and it has the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, the amendments of the committee being in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Commissioner and of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan to give us an explanation of the object of the bill. 

Mr. CORLISS. The object of this bill is to enable the parties 
having property located near the reservation to obtain on the res- 
ervation ground on which to locate buildings for the development 
of their property, and to extend a tunnel so as to reach the prop- 
erty. The property that they have located is on the side of a moun- 
tain and is inaccessible except from the reservation. This little 
strip of about 200 acres is simply for the purpose of enabling them 
to reach and develop their property. The matter has been investi- 
gated by the Secretary of the Interior,and it is shown that the 
land is on a mountain side, nonagricultural, of no use whatever 
to the Indians, and nearly 8 miles from any location of Indians, 
After investigation the Commissioner and the Secretary of the 
Interior have reported favorably upon the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What compensation do they propose to 
pay the Government for the land? 

Mr. CORLISS. Five dollars an acre; the same compensation 
that was provided in the act of 1893 with reference to the same 
Indian reservation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How much an acre? 

Mr. CORLISS. Five dollars an acre; the same amount that 
was fixed by the act of Congress of 1893, which opened a part of 
the territory on which this property is located. Full compensa- 
tion is provided for, and the money is to be paid into the hands of 
the Secretary of the Interior for the benefit of the Indians. 

Mr. MADDOX, For whose benefit is the land being opened up? 

Mr. CORLISS. The land is good for nothing except for mining 
purposes. 

Mr. MADDOX. What is the object in opening it up in this 
way? 

Mr. CORLISS. The object is to enable the parties having loca- 
tions off the reservation to reach their lands and to locate build- 
ings for the development of their property. 

Mr. MADDOX, A mining company? 

Mr. CORLISS. The object is to secure a location on the reser- 
vation for the buildings that are necessary, because of the forma- 
tion of the mountain. The matter has had a thorough investiga- 
tion by the Department, and they have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, the bill 
was thoroughly considered by the Committes on Indian Affairs, 
and the single object seems to be to permit certain persons who 
have rights there to reach them over this Indian reservation, the 
physical features of the country being such that it is impossible 
to reach them in any other way. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CORLISS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MOTHER OF WILLIAM R. M’ADAM. 


Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8229) for the relief of the 
mother of William R. McAdam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas William R. McAdam, late an assistant surgeon in the United States 
Marine-Hospital Service, contracted yellow fever while performing his duty 
as assistant surgeon at Key West, Fla.,and having died at his post of duty of 
yellow fever on the 12th day of October, 1899: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the money not otherwise appropriated, 
to the legal representatives of William R. McAdam the sum of $3,920, being 
the amount of salary and allowances for two years. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ' 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I woulé like to have an expla- 


nation of this bill. 
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Mr. HEDGE. [ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I reserve the right of objection 
until the report is read. 

The SPEAKER, That is understood. 

The report (by Mr. FLETCHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was ; 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8229) for the relief of the mother of William R. McAq 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said bil] , 
pass without amendment. ; 

This is a bill enacting that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is her, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the money not otherwise appr priat 
to the legal representatives of William R. McAdam the sum of $3,920. } 
the amount of salary and allowances for two years. The said bill was ; 
ferred to the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury, who deems the | 
proper and meritorious one and urges its passage, and this committee 
unanimous in paportes in favor of the bill. Your committee herewith 
mit the report of the honorable the Secretary of the Treasury with this , 
port and urge that the bill do pass. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 16, 1 

Sir: I have toacknowledge receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, ty 
mitting a copy of H. R. 8229, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, * For t]} 
lief of the mother of William R. McAdam,” and requesting me to furnis 
committee with suggestions touching the meritsof the bill andthe prom 
of its passage. 

In reply 1 have toinform you that Asst. Surg. William R. McAdam. y 
in the active discharge of his duty in connection with the measures tak: 
prevent the spread of yellow fever from Key West, Fla., to the mai 
contracted the disease and died therefrom October 12, 1899. He was not 
ried, but leaves an aged mother, who relied upon him for support. 

There is a precedent for this bill in the act of Congress approved Ju: 
1898, appropriating a sum equal to two years’ pay and allowances { 
benefit of the legal representatives of the late Asst. Surg. John W. Bray 
Marine-Hospital Service, who died in Brunswick, Ga., in 1893, under 
circumstances. The bill is also in line with recommendation contai 
the last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I deem the bill a proper and meritorious one and urgently recomme: 


passage. 
Respectfully, 0. L. SPAULDING 
Acting Seci« 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE 
AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what « 
mittee that bill comes from? 

The SPEAKER, From the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

Mr. PAYNE. That bill is not properly before the House f: 
that committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky obj¢ 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes; I object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to have 
that bill referred to the proper committee—on Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House at this time; 
but whenever it is reached, a point of order will be entertained. 


INVENTORY OF DOCUMENTS IN FOLDING ROOM, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the House Com- 
mittee on Printing, I ask for the present consideration of House 
resolution 253. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the superintendent of the folding room, by and ur 
direction of the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives, for t) 
mation of the Committee on Printing, be, and he is hereby, directed 
ats mips force, to take a complete and accurate inventory of all 
00ks, maps, and pamphlets in the folding room of the Louse n 
credit of members, and that he is empowered to separate and cla 
printed documents, bound and unbound, in said department, and that a 
opening of the next session of Congress he shall submit such invoice 
House, together with a list of all worthless unbound printed reports and 
pamphlets. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, where does the resolution come from, 
and what is the object? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. The resolution is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and its object is to ascertain what worth!ess 
documents are now stored in the basement of the Capitol and 
elsewhere under the jurisdiction of the folding room. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to suggest to the gentleman that it seems 
tome he can accomplish this same object by suggesting to lie 
Doorkeeper that he do this. If you passa resolution asking that 
it be done, you will find him coming in here asking for five or ten 
men to do this work. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. If it should take five or ten men, it wou'd 
be economy to have it done. 

Mr. LOUD. The Doorkeeper has got a lot of men lying around 
doing nothing now. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. There are now between eighty and a hun- 
dred thousand cubic feet of space in the folding room used in 
storing old Agricultural reports running back to 1864, and other 
worthless and out-of-date publications. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the Speaker has got the power, or s01n0 
officer, to direct that this work be done. ; 

Mr. HEATWOLE. If any officer has the power, I should be 
glad to have him exercise it, 
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Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman had better let it lie over, to The Clerk read as follows: 

















see whether oe is not oo power to have this done without Resolved, etc., That there be printed the usual number of copies \ 
} ages § -soiution. Digest of the International Law of the United States, taken from th 
the passage of this re soiutl . Digit c 4 ! sts , ta 
Mr. HEATWOLE. ‘This resolution asks that the work be done a 1D, . : d Secretaries of deta and ——— rneys- Genel t 
suite ; 6 Decisk “iera s,and of Joint Internati al C 
by the present force. in which the U1 t ae ’ and th at t] os be pe nt 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, I know; but that does not prevent them com- | tion to said us er, ‘opies for the use of the State Depart 
ing here and asking for more men. 2,000 copies for t ( ‘ th e, and 4,000 copies for the use of the H 
" 7 . : : tepresentative d Di e printed under the direction the S 
Mr. HEATWOLE. That is true; but still the House has the | retary of Statc, ani to be brousht@wato dae 
ower to determine whether they shail be given or not, | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 


Mr. LOUD. Do you not think that the better way, for the pres- | @), 
ent, would be to defer it, or have some other way, without the 
adoption of the resolution? 


air hears none. 
Tho joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I do not know of any better way. | third time; and be ing ” ad the tated time, it was passed, 
Mr. LOUD. I think the Speaker could get this work done. STATUE OF GEN. U. S. GRANT. 
Mr. MADDOX. I willask the gentleman from California if an Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker. I am further directed by the 

inventory of these books, that the gentleman has spoken of, was | Committee on Printing to ask unanimous consent for the pr 

not taken in the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Congresses? consideration of House concurrent resolution No. 51. 

Mr. LOUD. A very short time ago. The Clerk read as follows: 


call the attention of the House, especially those gentlemen who The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

want favorable reports from the Committee on Printing for print- Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Reserving the right to object, 
ing the book entitled ‘‘ Diseases of the Horse” and other books, | Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman what right Cor 
that a statement was made by the foreman of the folding room a | gress has to print books and deliver them to the Grand Army of 
few months ago that there were horse books Nos, 1 and 2 undis- | the Republic? 

tributed to the number of 34,000 lying in the folding room unused. Mr. PAYNE, Thesame right that wo have to distribute them 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Why are they not distributed? | anywhere. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. They belong to the people of this country, Mr. HEATWOLE. ‘The same right that we have to distribute 
but they have been placed to the credit of members and allowed | books to other people. Lesides, there is only a small percentage 
to accumulate in the vaults of the Capitol. Inside of two months | of these books that go to the Grand Army. We have passed sim- 
there will be dumped into the folding room over 300,000 volumes | ilar resolutions. 


Mr. MADDOX. That is my recollection. Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senat urring). That 
Mr. LOUD. They have to get assistants some work, for the | » pri mee and bound, - the form of a gies, 13,025 ¢ pies « { the pr 
s Sena 6 s 7 ons | 128 In Congress upon the reception ar acceptance « the tue of G 
summer grass will be getting short. [Laughter. | | Ulysses 8. Grant, presented a alan, Chama es of the Revu ae se 
L. ZL “ie y say 1e gentieman 1a elleve | 4,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 8.000 for the use of the Hou Oo 

Mr. HEATWOLE, Iwill say tothe gentl that I bel 
it to be a physical impossibility for any one man to give a correct | cones oe A. e delivered to tl : committee of the Grand Ar 
inventory of the different books piled up in those rooms in the full eal nee 4 oe Shee ics aie — me & wore ab mt 
time required. Is it all right for an individual to go into a room | Printer is directed to procure a photogravure of said statue and a } 
and guess at the number of books in aroom? Hardly. Iwant to | gravure likeness of General Grant to accompany said proceeding 

' 


of the Agricultural Yearbook, and besides that-— Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. NotinthisCongress. Aneffort 
Mr. MADDOX. What is the purpose of your resolution? was made to give some volumes containing exercises upon the 
Mr. HEATWOLE, It is that we shall get an absolutely correct | reception of the statue of Daniel Webster to the State of Massa 
invoice. chusetts, but it was objected to, and I think I objected toit myself, 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. If you get that invoice and find 
out that these books belong to members of Congress, wnat good 
is it going to do you or the House? 


Mr. HEATWOLE, I think it passed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ido not think it did; if it did, it 
was when I was not aware of it. I do not object to this so far as 

Mr. HEATWOLE, That isa matter for future consideration | printing the exercises on reception of the statue of General Grant 
by the House. | is concerned, but I do object to printing them and giving them to 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Now, suppose those of us who | the Grand Army. Give them to members of Congress, and they 
have no horse books to our credit vote for your resolution, will | can turn them over to whomsoever they please. If you strike out 
you come in here and divide them out? that portion which donates so many to the Grand Army, I will 

Mr. HEATWOLE, The Househas power to order a redistribu- | not object. 
tion of these books. Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky remember 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. If you distribute them now, we | that the statue itself was presented by the Grand Army of the 
will vote for your resolution. | Republic? 

Mr. HEATWOLE, Lhave no personal interest in the matter.| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Thatisall right. I can under- 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I have. stand how the American people can accept a gift from any organi- 

Mr. LOUD. As the gentleman has no personal interest in the | zation, but I can not understand how Representatives can take the 


matter, I will, temporarily, say ‘‘ I object.” money which belongs to the people and print books for the pur- 
The SPEAKER, This is privileged, not called up by unani- | pose of distributing them to some people in the country, when 

mous consent, | all the people are entitled to them. 
Mr. LOUD. If itis privileged, you can not object. | Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman understand that all t! 
A MempBer. You can object, but it does not do any good, | books which are printed here and distributed take mor 

[Laughter. | Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. There isa parliamenta n 


Mr. HEATWOLE. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- | existing here that when they are printed and distribzted to mem- 
man from Georgia to the old bills and reports that have been | bers of Congress they will be distributed to their constituents, and 
placed in those vaults. For instance, there is the Dingley bill | not be given to some association. 
before amended, the bankruptcy bill before amended, old appro-| Mr. MANN. They can not be distributed to all of our constit- 
priation bills, old registers, and many publications of that sort, | uents, 
reaching back for twenty or twenty-five years. Some disposition| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Let them be distr®uted to mem- 
should be made of these worthless documents. They lumber up | bers of Congress, and then members, if they see fit, can turn their 
room, and should be sent out or destroyed. | quota over to the Grand Army; but I do not think it is right 

Mr. TATE. In other words, itis simply to get an invoice of | to give the people’s money for the purpose here provided. 
what there is there. Mr. MANN. I fail to see the difference between the Govern- 

Mr. HEATWOLE. That is all. ment giving them to members of Congress, and letting them dis- 


Mr. MADDOX. You do not intend to dispose of our books? tribute them, and giving them directly to the Grand Army. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. No; only to make a report next sessionas| Mr. MAHON. Did not the gentleman from Kentucky vote to 
to what there is there. distribute the horse book? 

Mr, LOUD. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, what there is| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. ° Yes. 
about this that makes it privileged? Mr. MAHON. Why do you do that? 

The SPEAKER. It is a matter affecting the interest of the | Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Because it is a benefit to the 
Honse itself as to the disposition of its printed documents. | people of the United States and the distribution is for their benefit. 

The resolution was agreed to. Mr. MAHON. Ido not see the difference. 

On motion of Mr, HEAT W OLE, a motion to reconsider the last Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. There is a difference between 
vote was laid on the table. distributing books that are for the benefit of the people and books 

» . . for mere sentiment. 
Se eee ATIONAL LAW, Mr. MANN. Is it not*the custom where eulogies are delivered 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- | to distribute some to the families of the deceased? 


on aes to ask unanimous consent for the present consid-| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Not that I am aware of. 
ération of the fo 


llowing House joint resolution, No, 101. Mr. MANN, Why should it not prevail here, where they 
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presented this statue to the Government? For my part, it seems 
to me if we get such a beautiful statue presented to the Govern- 
ment, this is a very cheap proposition for the country. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes, if this resolution goes 
through, it will be a custom more observed in the breach than in 
the observance. If gentlemen want to distribute their quota of 
these books I shall raise no objection, but I do protest against 
their being given directly to organizations. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the Grand 
Army of the Republic was intimately associated with the history 
that made of Grant the great man he was. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I question that very seriously. 
I think the soldiers of the Federal Army were intimately asso- 
ciated with him, 

Mr. HEATWOLE. In printing eulogies 50 copies, bound in 
morocco, always go to the family of the deceased. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Ican readily understand how a 
sentiment may justify any man in overlooking this little breach 
of the law in delivering copies of eulogies to the family of the 
deceased. Nor do I raise any objection to delivering to their 
descendants, as in the case of General Grant, any reasonable 
number of copies of these eulogies. But I do object most seriously 
to printing copies of this work for delivery to the Grand Army of 
the Republic. I may as well say now as at any other time that in 
my humble judgment one of the greatest misfortunes that could 
befall the American pe is this soldier spirit kept alive by the 
Grand Army of the Republic and the Association of Confederate 
Soldiers. 

I am a gray-headed man; yet I never saw a real soldier in my 
life; and I think the people of the United States are about willing 
to forget these soldier organizations on both sides, growing out of 
the unfortunate war between the States. 

Mr. LACEY. If you had seen some soldiers, you would not 
take the position you do. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does-the gentleman object to this resolution 
on account of the precedent or on account of the distribution to 
the Grand Janz of the Republic? 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. On both grounds, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is not the gentleman aware of the fact that 
when the Webster and Stark statues were received for admission 
to Statuary Hall, an extra number of volumes containing the ad- 
dresses made on that occasion were given to the State of Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. No, sir; objection was made to 
that very effort. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irisetoa point of order. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER] having given notice that he ob- 
jects, I make the point that debate is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to say 
that he reserved the right to cbiect. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I said that if the gentleman 
from Minnesota would consent to an amendment striking out the 
portion of the resolution which provides for the distribution of a 
thousand copies of these memorial volumes to the Grand Army of 
the Republic, I would not object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

REPORTS OF INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Iam further directed by the Committee on 
Printing toask the adoption of House concurrent resolution No. 42. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 17,000 copies each of the reports of the Industrial Commission on 
trusts, together with the testimony submitted in connection therewith, and 
the report on prison labor; 10,000 copies of each to be for the use of the House, 
5,000 for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 for the use of the Industrial Commis- 
Sion. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. MAHON, I object. 

THE ROENTGEN RAY. : 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Iam further directed by the Committee on 
Printing to ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of Senate concurrent resolution No. 24. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
bo printed 5,000 copies of a documententitled * The Use of the Réentgen Ray 
by the Medical Department of the United States Army in the War with Spain 
(1398),"’ of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
War Department. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the resolution, and it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Reoseche, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

WAR CLAIMS, " 

On motion of Mr, OTJEN, by unanimous consent, House reso- 

lution No, 254, providing for the reference of certain war claims 
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to the Court of Claims, was recommitted to the Committee oy 
War Claims. 


GOLD BARS IN EXCHANGE FOR GOLD COIN, 


Mr. SOUTHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10698) to amend an act amending the act entitled “An act to ay. 
thorize the receipt of United States gold coin in exchange for gold bars.’ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved March 3, 1891, amending the ac: 
approved May 26, 1882, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“ That the superintendent of the coinage mints and of the United Sta: 
assay office at New York may, with the eres of the Secretary of ¢ 
Treasury, but not otherwise, receive United States gold coin from any hold. 
thereof in sums of not less than $5,000, and pay and deliver in exchange t}, 
for gold bars in value equaling such coin so received: Provided, That ; 
Secretary of the Treasury may make, in his discretion, such exchange wt |, 
out charge, or may impose a charge therefor.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McRAE, Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
know what is the necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I will try to — the purpose of the bill, 
Let me say at the outset that it has the approval and commenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. Its purpose is to allow thio 
Secretary of the Treasury in his discretion to exchange gold bars 
for gold coin. Frequently gold is needed for export—— 

oy McRAE, Then this is intended to facilitate the export of 

‘old? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. No; wait a moment. 

It is always desirable, if gold is to be exported, in any event, 
that we should export it in the form of gold bars rather than in 
the form of coin, because in that way the Government is not put 
to the expense of coining the gold. Frequently gold is needed for 
manufacturing purposes. It is said that last year one firm en- 
gaged in the manufacture of spectacle frames used for that pur- 
pose a large amount of gold—my recollection is, half a million 
dollars’ worth. These manufacturers would a little rather have 
the gold bars than the gold coin; but they will not pay a premiun 
for gold bars when they can get full weight oil coin without 
paying a premium. 

Now, it seems to the committee, and it is advised by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, that we give to him a discretion so that he 
a exchange gold bars for coin. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The principal reason for this measure, as I 
understand it, is that we are now coining a great many full-weight 
legal-tender coins. The Secretary of the Treasury ees about 
one-tenth of 1 per cent for the gold bars. Inasmuch as the gold 
coins are full weight, it pays the exporter of gold to get the gold 
coins instead of the bars. 

Consequently it cuts down the circulating medium to have the 
coin exported instead of the bullion. That is, I understand, the 
principal reason, together with the fact that a good deal of coin 
also goes into the arts and is melted, whereas the manufacturers 
should be required to use gold bars instead of contracting the 
currency. The committee pretty thoroughly investigated this. 
There are two bills which have been before that committee. 
This bill I believe to bea good one. The other bill, which the 
gentleman from Ohio — SOUTHARD] expects to call up, is, I 
think, wrong in ee e. 

Mr. McRAE. I shall not object to the consideration, for [ re- 
alize that under our rules much of our legislation must be reached 
in that way; but I am opposed to it, and would like to have a mo- 
ment or two inorder to state the reasons for my opposition. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McRAE. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to 
me a moment or two. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr.McRAE. Only a minute or two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in the policy em- 
bodied in this bill, which, in my opinion, will facilitate the ex 
ee of the only money of final payment which we now have. 

believe ‘it ought to be the policy of this Government the very 
moment it gets into its possession 25} grains of pure gold bullion 
to put the Government stamp of fineness upon it and thus make 
it a legal tender, or solvent of debt and taxes, between itself and the 
citizens and between citizens. If it does not need it for immedi- 
ate payment of salaries or debts, then let us prepare the coin for use 
and keepit in the Treasury until it does, Every dollar’s wort! of 
bullion which goes to the Treasury ought be coined, and thus put 
a premium upon it over bullion. Instead of that, we are by this 
bill making it easy for those who want it for use in the arts toge' 
it, and to get it in the very shape they want, and for those wlio 
want to export it to get it easily in the shape that will enable 
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them to export it cheapest. We need all the gold we can get 
here, certainly much more than we have, and there ought to be 
no legislation which would make it easier to export it or easier to 
wet it out of the Treasury and to have it used in the arts, 
*'Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, if the gentleman will yield to me for 
a minute I just wish to say, in answer to his remarks, that this 
does not intend to facilitate the exportation of gold. 
tendency to cause the exportation of bullion instead of coin, and 
unquestionably it is to the advantage of this Government that 
pullion should be exported in preference to the coin, 

Mr. McRAE. Why? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Because coin acts as a measure of values, 
It is a circulating medium, and it has a tendency to affect prices. 

Mr. McRAE. That is true; and when you put the stamp upon 
it and send it abroad it will come back to the government, be- 
cause it isa legal tender and is good there, particularly if that 
government is the United States— greatest Government under the 


ae SHAFROTH. Not when all governments receive the coin 
at the bullion value. They do not take coin at anything except 
the bullion value, nor do we, when it comes to us from a foreign 
sountry. 

; Mr. MoRAE. But we take our own coins at their coinage value, 
and that is the reason all bullion should be coined and the reason 
they will come back to us. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It may have that tendency, but there is an 
abrasion of these coins going on all the time in the shipments to 
and from foreign countries. The coins may be wrapped up in 
tissue paper, and yet the rolling of the vessel between here and 
Liverpool will abrade $1,000,000 worth of gold coins to the amount 
of $256; that is absolutely lost to humanity. Consequently it is 
better for everybody that the gold should be shipped in bulk, 
which causes no abrasion, instead of being shipped in the form of 
coin. Besides that, the immediate result to the United States 
when you ship away the coin is to take away a part of the circu- 
lating medium of the country, and that is wrong. This simply 
removes the requirement upon the Treasury to charge a premium 
for bullion, That is all. It seems to me it is a very proper 
measure, 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I see nothing in the argument of 
my friend from Colorado, because if the gold bullion in the Treas- 
ury is more valuable for export than coined gold, then certainly 
it facilitates exports by requiring this exchange of bullion for coin. 
It is not the amount of money which may be here or there which 
affects prices, but the amount of money that is in existence in the 
commercial world. The entire volume of redemption money is 
that which sustains and increases prices. But if we want to re- 
tain our coin here we should put the impress of our Government 
upon it, and make it more valuable at home than abroad, so that 
when it goes abroad it will come back in exchange for those things 
which our farms and factories turn out. I am utterly opposed to 
reducing either money metal to the low level of acommodity. I 
hope that the bill will not be passed by the House, I can see no 
interest to be served by it except that of a few exporters of gold, 
and we should discourage that instead of encouraging it. 

Mr. McCLEARY. The gentleman would rather put the Gov- 
ernment to the expense of having it coined. 

Mr. McRAE, e have the mints to do that already, and the 
additional expense will be but little. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, This law which is now sought to amend 
was passed in 1891. Prior to that time there was no charge made 
for gold bars. The law reads as follows. This is the clause or 
part of the law which relates to this particular subject: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may impose for such exchange acharge 
which in his judgment shall equal the cost of manufacturing the bars. 

Now, this leaves it in his discretion. He may make the charge, 
or he may forego it. There are times perhaps when he would be 
justified in making the charge. But I should liketo know of any- 
one what sense there is in compelling the manufacturer, for in- 
stance, to buy full-weight gold coin manufactured at the expense 
of the Government, when bars would be more satisfactory, when 
the demand for manufacture will necessarily result in the melting 
up of the coin. Why should not the Secretary of the Treasury 
have the right to givethe manufacturer gold bars instead of full- 
weight gold coin? If there is any reason in the world for it, we 
have not been able to discover it. I will say that the committee 
Were unanimous in recommending the passage of this bill. We 
could discover no reason whatever for any opposition to it. 

| ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, on a division 
(demanded by Mr. McRat) there were—ayes 93, noes 21. 

Accordingly the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


It hasa 
} 
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ORDER OF THE RED CROSS, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. las unanimous consent—— 

r Toe a SPER ; 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Gu 
LETT] has a conference report. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachuse‘ts. 
ference report. 

The SPEAKER. Does ths gentleman desire both the statement 
and conference report read? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
the statement alone be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, th 
and the reading of the report omitted. 

There was no objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill of the Senate, No. 2031, entitled “An act to incorporate the American 
National Red Cross, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

(1) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol 


Mr. Speaker, I present a con- 


Task unanimous consent that 


‘statement will be read 


lows 
After the word * Michigan,” in line 16, section 1, page 3, insert * Harriette | 
Reed, of Boston, Mass.; William H. Sears, of Lawrence, Kans.: John K. E) 
well, of Vinland, Kans.; E. R. Ridgely, of Pittsburg. Kans.: James Tanner, 


John Hitz, 8. W. Briggs, Corry Curry, Lizzie W. Calver. Mary A. Lowan 
Mary L. Barton, 8. B. Hege,and Helena H. Mitchell, of Washington, D. ¢ 
Emma L. Nichols, of Chillicothe, Ohio; Lenora Halsted, of St. Louis, Mo.: 
P. V. De Graw, of Philadelphia, Pa.; Walter P. Phillips, of Bridgeport, Conn.’ 
(2) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 2, line 16, section 2, page 4, and agree to the same 
(3) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 3, line 8, section 3, page 5, and agree to the same 
(4) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Honse numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
Strike out all of line 5, and toand inclading the word **Columbia,” in line 6 
of section 5, page 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ transmit to Con- 
gress.” 
(5) On the amendment of the House numbered 4, the conferees state that 
they have been unable to agree. 
FREDK. H. GILLETT, 
WM. ALDEN SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
H. D. MONEY, 
H. ©. LODGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Section 1 of the report accepts the names of incorporators added by the 
House, with an amendment adding a few more names. 

Section 2 accopts the amendment of the House protecting the use of the 
brassard in case of war. 

Section 3 accepts the amendment of the House transferring the property 
of the old company to the new one. . 

Section 4 requires the transmission of the annual report to Congreas, in- 
stead of publication in the newspapers. 

Section 5 reports the disagreement of the conferees upon the proposition 
of striking out section 4 of the bill, relative to the exclusive use of the red 
cross, and substituting instead the House amendment protecting the Red 
Cross sign from fraudulent use. 

FRED’K H. GILLETT, 
WM. ALDEN SMITH, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, with the excep- 


| tion of section 4, all the clauses were agreed to unanimously by 





| 
| 


the conferees of both Houses; consequently they ought to be ac- 
ceptable to the House, and I should be glad to have them acted 
upon at once. I will afterwards bring up the other clause upon 
which there was a difference of opinion between the two Houses. 
If there is no question about theseamendments, upon which there 
is a unanimous agreement, I ask for a vote, 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr, McRAE, 
section 4? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The conferees on the part of 
the two Houses did not come to an agreement upon that. I will 
call that up later. This simply refers to the other amendments, 
on which we unanimously agreed. I ask for a vote on the report. 

The guestion was taken; and the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, Mr, Speaker, as to sec- 
tion 4, which was stricken out by the House and an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute inserted, the conferees of the two 
Houses failed to agree, the House conferees standing by the House 
amendment and the Senate by the original section. I suppose 
that under the rules of the House the motion which would have the 
priority would be to recede and agree to the Senate bill; anda 
member has suggested to me that he wishes to make that motion. 
I therefore yield to the gentleman from Michigan to make that 
motion, which has priority. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement and agree to the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
the House recede and agree to section 4. 


Certainly. 
Will the gentleman please explain the status of 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | sufficient guaranty of this exclusiveness. But they ask for {})'s 
‘‘noes”’ appeared to have it. legislation; and it does no harm, It will do a great good: ay.) | 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
Pending the division, . 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, before action can not 
I ask unanimous consent to say a word upon this proposition? 
The SPEAKER. 
say a few words on this proposition, 
Mr. DE ARMOND. 
portunity be afforded to say a few words upon the other side. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


Division. 


mous consent that he may have an opportunity to respond. Is | 
[After a pause.] The | 


there objection to this duplicate request? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to 
say that section 4 of the Senate bill protects the Red Cross Asso- 
ciation in the use of its insignia. It .eems to me that it protects 
the people of the country against any imposition upon them by 
assistance. 


It is not an unusual thing. I hold in my hand a let- 


ter handed me by Miss Clara Barton to-day, showing the imposi- | 


tions that have been made upon these people in various sections 
because of the use of this insignia. Why not protect this associa- 
tion in it? They have made good use of it. Their work certainly 
is commendable. It gives them no more than they deserve. An 
association operating in the State of Pennsylvania has grown up 
and is protected by the consent of the National Red Cross; butthey 
sprung from the National Red Cross Society. This society has 
done great good in the country. Ihave before mea list of some of 
the things they have accomplished, some of the work that they 
have done, and I want to read it to the House to show you how 
general have been their benefactions. There have been contri- 
buted from this National Red Cross Society in the case of the— 
$80, 000 
8,000 
18, 590 
1,000 
500 


Michigan forest fires, 1881, material and money 

Mississippi floods, 1882, money and seeds. .. 

Mississippi floods, 1883, material and seeds 

SD GED. SE: I otc ot a ocadnepbntnasecebebeeseesessenese 

Balkan war, 1883, money 

Ohio and Mississippi floods, 1884, feed for stock and people, clothing, 
SOS, PD BNI, dais dint encsuneroapescecaskecedss 

Texas famine, 1885, appropriations and contributions on statements 
made upon personal investigation 

Charleston earthguake, 1886, money 

Mount Vernon, Ill, cyclone, 1888, money and supplies................ 

Florida yellow fever, 1888, physicians and nurses.-................-.-... 

Johnstown disaster, 1889, money and all kinds of material, buildings, 
ne Be certs tiie cpinietbbtbedn nctindhtchindhbahnbtiobeys 

Russian famine, 1291-92, mainly food 

Pomeroy, lowa, cyclone, 1893, money and nurses .-............-.-..... 

South Carolina islands, 1895-94, money and all kinds of supplies and 
materials, tools, seeds, lumber, etc 


175, 000 
120, 000 
500 

85, 000 
15, 000 
250, 000 
125, 000 
2, 700 


65, 000 


046, 200 

This is a tremendous aggregate of nearly a million dollars 
which has been distributed by this society, certainly with whole- 
some purpose and results. I commend to the consideration of the 
House this most faithful woman and her organization. It is en- 
titled to the encouragement of the American people. I have wit- 
nessed with my own eyes the relief of suffering and distress under 
the protection of this society. Now, then, having made it hon- 
orable, having given the Red Cross something that means some- 
thing, I believe that, having been recognized by foreign countries 
in treaties with this country, we can with propriety give to them 
all they ask in this Senate bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I understand from the provisions of the 
Senate bill that the Red Cross Society has exclusive right to use 
the red cross in charitable work? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. For the information of the House 
I ask that section 4 be again read. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, The gentleman can answer that question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They have the exclusive right to 
use it, but they do not exclude other societies, They are simply 
the central authority. : 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Ifa Sunday school in any locality should 
attempt any local charity under the banner of the red cross, it 
would be subject to a prosecution unless it got permission from 
this corporation. 

Mr. WM, ALDEN SMITH, I do not consider it would, be- 
cause there must be a purpose to defraud, and there is no such 
purpose there. Now, hen I say that, if any society on earth 
isentitled to careful consideration in this House, it is the National 
Red Cross. This symbol is recognized in international treaties, 
and we should give it the recognition that it asks for here. They 
will make good use of it, and certainly they are entitled to it. It 
is not asking too much. It is simply asking what they deserve, 
what they have earned, and for one I hope the National Red 
Cross Society will not knock in vain at the doors of Congress for 
recognition. They are recognized by treaty. The treaty pro- 
tects the insignia, and Iam not so sure but what the treaty is a 


The gentleman asks unanimous consent to | 


I also ask unanimous consent that an op- | 
| the matter before this body at this time, so that rem: 





commend it to the careful and earnest consideration of men \ 
appreciate what has been done by this society in the world 
large and in our country. [Applause. | 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr.Speaker,thequestion before the H 
is not as to the merits of the Red Cross Society, but the rea) , 
tion is as to the merits of these two provisions, section 4 a 
came from the Senate, and section 4 as it left the House, T 
irkKkS ast 
worth of the Red Cross Society, and the work it has don 
the work it will do, have no bearing upon the question. | 
who may be in favor of the House adhering to its amendment 
improving the bill, could not be put, by any remarks mad 
commendation of the Red Cross Society, in the attitude of as 
ing a lack of appreciation of it, 

The House upon pretty full consideration amended the pil] 


vl 
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| this particular—substituted a new section for the Senate 
whomsoever, assuming to be under the Red Cross, ask alms or | 


No. 4, It is very doubtful whether the bill would have py 
the House but forthat amendment. It is very clear, at least 
that amendment removed in the minds of a good many me: 
objection on account of which they would have voted agains 
bill if it had been unamended, whereas they voted for it. 

In that condition of things I for one think this House ox; 
adhere to its amendment. It was not adopted in haste, but 
consideration was full and the vote overwhelming. Why, : 
the House should recede, why the House should yield to the + 
ate in this matter, I can not understand, It seemsto me it» 
be better for the conferees of the House to go to conference with 
those representing the Senate, standing up for the action of : 
House, and endeavoring to secure the adoption by the Sena‘ 
the amendment here adopted; or, failing in that, to secm 
a modified amendment as may be satisfactory to both Hous 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, Doesthe gentleman from Missouri 
understand that this gives no exclusive rights to the Red Cross 
Society? The language of the bill is that ‘the insignia colored in 
imitation shall not be used except by authority of the United States 
or by the permission of the National Red Cross for the purpo:e of 
collecting funds.” 

Now, then, the Government of the United States can auth 
anyone else if in its discretion it wants to, and the National 
Red Cross Society can give anyone else the privilege, and they 
have given the privilege to others—to everybody that has asked 
for it. But it should be official; there should be some central au- 
thority giving consent to its use. And now that they have made 
it valuable and helpful, now that the people look with favor upon 
it, surely they ought not tobe imposed upon, And this limitat‘on 
will prevent that. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If the National Red Cross Society makesa 
practice of granting the use of this insignia to all who ask for it 
I can not uhderstand what valuable privilege would be extended 
to that society in providing that they shall have exclusive control 
over this matter. 

But there is more in this amendment than the gentleman has 
indicated, There is much that he has not commented on in re- 
gard to the penalties. The fact is, in my judgment, that tho 
amendment adopted by the House greatly improves the ill. 
That was the judgment of the House when the amendment was 
adopted. 

No reason, so far as I know, has since been given why 
House should not have adopted that amendment, or why, having 
adopted it, the House should not make strenuous efforts to have 
it retained in the bill. It may be that the House conferees can 
not agree with the Senate conferees in regard to introducing into 
the bill the House amendment; but they may at least agree ujon 
some amendment which will be satisfactory to both and not yweld 
without a real struggle, a struggle in earnest, to have the will of 
the House prevail as well as the will of the Senate. 

The fact is, aside from the merits of the amendment as com- 
pared with the original proposition, I have enough pride in te 
body of which I am a member, and enough disposition to see 
will maintained, to be disposed to insist upon an effort at least (o 
have the House be as potent in legislation as may be. It is very 
much the practice—it has been for years—for the Senate by in 
ence to obtain what the House by persistence might get. It is no! 
obstinacy for the House to insist on this amendment any mre 
than it is obstinacy for the Senate to insist on rejecting it. We 
are a good many days from adjournment, and certainly our con- 
ferees — 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Was not the gentleman 0)- 
posed to this bill even after the amendment was adopted? | 

Mr. DEARMOND. He was; and he is now. Butif this bill is 
to pass he desires that it be made as little objectionable as po-s!- 
ble, and he believes that the bill is better with this amendmen 
than without it, I was opposed to the bill, and I am oppose! to 
it now, because I think it is a kind of sweeping legislation totally 
uncalled for and totally unnecessary and unauthorized. 
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I have respect fer the Red Cross; I have esteem for the people 
who are connected with it; I prize the good work that they have 
done, and I live in expectancy of the good work they will do. 
They are incorporated now under the laws of Congress, as an in- 
stitution of the District of Columbia, and that incorporation, for 
all practical purposes, isample. But in order toexploit this society 
upon a broader field and give it greater notoriety, to add to the 
list of distinguished persons now composing it, it was deemed 
desirable for the society to be organized as a corporation at large. 
That I was opposed to; that lam opposed to, 

Being opposed to that when the bill was up, being opposed to it 
now, that fact does not preclude me, at least in my own view, from 
being in favor of amending the bill in such a way as to make it 
better. The House, as I said, amended it before by an overwhelm- 
ing vote. Of course it is with the House to determine whether or 
not, after deliberately doing that, after Cenping a night upon it, 
it will abandon its position now in order to be complacent and to 
agree readily with the Senate. _ 

Ordinarily when a question arises between the House and the 
Senate | have enough pride in the body to which I belong to feel 
disposed to see those who represent the House stand a reasonable 
length of time by what the House has done and not yield too 
readily to the insistence of the Senate. 

Mr. RipGey addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to recognize anyone. 
The House was in the act of voting. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask that the original section be read 
in connection with the House amendment, so that the House may 
understand the provisions of both. 

The SPEAKER, The House was in the act of voting when the 
request for unanimous consent was made. A division was asked 
for. The question will be again taken on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment, ‘ ‘ ; 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative, there 
being—ayes 40, noes 87. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I move that the House insist 
on its disagreement, and ask a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the anes of Mr. GILLett of 
Massachusetts, Mr. Wm. ALDEN Smita, and Mr, WILLIAMs of 
Mississippi as conferees on the part of the House. 

NATIONAL WHITE CROSS OF AMERICA, 

Mr, BABCOCK. * Mr. Speaker, I ask now the consideration of 
Senate bill 2581, which heretofore was temporarily laid aside—a 
bill to incorporate the National White Cross of America, and for 
other purposes. This bill was read twice and went over as unfin- 
ished business, being laid aside temporarily on the last District 
day, pending a motion tostrike out section 3. I ask that that mo- 
tion te agreed to by the House. 

Mr, BAILEY of Moana. I would like to know what that sec- 
tion is. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the section, 

The Clerk réad as follows: 


Sec. 3. That said National White Cross of America shall report annually 
to the Secretary of War concerning its proceedings, together witha detailed 
statement of all recei tsand expenditures, which shall be by him transmitted 
to Congress and printed. It shall ppeetorsn such relief work as may from time 
to time be assigned to it by the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the 
Navy, if the means therefor are placed at {ts disposal, and it may perform its 
work of charity at any place in the United States or in any foreign country 
or province as it may deem wise and proper. 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if this is another national incorporation, or if it is confined 
to the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This proposed amendment disconnects this 
organization entirely from the Government. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will allow me, this creates a 
body corporate and politic in the District of Columbia. 

Mr, BABCOCK, ‘Phere is no authority to incorporate or or- 
ganize in any other State or Territory outside of the District of 
Columbia, e propose to strike out section 3. 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. I have no objection to the bill with 
that stricken out. . 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentieman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MUDD, There are some verbal amendments, some mis- 
takes in the printing of names, which I wish to have corrected. 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman will state his amendment. 
Mr. MUDD. In line 5, before the word ‘‘ Cicero,” strike out 
Mrs.” and insert “Mr.” The person named is a man. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the letter ‘‘s" in the word “ Mrs." before “Cicero,” in line 5. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. In line 18 instead of ‘‘ Mrs. Cornelia Clay” it 
should be ‘ Miss Cornelia Clay.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 13strike out “ Mrs.” before “ Cornelia” and insert “ Miss.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. MUDD, In line 2, page 2, instead of ‘‘ Miss Belle Lanner,” 
it should be ** Miss Belle Tanner.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

T In line 2, page 2, strike out * Belle Launer" and insertin lieu thereof “ Belle 
anner. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. In line 12, page 2, instead of ‘‘Capt, Frank W, 
Dickens” it should be ‘‘ Capt. Francis W. Dickens.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 2, strike out ** Frank” and insert “ Francis.” 

Mr. MUDD. In line 14, after the word ‘‘ Missouri,” I move to 
insert the words ‘‘and E. J. Roach, of New York City.” 

The amendments were dgreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to call up for concurrence some bills 
on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing House bills with Senate amendments relating to the District 
of Columbia. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8665) au- 
thorizing and requiring the Metropolitan Railroad Company to 
extend its lines on old Sixteenth street, with Senate amendments, 
which were read, 

Mr. BABCOCK,- Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following conferees were appointed: Mr, Bascock, Mr. 
PEARRE, and Mr, LATIMER. 

COLUMBIA ROAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7950) 
for the extension of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street, and 
for other purposes, with Senate amendments; which were read. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The following conferees were appointed: Mr. Bascock, Mr, 
PEARRE, and Mr. LATIMER, 


FREDERICK DOUGLASS MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3597) 
to incorporate the Frederick Douglass Memorial and Historical 
Association, with Senate amendments; which were read. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following conferees were appointed: Mr. Mupp, Mr, Wuirr, 
and Mr, CLAYTON of New York. 


REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8498) 
to amend an act entitled an act to authorize the reassessment of 
water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, approved July 8, 1898, with a Senate amendment; which was 
read, as follows: 

Page 3, after line 8, insert: 

“Sec. 3. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 


are hereby, authorized and directed to cancel the assessment of water-main 
taxes unpaid on Brightwood avenue for the laying of the water main about 
July 20, 1895, from Fort Reno reservoir to and on Brightwood avenue from 
the Military road to Aspen street, where the water has not been introduced 
from said main on adjoining property since said water main was laid: and 


they are authorized and directed to reassess the tax for laying said main on 
Brightwood avenue according to existing law.” 
Change section 3 to section 4. 


Mr. BABCOCK, I move that the House concur in this amend- 
ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
CAPITAL TRACTION COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6243) 
amending the charter of the Capital Traction Company of the 
District of Columbia, with the Senate amendment, which was 
read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 12, strike out all after “east * down toand including “ 
line 1, page 2, and.insert “thence by a single-track loop on Pennsylvania 
avenue, the circle, K, and Fifteenth streets, bounding square No. 1078, and 
connecting with the double tracks at Pennsylvania avenue and Fifteenth 
street east. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I movo that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BOARD OF CHARITIES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7673) 
to establish a board of charities for the District of Columbia, with 
the Senate amendments; which were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 14, after “members,” insert “‘and shall appoint a 
who shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum; aud a messenger, 
receive a salary of $840 per annum.” 

Page 2, line 2, after “Congress,” insert “Provided. That the office of su- 
perin ndent of charities of the District of Columbiais here by abolished from 


east,”’ 


secretary 


who shali 
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and after the Sth day of June, 1900; and the amounts apezensintes in the act 
Solumbia for the | 


making appropriations for the expenses of the District of 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, for salaries of superintendent of charities 
and of a messenger in the office of said superintendent and for traveling ex- 
penses are hereby made av ailable for the payment of secretary of the board 
of charities, messenger for said board, and necessary traveling expenses au- 
thorized by said board.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT CODE, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now ask present consideration 
of the bill H. R. 9835, which was laid- aside as unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Wisconsin asks to take 
up the bill H. R. 9835, being the District code bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would ask unanimous 
consent that the House hold evening sessions, commencing at 8 
o'clock in the evening and continuing until half past 10, until the 
code is disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills, con- 
ference reports, and any other special order that may be made by 
the House in the future, beginning to-night. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, if | may be indulged by general 
consent, in view of the attitude in which I have been attempted to 
be placed in reference to this code, I hope that request will be 
yranted. 

, Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask if these évening sessions are 
to be used for any other purpose than the consideration of the 
code bill? 

Mr, BABCOCK. Not unless ordered by the House. My re- 
quest is that it shall not interfere with appropriation bills or con- 
ference reports or any other special order of the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wanted to know whether at these evening ses- 
sions other business of the House could come up, like conference 
reports or other business of that kind, or whether the evening 
session shall be used exclusively for the consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that the House take a recess from 5 o'clock until 8, 
making this code bill a continuing order for consideration in the 
evenings, no other business to be considered, and adjourning at 
10.30 o'clock, this order not to interfere with appropriation bills, 
conference reports, or other orders hereafter to be made by the 
House. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask if the gentleman pro- 
poses to read the bill through? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And as to whether they intend to ad- 
journ over until the morning session? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; nothing of that kind. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Limiting the session to debate? 

Mr. BABCOCK, This order does not contemplate any morning 
sessions. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. With the understanding that it does not 


contemplate morning sessions, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that there is a conflict in 
the request—that no other business be transacted, and that this 
order is not to interfere with appropriation bills, conference re- 
ports, etc. It may be necessary to add to this request a provision 
that would include that character of business, as late in the session, 
the Chair suggests, the House may have sessions at night. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this request 
will not displace any other line of business that has been men- 
tioned, but that it shall be devoted exclusively to the code, except 
by order of the House. 


Mr. MADDOX. Does the gentleman expect to have a quorum 


present? 

Mr. BABGOCK. I hope so. 

Mr. MADDOX. Are you going to demand a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will restate the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, so that the House may thoroughly 
understand it, Thatat5 o’clock on each day a recess be taken until 
8 o'clock for the consideration of this bill with reference to the 
District code, and at those sessions conference er appropria- 
tion bills, or special orders shall not be displaced by the District 
code in case the House shall wish to consider them, these sessions 
adjourning at 10.30. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask, Is it tho 
purpose to make this special order during the day sessions? Is 
that included in the request? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Only for evening sessions. 

The SPEAKER. Only for evening sessions, The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Do 1 understand that any gentleman at these evening ses- 
sions can call up one of the appropriation bills that has not been 
concluded? 

The SPEAKER. Under this resolution they will be in order. 
The Chair suggests to the gentleman from Kentucky that in the 
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| tleman from Wisconsin, be in position to take up one of th. 
| propriation bills or conference reports that might come up. 
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last days of the session the House is frequently in session day a») 
night, and the House would under the order, as asked by th, 


Mr, SMITH of Kentucky. The only objection I can see to +),.,; 
is that there ought to be some kind of previous notice as to w)), », 
an appropriation bill is going to be taken up. If the House x 
make an order that on Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, and s,; 
day evenings it would hold these sessions for the purpose of 
sidering these important measures, there could be no reaso) 
objection to that; but now we make an order to have an e\ 
session to consider this code bill and under that an order, ij +), 
order is made as stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin. t))., 
can take up any important bill. 





The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman ¢i)q; 
any member can protect the House by making a point of yo 
quorum. The real purpose is to consider the District code \)j)|. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not understand, Mr. Speaker—a)4 
I ask permission to object now—that at these sessions appropri 
tion bills or other important matters could come up. [ ask tho 
poe now of objecting to that order. I did not object becanse 

did not understand that these bills could come up at an eveniny 
| Session without notice. In other words, they ought only to be 
| considered where there is a conference report on an appropriation 

bill, and that should only be considered after full notice to the 
House. If they can be brought up when gentlemen who are not 
interested in this bill will not be here, I do not think the orde; 
ought to be made. 

Mr. PAYNE. I interrupted the gentleman from Wisconsin 
when he first stated his request, and my object was to exclud 
from the evening session anything but the code bill; and | under- 

| stood the exception which was made in reference to other busi- 

| ness related to taking the recess at 5 o'clock. For instance. thit 

| the House might then go on with a conference report at 5 o'clock 
instead of taking the recess then, but when they did take the 1 
cess until 8 o'clock, then from 8 o'clock until half past 10 nothing 
was to be in order except the code bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the way the order ought to be 
made. If the understanding is that nothing is in order from & to 
half past 10 except the code, I have no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask, Mr. Speaker, that that may be made the 
order. I ask unanimous consent that it may be understood to |x 
the order that between 8 and half past 10 nothing shal! be in orde: 
except the code bill, and the taking of the recess at 5 o'clock shall 
not interfere with conference reports. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman can not have that order made, 
| because the Chair said there would be time—a time when there 
would be evening sessions—where this business ought to be com- 
petent, and the House understood that when unanimous consent 
was given. 

Mr. PAYNE. That will be after this bill has been considered 
Conference reports can be considered at 5 o’clock, but it ought to 
be understood that when we take the recess, commencing at % 
and running until half past 10, there shall be nothing in order 
except this code bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think the statement which I made clears 
the atmosphere, and that is this, as I stated it originally, that the 
evening session should be devoted exclusively to the considerat on 
of the code bill, except by order of the House. [I stated plainly 
that th’s order should not interfere with any other order of th 
House for the consideration of appropriation bills, conference re- 
ports, or any other order the House might make. [For inst 
the House may decide to have an evening session to consider 4) 
propriation bills. If it did, they would have the code bill off the 
floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Let me make a suggestion ani se 
if we can not get together. If the gentleman will add to his re- 
quest that unless the House during the day session makes a dil- 
ferent order, the evening session shall be devoted to the consider 
ation of the District code bill exclusively. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. | 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman stated his latest formu'a- 
tion? |{Laughter.]} 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the a! 
ditional request that the consideration of the code sha!! not be 
displaced unless by order of the House made before the evening 
session. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, Will the gentleman state his propo 
sition again? es 

Mr. BABCOCK. That the consideration of the code sha!! not 
be displaced by any other business except in pursuance 0! 0 
order by the House immediately previous to the recess for the 
evening session. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. That is all right. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 0140: 
imous consent that recesses be taken daily from 5 until 8 o'clock 
for the consideration of the District code. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I believe that was agreed to. 


ince, 
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Mr. HEPBURN. That question was submitted, and the Chair 
announced that there was unanimous consent. 

" The SPEAKER. So the Chair understood; but in view of what 
has since taken place, the Chair was assuming that that order 
had been voluntarily vacated, : 

Mr. BABCOCK and others. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s supplementary re- 

est? 

N r. BABCOCK. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SmirH] is that no other business shall be considered 
during the evening sessions except the District code unless it be 
py an order of the House made before the recess. 

“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that an additional stipulation be made that no 
business except the code shall be considered at these evening ses- 
sions except in pursuance of an order made by the House before 
the 5 o’clock recess, Is there objection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We on this side have misunderstood the 
request of the gentleman from Wisconsin. We supposed there 
would be an opportunity to object to the request as a whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama 
that no other business will be brought before the House at “these 
evening sessions if the District Committee can prevent it. I 
made my original proposition clearly and distinctly; and it was 
agreed to by the House. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not want to interfere with the pas- 
sage of the District code; but, when consent was given, I would 
have objected if I had thought there was any possibility of any 
other business coming up at the evening sessions unless in pursu- 
ance of notice previously given in the House; and 1 will say now 
that I do not think the House can afford to take advantage of gen- 
tlemen here upon a misunderstanding. If the agreement, us it 
now stands, be insisted upon, I give notice that before I will let 
this thing be run over me in that way I will come here every night 
and see that a quorum is present to do business. I ask unsnimous 
corsent to set aside the order in regard to evening sessions uutil 
we can come to a reasonable agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to vacate the order made in regard to evening ses- 
sions for the consideration of the District code. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I object. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then there will be nothing done at 
these evening sessions without a quorum, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I notify gentlemen that there will have 
to be a quorum present. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would like to say a word. This is a very 
long and difficult bill, and it is impossible to get through it with- 
out evening sessions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
evening sessions. 

Mr. BABCOCK, The committee has been willing to agree to 
the proposition that no other business than the District code shall 
be brought up at these evening sessions, and I will say to the gen- 
tleman that if there is any other business brought up in any way: 
except by an order of the House, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia 
quorum, e will use our best endeavors to see that nothing 
comes —emeas the code. 

Mr. U 
ment? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Objection has been made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, A gentleman on the other side objected. 
I can see no reason for doing so, unless it is the intention to try to 
bring up other business at the night sessions. 

Mr. BABCOCK. .l assure the gentleman that he will have no 
ground for criticism, so far as the District Committee is concerned. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I have not been captious in making 
objections; but we have made a reasonable rejuest; and as it has 
not been granted, I am going to stand with the gentleman from 


I am perfectly willing there should be 


Alabama; and whenever there is an evening session there must | 


be a quorum, or I shall interpose objection wherever it may be 
available, 


MARY L,. STOTSENBURG, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendment of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 4367) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Stotsenburg. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

_ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed ty place ae the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. the name of Mary La Tourrette Stotsenburg, widow 
of the late Col. Joan M. Stotsenburg, of the First Nebraska Volunteer Infan- 
try, in the year 1898, and pay her a pension of $50 per month.” 


Mr. BURKETT. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





wv either move to adjourn or raise the point of no | 


DERWOOD. Why can not that be put in the agree- | 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House, with an amendmeit of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 9884) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River of the Nortn. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 11, strike out “is charged other parties for like privileges” 
and insert ‘the rate per mile paid for transportation over railroads or pub 
lic highways leading tothe said bridge.” 

Mr.SPALDING,. Imove that the amendment be concurredin. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker. I understood the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Suirn] to say that it would require a quorum to 
do any business to-night. Now, in order to obviate that I ask 
unanimous consent that at the night session to-night no other busi 
ness shall be in order except the District code. That will tide it 
over for to-night, and I think we can reach an agreement to 
morrow. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
I care for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani 
mous consent that at the night session on this day no other busi- 
ness shall be transacted except the consideration of the District 
code. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment as Speaker pro 
tempore for the evening session of Mr. CAPRON, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

5S. 4171. An act to amend anact granting additional quarantine 
powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine-Hospital 
Service, approved February 15, 1803—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

5. 8205. An act for the relocation of certain tracks of street 
railways in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

5. 2329. An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings of railroads in the District of Columbia, to require and au- 
thorize the construction of new terminals and tracks for the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company in the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co 
lumbia. 

5. 1929. An act to provide for eliminating certain grade cross- 
ings on the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
in the city of Washington, D. C., and requiring said company, to 
depress and elevate its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of 
its railroad therein, ard for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

S. 4771. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert F, 
Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


9 





As far as I am concerned, that is all 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had, examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10740. An act to regulate the grades of Twentieth street, 
and tor other purposes; 

H. R. 8267. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob W. 
Mooar; 

H. R. An act to create the southern division of the south- 
ern district of lowa for judicial purposes, and to fix the time and 
place for holding court therein; 

H. R. 5886. An act granting a pension to William H. Lane; 

H. RK, 7418, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Garrett; 

H. R. 8559. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
R. Clune; and 

H. R. 7433. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Vepartment and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

$..1781. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia MacN, 
Henry; 

8. 1619. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella Cotton 
Conrad: 

5. 207. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Van Horn; 

$.3106. An act relating to the accountsof United States marshals 
and the clerks of the district courts for the Territory of Utah; 

5. 517. An act granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely; 

S. 557. An act for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh; 


=o” 
2537. 
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S. 2883. An act to change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, 
Massachusetts; and 

S. 4615. An act to facilitate the entry of steamshi 
ing trade between Porto Rico and the Territory of 
United States. 


in the coast- 
Wwaii and the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Barua, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
To Mr. Wurtre, for eleven days. 


MONUMENT ON TALLADEGA BATTLE GROUND, ALABAMA. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on the Library was dis- 
charged from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9704) to 
erect a monument at or near Talladega, Ala., to commemorate the 
battle of Talladega, fought by Tennessee volunteers under com- 
mand of Gen, Andrew Jackson, November 9, 1813, and to appro- 
priate $10,000 for the erection thereof, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


B, R. WARREN, 


By unanimous consent. leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House without a ae the papers in the case of 
B. R. Warren, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 4 o'clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.), the House took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. Capron as Speaker pro tempore. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CODE, . 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The business before the House is 
the consideration of House bill 9835, known as the District code 
bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk commence 
the reading of the bill by sections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the bill by 
sections, for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following is hereby enacted and declared to 
be a code of law for the District of Columbia, to go into effect and operation 
from and after the Ist day of January, in the year of our Lord 1901. 

2. And be it further enacted, That in the interpretation and construction 
of said code the following rules shall be observed, namely: 

First. Words importing the singular number shall be held to include the 
plural, and vice versa, except where such construction would be unreason 
able. 

Second. Words importing the masculine gender shall be held to include all 
genders, except where such construction would be absurd or unreasonable. 

Third. The word “person” shall be held toapply to partnerships and cor- 
porations, unless such construction would be unreasonable, and the refer- 
ence to any officer shall include any person authorized by law to perform 
the duties of his office, unless the context shows that such words were in- 
tended to be used in a more limited sense. 

*Fourth. Wherever the word “executor ™ is used it shall include “adminis- 
a and vice versa, unless such application of the term would be unrea- 
sonable. 

Fifth. Wherever an oath is required, an affirmation in judicial form, if made 
bya person conscientiously scrupulous about taking an oath, shall be deemed 
a sufficient compliance. 

Sixth. The words “insane person " and “ lunatic” shall includeevery idiot, 
non compos, lunatic, and insane person. 

CHAPTER 1. 
LAWS REMAINING IN FORCE. 

SpcTrTonN 1. The common law, all British statutes in force in Maryland on the 
27th day of February, 1801, the ee of ew and admiralty, all eral 
acts of Congress not locally inapplicable in the District of Columbia, and all acts 
of Congress by their terms applicable to the District of Columbia and to other 
places under the jurisdiction of the United States, in force at the date of the 
passage of this act, shall in force except in so far as the same are in- 
consistent with, or are replaced by, some provision of this code. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. 5 , 1 ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the bill be di with, and that the 
committee amendments be first consi , and that the bill be 
open to further amendment, and for proper discussion on the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent that the farther reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that the bill be taken up first for the con- 
sideration of the committee amendments, and subsequently for 
the consideration of such otheramendments asshall be offered. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MUDD. I ask unanimous consent that in the consideration 
of amendments they be considered under what is known as the 
five-minute rule. Strictly speaking, any gentleman might con- 
sume an hour on an amendment in the House. I ask unanimous 
consent that amendments may be considered under the provisions 
of the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tem . The gentleman from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the debate upon amendments shall 
be under the five-minute rule. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The following committee amendments were severally read, con- 
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sidered, and agreed to [the numbers of sections referred to }:.\,)> 
the original numbers]: _ 


Page 11, section 48, line 11, strike out all of the section after the » 
“year” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That eve —— charged with an offense triable in the police - 
the District of Columbia may give security for his appearance for tri! 
further hearing either by giving bond to the satisfaction of the cour 
depositing money as collateral security with the appropriate officer ,; 
said police court or the station keeper of the police precinct within 
such person may be apprehended. 

“And whenever any sum of money shall bedeposited as collateral s.. 
as hereby provided, it shall remain, in contemplation of law, the pro} 
~~ depositing it until duly forfeited by the court; and when {,;/...- 
it shall be, in contemplation of law, the property of the United Si» 
America or of the District of Columbia, according as the charge aga(; 
person depositing it is instituted on behalf of the said United State 
said District; and owt? Parson receiving any sum of money depo: 
hereby provided shall deemed in law the agent of the person de 
the same or of the said United States or the said District, as the case ; 
for all pur s of properly preserving and accounting for such mon 

“And all fines payable and paid under judgment of the said poli: 
shall, upon their payment, immediately become, in contemplation of |: 
property of the said United States or the said District, accordin« ; . 
charge upon which such fine may be adjudged; and the person receiyiyy a; 
such fine shall be deemed in law the agent of the said United States o» +), 
said District as aforesaid,as the case may be; and any person, being an agen: 
as hereinbefore contempiated and defined, who shall wrongfully conver: | 
his own use any money received by him as hereinbefore provided 1} 
deemed guilty of embezzlement,and upon conviction thereof be pun 
a fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding five yo 
both: Provided, T' nothing herein contained shall affect the |: 
rights under existing law of the Washington Humane Society, or th 
men’s fund (by whatever name the same may be called or knowr 
firemen's relief fund, of the District of Columbia, in or to any fines or 
ures paid and collected in the said police court.’ 

Page 12, add a new section, to be known as section 59, as follows: 

“Sec. 59. Fines to be paid to the clerk of police court: All fines, penalt 
costs, and forfeitures imposed or taxed by the police court shall be paid : 
clerk of the police court, either with or without process or on process ordore 
by + —> and by said clerk paid over to the District as often as . i 
each week.” 

Page 13, renumber the sections, commencing with section No. 59 

Section 64, line 16, after the word “justice,” insert the following: ' 
the exception of all officers and employees in any manner connected w it}; 
probate term.” 

Section 119, line 1, strike out all after the word “clerk” and insert 
thereof the following: 

“ The register of wills of the District of Columbia shall be, and here 
authorized, empowered, and directed to act as clerk of the said pro)at 
to keep and certify its records, and generally, with respect to said tern 
exercise all the powers and perform ali duties which might otherwis 

roperly exercised or performed by the clerk of the supreme cour 
istrict of Columbia.” 

Section 120, line 1, strike out the word “cler’ 
the words “register of wills.” 

Section 120, at the end of the section, add the following: “he shall b 
hereby is, authorized to appoint a deputy, who may, in his absence 
perform any and all the acts necessary in the administration of his offics 1 
the certification of the records of said court which he himself is authorized t 
do; also to — and fix the number and the compensation of t! 
ployees of said probate court and office of register of wills: Provid 
any expenditures incurred by him in so doing shall not be a charge up. th 
public Treasury, but shall, ——— with his own compensation, be paid ou 
of the revenues of the office of register of wills.” 

Section 127, line 23, strike out words “clerk thereof” and insert in 
thereof *‘régister of wills.” 

Section 131, line 4, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu thereof 
“register of wills.” 

Section 178, line 7, strike out the posted where it occurs after the word 
court’ and insert a comma, and ad the following: ‘“‘except in the probate 

erm. 

Section 174, at the end of the section, after the word “court,” add the fol- 
lowing: “ Provided, That this section shall not apply to proceedings in the 
probate term, in which all deposits and costs as now required by law, and 
the orders of said term, shall be paid to the er of wills as heretofore.” 

Section 176, line 2, after the word “clerk,” insert the following: “and th 
register of wills.” 

Section 267, line 4, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu threof 
“register of wills.” 

. Section 272, line 2, insert, after the word “seal,” the words “‘of the probate 
erm. 

Section 272, line 9, strike out the words “clerk of the supreme court” and 
insert in lieu thereof * ae of wills.” 

Section 272, line 13, ke out the words “said court” and insert in 
thereof the following: “the supreme court of the District of Colum)is.” 

Section 272, line 14, strike the word “clerk” and insert in lieu thereof 
“register of wills.” ; 

Section 298, line 11, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu thereof 
“register of wills.” ; 

Section 297, lines 2 and 5, strike out the word “clerk” where it appears in 
each line and insert in lien thereof ** register of wills." 

Section 304, 13, strike out the words “clerk of this court’ and 
in lieu thereof iane Sar ete wills.” . 

Section 304, line 20, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu ' 
“register of wills,” " 

Section 333, line 2, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu thereot 
“register of wills.” ae 

Section 354, line 1, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in licu t! 
“register of wills.” a : 

Section 357, line 5, strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu th 
“register of wills.” ’ 

Section 367, lines 11 and 12, strike out the word “clerk” where it appears 
in each line and insert in lieu thereof “register of wills.” ; 

Section 404, lines 7 and 8, strike out the words “clerk's office of the 
ome court” and insert in lieu thereof the words “office of the reg's! 
wi ” 


Section 712, lines 5 and 6, strike out the comma where it appears after the 
word ** .” in line 5; © out the words “by reason of the 
provisions hereof,” and the comma after the word “ hereof.” i 
Section 1111, lines 2 and 3, strike out the following words: “such as may 
be bed from time to time by rules by the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia;” also strike out the comma after the word “‘ a - 
bia” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “those now prescribed Y 
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section 931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and by orders of the said probate term under section 932 
of the said Revised Statutes.” eae 

* Section 1111, lines 5 and 6, strike out the word “clerk 
in each line and insert in lieu thereof ‘register of wills. 

Section 1111, line 6, strike out the word “* five it 
word “exceed ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten. 

Section 1111, at the ‘ l 
following: “Provided, That for any services required of the register of wills, 
as clerk of the probate court, for which no fees are specified by statute, he 
may be allowed to collect the fees prescribed by this code to be collected by 
theclerk of thesupreme court of the District of Columbia for similar services.” 

” Section 1598, line 1, strike out the words “and grades.” 

Section 1604, strike out all of lines 2, 3, and 4, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “ No subdivision of land in the District of Columbia without the 
limits of the city of W ashington shall be recorded in the office of the sur- 
veyor or in the office of the recorder of deeds unless the same shail have 
been first approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
be in conformity with the recorded plans for a permanent system of high- 

rays. 
¥ ‘Section 1612, line 3, strike out the word “six” where it occurs after the 
word ‘including ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “five.” 

Also, in same line, after the word *‘ marshal,” add the words *‘ when actually 
employed;” so that it willread: “including $5 for the services of said marshal 
when actually rT. 

Section 1636, add after paragraph 6, a new paragraph, as follows: 

“Seventh. Acts or parts of acts authorizing, defining, and prescribing the 
organization, powers, duties, fees, and emoluments of the register of wills of 
the District of Columbia and his office.” 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
offers the following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, on page 47, all of section 
cases.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 9, line 4, after the word “ property,” strike out the words “or 
the value of personal property claimed in an action of replevin,’’ and insert 
after the word “dollars,” in line 6, the words “‘including all proceedings by 
attachment or in replevin where the amount claimed or the value of the 
property involved does not exceed said sum.”’ 


where it appears 
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Recast section 56 to read: 


“Sec. 56. Salari how paid: The salaries of the ;.uzes, clerk, dey 
| clerks, bailiffs, deputy marshal, doorkeeper, engineer, and janitor of the i 
court shall be paid as other salaries of the District of Columbia, from ay 


where it appears after the | 


end of the section, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ add the 


priations made by Congress t of June Ll, 1878 


tion 58 to read 


as provided in the a 
Recast sex 





“Src. 58. Fines to be paid to the clerk of police court: All penal f 

| costs, and forfeitures imposed or taxed by the po court shall be paid to 

the clerk of said court, either with or without process or on process ordered 

| by the court. The clerk of the police court shall, on the fir cular day of 

| each week, deposit with the collector of taxes the total : f all fines, 
penalties, costs, and forfeitures collected by him during th ek next ] 

| ceding the date of such deposit, to be covered into the Treasury to the e1 
of the District of Columbia, subject to the requirements of the provisi: 

} the act of June 11, 1886, to meet any deficiency in the police fund or th t 
men’s relief fund. Thesaid clerk shall render an itemized statement of each 
deposit aforesaid upon such forms and in such manner as shall be pr ribed 
by the auditor of the District of Columbia.” 

Add a new section as follows: 
Sno. 59. Accounts, how audited: It shall be the duty of the auditor of tho 
District of Columbia, and he is hereby required, to audit the accounts of t 


entitled “Appeals in criminal | 
| 


clerk of the police court at the end of every quarter and to make prompt 
report thereof in writing to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
In order to enable the auditor of the District to perform the duty hereby 
imposed upon him, he shall have free access to all books, papers, and records 
of the said court. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the vote on 
the several amendments will be taken together, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman to ex- 
plain the effect of these amendments, and how they differ from 
the existing law. 


Mr. JENKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman to designate 


| the amendments that he wishes to have explained, and I will take 
| them up seriatim with pleasure. 


Mr.MUDD. I will simply say, Mr. Speaker, that the object of | 


the amendment is to give justices of the peace the same relative 
jurisdiction in attachment cases as they have in other cases. The 
amendment is agreed to by the gentleman having the bill in 
charge. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘ Mr. MUDD. I offer an amendment, which I send to the Clerk's 
esk, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 9, e 4, strike out the word “twenty” wherever it occurs in 
lines 12 and 18 and insert “fifty ’ in place thereof. 

Mr. MUDD. The object of that amendment is to give justices 
of the peace exclusive original jurisdiction in all cases involving 
amounts under $50. It makes the law just what it is to-day. | I 
ee that also is agreeable to the gentleman having the bill in 
charge, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out section 4, e 10, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That prosecutions in the police court shall be on information by the 


proper prosecuting officer. In all prosecutions within the jurisdiction of said 
court in which, according to the Constitution of the United States, the ac- 


Mr. FINLEY. Take the first one—in section 56, I believe it is— 
and state seriatim how the existing law will be affected by those 
amendments. 

Mr. JENKINS, Theexisting lawisnotchanged. Itisin strict 
conformity with the existing law. Thisis a new code, and the 
amendments are to bring it into harmony with the present law, I 
will state to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. MUDD. The general object of the amendments, a series 
of which have been acted upon together, is to provide that the 
salaries of the marshal and special police-court ofticials shall be 
paid hereafter as heretofore, out of the general funds of the Dis- 


trict of Columbiaand the general funds of the United States, The 
amendments are suggested by the auditor of the District. It was 


| apprehended if allowed to go as at present it would interfere with 


| 
| 


cused would be entitled to a jury trial, the trial shall be by jury, unless the 
accused shall in open court expressly waive such trial by jury and request | 


to be tried by the judge, in which case the trial shall be by such judge, and the 
jpdgment and sentence shall have the same force and effect in all respects as 
the same had been entered and pronounced upon the verdict of a jury. 

In all cases where the accused would not by force of the Constitution of 
the United States be entitled to a trial by jury, the trial shall be by a court 
without a jury, unless in such of said last-named cases wherein the fine or 
penalty may be $50 or more or imprisonment as punishment for the offense 
may be thirty days or more, the accused sha!l demand a trial by jury, in 
which case the trial shall be by jury. In all cases where tho said court shall 
impose a fine it may, in default of the payment of the fine imposed, commit 
the defendant for such a term as the court thinks right and proper, not to 


exceed one year.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Bee JENKINS, Mr, Speaker, I desire to offer several amend- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
offers several amendments which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 45. After the word “District,” in the third line, add the 
Words “and shall receive a like compensation for their services.”’ 


Recast section 55 to read in caption: 
‘Src. 55. Bailiffs and r officers.” 
dot after the final word, “court,” add ‘‘ The said court may also sppeias 
8 doorkeeper at a salary of $540 per annum, an engineer at a salary of $900 
ber annum, and a janitor at a salary of $450 per annum.” 


the organic act of 1878 and require these salaries hereafter to be 
paid out of the funds of the District of Columbia, which we think 
ought not to be the case. 

Mr. FINLEY, Then in that respect it does change the existing 
law? 

Mr. MUDD. It leaves the existing law as it stands to-day, be- 
cause to-day under the organic act those salaries are paid one-half 
out of the general funds of the District of Columbia and the other 
half out of the United States Tréasury. There was a section in 
the code under which it was thought it changed existing law, and 
this makes the matter clear. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on the several 


| amendments offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. MUDD. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, section 30, line 6of the section, strike out the words ‘‘on the 
day of” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ within six days after.” 

Mr. BABCOCK, I would like to have an explanation of that 
amendment. 

Mr. MUDD. Iwill explain the amendment. By the language 
of section 30 as it now stands appeals from the justice of the peace 
are required to be taken on the day of the rendition of the judg- 
ment. In another section I think it will be found that the appeal 
bond may be filed within six days, I apprehend that there is no 
State in the country in which in a case tried before a justice of 
the peace the defendant is required to take an appeal the very day 
the judgment is rendered. We have simply inserted the words 
so as to read ‘‘the appeal may be taken within six days.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. 1 donot think, Mr. Speaker, there is any ob- 
jection to that amendment. I want to say just a few words in 
reference to these amendments that have been offered. They are 
not offered by individuals, but are the consensus of opinion of the 
District officers, the bar, and the committee, trying, as far as pos- 
sible, to meet the views of all interested and to perfectas nearly as 
they can this important legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I desired to submit a few remarks this evening, 
but as there are other amendments to offer, I will ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REecokKD, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 9, section 38, line 2 of section, strike out the words “ shall be en- 
tered and insert the words “he shall enter from day to day concurrently 
with the respective proceedings.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, section 78, in line 3 of section, strike out the word “ defendant ” 
and insert the word “ appellee” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. MUDD. That is a verbal correction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
wh'ch I send to the Clerk’s desk, - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add on page 9, after section 41, as follows: 

“ SUPERSEDEAS. 

“On all judgments rendered by a justice of the peace, except as hereinaf- 
ter provided, stay of execution may be had upon good and sufficient security 
being entered by a person who may be at the time the owner of sufficient 
real property located in the District, above all liabilities and exemptions, to 
secure the debt, costs, and interest. 

** In such cases stay of execution shall be entered as follows: 

“For the sum of $ and not exceeding $20, one month. 

“ For all sums over $20 and not exceeding $40, two months. 

‘For all sums over $40 and not exceeding $75, four months. 

* For all sums exceeding $75, six months. 


“There shall be no stay of execution on any judgment for the wages of a 
servant or common laborer, nor upon any judgment for a less sum than $5." 


{[Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama addressed the House. 
pendix, | 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 


The Clerk will report. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to ex- 


tend my remarks in the Recorp and to print certain documents | 


and papers in connection therewith. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. 
Without objection, permission will be given. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to 
take up the time in discussing this amendment, as I have no 
doubt it will be adopted; but I rise for the purpose of asking per- 
mission to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
unanimous consent that he may extend his remarks in the 
Record, Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I rise for the pur- 
pose of asking leave to extend my remarks in the Recorpb. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. , 


{Mr. MUDD addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Mupp, it 
was agreed to. 
‘. M a . ENKINS. Inow ask fora vote on the third reading of 

2 Dill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Jenkins (at 8 o’clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned, 


_—_—_ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
a Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11241) repealing 
section 4716, Revised Statutes, so far as the same relates to soldiers 
and sailors and the widows of soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1785); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res. No. 9) 

roviding for the printing of additional copies of Senate Miscel- 
aneous Document No. 278, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1£07); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
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Mr, SLAYDEN, from the Cotnmittee on Military Affairs 
which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S, k. 
to amend the joint resolution permitting Anson Mills, ce 
of Third Regiment United States Cavalry, to accept and ex 
the functions of boundary commissioner on the part of the Uy); 
States, approved December 12, 1893, reported the same wit 


| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1808); which said 


olution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to w) 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 122) res) 
ing the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at Paris, Fray 
July 4, 1900, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1809); which said resolution and report \, 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TAWNEY., from the Special Committee on the Centenn ia] 
of the Louisiana Purchase, to which was referred the bi!] of t)o 
House (H. R. 9829) to provide for celebrating the one huni: 
anniversary of the purchase of the Louisiana Territory by , 
United States by holding an international exhibition of arts. i). 
dustries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mine, foros; 
and sea in the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missonri, rep oyte) 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bili and report were referred to the Committee of ¢}, 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Ro: 
252) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Ohio Centennial ani 
Northwest Territory Exposition, to be held in Toledo, Ohio. in 
1902, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their respective 
countries for the purpose of preparing for and making their ex. 


Affairs. to 


ury, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
report (No. 1813): which said resolution and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. ©. lies, 
42) providing ae reports of the Industrial Commission 
on trusts, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by «a 
report (No. 1814); which said resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tly 
concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res, 51) providing | 
printing, in the form of eulogies, the proceedings of Congress upon 
the reception of the statue of Gen, Ulysses 8S. Grant, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1815 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Committ 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9542) to amend an 
act granting to the Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect 
and construct canal and power station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 1816); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: ; 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11452) to restore 
the name of Nettie L, Bliss to the pension roll, reported tlie same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1769); which sud 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre’ ()) 
bill of the House (H. R. 4962) granting a pension to James b. 
Bates, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by « rv- 

rt (No. 1770); which said bill and report were referred to tie 

ivate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7580) granting a pension to Samuel N. 
Haskins, of Providence, R. I., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1771); which said bill and repor 
were referred to the Private Calendar. ; : 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, tow"! 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3512) to pension Re! 
G. Irwin, reported the same with amendment, accompanie’! ») * 
report (No. 1772); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4651) grantns ® 
pension to Mrs. Emily Alder, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1773); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8771) granting an 
increase of pension to Lyman A. Sayles, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1774); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 4018) granting pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Dinnon, widow of the late John Dinnon, reported the same with | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1775); which said bill | 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, — 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2405) granting an | 
increase of pension to James G. McClure, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1776); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10482) granting a pension 
to Pattie D. McCown, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

sanied by a report (No. 1777); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4963) granting an 
increase of pension to Capt. Charles E. Churchill, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1778); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 





which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3729) granting a 
pension to Prudence Reamer, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1779); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 415) granting an increase pension to John 
Roop, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No, 1780); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 3440) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harrison, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1781); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. , 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3517) granting an 
increase of pension to Adam Velten, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1782); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4555) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Longfellow, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1783); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4212) granting an increase 
of pension to Edyth M. Muck, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1784); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 91) granting a pen- 
sion to J. J. Groff, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1786); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1413) granting a pension to Erie E, Farmer, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1787); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R.8190) granting a pension to Henry Miller, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
aa which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11091) granting a pension to Ambrose 
Brisett, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
& report (No. 1789); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7617) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca Tolson, of Clifton, Va., reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1790); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate _ 2400) granting an 
increase of pension to Edith Lockwood Sturdy, reported the same 
With amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1791); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 





| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1798); 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10792) to increase 


| the pension of John T, Knox, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 1792); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2595) granting a pension 
to W. C. Griffin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1793); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 


| referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10548) for the relief of Themas 


Claiborne, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1794); which said bill and report were referred to the 


| Private Calendar. 


Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 667) granting a pen- 
sion to B. H. Randall, reported thesame with amendment, accom- 


| panied by a report (No. 1795); which said bill and report were 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10069) granting a pension to 
Sarah T. Brewer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1796); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2729) granting a pen- 


| sion to Eliza L. Reese, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


companied by a report (No. 1797); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5853) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Black, widow of Samuel C, Black, reported the same 
which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1400) granting a 


| pension to William Lyman Chittenden, reported the same with 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1799); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Healso, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of theSenate (S. 3457) granting anincreaseof pension to Laura Ann 
Smith, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1800); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


| bill of the Senate (S. 349) granting an increase of pension to 


James H. Coventon, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1801); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2085) for the relief of Jane 
Womack, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1802); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 292) granting an 


| increase of pension to Martha G. D. Lyster, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 180%); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2432) grant- 
ing anincrease of pension to James A. Thomas, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1804); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7757) for the relief of Agnes Kyder, minor 
child of the late Thomas P. Ryder, brigade quartermaster’s clerk 
of Third Brigade, Third Division, First Army Corps, Spanish 
American war, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1805); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VREELAND, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9545) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ellen Hardin Walworth, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1805); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6323) for the relief of 
John McDonald, alias John Shannon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1810); which said vill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1191) for the relief of James 
M. Willbur, reported the same without amendment, accompanie:l 
by a report (No. 1811); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8797) 


to pension Sarah E. Stevens; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 11928) 
to authorize the imposition of additional duties on imports from 
the German Empire—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 11929) providing for 
the purchase of Mathews's portrait of Lincoln—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 11930) directing the construction 
of a draw in the bridge over Westchester Creek, in the borough 
of the Bronx, New York City—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (by request): A bill (H, R. 11931) to in- 
crease the volume of circulating medium of the United States— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr, BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11932) granting an eight-hour 
day to post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11933) authorizing a survey and 
estimate of cost of dredging a channel from Long Bay, on Core 
Sound, to Neuse River, State of North Carolina—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 11934) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Trinidad, 
in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


By Mr. LENTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 11961) torefund the | 


pension debt and the payment of same—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 260) to increase 
the pay of laborers employed at the Patent Office—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 54) providing for printing the report of the Industrial 
Commission on trusts—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 282) providing a 
rule for the consideration of pension bills reported Friday, May 
25, 1900—to the Committee on Rules, 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 11935) for the relief of John 
Millan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 11936) 
granting an increase of pension to William Everett—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11937) for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLTZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 11938) 
to correct the naval record of Benjamin R, Austin—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11939) granting a pension to Annie Austin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (BH. R. 11940) to pension Alexander 
Smithers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (HL. R. 11941) for the relief of Elias 
Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 11942) for the relief of Daniel 
Black—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Ly Mr. JETT: A bill (A. R. 119438) for the relief of Bernhard 
Huber—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 11944) to remove the record of 
dishonorable discharge from the military record of Temple Short— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11945) confirming two locations of Chippewa 
half-breed scrip in the State (then Territory) of Utah—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11946) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from the records of the Navy Department against Joseph 
Netherlands—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 11947) for the relief of Daniel Reid, W. R. 8S. 
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Burbank, and the heirs of J. H. and E. H, Taft—to the Committe 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11948) for tke re} 
of William H. Rogers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11949) granting g 
pension to Emily M. Lowing—to the Committee on Invalid Pen. 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11950) granting a pension to Mary A. Eyer. 
hart, widow of Theodore J. Everhart—to the Committee on |)- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11951) granting a widow's pension to Caroling 
Draper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11952) for the relief of Chester Narragan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: A bill (H. R. 11953) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane H. Eayrs—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10Ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11954) for the relief of Herbert I. Jackson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11955) granting a pension to Susan M, 
Schmitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11956) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 11957) to amend the record ; 
Peter Kiernan—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 11958) for relief of John Breen, 
lately postmaster at Gladwyne, Pa.—to the Committee on Claiins, 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 11959) granting an increaso of 
pension to John D. Atwater—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons., 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 11960) for relief of Cum- 
berland University, of Lebanon, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 11962) for the re- 
lief of Nancy Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 11963) to increase the 
pension of Aaron Sternes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11964) granting a pension to Christian K|vep- 
| pel—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R,. 11965) to amend and correct the records 
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of 

| Company E, Hickory County Battalion, attached to Osage County 

(Mo.) Home Guards, by including the name of John R. C. Tucker 
therein, with the dates of his enlistment and discharge, and so 
forth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11966) granting a pension to Sarah M. Thomp- 
son, Asa D, Thompson, Lola A. Thompson, and Nathen L. Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11967) to amend the record of Company G, 
Sixteenth Regiment Missouri Cavalry, by including the naie of 
Morgan L. Atchley therein, with the date of his enlistment and 
the date of his discharge, and so forth—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11968) granting a pension to Franklin Otis— 

| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A resolution (H. Res. 283) to pay $250 to 
Charles Lefon—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of Hustler Camp, No. 3300, 
| Modern Woodmen of America, favoring the passage of Hous: bill 
| No. 4911, in the interest of letter carriers—to the Commitice on 
| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of Gaines Pharmacy, R. Carter, 
and other druggists, of Columbus, Ga., for the repeal of the tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of the Wilmington (N. C.) (ham- 
| ber of Commerce, favoring the passage of House bill relating to 

the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. ‘ 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Rev. J. G. Paton, Rev. J. W: 
Meminger, and others,of Lancaster, Pa., for legislation to prevent 
traffic in ram, opium, and firearms with the New Hebrides—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petitions of the Fitzpatrick Drug (™- 
pany, of Arkansas, for the re of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the East Providence (R. 1) 
Business Men’s Association, in favor of the ‘‘ Loud second class 
een bill”—to the Committee on the Pest-Office and Post- 

oads, 

Also, petition of Joséph F. Rupert and 6 other druggists of 
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Providence, R. I., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, | 


perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of C, E. McDonald & Co. and 
other druggists of Lockhart, Tex., J. J. Thames and other drug- 
gists, of Taylor, Tex., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
Also,’petition of the University of Texas, urging the establish- 


ment of a national standards bureau—to the Committee on Coin- | 


age, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, petition of the Ex-Slave Mutual Relief, Bounty, and Pen- 


sion Association, in favor of Senate bill No, 1176, to pension ex- | 


slaves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Linwood, Pa., urging the enactment of the anti- 
canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of the East Providence (R. I.) 
Business Men's Association, in favor of the ‘*‘ Loud second-class 
mail-matter bill”—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany House bill to pay 
Charles Lefon for services as messenger for 1900—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of South Carolina Pharmaceutical 
Association for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 


Union, societies, and churches of La Crosse, Wis., urging the en- | 


actment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of druggists of Minneapolis, Minn., 
for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petitions of Charles Jordan, of Monticello, 
B. W. Hunt and other druggists, of Eatonton, Ga., for the repeal 
of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petitions of First Christian | 


Church, of Olympia; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
Anti-Saloon League, and Good Templars of Dayton, Wash.; the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Guy, Wash., and Minis- 
terial Alliance of Tacoma, to prohibit the selling of liquors in any 
post exchange, transport. or premises used for military purposes— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the publishers of the Yakima (Wash.) Herald, 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of J. Isaacson, of San Francisco, Cal., 
for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, per- 
fumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Pasadena (Cal.) Medical Society, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 84, prohibiting vivisection—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KERR: Paper to accompany House joint resolution in- 
creasing the salaries of laborers in the Patent Oftice—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of E, C. Bruce and other druggists of 
Rochelle, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary 
medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of A. H. Snow and other retail 
druggists of Lincoln County, Me., for the repeal of the stamp tax 
on peogetetery medicines—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the board of directors of the 
Board of Trade of Chicago, Ill., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, 
relating to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOON: Statement of committee of Grand Army of the 
Republic Post of London, Tenn., to accompany House bill to in- 
vestigate the pension claim of William Robinson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Jefferson, and other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Christian Kruppel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to Aaron Sternes, of Plad, Mo.—to the Committee on 
invalid Pensions. . 

_By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Central Federated Union of 
New York, in favor of the letter carriers’ salary bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Peter Kiernan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of C. H. Dalrymple and citizens 
of Lunen , Mass., in favor of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous con- 
| sent, the further reading was dispensed with. — 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 





WH), 


APPROPRIATIONS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supple- 
mental estimates of appropriations required by the several Depart- 
ments of the Government to complete the service of the fiscal year 


| SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF 


ending June 80, 1900, and for prior years, amounting to $33,906.95, 
and for the postal service, payable from posta! revenues, amount- 
ing to $1,672.93; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prinied, 


PUBLIC RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES IN CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of January 17, 1900, addit onai information received 
from the military governor of Cuba relative to the salaries and 
incidental expenses allowed officers of the Army from insular 
funds during the period from January 1, 1899, to June 30, 
| ete.: which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Relations with Cuba, and ordered to be printed, 


1899, 


LIST OF JUDGMENTS AND CLAIMS ALLOWED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of all claims 
| allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury under appro- 
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 25th instant, a list of judgments rendered by the Court of 
Claims not heretofore reported to Congress; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 25th 
instant, a list of all judgments rendered against the United States 
| by the circuit and district courts of the United States, etc.: which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 





Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 25th 
instant, a list of all judgments in favor of claimants in Indian 
depredation claims for the payment of which no appropriation 
has been made, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

MESSAGE 


FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
3ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolutions: 

A bill (8. 8055) to ratify an agreement between the Commis- 
sion to the Five Civilized 'l'ribes and the Seminole tribe of Indians; 
A joint resolution (S. R. 121) for the appointment of first lieu- 
tenants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 127) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the House had passed, with 
amendments, the following bills; in which it requested the « 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2581) to incoporate the National White Cross of 
America, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3430) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence De- 
partment of the United States Army. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H, R. 4867) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Stotsenberg; 

A bill (H. R. 6243) toamend the charter of the Capital Traction 
Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of charities for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 
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A bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- | He also presented a petition of the congregation of the North 


thorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of 
Columbia. and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1898; and 

A bill (H. R. 9884) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the commitiee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
6250) extending the time for proof and payment on lands claimed 
under the desert-land law of the United States by the members 
of the Colorado Cooperative Colony in southwestern Colorado. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 2931) to incorporate the American National Red Cross, and 
for other purposes; further insists upon its amendment No. 4 to 
the bill, upon which the committee were unable to agree, asks a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GILLETT of Massa- 
chusetis, Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, and Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R- 3597) to incorpo- 
rate the Frederick Douglass Memorial Historical Association; 
usks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mupp, Mr. WHITE, 
and Mr. CLaytTon of New York managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, asks « con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. PEARRE, and Mr. 


LATIMER managers at the respective conferences on the part of | 


the House: 

A bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Columbia road east of 
Thirteenth street, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and requiring the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company to extend its lines on old Sixteenth street. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 5,000 copies of the 
document entitled, ‘*The Use of the Roentgen ray by the Medical 
Department of the United States Army in the War with Spain 
(1898).’ 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn.; 

A bill CH. R. 10698) to amend an act amending an act entitled 
‘‘An act to authorize the receipt of United States gold coin in ex- 
change for gold bars;” 

A bill (H. R. 10899) to restore to the public domain a small tract 
of the White Mountain Apache Indian Reservation, in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 11214) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the 
erection of a public building at Anniston, Ala, ;” 

A bill (H. R. 11288) to establish Calais. in the State of Maine, as 
asubport of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act approved 


June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the State of | 


Maine; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) authorizing the publication 

of an edition of a Digest of International Law. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A biil (S. 3106) relating to the accounts of United States mar- 
= and the clerks of the district courts for the Territory of 

Jtah; 

A bill (S. 4615) to facilitate the entry of steamships engaged in 
the coasting trade between Porto Rico and the Territory of 
Hawaii and the United States; and 

A bill (H. R, 7433) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the credentials of THomas STAPLES 
Martin, chosen by the legislature of the State of Virginia a Sena- 
tor from that State for the term commencing March 4, 1901; which 
were read, and ordered to be placed on file. 

PETITIONS, 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Littleton Grange, No. 188, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Littleton, Mass., praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
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Congregational Church of Springfield, Mass., and a petition of the 
Harvard Temperance Society, of Harvard, Mass., praying for t})o 


| enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 


in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALDRICH. from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 2339 and 3): 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to interna). 
revenue tax on fermented liquors, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom w:) 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 

| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9898) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
J. Trussler; 

A biil (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (Ss. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 


2107) granting a pension to James Brown; 

1761) granting a pension to Girard Welch: 

2905) granting a pension to George M. Wilson; 
1792) granting a pension to Martha C. M. Fisher: 
2901) granting a pension to A. C. Ricketts; 

2703) granting a pension to Mary M. F. Flagler; 
1203) granting a pension to Lewis S. Horsey; 

1195) granting a pension to Mary J. Kramer: 

2907) to pension Henrietta B. Parrott: 

8881) granting an increase of pension to Henry D, 


2914) granting a pension to Wilson E. Carter; 

A b'll (S, 2161) granting a pension to Eli F, Chittenden; and 

A bill (8S. 8851) granting a pension to Mrs. M. G. Krayenbuil. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
| ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2102) granting an increasé of pension to Andrew Reed; 

A bill (S, 2109) granting an increase of pension to C. W. Fuller; 

A bill (S. 3338) granting a pension to Mary A. Morton; 

A bill (S. 1628) granting a pension to Adolph Schrei; 

A bill (8. 3376) granting an increase of pension to James M. Fry; 

A bill (5. 1722) granting a pension to Bertha Leavey; 

A bill (8S, 1211) granting a pension to Ross Wheatley; 

A bill (S. 4440) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stewart: 

A bill (S. 1204) granting a pension to William Gaddis; 

A bill (5S. 1212) granting a pension to John W. Canaday; and 

A bill (S. 3375) granting relief to Susan Bedell. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 2228) granting an increase of pension to Oliver W. 
Miller; , 

A bill (S. 
and 

A bill (S. 4155) granting a pension to Julia S. Goodfellow. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R.9154) granting authority to Alafia Manatee 
and Gulf Coast Railroad Company to build railfoad bridges aciiss 
the Manatee River and Gasparilla Sound and to lay railroad tracks 
thereon, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10921) granting to Keokuk and Ham- 
ilton Water Power Company right to construct and maintain 
| wing dam, canal, and power station in the Mississippi River in 
Hancock County, Il.. reported it without amendment. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
| referred the bill (S. 57) granting a pension to Joshua B. !larr) 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred thie 
bill (S. 3501) granting an increase of pension to Kate Harbauy), 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom were referred the 
| following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
| submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4577) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Craig: a 

A bill (H. R. 4999) granting an increase of pension to Williim 
H, McLyman; 

A bill (H. R. 5489) granting an increase of pension to Thom:s 
B. Holland; and 

A . R. 8157) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Mills. 

r. BARD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4436) providing a means of acqwirins 
title to two groves of Sequoia gigantea, in the State of Californ', 
with a view to making national parks thereof, reported it wt 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


2226) granting an increaseof pension to Henry Muhs; 
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an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3750) granting a pension to Paulina Smith; and 

A bill (S. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Wagner. 4 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 2624) granting a pension to Mary Keen, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted a thereon: — . 

A bill (H. R. 10071) granting an increase of pension to Mary W. 

lark; 
: A bill (H. R. 4942) granting a pension to Lydia A. Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 6829) granting an increase of pension to John K, 
Crosby; and 

A bill (H. R. 8114) granting a pension to Annie E, Bell. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (S, 3349) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to 
the Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian reservations, in the 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally with | Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 4607) to provide for the settlement of accounts 
between the United States and the State of South Carolina, r 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1604) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Graham, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 


| a report thereon. 


State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for the construction of | 


said railway; and 


A bill (S. 4880) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting the | 


right to the Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a 
railway across, and establish stations on, the Omaha and Winne- 
bago Reservation, in the State of Nebraska, and for other pur- 


poses,” by extending the time for the construction of said railway. | 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4734) granting a pension to Mary A. O’Brien: 

A bill (S. 8070) granting a pension to Margaret J. Verbiskey; and 

A bill (H. R. 9481) granting an increase of pension to James 
Anderson, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4 providing for the retirement 
of certain officers of the Army, reported it without amendment 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4201) to advance Bvt. Mai. Gen. Galusha Pennypacker, 
United States Army, from the rank of colonel! on the retired list 
to the rank of major-general on the retired list, reported it with 
an amcndment, and submitted a report thereon. 

REPORT ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
238) authorizing the printing of additional copies of the Annual 
Report upon the Improvement and Care of Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


STATUE OF GEN. ULYSSES 8S. GRANT. 
Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 


| Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 


mitted by the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. WErMoreE] on the 


| 24th instant, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its im- 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Josephine B. Wood; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 4627) granting a pension to Rachel M. Harvey. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4253) to provide for 
ascertaining the indebtedness of certain Osage Indians to the 
traders at the Osage Agency, and for making payments upon such 
indebtedness, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7086) granting an increase of pension to Hiram C. 
Childress; and 
A bill (A, R. 9237) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

. Carr. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4147) granting a pension to Samuel N. 
oe reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon,. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 





referred the bill (H. R. 4456) granting a pension to Alice A. | 


i reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
lereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4455) granting a pension to Louisa Weidner; 

A bill (H, R. 4571) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Mauck; and 

A bill (H. R. 6490) granting a pension to Martha E. Horn. 

Mr, KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9093) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph L. Thomas, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a YH thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by Mr, ALLEN on February 7, 1900, proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the erection of a building for the use of the United 
States courts, post-office, etc., at Norfolk, Nebr., intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil pappropriation bill, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. DrBor), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8670) granting an 
increase of pension to Stephen J. Watts, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 





| public on the Grant memorial, and the remaining 2 


mediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hou presentatives concurring 
be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, 15,025 copies of the proceedings 
in Congress upon the reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 
5. Grant, presented by the Grand Army of the Republic, of which 4,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate, $,000 for the use of the House of Representa 
tives, 1,000 to be delivered to the committee of the Grand Army of the R« 
» copies, bound in full 
morocco, to be presented to Mrs. Julia Dent Grant; and the Public Printer 
is directed to procure a photogravure of said statue and a photograyure 
likeness of General Grant to accompany said proceedings 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the number 25 for Mrs. Grant rather small? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. There.is an amendment giving a 
larger number. 

Mr. HOAR, I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee will be stated. 

The amendments of the committee were, in line 3 to strike 
out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty; and in line 10 to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the concurrent 
resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, 13,050 copies of the proceedings 
in Congress upon the reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. Ulysses 
S. Grant, presented by the Grand Army of the Republic, of which 4,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 8,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 
1,000 to be delivered to the committee of the Grand Army of the Republic on 
the Grant memorial, and the remaining 50 copies, bound in full morocco, to 
be presented to Mrs, Julia Dent Grant; and the Public Printer is directed to 
procure a photogravure of said statue and a photogravure likeness of Gen 
eral Grant to accompany said proceedings. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


of Re 


, That there 


The amendments of the com- 


DAM ACROSS NEW RIVER, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed bv the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11281) permitting building 
a dam across New River, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to F. H. 
Fries and W. C. Ruffin, of the State of North Carolina, their successors and 
assigns, to erect, construct, and maintain across New River, in Grayson 
County, Va., at any point within 2 miles of the mouth of Stevens Creek, a 
dam and all other works necessarily incident thereto for water-power pur- 
poses: Provided, That the said F. H. Fries and W. C. Ruffin, their successors 
and assigns, shall make, at their own expense, such change and modification 
of the said dam as the Secretary of War may from time to time direct in the 
interests of the navigation of said river: Provided further, That ladders suit- 
able for the passage of fish over the said dam shall be constructed and main 
tained by the said parties, their successors and assigns, as may from time to 
time be required by the United States Fish Commissioner: Provided further, 
That in case any litigation arises from the obstruction of the channel by the 
said dam, or works appurtenant thereto, that the same may be tried in the 
courts of the United States having proper jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall become null and void unless the dain herein au- 
thorized shall be commenced within two years and completed within five 
years of the date hereof. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ‘s hereby ex- 
pressly reserved, 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I should like to ask the Senator report- | 
ing this bill if it is not the practice of the Committee on Com- 
merce to require that when grants of this kind are given they 
shall be given to corporations instead of to individuals. It seems 
to me that has been the rule of the committee, if I am not wrong 
about it. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to call attention to that fact. 

Mr. MARTIN. This will undoubtedly pass under the manage- | 
ment of a corporation, but it is especially important that the bill 
shall be passed now. The river really has never been navigable. 
The most that ever was done to make it so was a small appropri- 
ation, and the only attempt was to get a width of 30 feet and a 
depth of 2 feet. The War Department reported that it was un- 
worthy of further support of that character, and since about | 
the year 1880—I forget the exact date—there has been no appro- | 
priation for that purpose. It is a matter really of no earthly con- 
sideration to the general commerce of the country. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Of course I am not a member of the 
committee, and I simply call attention to the rule, having had 
some experience in the matter. 

Mr. MARTIN. The bill has passed the House, and it has been 
approved by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state that I was not present at the meet- | 
ing of the Commerce Committee, having been called to another 
committee, when this bill was approved by the committee, But 
we have a rule, as stated by the Senator who has just spoken, re- 
quiring a corporate existence of the grantee. When the Memphis 
bridge was authorized originally—in the first act that was passed— 
the grant was to individuals, and they took the charter to New 
York and auctioneered it off in Wall street. When it was neces- 
sary to make an amendment to the charter, rather to improve the 
structure of the bridge, we could not find the original grantees at 
all, and from that time since it has been the invariable custom of 
the Committee on Commerce not to report a bill giving these 
grants to individuals. Individuals die, their heirs are scattered, 
or they sell the grants while living to irresponsible parties, and 
they can not be found; and when it becomes necessary, in the 
opinion of the Bureau of Engineers, to change a structure, there is 
nobody who can be made responsible for it, 
practice. 

I do not want to antagonize anybody’s bill here, but if this ex- 
ception is made it opens the door, I have acted for a long time 
as chairman of the subcommittee on bridges of the Committee on 
Commerce, and I have never, since our experience with the Mem- 
phis bridge, agreed to report any bill that gave these privileges as 
to dams or bridges to individuals. 
about the matter. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Under thecircumstances, I think I shall 
be obliged to object. 

Mr. MARTIN. I appeal to the Senator. 
a very large industrial plant in my State, and the river is nota 
navigable stream. It has no earthly relation to the commerce of 
the country. There never wasa proposition to geta depth greater 
than 2 feet, and the bill involves the establishment of a very 
large industrial plant. I appeal to the Senator not to object and 
impede the progress of an industrial matter of this sort. 

his is an exceptional case. The bill has passed the House, It 
has been considered by the Committee on Commerce, It was 
treated there as an exceptional case. I hope the Senator will not 
interfere and eos the accomplishment of an important result 
to the material welfare of my State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW INDIAN LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Conimittee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9083) to 
authorize the Commissioner of General Land Office to dispose of 
Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi and to make appro- 


priation for executing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, to | 


report it without amendment, and I as 
eration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to appropriate $2,696.40, to be placed tothe credit 
of the Choctaw orphan fund in the Treasury of the United States 
in payment for all Choctaw lands yet unsold in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

Fis Consiniestoner of the General Land Office is directed to dis- 

of the said Choctaw orphan lands in the State of Mississippi 
as other public lands are disposed of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


for its present consid- 
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| to read the bill. 


It is a very bad | 


The Senate can do as it chooses | 


This matter involves | 


May 29, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think it is necessary ¢o 
agree tothe preamble. Itisalong preamble. I gave attentioy jo 
the bill as it was read, and I think the bill is entirely suffici¢;: 
without the preamble. . F 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I agree with what the Senator says 
except that I would prefer, in the present condition of things, 15+ 
to have the bill sent to a conference, It is important that the 
bill shall be passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Allright. Iam very sorry to ; 
a long preamble introduced into the statute when there is no yo 
cessity for it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So am I, and I was anxious to get rij 
of it, but there is no way to do it, 

The preamble was agreed to. 

JAMES H, BURNAM. 

Mr. TURLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents. to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5711) extending the term of 
patent No, 287230, to report it back favorably without amendm: nt . 


| and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
for information. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Perhaps it will not be necessary 

This is not a unanimous report. 

Mr. TURLEY. No, it is a majority report. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a report of the Committes 
on Patents to extend a patent. I have not been able to concur in 
the report, and I could not consent to its consideration this morn- 


The bill will be read in fu] 


ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill 
goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with this 
matter, I desire simply to say that in the last Congress I wag 
greatly interested in getting a patent extended for a New Hamp- 
shire man, and I was informed by this committee that the exten- 
sion of patents by act of Congress never was allowed, and that it 
would be useless for me to undertake to secure what I desired 

Mr. BATE. There are instances which form precedents for this 
proposed legislation where it has been allowed under recent law, 
This is a measure full of merit. The man loses his patent un 
he can do something at this Congress. He will lose it next Octo- 
| ber, and he thinks fraud has been practiced upon him. He only 

desires and is only asking for that which is right and proper and 
that which belongs to him by virtue of his own invention, and he 
should be protected in his rights. 
The PRESIDENT protempore, The bill is on the Calendar. 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 

| tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11537) making app 

priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the tiscal 

| year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other pur- 

poses, to: report it with amendments and to submit a report 

thereon. I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to take up the 
bill at the conclusion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore, The bill will be placed on the 

Calendar, 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS AT TOLEDO, OHIO. 

Mr. NELSON, I am instructed by the Committee on Com- 

| merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10997) to amend sec- 

| tion 4414, Title LIL, Revised Statutes of the United States, to 


| report it favorably without amendment. I ask unanimous con- 
ll 


ess 


“O- 


| sent for its immediate consideration. 
| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in fu 
| for the information of the Senate. 
| The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent tle 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consi(ecra- 
| tion. It proposes to amend section 4414, Title LII, of the Revised 
| Statutes of the United States, as amended by the acts of Congress 
| approved March 1 and 2, 1895, by inserting therein the words 
** Toledo, Ohio,” after the words ‘* Mobile, Ala.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BANCO ESPANOL DE PUERTO RICO. a” 

Mr. FORAKER. I am directed by the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, to whom was referred the joint resolut.on 
(H. J. Res. 247) to authorize and empower the Banco Espaic! ‘e 
Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Pcrto Rico) to amend its by-laws, 
to report it without amendment. I ask unanimous consent ‘or 
its immediate consideration. ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, from 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution re- 
ported by him. It will be read in full for the information of the 
Senate. 7 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is thereo 
consideration of the joint resolution? 





bjection to the present 











1900. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the joint resolution go over, Mr. Pres- 
ident. I wish to examine it. It is a joint resolution I have not 


a. . . 
"The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The joint resolution will take 
its place on the Calendar. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr.CHANDLER. The Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
to whom wasreferred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution, providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States, have instructed me to report it ad- 
versely. i ea neds ; 4 i 

There is a division of opinion in the committee on this joint 
resolution; and I ask that any members of the committee may 
have leave to submit at any time their views in the form of re- 


orts. 
P The PRESIDENT pro ee. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks that the joint ution reported by him may be placed 
on the Calendar, and that the minority at any time have liberty 
tosubmittheir views. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PETTUS. There is a mistake in the order made by the 
President of the Senate. The request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire was not that the minority of the committee might have 
the privilege of submitting their views, but that any member of 
the committee might have that privilege. There is no written 
report made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was the request, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Any member of the committee? 
Mr. CHANDLER, Any member of the committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privileges and Elections may be per- 
mitted to file his views on the joint resolution. 

METHOD OF ELECTING SENATORS, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I report favorably from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections the bill (8. 247) relating to the election 
of Senators, which was introduced by the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and which provides that after seven 


separate ballots in a legislature a plurality shall elect. I ask that 
it may gou the Calendar. 
The PR DENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 


LAND FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES IN SILVERTON, COLO. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10812) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to set aside certain described 
lands in San Juan County, Colo., as a legal subdivision or lot, and 
authorizing the mayor of Silverton to enter said land for cemetery 
p to ert it favorably and without amendment. 

. TELLER, That is a very small bill—a House bill—and I 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
just reported by the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. ALLISON, I shall not object unless it leads to debate, 

Mr. TELLER. It will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. 

The read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4900) for the relief of William 
C. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mil Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW in need a bill (S, 4901) granting a pension to 

L Weed Street; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


Mr, BATE introduced a bill (8. 4902) for relief of Cumberland 
University, of Lebanon, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. B introduced a bill (S. 4903) for the relief of 
roy J. Ireland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


on Claims. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4904) to authorize 
the entry and patenting of lands containing salt, and chiefly valu- 
able therefor, under the -mining laws of the United States; 
peg was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


Lands. 
Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4905) for the relief of Eliza- 
pete Telteat Belt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
on Claims, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4906) providing for leaves of 
pars ty aan oat the Government; anaes —_ 
, and, with accompanying papers, referred to 

the Committee on Education and Pane. oe 
He also introduced a bill (8, 4907) granting a pension to Mary E, 
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Frankland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
sropriate $10,000 for grading and paving Columbia road east of 

hirteenth street extended through square 23, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $200,000 to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commer- 
cial Museum, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$200,000 to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial 
Museum, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. MANTLE. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of the application for the relief of 


W. W. Mantle, filed in the Fifty-third Congress, be withdrawn from the files 
of the Senate, no adverse action having been taken upon it. 
HARBOR OF SOUTHPORT, N, C, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I send tothe desk a letter which 
I received this morning from the Southport Chamber of Com- 
merce, setting forth the advantages of Southport and Wilmington 
as naval stations, and contrasting them with Charleston. Inas- 
much as the statement of faets in this communication bears out 
the statement 1 made yesterday, I ask thatthe letter may be read. 

_ The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that a letter, received by him from 
the Chamber of Commerce of Southport, N. C., may be read. 

_ Mr. BUTLER. It is in the nature of a petition, and I present 
it as a petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing? 

_ Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will be content with having 
it printed in the REcorpb. 

Mr. BUTLER, Iam content to have it printed in the Recorp, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the print- 
ing of the communication referred to in the Record? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

The communication is as follows: 

Tue Soutuport CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Southport, N. C., May 26, 1900. 

DEAR Str: The Chamber of Commerce of the city of Southport, N. C., re- 
spectfully states, as the United States Government is contemplating the 
removal of the naval station from Port Royal to Charleston, 8S. C., or to some 
other point on the Atlantic coast, they ask that you present to the Secretary 
of the Navy or to the United States Congress the claims of this port. 

We have a safe, land-locked harbor 6 miles in length, with an average 
width of five-eights of a mile and a depth of 30 to 55 feet, with ample room for 
the anchorage of ot heavy draft. The channel over the bar is straight, 
admitting ships of draft of 28 feet, which, as is claimed by the United 
States engineers, can be increased by a very little expense to 30 feet or more. 

In addition to the many natural advantages claimed, the harbor is now 
well fortified, there having been recently built at the entrance several for- 
midable batteries at Fort Caswell. 

The bar at Southport is much deeper than at Charleston and is much bet- 
ter situated, as the northeast winds, which prevail during the fall and winter 
months, making full tides, blow directly on at Charleston, while at Southport 
it blows directly off the land, and consequently our bar is smooth at the time 
when we have the most water on the bar. That we have a superior bar to 
Charleston was proven by the fact that the cruiser Raleigh came into South- 

without difficulty and without a bar pilot at half tide, and in attempting 
to get in at Charleston grounded on the bar and would have been a total loss 
if it were not that the weather was very favorable. 

We further state that we have assurances that Southport will soon be con- 
nected with Wilmington and other points bya railroad, and that a first-class 
coaling station is to be established here, northern capitalists having already 
purchased a large water frontage at Southport for railroad terminals, and 
active operations will soon begin. 

The chamber will greatly appreciate your attention to this matter, and 
trust that you may succeed in drawing the attention of our Government to 
the many advantages of our port and harbor. 

Very respectfully, yours, 











Is there objection to the read- 


W. H. PYKE, Secretary. 
Hon. MArton Burien, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 
CROW CREEK AGENCY, S. DAK. 
Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to 
send to the Senate all communications, charges, and reports thereon by offi- 
cers of his riment since June 1, 1899, relative to the management by the 
agent thereof of Crow Creek Indian Agency, 8. Dak. 


OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. Pettiagkew May 28, 1900; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to 
furnish to the Senate all documents, correspondence, reports, and papers re- 
lating to the leasing of lands on the Osage Indian Reservation, Okla- 
homa Territory, since the Ist day of January, 1809; also all orders relating to 
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Osage grazing lands issued to any official of the Department and reports of 


all collections made by said officials and others since that date on account of 
said pastures; by and from whom the money was collected, the amount 
thereof, under what date and by what authority, and whether any official or 
members of his family is directly or indirectly interested in said pastures or 
leases; also if any Government official or other person collects or has col 
lected what is known as * permit money,” or per capita tax, on said reserva 
tion, the amount thereof, and by what authority. since November 1, 1496, or 
whether any of the licensed traders are engaged in the cattle business or 


have pasture leases on the Osage Reservation, and whether white men are | 
holding Osage tribal offices, and whether Harry B. Pray, a white man, has | 


issued notices to the voters of the Osage Nation to hold conventions to nomi- 
nate and elect Osage officials. 


EXTRADITION WITH CUBA, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to give notice that, at the conclusion 


of @1e remarks of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon}, I shall | 
ask for the consideration of House bill 11719, with reference to | 


the extradition and surrender of fugitives from justice from Cuba. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that Mr. Martin 





Maginnis, of Montana, who is a claimant for a seat in the Senate | 


under the appointment of the governor of Montana, may be ad- 


question. 
' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TILLMAN... Does that include the other claimant? 

Mr, CHANDLER. The other claimant has already the privi- 
leges of the floor. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. He has it already? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He Mas the privilege as an ex-Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wanted both claimants treated alike. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made, 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. MASON. I wish toask theSenator if he will not allow me 
to get up a bill for consideration, which has already been read? 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator wi!l not insist on his request. 
If | grant his request, a great many other Senators will make the 
same request; and it would be improper for me to grant one re- 
quest and not others. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia is 
entitled to the floor on a resolution, which will be read: 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. TELLER 
May 2, 1900, as follows: , 
Whereas from the hour of achievin 
ple of the United States have regarded with sympathy the struggles of other 


people to free themselves from European domination: Therefore, 
Resolved, That we watch with deep and abiding interest the war between 


to maintain a proper neutrality between the contending forces, we chn not 


withhold our sympathy from the struggling people of the Republics, and it is | 
our earnest desire that the Government of the United States, by its frie udly | 


offices offered to both powers, may assist in bringing the war toa speedy con- 
fs in a manner honorable to both Great Britain and the African Repub- 
cs— 


Mr. BACON, Mr. President, on yesterday I gave notice that 
at this hour I would ask the courtesy of the Senate in order that 
I might submit a few remarks on the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. With the permission of 
the Senate, I shall now proceed to do so. 

Mr. President, it is impossible for me to realize that anyone 
should fail to sympathize with the Boers in their struggle for in- 
dependence who is devoted to republican government and who 
loves free institutions. There is everything in the situation to 
excite our sympathies for them. It is a case of two of the small- 
est and feeblest of the governments of the earth engaged in a 
struggle for life with the most powerful empire of all the world. 
It is the case of a plain, pastoral, home loving, Christian people 


engaged in a death struggle for the protection and defense of their | 
d 


country, their homes, and their liberty. 


our independence asa people the peo- | 


May 


29) 
desire that the Senate should commit itself to any proposit; 
which would be violative of international obligations: and it is 5), 
the question as to whether the adoption of this resolution won 
be violative of international obligations that I have ventured 
take a small portion of the time of the Senate. 

These resolutions, Mr. President, in my opinion, are conser, 
tive, are proper, and are not violative of international obligato, 
In the course of a limited practice at the bar, whenever [ }.\, 
desired to establish a legal proposition before a court, I have «|. 
ways found when I could produce an authoritative precede, 
from a court entitled to respect that that was better and mo;. 
controlling than an argument which I myself could offer to ¢)), 
court. Proceeding upon that line, in support of the propositioy, 
that these resolutions are proper resolutions and that they are yo; 
violative of international obligations, I desire to ask the atten: 


| of the Senate—especially as we may in all probability be cal), d 


upon to vote upon these resolutions, if not to-day, at a very ear|, 
time—I would ask the attention of the Senate to what has }yo.) 
said by the sages of our Government, men whose opinions we }\,:\, 


| heretofore been wont to regard not only with respect, but as ay 
mitted to the privileges of the floor pending the decision of the | ld 


thoritative, as precedents which we could safely follow. I couli. 
of course, Mr, President, use a very large part of the time of the 
Senate in the production of such precedents, but I shall onl) 


uskK 


| the attention of the Senate to a few, 


| was in undoubted rebellion against Turkey. 


In 1825 war was flagrant between Greece and Turkey. Greoce 


There was no (ues. 


| tion as to the technical sovereignty of Turkey; it was a case of 
| revolution, in which Greece was attempting to throw off the rule 


of Turkey. At that time, on the 1%th day of January, 1824, Mr, 
Webster, then a member of the House of Representatives, pr. 
sented a memorial in the House, and I read relative thereto from 
the Annals of Congress of the Eighteenth Congress, first session, 
volume 1, page 1083: 


Mr. Webster presented a memorial, signed by Thomas Sewall, John } 
Moulder, E. B. Caldwell, Samuel N. Smallwood, and Andrew Way. jr 


| committee appointed at a numerous mecting of the inhabitants of the city 


of Washington on behalf of said inhabitants, praying Congress to take meas 


| ures to assure the people of Greec? of the deep interest felt by the people of 
| this country in the contest which they are now carrying on against the Turk 


ish Government for their emancipation and freedom and of the sincere good 
wishes of the Congress of the United States for the ultimate success and 
triumph of their cause: which memorial was committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

On the same day Mr. Webster addressed the House of Repre- 
sentatives upon a resolution which had been introduced by him 


| to the following effect: 


Resolved, That provision ought to be made by law for defraying the ex 
pense incident to the appointment of an agent or commissioner to Greec: 


| whenever the President shall deem it expedient to make such appointme: t. 


| 
i 
| 
} 
| 





It is the case of twenty-five or thirty thousand plaih farmers | 


who have come from their fields and who are struggling for life 
with an army of 250,000 men. In my opinion their cause is just. 
Certainly no people were ever more heroic than they in the de- 
fense of _ cause. For myself 1 should regret to see these two 
little Republics utterly destroyed and this Government stand by 
unconcerned and make no sign in their behalf. 

It is not ae purpose, however, Mr. President, to pursue that 
line of thought or to discuss the question as to whether or not 
their cause is one which we must all pronounce to be just. That 
has already been done by others, It is for the purpose of discuss- 
ing the propriety of adopting this resolution of sympathy that I 
ask the attention of the Senate to-day. I can understand how 
Senators may sympathize with those engaged in this struggle and 
at the same time not be prepared to say that we shall the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado. §S ing for 
myself, however ardent may be my feelings in this case, I do not 


| 1097 of that volume of the Annals of Congress. 


| the time to read that speech, although it is very instructive and 
Great Britain and the South African Republics, and, with full determination | 


| Heaven. But for myself, sir, if [should to-morrow hear that they have failed, 
| that their last phalanx had sunk beneath the Turkish scimetar, thatthe 


3 


Mr. Webster's address is set out in full between pages 1086 and 
I shall not take 


very applicable to the very question which we have before us, but 
will content myself with reading the concluding paragraph of it. 
Of course the entire speech can be very readily read by any Sena- 
tor who desires to refer to the volume. In the conclusion of that 
speech Mr. Webster used the following language: 

Mr. Chairman, there are some things which, to be well done, must be 
promptly done. If weeven determine to do the thing that is now pro i 
we may do it too late. Sir, lam not one of those who are for withholding aid 
when it is most urgently needed, and, when the stress is past and the aid no 
longer nevessary, overwhelming the sufferer with caresses. I will not stand 
by and see my fellotv-man drowning without stretching out a hand to he!p 


| him, till he has by his own efforts and presence of mind reached the shor 


safety and then encumber him with aid. With suffering Greece, now 
crisis of her fate—her great, it may be, her last struggle. Sir, while w: 
here deliberating her destiny may be decided. The Greeks, contending with 


| ruthless oppressors, turn their oes to us and invoke us by their ancestors, 


by their slaughtered wives and children, by their own blood, poured out like 
water, by the hecatombs of dead they have heaped up, as it were 
heaven—they invoke, they implore of us some cheering sound, some look 


| sympathy, some token of compassionate regard. They look to us as the great 


republic of the earth, and they ask us by our common faith whether we can 
forget that they are struggling, as we once struggled, for what we! ) 


happily enjoy. I can not say, sir, that they will succeed; that_rests with 


flames of their last city had sunk in its ashes, and that naught remain but 
the wide, melancholy waste where Greece once was, I should still reflect 
with the most heartfelt satisfaction that I have asked you in the name! 
seven millions of freemen that you would give them at least the cheering 
one friendly voice. 

Mr. President, if those words had been used with referenc: | 
the African ——e and their  necaere struggle by a Senator to- 
day, they would certainly have m as applicable as they were 
then to the conditions when Mr. Webster spoke, It is said \) 
Senators that that was seventy-five years ago. a 
Mr. LODGE, Mr. President, before the Senator leaves thi 
int—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in the chair). 


Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Massachu 


setts? . 
Mr. BACON. I will very gladly yield to the Senator, although 
to other Senators a similar 


on former occasions he has de 
privilege. 








1900. 





Mr. LODGE. I will not interrupt the Senator if he does not 
desire it. I merely wanted him to finish and tell the Senate what 
action the House took, 

Mr. BACON. [ do not think they took any. 
ease as in this: There were in that Congress men who occupicd 
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plation by the honored guest of the evening that such would be 


. 
» 


© 


| the future course; and the speech made by Mr. Webster on that 


the same position relative to struggling peoples fighting for their | 


liberties and their homes that the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to-day occupies toward people engaged in the same tre- 
mendous rege. : : , 

Mr. LODGE. The vote in the House to rise without action was 
unanimous. Mr, Webster himself voted for it. 

Mr. BACON. 


; | occasion, in immediate contemplation of the impending struggle, 
It was in that | 


was concluded by the toast offered by hita to ** Hungarian inde- 
pendence. So the question to which I recur as to the propriety 
of the resolution of the Senator from Colorado, whether in its 


| adoption there is any violation of any international obligation, 


was directly involved and recognized in the utierances of these 
great men upon that occasion. I have spoken of the character of 
the gathering. This paper, containing the speeches of Mr. Web- 


|} ster and others upon that occasion, was published in the Globe 


If Mr. Webster himself voted for it, it is very evi- | office. 


I have no doubt it appeared in the Globe newspaper, 


dent that that was not intended as the conclusion of the matter | although it is not so stated here. Speaking of the banquet, this 


and that the rising without action was intended as a temporary 
proceeding reliminary to further action at some other time. The 
Senator could not himself have given any higher evidence of the 
fact that that action was not in antagonism to what Mr. Webster 
was contending for. 

Mr. President, it is said by Senators that that was seventy-five 
years ago. While I do not know that that fact in any way depre- 
ciates the propriety and force of the words which were then 
spoken of a people then struggling in the same manner that the 
people are struggling for whom the resolution of the Senator from 
Colorado is intended to give expression, twenty-eight years after 
that Mr. Webster, who thereafter had had continued official expe- 
rience in public life, affirmed the propriety of what he then said. 
It will be remembered by Senators that I am now trying to bring 
to the attention of the Senate the utterances of the wise men, as 
we all regard them, of the past relative to the question of the 
propriety of an utterance similar to that to which expression will 
be given by this Government if we pass the Teller resolution. 


Before proceeding, however, to call attention to the occasion | 
upon which Mr. Webster reaffirmed what he had said in 182, 1 | 
call attention to what Mr. Sumner said, another Senator from | 


Massachusetts. In December, 1851, Mr. Sumner, then a Senator 
from Massachusetts, in the Senate of the United States, upon the 
consideration of a special order, being the resolution of Mr. Seward 
of welcome to Kossuth, used this language: 

Mr. President, words are sometimes things; and I can not disguise from 
myself that the resolution in honor of Louis Kossuth, now pending before 
the Senate, when finally passed, will be an act of no small significance in the 
history of our country. 


I beg that I may have the attention of Senators as to what Mr. 
Sumner said upon the question of the propriety of giving utter- 
ance to such sentiments: 

The Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Berrien] was right when he said that it was 
no unmeaning ae. Beyond its immediate welcome to an illustrious 
stranger, it will hetp to combine and direct the sentiments of our own people 
everywhere; it will inspire all in other lands who are engaged in the contest 
for freedom; it will challenge the disturbed attention of daapots, and it will 
become a precedent whose importance will grow, in the thick-coming events 
of the future, with the rowing might of the Republic. In this view it be- 
—-? to consider well what we do and to understand the grounds of our 

For myself Iam prepared to vote for it without amendment or condition 
of any kind and on reasons which seem to me at once obvious and conclusive. 

Mr. President, it may be said and will possibly be said that those 
were expressions of Senators simply in honor of a man who had 
been ong in a struggle which was over and passed. However, 
as I shall show to the Senate, Governor Kossuth’s visit to America 
was not a mere formality, but, as I shall read from a speech deliv- 
ered by him, to which another speech by Mr. Webster was made 
in response, he was here for the purpose of enlisting the sym- 
pathies of the American people and of the American Government, 
not ao in a contest which was past, but one which was then 
impending, 

I have bore @ little pamphlet which I obtained from the Con- 
gressional Library giving an account of the dinner given by mem- 
bers of Congress to Kossuth at the National Hotel in this city on 
the 7th of January, 1852. There could scarcely have been an as- 
semblage of officials and dignitaries of this Government which 
could have more strongly asserted and emphasized the desire of 
this Government not only to do honor to Kossuth but to give ex- 
pression to its sympathy for the cause in which he had been en- 
Sheed — for the further prosecution of the cause which he con- 

mplated, 

Now, before reading anything with reference to that, in order 
that I may have it in the proper connection, I read anextract from 
the speech made by Kossuth at that banquet, to which speech the 
speech of Mr. Webster, to which I shall hereafter allude and read, 


was directly and immediately responsive. Kossuth, in the course 
of his speech, to which Mr. Webster immediately responded, used 
this language: 


as — sto the noble-minded people of the United States to clai m its gener- 
( e 
the Euro Cok y for the impending struggle of oppressed freedom on 


ent. 
So, while it is true as suggested by the inquiry of the Senator 
from Nevada (Mr. Stewart] yesterday, that this banquet was 
after the Hungarian war, it was preceding an anticipated con- 


tinuance of that war, and in the presence of the avowed contem- 


| 
| 





language is used: 

On a dais in the center of the room was seated Hon. William R. King, Pres 
ident of the Senate, and the presiding officer for the evening: to his right, 
the honored guest, Louis Kossuth, and to his left, Hon. Daniel Webster, Sec 
retary of State. To the right of the distinguished Hungarian, and at tho 
same table, was seated Hon. Linn Boyd, Speaker of the House of Representa 
tives. * * * 

Tho president for the evening then requested gentlemen to fill their glasses 
for the first toast, which was: * The President of the United States.” 


I read the response to that in order to show that the meeting, 
while the President was not there, was one which had his ap- 
proval. 


Mr. Webster rose and responded as follows: 

‘**Tam here to-night, Mr. President. with other heads of departments who 
belong to the Executive Administration of the Government, and who are the 
confidential counsellors of the President. I rise om-their behalf, as wellason 
my own, to tender to the company our thanks for the inanner in which the 
health of the President has been received. [assure you, sir, and all present, 
that in kindness and good wishes toward the guest of this occasion and in 
attachment to the great principles of political liberty-and national independ- 
ence [applause] there is no man who partakes in a higher degree than the 
President of the United States in the general feeling of this vast community.”’ 
| Applause. ] ; 


That wasspoken by the Secretary of State for the then President of 
the UnitedStates. ‘There were presentupon that occasion not only 
the Cabinet, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the 
House, and members of the Senate and members of the House, 
but justices of the Supreme Court and high officers of the Army 
and Navy, representing those particular branches. So at that 
banquet there may be said to have been represented all of the de- 
partments of Government. After several speeches from parties 
representing these different departments, from a judge of the 
Supreme Court, and generals in the Army, and representatives of 
the Navy, Governor Kossuth spoke, and immediately thereafter 
the Secretary of State, Mr. Webster, made his speech. 

Mr. Webster was not only a great constitutional lawyer; he 
was skilled in parliamentary practice and requirements and 
learned in international law. Aside from having been for a gen- 
eration, and more than a generation, in the House and Senate, he 
had been the Secretary of State in two Administrations; and re- 
sponding immediately after the speech of Mr. Kossuth. in which 
Kossuth used the language I have already read, that he had come 
here for the purpose of enlisting the operative sympathy of the 
United States in the then impending struggle in Europe, he pro- 
ceeded to deliver this speech, a part of which [ will read: 


I have great pleasure in participating in this festival. It isa remarkable 
occasion. He whois your Reserad guest to-night has led thus far a life of 
events that are viewed as highly important here, and still more important to 
his own country. Educated, spirited, full of a feeling of liberty and inde 
pendence, he entered early into the public councils of his native country, 
and he is here to-day fresh from acting his part in the great struggle for 
Hungarian national independence. That is not all his distinction. He was 
brought to these shores by the authority of Congress. He has been welcomed 
to the capital of the United States by the votes of the two Houses of Con 
zress. 

“ Mr. SEWARD (interrupting). He is welcome! [And there were loud cries 
of ** Welcome!” ** Welcome!" from various parts of the house. } 

Mr. WEBSTER (resuming). I agree, as I am not connected with either 
branch of the Legislature, in joining, and I do join in my loudest tones, in that 
welcome announced by them to him. [Great applause.| The House of Rep 
resentatives, the immediate representatives of the people, full themselves of 
an’ ardent love of liberty, have joined in that welcome; the wisdom and so 
briety of the Senate have joined in it; and the head of the Republic, with 
the utmost cordiality, has approved of whatsoever official act was necessary 
to bid him welcome to these shores {opplauce). and he stands here to-night 
in the midst of an assembly of both Houses of Congress, and others of us met 
here in our individual capacity, to join the general acclaim and signify to 
him with what pleasure we receive him to the shores of this free land, this 
asylum of oppressed humanity. [Applause.] Gentlemen, the effect of the 
reception thus given him can not but be felt. It can not but have its infiu- 
ence beyond the ocean and among countries where our petaciok s and our 
sentiments are either generally unknown or generally disliked. Let them 
go forth; let it be borne on all the winds of heaven that the sympathies of 
the Government of the United States and all the people of the United States 
have been attracted toward a nation struggling for a national independence, 
and toward those of her sons who have most distinguished themselves in 
that struggle. [Great applause. } 

I have said that this can not be without its effect. We are too much in- 
clined to underrate the power of moral influence and the influence of public 
opinion and the influence of principles to which great men, the lights of the 
world and of the age, have given their sanction. Who doubts that, in our 
own struggle for liberty and independence, the majestic eloquence of Chat- 
ham, the profound reasoning of Burke, the burning satire and irony of Col- 
onel Barré, had influences upon our fortunes here in America’ They had 
influences both ways. 7 tended, in the first place, somewhat to diminish 
the confidence of the British ministry in their hopes of success in attempting 
to subjugate an injured people. They had influence another way, because 
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all along the coasts of the country—and all our people in that day lived upon 
the coast—there was nota reading man who did not feel stronger. bolder, 
and more determined in the assertion of his rights when these exhilarating 
accounts from the two Houses of Parliament reached him from nape the 
seas, He felt that those who held and controlled public opinion elsewhere 
were with us; that their words of eloquence might produce an effect in the 
region where they were uttered; and, above all, they assured them that, in 
the judgment of the just and the wise and the impartial, their cause was 
just and they were right; and, therefore, they said,” We will fight it out to 
the last.” [Applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, another great mistake is sometimes made. We think 
that nothing is powerful enough to stand before autocratic, monarchical, or 
despotic power. There is something strong enough, quite strong enough, 
and if properly exerted will prove itself so, and that is the power of inte!lli- 
gent pubhe opinion in all the nations of the earth. There is nota monarch 
on earth whose throne is not liable to be shaken to its foundation by the 
progress of opinion and thesentiment of the just and intelligent part of the 
community. It becomes us, therefore, in the station which we hold, tolet that 

yublic opinion, so far as we form it, have a free couree. [* Bravo! Bravo!”] 
#t it go on; let it be pronounced in thunder tones; let it open the ears 
of the deaf; let it open the eyes of the blind, and let it everywhere be 
proclaimed what we of this great Republic think of the general principle of 
camen liberty and of that oppression which all abbor. ie Applause and cries 
of “Good!"'| Depend upon it, gentlemen, that between these two rival and 
conflicting powers the autocratic power maintained by arms and force and 
the popular power maintained by opinion, the former is constantly decreas- 
ing, and, thank God, the latter is constantly increasing. (Applause. | 
‘reedom, haman liberty, and human rights are gaining the ascendant 
upon earth; and the part we have to act in all this great drama is to show 
ourselves in favor of those rights, to uphoid that ascendency, and to carry it 
on until we shall see it culminate in the highest heavens over our heads. 
{Applause. } 

On the topics, gentlemen, which this occasion seems to invite I have noth 
ing to say, because in the course of my political life—not now a short one—I 
have said all I wish to say and all I wish to transmit to posterity connected 
with my own name and tory. WhatI said of Greece five and twenty years 
ago, when our distinguished friend [turning to Kossuth] was too young to be 
in political life, I repeat tonight, verbum post verbum, what | then said. 
{Great applause. | hat I said of Spain at a later period, when the power of 
the restored Bourbogs was exerted to impose upon Spain a dynasty not ac- 
ceptable to the people of Spain, that I repeat in English and Spanish and 

. French and in every other language. Aqeiean and laughter.) 

May I be so egotistical as to say that I have nothing to say upon the sub- 

*t of Hungary ’ 
1ealth, retired to my paternal home among the mountains of New Hamp- 
shire, 1 was by my physical condition confined to my house; but I was among 
the mountains whose native air I was born to inspire. Nothin 
senses, nothing saluted My mind or my sentiments, but f om, full and 
entire [ay use}; and there, gentlemen, near the graves of my ancestors [ 
wrote a letter, which most of you may have seen, addressed to the Austrian 
chargé d'affaires. (Great applause, which was continued for some time. | 
Of course I think sufficiently humbly of the talent and ability displayed in 
that letter; but as to its principles, while the sun and moon endure, and while 
I can see the light of the sun and moon, I stand by them. [Great applause. | 

In a letter dated February last, moved by 
have influenced all the Christian world, making no particular merit of it, I 
afdrcssed a letter to the American minister at Constantinople to intercede 
with the Sublime Porte for the release of Lonis Kossuth and his companions 
in exile [applause], and I happen to know that it was not without some ef- 
fect. At any rate, it is proper for me here to say that this letter and that 
one to which I have before alluded were dispatched with the cordial appro- 
bation of the President of the United States. And they were, therefore, so 
far the act of the Government of the United States in its executive capacity. 
Now, I shall not furtheradvert tothese topics to-night, nor shall I go back to 
ancient times anf discuss the merits of the Holy Alliance; but I say that in 
the sentiments avowed by me, I think in the year 1823 or 1824, in the caso of 
Greece—interesting Greece—and in the more subsequent declarations of 
opinion, there is that which I can never depart from without departing 
from myself. I should cease to be what I am if I were to retract a single 
sentiment expressed in these several productions. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not propose at this hour of the night to entertain 
you, or attempt to entertain you, by any general disquisition upon the value 


of human freedom, upon the inalienable rights of man, or upon any general | 
| as to myself, if not better, and I may say they are a distinc 


of that kind; but I wish to say a few words upon the precise question, 
as | understand it, that exists before the civilized world between eseers 
and the Austrian Government. 

A Vorce. Out with it! 

Mr. Wenster. A gentleman near moe says, “Out with it,” It shall come 
out. (Great and applause.| I wish to arrange the thoughts to 
which I desire to give utterance under two or three ase heads. 

And in the first place I gay that wherever there is in the Christian and 
civilized world a nationality of character, ver there exists a nation of 
sufficient knowledge and wealth and population to constitute a government, 
then a national government is a necessary and og od result of nationality of 
character. We may talk of it as we please, but there is nothing satisfies a 
map in an en! less he is governed by his own country and the 
institutions of his own government and partakes in that government. No 

be the yoke of a f power, no matter how lightly it sits 

upon Choose rs, if it is not im) voice of his own nation and of 

~ own county. he will not, he can not, and he means not to be happy under 
surden. 

There is, gentlemen, one great element of human iness ed up 
with others. We have our social affections—cur family ; but then 
we have this sentiment of country which imbues all our h and enters 
into all our other feelings; and that sentiment of country is an affection not 
only for the soil on which we are born, not only for the parents and broth- 
ersand sisters and friends that surround us, but for the habits and institu- 
tions and the governmentof that country. spesotearts and intelli- 
gent man on earth that enjoys entire satisfaction with his ion if he does 
not live under the government of his own nation, his own ntry, whose 
affiliations and sen ts and sympathies are like his own. he can 
not say, * This is not my country; it is the omar of  itisa 
country be to somebody else.” ‘Therefore I say that wherever there 
is a nation of sufficient intelligence and numbers wealth to maintain a 
government distinct in its character, distinct in its history, distinct in its in- 
2 Se can not be happy but under a government of its own 

pplause. 

Then eee attics 6 whether Hangery, a0 che extats tp cur Gaz. ne 
we see her and as we know her, is distinct in her nat is competent 
in her lation, is competent in her knowledge and dev to correct 


sentimen her national feeling for liberty and independence, 
be Hungarian from beginning to end? 


to maintain a nt that shall 
Ups that safect, geatienes, 1 have uo manner ef Tout” Lat oe cok 
ped ow by sh you with statistics and statements, but | 


[Applause.j 


is competent 
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Gentlemen, in the autumn of the year before last, out of | 


saluted my | 


these considerations, which | 
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wish to say, as I undorstand the matter—and I have taken some pains to 
into it—that Hungary contains a sufficient population to constitute a nat 

The following enumeration of the races that constitute the populat) 
Hungary s taken from one of the latest and most authoritative publica: 
of Austrian statistics—that of Haenfier: 


HUNGARY, INCLUDING CROATIA AND SLAVONIA, 


NR. ndiniteeninbtitesl 
Slowacks .. 

Russniaks 

Servians... 


2, 200,000 
250, 000 
700, 000 
600, 000 


Germans . 
Wallachians........ 

Jews .. » eile bodineialins Baia aa 
Greeks and Others... ...ccec--.cccceecee- 


TRANSYLVANIA. 
M SPD cssenaoqwartodotnsctsesn 
TT initetanan guint 
III Ticscscakintiel mening etaieain teoianneaies 
Wallachians........ 
Others 


oe ee e eee ee ners eee ree ene OP eer een ae 


692,960 
208, 000 


IIIT dic ciaeeritinnty snterndnteinaitn ccieciialaneinhinintadidneatety ean eemieardinaiitas 
Servians 

I EEE cent. crtndrninndintbntntndbianttnnenienec pens 
Germans ......... 
Wallachians 


TOTALS FOR ALL HUNGARY. 
el Sid) di ahi st ccknbebotionen ibe 
Slavonians 

Germans 


Szeklers * 
GI GD hid tacin.ncnscGinndbddisedtincckstiEcdiiddadtin’ss<cccces 


lB ee amessttibbecececes 13, bit 


_ By a still more recent account, taken from the official statistics of Austria, 
it appears that Hungary, including Trausylvania and military frontiers, lias 
112.000 square miles, with 14,500,000 inhabitants, and contains — 


| Cities ... 


Towns .. 
Villages 

Reman Catholics 
Groeks ........ 
Protestants 


Hungary is about thesize of Great Britain and comprehends nearly half of 
the territory of Austria. 

It is stated by another authority that the population of Hungary is nearly 
eae that of England (in 1841) nearly 15,000,000; that of Prussia about 

6,090,000. 

Thus it is evident that, in point of power, so far as power depends upon 
population, Hungary possesses as much power as England proper, or eve! 
the Kingdom of . Well, then, there is ay a enough 
people enough. Who,then,arethey? Their history is known to } 
wen He ‘ 
tions that surround them. They are distinct from the Austr.ans the 
west «and the Turks on the east; and I will say in the next piace that thivy ar 
an enlightened nation. They have their history; they have their tradi' : 
they are attached to their own institutions and to ir own constitutions, 
which have existed for more than a thousand years. 

Gentlemen, it is remarkable that on the western coasts of Europe political 
light exists. There isasun in the tical firmament, and that sun shes 
his light and everybody may rejoice. But in eastern Europe, generally 
speaking, and on the confines between eastern Europe and Asia, there is 10 
political sun in the heavens. It is all an arctic zone of political life. | Ap- 
planse.} The luminary that enlightens the world in general seldom rises 
there above the horizon. The light which they possess is at best crepuscu'ar, 
a kind of twilight, and they are under the necessity of greping about to 
catch, as they may, anystray gleams ofthe lightofday. [Hear! Hear!) (i! 
tlemen, the country of which your guest to-night is a native is a remarkalle 
exception to that rule, and in fact, to the nations that surround her. Huo 
gary is enlightened; she has shown through her whole history for many hun 

reds of years an attachment to the principles of civil liberty, and of law 
and of order, and obedience to the constitution which the will of the great 
majority have esta That is afact which ought to be known wherever 
the question of the proctiosbanty of H jan liberty and independence are 
discussed. It ought to be known that Hungary stands out from and a!ove 
her neighbors in all that penpects free institutions, constitutional gover2 
ment, and a hereditary love of liberty. [Applause.} - 

Gentlemen, I have taken the to prepare some facts from an !! 
gent writer, and that writer, a lady, of course of greater authority than! 
writers. {Laughter.] She says: 

* The Hungarian nation has been distinguished from its first appearance 
in history for uniting to a passionate love of liberty a scrupulous revere!< 
forlaw. The did not enter p wad) madd Dacia an undisciplined ra 

. From the possessed a fi form of government, and were “> 
tinguished for their subordination to their leaders and their laws. To these 
habits of discipline, in which the Magyarswere trained, in their love of oru’? 
and regard for law, it is to be that they did pot pass away, like th: 
common hordes of barbarian adventurers, but established a permancn! ki . 
dom in the country they invaded. To these qualities, not less than to th '' 
courage, is to be ascribed their successful maintenance of their constitution’ 
ree egninss the attacks of a power before which the liberties of so 1") 
other nations have fallen. 

“The ancient institutions of the 
Their chief ruler was elected by the of the people. 


rat ic. 
were cuitnentiy Cone “i ak 
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ntury after their establishment in the country he received only the title 
? veger, or leader. ; : ’ 

“in the year 1000 they bestowed the title of king on Stephen, of the family 
Arpad, the leader under whose guidance they had entered Pannonia. The 
. oad er of the king was, however, strictly limited. The consent of the people 
bus necessary to give efficacy to every royal act. The excelient prince who 
first filled the throne of Hungary had no disposition to infringe the liberties 
of the people. On the contrary, he endeavored to guard them against the 
.eroachments of future sovereigns. He framed a code of laws, founded on 
se ancient institutions of the Magyars, which have ever since been regarded 
as of the highest authority. These statutes were drawn = for the guidance 
of his son Emeric, whom he educated as his successor in the kingdom. The 
, rhtened and humane spirit in which these decrees are composed gives n 
> hich idea of the civilization and political advancement of Hungary at 
riod. We find in them an express recognition of the principle of uni- 


( 








“Ty 
} S ‘ . . . 
7 a equality—‘* Omnes homines unius sunt conditionis."’ 

[t is in the following terms that he prescribes the duty of a king toward 
his subjects: 

“Let them be to thee, 
them to servitude, neither call them thy servants. 


my son, as brothers and fathers; reduce none of 
‘ Let them fight for thee, 
not serve thee, Govern them without violence and without pride—peace- 
fully, humbly, humanely—remembering that nothing elevates but humility, 
that nothing abases but pride and an evil will. 

“My son, I pray_thee, I command thee, to show thyself propitious not 
only to thy kindred, not only to princes, to leaders, to the rich, nor only to 
thy country people, but likewise tostrangers and to all that come unto thee. 
Be patient with all, not only with the powerful but with those lacking 
power. Bear ever in thy mind this precept of the Lord, ‘I will have mercy, 
and not sacrifice.’ ’’ ; 

He recognizes the right of the people to depose an unworthy prince: 

“If thou art mild and just, then shalt thou be called a king, and the son of 
aking; but if thou art proud and violent, they will deliver thy kingdom to 

other.” 
anThe princes of this dynasty (the house of Arpad), with few exceptions, 
were just and patriotic kings, who understood the origin and true objects of 
government, and held their power for the benefit of the people, not for their 
own selfish aggrandizement. There are traits recorded of many of them 
which proved them to have been the worthy successors of St. Stephen. 
“The Republicisnot mine,” said Géza II; “it is I who belong tothe Republic. 
God has raised me to the throne in order that I may maintain the laws.’ In 
122 Andrew Il issued the celebrated code of statutes known by the name of 
the “Golden Bull,” by which the decrees of St. Stephen were confirmed and 
some new laws added to them, designed tosecure yet further the liberties of 
the people. The Golden Bull has been termed a charter of aristocratic priv- 
ileges. It was sointhesame sense that the great charter of English liberties 
may be called so. The Golden Bull corresponds very closely to the Magna 
Charter of King John, both in its provisions and as regards the class of per- 
sons whose liberties it was designed to protect. 

Now, gentlemen, I know nothing, nor does history, so far as I am informed, 
reveal anything of the private, personal, or religious character of this first 
king, St. Stephen; but this I know, in the political calendar he deserves to be 
considered a saint and to have his name registered in very large letters. 

Mr. SEWARD (interposing). Three cheers for St. Stephen! ['The cheers 
were accordingly given. ] 

Mr. WessTER (continuing), Gentlemen, my sentiments in regard to this 
effort made by Hungary are here sufficiently well expressed. Ina memorial 
addressed to.Lord John Russell and Lord Palmerston, said to have been writ- 
ten by Lord Fitzwilliam and signed by him and several other peers and mem- 
bers of Parliament, the following language is used, the object of the memorial 
being to ask the mediation of England in favor of Hungary: 

“ While so many of the nations of Europe have engaged in revolutionary 
movements and have embarked in schemes of doubtful policy and still more 
doubtful success, it is gratifying to the undersigned to be able to assure your 
lordships that the Hungarians demand nothing but the recognition of ancient 
rights and the stability and integrity of their ancient constitution. To your 
lordships it can not be unknown that that constitution bears a striking family 
resemblance to that of our own country.” 

Pan oa Ihave one other reference to make, and then I shall take leave 
ol you. 

You know that in one of Shakespeare's plays, speaking of the Duke of 
Vienna, he says: “If the Duke with other dukes come not to composition with 
the King of Hungary, why, then, all the dukes fall upon the Kingof Hungary.” 
“Heaven grant us peace!’ saysanother character. ‘Thou concludest,” says 
the first speaker, “like the sanctimonious pirate that went to sea with the 
Ten Commandments, but scraped one out of the table—‘thou shalt not steal!’ 
Aye, that he razed out of the list!’’ ‘“‘Why, ‘twas a commandment to com- 
mand the captain and all the rest from their functions; there is not a soldier 
of us all that, in the thanksgiving before meat, doth relish the petition well 
that — for peace.” 

Now, I am afraid that, like the dukes of Austria at the time to which 
Shakespeare refers, the present sovereign of that country doth not relish the 
petition for peace unless it be founded on the utter extermination of the 
nationality od Heneees. 

Gentlemen, I have said that a national government, where there is a dis- 
tinct nationality, is essential to human happiness. I have said that in my 
opinion Hungary is capable. She possesses that distinct nationality, that 
power, that population, and that wealth which entitles her to havea govern- 
ment of her own; and I have now to add, what I am sure will not sound well 
upon the Upper Danube, thatin my humble judgment the imposition of a 
foreign yoke u a people capable of self-government, while it euyocmes 
and depresses that people, adds nothing to the strength of those who impose 
that yoke. [Great applause.] In my opinion Austria would be a better and 
“stronger Government to-morrow if she confined the limits of her power to 
her hereditary and German dominions— 

Mr. SEWARD. True; true. 

Mr. WEBSTER (continuing). Especially if sho saw in Hungary a strong, 
sensible, independent neighboring nation, because I think the cost of keeping 
Hungary quiet is not repaid by any benefit derived from Hungarian levies 
or tributes. Add then, again, good neighborhood, and the good will and 
generous sympathies of mankind, and the generosity of character that onght 
to pervade the minds of governments as well as those of individuals, is vastly 
more promoted by living in a state of friendship and amity with those who 
differ from us in modes of government than by any attempt to consolidate 
power, or, as it has been termed to-night, to concentrate power in the hands 
of one over all the rest. 

Gentlemen, the pr of things is no doubt onward. It is onward with 
respect to Hungary. It is onward everywhere. Public opinion, in my esti- 
mation atleast, is making great progress. It will penetrate all recesses; it 
Will come more or less to animate aif minds; and in respect to that country 
for which our thies to-night have been so strongly invoked, I can not 

‘Think htened, industrious, 


but say that I the people of Hungar 1 
y are an enli 
a well-inclined community,and I wish only toadd that I do not nowenter 


H any discussion of the form of government which may be proper for 
ungary. Of course, all of you, like myself, would be glad to see her, when 
she becomes independent, embrace that system of government which is most 


XXXIII— 2888 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


|, 





soe le to ourselves. We shall rejoice to see our American m l ’ 
the Lower Danube and on the mountains of Hungary. But t t 

first step. It is not that which will be our first prayer f 
first prayer would be that Hungary may become inde; 





r Hungary 


endent of all for 1 












ower [great applause], that her destinies may be intrusted to |! n 
hands and to her own discretion. [Renewed applause. | 

I do not profess to understand the social relations and connections of be 
and twenty other things that may affect the icalinstitutions iH gary. 
All I say is that Hungary can regulate these matters for herself infinit t 
ter than they can be regulated for her by ‘ia [applause |; and, t 
fore, I limit my aspirations for Hungary, for the present, to that sing id 
simple point-——Hungarian independence. 

Mr. SEWARD. Hungarian independence! Applause.) 

Mr. WesstTerR. Hungarian self-government; Hungarian control 
garian destinies. {Renewed applat | These are the aspirations w I 
entertain, and [ give them to you, t efore, ntlemen, as a toa 

“Hungarian independence; Hungarian control of her own « 1 
Hungary as a distinct nationality among the nations of Euro; 1 


was received with enthusiastic applause. } 

Mr. President, my apology, if any is required, for reading at 
length this speech is twofold. In the first place, it is directly in 
maintenance of the proposition that expressions such as tlio 
proposed to be given in the resolution of the Senator from Co! 
rado are not improper and not violative of international obli 
tions, and, in the next place, these words were spoken by Daniel 
Webster at a time when he was Secretary of State of the United 
States, 

The Senate will remember that in the course of this r. 
Webster spoke with a great deal of satisfaction of the letter which 
he had written among his native New Hampshire hills, and he 
notonly spoke of it with satisfaction but said that as long as life 
should last and as long as he could see the light of the moon and 
of the sun those would be his sentiments, and that he could never 
depart from them until he ceased to become a part of himself. 1 
have been the less reluctant in reading this speech in the Senate 
because, so far asI can ascertain, the full speech is not anywhere 
in print except in this little pamphlet from which I have read it, 

I will read a part of the letter thathe referred to as having been 
composed by him in the quiet of the New Hampshire hills, near 
the graves of his ancestors, where nothing saluted his senses, his 
mind, or his sentiments ‘‘ but freedom, full and entire.” It was 
a letter written by him as Secretary of State, addressed to the 
Austrian chargé d'affaires, in response to a letter which this Aus- 
trian official had addressed to him. The objects of the letter ad- 
dressed by Mr. Hiilsemann to the Secretary of State are indicated 
in the following extract from Mr. Webster's letter in reply: 


The objects of Mr. Hiilsemann’s note are, first, to protest, by order of his 
Government, against the steps taken by the late President of the United 
States toascertain the progress and probable result of the revolutionary 
movements in Hungary; and, secondly, to complain of some expressions in 
the instructions of the late Secretary of State to Mr. A. Dudley Mann, a « 
fidential agent of the United States, ascommunicated by President Taylor to 
the Senate on the 28th of March last. 

The principal ground of protest is foundéd on the idea or in the allegation 
that the Government of the United States, by the mission of Mr. Mann and 
his instructions, has interfered in the domestic affairs of Austria in a manner 
unjust or disrespectful toward that power 

In the course of this letter, Mr. Webster used the followiz 
language: 

Certainly the United States may be pardoned, even by those who profess 
adherence to the principles of absolute governments. if they entertain an 
ardent affection for those popular forms of political organization w 
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have so rapidly advanced their own prosperity and happiness, and enabled 
them, in so short a period, to bring their country and the hemisphere to 
which it belongs to the notice and respectful regard, not tosay the admira- 
tion, of the civilized world. Nevertheless, the United States have abstai 1 


at all times from acts of interference with the political changes of Europe. 
They can not, however, fail to cherish always a lively interest in the for 
tunes of nations struggling for institutions like their own. 

But this sympathy, so far from being necessarily a hostile feeling toward 
any of the parties to these great national struggles, is quite consistent wit! 
amicable relations with them all. The Hungarian people are three or four 
times as numerous as the inhabitants of these United States were when t 
American Revolution broke out. They possess, in a distinct language, 
in other respects, important elements o l 


2 f a separate nationality, which 
Anglo-Saxon race in this country did not possess; and if the United Stat 


wish success to countries contending for popular constitutions and national 
independence, it is only because they regard such constitutions and h 
national independence not as imaginary but as real blessin They claim 





no right, however, to take part in the struggles of foreign powers in order 
to promote these ends. It is only in defense of his own Government, and its 
principles and character, that the undersigned bas now expressed himself 
on this subject. But when the United States behold the people of fo i 
countries without any such interference spontaneously moving toward the 
adoption of institutions like their own, it surely can not be expected of them 
to remain wholly indifferent spectators. 


I can at this time read only one other extrac 
written by Mr. Webster. It is as follows: 


Toward the conclusion of his note Mr. Hiilsemann remarks that ‘‘if the 
Government of the United States were to think it proper to take an indirect 
part in the political movements of Europe, American policy would be ex- 
posed to acts of retaliation and to certain inconveniences which would not 
fail to affect the commerce and industry of the two hemispheres.” Asto this 
possible fortune—this hypothetical retaliation—the Government and people 
of the United States are quite willing to take their chances and abide their 
destiny. Taking neither a direct nor an indirect part in the domestic or in- 
testine movements of Europe, they have no fear of events of the nature 
alluded to by Mr. Hiilsemann. It would be idle now to discuss with Mr. 
Hiilsemann those acts of retaliation which he imagines may possibly take 
place at some indefinite time hereafter. Those questions will be discussed 
when they arise, and Mr. Hiilsemann and the cabinet at Vienna may rest as- 
sured that, in the meantime, while performing with strict and exact fidelity 
all their neutral duties, nothing will deter either the Government or the 


t from this letler 
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people of the Wnited States from exercising, at their own discretion, the 
rights belonging tothem as an independent nation, and of forming and ex- 
pressing their own opinions, freely and at all times, upon the great political 
events which may transpire among the civilized nations of the earth. 


Recurring to the Kossuth banquet, I read a few extracts from 
other speeches delivered on the occasion, Stephen A. Douglas, 
in the course of his speech, said: 


Mr. President, 1 believe these results would follow directly and legitimately 
from the acknowledgment of that great law of nations, that every nation 
upon the face of the globe has a right to choose its own form of government, 
to establish its domestic institutions, without the intervention of any foreign 
pore. [Applause.} Then let me submit to you, if these results would fol- 

ow from that declaration, and if that declaration is predicated upon the law 
of nations, of justice, and of humanity, why should not every friend of free- 
dom be willing to proclaim the principle to the civilized world as the honest, 

ushing sentiment of his heart? [Applause.] For one,I hoid that itis the 
duty of all republicans to demonstrate to the world upon which side we are 
whenever a contest arises between republicanism and absolutism [cries of 
“ Bravo!” and applause}, and that demonstration should be made so clearly, 
so distinctly, that no despot can misunderstand its meaning. 


Further in his speech Mr. Douglas said: 


The question with me is not whether the despots of Europe would choose 
to take offense at our action, but whether such action would be just cause 
of offense—a violation of the laws of nations and of the principles of right 
and justice! [Applause.] By what authority do these conspirators inst 
the rights of the ——_ and the independence of nations say to republican 
America that we have no right to sympathize with popular movements for 
the establishment of democratic institutions everywhere? The history of 
Europe for the last two hundred years consists of a succession of interven- 
tions by the larger powers with the internal affairs of the smaller powers, in 
utter disregard of their rights as sovereign States and of the principles of 
international law. These interventions have been prompted, sometimes, by 
the ambitious views of particular dynasties, frequently for the silly purpose 
o fmaintaining the absurd scheme of a European equilibrium, and always to 
crush any effort for the establishment of free institutions. It isone thing to 
intervene in violation of international law for the purpose of depriving a 
nation of its liberty and independence; and it is entirely a different thing to 
interpose in vindication of that law for the purpose of maintaining the great 
principle that every nation has a right to choose and establish its own insti- 
tutions. LSqupenes.) 

A Voice. He speaks for the West. [Applause.] 

ANOTHER Voice. Yes; and for the whole country. [Applause.] 


Lewis Cass, in the course of his speech made at the banquet, 
said: 

Well, gentlemen, [amanold man. [Laughter,and cries of No!" “No!” 
Iam approaching my three score yearsand ten. Half acentury ago! crossed 
the mountains her, on foot, and God be thanked for the institutions of this 
country and the favor of my fellow-citizens, which have given me the privi- 
lege now of maintaining human rights in such a presenceasthis. [Applause. | 
The sun of heaven never shown on such a government as this; and shall we 
sit blindfolded, with our arms crossed, and say to tyranny, “Prevail in every 
other region of the world?” [Cries of “No!” “No!"} I thank you forthe re- 
sponse. That is my feeling. ow, my friends, [ am willing to say that is the 
law of nations. [Laughter and applause.) Every independent nation under 
heaven has a right to establish just such a government as it pleases; and if 
the oppressed of any nation wish to throw off their shackles, they have the 
right, without the interference of any other; and with the first and greatest 
of our Presidents—the Father of his Country—I trust we are prepared to say 
that “we sympathize with every oppressed nation which unfurls the banner 
of freedom.” [Applause.] 


Mr. Seward being called, rose and responded as follows: 


Iam too wise a man to speak on any question here at this hour of the 
night. When it was proposed in the Senate to receive the illustrious guest 
of the night, I was advised not to hurt his cause by advocating it. Ihave only 
to say that when the Secretary of State goes his length, the Senator from 
Illinois his breadth, and the Senator from Michigan his tether, I shall be 
found at their side willing to go for the rights of Hungary and of nations as 
far as he who goes the farthest. 

I will only add to the foregoing the following extract from the 
os of principles announced by the Republican party at its 

ast national convention, at St. Louis in 1896, expressing sympathy 
with the Cubans in their struggle for independence: 

Cuba.—From the hour of achieving their own patepentenes the people of 
the United States have regarded with ee the struggles of other 
American peoples to free themselves from European domination. We watch 
with deep and abiding interest the heroic battle of the Cuban patriots against 
crueity and oppression, and our best hopes go out for the full success of their 
determined contest for liberty. 

The Senate will note that the segue? in this extract from the 
Republican platform is almost identical with the language of the 
resolution now before us, 

Mr. President, these utterances from these eminent men should 
be sufficient to establish the proposition that this resolution of 
sympathy and desire to end the war against the Boers is proper 
and not violative of international obligation. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask to have 
printed in the RecorpD a couple of resolutions? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to put in the Recorpa resolution which 
was presented to the Senate and passed the Senate under the 
direction of Senator Sumner in 1861, and one which was in 
the House in 1868. I simply ask to havethem put in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp the resolutions to 
which he has referret’, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have them read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


In the Senate, July 19, 1861. 


Mr. Sumner, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported a 
resolution (8. R. 63) declaring sympathy with the suffering people of () 

Mr. SuMNeER. I ask for the action of the Senate upon the joint resojy; 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the considera 
of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was, by unanimous consent, read three tim: 
passed. It is as follows: 

“Resolved, etc., That the people of the United States, feeling a strong 
pathy with the people of Crete, constituting a part of the Greek fam 
which civilization owes so much, are pained by the report of the prese1 
ferings of this interesting ple; and they unite in the hope that this ¢ 
ration, which they feel it their duty to make, will be favorably conside: 
the Government of Turkey in determining its pottoy toward Crete 

“ And be it further resolved, That it shall be the duty of the President of ; 
United States to communicate this resolution to the Government of Turk 
ar resolution passed the House on the same day, on the motion 

nks. 


Resolution introduced by Mr. Sumne: 


July 20, 1868, in the House of Representatives. 


Mr. Loughridge submitted the following resolution; which was rea 
sidered, and agreed to: 

* Resolved, This House view with deep interest the heroic struggle 
Cretans to free themselves from the yoke of Turkish despotism and toa 
their independence as a people, that liberty which is the inalienable r 
all men; and that we, in common with the whole American people 
thize with them in their sufferings and ardently wish them speedy triu 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committ 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
moves that the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Colo 
rado be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and on 
that motion the Senator from Colorado asks for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), I have a standing 
pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON). 
Inasmuch as he would vote against this motion and in favor of the 
recolution if present, I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 1 ampaired with the 
Senator from Texas Ps; CHILTON]. 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. MorGAn’s name was called), The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and my colleague { Mr. 
GEAR] are paired. 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOoNER]. 
were present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 

r. TURNER (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 
present, [should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota |Mr. NELSON]. 
he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURLEY. I have authority to transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] to the Senator fron \iis- 
sissippi [Mr. SULLIVAN], and I will therefore vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURNER. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator froin 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] to the senior Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. WELLINGTON], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SCOTT (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
inquire whether the junior Senator from Florida |Mr. TALIA?! 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair announces 4 })2!! 
with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. [sup 
if the Senator from Arkansas were present, he would voie *’ 
I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr, Hanna]. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia 
{Mr. Scorr] that we transfer our pairs, so that we may bot! vole. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
McBride, seneies, 
8s, 
Scott, 


Sewell, 
Shoup, 
Simon, 
Stewart, 
Thurston, 
Wetmore, 
Wolcott. 


T have a ge neral 
If he 


I havea pair with 
If he were 


Iam paired with the 
I would vote * nay ” if 





The Chair is informed that he 


nay. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bard 


Elkins, 
Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, 


McMillan, 
Penrose, 
Perkins, 
Pettus 
Platt, Conn. 
Platt, N. Y. 
tor, 


Beveridge, 
Burrows, 
Carter, 
Clark, 
Cullom, 
De 


Depew, 








NAYS—26. 

Allen Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Rawlins, 
Bacon Culberson, Kenney, Teller, 
Bat , Daniel, Mallory, Tillman, 
Bt tler Hale, Martin, Turley, 
Caffery, Harris, Mason, Turner. 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Money, 
Clay, Hoar, Pettigrew, 

NOT VOTING—20. 
Baker Gear, McLaurin, Sullivan, 
Ber ry, Hanna, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Vest, 
Davis Kean, Pritchard, Warren, 
Fry a. McEnery, Spooner, Wellington. 


So Mr. TELLER’S resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
vield to the Senator from Indiana? 
* Mr. ALLISON. Fora moment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I desire to appeal to the courtesy of the 
Senator from Iowa to permit the present consideration of the 
House bill 11719, to amend the extradition laws of the United | 
States. The measure is one of very great pressing public impor- 
tance. It is in the fullest sense a matter of public interest, and I 
do not believe it will consume much of the time of the Senate. 
It should not provoke any considerable debate. The necessity for 
it is waivenaalil recognized, and I hope it may accord with the 
Senator’s convenience to permit the present consideration of the 


pill. It should be passed without delay. 
Mr. ALLISON. I regret that I can not yield to theSenator. I 


understand from those about me the bill will lead to some de- 
bate, which always means protracted debate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say, then, that I shall ask the Senate 
to take up the bill to which I have referred as soon as the Senate 
concludes consideration of the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will venture to suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana that unanimous consent has been given for the con- 
sideration of pension bills on the Calendar at the conclusion of the 
consideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iwas unaware of that fact. 
time will the Senator consume? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Half an hour, 
however. 





How much | 


I hope to get it extended, 


AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS, 
Mr. MONEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill of the Senate No. 2931, to incorporate the American National Red 
Cross, and for other purposes, having met. after full and free conference 
are agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows: 

(1) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 1, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ Michigan,” in line 16, section 1, page 3, insert *‘ Harriette L. 
Reed, of Boston, Mass.; William H. Sears, of Lawrence, Kans.; John K. El- 
well, of Vinland, Kans.; E. R. Ridgely, of Pittsburg, Kans.; James Tanner, 
John Hitz, 8. W. Briggs, Corry Curry, Lizzie W. Calver, Mary A. Logan, 
Mary L. Barton, 8. B. Hege. and Helena H. Mitchell, of Washington, D. C.; 
Emma L. Nichols, of Chillicothe, Ohio; Lenora Halsted, of St. Louis, Mo.; 
x VY. De Graw, of Philadelphia, Pa.; Walter P. Phillips, of Bridgeport, 

onn, 

(2) That the Senate recede from its disagrcement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 2, line 16, section 2, page 4, and agree to the same. 

(3) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 3, line 8, section 3, page *, and agree to the same. 

(4) That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of line 5. and to and including the word “Columbia,” in line 
a - section 5, page 7, and insert in lieu thereof the words “transmit to 

ongress."* 

(5) On the amendment of the House numbered 4 the conferees state that | 
they have been unable to agree. 

H. D. MONEY, 


H. C. LODGE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 

Marugers on the part of the House, 








The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. I move that the Senate insist upon it disagree- | 
ment to the amendment of the House numbered 4 and accede to 
the request of the House for a further conference on the disagree- | 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, 


; By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
zed to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Monry, Mr, Lope, and Mr, CLARK were appointed. / 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry 
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civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MASON. The bill that1 called up the other day, and which 
was objected to, has been read, and the objection is now with 
drawn. It will take only one moment to pass it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I fear it will take longer. 

Mr. MASON. It has already been read. The Senator with- 
drew his objection, and there is no further objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam quite sure it will lead to some debate. I 
hope the Senator will postpone it for the present. 

I offer the following amendment: On page 2, after line 12, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 2, after line 12, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For rental of temporary quarters for the accommodation of the custom- 
house and other Government officials at Baltimore, Md., and for removing 
furniture, fixtures, safes, and other Government property, and for repairing 
the old United States custom-house building and adjaceent building erected 
by the city of Baltimore, and to adapt the same to the uses of Government 


| Offices, $23,000: Provided, That all the provisions of the sundry civil act ap 
| proved March 2, 1895, relating to a building f 


or the use of State courts within 
the city of Baltimore are hereby extended for one year, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, There were a number of amendments passed 
over, and I ask now that they may be taken up in their order, be- 
ginning with the first one on page 11. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
committee amendment which was passed over on page 11. 

The SxcreEtary. On page 11 the Committee on Appropriations 
proposed to strike out, in lines 1 and 2, after the word “ stations,” 
the words ‘‘at or near Fleming Key” and to insert ‘‘in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, near Key West;” and in 
line 3, before the words ‘* Mullet Key,” to insert ‘‘at;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the establishment of national quarantine stations,in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, near Key West, and at Mullet Key, Florida, 
made necessary by the transfer, by direction of the President, of the Tor 
tugas quarantine station to the Navy Department for use asa coaling station 
for the Navy, $125,000, 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, at my request that clause was 
passed over, I do not object to the change in language as sug- 
gested by the committee, but 1 have an amendment which, if in 
order, I should like to offer, containing a proviso to be placed at 
the end of line Tin that clause. I will send it to the desk and ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee is agreed to, in the absence of objection. ‘The Senator {rom 
Florida offers an amendment to the clause, which will be read. 

The Secretary. In line7on page 11, after the word “dollars,” 
it is proposed to add: 

Provided, That no such station shall be established within 5 miles of the 
island of Key West. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object to that for a moment. I 
will allow the amendment to go into the bill, although I shall 
afterwards endeavor to get some further information on the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. MALLORY. I could not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was saying that I shall not object to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, but I shall endeavor 
later on to ascertain the views of the Secretary of the Treasury 
before the bill is finally disposed of. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, Mr. President, I would prefer to have 
the action of the Senate taken on it now. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will allow the amendment to be inserted in 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Florida is agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. The next amendment which was passed over 
is on page 65. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations which had been passed over, which was, on page 
65, after the words *‘ Distrigt of Columbia,” at the end of line 5, 
to insert: 

Under the supervision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe for the proper execu- 
tion of such laws and the investigation and hearing as tothe rights of such 
Chinese and immigrants to admission into the United States. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Enforcement of alien contract-labor laws: For the enforcement of thealien 
contract-labor laws and to prevent the immigration of convicts, lunatics, 
idiots, and persons liable to become a public charge, from foreign contiguous 
territory, $150,000; Provided, That one special inspector, whose compensation 
shall be paid from this appropriation, may be detailed for duty in the bureau 
at Washington, and hereafter the Commissioner General of Immigration, in 


| addition to his other duties, shall have charge of the administration of the 


Chinese-exclusion law and of the various actsregulating immigration into t he 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, under the super 
vision and control of the Secretary of the Treasury and under such rules and 
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regulations as he shall prescribe for the proper execution of such laws and 
the investication and hearing as to the rights of such Chinese and immigrants 
to admission into the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment. 


Mr. STEWART. 


The question is on the amend- 


I hope that amendment will not be adopted. 
1 am afraid it will open the door to Chineseimmigration. I think 
the law had better stand as it is, and not confer power on the 
Secretary of the Treasury to legislate with regard to immigration 
by making new regulations. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, LopGE] 
a day or two ago, when the question was before the Senate, pro- 
posed an amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2355) in relation to 
the suppression of insurrection in, and to the government of, the 
Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the 
treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1398, 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill may be 
temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the bill be temporarily laid 
aside for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the 
pending bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the amendment of the commit- 
tee be modified by striking out all after the word ‘‘ Treasury,” in 
line 7. 

Mr. LODGE. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment on 
page 65, line 7, after the word “‘ Treasury,” by striking out— 

And under such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe for the proper 


execution of such laws and the investigation and hearing as to the rights of 
such Chinese and immigrants to admission into the United States. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment which was passed over 
is on page 67, in relation to the “settlement of certain State 
claims.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 67, after line 15, the Committee on 
Appropriations reported an amendment to insert: 

SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Attorney- 
General are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compromise, adjust, 
and finally settle with the governors, respectively, of the States herein 
named, or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of 
said several States to act in their behalf in making the several settlements 
herein provided for, such settlements to be made upon such terms and con- 
ditions as to them may seem just and equitable, subject to approval by 
Congress as hereinafter provided, and said compromises, adjustments, and 
settlements to be made by said Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, 
and Attorney-General with the following States, namely: Virginia, Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, and New York, for and on account of advances and ex- 
yenditures made by said States in the war of 1812 with Great Britain now in 
Stapetes with the State of South Carolina for and on account of advances and 
expenditures made by said State in the war of 1812 with Great Britain, now in 
dispute, and also on account of money expended by said State for military 
purposes in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, now in dispute, and as 
against Virginia and South Carolina the claims of the United States on ac- 
count of principal and interest of the unpaid bonas of said States, respec- 
tively, due to the United States and held in its own right or in trust by the 
United States; and with the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for 
and on account of advances and expenditures made by said States in the war 
of the rebellion and claimed to be due them, being the claims and demands 
made by said States of California, Oregon, and Nevada and now on file and 
particularly described and mentioned in Senate Report No. 544, part 2, sec- 
ond session, Fifty-fifth Congress. And any compromise or settlement they 
may make with the said States, respectively, shall be fully reported to Con- 
gress foritsfuture further action, stating the amounts, if any, which should be 
paid by the United States to any of said States and the amounts, if any, which 
should be paid by any of said States to the United States. And the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby directed to suspend until further action of 
Congress any act or proceeding which he has taken under provisions of sec- 
tion 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled ““An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for ex- 
penses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise and organize 
and supply and eguip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the exist- 
ing war with Spain,’” as respects the States of Virginia and South Carolina. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the am®@ndment which I send tothe 
desk, to come in after the word ‘‘ States,” in line 2, on page 69. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

Yhe Secretary. After the word “States,” in line 2, on page 
69, in the amendment of the committee, it is proposed to insert: 

And the States of Nebraska and South Dakota for and on account of ex- 

enditures made by said States in suppressing the outbreak of the Sioux In- 
ians of South Dakota in 1890 and isd. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 
That is all I wish to say. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. 
ment to the amendment. 

The amegdment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make the point of order against 
whole amendment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
point of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This legislation is very general in i! 
acter in almost every line of it. It authorizes and empowo?e: 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Att 
General to adjust claims of States. It seems to me it ¢ 
very broad field of general legislation, if anything can pos 
general legislation on an appropriation bill. It has no x 
whatever to appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
anything to say? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am not familiar wi 
rules, though I have seen them enforced a good man, 
against me. Whatever may be the rule of the Senate, as | 
amendment I desire to say that this was the best solution th 
Committee on Appropriations could propose as to a large nu 
of amendments relating to the settlement of the claims. 
several States named. It was impossible for the Commit 
Appropriations to go into details and make appropriatio 
any one of those claims and do justice, perhaps, to the ( 
ment and to the States involved. We have only included 
amendment provisions relative to claims of States arisin 
the war of 1812 and out of the war of the rebellion, wh 
claims are in one way and another settled or attempted to | 
tled by the various accounting officers of the Treasury. 

As to Virginia and South Carolina, the committee, I ly 
was unanimously of the opinion that under thecircumsta: 
rounding the claims of those States they ought to be settled i: 
form in this bill. Last year, on the 3d of March, 1899, the: 
put into a conference report on a bill relating to the sett!en 
accounts of States as to the war with Spain a provision d ng 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sue the States of Virginia and 
South Carolina, although those States were not specifically n1 
on account of certain Indian trustfunds. Those two States 
that they are entitled to the payment of a considerable sum «1 
ing out of the settlement of claims during the war of 1812 on t 
basis that has hitherto been applied to the States of Maryland 
Massachusetts, Maine, and, I believe, one or twoother States. 
rounding the situation of those claims the committee belic 
I believe that those suits ought not to have been commenced 
prosecuted against those States. 

I believe that some responsible person or persons should t: 
the claims arising out of the war of 1812, and as tothe $ 
South Carolina out of the war with the Seminoles, adjust | 
claims, and allow them to be made an offset against the claims of 
trust bonds held by the United States against the States o! Vir- 
ginia and South Carolina. 

As to the States of Nevada, California, and Oregon, those : 
have just claims, the extent of which we were not able to m 
in the committee, not having the time nor the opportunity | 
into the details of those claims; but we know that they have just 
claims arising out of expenditures made between 1860 and |>b4, 
during the period of the civil war, and that those claims have 
been adjusted and settled as to a great many other States i1 
Union. Therefore we thought justice required that we 5! 
put those claims in the way of settlement and adjustment : 
vided for in this amendment. 

I objected to the claims of the States of Nebraska and South 
Dakota for the reason that those claims are not in a situat! 
be adjusted by documentary evidence and statements to be 
in the Departments of the Government, but would require in !! 
adjustment perhaps further testimony to be taken as to the « 
of the losses incurred. ; 

So, Mr. President, 1 hope the Senator from South Dakota wil 
allow these claims, where they are claims of States again: 
United States and claims of the United States against those ~ 
to be considered by the Secretary of the Treasury and th: 
tary of War and the Attorney-General. 

It may be that there is in this amendment some phr: 
lurking somewhere that makes it liable to a point of order; 
view of the legislation of last year, in view of the fact that 1" | 
put in on a conference report, I think it is due to the States | 
named, especially to Virginia and South Carolina, that this») 
ment should be agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair isready to rule. 
if there be no objection the Senator from South Carolina w 


recognized. arr 
Will the Chair rule or will he submit 11's 


The question is on the; 


The Senator will st: 


Has the Senator from 


| be 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
matter to the Senate for its own decision? a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair always regards it 
as his duty to rule rather than to submit a question to the Seva'% 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Then, in order to get all the facts before the 
Senate and before the country, I will ask the indulgence of the 
Senate while I give some statements, backed up by official docu- 
ments, to show just why the Senator from South Dakota, because 
he can not get a claim which he is pressing from his own State 


1900. 





inserted in this bill, ought not, as a matter of equity and of pro- | 


priety—if so strong a term may be used—to bar other States that 
are differently situated. . 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a document issued by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, October term, 1899, United States 
of America, plaintiff, vs. The State of South Carolina, defendant: 
In the Supreme Court of the United States. October term, 1899. The United 

States of America, plaintiff, vs. The State of South Carolina, defendant. 

No.—. Original. otion. 

Now come the United States of America, by the Attorney-General thereof, 
and moves for leave to institute an action in this court against the State of 
South Carolina upon the cause of action specified in the declaration hereto 
attached, and further moves the court to issue summons herein. 

JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 
JOHN K. RICHARDS, 
Solicitor-General. 
GEORGE HINES GORMAN, 
Special Attorney. 





In the Supreme Court of the United States. October term, 1899. The United 
States of America, plaintiff, vs. The State of South Carolina, defendant. 
No.—. Original. 

District oF COLUMBIA, 

County of Washington, ss: 

The United States of America, the plaintiff in this action, by John W. 
Griggs, the Attorney-General thereof, complains of the State of South Caro- 
lina, the defendant herein, which has been summoned to answer the said 
plaintiff in an action of debt; and thereupon the said plaintiff demands of 
the said defendant the sum of $248,750, good and lawful money of the United 
States of arate, which the said defendant owes to and detains from the 
said plaintiff. 

For that heretofore, to wit, upon the Ist day of January, in the year of 
our Lord 1856, by its certain 125 writings obligatory, sealed with its seal and 
duly issued under and by virtue of a statute of the said defendant, the said 
State of South Carolina, passed and ratified on the 19th day of December, in 
the year of our Lord 1855, known as coupon bonds, now here shown unto the 
court, of each of which the following, in all things material, is a true copy, 
to wit: 

Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, 

State of South Carolina; 


The State of South Carolina will pay to L. D. Ashmore or bearer $1,000, with 
interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annum, payable semiannually 
on the Ist days of January and July, on the presentation of the proper cou- 
pons for the same hereto annexed, at the State treasury office in Charleston, 
where the principal sum will also be paid on the surrender of this bond on 
the lst day of January, in the year 188], and not before without the consent 
of the holder of this bond, which is issued in pursuance of an act of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of South Carolina ratified on the 19th day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1855. 

in witness whereof the governor of the State has hereunto subscribed his 
name and caused the seal of the State to be hereunto affixed the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1856, 

By the governor. 

T. H. ADAMS, 
Governor, 
IL PATTERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


L D. ASHMORE, 
Comptroller-General. 


Countersiged by— 
State of 
[SEAL } 
South Carolina, 
Whereby the said defendant acknowledged itself to be held and firmly 
bound unto the plaintiff in the principal sum of $125,000, payable at the said 
treasury officein the city of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, on the 
Ist day of January, A. D. 1831, and in the sum of $123,750, interest on said 
pao sum at the rate of 6 per cent per annum, payable semiannually on the 
st days of January and July of each year, from the date of said bond until 
the maturity thereof, likewise payable at the office of the State treasury, in 
the city of Charleston and the State of South Carolina, as witness its certain 
4,125 writings obligatory, each for the sum of $30, and attached to the said 
bonds, known as coupons. And whereas the said plaintiff at the dates when 
said bonds © due, as aforesaid, and upon the several dates when said 
coupons became due as aforesaid, duly demanded of the said defendant 
the suid sum of ~_——, yet the said defendant hath not paid the same to the 
plaintiff, either in whole or in part, but so to do hath wholly neglected and 
refused, and still doth neglect and refuse, to the damage of the plaintiff in 
the sum of $50,000, and therefore they bring this suit. 
JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 
JOHN K. RICHARDS, 
Solicitor-General. 
GEORGE HINES GORMAN, 
Special Attorney. 


Mr. President, the State of South Carolina does not deny that 
she owes the United States this money. The debt arose in this 


way: In 1858 the United States had some money to invest and was | 


looking around for first-class securities. It bought $125,000 of 

South Carolina State bonds, which have been held in the Treas- 

ury ever since. Those bonds bear 6 per cent interest. The prin- 

cipal was due in 1882. The principal and the interest of the 

ae up to the date of maturity amounted to the sum mentioned 
‘is plea, 

Without going any further back than the year 1812—because 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was unwilling that such 
old claims should be brought forward at this time—I will state 
that under a resolution passed by this body instructing the Sec- 
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| retary of the Treasury to make report in regard to the claim of 





i 


South Carolina for money expended in the war of 1812, I have in 
my han@ a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in which the 
claim stated is adjusted exactly on the basis of the claims of the 
State of Maryland, the State of Maine, and the State of Massachu- 
setts, which I will ask to have printed in the Recorp, as showi! 


| what the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States hi if 
declares to be due South Carolina on that claim. 
I have also a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in re- 
| sponse to another resolution in regard to the claim of the State 
for money expended by it in the Seminole war of 1836, 1837, l 
1838, 
I have still further a letter of the Secretary of the Trea n 


response to a resolution instructing him to adjust the account of 
the State with the United States on account of both of these wars, 
the claims arising out of them. and the bonds which the State 
owes and toreport to the Senate theamount due tothe State after 
a balance had been struck. In that report the Secretary of the 
Treasury says that to pay the bonds of the State in full at their 
maturity in 1882, and calculating interest on the balance due tho 
State since then, the United States now owes the State of South 
Carolina about $178,000, 

Mr. President, my State occupies or has occupied a very pecul- 
iar position. Since 1860 it has been the butt of sectional hatred 
and of the animosities growing out of the war, owing to the fa 
that South Carolina led in that unfortunate effort at mn. 
There has not been a day since 1850 when South Carolina could 
get a day in court in this Congress at either end of the Capitol; 
and it seems that now, when we are sued in the Supreme Court, 
we are denied an accounting by the officers of the United States 
to determine whether or not our State owes the National Govern- 
ment or whether the National Government owes us. 

According to the reports which I have submitted here, which 
will be printed, it is shown that instead of South Carolina owing 
the United States anything, the United States owes South Caro- 
lina; she is suing South Carolina; and yet there are Senators here 
who refuse to allow the officers of the Government to simply ex- 
amine these accounts and report authoritatively at the next session 
of Congress what is a fair, proper, and just legal settlement, and 
then let Congress decide whether or not it will pay these debt 

There are other claims of the State, going back to the Revolu- 
tionary war and claims growing out of the Mexican war, which 
are not pressed here. We aresimply trying to get an adjustment 
of the claims growing out of the war of 1812 and of the Seminole 
war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, Iwill present the other claims in due 
time, but now I only want an adjustment of those matters about 
which there is no dispute. 

The balance of the papers in the case are printed in a pamphlet 
which I shall ask to have published in the Recorp in full, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

[Senate Document No. 320, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 
ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND SOUTH CAROLINA. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, April #8, 1900, 


secess) 


Srk: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the resolution the 
Senate of the United States dated April 17, 1900, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, dir l 
toadjust the accounts between the United States and the State of South Caro- 
lina on the following basis, and report what amount will be due said State 
June 30, 1900: 

* First. Take the amount due the State of South Carolina on July 19, 1832 


ty 
for moneys expended in the war of 1812, as shown in a letter from the Sect 
tary of the Treasury of January 9, 1900; calculate the interest on same to 
date of the maturity of the bonds of South Carolina held by him as custodian 
of the Indian trust fund, to wit, January 1. 188]; deduct the amount due by 
the State, principal and interest, on bonds from the amount due the State by 
the United States, and caleulate interest on balance to June 30, 1900, thus 
showing the amount, principal and integest, due the State at that date 

* Second, Add to this amount the sul! due the State of South Carolina for 
moneys expended in the war of 1836 and 1837, as shown by the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, February 20, 1900, calculating the interest on said 
amount up to June 30, 1900.” 

In reply thereto I have the honor to report as follows: 
Amount due the State of South Carolina, July 19, 1832, for moneys 

expended in the war of 1812, as shown in the report of the Auditor 

for War Department of January 9, 1900, transmitted to the Sen- 

ate by the Secretary of the Treasury January 15, 1900 (Senate 


Document N6. 232, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session) --- $77, 028.02 
Interest thereon, at 6 per cent, from July 19, 1532, toJanuary 1, 158), 
the date of maturity of South Carolina bonds owned by the United 
States (formerly in the Indian trust fund) ..................-..--. 223,910.96 
300, 938. 98 
Deduct: : 
Principal of bonds of South Carolina, matured January 
1, 1881, owned by the United States.................. 125, 000 
And interest due thereon to January 1, 1881.......... - 123,750 
o- - 248,750.00 
Balance due January 1, 1861 .............-~-....--.2 222202 --ceeeee 52, 188. 98 
Add interest on balance from January |, 1881, to June 30, 1900 ...... 61, 061. 11 
113, 250. 0 
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Add interest to June 30, 1909. on claims of the State on account of 
Florida war, paid June 8, 1854,and September 30, 1855, in the sums 
of $17.786.05 and $1,583, respectively, on basis of report of Auditor 
for War Department of February 19, 1900, transmitted to the Sen- 
ate by the Secretary of the Treasury February 20, 1900 (Senate 
Document No. 190, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session), as follows: 

Interest 
On $17,736.05 from July 1, 1839, to June 8, 1854...... $15, 942. 
On $1,583 from July 1, 1859, to September 30, 1855... 1, 43. 
Taking these amounts as a principal, the interest 
thereon to June 30, 1900, is as follows: 
On $15,942.23 from June 8, 1854, to June 30, 1900. . 
On $1,543.42 from Septem ber 30, 1855, to June 30, 1900 


23 


42 


44, 058. 21 
4,144.18 
— $65, 688. 04 
Total due the State June 30, 1900, as called for in Senate 
resolution of April 17, 1900 
Respectfully, 


178, 938. 13 


L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


[Senate Document No. 222, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 

PROPOSED ADJUSTMENT OF THE ACCOUNT OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CARO- 

LINA WITH THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY ON ACCOUNT OF BONDS 

HELD BY HIM AS CUSTODIAN OF THE INDIAN TRUST FUND, AND CLAIMS 

OF THAT STATE FOR MONEYS EXPENDED IN THE WARS OF 1812 AND 1836. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Waehington, D. C., February 10, 1900. 

Sir: Referring to Department letter of November 8, 1899, upon the sub- 
ject of the indebtedness of the State of South Carolina to the United States, 
J now have the honor to inclose for your information copy of a communica- 
tion addressed by the Department this day to the Attorney-General of the 
United States for consideration. 

A copy of a communication of W. H. Timmerman, State treasurer, to this 
Department, of November 16, 1800, has also been referred to the Attorney- 


General. 
Respectfully, Oo. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 
The GOVERNOR OF SouTse CAROLINA, 
Columbia, S. C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1900. 


Srr: I have the honor to invite your attention to section 4 of the act of 
March 3, 1899 (30 Stat., page 1356), which reads as follows: 

“Sec. 4. Thatthe expenses incurred by the governors of States in carry- 
ing oat the previsions of this act shall be paid to them, notwithstanding any 
unsettled accounts, claims, or indebtedness of the United States against 
their States, and without prejudice to such unsettled accounts: Provided, 
That when such unsettled account is caused by a default in payment of 
prin ipal or interest on any bonds or stock issued or guaranteed by any 
State, the ownership of which is vested in the United States, the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to institute 
any act or proceeding which he may consider advisable against such State, 
or its representative, to secure the payment of the principal and interest of 
said bonds or stocks.” * * * 

Under the proviso in this section, demand was made by this Department, 
November 8, 1890, upon the State of South Carolina for payment of the in- 
debtedness of the State to the United States on account of State stocks due 
and unpaid, amounting to $248,750, as follows: 


State stocks due and unpaid ............ 2.2.20 .-e- eens eccee apapeeibhatceda $125, 000 
Interest thereon. ........... 23,750 


Dobsd .icessis 248, 750 


Payment not having been made by the State, the case is herewith referred 
to the Attorney-General for such action as may be necessary to secure liqui- 
dation of the indebtedness. 

Copy of statement of the Treasurer of the United States, showing the in- 
debiedness on State stock account, and copy of letter from this Department 
to the governor of South Carolina, dated Wovember 8, 1899, are inclosed for 


your information. 
Respectfully, 0. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 8, 1899. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to invite your attention to section 4 of the act of 
Congress approved March 8, 1899 (30 Stats., page 1356), entitled “An act to 
amend an act to reimburse the governors of States and Territories for ex- 
penses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise and organize 
and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the United States in the exist- 
ing war with Spain,” ete., as followg; 

“Sno. 4. That the expenses incurta by the governors of Statesin carrying 
out the provisions of this act shall be paid to them, notwithstanding any 
unsettied accounts, claims, or indebtedness of the United States against their 
States, and without prejudice to such unsettled accounts: Provided, That 
when such unsettled account is caused by a default in payment of principal 
or interest on any bonds or stocks issued or guaranteed by any‘State, the 
ownership ef which is vested in the United States, the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to institute any act 
or proceeding which be may consider advisable against such State or its 
representatives to secure the payment of the principal and interest of said 
bonds or stocks.” * * * 

i inclose herewith a statement of the matured South Carolina State stocks, 
due and unpaid, belonging to the United States, amounting to $125,000, with 
coupons attached for $123,750, a total of $248,750. 

in pursuance of the foregoing provision of law, I have now to request pay- 
ment of the indebtedness of the State of South Carolina to the United States, 
as shown by the inclosed statement. 

Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, 
Secretary. 
Hon. WiLtiaM HF. ELLEree, 
Governor of South Carolina, Columbia, S. C. 


STATEMENT OF FAOTS IN REGARD TO THE CLAIM OF THE STATE OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA FOR MONEYS EXPENDED DURING THE WAR OF 1812. 

he claim of the State of South Carolina against the Government of the 

United States for moneys expended by said State in defense of the National 

Government during the war of 1812 with Great Britain has been pending a 
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settlement since July, 1814. 


proper departments of the Government for the adjustment of her c! 


which resulted from her disbursements for national defense. In those ap 
cations she has, in a great measure, been unsuccessful, and a large port 

her accounts remain unsettled which can not be adjusted other than by ¢} 
intervention of Congress. The State has, therefore, determined to bring t! 


of 


May 29, 


The State has made continual application at + 


subject before that body, relying with confidence on being refunded 
money which she advanced at the hour of the country’s utmost need 


At the time, and for along time after, the war o 


1812 was declared ¢} 


State of South Carolina was nearly destitute of all means of defense, ex. 


such as were furnished by the State herself. 
bor of Charleston there were no fortifications, and even there the forts w, 


in 


States had not provided, and it appears were unable to 
non balls, muskets, and the material essential to de 
The National Government was unable to supply arms and amm) 


m 


yint. 


With the exception of the 


bad condition and unprovided with the munitions of war. The Uy 


tion adequate to the defense of the seacoast, having no muskets to put 


the hands of the militia called out for that purpose, and being unable t 
nish the peony 


t 


funds to maintain the troops in actual service of 


provide. powder ‘ 
end that import 


} 
i 


United States. The State of South Carolina found herself called up: 


supply those deficiencies. 


Being faithful to her own honor, and zeal: 


the discharge of her duty as a member of the Union, she did not hesitat, 


the course to be pursued in such an emergency, and her legislature 


i 


mously 

“Resolved, Cordially to support the General Government in the vigo: 
prosecution of the war until a peace could be obtained on honorable t: 
and cheerfully submit to every privation that might be required to a 
plish that great object.” 


In the spirit of that resolution the State of South Carolina proce 


establish manufactories of arms and of cannon balls, and made purchas: 


all the needed munitions of war. 


of 


She appropriated $500,000 for the def 
the seacoast; ordered a brigade of State troops to be enlisted, cloth: 


equipped, and at her own expense called out the militia from time totim: 


marched them to the various points menaced by the enemy. 


To tha 


tion of the militia actually mustered into the service of the United st 
the State of South Carolina furnished arms, and in some instances pr: 


, 


and blankets, and caused to be deposited in the arsenals at Charlesto : 


supplies of cannon balls for the defense of that harbor. 


The State w 


far as to advance, as her quota of the direct tax, a large sum of mone, 
before the tax was imposed by Congress, which was paid over to Ger 
Pinckney and applied to the support of the troops in the service of the U: 


States. 


In making these expenditures under the superintendence of + 


officers (all of whom were necessarily without experience) it of cours 
pened that the rules prescribed by the United States on such subjects w: 


often overlooked or violated. 


under the circumstances in which the State was placed, could not have | 


strictly adhered to. 


S 


In this patriotic course of conduct the State of 


Carolina steadily persevered up to the conclusion of peace. 


At the termination of hostilities the State made up her accounts and 


an agent to Washington to have a settlement with the United States. | 
expenditures by the State for military purposes, during the war, were 
exclusively by the State, and remuneration therefor has not been aske« 


demanded of the United States. 
portion of her expenditures which she supposed might not have been ;) 
erly charged to the United States, and charged the Federal Government { 
only the items which the Government was clearly bound to sup 
which oy 


the Unitec 


The State took entirely upon herse 


had altogether failed tofurnish. Of the claims presente 
States large.sums were rejected. 


The total amount of the items rejected was $105,771.76. Many of the it 


disallowed are of small amount, but larger items have been disallowed 


for want of peer vouchers, but from their bein 
eo 


charges under the rules of the War Department; therefore redress can « 


considered inadmi: 


be obtained from an act of Congress. 


The following is a summary of the claims of the State of South Ca: 


against the United States as presented in 1822: 


so advanced having been drawn out of the bank of the State of South Ca: 


First. Interest on advances to the United States during the war, th 


lina from a fund then drawing an average interest of about 12 per cen! 
interest was lost by the State, though only 6 per cent is now claimed 


United States, who have disposed of them as their own. — uc 
been adjusted at the proper Department, and the question is, if the st 
shall be paid in arms or in money. 


Second. Arms, purchased by the State at about $17, eee ened t 
lis acct 


The State is willing to receive pay: 


at $12 a stand, and this can be made without costing the Government a d 


by merely keepin 


Third. Cannan balls manufactured by the State, in consequence of no 


lies being furnished by the United States, and essential to aid them i: 
ense of Charleston; rejected by the United States after the peace, in 


quence of their not being exactly conformable to the standard pres«: 


after they were mad 


e. 
Fourth. Blankets, furnished to a small portion of the militia in the act 


service of the United States, in consequence of their entire destitution. ' 
men only were furnished who were totally destitute. 


Fifth. Transportation; no more wagons were ever used than the sit 


of the troops rendered absolutely necessary, but in the settlement 


claims only 8 have been allowed to an 


regiment of 1,000 men. 


for the number actually paid for by the State, and without which the t 
could not have been marched to the place of rendezvous. 


Sixth. Commissionsand other compensation necessarily paid by th: 


to the commissary-general, paymaster-general, and other heads of 
ments, under whom these expenditures were made, all of which are i 
because these officers were not considered in the service of the United > 


Seventh. There are various other items included in the claim, most 


small amounts, which should be adjusted with the officers of the pro): 
partment. 


first session Twentieth Congress, page 79, 


(For the statement of the total amount rejected, see House Report N 


of January 13, 1827, from Peter Hagner, Auditor of the Treasury I Jepart! 
to Alexander Speer, er eee of the State of South Carolin 


(For the statement showing the foregoing summary of the clair 


House Report No. 24, first session Twentieth Congress, page 56. ) 


Only a portion (it is believed less than half) of the amount actual!) 


xended by the State for military defense during the war has been claim 
he United States, and this claim has been confined to troops actua! 


furnish. 


Of the amount claimed, a large sum has been rejected for irregula 


and want of vouchers in addition, for the reasons stated. 


The State made these advances to the Federal Government inconseque! 
of being given to understand that the means of the 
were inadequate, and under a resolution unanimously pass 
ture to aid the Government to the whole extent of the resour¢ 
and to look to a period 


of her claims. 


of peace for the settlement 
pages 85 and 86.) 


(For these statements see same report as above, 


ily 


In many cases the rules were unknown, a 


thearmsin lieu of having thesame number manufactu! 


The clair 


being a communication under « 


Pagait 


I 


ceived into the service of the United States, or recognized by them, ani ! 
avis furnished to supply what the United States did not and could 


rit 


Federal Governm:«' 
ed by the legis 
ses of the Stat 











1900. 


We come now to the amount that the United States allowed and paid the 
State, and the following statement will show the aggregate amount so paid 
the State and date of same: 


The aggregate allowed as duly expended for the United States 
and which was paid the State was...............-.-.-------.--.... S22, 042.53 


And paid as follows: 





July 31, 1814 .---------- - +0020 eee nee cere eens ene e nnn e eens ee neeeeeneenee 3,081.70 
July 31, 1814 ...-----+----+-------- eee ee rere ree 552. 68 
October 24, Di wodbew edncee S0ncceccness cc ccc coccce cosece encece coceccee 114, 000. 00 
October 80, 1821.......--------- Se nnn cocces cocenc cece ce teccencececccsces 15, 000. 00 
June 15, IBRZ. 2.222 ~ --- we none enn een n en een een eee eee eens cee e nner eee eee 26, 000. 00 
June 16, 1882. ~ ..--- ---000 nnn ne oo one ween wenn ee eee ee eee eee ene ceee 8, 000. 00 


Ordnance supplies 41, 625.08 
8 


July 19, 






omen © etre meee meee Hane ee eet wane 


232, 042. Be 


Interest OOS 6 OO oe OOS 06s OOO e OOH se Meee CBee sees OO eees See wees eeseesseeeess 135, 476. O4 
Rad Giwiked beaded sade sone cde sonncucecuss cnnsee soctee sbonse 357, 518. 57 


The above interest was allowed under the act of March 22, 1832, and this 
total amount represents the sum paid to the State. Thisstatement is taken 
from a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, under date of January 15, 
1900, being found in Senate Document No. 79, 


ot should be noted from the above statement that the first payment was 
made in July, 1814, the next payment was made seven years later, in 1821 and 
182, and the next was made in 1832; also that the United States treated the 
sums thus expeadet by the State of South Carolina as advances made and 
spent for the benefit of the National Government, and therefore a debt pay- 
able with interest, and accordingly made refund with interest. 

The rule by which the interest was calculated was to compute interest on 
the sum advanced by the State from the date of the advance to the time of 
the refund by the United States, deduct the sum refunded from the sum ad- 
vanced, and then compute the interest on the remainder, and so on until the 
final payment of the principal. In other words, the payments were applied, 
first, to the discharge of the principal, and, the principal being extinguished, 
then to the payment of accumulatedinterest. Against this mode of comput- 
ing interest the State formally protested, alleging that, in effect, it was a re- 
fusal upon the part of the United States to rafund the whole amount bor- 
rowed. (See Senate Document, second session Twentieth Congress, 1832-33. ) 

By an act of March 3, 1857, Congress directed a reexamination and read- 
justment of the account of the State of Maryland, and declared that in the 
calculation of interest the following rules should be observed, to wit: 

“Interest shall be calculated up to the time of any payment made. To 
this interest the payment shall be tirst applied, and if it exceeds the interest 
due, the balance ¢hall be applied to diminish the principal; if the payment 
falls short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the 
principal so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed on such 
sums only on which the State either paid interest or lost interest by the 
transfer of an interest-bearing fund.” (See Stat. L., volume 11, pages 229 and 
za.) 

By the readjustment of the account of the State of Maryland under the 
above act that State received an additional sum of $275,770.23. 

Congress by act of June 12, 1858 (see Stat. L., volume 11, page 326), enacted 
as follows: a 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be instructed to report to Congress at 
its next regular session all applications made by State authority of the States 
and cities for the reopening and reexamination of the settlements heretofore 
made with such States and cities, and upon the principle of readjustment 
upon which said claims are based, and the amounts thereof; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is further instructed to report to Congress at its next 
regular session the gross amount that will be required to pay such claims to 
the States and cities of the United States.” 

In obedience to the mandate of this act the Secretary of the Treasury re- 
ported at the next session of Congress, under date of December 15, 1258, as 

OlOWS: 

“The only application made by the constituted authorities of States or 
cities for the reopening and reexamination, as above, is from the State of 
South Carolina, referred by you to this office on the 19th of October last. It 
appears that the total amount expended by South Carolina for military stores 
for the use and benefit of the United States and on account of her militia 
during the war of 1812 was $232,722.20. This amount has been refunded in full. 
There has also been paid to the State of South Carolina as interest thereon 
the sum of $125,475.04, said payments having been made under an act of Con- 
gress ap roved March 2, 8 2 (volume 4, page 499, Stat.); and yet it would 
appear that the effect of reopening and readjusting the claim of South Caro- 
lina, computing upon the principle adopted in the case of the State of Mary- 
land, would be to find a balance due on October 31, 1831, of $78,996.41, and 
interest added upon that sum until October 31, 1858, would make an aggregate 
balance due the State of $202,230.90." (See House Executive Document No. 
35, second session Thirty-fifth Congress. ) 

On the 8th of July, 1870 (see Stat. L., volume 16, page 198), Congress passeaan 
act directing that the accounts between the United States and Massachusetts 
and Maine be reopened and readjusted with Maryland, and under this legis- 
Se a mere was paid to Massachusetts, for herself and Maine, the sum of 

1 Oe. le 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in a letter under date of January 15, 1900, 
states that the claim of South Carolina, computing the interest as in the case 
of Maryland, Massachusetts, and Maine, up to June 30, 1901, would amount to 
the sum of $395,692.98. 

_ There is no reason, resting in law or justice, why the State of South Caro- 
lina should not be treated precisely as Maryland, Massachusetts, and Maine 
were treated. The expenditures were made at the same time, for the same 
patriotic purpose, and the relation of the States to each other under the Con- 
stitution reqeree that as to reimbursement of principal and interest they 
shall be treated alike. 

Reference is asked to the acts of Congress authorizing payment of claims 
of States for interest on moneys expended for the use and benefit of the 


United States during the war of 1812, and attached hereto and marked as 
Exhibit A.” 


Exnuipit A, 
VIRGINIA, 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 132.] 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

{ America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the 
Nace Department be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
‘quidate and settle the claim of the State of Virginia against the United 
tates for interest ane loans or moneys borrowed and actually expended 


by her for 
Great tet the use benefit of the United States during the late war with 


tenn 2%. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of in- 
rest, as aforesaid, due to the State of Virginia, the following rules shall be 


rst session Fifty-sixth Con- | 
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understood as applicable to and governing the case, to wit: First, that inter 
est shall not be computed on any sum which Virginia has not expended for 
the use and benefit of the United States, asevidenced by the amount refunded 
or repaid to Virginia by the United States; second, that no interest shall be 
paid on any sum on which she has not paid interest; third, that when the 
principal, or any part of it, has been paid, or refunded by the United States, 
or money placed in the hands of Virginia for that purpose, the interest on 
the sum or sums so paid or refunded shall cease and rot be considered as 
chargeable to the United States any longer than up to the time of the repay- 
ment as aforesaid : 
Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That theamount of the interest, when as 
certained as! aforesaid. shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated “ 
Approved, March 3, 1825. 





MARYLAND. 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 161.] 
An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the State of Maryland 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
liquidate and settle the claim of the State of Maryland against the United 
States for interest upon loans on moneys borrowed and actually expended 
by her for the use and benefit of the United States during the late war with 
Great Britain. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, Thatin ascertaining the amount of interest, 
as aforesaid, due to the State of Maryland the following rules shall be under 
stood as applicable to and governing the case, to wit: First, that interest shall 
not be computed on any sum which Maryland has not expended for the use 
and benefit of the United States, as evidenced by the amount refunded or 
repaid to Maryland by the United States; second, that no interest shall be 
paid on any sum on which she has not paid interest; third, that when t! 
principal, or any part of it, has been paid or refunded by the United State 
or money placed in the hands of Maryland for that purpose, the interest on 
the sum or sums so paid or refunded shall cease and not be considered as 
chargeable to the United States any longer than up to the time of the repay 
ment, as aforesaid 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the amount of the interest, when 
ascertained, as aforesaid, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated 

Approved, May 13, 1826 

DELAWARE. 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 175.] 
An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the State of Delaware. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to 
liquidate and settle the claim of the State of Delaware against the United 
States, for interest upon loans or moneys borrowed, and actually expended 
by her, for the use and benefit of the United States during the late war with 
Great Britain. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of in 
terest as aforesaid, due to the State of Delaware, the following rules shall be 
understood as applicable to and governing the case, to wit: First, that inter- 
est shall not be computed on any sum which Delaware has not expended for 
the use and benefit of the United States,as evidenced by the amount re 
funded or repaid to Delaware by the United States; second, that no interest 
shall be paid on any sum on which she has not paid interest; third. that when 
the principal or any part of it has been paid or refunded by the United 
States, or money placed in the hands of Delaware for that purpose, the in 
terest on the sum or sums so paid or refunded shall cease and not be consid 
ered as chargeable to the United States any longer than up to the time of the 
repayment as aforesaid. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the amount of interest when ascer- 
tained as aforesaid shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Approved, May 20, 1826, 

BALTIMORE 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 177.] 

An act to authorize the payment of interest due to the city of Baltimore. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, authorized and di 
rected to liquidate and settle the claim of the city of Baltimore against the 
United States for interest upon money borrowed and actually expended by 
the city in its defense during the late war with Great Britain. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in ascertaining the amount of in 
terest due to the city of Baltimore, the following rules shall be adhered to, 
to wit: That interest shall be computed on any sum which the city of Balti 
more has not expended for the benefit of the United States, which sum shall 
be evidenced by the amount refunded or repaid to the city of Baltimore by 
the United States; that no interest shall be paid on any sum on which the 
city of Baltimore has not paid interest; and that when the principal, or any 
part of it, has been paid by the United States to the city of Baltimore, the 
interest on the sum so paid shall cease, and not be chargeable to the United 
States any longer than to the time of repayment. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the amount of the interest when 
ascertained as aforesaid shall be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, May 20, 1826. 

NEW YORK. 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 192.] 
An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the State of New York. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United 
ee ae America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby. authorized and directed 
to liquidate and settle the claim of the State of New York against the United 
States for interest upon loan upon moneys borrowed and actually expended 
by her forthe use and benefit of the United States during the late war with 
Great Britain. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of inter- 
est as aforesaid, due to the State of New York, the following rules shall be 
understvod as applicable to and governing the case, to wit: First, that inter 
est shali not be computed on any sum which New York has not expended for 
the use and benefit of the United States, as evidenced by the amount re 
funded or repaid to New York by the United States; second, that no interest 
shall be paid on any sum on which she has not paid interest; third, that when 
the principal, or any part of it, has been paid or refunded by the United 
States, or money placed in the hands of New York for that purpose, the in- 
terest on the sum or sums so paid or refunded shall cease and not be con- 
sidered as chargeable to the United States any longer than up to the tame of 
the repayment as aforesaid. 
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Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the amount of the interest, when 
escertained as aforesaid, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated 

Approved, May 22, 1826. 

PENNSYLVANTA. 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 240.] 

An act authorizing the payment of interest to the State of Pennsylvania. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

tmerica in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the 

sury Department be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to liqui- 

1d settle the claim of the State of Pennsylvania against the United 

for interest upon loans or moneys borrowed, and actually expended 

by he eS * the use and benefit of the United States during the late war with 
Great Britain. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of in- 
terest as aforesaid, due to the State of Pennsylvania, the following rules shall 
be understood as applicable to and governing the case, to wit: First, that in- 
terest shall not be computed on any sum which Pennsylvania has not expended 
for the use and benefit of the United States, as evidenced by the amount re- 
funded or repaid to Pennsylvania by the United States; second, that no in- 
terest shall be paid on any sum on which she has not paid interest; third, that 
when the principal, or any part of it, has been paid or refunded by the United 
States or money placed in the hands of Pennsylvania for that purpose, the 
interest on the sum or sums so placed or refunded shall cease aa not be con- 
sidered as chargeable to the United States any longer than up to the time of 
the repayment, as aforesaid. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the amount of interest, when ascer- 
tained as aforesaid, shall be paid outof any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1827. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
[See Stat. L., volume 4, page 499.] 


An act for the adjustment and settlement of the claims of the State of South 
Carolina against the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House'of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, euthoriacd and directed to fiquidate 
and settle the claim of the State of South Carolina against the United States 
for interest upon money actually expended by her for military stores for the 
use and benefit of the United States, and on account of her militia, whilst in 
the service of the United States, during the late war with Great Britain; the 
money so expended having been drawn by the State from a fund upon which 
she was then receiving interest. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of inter- 
est to be paid, as aforesaid, to the State of South Carolina, interest shall be 
comaenel upon sums expended by the State for the use and benefit of the 
United States, as aforesaid, and which have been or shall be repaid to South 
Carolina by the United States. 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the following claims of the State of 
South Carolina against the United States, which have been heretofore disal- 
lowed, in consequence of their not coming within the regulations of the Gov- 
ernment, shall be adjusted and settled. that is to say: 

First. The cost of certain cannon balls purchased or procured by the said 
State for her military defense during the late war, and rejected by the in- 
spection officers of the United States, in consequence of their not being con- 
formable to the standard fixed by the Department of War: Provided, That 
the balls so rejected shall belong to the United States. 

Second. The amount paid by the State of South Carolina for the transpor- 
tation of military stores, and of her troops, in the service of the United 
States, as aforesaid, or recognized by them as having been called out for 
that purpose, over and above the number of wagons allowed to each regi- 
ment in the Army of the United States. 

Third. The pay or compensation allowed by the said State tothe paymasrter 
and commissary-general, and other staff officers, whilst they were, respec- 
tively, employed in making or superintending disbursements for the militia 
in the service of the United States, as aforesaid. 

Fourth. The sum of $7,500, for blankets purchased by the State for the use 
of a portion of her militia whilst in the service of the United States. 

Fifth. The value of the present contract price of the muskets purchased 
or procured by the State of South Carolina for her militia during the late war 
when in the service of the United States: Provided, That the said muskets 
shall become the property of the United States: And provided also, That any 
part of the said amount may be received in arms at the present contract 
rice 
, Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the several items hereby allowed, 
and the amount of interest, as aforesaid, shall, when ascertained, be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 22, 1822. 

MARYLAND. 
[See Stat. L., volume 11, page 229.] 
An‘act making appropriations for certain civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858. 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, ane they are hereby, authorized and directed to reexamine 
the account between the United States and the State of Maryland, as the 
same was from time to time adjusted under the act passed on the 13th of May, 
1826, entitled “An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the State of 
Maryland,” and on such reexamination to assume the sum expended by the 
State of Maryland for the use and benefit of the United States, and the sums 
refunded and repaid by the United States to the said State, and the time of 
such payment as being correctly stated in the account as the same has here- 
tofore been passed at the Treasury Department; but in the calculation of in 
terest due under the act aforesaid the following rules shall be observed, to 
wit: Interest shall be calculated up to the time of any payment made. To 
this interest the payment shall be first applied; and if it exceed the interest 
due, the balance shall be applied to diminish the principal; if the payment fall 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the princi- 
val so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed the State of 
Maryland on such sums only on which the said State either paid interest or 
lost interest by the transfer of an interest-bearing fund. 

Seo. 13. And be it further enacted, That if, upon such reexamination of the 
account and application of the above rules, any money shall be found to be 
due to the State of Maryland, the same shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved March 3, 1857. 

Under this act Maryland received the additional sum of $275,770. 

MASSACHUSETTS AND MAINE. 
[See Stat. L., volume 16, page 197.] 
An act providing for refunding the interest paid by the State of Massachu- 
setts on money expended by her on account of the war of 1812 to 1815. 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representativ-> of the United States 
ef America in Congress assembled, That there be allowed on the claim of the 





State of Massachusetts, for interest paid by her on money expended by «aij 
State on account of the war with Great Britain in 1812 to 1515, the sum 
$678,562.41, in full of said claim; and whereas by an arrangement made by +}... 
said State of Massachusetts and the State of Maine, at the time of thei; 
aration, in 1820, the said State of Maine becomes the owner of one-th)j, 
this claim; and whereas both of said States have assigned their r: sp 
interests in said claim to the European and North American Railway ( 
pany of Maine, to aid said company in constructing its line of railwa 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay onc { 
part of the said claim of $678,362.41 to the State of Maine and the other ; 
thirds part thereof to the State of Massachusetts, by an issue to each 
States, for the use and benefit of said Europeanand North American 
Company, of an amount of United States certificates of indebtedness « 

its share in the whole sum allowed and to be paid; said certificates ¢ 
the denomination of $1,000 each, to be made and issued by the Seecre: 
the Treasury in such form, and signed, attested, and registered as | 
direct, and with or without interest warrants, as he may prefer. FE 
tificate to run five years from its date, to draw interest, payable sem) 
ally, at the rate of 4per cent, and to be payable, both principal and 
est, in lawful money of the United States, to be hereafter appropriat: 
provided by Congress. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the acceptance by the said Sta 
Massachusetts and Maine and the said European and North American | 
way Company of the amount hereby authorized to be paid to each : 
States for the use and benefit of said railway company shall be held a: 
garded as a full adjustment and payment of -— and all claims for int 
as aforesaid, and also a complete adjustment, liquidation, and payn 
any and all other claims of the said States of Massachusetts and Main: 
of said railway company, or either of them, against the United States | 
on account of any matters arising from any money expended by said St 
Massachusetts on account of the war with Great Britain in 1812 to | 
any interest thereon, or on accout of any matters arising out of or a 
from the treaty with Great Britain known as the treaty of Washin 
for or on account of any other matters which have been assigned by 
States of Massachusetts and Maine to said railway company. 

Approved July 8, 1870. 


ACCOUNT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in r 
resolution of the Senate of February 16, 1900, copy of the report of t 
tor forthe War Department relative to the account between th 
States and the State of South Carolina growing out of the clai) 
State for moneys expended by said State for military purposes in ti 
ida war of 1836 and 1837, 


FEBRUARY 23, 1900.—Laid on the table and ordered to be printed 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., Februar y 
‘ oe r: Iamin receipt of the resolution of the Senate of the 16th insta 
olows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di: 
reexamine the account between the United States and the State o 
Carolina growing out of the claim for moneys expended by said Stat 
military purposes in the Florida war of 1836 and 1837, and to report 
Senate of the United States as follows: 

“First. What amount was paid said State by the United States or 
claim; stating date of payments and under what acts of Congress said 
ments were made. 

“Second. What amount of interest would have been due said Stat: 
amounts paid June 8, 1454, and September 30, 1855, by the United States 
— - a and what amount of interest would be due on said a 

une 30, 1901."" 

ln reply thereto I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of the re) 
of the Auditor for the War Department, dated the 19th instant, cont 
the information @esired. 

Respectfully, Oo. L. SPAULDING 
Acting Seci 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMEN’ 
Washington, February 

Srr: Iam in receipt of your request of the 17th instant for a report 
inclosed copy of the Senate resolution of February 16, 1900, directing t 
retary of the Treasury to examine the account between the United > 
and the State of South Carolina, growing out of the claim for mon 
pended by said State for military purposes in the Florida war of 1836 an 
and to report to the Senate of the United States as follows: 

“First. What amount was paid said State by the United States or 
claim, stating the date of payments and under what acts of Congr: 
payments were made. 

“Second. What amount of interest would have been due said State « 
amounts paid June 8, 1854, and September 30, 1855, by the United Sta 
dates of payment, and what amount of interest would be due on said a 
June 30, 1901.” ; 

In reply I have the honor to inform you that the State of South Ca 
was reimbursed by the United States for expenses incurred for militar: 
»0ses in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, per Treasury settlem: 
5412, of June 8, 1854, in the sum of $17,786,05, and No. 8159, of Septem 
1855, in the sum of $1,583. These claims were settled and paid under : 
13 of the act of August 31, 1952 (10 Stat., 109). te 

The full amount claimed by the State was allowed and paid in ea 
but no interest was allowed thereon by said act. In many insta 
dates of the payments made by the State in the years 1538, 1839, and 
said account do not appear, but upon the limited data obtained I a 
July 1, 1889, as a fair approximate date upon which to begin the comp" 
of interest. I have computed the interest at the rate of 6 per cent pers 
upon the amount paid in each case from July 1, 1839, to include the da 
payments, as follows: 


On $17,786.05, from July 1, 1839, to June 8, 1854 

On $1,583, from July 1, 1839, to September 30, 1855 
Taking these amounts of interest as a principal, under section 2 of t! 

olution, I have computed interest thereon from dates of payment up to ” 


30, 1901, as follows: x os BA 
On $15,942.23, from June 8, 1854, to June 30, 1901. .....-.-.---------- : * 39 


On $1,543.42, from September 30, 1855, to June 30, 1901 .... ......------ 


ite Bi Rt aitinicctadcndsnewicdeesmanscecven Se emacs 
mee F. H. MORBIS, Auditor. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


) 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS IN REGARD TO THE CLAIM OF THE STATE OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA FOR MONEYS EXPENDED IN FLORIDA WAR OF 18%, 


The State of South Carolina received from the United States under the 
act of August31, 1852, the sum of $19,369.05, for moneys expended by said State 
for military purposes in the Florida war of 1836. Thissum was paid the State 
under section 15 of the above act, which is as follows: 

“Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to pay to the State of South Carolina, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise mg ye such sums of 
money as were paid by said State in 1838, 1839, and 1540 for services, losses, 
and damages sustained by her volunteers in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 
1838, while in the service of the United States, and on their return from said 
service, as were ascertained and allowed by a board of commissioners ap- 

»ointed for that purpose by an act of the legislature of said State in 1837: 
rovided, however, That no interest shall be allowed upon the moneys paid 
to the State of South Carolina under the provisions of this act.” 

In accordance with this law the State received, on June 14, 1854, the sum of 
$17,786.05, and on May 4, 1855, the sum of $1,583, making a total of $19,369.05, 
but no interest was allowed in the settlement. 

The policy of the United States to refund to the States interest on moneys 
expended by them in aid of the General Government for military purposes 
in time of war is well settled. It has been applied to all such expenditures 
by the States in aid of various Indian wars. See the following acts of Con- 
gress: 

. ALABAMA, 
[See Stat. L., volume 9, page 344.] 


An act authorizing the payment of interest upon the advances made by the 
State of Alabama for the use of the United States Government in the sup- 
pression of the Creek Indian hostilities of 1836 and 1837 in Alabama. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, directed to pay interest upon the advances made by the State 
of Alabama for the use of the United States Government in the suppression 
of hostilities by the Creek Indians in 1836 and 1837 at the rate of 6 per cent 
yer annum from the time of the advances until the principal sum was paid 
to the United States to the State of Alabama, and the sum so found to be 
due to said State be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. : be 

sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascertaining the amount of in- 
terest as aforesaid due to the State of Alabama, as aforesaid, the following 
rules shall govern: That interest shall not be computed on any sum which 
Alabama has not expended for the use and benefit of the United States, as 
evidenced by the amount refunded or repaid to the State of Alabama by the 
United States. Second, that no interest shall be paid on any sum on which 
the said State of Alabama did not either pay or lose interest as aforesaid. 

Approved, January 26, 1549. 

GEORGIA. 
[See Stat. L., volume 9, page 626.] 

An act to authorize the Secretary of War to allow the payment of interest to 
the State of Georgia for advances made for the use of the United States in 
the suppression of the hostilities of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee 
Indians in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to allow to the State of Georgia for advances made to the 
United States for the suppression of the hostilities of the Creeks, Seminole, 
and Cherokee indians in the years 1835, 1836, 1837, and 1838, interest at the rate 
of 6 percent per annum upon all sums allowed and paid to the State of 
Georgia, or that may hereafter be allowed and paid for any moneys advanced 
by the State for the purposes aforesaid, from the date of such advances until 
the principal sum or sums were or may be paid by the United States: Pro- 
vided, That no interest shall be paid on any sum on which the said State of 
Georgia did not either pay or lose interest. 

Approved, March 3, 1851. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
[See Stat. L., volume 10, page 1.] 
An act authorizing the payment of interest to the State of New Hampshire 


for advances made for the use and benefit of the United States in repelling 
invasion and suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream, in said State. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Second Auditor of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed toliquidate and settle theclaim 
of the State of New Hampshire against the United States for interest upon 
the military expenses incurred and actually expended by her for the protec- 
tion of the northeastern frontier of said State, and repelling invasion and 
suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream, in the county of Coos, in said 
State, in the years 1835, 1836, 1837; and the sum so found tobe due to said State 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: 
Provided, That said amount shall not exceed $6,000. , 

Sno. 2. Be it further enacted, Thatin ascertaining the amount of interest 
as aforesaid due to the State of New Hampshire, the following rules shall 
govern: First, that interest shall not be computed on any sum which New 

ampshire has not expended for the use and benetit of the United States, as 
evidenced by the amount refunded or repaid tothe State of New Hampshire. 
Second, that interest shall not be paid during any time on any sum larger 
than the sum the State was paying interest for at such time. 

Approy ed, January 27, 1852. 

CALIFORNIA. 
[See Stat. L., volume 10, page 582.] 


An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1855. 


Suc. 3. (9) And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to examine into and ascertain the amount 
of expenses incurred and now actually paid by the State of California in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities within the said State, prior to the Ist of Jan- 
tary, A. D, 1854, and that the amount of such expaqers, when so ascertained, 
be paid into the treasury of said State: Provided, That the sum so paid shall 
not exceed in amount the sum of $924,259.65, which amount is hereby appro- 
priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, August 5, 1 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regrets to say that 
he must sustain the point of order. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I appeal from the decision of the | 


Chair, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
enters an from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. D. Mr, President, I hone I may be indulged in a 
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statement of the peculiar attitude in which the State of Virginia 
will be placed by the legislation of the Federal Government if 
there can be no relief from a suit inadvertently ordered by Con- 
gress, 

With respect to the matter which Virginia desires settled here, 
I can give no better evidence of its validity than by saying that 





the Senate at this session has passed a bill upon that subject af- 
firming the validity of the claim; that twice before, since I have 
been a member of this body, a similar bill was passed, and once 
certainly, in the time of my predecessor, Hor. William Mahone, 
a similar bill was passed; and I have before me a record showing 
that a similar bill passed this body as far back as | 

There is no question amongst lawyers or amongst Senator 


oe 


as to 
the validity and the propriety of thisclaim. It is based upon prin- 
ciples of law which have been time and again over and over again 


recognized by the Government; and the difficulty of our situation 
arises from the fact that we can not get into court upon it, tha 
we can not secure from the tribunals of the country the remedy 
which we desire. 

The form in which the Appropriations Committee has submit- 
ted an amendment to this bill was not wholly satisfactory to us who 
are peculiarly the representatives of Virginia. We had asked a 
different amendment; but we believe the Appropriations Com- 
mittee was actuated by a sense of equity and justice, and would 
be gratified if the method which they have adopted for settlement 
should prevail. 

Here permit me to state that at the last session of Congress, on 
a bill which became public act No. 209, and which provided for 
the reimbursement to the States of their military expenses in the 
recent war with Spain, an amendment, containing in its body a 
provision represented by no bill in either House of Congr of 
which the representatives of the States which are concerned had 
no warning, was adopted. After Congress adjourned it was dis- 
covered by representatives of the State of Virginia and of other 
States similarly situated that buried in a bill which related to an 
entirely different matter was this provision directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury tosue these States. This action was effected 
by a conference committee. By whom it was suggested, or from 
what sources it emanated, we had no means of knowledge. 

But we do know that with respect to Commonwealths of the 
American Union, with whom the relations of the Federal Govern- 
ment should at all times be congenial and filled with the comities 
of life, a hostile measure was taken; and one of such character as 
closes the door to those States in making such defenses as would 
be admissible in any forum where suits between individuals pre- 
vail. Theamendment proposed by the Appropriations Committee 
is simply to open the door to both sides since it has been thrown 
open to one, and to allow the case to be determined without ex 
parte preadjudication. 

I feel sure, Mr. President, that the Senator from South Dakota, 
if he appreciated the attitude in which these States are thrown by 
his objection to the amendment, would not feel called upon by 
any sense of public duty, either to his own State or to the United 
States, to insist on his objection. I am sure that no one who rep- 
resents Virginia upon this floor now or who has ever represented 
it would take a different view. The State of Virginia is not here 
in any way opposing a remedy which he may desire for claims 
which he seeks, and she should not be made responsible, even if 
there were good grounds for responsibility, that his matter was 
not at this juncture treated like a matter of a totally different na- 
ture and of a nature which not only operates as matter of great 
hardship to her, but which puts Congress and the Federal Govern- 
ment in an attitude toward the State that no one who appreciates 
the dignity and the honor of this nation should desire to place it in. 

Upon being advised and hearing, after the adjournment of 
Congress, of.this suit being ordered against Virginia, 1 had the 
honor to address to the Secretary of the Treasury a letter, which 
I will not occupy the time of the Senate by reading, but which 
sets forth, as far as it could be discovered from the public records, 
the history of the mysterious amendment which was intruded into 
a conference report. I desire that the letter may be published as 


apart of my remarks. I should say in doing so that I desire to 
make no reflection upon any member of the committee that dealt 
with this matter, and especially would I becareful and particular 
in any language which [ might employ at this juncture, as the 


honorable Senator from Wyoming who presented the conference 
report on this floor is not present; but I am sure that that gentle- 
man could not have appreciated fully and realized the effect of 
that amendment, else he would have apprised this body of its 
nature and surely would have warned the Senators whose States 
were peculiarly affected by it. 
Lyncubura, VA., March 

DEAR Srp: In the closing days of the late Congress Public Act No. 209 was 
passed. Its original was a bill offered by Mr. FAtrBANkKs for the reimbu: 
ment to the States for certain expenses in the war with Spain. By the fourth 
section it is provided that the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to institute any act or proceeding which he may consider advisable 
against a State in default in the payment of any bonds or stocks issued or 
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narantied by the State the ownership of which is vested in the United 

tates. 

I write to express the hope that you will not deem it advisable to insti- 
tute any proceeding.against the State of Virginia on the $500,000 of bonds 
issued by that State and held by the United States. I have good reason to 
believe that Congress would not have authorized the insertion of this pro- 
vision in the reimbursement bill if it had known of its existence. It was not 
offered in either Houses; it was not considered by any of the regular commit- 
tees of either House. It was not known by either of the Virginia Senators, 
and, so far as lam advised, was unknown to the Virginia Representatives. 
it was not called to the attention of either the House or the Senate. Indeed, 
it was never debated or alluded to in either body. 

I have also good reason to believe that Congress would not have author- 
ized such proceeding without providing for a just and proper consideration 
of the offrets and equities which Virginia asserts against these bonds, some of 
which have been repeatedly recognized by both the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. So grave a matter as the suing of a State by the United 
States shonld command the deliberation and full attention of the body that 
considers it 

This provision of the reimbursement bill, so far from having been consid- 
ered by either the Senate or House, was certainly not even read in the House 
and appears not to have been read in the Senate. It is an independent pro- 
vision added to the reimbursement bill by the conference committees of the 
two Houses. 

This conference report was submitted to the Senate on March 1 by Mr. 
Warren, the chairman of the conference committee of the Senate. But it 
was not even read; instead of being read, it was ordered to be printed as a 
bill. Mr. WARREN, in submitting the report, did not call attention to the 
new-suit clause which had been interjected into it, but stated that the meas 
ure submitted was “about the same as passed by the Senate, but a little 
more liberal, using the text of the House.”’ On the next day he called up the 
report (the reading, as it appeared, having been previously dispensed with 
the day before), and it was agreed to without debate and without explana- 
tion in the Senate, nota word being said in that body respecting suits against 
the States. The report is printed in the Recorp of March 2, which did not 
appear until after the bill had passed. 

On March 1, Mr. Manon called up the conference report in the House. 
Its reading was dispensed with, and there was read instead the statement of 
the House conferees. That statement with respect to section 4 is simply 
this: ‘Section 4 was reconstructed so as to provide more definitely for the 
means of certifying up and settling accounts contracted but not paid.” (See 
RECORD, page 2870, Fifty-fiith Congress, third session.) Not a word being 
said about the provision which had been embodied in it about suing States, 
nor a word giving any notice with reference thereto. On the contrary, the 
statement by the committee as to the character of section 4 would seem to 
negative the idea that anew and important matter, undisclosed in the state- 
ment, had been inserted in it 

The bonds of Virginia held by the United States are those of old Virginia, 
which included West Virginia. The equitable obligation upon West Virginia 
to share in their payment was recognized by the act of Congress which cre- 
ated the new State and by its own constitution. Had Congress legislated 
with any knowledge of what it was doing on this subjegt it would certainly 
not bave ignored this fact. The offsets and agetian of the State of Virginia 
other than that arising out of the co-obligation of West Virginia I will not 
now go into; but I think it will be obvious to your mind from what I have 
already said that the provision which gives you authority, if you deem it ad- 
visable, to direct a suit against Virginia’'was passed without the knowledge 
of Congress in the pressing matters incident to the closing days of its session, 
and that there is nothing in the situation to require that you should act be- 
fore Congress reconvenes and an opportunity given for the full presentation 
of the subject and for its intelligent action thereon. 

l was in close attendance upon the sessions of the Senate at its day and 
night session, never absent a moment from my seat except when frequently 
called into the reception room to see delegations and parties who had public 
business with me, and to the committee rooms about pending matters. At 
some stage of the proceeding, when both I and my colleague were momen- 
ow | absent from the Chamber, the conference report, which was privi- 
leged matter, was called up and passed, and neither of us heard that a clause 
had been inserted in the bill which authorized a suit against our State until 
it was too late to do anything about it. 

I beg leave tosubmit to you, sir, that the State of Virginia, no less than any 
of her sistor States, is entitled to be treated with respect and consideration. 
I certainly should not myself feel at liberty to procure the passage of a meas- 
ure so seriously affecting _ State of this Union without duly notifying its 
representatives and seeing that they had Soave to be heard. 

I do not consider myself to blame for lack of knowledge as to the insertion 
of the clause referred to in the conference report, as I had nointimation from 
any Sunator that such action was contemplated; as there was nothing in the 
nature of the measure into which it was interjected to lead anyone to antici- 
pate itas an amendment thereto; as no such question bad arisen in the Senate 
or been submitted to conference, and as no report had been read in either 
House of Congress from which notice could be given, and as not a line was 
printed nor a word spoken in the Senate on the subject until it had acted 
upon it. 

A few years ago the Senate, on my motion, authorized such settlement of 
the bonds of Virginia, held by the United States, asthat State had made with 
certain other creditors; but the House did not concur. Several times since 
I have been a meinber of the body the Senate has, at my instance, passed a 
bill looking to the settlement of Virginia's accounts against the Federal, Gov- 
ernment. These and other matters should enter into the consideration of 
any measure contemplating litigation, and I now submit to your judgment, 
Just this statement and with all confidence, that you will do what is fairand 

ust. ‘ 

it is evident to my mind that some speculative interest is behind the 
movement, which has been so quietly and successfully engineered. to induce 
the United States to bring suit against Virginia and, perhaps, other States 
of this Union; but, whatever may be its power and influence, the relation of 
the States and the Federal Government, and the ty and good will which 
should ever characterize them, are a more weighty consideration to the pub- 
lic than the profit of a few speculators on the rise and fall of stocks. The 
State of Virginia, I feel assured, will always deal with the national authori- 
ties with the utmost respect and regard for the rights and the most courte- 
ous consideration, and this we have a right to expect in return from the 
National Legislature. 

Congress has unwittingly taken a rude and hasty step, but I hope and be- 
lieve that you will not deem it necessary to proceed further until that body 
has full opportunity, should it so please, to revise its course. 

Iam, sir, with great respect, very truly, yours, 
: JNO. W. DANIEL. 


Hon. LyMan J. GAGR, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


The claim of the State of Virginia is of a nature which surely 
will command the respectful attention of th*= body when it is 
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stated. In the war of 1812, when this Government was in sore 
need of funds, that State loaned this money to the Government 
and it has paid interest upon the money which it itself borrowed 
in order to sustain the Federal Government at that critical con- 
juncture. It is only for the return of that money, according to 
the judicial principles which control as to the payment of interest. 
that that State asks a hearing. 

I might also state, without apprehension that my remarks would 
not be received with respectful sympathy by this body, that it 
was the fortune of my State to suffer more from the terrible con- 
flict of war between 1861 and 1865 than any other State of the 
Federal Union. The great Commonwealth, which in order to 
build this Union had come forward in the Revolutionary perio 
and donated to it the territory which now composes five of j| 
great States, was the only one of the Commonwealths of t); 
Union which was cut in twain by the wild sword law of revoly 
tion. Iam not here to make complaint of anything which might 
be contemplated as the natural result of war. He who draws tho 
sword must take the law of the sword and abide its fortunes, }1: 
Iaddress myself to those who are now united in friendship and w! 
can not be indifferent, consistently with their honorable and wor 
thy and noble feelings, to the just cause of any State of this Union, 

We ask only that we may be heard, and for the honorable an‘ 
worthy purpose of sustaining the finances of our State govern 
ment and of doing that which may avail us to establish her creii: 
on as high a base as credit rests among men. There was a time 
in the history of this nation when the Federal Government wantei 
to borrow money and when foreign creditors said to her, ‘‘If Vi 
ginia will indorse your bonds we will lend you money.” That 
high conception of public honor and public credit exists in living 
Virginians as much as it existed in Virginians of the olden tin 
An immense debt was thrown upon us by the fortunes of war, 
which destroyed the public improvements to which it had been 
dedicated, and by the further fortunes of war was relegated to us the 
whole debt to deal with, while it set the new State apart unamena- 
ble to process unless by ourselves initiated. These are facts not 
to be taken in any partisan sense, but to be addressed to the equi- 
table judgment and to the fair and worthy consideration of the 
United States Senate. 

I hope that my honorable friend the Senator from South Da- 
kota will withdraw his objection to the amendment. I do not 
feel that he can subserve any good purpose, either for himself or 
for the attitude of the Federal Government, or for the interests of 
those who have, like himself, States to represent. I feel, Mr. Presi 
dent, that we speak for tardy justice, and that we speak under 
circumstances which should actuate those who represent this 
Government to be moved themselves to remove from the doorway 
of hearing any impediment which might lie in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
enters an appeal from the decision of the Chair. Thequestion be- 
fore the Senate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. What is the decision of the Chair? 
state it again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatthe amendment proposes 
general legislation and is subject to the point of order. 
we DANIEL. I withdraw my appeal from the decision of the 

nair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraws his appeal. 

Mr, ALLISON. I now call attention to page 76. 

Mr. STEWART. Before leaving this matter, inasmuch as the 
amendment has gone out, I desire to offer an amendment for Ne- 
vada alone, 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of the Senator from Nevada 
is not in order at this time, and I hope he will allow it to be passe 
over until we conclude the committee amendments, then to be 
called up. 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer the amendment whenever it wi!! 
suit the convenience of the chairman. 

Mr. ALLISON, | I call attention to page 76. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations on page 76 will be stated 

TheSecrerary. On page 76, beginning in line 1, it is propose 
to insert the following: 


Will the Chair 


The Senator from Virginia 


Mineral lands in Montana and Idaho: To complete the examination 8! 
classification of certain lands within the land grant and indemnity |: 
gazt limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the Helena 

issoula land districts in the State of Montana and in the Coeur d'Alene 
land district in the State of Idaho, with special reference to the mineral : 
nonmineral character of such lands, as authorized by the act of Februs! 
26, 1895 (28 Statutes, 683), namely: For the compensation of the cqnm 
sioners, not exceeding 15 in number, to be oa by the Preside*:t 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate,.such compensation not ' 
exceed $6 per day for each commissioner while actually engaged in the p! 
formance ot their duties, which amount shall include their transportat'o! 
and subsistence expenses: for the publication of monthly reports anc 
for the pegmens of such clerical‘help as in the opinion of the Commissione! 
of the General Land Office may be pocmoairy For the expeditious and eco- 
nomical prosecution of the work, $25,%v: wided, That hereafter each 
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commissioner shall act separately, and only one commissioner shall examine 
and report on any tract of land, and his examination and report shall have 


the same force and effect as if made by three commissioners, and under this | 


appropriation the entire work of examination and classification, including 
the publication of notices and all other expenses therewith connected, shail 
be completed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know the purpose of this 
amendment; what the object to be attained is. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an amendment intended to complete 
some surveys in the State of Montana, segregating mineral from 
agricultural lands. Some years ago there were 12 commissioners 
selected to examine and segregate these lands. These commis- 
sioners, | think, were occupied four or five years; and when the 
Committee on Appropriations presented the sundry civil bill last 
year, it provided that the terms of the commissioners should ex- 
pire the Ist day of October last, so that all those commissioners 
went out of office at that time, leaving a portion of the work un- 
done. The Senator from Montana believes that it is very impor- 
tant to the State that the commissioners as proposed in the bill 
should have opportunity to complete that work, and it is required 
to be completed within the appropriation provided for in this 
paragraph. ; ; 5 

Mr. WOLCOTT.. Task the Senator what the acreage is that 
the 15 commissioners are to examine? 

Mr. ALLISON. Several million acres. I have the documents 
about it, but they are not at hand at this moment. ‘There are 
several million acres, however, and we are assured by those in au- 
thority that if this provision is carried into effect it will complete 
this segregation of the mineral and agricultural lands. The Sena- 
tor from Montana is now in his seat; he is more familiar with this 
question tian Iam, and I have no doubt he will give the Senate 
proper assurances in respect to the details of the amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President. the work of classifying the 
lands within the limits of the Northern Pacific land grant resulted 
in a widespread and very earnest agitation throughout the State 
of Montana, ten or twelve years ago. That agitation resulted 
finally in legislation to be found in 28 Statutes at Large, ona 
bill providing for the classification of the mineral lands, to the 
end that they might be excluded from the operations of the grant. 
The miners of the State, and those engaged in prospecting for 
minerals, were in a constant state of apprehension lest the land 
upon which they were working, when upon odd-numbered sec- 
tions, might, through inadvertence, be patented to the railroad 
company even while the miners were operating on their mines. 

The original grant to that company excepted mineral lands from 
the operations of the grant, but made no provision for determin- 
ing the character of the land. This bill, passed in 1839, I believe, 
provided for the appointment of commissioners to examine and 
classify thelandsin three—yea, four—land districts covering a well- 
known mineral region. These commissioners proceeded with 
their work of classification, and in the main their work has proved 
entirely satisfactory. I believe, with one or two exceptions, the 
only appeals filed have been filed by the railroad company. The 
result has been the quieting of titles, the determination of the 
lands that were mineral, and the absolute exclusion of them from 
the operations of the grant. 

lt was expected last year that the work could be completed by 
the Ist of November, and the appropriation act, directory in its 
character, specified that the completion of the work should take 
place by November 1 or the last of October. In one land office the 
classification was completed. In three districts it remains incom- 


plete, the aggregate of land not examined being about 4,000,000 | 


acres, the three districts extending over a section of country about 
600 miles in length by 80 miles in width. 

The Department of the Interior, desiring this work to be com- 
pleted, recommended an appropriation aggregating $51,000 for 
the completion of the work this year. The Committee on Appro- 
priations, desirous of limiting the expense to the greatest possib!e 
extent, made an amendment which provided that instead of three 
commiSsioners passing upon each tract of land one commissioner 
should hereafter pass upon the land, classify it, and report it, thus 
increasing the working capacity of each commission by three. In 
other words, under this bill as at present framed the commission 
will do three times the amount of work that three commissioners 
did formerly, 

In view of the increased capacity of the commission for work, 
the appropriation was reduced one-half or more, making the 
amount $25,000. Iam satisfied that the commission can complete 
the work with the amount allowed forthe purpose. The law origi- 
naliy contemplated the examination and classification of all the 
lands within the grant. All of the lands have been examined and 
Classified except 4,000,000 acres. At some time these 4,000,000 





| 








there not a law providing for the examination and segregation of 
mineral land within the grant of these railroads? 

Mr. CARTER. I think the Senator from Colorado has the law. 
It will be found on page 683 of volume 2 of the Statutes at Large. 
This is an act approved February 26, 1895. and it is in pursuance 
of that and for the purpose of cairying its provisions into eftiect 
that this appropriation is made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know, but this appropriation is buried 
under a large amount of legislation, and the query with me was 


whether the appropriation would not be a'l that is necessary to 
carry out the provisions of the law. 

Mr. CARTER, Ithink there is much force in what the com 
mittee provided, to wit, that the classification might be made by 
a single individual just as well as by three persons. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is that the object of this change? 

My. CARTER. The object of the change istoincrease the work 


ing capacity of the commission. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Instead of having a commission, to let one 
individual segregate and decide? 

Mr. CARTER. To let one individual examine the land in each 
case. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
under existing law? 

Mr. CARTER. Under existing law we can have twelve com- 
missioners. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then this provides for fifteen? 

Mr. CARTER. There is an increase in the number, and there 
is @ provision which increases the working capacity of the com- 
mission. You get more work for the same amount of money. 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not understand that there are fifteen 
commisioners provided for here. 


How many commissioners can beavpointed 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then there is an increase of the number, 
Mr. WOLCOTT, Yes. 


Mr. ALLISON. But there is a diffusion of their operations, so 
as to enable them to get through the whole work, not acting as a 
commission but acting as individuals. 

Mr. CARTER. Fitteen individuals may be appointed and not 
to exceed fifteen, and it is desirable to appoint as many as can 
advantageously work, for the reason that a commissioner through 
out the summer will do a great deal more work each day than he 
can possibly do in the short days of the autumn; and work in the 
winter is quite impracticable. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. How many were employed last year? 

Mr. CARTER. Twelve were employed last year—3 in the 
Coeur d’Alene district, 3 in the Missoula district, 3 in the Helena 
district, and 3 in the Bozeman district. The Bozeman district 


| work has been completed; but the Department, in making the 


recommendation for an appropriation, suggested that it could 
work additional commissioners in the other districts, and thus 
complete the work more rapidly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
commiitee if this was estimated for by the Department? 

Mr. CARTER. It was estimated for by the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is estimated for in a different form; not in 
this form. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not in this form? 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimate suggested the renewal of these 
commissioners, which the Committee on Appropriations thought 


| would be unwise. 


Mr. CARTER. In a communication addressed to the Commit- 


| tee on Appropriations by the Secretary of the Interior. the esti- 


mate was fixed at $51,000, The committee concluded to subdivide 


| the work so as to make a less amount of money accomplish the 


same result and complete the task. So $25,000 is proposed to be 


| appropriated by the committee instead of $51,000, recommended 


by the Department. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the chairman why the 
committee did not see fit to put in the estimate in t®o bill instead 
of some new provision? 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason which I think operated upon mem- 
bers of the committee was chiefly their desire to see an und to it, 


| and we were assured that the form in which thisamendment now 


acres will, of course, be classified, and it is desirable that they be | 


classified now. In the handsof skillful men the work, I think, can 
be completed by the ist of November and at an expense not ex- 
ceeding the $25,000 here appropriated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 


is will secure the prompt closing out of this whole affair. The 
estimates sent to us by the Department provided for the renewal of 
these commissioners withont fixing any time when their services 
shou!d expire. So we provide here a different form and also pro- 
vide that this sum shall complete the work. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there any difficulty about the commis- 
sion heretofore doing its work? Was there anything before the 
committee on that subject? 

Mr. CARTER. The complaint was that the work had pro- 
ceeded too slowly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
should like to find out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Montana has the details and 


How much has been accomplished? I 


Under the existing law are not these lands being examined? Is | the documents on the subject. 
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Mr. CARTER. Originally there were about 16,000,000 acres of 
land involved, and all the land has been classified with the ex- 
ception of about 4,000,000 acres. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave no objection to an appropriation 
for these commissioners to continue this work, but 1 have objec- 
tion to the form of the amendment and the legislation which sur- 
rounds it. I especially object to the proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter each commissioner shall act separately, and only 
one commissioner shall examine and report on any tract of land, and his ex- 
amination and report shall have the same force and effect as if made by three 
commissioners, and under this appropriation the entire work of examination 
and classification, including the publication of notices and all other expenses 
therewith connected, shall be completed. 

It seems to me it is putting a great deal of power in the hands 
of one man. He has power to decide and pass upon a mineral 
vein or lode, and it may be of vast value; and if he decides that it 
is nonmineral, there is no appeal—— 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Or chance to question it, and the land is 
patented to the railroad company. 

Mr. CARTER. No. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, I mean there is no appeal in this way. 
These locations may be in remote localities. They may not have 
been discovered by a mining prospector. They may have been 
discovered by the commissioners whose duty it is to examine and 
classify. Of course if somebody were upon the land, if a pros- 
pector had discovered the vein, the commissioners could not de- 
cide and thereby foreclose him, and undoubtedly the prospector 
could go into court and have the question tested; but here is a 
vast region through which this land grant runs in the Rocky 
Mountains that is largely mineral. 1 do not think this grant 
ought to be enlarged by giving them that which the grant did not 
give—the mineral lands of that region. 

I do not believe we can be too careful in preventing this from 
being done. Therefore it seems to me we can well afford the ex- 
pense of having a board of commissioners to examine and pass 
upon these questions; and unless this paragraph is so amended, I 
shall insist upon a point of order against it as containing a large 
amount of general legislation. 
insist upon a point of order against the proviso, which is clearly 
legislation changing existing law. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, I am of opinion that the commit- 
tee will not expedite the work by placing one man, say, on each 
quarter section of land to determine whether it is mineral or non- 
mineral land. The land in many of these districts is mountain- 
ous, heavily covered with timber, and one man can not see any 
great distance from either side. 
heretofore. That has been therule which has prevailed heretofore. 
As they pass through a quarter section of land they can keep the 


work abreast of them, so that they do not have to cross and then | 


cross again, as one commissioner would have to do in many in- 
stances. I think it would prolong the work instead of expediting 
it to require one man to go on each quarter section of land to de- 
termine whether it is mineral or not mineral. 


If that point is overruled, I shall | 


Hence three have been employed | 


In my opinion, if | 
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we do not appropriate more than $25,000, application will be made | 


to Congress for another appropriation to continue this work, if 


the rule is carried out of having but one commissioner, traveling | 


alone, to determine the character of the land, 
Mr, WOLCOTT, Mr. President, I desire the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to this amendment. 


As to the character of the work to be done I know nothing, or as | 
to the necessity of the investigation to be made with respect to | 


the character of the land along the lines of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad. I assume, of course, that it is right that it should be 
done, and whatever the action of the Committee on Appropriations, 
as recommended by its chairman, my instinct is, of course, to 
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as to the character of the land, whether mineral or nonminer,] 
and upon their recommendations the railroad companies wer, 
bound. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Now, Mr. President, weare passingan amen(- 
ment here which provides for the appointment of 15 commiss 
ers (I suppose that is all right; the number should be increas: 
at $6 a day, and we are giving them authority to act singly (tlh. 
is no objection to that, as far asI know), to investigate these lan 
but they have not any of the powers that are given by the law. 
Their recommendation has no binding force and effect under 
amendment of the committee. The committee has not attem) 
or pretended to reenact the existing law that threw the safegu, 
about the appointments of these commissioners, that limited | 
powers and granted them powers and jurisdiction. You h 
here a roving, hazy commission which is to get $6 a day and ; 
port generally upon lands, and their report binds nobody. 

There is not a single phrase or sentence in this amendment that 
commits anybody to the reportof these commissioners. The 
on the other hand, ppemmenter provides that these people shal] 
take an oath and enter upon their duties and proceed to exam 
and classify the land. It describes how the testimony shail | 
filed; that the lands so classified shall be surveyed, and what sh./] 
be done with mining locations already made upon them. 
veyed land shall be first examined, and then unsurveyed land 
examined; that they shall make monthly reports; that they shall 
mail copies of them to the Secretary of the Interior; that they s)iall 
hear protests, provide for appeals, provide for the entry and « 
sification of lands as they report on them. 

I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria 
tions whether the existing law of 1895 has the slightest apyplica- 
bility to the amendment which is here reported? 

Mr. ALLISON, This amendment was prepared by the Senat 
from Montana. As I understand it, it especially refers to th 
of February 26, 1895. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Only, Mr. President, it says that they shall 
be appointed with reference to the mineral and nonmineral char- 
acter of lands as contemplated by thatact. I will ask the Senator 
to point out where that law is applicable? 

Mr. ALLISON. As authorized by that act. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then afterwards, in line 20, it is provided 
hereafter each commissioner shall act separately. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘That is as to his individual movements. 

Mr. ALLISON, That only one commissioner shall examine 
and report on any tract of land. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON, And his examination and report shall have 
the same force and effect as if made by three commissioners. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; but the three commissioners appointed 
under this act are not the three commissioners appointed under 
the law which you have superseded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I am not as good a lawyer as the 
Senator from Colorado. I merely state that it was intended to 
have these commissioners act under the provisions of the law of 
1895. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. In other words, if this law were simply an 
enlargement of the number from 12 to 15, and a provision that 
they should get six dollars a day instead of ten, and a provision 
that they should act separately and not in bunches of three, 1 
would not be open to the criticism which I have made. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the observations of the Sena‘ 
from Colorado are manifestly made on the spur of the mon 


| and without due consideration of the amendment he assum: 


assume that it has been conservatively entered into and wisely | 


prepared. But there is upon the statute book a law, passed in 1895, 
providing for the appointment of 12 commissioners, who shall 
pass upon the character of these lands. This law was passed in 
1895, and an appropriation of $20,000 was made to pay their sal- 


aries at the rate of $10 a day, not to exceed $2,500 a year; and I | 


think the chairman will bear me out in the statement that there 
have been subsequent appropriations in other years to continue 
this investigation. Is not that so? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
sioners are still at work, still reporting, and still getting $2,500 a 

rear. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are not doing so, for the reason that two 
years ago we provided that their terms should expire on the ist 
of October, 1899, There was no appropriation made for the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Exactly. So they went out of office in 1899, 
Am I correct in that, Mr. President? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Now, that law was hedged and guarded by a 
provision that their recommendations should be prima facie final 


Therefore, Mr. President, these 12 commis- | 


criticise. Theamendment which hecriticises was drawn with £1 
care, I have no doubt, by the law force of the General Land Of) ice, 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and transmitted in |! 
form of an estimate directed to the Senate. Theestimate is inthe 
exact language which the Senator has thought proper to critici 

I doubt not owing to hasty reading and limited considerati 
By taking the amendment and following closely for the pur} 

of comparison, he will find that it reads exactly as follows: 


To complete the examination and classification of certain lands within t 
land-grant and indemnity land-grant limits of the Northern Pacific Rai 
Company in the Helena and Missoula land districts, in the State of Mon 
and the Coeur d'Alene land district, in the State of Idaho, with special r 
ence to the mineral or nonmineral character of such lands, as authoriz: 
the act of February 26, 1895 (23 Stats., 683), namely: For compensation, ¢: 


Ly 


= 


The only feature in this that is newrests in the reduction of | 
as provided in the original act from $10 per day to $5, and in} 
viding that the commissioners may divide, and instead of tir 
men walking upon each 20 or 40 acre tract, one man, competent, 20 
doubt, to inspect it, may proceed to make the examination. _ 

Again, itis suggeste by the Senator from Colorado that this 
man's dictum is binding upon the railroad company. Such is pot 
the fact nor is it the law. ° 

Mr. WOLCOTT, I did not so state, 


) 








1900. 


EERE 


Mr. CARTER. Therailroad company hasanappeal. Any per- 
son in interest has the right to appeal from the finding of the com- 
mission to the register and receiver of the land office to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Now, as to remote sections of the country which may be exam- 
ined, it is provided that the findings of the commissioners, with 
reference to each local subdivision of land, shall be published in a 
paper of general circulation in the county in which the land is 
located; second, at the capital of the State or Territory in a paper 
of general circulation published at that point. Thus it is true 
that all persons in interest, aside from knowing the physical fact 
that the land has been examined, have this constructive notice 
given through the public prints of the classification and the find- 
ing with reference to the land. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in connection 
with his estimates, supplies the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1900. 

Srr: In compliance with request of Hon. Jonn F, LAcgry, chairman Com- 
mittee oa the Public Lands, House of Representatives, | have the honor to 
submit herewith, in duplicate, for your approval and transmission to Con- 
gress, through the honorable Secretary of the Treasury, an estimate of ap- 
propriation of $51,000, to complete the examination and classification of cer- 
iain lands within the land-grant and indemnity land-grant limits of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in the Helena and Missoula land dis 
tricts, in the State of Montana, and the Coeur d’ Alene land district, in the State 
of Idaho, with special reference to the mineral or nonmineral character of 
such lands, as authorized by the act of Congress approved February 26, 1805 
(28 Stats., 683). 

The estimate submitted is as follows: For compensation of twelve com 
missioners, $40,000; for publication of the monthly reports filed by said 
commissioners, and for the expenses pertaining to hearings ordered by and 
conducted before registers and receivers of said land districts, $10,000; for 
the payment of stenographers employed by said commissioners, when author- 
ized, $1,000; total, $51,000. : 

It is estimated that the following area of lands remain unexamined and 
unclassified in the said districts, viz: Helena, 1,500,000 acres; Missoula, 2,000,000 
Coeur d’Alene, 500,000 acres; total, 4,000,000 acres. The examination 
and classification of lands in the Bozeman, Mont., land district, as authorized 
by said act of February 26, 1805, has been completed. 

Very respectfully, 
BINGER HERMANN, 


Commissi 





acres; 


ner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

To that is attached the estimate referred to in the letter. 

Now, Mr. President, this is a matter of considerable moment to 
the people of northern Idaho and central Montana. The act was 
passed because it was deemed by the poouse in that country, in 
the interest of preserving the mineral lands open for exploration 
and location to the remotest time, that there should he a classi- 
fication to the end that lands mineral in character might not pass 
by patent to the railroad company. I recall town meetings in the 
country, meetings in the little mining camps all over that region, 
conventions held at the capital, resolutions passed without num- 
ber, until finally the State of Montana, as an act of the State, ap- 
pointed a mineral land commissioner to come to the national cap- 
ital for the purpose of insisting upon the legislation which was 
finally passed in 1895. 

Three very distinguished citizens of the State acted as commis- 
sioners in that behalf at different times, one of them at present 
occupying the privileges of the floor. The Hon. Martin Ma- 


ginnis acted for a considerable time and in a most effective man- | 


ner in trying to secure the passage of this legislation intended to 
preserve the mining lands of that country to the people. The 


work is not quite completed. Two or three months with 15 men | 


will complete the work. The pay has been reduced to the end 
that it may be done in a more economical manner. 

Then again, ont of deference to the desire of the Committee on 
Appropriations to reduce the amount of the appropriation as 
much as possible, we made the proviso to the effect that the com- 
missioners might act separately. There is much in the statement 
made by my honored friend from Idaho [ Mr. Snovr] that it might 
be as well to allow the three men as formerly to visit each tract; 
but with a view to meeting as far as practicable the views of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I assented to and under their di- 
rection prepared this provision which allows the commissioners to 
act separately. 

I would not consent to that provision if the judgment of any 
commissioner should be by or under the law made final; but in 
view of the fact that the report of each commissioner must be 
published in the county and at the capital of the State as well, and 
that the railroad company or any other person in interest may 
appeal from the judgment of the commissioner to the register and 
receiver, may bring their witnesses, have them sworn and exam- 
ined, and refute, if they can, the finding, or show that it is erro- 
neous, and then the further fact that this appeal may be taken to 
the commissioner and thence on to the Secretary—these precautions 
seem to minimize any possibility of hardship being inflicted upon 
any person by virtue Of an error on the part of the individual who 
proceeds to make the examinations. 

commission heretofore appointed under the law to make 
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| of $10 a day; and that they may report singly and notin a body; 
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these examinations and classifications have been men of 
industry and high character. Some of them have come from 
Arkansas; some of them from Iowa and from other States; some 
from Maryland, | believe; but in all cases their conduct has been 
of that high standard and their industry of that exceptional sort 
that there has not been in-a newspaper or from the mouth of a 
citizen of Montana or Idaho, so far as I am advised, a single ad- 
verse criticism of any commissioner or of any commission, 

This is, as I said, a matter that was born ‘in the desire of the 
people of those States to preserve these minerals open to explora- 
tion and location as contemplated by the original granting act of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad. I do hope that the Senate w 
permit it to pass and that no point of order will be mad 


with 
reference to it as a matter of new legislation. It is but carryi 
into effect the original intent and purpose of the law. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the suggestions which I m 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations on the 
ject of the phraseology of the amendment were n¢ 'r hasty 1 


ill-considered, nor were they by way of critic 


ism of the purp 


and character of the provision or the objects sought to b ned, 
Upon reading the amendment it was evident to me, as it till 
evident, that under the phraseology of this section. whoever p1 
pared it, the law of 1895 in all its terms and provisions does not 
distinctly apply. 

For that reason, Mr. President, it seemed to me that the phrase 
ology of it should be so changed as to make it applical and | 
will suggest to the chairman that at the close of the section 


add: **The law of February 5, 1895, entitled ‘An act,’ ete., shall 


be deemed and held to be applicable to the commissioners herein 
provided for.” If that is done, the objections which | made wil 
no longer carry their weight, if it is a fact that the intention of 
this amendment is to continue the law of 1805 in force with all 


its terms and provisions except four things; that there shall be 
15 commissioners instead of 12; that they sha!l get $6 a day instead 














rman is in- 
in that, and 
section will 
not distinctly made ap- 


and that, Mr. President, is what I take from the cl 
tended to be provided by the law. I think I am right 
I think anybody who will read tho provisions of th: 
make up his mind that the law of 1895 is 
plicable to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Colorado, if he will just repeat the language 
he proposes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam sending it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the ond of line 2, page 77, the fol 


1 






i 


lowing: 
And the law of February 26, 1895, entitled “An act to provide for the exam 
ination and classification of certain mineral lands in the Stat Montana 


and Idaho,” 
herein pri 


shall bo deemed and held to be applicable to the commissioner 
vided for. 


Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator that that amendment 
can be abbreviated somewhat by simply saying that the said act 
of February 26, 1895, shall apply. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. 


That will do; any phraseology which recites 
that their du‘‘es and responsibilities and powers are as limited by 
the act of 1895, and that is evidently what was intended by the 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Is the question cn the whole amendment 
| as amended? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis on the amendment offered 


by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to that. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, Imake the point of order ag 


: } 
unst the 


whole paragraph on the ground that it is new legislation; that it 
is not estimated for, and it is not recommended by any standing 
committee of the Senate. The law, it appears, that heretofore 
isted limited thetime. The commission expired hy the limitat 


fixed in an act of Congress, and this is not under that law; it is 
a change of the law with regard to this subject in a general y 
and there is no estimate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inquire of tho 
chairman of the committee whether the appropriation of $25,000 
is justified by any existinglaw. Is it in response to any existing 
law? 

Mr. ALLISON. I defer to the Senator from Montana. I have 
not at hand the statutes of 1895. My recollection is that under 
the statute of 1895 the commission wou!d expire by limitation 
in two years (the Senator from Colorado had the statute a mo- 
ment ago), but after the expiration of the two years we con- 
tinued to appropriate for it, practically extending it. Then we 
provided that no further appropriation should be made and that 
the commission should expire on a particular day, which, my rec- 
ollection is, was the ist of October, last year. : 





6206 


Mr. CARTER. The act referred to by the Senator from Iowa 
provides as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed, as speedily as practicable, to cause ajl lands within the land dis- 
tricts hereinafternamed * * * to be examined and classified by commis- 
sioners to be appointed as hereinafter provided, with special refedence to the 
mineral or nonmineral character of such lands. 


The portion of the act which limits the time was for the pur- 
pose of ones speedy work as far as practicable in the clas- 
sification. It was not intended to defeat the main purpose of the 
act, which was the classification of all the lands. Taking this 
view, Congress has, in contemplation of the failure from time to 
time to classify all lands within the grant, made appropriations 
extending that time. 

The only question of new legislation, therefore, involved is 
whether, in harmony with the clear purpose of the statute that all 
lands should be classified, it is new legislation to provide from 
year to year by appropriations for the continuance of the work 
until the classification is complete. For instance, the appropria- 
tion act last sed, under which the commissioners worked up 
until the Ist of November or thereabouts, in a directory manner 

provided that this work should be completed by a given time. 

hat did not repeal the law, but it was a directory act passed by 
Congress for the purpose of stimulating speedy completion. It 
did not operate to repeal the law which required that all these 
lands should be classified. 

This proposed amendment merely poseiine for the carrying into 
effect of existing law, which has not been repealed, but is standing 
upon the statute books to-day, with its mission only partially ful- 
filled, 

The proposition that there is no estimate for this item brings 
up the question as to what constitutes an estimate. I have just 
read to the Senate, and will again call to the attention of the 
Chair, the estimate made by the proper Department, showing in 
detail what each item of this work will cost, and recommending 
— appropriation be made in the aggregate covering all the 
work. 

The Committee on Appropriations reduced the amount, as it 
had a clear and unquestioned right to do, or it might have rejected 
the entire item, as it may reject any estimate by a Department. 
The only question remaining is whether an estimate submitted in 
a written communication by the proper Department, transmitted 
to Congress on the 3d day of February, is any less an estimate 
than if put in a bound volume which was transmitted to Congress 
at an earlier date. 

This estimate is complete; it is recommended primarily by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and transmitted to Congress, with phraseology complete, provid- 
ing for the appropriation and designating the purpose for which 
it is made and the amount desired. 

I assume that that estimate is a complete estimate, res 
to the rule of the Senate as though it had been submitt 
nally in the formal estimates coming from the Department. 

The reason why this estimate was not submitted originally 
seems to have been entirely competent. The reports from these 
commissioners were not ore until after the regular esti- 
mates had been submitted to Congress, and until the reports were 
in from the commissioners it was impracticable for the Land 
Office, having charge of this subject matter, to determine how 
much was necessary, if anything, to complete the work. Hence 
the necessity arose, when the information arrived, for a supple- 
mental estimate. 

This comes in perfect form and is in compliance with the request 
of the heads of the two Departments, the Interior and the Treas- 
ury, on motion of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
approved all along the line, submitted to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and incorporated in the bill, This item is based 
upon an act which provides in no equivocal or uncertain language, 
but in direct, specific, and unequivocal phrase, that this officer of 
the Government, to wit, the Secretary of the Interior, ‘‘is hereby 
authorized and directed, as speedily as practicable, to cause all 
lands within the land districts specified to be classified with refer- 
ence to their mineral or nonmineral character.” 

The only question for the Chair to pass upon, as previously sug- 
gested, therefore, is whether, the work having ed incom- 
plete at the time which Congress thought was adequate for its 
completion, the lapse of time and the failure tocomplete the work 
operate to revoke the purpose of Congrem, thus leaving a part of 
the land unclassified, as the act plainly specified it should not be 
left. I think the point of order is not well taken with reference 
to the amendment being new legislation, nor is it well taken with 
reference to the matter of the estimate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the point of order would not lie against the first provision, 
that the appropriation of $25,000 is legitimate under the law and 
under the estimate of the Department. The only difficulty the 
Chair has is with the proviso. The Chair would hold, without 


nsive 
origi- 
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any hesitation, that a proviso which simply limits the method of 
expenditure of the money appropriated is not general legislatio, 
and is in order. 

The only trouble with the Chair in reference to it is the use o; 
the word ‘*‘ hereafter,” ‘‘that hereafter the commissioners s},)!! 
act separately,” etc. If ‘‘hereafter” were stricken out, the Chai, 
would be of the opinion that the proviso is simply a limitatio) 
upon - method of expenditure of the money legitimately apjro- 

riated. 

’ Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, how about the amendmen 
offered by the Senator from Colorado? If this was simply a px 
vision appropriating $25,000 for the purpose of employing cominis- 
sioners to segregate and pass upon mineral lands, undoubted|y i 
would be proper; but there is no law, and therefore this legislation 
has to be had in order to put in operation the appropriation. | 
understood the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations { 
say this item was not estimated for. If any portion of the com. 
bined item is out of order, how can the point be made against a 
paragraph of it? 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator objects to the proviso. 
that the word “‘ hereafter” be stricken out. 
the chairman that it may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is not against a 
change of existing legislation. There never is an appropriation 
bill that does not change existing legislation. It is against gop. 
eral legislation. Now, legislation limited to a method of expenii- 
ture of an appropriation in an appropriation bill and expiring with 
the bill itself is not general legislation. 

The Senator from Montana moves to strike out the word *‘ here- 
after.”” The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Montana. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, That leaves the section as it is, except that 
the word “ hereafter” goes out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing 
to the motion of the Senator from Montana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word “hereafter” is 
stricken out. The Chair does not see, in answer to the question 
of the Senator from South Dakota, that the reference made by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado changes the 
matter at all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that, though an item is not 
estimated for, it is in order, no matter how much legislation there 
is in connection with it, provided the legislation relates to the 
object of the appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


hold. 
‘ Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to get the ruling clear for the 


I moy 
I ask the consent of 


No; the Chair does not so 


uture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In reply to the question, the 
Chair inquired whether or not this appropriation was justified }y 
any existing lawor by any estimate of a Department. The law of 
1895 was quoted; and the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter 
read the estimate from the Department. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I asked the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and he said there was no estimate for this item. 

r. ALLISON. I stated to the Senator from South Dakota that 
there was no estimate in the form indicated in the amendment; 
which is true. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there any existing law that justifies an 
appropriation for this purpose? 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam inclined to think there is, because I have 
been unable to find the law which terminated this commission, 
and therefore the law of 1895 must be the existing law. 

Mr. CARTER. There has been no repeal of the law. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. The law of 1895 is still in force, but the 
amendment which the clerk of the committee is trying to find 
was included in an appropriation bill for two years. We contin 
ued to appropriate for twelve commissioners appointed under that 
act until January 1, 1899, or whatever the date is, That law 1s 
still in force. 

It seems to me that the amendment proposed is intended to be 
clearly in the line of an amendment to existing law. It enlarges 
the number of commissioners, enlarges their powers, and changs 
somewhat their compensation; but in other respects it does not 
change it. But Iam still of the opinion that under the amen:- 
ment, as it has been reported by the Committee on Approjr':- 
tions, the old law is still in force appointing twelve commission's 
from four separate districts. It is nowhere supplemented; it 's 
nowhere ended by this amendment. aa 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I want to clearly understand this, if it 1s 
to become a precedent in the future. lt appears, then, that a law 
existing upon the statute books with regard to a certain subject, 
providing certain regulations and conditions for carrying it out, 
can in the future, when wecome toappoint commissioners to carry 
out the provisions of that law, be entirely changed in its force 
and effect and absolutely revolutionized upon an appropriation 
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hill, because we thereby express the method of the expenditure of 
e money. 
or seems to me that that is the legitimate force of the ruling of | 
the Chair upon this subject, if the Chair has ruled upon the sub- | 
sect, that we can repeal a statute completely, and make it mean 
and do something a ym inte 
to do, and hang that all upon an appropriation for commissioners 
designated in that statute to carry out certain objects in a cer- 
ain way. 
if that is the ruling of the Chair, I want to have the record 
lear upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
since the enactment of the law of 1895 providing for the survey of 
these mineral lands and segregations of land—of course the 
Chair has no knowledge of the terms of the law—appropriations 
have been made to pay the commissioners who have been ap- 
pointed to act under that law. 
Now, here is a proposed amendment to the sundry civil bill 
which makes under that law an appropriation of $25,000 to carry 
out the purposes of existing law and also a supplementary esti- 
mate of the Department. The Chair holds that in the expenditure 
of that money any limitation which expires within the year in 
which the appropriation is made may be entirely in order, and not 
general legislation. 


The Chair was inclined, on first examining this amendment, to | 


believe that it was general legislation; but on further examination 
the Chair would overrule the point of order, The question is, 
Will the Senate agree to the amendment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment which was passed over 
is the amendment on page 80, in relation to the survey of the 
boundary line. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 80, line 7, after the word “includ- 
ing,” the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out: 


The expense of an examination of the survey in the field, the rate of com- 
pensation per mile to the surveyor to be fixed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the same to include. 


And after the word “dollars,” in line 12, to insert ‘“‘said survey 
to be made by the Coast and Geodetic Survey;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


For the ascertainment, survey, marking, and permanent establishment of 
the boundary line between the State of Utah and the Territory of Arizona, 
being that portion of the parallel of thirty-seven degrees of north latitude 
lying between the thirty-second and thirty-seventh degrees of longitude west 
from Washington, an estimated distance of 277 miles, including the cost of 
the preparation of the plats and field notes of the survey in triplicate, $22,800, 
said survey to be made by the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


Mr. TELLER. Is that to be treated as one amendment or two 
amendments? Isee that there are twoamendments to that clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is capable of being made 
two amendments. 

Mr, CLARK, Will the Senator from Colorado permit me to 
offer a suggestion? 

Mr, TELLER, Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK, As I understand, the present condition of that 
clause is that I pro d an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment on Saturday last to strike out, in line 12, all after the word 
“dollars” and reinstate in the bill the words proposed to be stricken 
out by the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose if we do not agree to the committee's 
amendment that will settle it 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that this subject has not had the 
attention it ought to have had, or these amendments would not 
be proposed. There is not any reason why the survey of that line 
should be put under the control of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey; and I hope it will not be done. The work properly belongs 
to the Interior Department, and the Interior Department ought to 
be allowed to conduct it. 

I move to disagree with the proposed amendments of the com- 
mittee, if that be the proper way to reach it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
The question is on the first amendment reported by the committee, 
striking oui the words after the word “including,” beginning in 
line 7 and ending in line 10. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 
amendment of the committee inserting after the word “dollars,” 


in line 12, the words ‘‘said survey to be made by the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey.” 


Mr. TELLER. I propose to strike those words out. 
re PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on that amend- 
Mr. LODGE, I thought that was the amendment just dis- 
agreed to, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not, the Chair will state. 


Mr. TELLER, I intended to include both amendments in my 
motion, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If that be so, it will be under- 
stood that both amendments are disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before this amendment passes away, I want 
to say a word respecting it. 

There seemed to be an intimation the other day that the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey was endeavoring to gather into its fold work 
that did not properly belong to it. I wish to say regarding the 
amendment that it originated wholly in the Committee on Appro- 
priations, for the reason that we believed that the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey were best equipped with scientific men and instra- 
mentalities to execute that survey; and, therefore, we proposed 
this amendment without in any way intending to disturb any 
contract that had been made or was expected to be made respect- 
ing surveys. 

Mr. TELLER. Asa member of the committee my attention 
was not called to the amendment. I did not know that it had 
been recommended. The subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations, of which [ was not a member, I suppose consid- 
ered it, but I want to challenge the statement made by the chair- 
man of the committee that the Coast and Geodetic Survey are 
any more capable of doing good work than the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

Mr, ALLISON. That was not my statement. I stated that 
that was the belief of the committee; and it is still my belief, 
although i may be wrong. 





Mr. TELLER. It is not my belief, and | think I know some- 
thing about it. I think the examination of the work that is be- 
ing done by the Coast and Geodetic Survey compared with that 
| which has been done and is being done under the Secretary of the 
| Interior will show that I am a good deal nearer right than is the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, the observations of the chairman 
| of the committee evidently were directed to a statement I made 
in a few remarks I submitted on Saturday last; but I had not the 
least intention to reflect upon the scientific knowledge or accuracy 
or ability of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to run this line. 
| The only question I raised was that these surveys ought not to be 

taken out of the hands of the Interior Department, where they 





properly belong. 

The chairman of the committee at that time said, in answer to 
a question of mine, that the reason they wanted to put this work 
in the hands of the Coast and Geodetic Survey was that they 
might have an accurate triangulation in order to run this line, It 
is unnecessary for me to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee, although I am not a surveyor or an engineer, to the 
fact that triangulation cuts no figure upon the running of a line 
on one of these meridians, 

Mr. ALLISON. I call attention now to the amendment of the 
committee which was passed over on page 82. 

The Secretary. The Committee on Appropriations reported 
an amendment, on page 82, line'11, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” 
to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘*one hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

* For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, including the investigation of underground currents and artesian 
wells in arid and semiarid sections, and the preparation of reperts upon the 
best methods of utilizing the water resources of said sections, $100,000. , 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations as to the increase from 
$50,000 to $100,000 in thisitem. I understand that the appropria- 
tion came from the other body at $50,000. I also understand that 
there have been and are still efforts being made, and to be made, 
to increase this appropriation not only to $100,000, to which it has 
been increased by the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate, but to a still larger sum. 

I want to say, Mr. President, though my remarks may fall upon 
deaf ears as to this geological survey, they have finally found a 
new field in the Southern States. They have found some streams 
there that have not been gauged by the Geological Survey, and they 
have persuaded some of the trustful and unsuspicious Southern 
Senators that if you will give the Geological Survey money 
enough they will gauge your streams for you and tell you just how 
much water they have got. 

Oh, Mr. President, long before the people from those Southern 
States will know how much water there is in those streams that 
water will have gone from the river to the sea, risen to the clouds, 
and been evaporated in dew to bless the land. It is but the starter 

| of another attempt, which will survive a generation, to get money 
out of the States of the Union for so-called geological work. Wea 
are all familiar with it. They started in modestly and unassum- 
ingly, and we were inclined to believe that they could help us 
some. 

Mr. President, it was started as an offset against the appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors and the improvements of the sea- 
coast that were being made year after year. It was thought 
the inland States should have some sort of compensation for the 
large appropriations made for other purposes in the other States; 
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and we thought, 
it mi lp to us. 
this appropriation carries the sum of $865,000 for work that is not 
worth in this country 865 cents. 

There were all sorts of criticisms of this Geological Survey years 
ago and there was a good deal of dissension from within. We 
were told that the former chief of the Survey was a man who used 
his power of appointment to bestow patronage and thereby di- 
verted the Survey from its legitimate purposes. He went ont. 
He was but an infant compared with the present heads of the 
Geological Survey, Mr. President. They got an enormous sum 
for surveying forest reserves; and that is the last we have ever 
heard of it or shall ever hear of it. 

They go about in each State of the Union; they map some lit- 
tle piece of ground; and then they go to the Senator from that 
State and tell him, ‘‘ This is a sample of the magnificent work we 





until we grew old enough to know better, that 


ht beo: h 


are going to do all over the country eventually, if we can have | 
| was established and its work began to be seen, you could n 


money enough for that purpose.” 

I think it is safe to say that they have spent in Colorado from 
two to three million dollars, first and last, and fhe work they have 
done is utterly and absolutely valueless. There are some maps 
of mining districts in the State of Colorado where their accounts 
and plats of geological formation have some certain theoretical 
university value, but there ismot a miner or prospector on those 
hills who would give you 10 cents for a barrel of them. 

Everybody who has ever tried mining suits, or who has had any- 
thing to do with the determination of title as to the dilferent 
questions of formation lines, will tell you the last thing that any- 


So it has grown from year to year, until | 
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body on earth ever thinks of appealing to is the geological sur- | 


vey made by these young college sharps down here in Washing- 
ton, who tell you what you will find under the ground and how 
the mines are formed. This will goon. They have exhausted 
themselves on surveying forestry reserves. I believe they got a 
million dollars for that, but they have not doneanything about it. 

They have fixed up artesian wells in some parts of the country, 
I am told, that work well in certain States, but they have not 
done anything for us. I am told that they have exhausted almost 
every different item upon which they can appeal for more money; 
and now they have struck the South with this * gold-brick ” prop- 
osition for gauging streams. Before they get through with it 
they will get two or three million dollars out of the States of this 
Union for gauging streams; and when they are through, you will 
not know half as much as you did when they started. 

They always start inthat way. I remember when I was an un- 
suspecting young Senator they came to me witha map, on a large 


ecale, of a section south of the city of Denver, where I have a | 


modest home at Woolhurst, and they exhibited that to me asa 
sample of the magnificent work the Geological Survey was pre- 
pared todo. It wasa beautiful map. My place, however, hap- 
pened to be on the wrong railroad and on the wrong side of the 
river, about 4 miles from where it ought to be. If anybody 
had tried to find me by that map, he would have got drowned in 
the Platte River long before he could reach me. [Laughter.] 
But it was a beautiful example of map making down here ip 
Washingion by these young undergraduates, who, at the expense 
of the Government, are acquiring sufficient knowledge to enable 


them, perhaps, eventually, to go out West and rustle when they | 


know enough and get employed by prospectors and miners tosur- 
vey their mountain claims. 

There is no use of my objecting to these appropriations. Some 
day some man will come to the Senate of the United States with 
a State that will trust him to do the public business and let their 
interests alone, If he starts in the day he comes here and tries to 
uproot this Geological Survey, and gets reelected once or twice, 
he may, at the end of his second or his third term, be able to let 
daylight into it and stop these foolish and useless appropriations. 


But until that time there is no use of anybody attempting to do | 


anything practical. All I can dois to raise my feeble voice in 
warning the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] that it 
is not gauging streams they are going to do, but it is gouging the 
people of North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
grievance the Senator of Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTt]} has against 


the Geological Survey, but it certainly is oo and very | 


strong, because at every session of Congress, as he tells us, he rises 
upon the floor and rails at the Geological Survey, from top to bot- 


Mr. President, I do not know the nature of the | 





tom, denounces it, ridicules it, and winds up by saying that he | 


knows it is of no use to do so; that the appropriation is going 
through, 


He must have knowledge of the fact that he is wrong | 


and that he has no hope of converting intelligent, honest men | 
and statesmen here who are representing their States; but he is | 


simply gratifying some prejudice he has against the Geological 
Survey, finding that he must have some safety valve. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. No, Mr. President; it is my knowledgeof the 
patronage at the disposal of that Bureau that makes me doubtful. 
Mr. BUTLER. The knowledge the Senator has of patronage 
that he has got there. 


| cheapest investment this Government ever made. 
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Mr. WOLCOTT. There is nobody appointed for me there 

Mr. BUTLER, That is about what [ supposed. I unders 
it all now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The surveyors with whom I have a per 
acquaintunce know too much to go into the Geological Sury 
They can make a living honestly out West. 

Mr. BUTLER. That explanation is perfectly satisfactory. 
have no longer any doubt that if the Senator from Colorado 
in his State as efficient, as intelligent, and as valuable a 
geologist as North Carolina has, he would see practical r: 
from the State geological work and also from the work of 
United States Geological Survey, which is usually done in , 


| eration with the State surveys. 


I had the honor of being a member of the legislature of N 
Carolina that established a geological survey in that Stat: 
while there was a great deal of opposition to it, and we |} 
hard fight to establish it, I want to say to Senators that a 


even a farmer member of the legislature, whether there ar; 
minerals on his land or not, to vote against a geological s 
Every man in the State sees the great commercial and pra 
‘value of the work that is done. Every manufacturer in the 
sees it. The manufacturers of the State are those who aro: 
strongly favoring this amendment. 

We have great water power in North Carolina. Every 
who wants to establish a cotton factory wants to know : 
how much water power there is in a particular stream, w 
the volume of water during the year, and how much power t 
is in it, because then he can decide whether he will build h 
tory there or not, and, if he does build it, whether he must 
plement it with steam power. It is a matter of vital impor 


| Our State has enough cotton factories to manufacture more co 


than we raise; and we are building more. 

Every man is interested in this information, and, Mr. Presi 
if it does cost $350,000 for this great country, what of that? | 
work in other States has been like the work in my State, it is 
When ] 
appealing to the deaf ears of the Senator from Colorado to 
$5.000,000 by making a 10 per cent reduction on the pay for: 
which has not been reduced in twenty years, he had no desi: 
economy. Then it was his ears that were deaf and closed. 
thought we could spend $3,000,000 when he knew we were throw 
ing it away or had reason for gravedoubtsabout it. Yet, for this 
whole country. for the boring of deep wells in Colorado or in 
North and South Dakota, for the gauging of streams for ir 
tion, for all this mapping and platting, the whole work cov: 
from one end of the country to the othgr, we spend only $8 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to suggest t 
that this appropriation for gauging the streams does not ap} 
any section except the arid and semiarid regions? It does 
apply to the South at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
Colorado that we passed a resolution through this body o1 
ith of May, 1900, calling upon the Secretary of the Interior 
information as to where this gauging shou!d be done; where | 
had been applications for it to be done; also where deep \ 
should be bored, and a dozen other things of industrial import 
that are being done to-day under the Geo!ogical Survey. H 
the answer tothat resolution. The Secretary advises that $2 
be appropriated this year for the work, to be expended in th 
lowing States: 


Arizona 
TONED dachenctenctatiedioncoessttetns 
Colorado 


Idaho 


| Kansas (deep wells) 


SS PEE aS ae 
Nebraska (deep wells) ............-- 
SID 5 cai hia wees 

New Mexico 

North Dakota (deep wells) .........- 
South Dakota (deep wells) 

Oregon 


|” a ee ecane duibacneescesse sees ccccce 
Total 


Eastern water power and underground waters: 
Mississippi and Louisiana ...........-....----«------+- fw anenennneneee 


Missouri 


Georgia 

oo ee eee 
Virginia and West Virginia 
Pennsylvania 

gy geek alt aaah aE 
New England 
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Making up the $250,000 recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior to be appropriated for this purpose, covering nearly every 
Southern State. 

Mr. TELLER. I again call the attention of the Senator to the 
provision of the bill— 


For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, including the investigation of underground currents, and artesian 
wells in arid and semiarid sections. 


Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that if 
we were to appropriate $50,000, the amount peepee to be appro- 
priated when the bill was drawn, it could only be used in one por- 
tionof the country. You would have to go to the South and neg- 
lect the West, or you would have to go to the West and neglect 
the South, or you would have to go to the South and neglect the 

orth. 

*— TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, what I am trying 
to direct his attention to is that the bill which is now before the 
Senate limits the appropriation so that it must be expended in one 
section of the country, where the Senator from North Carolina is 
not particularly interested in having the work done. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator apply that construction to 
this language: 

For gauging streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States? 

Does that mean the arid or semiarid regions? Not so, appar- 
ently; but it says: 

Including the investigation of underground currents and artesian wells in 
arid and semiarid sections. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, the point of the Senator 
from Colorado is well taken this far, and also the statement of 
the Senator from Montana is correct; but here is the trouble: If 
only $50,000 is papsepeiones then it will all go to the semiarid 
regions. Why? Because that is specifically set out, and it says 
including that, so that the Senator is right that far. But ifa 
sufficient amount is appropriated it will cover every State that I 
have named. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that if he seeks to 
have the appropriation applied to the purposes which he desires, 
the wording of the provision must be changed. It must be ap- 
propriated for streams in the arid country, That is what I en- 
deavored to call-his attention to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator that it reads: 


Wd gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
tates. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER, That is some other amendment. 

Mr, BUTLER. No; itis the clause beginning at line 11. Now, 
if there is enough money to cover the arid regions and also to 
cover the streams of the United States, then it will be done. 

Mr. TELLER. The understanding in committee was that it 
was confined to the arid region, and I think there is where it will 
go under the present wording of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, I call the Senator's attention to the letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TELLER. I saw that. 

Mr. BUTLER. If this amount is appropriated, I take it it will 
goto the States as indicated by the Secretary of the Interior. Sol 
move to amend the committee amendment by inserting ‘‘ $250,000” 
instead of “ $100,000.” That is the amount recommended by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

I have in my hand a carefully prepared statement by Professor 
Holmes, State geologist of North Carolina, setting forth the ad- 
vantages of having this work done for the whole country, and 
stating them very tersely and in an intelligent manner. If there 
is one State geo ogist in the United States who knows as much 
about the geological work of the country from one end to the other 
as anothervit is Professor Holmes. I think he is relied upon as 
much by Department here as any other man in the country to 
help them on their work, I ask that it be read, 

he Secretary read as follows: 
SOME REASONS FOR LARGELY INCREASING THE APPROPRIATION FOR THE 

HYDROGRAPHIC WORK OF THE UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


(1) This work has to do with the water resources of the United States, and 
—— the welfare of the people along three lines, each of incalculable im- 

ce: 

(a) It gives intelligent guidance to the utilization of the water supplies to 
the best advan for lpsieation purposes, which makes agriculture, fruit 
Gowlus, and other industries practicable in many portions of our great 

estern country, where without irrigation they would be impossible. 

(6) It measures the yolume of water and the uniformity of its flow in the 
larger im it streams of the country, and in this way indicates the extent 
ae various streams may be utilized 
for 

rove 


for manufacturing and min- 


urposes in all _pereens of the country where this water is not needed 
tion. In way these investigations by the Geological Survey 
ae it value in connection with the development of the manufactur- 
(c) It inves 
vest 


interests of the country. 
tes the underground or artesian water supplies. These in- 
tions aid materially in improving the drinking-water supplies, both 
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for man and for cattle and other domestic animals, in regions of the country 
aggregating more than one-third of the total area of the United States. In 
many parts of the great West they are developing towns and cattle ranches 
where before only the barren desert oxtenel fn the coast border of the 





Atlantic and Gulf States, including one-eighth of the area of the United 
States, these wells are abolishing the much-dreaded malaria. Probably if 
the excellent work done by our Geological Survey in discovering under- 
ground water supplies were imitated in India we would hear less of famines 


in the great semiarid regions of that country 

(2) Inasmuch as many of these streauis pass through several States, it will 
be seen at once that the problem is an interstate or national one. The inves- 
tigation of individual water powers on various streams is, of course, a local 
matter for each State to attend to, but the continuous series of measure- 
ments made to determine the flow of waterin each of these streams is a 
matter of great importance, inasmuch as it serves as a basis for all the 
water-power calculations made by the various State officials 

(3) It is claimed sometimes in connection with the development of the min- 
eralresources of the country that as valuable mineral deposits are discovered 
the supytiee are rapidly exhausted, and that the latent wealth of the country 
is thereby diminished. This can not be said of the water resources of the 
country, inasmuch as these are perpetually renewed year by year with the 
fallirg rains. Consequently the delays in the development of these water 
resources mean an annual loss to the people, who from lack of information 
are failing to use these Heaven-given resources. 

(4) Heretofore the hydrographic division of the Geological Survey with its 
small current appropriations has been able to establish measuring stations 
on only a few of the more important streams in the United States, and 
usually not more than one measuring station on each such stream. ‘The pro- 
posed increase in the appropriation is greatly needed, as it is of great im- 
portance that measurements of flow should be made on a greatly increased 
number of streams, and also on their more important tributary streams 

(5) Perhaps never in the history of this country have demands for infor- 
mation concerning the water supplies been as great as at the present time. 
Hence it is important that the appropriation for these investigations should 
be made sufficiently large to permit of the work being carried on more rap 
idly and definite results attained while capitalists are still ready and anxious 
to make use of this information in order that they may be guided to make 
intelligent and judicious investments. A few years hence the country may 
be passing through another one of its periods of depression, when the de- 
mand for this information may have temporarily disappeared. 

(6) These river investigations will also have a permanent value in an edu- 
cational way. In the wooded areas of the country our people are following 
the early example of European nations in clearing away forests from about 
the head waters of the great river systems. Already asa result the floods 
are increasing in magnitude; and in protracted dry seasons the low-water 
conditions threaten the continuity of manufacturing enterprises and necessi- 
tate the introduction of supplemental steam plants. These carefully made 
stream measurements by the Government will show the extent and nature 
of these changes, and will educate the people to the necessity of preserving 
the forests abont the sources of these streams, and the extent to which this 
may be profitably done. 


Mr. BUTLER, At the suggestion of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, who first called my attention to the wording of this para- 
graph, I also move, in line 12, to strike out the word “ including” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and for.” Then the amend- 
ment will read: 

For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the Unit: 
States and for the investigation, etc. 

Mr. DANIEL, Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me 
to make a suggestion? Why not strike out the words ‘‘in arid 
and semiarid sections?” 

Mr. ALLISON, The amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina is wholly unnecessary. This is the language which has 
obtained for a good many years. I have no particular care about 
it one way or the other, although I think it is just as good as the 
Senator's amendment will make it. If he thinks it will be better, 
I have no objection to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that will make it per- 
fectly clear. Several Senators have suggested to me that they are 
not quite satisfied with the wording ‘‘in arid and semiarid sec- 
tions” and that those words should go out, so that there may be no 
doubt about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that the underground 
currents and artesian wells are only to be investigated in the arid 
region. They do not need them in North Carolina, 

Mr. BUTLER, That is true. 

Mr. TELLER. I think if “including” be stricken out and the 
words “ and for” inserted, it leaves it perfectly clear, sothat there 
never can be any misunderstanding. Thechairman thinksit per- 
fectly clear now. 

Mr. DANIEL. We might investigate artesian wells elsewhere 
and make experiments. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is so. 
I therefore ask that the words ‘‘in arid and semiarid sections’ 
be stricken out. Then the clause will read as follows: 

For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United, 
States, and forthe investigation of underground currents and artesian wells, 
and; the preparation of. reports upon the best methods of utilizing the 
water, etc. 

So that artesian wells can be investigated in any part of the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 82, it is proposed to amend 
the committee amendment by striking out “including” and in- 
serting ‘‘and for;” in lines 13 and 14 by striking ont the words 
‘tin arid and semiarid sections;” and in line 15 by striking out 
*‘one hundred” and inserting “two hundred and fifty.” 


d 


There can be no objection to it. 


, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let those be acted upon as separate amend- by the laws of the respective States, I object to the amendmen 
| unless it is limited to the purposes—— . 


ments. 
‘Mr. COCKRELL. Read it so that I can catch it, 
The Secretary again stated the amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that if he is 


going to strike out “‘in arid and semiarid sections,” he does not | 


need to strike out the word “including.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Thatistrne. I withdraw the amendment pro- 
posing to strike out “including” and inserting “and for.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that there is no limitation on the app opriation by those words, 
It is only including that kind of wor 
$100,000 is for the whole, including that, and it is left to the dis- 
cretion of the Director of the Survey as to how he shall appor- 
tion it. 

Mr. BUTLER, The point made by the Senator from Virginia 
is that nothing can be done in the Southern States and in other 
parts of the country but the gauging of streams. The Director 
could not investigate artesian wells except in the arid and semi- 
arid regions. 

Mr. TELLER. That is true. 

Mr, BUTLER, Thatisclear. I did not notice it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, as the language now is, 
State of lowa, where we have many artesian wells on a good 
many farms, I think it would be very valuable if we could have 
artesian wells sunk by the Government on some of our rich lands. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then! withdraw the first amendment and will 
leave the word ‘‘including” in. The amendment, then, is to strike 
out the words ‘in arid and semiarid sections.” 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, it seems to me the only justifi- 
cation of this appropriation of money out of the Federal ury 
is for the improvement or development of pro y which belongs 
to the United States. If I own a piece of land, of course it would 
be satisfactory to have the Government appropriate money for its 
improvement and betterment, to supply more water; but I think 
that appropriation legitimately ongs to private enterprise. 
There is some justification in making these investigations and tests 
in the arid regions, where there are vast tracts of land or territory 
belonging to the United States undisposed of, But so far as the 

eople of my section are concerned, I do not think they care for the 
Goveremant to expend its moneyand send its experts to ascertain 
the quantity of water flowing down oneof the creeks from the moun- 
tains, which the poner in my section by their own efforts divert 
and appropriate to their own uses, They have done that without 
Federal aid. 

Nothing that can be done by virtue of this appropriation would 
be of any advantage to them. If there is a creek or a stream 
wholly within North Carolina or any other State which may be 
devoted to beneficial uses for manufacturing or otherwise, it is 
a matter purely of private enterprise and a matter of competition 
with which the Federal Government has nothing whatever to do 
and with which it ought to have nothing whatever to do, 

Mr. BUTLER, If the Senator will aliow me, I will state that 
every important stream in my State, with one exception, crosses 
into another State. Therefore it is an interstate matter. Itisa 
matter that one State alone can not do, and can not do except in 
cooperation with another State. It is purely an interstate matter 
where you have these important streams going from South Car- 
olina, Tennessee, and Kentucky ——— 

Mr. WOLCOTT, May I ask the Senator from North Carolina 
a question? If there is a waterfall somewhere in the State of 
North Carolina, from a river which has its origin in some other 
State, and a man wants to build a sawmill on it, and does not 
know how much water he is going to have until he investigates, 
does the Senator consider it an interstate matter? 

- BUTLER. The Senator can amuse himself by talking 
an — 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Iam amusing myself by the suggestion the 
Senator gave the Senator from Utah, that because a stream has 
its origin in another State, the question how much water there is 
in the stream becomes an interstate matter, 

Mr. BUTLER. The streams which I have in mind, and those 
on which nearly all the manufacturing enterprises are located, 
have manufacturing enterprises on them in more than one State, 
Manufacturing enterprises are located, some in North Carolina 
and some in South Carolina, on the same stream, and at different 
points the stream has to be gauged to see what is the water sup- 
ply there during the entire year. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The interruption by the Senator from North 
Carolina was to the effect that this was justified because a stream 
might cross a State boundaryline. Ican not conceive of any situa- 
tion which brings that a rg Se within any legitimate bound- 
aries of necessity or utility by the Federal Government. These 
streams are not within our jurisdiction. They are not navigable. 
Congress can exercise no control over them. They are properly 
and exclusively within the State jurisdiction. Water rights, 
riparian rights along those streams are regulated and controlled 


In the 


, and the appropriation of | 
| are States which are absorbing all the water in a stream 
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Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator think that a State can diver: 
the water of a stream within its borders so as to destroy its natur.:| 
force in an adjoining State? : 

Mr. RAWLINS, That is a question which it would scarcely 
be worth while to discuss npon this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are you not doing it in Utah now? 

Mr. RAWLINS. If we are doing it in Utah, then it can pro, 
erly be done. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes,I suppose so. That possibly is the reasoy 
why the Senator thinks the way he does. I want tosay that ther 


going 


across its surface and which naturally would flow into othe, 


| States; and it is clearly within the province of Congress to pre 


vent that. NoState has a right, either natural or artificial. to 
take water that flows through its borders, which of course it ¢), 
use for domestic and necessary purposes, into another State an. 
absorb it and divert it entirely from its proper channel into 
another State or Territory. One of the difficulties with this 
whole problem is that States like the State of Utah are divertin. 
streams of water that should properly go into other States, 
tirely destroying the usefulness of the water so far as the adjoin 
ing States are concerned. 

Mr.LODGE. Mr. President, the proposition of gauging strea 
and having the Geological Survey do it is something entirely new 
tome. We have donea good deal of manufacturing in New Eng- 
land for a good many years, and we have used the streams there 
and I never knew that we called on the United States or the Stat 
to gauge them. But that particular point is not the one to which 
I want to address myself. It is the matter of the surveys gener- 
ally, and why I am against these appropriations. 

lam in favor of geological surveys. I am in favor of having 
the work done by the National Government, Iam in favor of a 
poe survey of this country, ——— and geological. We 

ave been at work here for years, and we have a half a dozen 
surveys, and we have not a decent topographical map of the coun 
try to-day. Look at Wheeler's report, made as long ago as 1Swi), 
when they had the great congress in regard to these matters of 
surveys, and his report, made at that time—in 1886—is that we had 
spent $70,000,000 on surveys, scattered up and down through tho 
Departments, and the general ee survey of the country 
not even begun. Here we are to-day, with land surveys in 
the Interior Department and surveys in the War Department and 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Geological Survey, and we 
have not got a decent geological map of the country. We have 
not got a decent topographical map of the country. 

We throw money out with both hands on these surveys, and we 
get no return. There ought to be one proper survey of the coun- 
try under one head. There ought to be one proper hydrographic 
and coast survey under one head. Here is the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. I take that as an example, for I was against the ameni- 
ment just disagreed to. President Cleveland, in his message in 
1885, said: 


This service (the Coast and Geodetic Survey) has never been regulated ly 
anything but the most indefinite legal enactments and the most unsatisfac- 
tory rules. It was many years ago sanctioned apparently for a purpose r 
garded as temporary and related toa survey of our coast. Having gained + 
place in the ap ropriations made by it has gradually taken to it 

wers and 0 Toots not contemplated in its creation’and extending its opera 

ions until it sadly needs legislative attention. 


It has had no legislative attention. It was temporary in its 
purpose. It has goneon growing up and growimg up all the time, 
and now this year it is engaged in an effort to destroy the hy«i 

aphic survey. It will not destroy the hydrographic survey. 

hat isa * of the Navy, aitfi the Navy will go on in any event. 
But it will duplicate the work. Then it is geodetic, and it is du- 
plicating the work of the Geological Survey; and now it comes ! 
and wants to run boundary lines, which is the work of the Interior 
Department. ; 

he figures as given by Wheeler in his report in *{86—and 1! 

has been growing worse ever since—showed that«e Interio 
Department at that time in land surveys had spent’>34,00." 
the Coast Survey had spent $20,000,000, the War Department hai 
spent in military surveys $10,000,000, the State Department |! 
international boundaries $2,000,000, and the Navy Departinc!' 
$1,400,000. That was in 1886,and we have been going on pours 
out money in a still more lavish way, with competition and co" 
flict between all these different surveys and no results for the 30 
enormous expenditures, We have the State surveys. Some © 
them are very good. They are put under one head, and one ma" 
does them, and we get a good result. But the Government sur 
veys multiply and fuplicate work and produce no result. 

Mr. President, it is a matter of perfect indifference to 1° 
whether we put all the surveys of coast or deep water under (!" 
Hydrographic Bureau, where I think they ought to be, or under 
the Coast Survey; but let us have them under one head, and v? 
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others. It is a matter of indifference where they put the land sur- 
veys, whether they consolidate them under the geodetic depart- 


ment of the Coast Survey, whether they put them all under the 
Geo'ogical Survey, whether they pat them all under the Interior 
Department in the land surveys, or whether, as I think would be 
the best way, they put them under the charge of the engineers of 
the War Department. But in any event let us have one land sur- 
yey instead of four. Let them do all the geological work and the 


| 


ae appear from the notes taken by the commission's stenographers 
oOllOWS: 
“Q. (By Mr. Kennepy.) Mr. Lockwood, you said this morning that acert 


as 


| gentleman ina certain State had been elevated to the supreme bench by 


topographical work, and if we are going to gauge streams and | 


measure artesian wells let them doit. Let us have one competent 
body to do this work and then we shall get some return for our 


iey. 
so thin department and that we sim ly incite competition among 
all surveys, we waste money beyond words, and we get no result, 
Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. KYLE. For just one moment, 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, yesterday evening before the close 
of the session I was asked by the Senator from New wor ys 
Mr. CHANDLER} to explain to the Senate, as chairman of the In- 
vstrial Commission, the custom of the commission touching the 
editing of testimony of witnesses. This I am now glad to do; 
and I think when Senators read this statement in the Recorp, 
they will be convinced of the commission’s position in the Lock- 
wood matter. Noone else has complained to the commission of 
unfair treatment. 
The PRESIDENT 
quest of the Senator 
and it is so ordered. 1 
The paper referred to is as follows: 


The CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of this morning prints some criticisms con- 
cerning the editing of Mr. M. L. Lockwood's testimony. given before the 
Industrial Commission in June of last year, and a request that the chairman 
of the commission “ submit to the Senate a memorandum telling us (the Sen- 
ate) what has been done in the way of eliminating testimony, and let us (the 
Senate) know how far the commission is undertaking to eliminate testimony 
actually given before the commission.” . ; 

The Recor, reprints also what Mr. Loekwood claims is the original of 
the statement from which he alleges the commission bas expunged some- 
thing. The correctness of his reprint may be questioned. It has been saffi- 
ciently changed since Mr. Lockwood appeared before the commission to 
justify the commission in saying that the CONGRHSSIONAL RECORD reprint 
is not in the shape in which he presented his remarks at his hearing. It will 
be ohserved, too, that, with one exception, the expunged parts or those which 
he claims ta have been expunged are unessential, as, for instance, that para- 
graph on 6633, Recokp, reading as follows: 

“What is the remedy? The control of the public highways is the most 
important duty of the Government. Mr. Chairman, give me the control of 
the highway over which the productsof your labor must go to market and let 
me fix the charges. and [ can make you my slave.” 

This is repetitious: it appears elsewhere in another form given in Mr. 
Lockwood's own reprint. 

The exception is as to the paragraph (italicized in the RaeconD) in which 
Mr. Lockwood makes reference to Judge Haight's connection with the Mat- 
thews case, as follows: 

“Read the record of the Matthews case against the Standard Oil people for 
conspiracy to blow up his refinery aud ruin his business. This case was be- 
fore Judge nr» = Buffalo. N.Y. Read the evidence of Matthews, read 
the evidence of partner, whom they had bribed and debauched to betray 
his associates. Read the evidence of this man, whom they had spirited about 
from the Atlantie to the Pacific. keeping him under cover, under an assumed 
name, at Boston and elsewhere, are him under cover for four long years, 
that his evidence might not be had by the courts; keeping him until the load 
of crime in his heart became too great for him to bear and conscience forced 
him to go hack to Buffalo and confess to Matthews. 

“Read the rulings of the judge in this case excluding important evidence, 
and, finally, when two of those that were indicted were convicted sentence 
was delayed for seven ines months, and finally $250 fine was the sentences; 
$50—a hundredth part of the money which Matthews had ates in bring- 
ing these criminals to judgment. ‘Two hundred and fifty dollars, an atom’*in 
the great ocean of wealth that was behind these conspirators; and Matthews 
struggling with poverty, yet determined that justice should be done, had 
spent the few remaining thousands he had left in these litigations—and Mat- 
thews and his little refinery was forced into the hands of a receiver, and he 
Was financially ruined,and the men who had conspired to ruin him fined $250. 

“Read it Mr. Chairman, for I say to you that no honest man can read 
the record of case without feeling that there was a judicial crime com- 
mitted against the State. And that's not all. Matthews had verdicts for 
£270,000 against the Standard Oil Compeny people in his civil damage cases, 
and the creditors of Matthews under this receivership were forced by the 
{pise, ocninat their protest, to settle these $270,000 verdicts for $17,300. And 

st 

‘These great monopolies have a system of reward, and the political bosses, 
who are but the creatures and servants and instruments of these great 
monopolistic combines, these bosses secured for this judge the nomination 
to the court of appeals of the State of New York, and then, through the help 
of the party machinery and a liberal supply of corruption funds, succeeded in 
electin him, and there he is, way up there on the court of appeals, to dis- 
dense this kind of justice to the American =. . 

s; they broke up Matthews and 


th No, sir; the remedy is not in the cou ‘ 
ey will break wp any man who honestly attempts to bring them to judg- 
an. . ae — eeu aot meee fixed » = aentn.ce = 
at way combines, extending as they do 
ae the Atlantic ae Pacific — me Comte fo = ae these 
s corporate capital are graduully pecking the Supreme 
ourt with men that will do their bidding, or rather with men who are in 

pathy with the present monopolistic condition of things.” 

nada i was Satiengnd. while still wpon the stand, after he had 
, charges, as e 
examination admitted that he 


- tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
om South Dakota? The Chair hears none, 


reliability of his information, and on cross- 
no personal knowledge concerning them, 


means of a corruption fund furnished by thiseorporation. That is a v: 
serious and a very grave charge to make under oath, and the commission 
would like to have you be specific. State some facts which will corroborate 
your sworn testimony to that effect. 

“A. The action of that judge in connection with that case was of such a 
character that it appalled everybody who knew about it 

“Q. (By Professor Jenks.) That was the Matthews case? 

“A. Yes; and the fact that he received the nomination for the court of ap- 
peals because of this corruption fund, as a general part of the campaign pur- 


| pose at thesetimes in which the corporations are interested, is the basis upon 


But while we go on with helter-skelter appropriations | 


which I made that statement 


**Q. (By Mr. Kennepy.) You do not know anything about it 
“A. No further than what I have stated. It was just a statement on 
belief. 
* *« ® * « * 


“By Mr. Lock woop. The issue, as I understand it, wpon the informa 
tion that I have, was made against Judge Haight in that campaign for the 
court of appeals, and that Judge Haight ran behind the ticket on account of 
that issue. Am I not correct’ 

“Q. Do you state, Mr. Lockwood, that you do not state this as your own 
knowledge and belief? Would you care to correct it? If you stated that he 
was elected in that way, it is not your own knowledge—but that you believed 
that from some of the surrounding circumstances——and you are not willing 
bere to testify that he was elected by a corruption fund positively 

“A. No; I did not say a corruption fund, but from what I know of the cam- 


| paign, I am satistied that there was a lot of money used.” 


| for conspiracy to blow up his refinery and ruin his business, 





is 


When he had thus stated that he had no proofs of an accusation so libelous 
and serious, there was nothing for the commission to do but direct that the 
statement be stricken from the records; and he was given notic?® while still 
testifying that at the proper time a motion to expunge that part of his tes 
thnony from the printed testimony would be made, and be Hetened to the 
notice without protest. Weeks later he became insistent that some refer 
ence be made to the matter, and solicited an opportunity to be heard further 
by the commission. 

The commission heard him in executive session, and referred the matter 
to Professor Jenks and himself for adjustment Asa result,the statements 
of fact were allowed to stand, and those parts of the original text which 
were not libelous and unsupported were printed in the commission's testi- 
mony volume. 

That the commission has printed in its testimony the substance of the 
a Mr. Lockwood claims it has suppressed, will appear from a read 
ing of the following extract from page 380 of the commission's volume of 
trust testimony: 

“Read the record of the Matthews case against the Standard Oil people 
Read the evi- 
dence of Matthews; read the evidence of his partner, whom they had bribed 
and debauched to betray his associate. Read the evidence of this man, whom 
they had spirited about from the Atlantic to the Pacific, keeping him under 
cover, under an assumed name, at Poston and elsewhere— keeping him under 
cover for four long years, that his evidence might not be had by the courts; 
keeping him until the load of crime in his heart became too great for him to 
bear, and conscience forced him to go back to Buffaio and confess to Mat 
thews. Note bow Matthews, struggling with poverty, yet determining that 


| justice should be done, had spent the few remaining thousands he had left in 


these litigations, and how finally his little refinery was forced into the hands 
of a reeeiver, and he was finally ruined. 

* Read it all, for I say to you that no honest man can read the record of his 
case without feeling that there was acrime committed against the State. 
And that's not all. Matthews had verdicts for $270,000 against the Standard 
Oil Company people in his civil damage cases, and the creditors of Matthews, 


under this receivership, had tosettle these $270,000 verdiets for $17,300. And 
this is not all. These great monopolies and the political bosses—whoare but 
the creatures and servants and instruments of these great monopolistic com- 


bines—these bosses secure, in my opinion, nominations of judges, and then, 
through the help of the party machinery and a liberal supply of corruption 
funds, succeed in electing them; and there,in our higher courts, men, elected 
by corruption funds, sit to dispense their kind of justice to the American 
yeopie. 

: lThe remedy is not in courts. You can not reach these fellows in the 
courts. They will circumvent you. They will break up any man who hon 
estly attempts to bring them to judgment. The thought is fast becoming 
fixed in the minds of the common people that these great railway combina- 
tions, extending as they do from the Atlantic to the Pacific and from Canada 
to the Gulf, these great combinations of corporate capital, are gradually 
packing our higher courts with men who will do their bidding, or rather 
with men who are in sympathy with the monopolistic condition of things 
present.” 

It may be said generally of the method pursued by the commission in the 
treatment of testimony for print that each witness is given the fullest oppor- 
tunity to have his remarks appear in the exact shape in which he desires 
them to appear. To —s Che stenographer's notes of testimony are 
placed in the hands of the chief stenographer. It becomes his function to 

t the copyreadyforthe printer. In doing this he isnot permitted tochange 
the purport of the witness's testimony or to give it any other color than that 
which the witness himself gave to it when on the stand, but he is permitted 
and instructed to cut out matter that is repeated in other forms elsewhere 
in that witness's testimony and to correct manifest errors of grammar. 
When he is in doubt as to the propriety of striking out a repetition or clear- 
ing up an obseure phrase, he submits the point to the commission for its ac 
tion. His freedom with the copy, however, is carefully circumscribed by the 
following rules adopted by the commission for his guidance 

1. Grammatical errors should be corrected in all instances. 

2. Repetitions which do not serve to emphasize or make clearer matter un- 
der examination shall be cut out. 

3. Personal opinions of commissioners must be eliminated. 

4. The naméof the witness, when used in a question addressed to him, must 
be cut out. 

5. Remarks of commissioners immediately preceding questions, which do 
not make the questions clearer to the witness, must be omitted. 

6. Answers of commissioners to questions asked of witnesses by commis- 
sioners must be cut out. 

7. Opening remarks of presiding officer, with explanation to witness of 
mode of examination, shall not goin the record. Complimentary remarks 
of presiding officer at conclusion of testimony are to be omitted, but the re 
ply of witnesses to same, if bearing on the well-being of their organizations 
or industries or to the work of the commission, shall be printed. 

8. Leading features (as known in law) of a question should be avoided as 
much as possible. 

9. Where the meanin 


of the question or answer is doubtful, it may be left 
intact or submitted to t 


commissioner asking the question. 
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10, When partisan politics appears in question or testimony, the same shall, 
in accordance with the rule of the commission, be eliminated. . ; 

11. The name of a previously examined witness shall not be printed in 
questions tending to the contradiction of his testimony. 

12 ‘ 
to eliminate material parts of their testimony or change the form of ques- 
tions. 

That in this treatment of testimony no injustice may be done to any wit 
ness, the testimony is submitted to each witness in type proofs after the 
chief stenographer has revised it. The witness is permitted to make what- 


»ver changes in the type he desires; and the officers of the commission are | . . : 
samatel to tae . ; which the wit. | this way, I hope that the Senator from Iowa will frame and pro- 


careful to see ti at the pages go to press in the exact shape in which the wit- 
ness himself ;.epares them. It may be worth the while to add that no 
witness has ever yet complained, after an inspection of his proof, that either 
the chief stenographer or the commission has garbled his testimony in the 
smallest possible way or changed its purport or tenor; and that, with the 
exception of Mr. Lockwood, none has yet complained to the commission that 
his testimony as finally printed has misrepresented him in the least. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if I understood the Senator 


from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr| correctly, a short time ago he | 


opposed some amendment in the interest of the Geological Survey 


on the zround that these surveys ought to be concentratedin fewer | 


Departments and fewer hands. 
The Senator from Massachusetts in taking that position is run- 


ning distinctly counter to the settled policy of this Governmentin | 


such matters. The true policy is toscatter work, to divide up work 
among various Departments, various bureaus, and put it under the 
control of many heads. I suppose the reason is (and the Senator 
from Massachusetts will understand it) that in that way you get 
rivalry, you get better service. When you have six or ten differ- 
ent Departments doing the same thing, they compete with euch 
other, the same as men compete on competitive examinations to 
be admitted to the Government service, and in that way you get 
a service, I suppose, as a whole, which is much better than if you 


concentrated the work of a particular kind in one bureau or in one | 


Department. 

1 understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say that these 
surveys are made in several departments. I should hke to have 
the Senator from Massachusetts again state how many depart- 


ments have to do with the surveys, and then I will show what the | 


policy of the Government is as to the Navy, as to the ships of the 
Government, which is far from being one of concentration. 

Mr. LODGE. The surveys are now made under five of the 
Departments of the Government. The Interior Department has 
the surveys of public lands and of State and Territorial bound- 
aries. The Treasury Department has the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. In 1886 it was only the Coast Survey, but it has been ex- 

»anded since then, and now it is Geodetic. The War Department 
1a8 military and geographic surveys, geographical surveys west of 
the one hundreth meridian, besides surveys for roads and canals, 
rivers and harbors, The State Department has surveying parties 
for international boundaries and the Navy Department has the 
Hydrographic Office. 
suppose the Geological Survey is also in the Interior Depart- 
ment. The Interior Department es really three sets of surveys 
going on, the Treasury Department one, the War Department two, 
the State Department one, and the Navy Department one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, there is nothing in that. We have 
six different navies in thiscountry, Instead of putting our water- 
borne craft under one department, an ocean department, we have 
four different departments and six different navies. I will men- 
tion them. I want Senators to comprehend the immense advan- 
tage we get in this country by dividing up the work and getting 
rivalry instead of concentrating it, as other nations do, in one de- 
partment. 

I speak first of the regular Navy of the United States, and that 
we know about, The fleets of that Navy destroyed the Spanish 
fleet at Manila and the Spanish fleet at Santiago. Next we have 
the Revenue Marine. That is under the Treasury Department, 
and it is a very excellent service. The cruising cutters are admi- 
rably manned, and the officers and men of the Revenue Marine 
are faithful servants of the Government. Then we have the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and they have ships and enlisted men 
and commanding officers, Then we have the Light-House Board, 
ard they have ships and men. These are the three Treasury De- 

artment navies. The regular Navy Department has one navy. 

he Treasury Department has three navies—the Revenue Marine 
navy, the Coast and Geodetic Survey navy, and the Light-House 
Service. Then there is one navy which is under no Department, 
and that is the Fish Commission navy. That is well managed, 
too. The Fish Commission is independent. It is by itself, not 
under any Department. Sixth. We have the Army-transport 
navy, and they did a large business during the late war. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Massachusetts, that is the con- 
dition as to the navies of this Government; and why should it 
not be the condition as to the surveys? So far as I know, the 
officers and men who are engaged in every one of these six navies 
of the United States are doing their work as well as they can. 
They are faithful servants of the Government, as are the officers 
and men who are engaged in doing this work, it being the policy 
of the Government to do the work in this way. No other nation 


Witnesses will not be permitted, without the consent of the commission, | 
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undertakes to do it in this way. With the surveyors of the Goy- 
ernment engaged in five or six different Departments, doing work 
that might under some systems be done under one Department, | 
do not see that they are to be criticised. 

Mr. President, the only thing that I regret is that the Geolog-. 
ical Survey, which is now under discussion, seems to be the on/|y 
one of these surveys which does not have any ships. All the res 
of them have ships. If the Geological Survey is to be built up in 


pose some amendment to give them all the ships, all the officers, 
and all the seamen they need for their business. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator from New Hampshire doy} 
that in time, as the Coast Survey has extended onto the land and 


| became geodetic, the Geological Survey will extend onto the water 


and get a navy? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly, Mr. President. Weare coins 
on in this way, and it is of no sort of use whatever for anybody 
to say anything against it. —- 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I think the value of the work 
contemplated by this increased appropriation, outside of the ordi- 
nary scientific value of the work, which goes on at all times, is to 
be found in the arid regions of the West. I understand that the 
amendment is framed with a view of meeting the wants to some 
extent of that region. The purpose is, as I understand it, to ex- 
pend a large portion of this increased amount in those regions in 
surveying and ascertaining the quantities of water in the various 
streams with a view to proper sites for reservoirs, and in deter 
mining the capability of employing those waters upon the arid 
lands in making them fertile and valuable. 

I consider the amendment as exceedingly important to that sec- 
tion of the country. I notice that nothing is ever offered in this 
body in the interest of that section that some Sénator from the 
Eastern seaboard, whose section has been amply provided for, does 
not discover that the work could better be done by somebody else 
than the particular persons to whom it is proposed to be intrusted 
by the amendment; or he discovers that we are going on ina reck- 
less method of appropriation which ought to be suddenly stopped 
at the point where the interest of the West require consideration; 
or if a Senator from that section does not interpose an objection 
of that kind, some rock-ribbed Democrat discovers that the work 
is paternal and ought to be intrusted to private individuals. 

I apprehend if one of the Senators from the Eastern seaboard 
were to come here advocating a proposition backed up by the an- 
thority of the Department and some Senator from the West were 
to get up and on his own responsibility suggest that it was not 
necessary, or that the Department did not know what it was talk- 
ing about, those Senators would think that the Senator who in- 
terposed an objection of that kind was certainly talking about 
something that he ought to defer to the superior knowledge of 
the departmental officials. 

So far as the governmental character of this work is concerned 
it can be predicated on three grounds: First, upon the scientific 
value attached to this kind of work, which can not be performed 
by anybody else than the Government of the United States; sec- 
ond, upon the fact that one-third of the entire area of the United 
States is public land, and it is all in the West, so that this appro- 
priation is calculated to give the public domain increased value; 
and third, on the ground that it is the duty of the United States 
to collect and disseminate for the information of its citizens know!- 
edge of this character. I certainly hope that this amendment 
will pass, and that the increased amount proposed by the Senator 
from North Carolina will carry. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Before the Senator from Washington con- 
cludes I should like to ask him a question. The amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina has for its object, as 
I understand it, to eliminate those purposes which the Senator 
enumerates as Ime: this appropriation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. think the Senator is mistaken, because it 
merely provides that we shall not limit the investigation of arte 
sian wells to that section of thecountry, but let the investiga‘ion 
on that subject cover the whole country. That is the purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will look at the official docu- 
ment containing the estimates of the Interior Department, he will 
find that of the $250,000, $212,000 of it goes to that section, and 
only $38,000 for the special purposes that I and persons in the 
South are interested in. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understand the amendment proposed by 
the Senator is to strike out the provisions limiting any part ©! 
this on riation to the arid or semiarid sections of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is stricken out. It is simply proposed 
that the Department shall not be handicapped if they see fi! to 
investigate the question of artesian wells outside of that section; 
but it is a question for the Department entirely. They are not 
instructed at all, except the amendment says: ‘‘ For gauging the 
streams and determining the water supply of the United States, 
including the investigation of underground currents and artes!) 
wells” of the whole country, The estimate made here shows 
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where it will be spent. The Department goes on and states spe- 
cifically just what will be done in each State. It takes up each 


State. It is to investigate and to make full report as to exactly | 


what will be done in each State, if this appropriation is passed. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, this discussion has departed | if you please. 


somewhat from the amendment and the merits of the subject it- 
self. It may be that the Government could be reorganized and 
its Departments put in different shape to the advantage of the 
people. It may be that the criticisms of the Senator from Colo- 
rado from his standpoint have some justification. 

It is not my purpose to undertake at this time to suggest @goper 
reorganizations for the Navy nor a consolidation of the Wiles 
branches of the Navy under one head. Ido not feel that it is 
necessary this afternoon that we should compel the Secretary of 
the Navy to look after the ‘wr of trout in the streams of the 
country or in hatching fish. I do not think it is necessary that 
we should direct the Secretary of the Treasury to turn over his 
fleet of revenue cutters to the Secretary of the Navy and here- 
after give instructions through that officer. That might be done, 
but itis not the subject to-day under consideration. 

I do feel, however, that ee regard for the truth compels me 
to say that the Geological Survey of the United States, by the 
common consent of weil-informed men, is the best Geological 
Survey conducted by any government in Christendom. Its pub- 
lications are the most enlightened; its researches are conducted 
by the most thoroughly equipped men of any like institution 
maintained by any government anywhere. The map produced 
by the Geological Survey may not have placed the ranch of the 
Senator from Colorado upon the right side of the river, but that 
is not a matter of such national importance as to warrant us in 
abolishing a good institution because the ranch was improperly 
placed, important as that ranch is. 

In the State of Montana, where the Geological Survey has prac- 
tically covered all the mineral region, its work is not only con- 
sulted by the mining prospector, but by the mine owner and by 
the mining expert as well. 1 have traveled over the mountains of 
that State carrying the ordinary aneroid instrument necessary to 
determine the altitudes. I have consulted surveyors and persons 
who have triangulated the mountains, and I have found, and it 
will be found, I think, on the closest scrutiny, that the fixed points 
and measurements designated by the Geological Survey and 
marked upon the surface of the earth are accurate and of value to 
this and coming generations, incalculable in extent and unques- 
tionably practical in their character. 

That young men are selected from the colleges does honor to 
the Director of the Geological Survey. It is true that young 
men from Yale and Harvard and Princeton and other great in- 
stitutions of learning advanced in their studies, competent engi- 
neers, struggling young men attempting to perfect themselves in 
their profession, are sent out by the Geological Survey from time 
to time to perform service. I repeat, it is creditable to the Sur- 
" to employ them. 

ut this amendment, Mr. President, is of a practical character. 
We can reach and probably correct evils with reference to organi- 
zation of other surveys at the proper time and in the proper way. 
This amendment merely directs an established bureau of the Gov- 
ernment to prosecute certain inquiries and proposes that $250,000 
shall be appropriated from unappropriated money in the Treas- 
ury for that purpose. 
_ The question is, Does the appropriation go to the acquisition of 
information on some subject of consequence to the people? Is it, 
as the Senator has suggested, money cast away? Is the Govern- 
ment of the United States not interested in the subject-matter? 
Let us see, 

‘There are 17 States and Territories in the arid and semiarid re- 
gion of the United States. Those 17 States and Territories to-day 
have a population of about three million anda half. In those 
States and Territories there are 992,617,600 acresof land, Of that 
acreage the Government of the United States is the owner of 70 
per cent; the people of 80 per cent. That area is capable of sup- 

rting a population of 100,000,000 human beings on the irrigable 
lands alone. The extent to which these lands can be reclaimed 
is dependent upon the water supply. The manner of reclamation 
is dependent upon a knowledge of the volume of water available. 

No intelligent system of development can be prosecuted until 
we know the water available for irrigation purposes. This amend- 
ment contemplates acquiring some knowledge on that subject, 
knowledge to be acquired by the chief property owner, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. The Government not only owns 
the land, but is interested in a broader sense, deeply interested in 
& symmetrical, thorough, and complete development of the possi- 
bilities of that region, to the end that the future may not be lim- 
ited by improvident, improper, or impossible schemes indulged, 
projected, or fostered at present. 

ow, Mr. President, this amendment provides for the gauging 
of the current of water running through the streams that traverse 
the public domain, not in one State, but as in the case of the Mis- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


6213 


souri River, originating up in the mountains of Montana, extend 
ing through North and South Dakota, touching Nebraska 
and Missouri, with its many tributaries in each State 

Take the Colorado River, the Arkansas River, and the Platte, 
All those rivers are interstate streams. We ure 
appropriating in this bill for the improvement of the Missouri 
River a large amount of money. I will not undertake to get the 
document to cite it, but it is safe to say that more than twice the 
amount that we appropriate in this item is to be used in improv- 
ing the Missouri River. For what purposes, I pray? There is 
half a million dollars to improve the Missouri River, and a!l the 
craft on that stream from the head of navigation, at Fort Benton, 
to its confluence with the Mississippi would not sell at auction for 
$50,000. 

The whole commerce of the Missouri River from Fort Benton 
to its mouth will not amount to as much as the income of ‘the 
street-car service of the city of Washington inasingle year. Still 
we appropriate large sums for river improvement because here 
and there that turbid stream encroaches upon the banks and tends 
to injure private property located near the cities along its course. 
We undertake to control the current so that injury may not come 
from it. Why? Because the general Governmeut has an interest 
in the people who live along that stream, and the stream is under 
the jurisdiction of the United States. 

We appropriate in the neighborhood of $12,000,000 in this bill 
for rivers and harbors located in various States, intending thereby 
to aid in developing the commerce of cities and of the country at 
large. Improvement of the Mississippi River isin aid of com 
merce to some extent, but really and truly we know the chief 
purpose of much of the work is to protect private property in the 
adjacent States, and to prevent the stream from overflowing the 
surrounding country. 

To make the Mississippi discharge its waters into the Gulf at 
one place rather than at another, a large item has to be placed in 
the bill. Isupport these items. They are proper enough. The 
Government has always been making appropriations in this line. 
The Government is the only adequate force to deal with the sub- 
ject. The States can not doit. Can these arid-land States deal 
with this question of interstate water supply? We have had 
under consideration appropriating the pitiful sum of $100,000, 
which is proposed for the investigation. 

The facts are of supreme importance to the people living now 
and to live hereafter on two-fifths of the American continent. | 
insist it is a matter of interstate importance, and, therefore, of 
national concern. Takethe controversy existing between Kansas 
and Colorado, for instance. All the waters of the streams seem to 
be held up in Colorado, to spread out over the arid plains of that 
State, leaving the beds of the easterly flowing streams dry during 
the suminer in Kansas. Kansasand Colorado being thus brought 
into conflict, how can those States settle the question at issue? 

Take the case of the Rio Grande River, which forms to some 
extent the boundary line between the United States and Mexico, 
and we have now a vexed question involving an alleged obligation 
upon the part of the Government of the United States to main- 
tain unimpaired the flow of water in the Rio Grande River run- 
ning along that portion of its course which divides Mexico from 
the territory of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us where that 
found? I have heard that statement made, but I do not 
where to look for it. 

Mr. CARTER. The engineers have charge of the investigation: 
and the Senator, I think, will recall the fact that a proposition 
exists to build an international dam in the Rio Grande River for 
the purpose of maintaining the flow of water at an even stage all 
the year. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that we have any contract 
with Mexico to do anything of that kind. 

Mr. CARTER. I did not say we had. I said ‘ the alleged ob 
ligation of the United States;”’ and that obligation, I believe, is 
based upon a clause in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no legal obligation, though there may 
be a moral and an equitable obligation. 

Mr. CARTER. I do not pretend to assert that there is such an 
obligation; but I state the situation as showing that we shall ul- 
timately be compelled, as between these contending States, to deal 
with these interstate streams where the prosperity of communi 
ties is found entirely dependent upon an ample flow of water in 
the streams, 

Can we deal with the subject without some knowledge of the 
normal flow of water in those streams? This is different from 
the proposition presented in the State of Massachusetts, where a 
small mill is built by the side of a small stream, and where the 
law of the country requires, as the ancient common law did and 
does require, that the person who diverts the water from the 
stream shall return it to the channel thereof undiminished in 
quantity and without deterioration in quality. 

The problem presented in this arid region can not be met by 
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any analogy to the common-law doctrine of riparianrights. The 
law of the arid country is framed with a view to the complete ab- 
sorption of the water in its use upon the soil, and in consequence 
of the utter impossibility of returning it to the channel of the 
stream undiminished in quantity and without any reference at 
all to its quality, of course. 

Mr. President, while we are voting here $65,000,000 for various 
purposes, all of them national, all of them proper, raising certain 
appropriations to considerable limits, as, for instance, the Mis- 
sissippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio, $2,500,000; the Mississippi River from the mouth of the 
Ohio to St. Paul, Minn., $250,000—all increases—the Missouri 
River from its mouth to Sioux City, lowa, $250,000; repairs and 
improvement of the jetty at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
in Oregon and Washington, $250,000; making, with these and other 
additions for rivers and harbors, eens in the aggregate, 
under continuing contracts and otherwise, over $12,000,000 in the 
bill, and Senators from the arid regions acquiesce in these appro- 
priations because they are national aud beneficial. does it seem the 
right comprehension of a great situation to challenge an item of 
$100,000 in the bill intended to secure needed and absolutely neces- 
sary information im order to deal with problems involving the 
very life of the country itself? We have reached the point in that 
arid region, as the Senator from Colorado can well testify, where 
we can not now, without the investment of very large capital, in- 
vite another immnigrant te settle upon our soil. 

Hundreds of people are passing each and every day upon loaded 
trains over as fertile land as ever the sun shone upon, going over 
the Rocky Mountains and off to the humid region of the Pacific 
coast. Why? Because in the State of Montana, where we have 
146,000 square miles, a larger area than the ublic of France, 
poorts have taken out all of the water and reclaimed all of the 
land that individual effort is capable of reclaiming. 

Would you have the Government do this reclaiming of land? 
Let time and fair investigation determine as to the wisdom of that. 
But if driven to private capital for the purpose of building the 
large canals and reservoirs~and this canal construction is more 
important by far in the matter of cost and significance to the peo- 
pie than the construction of railroads—we must be able to show 


the capitalist that there is in the stream from which he is totake 
the water an unfailing supply to throw into the ditch or cana! 
that is to supply the water to the community below. 

We have instances in California where large enterprises went 
in and constructed heavy canals and ree meee found that the 


water supply of the river was wholly i uate to supply the 
canal. his has been discouraging to investment in this line. 
What we need with reference to this matter is specific, authori- 
tative, substantial information, vouched for by the public records 
of the United States. 

It is said, Let private individualsdo it. According to that sug- 
gestion the farmer living out on the Yellowstone is to build a 
gauge for the benefit of humanity, and is to determine the flow 
of water that rums down that stream in twelve months! Why 
not, on the same principle, let sailors survey the coasts and estab- 
lish light-houses for their own guidance? To suggest that is to 
declare that nothing shall be done at all. 

Are the new struggling States, wherein the Government of the 
United States owns 70 per cent of the soil, and is the great land- 
owner of the country, to be charged with the expense of acquiring 
information which is of equal value to Missouri, lowa, Nebraska; 
and all the States below? I think not. It isa Government enter- 
prise, looking to the development of Government y, look- 
ing to the creation of conditions which will develop a superb pop- 
ulation where waste places now exist. 

It does seem to me unfortunate that levity is interposed in the 
presence of a stupendous national problem, involving the future 
well-being of 17 States and Territories of this Union. It is unfor- 
tunate that sneers are indulgea in in the presence of an honest 
effort to get at plain facts, indispensable to a just comprehension 
of this vexed problem. 

I think the amendment ought to be adopted, and that without 
any protracted debate. ’ 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, just a word. When this appropri- 
ation was first made, if I remember correctly. it was $5,000. It was 
then increased to $10,000, then to $40.000, then to $50,000, and now 
it is $100,000. I do not know of any appropriation that has been 
of more benefit to the people of the State of Georgia than this 
appropriation. I have in mind now a single instance which was 
of vast importance to the people of that State. I remember in 
18% that capitalists, who came to Georgia for the purpose of de- 
veloping the water power on one of our streams, involving the 
investment of nearly a million dollars, after an investigation at 
first determined to invest the money, but they were informed that 
this stream went dry. They immediately applied to the Govern- 
ment 'n order that they might get somadean in order to ascertain 
whether or not that was trne, They found no information could 
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be given by the Government; whereupon they immediately aban. 
doned the investment. 

Since this appropriation has been made the State of Georgia has 
to some extent had the benefit of it. This stream was investi- 
gated, the charge made against it was proven to be absolutely 
false, and since that period the water power has been developed 
and a million dollars invested. 

In my opinion, Mr. President, this appropriation is of vast im- 
portance; and now we propose to increase 1t to $250,000. So far 
as my State is concerned, we realize that when we develop our 
water power and utilize our raw material we give employment to 
our idle labor and build up the great State of the South. For my 
part, I am in favor of the amendment. 3 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Geological Survey has been 
a matter of a good deal of discussion in the Senate. Many Sena- 
tors opposed it years ago on account of some extravagance on th. 
part of the Survey in getting charge of public lands through the 
General Land Office, etc. That involved opposition, and it pui 
the work back very much; but of late years the Survey has been 
confined to legitimate and beneficial work. It is very important 
in the arid regions to know the capacity of the streams, how mu 
water they furnish during the year, and what amount can be de- 
pended upon, because persons visiting such regions at certain 
periods of the year will not want to settle in that region or invest 
their capital unless they can have some reliable information o! 
what they are to expect. They will not take the word of ini 
viduals; but a careful survey, the gauging of streams and getting 
at the average water supply, and printing the reports in books 
will lead to most beneficial results. 

I do not think the interior of the country bas been getting it- 
share of appropriations. I think that here is a useful thing, which 
can be done to help develop that country. That work is beiny 
done by the Geological Survey, and I must say that it is now in 
good hands; that it is working legitimately and accomplishiny 
great good. That-is the opinion of the people in the region most 
affected, and they very much desire to have this work continued. 
I have received hundreds of letters requesting me to aid in secur. 
ing this appropriation, pointing out the reasons for it and the 
good results that will come from it. I hope they will not only 

$100,000, but they ought to have double that amount. | b. 
ieve that ultimately $250,000 a year will be none too much. 

There are many other things we are very extravagant about. 
We are extravagant about our appropriations for rivers and har 
bors, and sometimes we are extravagant about many other things. 
I was opposed to this Survey when it did extravagant things: bu‘ 
now that it is engaged in legitimate business, which is benefiting 
the country, | hope that the Senate will take a rational and sen- 
sible view of it and give us a larger appropriation. which the 
Department wants, and let this country be mapped, let us know 
what these rivers are, and let the people know where to spend 
their money and what they may expect. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. The question is on the firs! 
amendment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina, whic 
will be stated. 

/The SECRETARY. On e 82, line 13, after the word “ wells,” 
it is to strike out ‘‘in arid and semiarid sections.” 

Mr. TELLER. The committee have reported $100,000. Tha 
may not be enough, but I think it is sufficient, perhaps, for this 
occasion. While | have a feeling that the work is valuable to the 
country, I do not feel at liberty to vote at this time for an appro- 
priation of $250,000. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the firs! 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, striking 
out the words which have been read. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the words ‘“‘in arid or semiar 
sections ” had been stricken out. , 

The PRESIDENT protempore. They have not yet been stricken 


out. 

Mr. ALLISON. And they ought not to be. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion ison the amen: 
ment. |Puttingthequestion.}| By the sound, the ‘‘ noes” Lave'\'. 

os pn The yeas and nays have been called for, Mr. 

i f. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to ask that the vote be first taken on |) 
serting ‘‘ $250,000,” because, if that is adopted, the other amen: 
ment will have to be put in; and if not, that will settle it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, is on tl 
amendment to increase the appropriation to $250,000, [| Puttins 
the question.] By the sound, the *‘ ayes” have it. 

Mr. AL IN. I call for the yeas and nays. Ee 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded t: 
call the roll. : as, 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON}. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. Frye’s name was 
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! 
called). The occupant of the chair is paired with the junior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). On this 
question I have agreed to arrange a pair with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcotTT], and so withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Il am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror}, As he is not 
present, I withhold my vete. : 

* Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Texas | Mr. CULBERSON]}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when Mr. TaLiaArEeRRO’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO] is unavoidably absent to-day. 
He is paired with the junior Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
ScoTT}. 

Mr. PURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SCOTT (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. SCOTT. 


The Chair is informed that he | 


I am paired with that Senator, and therefore | 
withdraw my vote. 


| 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—33 
Bacon, Foraker, Money, Simon, 
Baker, Poster, Morgan, Stewart, 
Bard, Harris, Penrose, Thurston, 
Butler, Heitfeld, Perkins, ‘Tillman, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Turner, 
Chandler, Kyle, Pettus, Vest. 
Clark, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. ‘ 
Clay, McBride, Rawlins, 
Elkins, McCumber, Shoup, 
NAYS—24. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Hoar, Nelson, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Bate. Gallinger, Lodge, Ross, 
Burrows, ale, McComas, Sewell, 
Caffery, McMillan, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Martin, Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—2 
Allen, Depew, Mallory, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Frye, Mason, Turley, 
Beveridge, Gear, Pritchard, Warren. 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Proctor, Wellington, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ney. Quaries, Wolcott. 
Culberson, *Kenney, Scott, 
Dayis, McEnery, Spooner, 
Deboe, McLaurin, Sullivan, | 


So the amendment of Mr. BuTLER tothe amendment of the com- 


mitiee was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the 
other amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to modify it. At thesuggestion of sev- 
eral Senators who seem tothink the striking out. of the words ‘in | 
the arid and semiarid regions” might prejudice their section of | 
the country, and feeling satisfied that we would get all that isde- | 
sited by simply changing the word ‘ including” and putting the 
words ‘and for” in lieu thereof, I withdraw the amendment I | 
have offered and offer instead of that the following: In line 12, 
after the words “‘ United States,” strike out the word “ includ- | 
ing” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ and for.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 87, I believe, is the next amendment 
which was passed over. 

The P IDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. | 

The SecrETaRY. On page 87, after line 5, the committee pro- 
posed to insert the following: 

Fer the purchase, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, at a 
total cost not exceeding $210,000, of not less than M0 acres of land adjoining 
the present building site. ,000: Provided, That tf said amount of land can 
not be pure! for said amount or fora less sum, the amount herein appro- 
priated shall be applied to the construction of buildings for special classes of 
aa grounds of the hospital, suitable for the extension as 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, whenthis matter was under | 
consideration before, I suggested that I might make a point of 
order against the amendment, but have since that time learned 
that theappropriation is found in the Book of Estimates. I desire 
to ask the chairmanof the committee whether or not the Secretary 
of the Interior or any one connected with that Department has 
recently made any suggestion concerning this pro purchase? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very recently the Secretary of the Interior—I | 
am not sure whetherin writing or not—upon inquiry from myself | 
as chairman of the committee, stated to me, and I think to the 
subcommittee, as ts this amendment, that it was needed 
and im I un md he fayors it, as does the superin- 


tendent of the asylum. 
Mr, GALLINGER. I made that inquiry, Mr. President, for 
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the reason that under date of January 19, 1900, the Secretary of 
the Interior wrote the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Washington, January 1), 

Str: Your letter has been received, inclosing a protest by the association 
against the proposed purchase by the Goveryment of a tract of woodland 
called “ Wilson Park,” located on Congress Heights, as an addition to the 
Government Hospital for the Insane. 

In response thereto [ have to state that the purchase of the land in ques- 
tion for purposes of the Hospital for the Insane has not been recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior. The statement in relation to this property 
which appears in the Book of Estimates of appropriations for the ensuing 
fiscal year was printed therein through inadvertence. 

fery respectfully, 


Mr. O. E. Emwows, 
Secretary Congress Heights Citizens’ Association, 
Congress Heights, District of Columbia 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the date of that letter? 
Mr. GALLINGER, January 19, 1900. 
Mr. President, the association to which this letter was written 
complain that upon its receipt they gave up the contest that they 


BE. A. HITCHCOCK, Se 


farw 


| were making against this proposed purchase; they supposed it was 


settled, and that it would not be seriously considered. To their 


| surprise they afterwards ascertained that it was in this bill as a 


Senate amendment, and that the claim is made that the Secretary 
of the Interior now favors the purchase, which l assume to be true, 
as the Senator from Iowa says that such is the fact. 

This proposed purchase is a matter that has been discussed to a 
very considerable extent heretofore. I think it has appeared in 
one or two appropriation bills in the Senate in former years. It 
was discussed in another body very elaborately not many weeks 
ago, and the judgment of that body was that this proposed purchase 
was not necessary for the purposes of this institution, 

I want, Mr. President, to put myself on record as being a friend 
to the Hospital for the Insane, and to say that no reasonable or 
proper appropriation that could be suggested—that is, if it ap- 
peared reasonable and proper to me—would meet with my oppo- 
sition; but it does seem to me, without having made a very careful 
personal investigation of the matter, that an institution that has 
2,000 patients, or thereabouts, and has some 500 acres of land 
can not be in very great straits for sufficient land to erect build- 
ings upon to take care of its patients. That is the way it im- 
pressed me at first thought. I understand that some of that land 
1s not available for building purposes, but notwithstanding that 
this institution must have a very large tract of land upon which 
buildings can advantageously be erected. 

Mr. President, there is a good deal of contention as to the value 
of the land proposed to be purchased. It is assessed at about 
$3,000, I understand, and it ig proposed to purchase it for $210,000, 
it is very evident that the men who make assessments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ought to be disciplined, or else the amount 
named in this amendment is an exorbitant sum. Some of the 
citizens of the District of Columbia have said to me that the tax 
rate is high here. Notwithstanding the fact that the Govern- 
ment pays one-half of the taxes, they contend that the tax rate in 
the District is as large as in other cities of the country. Why 
should it not be so if they are taxing at $8,000 property which is 
worth $210,000? I think this is a matter which ought to be in- 
quired into before we exploit this proposed purchase of Wilson 


| Park, 


Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator that that rule is not 
universal, I know a good many pieces assessed higher than they 
will sell for at auction. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am talking about this particular piece of 
land. I understand it is taxed at a little over $8,000, and we pro- 
pose to pay more than twenty-five times as much as appears 
against it on the tax books of the District of Columbia, 

There are some excellent people living at Congress Heights. 
They have built up a village; and these people have entered a pro- 
test against this purchase as being detrimental to their interests. 
They certainly make out a good case, and I think the matter may 


| well be held in abeyance for further inquiry and investigation. | 


have a protest from the Congress Heights Citizens’ Association 
against this purchase, which 1 will take the liberty of asking per- 
mission to place in the Recorp without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatrt of Connecticut in the 
chair). Isthere objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


ConGcress Heronts, D. C., January 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


GENTLEMEN: On pages 221 and 222 of the book of “ Estimates of appropria- 
tions required for the service of the fiscal year ending June di, 190],” is an 
item of $245,000 for the purchase of additional land to" provide space for much 
needed new buildings” for the Government Hospital for the lnanne, and is 
submitted for the purpose of purchasing a tractof woodland of 105.78 acres at 
Pencote Heights, so-called ** Wilson Park,” situated at this suburb. 

The same measure was before the third cession of the Fifty-fifth Con 
gress—S. 5525; H. R. 12076, and Senate amendment 27 to the sundry civil bill 

This association most emphatically protests against this proposed legis!a 
tion, for the following reasons: 

L The Government acquires land for sites for various purposes by tra 
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methods—either by condemnation proceedings or by open-market purchase. man who is back of this scheme is the agent of Mr. Wilson, who 


By the latter method the services of a real estate expert are generally se- 
cured to appraise the land. To appropriate the exorbitant price of $245,000 
tor a tract of woodland of about 105} acres without ascertaining the true 
value of the same would be a most extraordinary procedure, and could 
rightly be pronounced as * class legisiation.”’ 

* Wilson Park,”’ so called, consists of three tracts: Nos. 15, 16, and 17, in 
Giesboro Manor, recorded in liber Governor Shepherd, folio 90, of the records 
of the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia, and contains 105.78 
acres. The assessed value of the said three tracts is, according to the certifi- 
cate of assessment furnished by the assessor of the District of Columbia, only 
$573. The estimated amount of over $2,316 an acre we consider an excessive 
price for unimproved land and not in accord with the value of the surround- 
ing improved land. Last summer a place of 3.1 acres, situated near ** Wilson 
Park " (about 200 yards distant), was sold for $2,300. Estimating the improve- 
ments (buildings, fences, well, etc.) on said place at $1,000, the sum of about 
$419 was the actual value peracre of the land. By anappropriation of $245,000 
for about 105 acres of unimproved land the Government would pay over 
$200,000 above its value, and it is safe to = that by condemnation proceed- 
ings the 105.78 acres could be acquired for about $42,000, thus saving the Gov- 
ernment about $208,000. 

Il. Said “ Wilson Park” does not adjoin the asylum grounds entirely, 
but is separated therefrom by at least 2} acres front on Nichols avenue, 
with about twenty dwellings situated thereon; and further, that there 
is ample ground in the original inclosure of the hospital to erect bnild- 
ings to amply accommodate three times the present number of patients 
and employees. Said grounds are now used largely for farming and gar- 
dening for use of the asylum. The ae grounds now embrace about 
500 acres and are situated on both sides of Nichols avenue for a distance of 
at least 14 miles, and if ** Wilson Park” was included therein the lines of the 
rrounds would extend to a point within 50 yards of our public school, which 
Fas a daily attendance of at least 300 children. and we believe that the lan- 
guage and conduct of the inmates would tend to demoralize the efficiency 
and discipline of the scholars. 

IlL The Government Hospital for the Insane is divided es follows: The 
walled inclosure containing the hospital buildings embraces 174 acres; the 
Shepherd tract, just across Nichols avenue, contains 189 acres; also 56 acres 
south of Congress Heights, D. C., and 356 acres situated in Prince George 
County, Md., the latter in use for agricultural purposes only, making, in all, 
769 acres for the accommodation of the 2,204 patients and about 450 employees, 
which land we deem amply sufficient for the needs of said asylum for the 
next fifty years. ; 

But if morespace must be provided “for much needed new buildings,” the 
189 acres described on the anagmere farm, separated from the original 
grounds by Nichols avenue only, now used for growing farm products, 
which, it is stated, is not paying. could be utilized toa much better advan- 
tage than the said ‘‘ Wilson Park.” 

The purchase of “ Wilson Park” asan addition tothe insane asylum would 
virtually stifle the growth of Congress Heights on the north side of Nichols 
avenue, and would Spyromate the value of the land in this vicinity at least 
§ per cent, and would extend the walls of the asylum entirely too close to 
our public school, which cost $20,000. 

Respectfully submitted on behalf of the Congress Heights Citizens’ Asso- 


cms GUSTAVE BENDER, 
CHAS. W. FRAZIER, 
V. M. TUCKER, 
THEODORE DEITRICH, 
O. A. EMMONS, 
Committee on Legislation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What is the necessity for this pro- 
posed purchase? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to the Senator that the present 
superintendent, who, 1 have no doubt, isan honorable and com- 
petent man, has a very comprehensive scheme as to the enlarge- 
ment of the buildings and the construction of new buildings, as 
well as changing the grounds to a very considerable extent. He 
has shown me the scheme. I will not say it is not a wise one, but 
it contemplates the expenditure of a very large sum of money be- 
fore we get through. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How much land have they already? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Five hundred acres, as I understand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Eight hundred, I think. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota says 800. 
I had the impression it was 500, but he is probably right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, How much is embraced within the 
proposed purchase? 

Mr. GALLINGER. About 140 acres, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. How many inmates are there in the 
institution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A little over 2,000. I think if a careful 
examination were made, that number might be considerably re- 
duced, because I do not think they are all insane. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question, if he will pardon me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask what price per acre we pro- 
pose to pay for this land? 

Mr. GALLINGER. We propose to pay about $1,500 an acre. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator was stating a moment ago how 
much it was assessed at. 

Mr. LODGE. Eighty-eight dollars an acre. 

Mr. GALLINGER. it is assessed at $57 an acre. 

91.508 BUTLER. It is assessed at $57 an acre, and we are to pay 

500, 

Mr. GALLINGER, Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER, I was told a few days ago—and probably the 
Senator knows—that the gentleman who is trying to sell this land 
to the Government has an option on it for less than $400 an acre, 
or about that. Has the Senator any information on the subject? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I have not any information. The gentle- 
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is a rich man in the city of New York, and the gentleman who is 
proposing to sell it to the Government is his agent and undoubt 
edly gets a commission, but what that commission is I do not 
now. 

Mr. BUTLER, Has not the Government some land of its own 
lying near the asylum? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I confess Idonot knowastothat. I think 
the Government has land considerably farther down the river. 
but whether it is available—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I am not mistaken, I have accurate 
information that the Government has land lying near this asylum, 
probably as near as this: if not, a very short distance from it, 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. PENROSE. There being some doubt about just what the 
value of this property is, I will state that I have received com- 
plaints from property owners and have been informed that the 
property is assessed at $88.80, and the price demanded of the Goy 
ernment is $1,500 per acre. This land does not adjoin the asylum 
site, except in one small place, known as Devils Jump, in the rear, 
this being about 1 mile distant from the main building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely the Senator's figures are more 
accurate than those I gave as to the assessed valuation and as to 
the proposed price. I made a rough estimate. I think the Sena- 
tor is wrong, however, in saying the land does not adjoin the 
asylum land except at one small point. It is separated from th: 
asylum land at a certain point, but I think for aconsiderable part 
it does adjoin the asylum grounds, 

Mr. PENROSE. Imaybemistaken. I only read froma meno- 
randum furnished me by property owners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A letter has been handed me by another 
Senator which I think it is best to place in the REcorp. It is 
signed by a citizen of Congress Heights. That is a pretty and en- 
terprising village over there. This man protests against its pur- 
chase in the following words: 

As a friend to the school children of our city we beg of you to prevent the 
pocing of an insane asylum infront of our public school at Congress Heights 

district of Columbia, as contemplated in the sundry civil bill, page 87, asking 
$1,500 per acre for land assessed at $80 per acre. We have 300 children whose 
future would be blasted by this procedure. 
Trusting that you will remember that this institution has ample ground, 


at least one-third of an acre of land per patient, and that we as parents feel 
the solicitude that prompts us to write at this time for your kind protection 


of our children, 
With much respect, I remain, GUSTAVE BENDER, 
Chairman Executive Committ 


Ido not know who Mr. Bender is, but he is a member of the 
committee on legislation, it seems, of Congress Heights, and | 
suppose a man of some consequence. 

nave also a letter here under date of May 25, signed by a com- 
mittee on legislation of Congress Heights, and I want to read two 
or three paragraphs. 


We have the honor to submit herewith a protest from the Congress Heights 
Citizens’ Assoviation for your personal consideration in connection with cer- 
tain legislation proposed as an amendment to the sundry civil bill, on page 
87, lines 6 to 15, and 16 and 17, inclusive, relating to the purchase of « portion 
of a certain tract of land known as Pencote Heights, in which is embrecec a 
subdivision known as Wilson Park. 

All material facts relating to the sale of said tract of land by special! legis 
legen are fully set forth in the protest cited, the facts differing only in « 

il. 

In this connection it is Seemed, renee to call attention to the fact that the 
Government did, in accepting and recording said subdivision, make itself a 
party to every contract subsequently made by parties purchasing land in 
that vicinity, for the reason that the recording of that subdivision was a 
Government guaranty that no further extension of the asylum grounds 
would be made in that direction, and if the Government now annuls its con 
tract it would result in direct injury to all who purchased land under the 
guaranty that they would not be confronted by anasylum. If our Govern 
ment goes back on its contract, where are we, as citizens, to look for that 
observance of contract which has been so sacredly pledged since the adop 
tion of the Constitution? 


This gentleman is writing undoubtedly with reference to an 
amendment which follows the one now under consideration, pro- 


| posing to annul the subdivision known as ‘* Pencote Heights.” 


a PRESIDING OFFICER, It is one amendment, the Chair 
thinks. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Chair recognize it as one amend- 
ment? I thinka point of order would lie against the second clause 
of the amendment, whether it does against the first one or not. 
However, I am not particular about that. 

The writer continues: 


We believe that a consideration of this matter will convince you that the 
needs of the asylum lie not in the direction of more land, but more build ings, 
and that there is no necessity for the slaughter of our village, or that the 
Government pay an exorbitant price for land for which it has no use. 


I am not going to detain the Senate on this matter. I have no 
interest in it beyond what I conceive to be for the public good. 
want everything done for this asylum that can properly be done. 
It is a great institution, doing work that we all approve, and we 
ought not to be niggardly in our appropriations for its support, 
as | apprehend the Government has not been in the past. My 
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judgment is that the buildings there need modernizing. My judg- 
ment, from what knowledge I have, is that’ they need some new 
buildings. In fact, this bill provides for spending a very large 
amount for new mee 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 

it me? 
my GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What are the reasons urged for the purchase 
of this additional amount of land? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that the present 
superintendent said to me that he wanted to put some buildings 
on a portion of it, that he wanted to change some of the build- 
ings, and that he wanted to make larger pleasure grounds for the 
patients than they have at the present time. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Did he give any reasons for the utility of it 
outside of his own desire to have the additional land? 

Mr. GALLINGER. thi 
superintendent, who, I think, is a progressive man anc has mod- 
ern ideas, thinks that he could make a finer institution if he had 
this additional hundred acres than he can with the present acre- 
age, whether it be 500 or 800 acres that they have now. 

I have no doubt that he is sincere in the belief that for the pur- 
poses of making a magnificent institution this land might be made 
available, and  sessume it might, and perhaps a thousand acres 
might be used for that purpose. 


of that asa grove. That, perhaps, is commendable if we can af- 
ford to go into this proposed expenditure. 

I have only this to say further: I think this matter is not in such 
shape that we ought, with the present knowledge we have of the 
subject, to make this appropriation. The demands of this insti- 
tution are going to be very large in the next few years. Congress 
will be called upon to make very liberal ap sropriations. New 
buildings are to be erected, and some of the old ones, I apprehend, 
are to be declared not up to the requirements of the age; and until 


careful inquiry is made covering the entire field (and I think such 


inquiry ought to be made) I doubt very much the propriety of 
making the proposed purchase, 


I think it is safe to say that the present | 


There is a tract of woodland on | 
this proposed purchase, and I think the plan is to keep a portion | 
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As I sat at my desk to-day I drew this proposed substitute for | 


the committee amendment, which I now offer: 


That a special committee consisting of three Senators, to be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, and the three members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, is hereby created to make careful examination and inquir 
into the needs of the Government Hospital for the Insane as regards addi- 
tional land, report to be made by said committee to Congress at as early a 
day as practicable during the next session of Congress. 


I submit that as a substitute for the committee amendment, 
- Mr. ELKINS, I should like to ask the chairman in charge of 


the bill what committee recommended this amendment to the | 


Appropriations Committee? 
ir. ALLISON, No committee. The Committee on Appro- 

priations, so far as I know, took original jurisdiction. 

Mr. ELKINS. On their own motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
motion as respects the needs of the Government. 

Mr. ELKINS. 
the approval of a committee other than the Appropriations Com- 
wittee, 

Mr. ALLISON, The Committee on Appropriations had sub- 
mitted to it a number of letters and documents which the Sena- 
tor will find if he will send for Document 641, House of Repre- 


sentatives, which was laid before us and upon which we were | 


compelled to act. 

* Mr. ELKINS. WhatI want toinquire of the Senator is, Did it 
have the indorsement of the District of Columbia Committee, 
which has charge of these things particularly? 

Mr. ALLISON, Of this I am not sure, but I think the District 
of Columbia Committee, at least some members of it, spoke to the 
committee on the subject; but of course—— 

Mr. ELKINS, The chairman is here, and I will ask him if he 


approves of it. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam not sure of that. Of course I shall be 
willing to be cross-questioned — 

Mr. ELKINS. The chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia is here, and I will ask him. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I will state that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has not had jurisdiction of this matter. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not hear. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It never was submitte:l to that committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
never had it under its jurisdiction. 

Mr. PENROSE. I raise the point of order that the item is im- 
properly in this bill, because it has not been reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

, Mr. ELKINS. I was going to make the point of order if it was 
inorder. Iconcur init. I want to say one word about this. I 
do not think there is any particular necessity for this purchase, 


On their own motion; that is, on their own | nate . 
| character and organization of this asylum. 
I supposed that an item of $210,000 should have | 


| 





| appropriation. 
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from the remarks submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I understand this asylum has 800 acres of land. That is 
about 1 acre for every three inmates. You could put 50 there for 
every acre. Now you want to pay $210,000 at this session of Con- 








| gress, an increase of appropriation, for land assessed at $88 an 
| acre, 


In the first place, there does not appear to be any well 
defined or determined necessity for this purchase; and in the next 
place, I donot think Senators can commit themselves to such wild 
extravagance. If the land is assessed at only $88 an acre, the Gov- 
ernment ought not to pay $1,500 an acre for that same land, and 
especially since the amendment is not supported by or reported 
from any regular committee of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr, President, only a word or two respecting 
this amendment. First I will answer the last suggestion of the 
Senator from West Virginia. I had supposed that the Committee 
on Appropriations was one of tre regular cominittees of the Sen 
ate, but since he has information to dispel that delusion 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to inter 
rupt him for a moment? I supposed all items had to come—! 
thought it was the rule of the Senate—from the committee having 
charge of such matters; and if I am mistaken in that point, I ask 
pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will explain to the Senator the situation of 
the asylum, if he will kindly listen. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
against the amendment, 

to the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do, 
have been discussed. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like a ruling on the point of order, 
because it is a question which is arising continually as to items 
in this bill, Personally, I should like to understand where we 
stand, 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear the point of order made by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania piease restate his point of order? 

Mr. PENROSE. I make the point of order that this item is 
improperly in the bill, because it has not been recommended by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PREIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words for 
the information of those Senators who seem to think that the 
Committee on Appropriations has no control or jurisdiction over 
the subject. In the first place, this item was found in the regular 


A point of order has been made 
Does the Senator from Iowa rise to speak 


I rise to speak to the questions that 


| estimates, which are always referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. In the second place, it was reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives to the House. 
I believe I have a right to say that, although I will say nothing 
further upon that point. Ishould have been very glad if some 
other committee could have taken charge of the (in of this 
I have here a statement which I will submit, 
especially to the Senator from West Virginia, respecting the 
This asylum is pro- 
vided forin the Revised Statutes, It has rather an ancient origin. 
The act provides: 

That there shall be in the District of Columbia a Government Hospital for 
the Insane, and its objects shall be the most humane care and enlightened 
curative treatment of the insane of the Army and Navy of the United States 
and of the District of Columbia. 

We have heard to-day that we have five or six navies, and we 
have several jurisdictions about various items on the land and on 
the sea, hydrographic and otherwise. So it would seem to be 
clear from the very beginning of this institution that the matter 
could not well be referred to any one of the other standing com- 
mittees of the Senate. Of course you might place a part of the 


| appropriation in the hands of the District of Columbia Commit- 


tee, a part of it within the control of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee, anda portion of it within the control of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. In addition to that, the law provides: 


The superintendent, upon the order of the Secretary of War, of the Secre 
tary of the Navy, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, respectively, shall 


receive, and keep in custody until they are cured, or removed by the samo 
authority which ordered their reception, insane persons of the following de- 
scriptions: 


First. Insane’ persons belonging to the Army, Navy, Marine Corp 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 


So we take in, in addition to the Army and Navy, the entire 
range of service indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire 
to-day: 


Second. Civilians employed in the Quartermaster's and Subsistence De 
partments of the Army who may be, or may hereafter become, insane while 
in such employment. 

Third. Men who, while in the service of the United States, in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps, have been admitted to the hospital, and have been 
thereafter diecharged from it cn the supposition that they have recovered 
their reason, and have, within three years after such discharge, become again 
insane from causes existing at the time of such discharge, and have no ade 
quate means of support. 


4, and 
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Mr. MORGAN. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 
It seems we have a Government establishment there, Am I cor- 
rect about that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a Government establishment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why can we not condemn the land by a jury 
at its actual value, if we want to use it for public purposes, 

Mr. ALLISON. We could do that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is not that a fairer way to do it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should have preferred that course. It was 
stated that the danger of condemnation proceedings was that we 
would have to pay a very much higher price. That is my answer 
to the suggestion of the Senator. I would greatly prefer that we 
should condemn the land, and I will give to the becter in a mo- 
ment some of the considerations which led the committee not to 
propose condemnation. 

Fourth. Indigent insane persons who have been in either of the said serv- 
ices and been discharged therefrom on account of disability arising from 
eu ifth Indigent insane persons who have become insane within three years 
after their discharge from such service, from causes which arose during and 
wore produced by said service. 

Sec. 4844. All indigent insane persons soulding in the District of Columbia 
at the time they became insane shall be entitled vo the benefits of the Hospi- 
ta) for the Insane an-| shall be admitted on the authority of the Secretary of 
the Interior, which he may grant after due process of law showing the per- 
son to be insane and unable to support himself and family, or himself, if he 
has no family, under the visitation of insanity. 

Now, these are the people who are admitted to the asylum on 
what is known as Congress Heights. 
in 1846, for the purposes indicated here. There is, I believe, in the 
asylum site proper, an area of a hundred and sixty acres of land. 
There may be one ontwo small tracts in addition to that. There 
is, 6 miles away, lying in the State of Maryland, another tract of 
between four and five hundred acres, which is used as a dairy farm 
for the benefit of the asylum. Thereare now atthe asylum about 
2,000 people from the Army and the Navy and from all the other 
sources indicated in the act originally organizing the asylum, 
which has a capacity for taking care of about 1,200 people. 

The condition of the asylum, Mr, President, I will say to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, is such that we can not wait, I 
think, for the suggestion made in the proposed amendment. The 
situation requires immediate action as respects a large number of 

ople. So urgent is this necessity that there is in this appro- 
priation bill an appropriation of $975,000 for the construction of 
new buildings, and the concurrent testimony of all those who 
have control or direction over the asylum is that it is of the ut- 
most importance that these buildings shall be constructed at once. 

As respects the purchase of this land, as a Senator I was very 
greatly prejudiced against the purchase of it, partly from the 
fact that we were compelled to investigate it somewhat a year ago 
in the Committeé on Appropriations, when $2,400 an acre was 
asked for these lands by the holders, and it took some little effort, 
Senators will remember, to keep this purchase off the appropria- 
tion bill last year at that rate, aggregating $240,000 for tract. 
When the sundry civil bill came to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the superintendent of the asylum, Dr. Richardson, a person 
whom I never met before, and who is the successor of Dr. 
Godding, who died last year, sent me a note, I believe, saying he 
would be glad to be heard upon matters pending before the com- 
mittee. 

We set a time for the hearing and he appeared and was heard 
at considerable length before the committee. He to me 
to be an honest man, and he ree also to me to be an intelli- 
gent man. in his profession, and it truly requires a man of integ- 
rity and intelligence and of high skill in his profession to have 
charge of 2,000 patients of almost every race and of almost every 
character, from patients who are in the madhouse to those who 
are only temporarily insane. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I will take occa- 
sion and say here that I have known Dr. Richardson, of whom he 
speaks, for many years. He is very eminent as a superintendent 
of institutions of this character, and is known all over the coun- 
try. He is intelligent, as the Senator from Iowa says, and he is 


thoroughly honest. 

I donot knowanythingaboutthisland. I donot know whether 
it is needed for this institution or not. I do not know anything 
about its value. But I take pleasure in saying for Dr. Richardson 
that any recommendation he might make in regard to it would 
be honestly made and intelligently made, and it would have very 
great weight with me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to have the Senator from Ohio 
make this statement. Thisexpert before the committee 
and stated to us that this land is absolutely essential, or prac- 
tically so, to the asylum, if we are to provide for the number now 
in the asylum and for the probable natural increase. 


It was established, I believe, | 
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I confess, Mr. President, it occurred to me then, as it occurs to 
me now, that 2,000 people of every grade of insanity in any sing]> 
asylum is too great a number for purposes of cure or safety. 
But there the asylum is, and here is the law requiring that thes 
insane persons shall be taken care of by the Government of ¢}),. 
United States. Dr. Richardson urged very strongly the purchas« 
of this land, and said that in his judgment, from the best info; 
mation he could procure, the land could not be purchased at 

| price below that sum, and he believed that if it was condemned. 


| a8 Was suggested a moment ago by the Senator from Alabama. ;! 


| would be estimated at a higher value than that proposed. 
| We found also that at least two very respectable gentlemen 
this city who were sent out by the Secretary of the Interior ; 
make an investigation of the probable value of this land, and w)}), 
are familiar with real estate, estimated it to be worth $1,900 | 
acre. So, making allowances for the expansion of the minds 
the people in Washington who estimate values, it seemed to 
that this overestimate of $400 per acre perhaps after all would 
justify the estimate of $1,500 per acre. 
Mr.GALLINGER, Thosetwogentlemen were real estate men, 
Mr. ALLISON. I take it, to make a proper—— 
Mr. GALLINGER, Allusion. 
| Mr. ALLISON. Not allusion, but to take into propér account 
| the views of men who are engaged in real estate business here in 
Washington. So we went over this matter carefully with Dr, 
| Richardson, having Fy and all the maps before us. 
| Mr. COCKRELL. ill the Senator from Iowa permit me to 
| read a certificate I have here from the assessor? 
| Mr. ALLISON. LIwould bevery gladto have the Senator read it, 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE Assessor, DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 28 
This is to certify that Pencote Heights, part of Wilson Park, Congress 
ee D. C., is assessed by the foot and not by the acre. Lots are assessor 
as as 2 cents per square foot, which is nearly $900 an acre. 
Since the last assessment of this property a number of improvement: | 
been made at Congress Heights. 
H. H. DARNEILLE 


Assessor, District of Columbia 
By B. W. W. GRIFFIN 
Assistant Asses 

Now, will the Senator permit me another interruption? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to have the Senator interrupt 
me and et what I am trying to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I find that a committee of the Senate in the 
Fifty-fifth Congress—the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds—made a report—Senate Report No. 1694—for the pur- 
chase of 69,39 acres of this land, and they recommended the pay- 
ment of $245,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. Kor how many acres? 

Mr. COCKRELL. For 69.39 acres—say 70 acres—of the 1! 
that it is now proposed we shall purchase for $210,000, That re- 
port was made on the 20th of February, 1899, 

Mr. CULLOM. Who made it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Quay. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to ask the Senator how far this 
land is from the city. How many miles is it from the Executive 
Mansion or the Capitol? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not know. 
perhaps more. 

Mr. ELKINS. And it is proposed to pay $1,500 an acre fo1 
land 3 miles away? 

Mr, ALLISON. oe it is 4 miles. I suppose the Senator 
from West Virginia may have some knowledge on this subjit. 
I have never been out there. 

physician said to us that the land now owned by the Unit: 
States is not suited for the erection of the buildings propose 
be erected and necessary to beerected. Thereupon [ had occis 
to inquire of the Secretary of the Interior, who stated to me thin 
he made a very thorough investigation of the subject: | 
the purchase of the land is an absolute necessity, and that h 
lieves the price is as low as it could be had for, and if conde! : 
tion ora should take place, it would probably be appraise 
at a higher value. Then we have also in the room of the (0 
mittee on Appropriations a printed document on this subject. 'y 
the Secretary of the Interior and by the superintendent o! | 
insane asylum, recommending the purchase of this land. 

I examined most, perhaps not all, of the letters sent to the >"! 
ator from New Hampshire and read by him, but after going : 
the whole situation by and large, not only as respects the locat)» 
but as respects the duty of the Government of the United Stats 
to these unfortunate , and as respects the absolute nece="!'\ 
of nding, in round numbers, a million dollars within the ++ 

year, | yielded to what seemed to me to bea large price |”! 
a piece of land, whether it be 3 miles or 2 miles away from ‘4° 
central portion of the capital. , 

I believed, and still believe, that it is the best thing the Gover! 
ment can do to buy this land; but I have no feeling about it and 
no interest in it, Whatever is done concerning the matter Ishiall 


I should say 2 or 3 mile: 
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be content with. If this land is not purchased, a portion of these 
puildings at least will be erected upon a part of the property now 
owned by the United States, lying across a street from the present 
puildings, having not only the people who reside at Congress 
Heights in the athway of the asylum, but also a street railway. 

So. Mr. President, I have given the reasons which actuated me 
in agreeing to the proposition for the purchase of thisland. I sub- 
mit to whatever may be the judgment of the Senate upon the 

nestion. 

: Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think the consideration 
that influenced me most strongly to oppose this amendment was 
the fact that the strip of ground which it is proposed to purchase 
lies along the bank of the Potomac River, overlooking the city of 
Washington. Back of this tract of land quite a village has grown 
up. I believe there is a ublie school in it having 250 scholars. 
These people purchased that land and built their homes there, and 
they now feel that it is hardly fair to occupy the strip of ground 
between where they are located and the river with an insane 
asylum. Along the border of this village and along the border of 
this tract of land there is an electric street railway, which con- 
nects with the street railways of this city. 

It seemed to me that rather than enlarge the asylum at this lo- 
cality, rather than occupy the hills which overlook the city, the 
institution, if we enlarge it, onght to be constructed at a greater 
distance from the city, and that it would be much better to occupy 
the 500 acres which we have 5 miles away, now used as an asylum 
farm, than to occupy this strip to the ruin of the property of those 

»ople, so near as it is to the city of Washington. It seemed to 
me that it would be better for the insane if they were further 
away, out of the reach of the line of electric railroad which con- 
nects with the city, and in a more quiet locality. 

For these reasons I believed that this item ought to be stricken 
from the bill, and these reasons influenced me much more than 
the excessive price which is asked for the land. 

I have had addressed to me from the office of the assessor of this 
district the following: 

OFFICE OF THE ASSESSOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 2%, 180). 


Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, ‘1S, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Upon verbal request we cend you herewith a report asked for 
from the records of this office showing the assessed valuation of about 142 
acres of land lying south of and including the subdivision known as “ Pencote 
Heights.” 


Now, this is the ground which it is proposed we shall purchase, 


Pencote Heights: ° 
Approximate. Average. 
1,376,000 aquare feet, at...........-..--...-....-----+--------- $0.08 per foot. 
$1.06 acres (subdivided), at......................-......---.. L@®per acre. 
Approximate assessed valuation . $8.00 per acre. 





GTESBORO. 
Lot 16............-...34.45 acres, at $80 per acre. 
Ti sccccgauddinadil 33.31 acres, at $80 per acre. 
Was..cssdieietl 38.68 acres, at $80 per acre. 
106.44 
Pencote Heights, 35.68 
Pete itech 142.68 acres. 


H. H. DARNEILLE, 
Assessor, District of Columbia. 

I do not know how anything can be more authentic and certain 
than that. The total asses valuation of this property is less 
than $14,000, One of these tracts was sold four years ago to the 
present owner for $500 an acre, and it is proposed that we shall 
pay $1,500, The former owner told meso, Hesaid when he sold 
it it was worth more than it is now because there was a boom 
five years ago in real estate here and additions were being laid 
out all around the city and real estate brought alarger price than 
it can be sold for now. 

But it seems to me, independent of the proposition that we are 
paying over $100,000 for this land more than it is worth, we ought 
not to purchase it and build an insane asylum upon it out of con- 
sideration for the people who have built their homes in that lo- 
cality. I believe for the good of the city of Washington we ought 
not to doit. I think this institution ought to be put 5 or 10 miles 
from the city instead of overlooking it from some of the finest 
heights around the city. 

The time must come, it has come, whe: that section ought to be 
ccenpied by homes, It ought to be used to beautify the city of 
ashington, and it ought not to be occupied by an insane asylum. 
The asylum that is there now ought to be removed, and instead of 
Tenewing the buildings in that locality we ought to put them 
Somewhere else. It is said that they are old and out of date, and 
I believe it is for the interest of this city that as fast as new ones 
are to be built they shall be placed somewhere else, and that the 
institution shall be removed rather than enlarged in the place 
Where it is now located, 

Mr. LODGE. The buildings could be placed on the dairy farm. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
Sess, let them be put on the dairy farm, where we have 500 acres 


Very respectfully, 
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of land, a quiet place, which would be much better for the insane 
than the present location. and it would be much better for Wash 
ington. It seems to me these considerations even mere than the 
price of the land ought to influence the action of the Senate upon 
this subject. I have here the protest of these people. I think 
they have a right to be heard. 

The citizens of Congress Heights claima vested right, which should not be 
ignored, in the District streets and alleys upon the land proposed to be sold 
to the Government that has held title to the same sinee 1490. 


This is a platted area. 

Mr. CC ICKRELL. 
him. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The first tract proposed to be purchased 
is platted into streets and lots and blocks and alleys, and the citi- 
zens protest against the plat being vacated, and say the public 
has a right toit. I do not think there is so much force in that 
claim as there isin the fact that they have built their homes along 
this strip of ground, along the electric railroad. The platting o! 
this strip of ground next to the Government Insane Asylum, they 
say, Was a guaranty to them, or at least an indication to them, 
that the Insane ‘aisle ground would not be extended in that di- 
rection, and so, going beyond this platted ground, they purchased 
lots and built their homes, They say: 


The appraised value by real-estate gentlemen is exceedingly out of pro 
portion to that valuation that would be placed by citizens of this locality 
who best know the character of the land. This land is assessed by the D 
trict government at less than $100 per acre. 

The land offered for sale does not adjoin the asylum site except in a small 
place at Devils Jump, in the rear, this being about | mile distant from the 
main building. 

The 7} acres of land, containing about twenty houses, stores, etc., sepa 
rate the asylum site from the proposed land, for which some $210,000 is 
expected. 


I ask the Secretary to read an additional protest from the Citi- 
zens’ Association, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A protest of the Congress Heights Citizens’ Association against the purchase of 
additional ground for the Government Hospital for the Insane 


We, the Congress Heights Citizens’ Association, an incorporated body, hav- 
ing as its object the improvement of Congress Heights and vicinity, do here- 
by notify the Senate that at a regular meeting of this association on the sth 
day of May, 1900, did disavow an article published in the Washington Post 
and cienedl by Charles W. Frazier, using the name of president Congr: 
Heights Citizens’ Association without authority or consent of this organiza 
tion. The disavowal is based 

First. That it does not contain an accurate statement of facts. 

Second. That hundreds of patients do not sleep on the floors or eat 
their laps. 

Third. That the condition of the sailors and soldiers of the Government 
Hospital for the Insane is not worse than prisoners of State institutions, but 
far better. 

Fourth. That said institution is not an unsanitary fire trap; but, on tho 
contrary, it is understood that new plumbing apparatus is being installed, 
and that the buildings are being made almost fireproof, some of them being 


completely fireproof. (See Report Government Hospital for the Insane, 
1899.) 


Pencote Heights is platted. 
What did the Senator say? I could not hear 


on 


Fifth. This institution receives from the Government larger per capita for 
the care of its inmates than any State institution in the United State 

(a) We note a misstatement of facts to their three paragraphs of 
tions As against their first. The present sundry civil bill does not specify 
the site for the erection of a million dollars’ worth of buildings 

(6) That Hillsdale, referred by them asa ‘negro settlement,’ was estab- 
lished by General Howard years before the use of ground by the asylum, and 
that said settlement is made up of a very peaceful, industrious, and intelli 
gent class of citizens, and that the country and view from the site proposed 
and now owned by the Government is beautiful, elevation being extremely 


(c) That the reflection made upon the colored race is regretted and disa- 
vowed by this association for the reason that the citizens, the negro citizens 
in question, are law-abiding, and that about one-fifth of the inmates of the 
asylum are of the colored race, many of whom are soldiers and sailors. (See 
Report of Government Hospital for the Insane, page 5, 1809.) 

gainst their second objection, it would not divide the asylum, as the road 
separating said institution and the site proposed could be tanneled in the 
same manuer as all the buildings of this institution are at present connected, 
(See Report Government Hospital for the Insane, page 24, 180s.) 

As against their third objection, Congress Heights wonld not practically 
be killed, as the grounds on both sides are now already in use, and inmates 
of this institution are found upon the proposed site, as well as bigpens, cow 
sheds, and outbuildings, and under these conditions Congress Heights h 
continued steadily to grow, and,in our opinion, the erection of buildings 
a proposed site is to be preferred to the pigpens, stables, and out 

uildings. 

We contend that the asylum has about one-third of an acre to each pa 
= report Government Hospital for the Insane, 1898), and in our opin! 

oes not and will not need for some years to come additional ground 
: O. A. EMMONS, Secretary. 
GUSTAVE BENDER, 
Vv. M. TUCKER, 
C. M. EMMONS, M. D.. 
THEODORE DETRICK, 


Committee on Legislation. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. TLalso wish to read a brief statement from 
the secretary of this same association: 


The citizens of this locality object most strenuously against the proposed 
sale of theirstreets and water front. In one of their many protests and appeals 
is found this: “Across Nichols avenuethe above-named streets are extended, 
and many people have built homes here. They have two schools, charch« 

Office, stores,etc. Enduring the many disadvantages of a new suburban 
settlement, believing that time would remedy many defects, they The e 
wy 


r ent 
on it 


worked with heartfelt zest in every scheme to improve their locality. 
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have been assured that a hotel should be built upon Wilson Park and every- 
thing done to improve and beautify the place. Now cames a proposal to sell 
a good part of their village streets, shutting them in from the river front, 
inclosing 20 houses and stores in a small space which will be walled in on the 
sides by the Insane Asylum, depreciating the value of their homes and ren- 
dering future advancement impossible.” 

It appears that an addition covered with houses is not to be 
purchased, which will be occupied on three sides by the insane 
asylum grounds if this purchase is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken, but I understand that 
there are no houses on the ground we propose to purchase. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, No; it surrounds this 74 acres on three 
sides, 

These houses occupy the space of 7} acres between the asylum wall and 
Pencote Heights. 

It lies in between the present asylum grounds and the land it 
is proposed to purchase. 
~~ ients placed here would be more than a mile distant from the main 

uilding. 

"These peopleare without representation in Congress, and must, therefore, 
rely upon an appeal to prevent this outrage. They have held meetings and 
made eratents: they have appealed wherever there seemed any possibility of 
help; but all of no avail. 

This is attached by the secretary of the association to the pro- 
test of the citizens against this proposed purchase. 

Now, I have nothing more to say about this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent; but I thought that Congress ought to be in possession of 
these facts. It seems to me that the most objectionable feature 
lies in the fact that we ought not to have an asylum in that 
locality. 

In the first place, Congress ought not to want it there and the 
city of Washington ought not to want it there. 

In the second place, it seems to me that it is an injustice to those 
people to purchase this strip of ground between them and the 
river and occupy it byaninsane asylum. We built a schoolhouse 
out there costing $20,000, I understand, and there are 250 students 
in that school. I do not think this narrow strip of land, cutting 
them off from the Potomac River and from a view of Washington, 
ought to be occupied by an insane asylum, 

In the third place, we are paying $1,500 per acre for land that 
is assessed at $80 an acre, and the platted portion, Pencote Heights, 
at $88 an acre. If that is not an outrageously excessive price 


there is something decidedly wrong with the assessments in the | 
Is all the property of the city of Washing: | 


city of Washington, 
ten assessed at this proportion of its value? If it is, Congress 
ought to look into that matter also, and thoroughly investigate 
the subject. If this property is worth $1,500 an acre, how is it 
that its owner has been able to escape taxation by paying upon a 
valuation of only $80 an acre? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And he a nonresident. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
says, he is a nonresident also of the city. For these reasons I be- 
lieve this item ought to go out of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator pardon me for a moment be- 
fore he sits down? I agree with the Senator that we ought not to 
buy this land at that location at any price. But I should like to 
ask the Senator, even if it were desirable to buy this land, could 
we not condemn it, and ought we not to do that if we need it, and 
pay a reasonable price for it, instead of being held up and paying 
any such outrageous price? The Government has a right to con- 
demn it if we want it and needit. We could get it in that way 
at a fair price and not be held up. But 1 think the Senator’s ar- 
gument is conclusive that we ought not to buy this land at all, at 
~, price. 

r. PETTIGREW. I think if we secure any land in this Dis- 
trict we ought to procure it by condemnation; but I am well 
aware that there is much force in the arguments made by Sen- 
ators, that every time we try to condemn property here the com- 
missioners who make the award place the price enormously high. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The jury is made up of real estate men. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The jury, asthe Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says, is made up of real-estate men. I should judge that 
that was the case from some of the awards I have noticed; some 
of the awards, for instance, in the Zoological Park and the awards 
for the oy where the post-office is. The awards were un- 
doubtedly outrageously excessive, and far in excess of the amounts 
which a private purchaser could purchase the property for. So 
it is discouraging to try to condemn land here; I admit that. Yet 
I do not believe that Congress should buy without condemnation. 
I do not believe that we should be placed where there could be 
any suspicion on the part of any member of the body with regard 
to giving an excessive price as to property, and the Government 
can better afford to pay an excessive award than we can afford to 
fix the price. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In this connection I think the Senate 
should have the benefit of a letter which was written by Dr. Irving 
C. Rosse, of this city, to the Congress Heights Citizens’ Association 
on the 17th of May. I ask the Secretary to read it, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
ST. ELIZABETH ASYLUM. 
_ The following letter has been sent to the Congress Heights Citi: 
ciation: 


The Secretary will read as 


May 1i l 

DeAR Doctor: In answer to your letter of inquiry I would gay tha: 
familiar with the Government Hospital for the Insane, and that from 
mate knowledge of the same, and its needs, it is my opinion that the iy 
tion has more than ample grounds for building purposes to accom), 
the increased number of patients that the institution is likely to hx 
the next thirty years. 

The land on the opposite side of Nichols avenue is well adapted for } 
ings of any character. 

It has taken some forty-four years for this institution to grow to 
ent proportions, and it is reasonable to infer that even the average ra; 
mortality among the inmates will make this increase much less tija» 

The cottage plan is not yet operated in thi 


persons would represent. cour 
, and I may say that this plan is yet in the experiy 


try as it is abro 


stages. In my opinion, one-third of an acre per patient is ample acreag 
any institution of this kind. 

would say, in conclusion, that I speak advisedly on the foremen 

subject, having visited most of the British and European establishm 


the treatment of the insane, as well as those of the United States. 
Very truly, yours, 
IRVING C. ROSSE. XM. pb. 
Dr. CHARLES M. EMMons, 
Chairman Congress Heights Citizens’ Association, 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, in connection with that letter, 
I desire to state that Dr. Rosse is an admitted expert upon diseases 
of the brain, as is shown by the records of Georgetown University, 
by the Medico-Legal Society, and many other medical associa- 
tions and bodies of learning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| ment. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. I had withdrawn my proposed substiiuie 
so as to let the vote be taken directly on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs the Senat 
pardon. His attention was not called to the fact. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdrew the proposed substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, is on the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER MEMORIAL DAY, 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to interrogate the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] on another matter. I should like to know 
what, in his opinion, is the condition of the appropriation bills 
with a view to an early adjournment and with a view to making 
a motion that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Thursday next? I desire that the Senate as a body should pay 
| respect to the day that will be celebrated to-morrow. It willbea 
| national holiday that will be celebrated all over this great country. 

Mr. ALLISON, I can only say that I hope we shall be able to 
| do some work to-morrow, if we remain in session, If we do not, 
it is evident the day of final adjournment will be prolonged at 
least one day, and how much longer I can not say. 

Mr. SEWELL. A number of Senators are desirous of attend- 
ing the memorial exercises which will take place to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. I believe it has been usual to adjourn over 
Decoration Day, has it not? 

Mr. ALLISON, It has been. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Thursday morning next at 11 o'clock. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Jersey, that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock on Thursday morning next. The 

question is on that motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3450) to In- 
crease the efficiency of the Subsistence Department of the United 
States Army. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate: and Mr. 
HAwL_Ley, Mr. Proctor, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


NATIONAL WHITE CROSS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amen 
ments of the House of Pe to the bill (S, 2551) to in- 
corporate the National White Cross of America, and for = 

| purposes, which were, on page 1, line 5, to strike out * Mrs." an 
insert ‘‘Mr.;” on page 2, line 2, to strike out “Mrs.” and ins rt 
“Miss;” on page 2, line 5, to strike out “Belle Launer ‘an ' 
sert ‘‘ Belle Tanner;” on pages 3 and 4 to strike out all of section 4 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate concur in the amen 

ments of the House of Representatives. 


The question is on the amend- 


r’s 











1900. 








The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE subsequently said: My attention was distracted for 
a moment, and I did not notice that it was the White Cross bill | 
in the amendments of the House of Representatives to which con- 
currence was asked. The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. Ireportedit. Theamendmentof the House, 
I think, is one that ought not to be agreed to, if I understand it 
correctly. I have had no opportunity to examine the bill, and I 
intended, when it was laid before the Senate, as the Chair is aware, | 
to move that the Senate disagree to the amendments and ask for 
aconference. The clause stricken out, as I understand it, is the 
clause requiring an accounting. No such society, in my judg- 
ment, ought to be incorporated by a national charter in which a 
proper publication of accounts is not required. It is required of 
the Red Cross Society, and it ought to be required of this society. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair wishes the attention 
of the Senator from Nebraska. The Senator from Massachusetts 
desires a reconsideration of the vote by which the Senate concurred 
in the House amendments to the White Cross bill, 

Mr. ALLEN. For what reason? 

Mr. LODGE. The reason, I will say to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, is that I think the House amendment, as I understand it, | 
isanamendment that ought not to be agreed to. I think itstrikes 
out the entire clause for an accounting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- | 
setts is right. It does strike out the clause. | 

Mr. LODGE. That is a very important section. We have it | 
in the Red Cross bill. In that bill the House extended the ac- 
counting and made it more minute than the Senate required, and 
I think properly so, and I do not think we ought to incorporate a | 
society of this sort without some provision for public accounting. 

Mr. ALLEN. The House wanted to make a distinction be- | 
tween the Red Cross and this society, so that this might stand as | 
a private corporation and the other as a quasi-public corporation, | 
and I thought possibly there would be no objection to that. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to examine it, and I should like to 
have an opportunity for the committee which is responsible for | 
the bill to see it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not have any objection to that, but I should 
be very loath to have the bill fail. 

Mr. LODGE. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which | 
the amendments of the House of Representatives were concurred 


in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will treat it as an 
open question. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it go into conference, if the Senator from 
Massachusetts desires. | 
Mr. LODGE. I want the bill to pass, and I will do everything 
I can to secure its passage. Ishould like an opportunity to exam- | 
ine it and satisfy myself and the committee that it is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN. If it be satisfactory, I move that the Senate dis- | 





agree to the amendments of the House of Representatives and re- 
quest a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- | 


ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Loper, Mr. CLARK, and Mr. Money were appointed. 


FREDERICK DOUGLASS MEMORIAL HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action | 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3597) to incorporate the Frederick 
Douglass Memorial Historical Association and requesting a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and accede to the request of the House for a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- | 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. KENNEY were appointed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments | 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and requiring 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines on old 
Sixteenth street and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. | 
McMinian, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed. 


EXTENSION OF COLUMBIA ROAD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
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of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of Colum- 
bia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amend 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. Proctor, and Mr. MARTIN were appointed, 


AGREEMENT WITH BANNOCK AND SHOSHONE INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 255) 
to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation in Idaho, and making appropriations to carry the 
same into effect. 

Mr. SHOUP. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments of the House and request a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Py unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
PuatT of Connecticut, Mr. SHour, and Mr, Jones of Arkansas 
were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 11283) to establish Calais, in the State of Maine, 
as a subport of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the 
State of Maine. 

The bill (H. R. 10698) toamend an act amending the act entitled 


| *‘An act to authorize the receipt of United States gold coin in ex- 


change for gold bars” was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 
The bill (H. R. 10899) to restore to the public domain a small 


| tract of the White Mountain Apache Indian Reservation, in the 


Territory of Arizona, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11214) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the 
erection of a public building at Anniston, Ala.,” was read twice 


| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds, 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) authorizing the publication 
of an edition of a Digest of International Law was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ALICE V, COOK AND ANDREW F, DINSMORE, 
Mr. GALLINGER, There are on the table two messages from 


| the President returning pension bills—the bill (S, 2844) granting 


a pension to Alice V. Cook and the bill (S, 3215) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore. I move that the mes- 
sages and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
so ordered, 


Without objection, it will be 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H, R.11212) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from lowa to the amendment in lines 16 to 17, on 
page 87, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 87, after line 15, the Committee on 
Appropriations propose to insert: 

That the subdivision of Pencote Heights, in the District of Columbia, be, 
and the same is hereby, revoked and annulled. 

Mr. ALLISON. That goes out, as a matter of course, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment will be 
regarded as rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the decision of the Senate respect- 
ing the purchase of the land for the insane asylum, | hope the 
Senate will disagree to the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee striking out certain words in lines 10, 11, 12, and 13 on page 88, 
It is manifest that under the decision of the Senate the buildings 
for the patients at the insane asylum must be erected on ground 
now owned by the asylum in the immediate vicinity of the pres- 
ent building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. The Committee on Appropriations propose to 
amend, on page 88, line 10, after the word ‘‘ specified,” by striking 
out ‘“‘upon lands already owned by the Government, or uponsuch 
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| 
suitable lands as may be donated to the Government within the | 
District of Columbia for that purpese.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a suggestion in regard to | 
that amendment; but if the Senator from Connecticut rises to | 
speak to the ameudment, I will yield to him; otherwise 1 shall 
proceed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rise for that purpose. 

I hape something will be done in relation to this matter of the 
asylum. The present condition there is a disgrace to civilization 
and a shame to this city that will not be forgotten for many years. 
There are 2,000 people there, when -there are accommodations for 
but 1,200. People of all ages and races are lying at night around | 
the corridors with no sleeping rooms for them. It-is simply a 
repetition of the old Black Hole of Caleutta. We have no right | 
to keep up such a condition. We ought to buy tents or do some- 
thing; at any rate, be humane and civilized. 

Mr. STEWART. [If the Senator will allow me to make one 
suggestion about this matter, | believe that the vote of the Senate 
was influenced mainly by the price of the land. There has been 
a question raised about it, and it has placed Senators in an unfor- 
tunate position, as it is charged that we propose to pay more for 
the land than the public think it worth. I think the Committee | 
on Appropriations ought to submit an amendment on the day 
after to-morrow to have this land condemned. If 7} acres are to 
be obtuined, let it be condemned, and if we buy it, it will bea 
good operation, I believe, ultimately. 

I have looked over the ground somewhat myself, aad I believe 
ultimately we will be compelled to take that ground and pay a | 
higher price for it. But inasmuch as we are going on to build 
now, I think we ought to have the land, and ought to have it at a 
reasonable price. 1 would rather pay a larger price than it is 
worth on condemnation than to pay it by the mere fixing of the 
price by the Senate and have the country accuse us of paying an 
unreasonable price. 

I hope the committee will bring in an amendment of that kind 
on the day after to-morrow, and take the sense of the Senate upon 
it. Ithink the sense of the Senate will be to buy the 7} acres | 
upon condemnation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation in re- 
ply to the statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, Haw- 
LEY] that we have over 2,000 patients in St. Elizabeth Hospital, 
with accommodations for only 1,200. On that point the Senator 
has been misinformed. The present superintendent claims that 
he has not adequate soatnennaiiadieion for all the patients who are 





there, but not to the extent suggested by the Senator from Con- | 
I know that from the statement made on yesterday to | 


necticut. 
me by the superintendent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I just say that I got my information 
regarding the matter from a gentleman of intelligence and ability 
who has visited the place? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I got my information 
from the superintendent of the asylum, and I presume he knew 
what he was talking about. 

I think it is an unfortunate expression for the Senator to use 
that an institution that has 800 acres of land can properly be com- 
pared with the Black Hole of Calcutta, which, I believe, was about 
as large as the President's room in this building. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But they do not sleep all over that land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, a word in reply to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Srewart}. I trust that the Committee on Appro- 
priations will not be misled by his suggestion that a proposition 
to condemn this land will meet with the assent of the Senate. 
Until | am persuaded that the rights of the people who have pur- 
chased land and built homes in Congress Heights are protected, I 
certainly shall not consent, under any circumstances, to have this 


insane asylum obtain lands which directly confront them, and | 


which shut off their view of the Potomac River. 
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I have no doubt that a point of order would lie against such a 
proposition, and | apprehend that that point of order will be made 
if the proposition is presented to the Senate. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by 
the committee striking out the words from lines 10 to line 13, on 

ge 88, is disagreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say something in regard to that 
amendment. I am willing that the amendment s be agreed 
to, but I want to strike out beyond that the words ‘‘ within the 
District of Columbia for that purpose;” so as to read: 

Upon lands already owned by the Government, or upon such suitable lands 
as may be donated to the Government. 

Of course I understand the Government must have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction with regard to all matters extending only over 
the District of Columbia, but I do not know that the whole amend- 
ment would do any harm. It is — to have the insane asy- 
lum for this District outside the District of Columbia. It might, 
however, require some agreement with the State of Maryland. I 


a 
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do not know how that is, and, therefore, I do not wish to limit 
the location of this asylum to the District of Columbia—that js 
by legislation putting it beyond our power to do otherwise. ' 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President, if these buildings are to 
be erected. they ust be erected within the District of Columbia 
and upon lands owned by the Government within the District. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Government owns a farm outside of 
the District. 

Mr. ALLISON. We own a farm in the State of Maryland 
which we have no right to bave there. i ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iknow we have not, unless there is some 
understanding with the State of Maryland, which might be se 
cured, 

Mr, ALLISON. Upon inquiry I have been told that it is not in 
So, Mr. Pres 
dent, all we shall have to do, as it seems to me, is to go on and do 
the best we can with the ground we now own within the Distric: 
of Columbia. Then the people who have protested so vigorous! 
all of whom have bui't houses and r,ade settlements there years 
and years after the location of the insane asylum, must be con- 
tent with whatever buildings the Government erects there. 

1 ask now for the consideration of an amendment on page \)), 


| which was passed over. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 95, after line 10, the Committee on 
Appropriations reported to insert the following: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to ap; 
an architect and a landscapearchitect, each of conspicuous ability in his pro 
fession, to be associated with the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army, to make an examination and to report to Congress on the first Mon 
day in December, 1900, plans for the enlargement of the Executive Mausiv 
for the treatment of that section of the District of Colambia situated th 
of Pennsylvania avenue and north of B street SW., and for a suitable connec 
tion between the Potomac and the Zoological parks. 

For services and expenses incident to said examination and report, $1010) 


> 


to be disbursed under the control of the Secretary of War 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr, President, it seems to me that that 
amendment is not in order unless it has been estimated for. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not estimated for, but I will say to the 
Senator that this is an amendment which has the approval of a 
standing committee of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds? 

Mr. ALLISON. It wassent to us by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and I believe also by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is not general legislation; it is specific 
legislation; and I do not suppose anybody doubts that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has the right—not a superior riglit to 
any other committee, but the same right as any other commiitee— 
to recommend the adoption of appropriations of this kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not waiving the right of the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I should like to say right 
there that thisamendment was placed in this appropriation bil! at 
the instance of the Select Committee on the Centennial of the 
Establishment of the Seat of Government in Washington, a joint 
committee of Congress, acting in connection with the governors 
of the States and citizens appointed by the President. At their 
meeting on the 2ist of February this committee decided to advise 
additions to the White House and also to open up the Mall by 
means of a handsome avenue to connect the White House grounds 
with the Capitol grounds. 

This committee has had several meetings, the result of which 
was this recommendation for the employment of proper and capa- 
ble persons to report to Congress upon this subject, and this 
amendment is to carry out that suggestion. The proposition 1s 
simply to obtain plans, the report to be submitted hereafter. | 
think the committee was unanimous in recommending that the 
appropriation should be made. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment which has been read. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, before that passes away, | 
wish to make a suggestion. 1 hope that that commiss'on wi!!! 
obliterate the historic building known as the White House 
that, whatever they do, they will preserve that building w't 
its features, for, as I have said, it is historical, and I thin‘ | 
piece of fine architecture. If so desired, buildings can be ere! 4 
on either side of the White House or all around it; but what :v'r 
is done, I hope they will leave that building as a legacy t 
country. I think the people are by all odds more attached to! 
building and its associations than to any other building in the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amen 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now call attention tothe amendment on |) 
100, striking out lines 7 and 8, which read: 

Toward construction of additional stables at Fort Riley, Kans., $30,000. 


The question is on the amend- 


nd 
ill 
a 


ra 
‘ 








1900. 





—_———" 


| will state that the committee recommended the striking ont 
of these words, not having any information respecting the neces- 
sity of the appropriation. Since that time the Senator from Kan- 
eas (Mr. Harn) hss furnished us evidence in regard to the ap- 
propriation which we did not have in the committee room when 
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it was considered, So I ask that that amendment may be dis- | 


agree d to. ‘ 

“The amendment was rejected. . ; j 

Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: May I ask the Senator from 
Iowa if the amendment in lines 7 and 8, on page 100, which was 
passed over, has been acted upon? 

Mr. ALLISON. Icalled that amendment up a while ago, but 
I noticed that the Senator was for the moment otherwise en- 
gaged. oor 
i which made that appropriation apparently necessary, 

Mr. HARRIS. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next amendment, which was passed over. 
js on page 110, Tasked that that amendment be passed over so 


that I could call the attention of the Senator from Louisiana to it. | 
ask that the first amendment, in line 5, be agreed to, and that | 


the second amendment, in line 6, be disagreed to. The Chief of 
Engineers has informed the committee that he requires the full 
amount a womrseeet there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment will be 

ated. 
othe SECRETARY, On page 110, line 5, before the word “ dredges,” 
the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out ‘‘two” 
and insert ‘‘one or more;” so as to read: 

ov 4 a , -s ve) 2 y roveme 
1p ARIES. Cariicen  Vnaten nal by ccetieucting oat operating 
ope or more dredges, $300,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendment which has been 
stated may be agreed to, and the other disagreed to, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was, in the same clause, om page 110, 
line 6, before the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘three” and 
insert “‘two;” so as to read: ‘‘ $200,000,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senate to agree to the amendment 
on page 118, which was passed over. The Senator from North 
Dakota stated that he had an amendment he wanted to offer there, 
but I understand he has withdrawn it; and so I ask that that 
amendment may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have one or two other amendments to which 
I desire to call attention, and then the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. CocKRELL] has an amendment which he desires to offer. 

| ask unanimous consent to disagree tothe amendment on page 
4, line 5, striking out “eight” and inserting “six.” That would 


leave the —— text remain in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SzcreTary. Im the clause making appropriations for 
“one superintendent for the coast of Long Island” the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations reported an amendment to strike out 
$1,800” and insert ** $1,600.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I want that amendment disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 25, line 8, I move to strike out 
“$21,900” and ingert * $22,100.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 25, line 9, it is proposed to strike out 
“$21,900” and insert ‘*$22,100;” so as to vend: 


Without objection, the amend- 


For one ‘superintendent for the life-saving and lifeboat stations on the 
coasts of Washington, Oregon, and California, $1,800; in all, $22,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a committee amendment to offer. I 


am directed by the Committee on Appropriations to offer an 
amendment, which was referred to the Committee on Industrial 
Expositions, favorably reported by that committee, and referred 
to the Committee on eee: and itis now reported bythe 
Committee on ations, which makes it in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. CockRELL] offers an amendment which will be stated. 
The Secretary, It is proposed to insert at the end of the Dill 
the following: 
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION, 


For defra: the of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Commis- 
ow nee apes 0,000; and when the Louisiana Purchase Exposition 


corporation under the lawsof the State of Missouri, shall have raised, 

oes satisfaction of the Recrotary of tho Treasury, $10,000,000 for and on ac- 
i carry orw an exposition a . Louis, Mo., 
rites brats the one hundredth anniversary of the purchase of Louisiana Ter- 
pend tae of the stim of $800,000 tor suc exposition, $0 be disbursed. under 
e " iu under 

direction of “The Louisiane Purchase Exposition of 1903,” under rules and 


The next amendment will be | 


I stated that he had furnished the committee informa- | 
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regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and with his ap 
proval: Provided, however, That said sum of $5,000,000 shall not be expended 
until the said sum of $10,000,000 raised by said Louisiana Purchase Exposition 
of 195 shall have been expended for and on account of said exposition, and 
there shall be repaid into the Treasury of the United States the same pro 
portionate amount of the aid given by the United States as shall be repaid to 
either the corporation or th» eity of St. Louis. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have one other amendment to offer. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Secretary, On page 75, after line 26, it is proposed to 
Insert: 

Office of surveyor-general of Colorado: Arditional amount for r 
office, pay of messenger, stationery, binding and repairing records, 1 
of furniture, and other incidental expenses, $1,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a proposed amendment to be in 
terted at the proper place in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 


| the following: 





a ahs 


That a commission consisting of five persons, who shall be selected one 
each from the Eastern, Middle, Southern, Western, and Pacific coast States, 
be appointed by the President of the United States 

First. “To study the commercial and industrial conditions in the Chinese 
Empire and report as to the opportunities for and obstacles to the enlarge 
ment of markets in China for the raw products and manufactures of the 
United States,” as recommended by the President in his annual messages to 
the Congress of December 5, 1898, and December 5, 1809. It shall be the duty 
of the commission to ascertain what of the products of our farms, mills, and 
workshops may be sold there, and how these should be manufactured, packed, 
and shipped, as well as the proper methods of transacting the business so as 


| to largely increase their use and consumption. 


Second. To do the same work in the Empire of Japan, and also in such 
other adjacent countries in eastern Asia as the commission shall deem advis 
able. 

Third. To investigate the economic resources and other cognate questions, 
and to promote the expansion of our commerce in the aforesaid countries by 
such methods as may be properly employed and recommended by such a 
commission. 

Sac. 2. That the Secretary of State shall instruct the diplomatic and con- 
sular agents of the United States in those countries to render all possible 
assistance to the members of the commission in the prosecution of their work 

Sec. 3. That, under the direction of the President of the United States, the 
commission shall enter upon the performance of their duties at the earliest 
practicable date, and shall proceed to the aforesaid countries, where they 
shall spend at least one year in doing the work set forth in section 1 of this 
act, after which, upon returning to the United States, they shall make a 
report to the President of all the essential details of their work and the re- 
sults of their lnvestigations, which report shall be submitted by the Presi- 
dent to Congress, with such suggestions and recommendations as the Presi- 
dent may deem proper and advisable. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $75,000, to be immediately avail 
able, for the compensation of the commissioners and necessary clerical help, 
as also the actual and necessary traveling and other proper charges of the 
commission, excepting the publication of its report, all ot which shall be de 
termined by the President of the United States: Provided, however, That the 
salaries of the members of said commission shall not be in excess of the sum 
of $5,000 each per annum. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make any point of order that I can make 
upon this amendment. It is certainly new legislation, and it is 
not estimated for. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ivobservethatan appropriation of $5,000,000 
was made a moment ago without a point of order being raised 
against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observed the same thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And that was unquestionably new legis- 
lation. This is a matter which has passed the Senate, has been 
reported favorably in the other branch of Congress, and ought to 
have some standing before the Senate. I hope an appropriation 
of $5,000,000 for an exposition, which went through without ob- 
jection, will not be permitted to stand, and an appropriation of 
$75,000 for an inquiry of this kind, which is of the utmost impor- 
tance to every section of this country, will not go out on a point 
of order. Still, if the Senator thinks it his duty, I shall have to 
yield if the point of order will lie against it; but the Senator has 
not as yet made thepoint of order, and I hope the Senator will not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order, Mr, President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator will state his 
point of order. . 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand this to be new legislation provid- 
ing for a commission for which there has been no estimate made; 
and it is—— ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam very glad the Chair so thinks. Ido not 
wish to add further reasons, but I simply made the point of order 
that it is new legislation. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I want to make an observation as to the 
consistency that is practiced here. I copied this amendment for 
this proposed commission from a certain other matter for a com- 
mission to be provided for on an appropriation bill last year, re- 
ported, I think, by the Senator himself, and he did not make a 
point of order against it, nor did I. 
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Now, Mr. President, I enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the amendment providing for an appropriation of 

5,000,000 to an exposition that is to take place some time in the 
future was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE, I second the motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, May 31, 1900, at 11 
o'clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 29, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SMOKING IN THE HALL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair feels it his duty to call attention 
to section 7 of Rule XIV, which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House, no mem- 
ber shal] walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speaking, pass 
between him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no member 
shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call of the roll 
or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforcement 
of this clause. Neither shall any person be allowed to smoke upon the floor 
of the House at any time. 


The SPEAKER, The object of the Chair in having this rule 
read is to call attention to the provisions against smoking in the 
Hall, It is made the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Door- 
keeper to enforce strictly this rule; and this is never more neces- 
sary than at the close of a session of Congress. The Chair has 
learned that officers of the House, when calling attention to smok- 
ing, even during the session, have been be tae y spoken to by 
members, The Chair is glad to say that he is not advised who 
any of these members are; but appreciating this rule and its ob- 
ject—the comfort of persons in the Hall and galleries, as well as 
the health of members—the Chair trusts that every pains will be 
taken by members to observe this rule; and if, forgetting it for a 
moment, one of these subordinate officers should call attention to 
it, it is hoped that members will appreciate the fact that he is dis- 
charging a duty and not desiring to be offensive to any member. 


DISPOSITION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. [I rise to submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the passage of this resolution all private 
bills considered in Committee of the Whole House on Friday, May 25, and re- 
ported to the House, shall be in order as unfinished business, the previous 
question to be considered as ordered on each bill and all amendments thereto 
to their final passage, and each to be disposed of without intervening motion. 

Amend by inserting after the word “motion,” in line 7, the words “ but 
the bill H. R. 471, reported with the recommendation that it lie on the table, 
is hereby excepted from this order; and this order shall not interfere with 
conference reports.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

r. DALZELL. One moment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to his 
colleague on the committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Pending the motion, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to include amongst the bills mentioned in the order the bill 
(H. R. 8487) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty and other 
members of the Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry. This 
bill was reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole 
House, but action on it was prevented by the objection made to 
the bill preceding it on the Calendar, not because there was any 
objection to this bill itself. I ask therefore that this bill be in- 
cluded in the proposed order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I very much hope that this request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will be complied with. 1 under- 
stand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. STANLEY W. 
DAVENPORT], who is ill this morning and not here, has an inter- 
est in this bill in behalf of one of his constituents. I hope there 
will be no objection to the request. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion by the gentleman from Ohio, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that House bill 8487 be covered by 
the order just —— 

Mr. LOUD. Is that the bill with reference to the colonel of the 
Ninth Pennsylvania Regiment? 

Mr. DALZELL, It is. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

; The SPEAKER, Objection ismadeby the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia,. 


sae ee 


_Mr. GROSVENOR. I renew the demand for the previous qu 
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tion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I should like to ask the vent)o. 
man a question before he demands the previous question. © 

Mr. TALBERT. There was so much confusion that I cou) yo) 
hear the reading of the resolution reported by the committee, 414 
I ask that it be read again. is 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution reported py 
the Committee on Rules will be read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask thy 
gentleman from Ohio a question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has no right to submit the req yes 
unless the gentleman from Ohio yields. Paka) 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, I am making my request of t}yo 
gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not wait until the previous quest; 
is ordered? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Before the previous question jg 
ordered I should like to ask—— : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will state to the gentleman that on jast 
Friday a large number of private pension bills were reported 
favorably from the Committee of the Whole House, but upon the 
request of the chairman of the committee having the matter in 
charge that the previous question be considered so ordered objec 
tion was made; and this rule is now brought here for the purpose 
of enabling us to go forward and dispose of these bills as soon as 
certain matters in the nature of conference reports are disposed of, 

I will say to the gentleman further that the resolution as origi- 
nally drawn would have carried all of the bills, while one of them 
was reported with the recommendation that it lie upon the table, 
and that is the gymendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. WHER, conumt Kentucky. he gentleman asks for the 
previous query, mp~n all of these bills. Do they embrace only 
pension bills: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nothing but pension bills. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Does not the previous question 
cut off all right to debate those bills when they are considered in 
the House? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. What is the object of the gen- 
tleman in depriving the House of the opportunity to amend or 
debate the bills? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have all been debated in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and many of them have been amended there, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. But the gentleman is aware 
that many members who do not attend meetings of the committee 
are present on the floor of the House to-day, and while I have no 
objection to the gentleman’s desire to expedite legislation, it occurs 
to me as rather a dangerous practice to order the previous ques- 
tion wholesale upon a number of private pension bills when the 
House might desire to debate or amend. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can only say to the gentleman that upon 
bills of this character the House of Representatives very largely 
and almost exclusively relies upon the report of the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. And so I suppose it wil! gener- 
— 4 in this instance, but there might be some exceptions to the 
rule, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bills were debated in the comuiittee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Willi the gentleman allow me one observation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not yield for an observation. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just want to say—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I do not yield. I ask for the previous 
question. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to make one short observation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman states that this rule was made 
necessary because of an objection to the consideration of the bills. 
I want to say that 1 do not agree with the gentleman. On last 
Friday if there had been a quorum here these bills would have 
been considered and passed after the committee rose and went 
back into the House, and the want of a quorum is what ina‘le this 
rule necessary, and not because objection was made. That is my 
version of the matter; and on that occasion I deemed it right to 
demand a quorum to pass these bills in the House, as they were 
run through the committee without discussion or reading the 
reports. é 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Recorp will show what the truth 1s: 
and the Recorp will show this and nothing else, that the c!a'r- 
man of the committee asked unanimous consent that the previous 
question —— be considered ordered upon all these bills on 4 
— ore ay,notonFriday. Now,I donot know who obj« ted. 

Mr. TALBERT, But the previous question might have been 
ordered if you gentlemen had been here when you ought to have 
been here. You were not here, and that is the reason why this 
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rule is necessary, and not because objection was made. If on Fri- 
day evening you had have had a quorum present, you might have 
carried the motion 7 a majority vote. This you did not do be- 
cause somany wereabsent. — ; 

The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous ques- 

on. 

, The question being taken, 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 9. 

Accordingly the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the previous questic 1 has been 
ordered on these bills, and the bill that I have reference to being 
left out, so that it may be amended in the House if necessary, I 
now renew my request that it be included amongst the bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania renews his 
request that House bill 8487 be brought within the provisions of 
the order pending. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman knows that there are 
other bills besides this one. This is not the only bill. That reso- 
lution does not take in the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. DALZELL. It takes in all the bills that have passed the 
Committee of the Whole except one, to which objection was 
made—all the private bills except one. 

Mr, LOUD. I understand this rule only applies to pension bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is true. 

Mr. LOUD There are several of these claim bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. No, there are only two, This is one to which 
no objection was made. 

Mr. LOUD. ‘Why, Mr. Speaker, I raised objection to the bill 
on the floor, and I want to call the attention of the House again 
that this is an absurd claim. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, this gives the gentleman an opportunity 
to amend in the House. I have removed it from the operation of 
the previous question. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think so. 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. LOUD. If this was the only claim, I might be tempted to 
accede to the gentleman’s appeal; but there are other claims, quite 
a number of them. 

Mr. MAHON. oy one other, 

Mr. DALZELL. There is only one beside this, 

Mr. LOUD. This is a bad bill, and it should not pass without 
some discussion. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has his opinion; I have mine. 
That is a question to be determined by the House, whether this is 
a bad bill or a good one. 

Mr. LOUD. The House has never heard about the bill. 

Reo DALZELL. Well, we will have an opportunity to hear 
about it. 
‘* Mr. LOUD. If you will give debate and an opportunity to 
amend on it—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, you have that now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. The question is on agree- 
me to the committee amendment to the resolution. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report 
on the naval appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up a con- 
ference report on the naval appropriation bill. Does the gentle- 
man desire the report and statement both read? 

Mr. FOSS. I ask to dispense with the reading of the report and 
call for the reading of the statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the report and to read the statement. 
Without objection, this order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. A pectiementery inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Will that report be printed in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. It can be if the gentleman desires, Without 
objection, the report will be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 

mone committee of conference on the Gasgreste g votes of the two Houses on 

; © amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10450) mekiag appropriations 
or the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other 
pur having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
oa do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

6 hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 1s, 1% 13, 14, 15, 

\ Av, 18, 19, 28, 29, 80, 81, 82, 44, 47, 55, 56, 57, and 60. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


Senate numbered 1,.3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 27, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39 
40, 43, 46, 49, 89, and Gi; and agree to the namie” ee F ms 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
“Emergency fund, Navy Department: To meet unforeseen contingencies for 
the maintenance of the Navy constantly arising, to be expended at the discre 
tion of the President, $300,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreemevt to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the word “ Carolina,” in line 4 of said amendment, strike out the word 
“are” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘is;” and after the word “ forth 
with,” at the end of line 5, insert the following: “appoint a board of naval 
officers, whose duty it shall be to;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $8,105,867.32;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 


After the word “improvements,” in line 15, page 35 of the bill, insert the fo! 
lowing: *‘and for all additional land needed and required to carry out the 
aforesaid plans; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert as a separate 
paragraph the following: 

“Section 13 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled ‘An act to reorgan 
ize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine 
Corps of the United States,’ is hereby so amended as to provide that nothing 
therein contained shall operate to reduce the pay which, but for the passage 
of said act, would have been received by any commissioned officer at the time 
of its passage or thereafter.”’ 

And the Senate agreed to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $15,300;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“During a period of twelve years from the passage of this act any naval 
officer on the retired list may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, 
be ordered to such duty as he may be able to perform at sea or on shore, and 
while so employed shall receive the pay and allowances of an officer of the 
active list of the grade from which he was retired.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 9, 50, 51, 52, 53, and 58 the committee of confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 

GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 

ALSTON G. DAYTON, 

AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference of the disagree 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 10450, making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 19U1, and for other purposes, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon and recom 
mended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

Amendment | added the following provision under “ Pay, miscellaneous:"’ 

** Provided, That in lieu of traveling expenses and all allowances whatso- 
ever connected therewith, including transportation of baggage, officers of 
the Navy traveling from point to point within the United States under orders 
shall hereafter receive mileage at the rate of 8 cents per mile, distance to be 
computed by the shortest usually traveled route; but in cases where orders 
are given for travel to be performed repeatedly between two or more places 
in the same vicinity, the Secretary of the Navy may, in his discretion, direct 
that actual and necessary expenses only be allowed. Actual expenses only 
shali be paid for travel under orders outside the limits of the United States 
in North America.” 

To which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendment 2: Struck out the emergency fund to be expended in the dis- 
cretion of the President; Senate receded with an amendment fixing the 
amount at $300,000. 

Amendments 3 and 4: Made an additional appropriation of $4,800 for watet 
main for barracks at Naval Training Station at Rhode Island; to which the 
House conferees agreed. 

a 5, 6, 7, and 8: Verbal changes; to which the House conferees 
agreed. 

Amendment 9: Struck out the provision for special ocean surveys and 
inserted in lieu thereof the following amendment: 

“Ocean and lake surveys: For exerograpae surveys and for the purchase 
of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and freight and express 
charges on the same, $100,000.” 

To which the House conferees disagreed. 

Amendments 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19: Increased the pay of elec- 
tricians at the New York, Washington, Norfolk, and Mare Island navy-yards, 
and created two classes of electrical employees, to be paid $1,200 and $1,800, 
Togpoemivety; the Senate receded, and the provisions were stricken from the 

pill. 

Amendments 20 and 21: Made an additional appropriation of $45,000, and 
provided for railroad and rolling stock at the Portsmouth Navy Yard; to 
which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendments 22 and 23: Struck out the barracks for enlisted men at the 
navy-yard, New York, with the appropriation of $100,000 therefor, and added 
$8,700 for eagesre to buildings in said navy-yard; to which the House con- 
ferees agreed. 

Amendments 24 and 25: Appropriated $30,000 for completing building at 
Washington Navy-Yard; to which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendments 26 and 27: Appropriated $5,700 for improvements to buildings 
at Norfolk Navy-Yard; to which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendments 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32: Appropriated $155,000 for further im 
provements at the naval station at Port Royal; the Senate receded, and the 
provisions were stricken from the bill. 

Amendment 33: Provided for the removal, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Navy, of the naval station at Port Royal to a point at or near Charles- 
ton, 8. C.; the House conferees receded from their disagreement and agreed 
to an amendment as follows: 


“The expenditure of the appropriations hereinbefore provided under the 
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head of public works in the Bureau of Yards and Docks at the naval station, 
Port Royal, 8. C.. is left in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, who 
is hereby authorized and directed to forthwith appoint a board of naval offi- 
cers whose duty it shall be to examine into the expediency of changing said 
station to some point in the State of South Carolina at or near the city of 
Charleston, and, if the Secretary on such examination shall decide that such 
change is expedient and desirable, he is authorized to expend the money 
hereinbefore a peepee upon such new naval station and a dock therefor 
having 30 feet depth of water on the sill at mean high tide; and for the pur- 
chase of a site for the same he is authorized to expend out of said appropri- 
ation a sum not to exceed $100,000.” 

Amendments 34 and 35: Appropriated $3,000 for repairs to machine shop at 
the naval station, Key West; to which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendments %. 37, and 38: Appropriated $5,000 for building a chapel, and 
$10.0% for completing workshop and boiler house, and struck out the appro- 

riation of $100,000 for barracks for enlisted men at the navy yard, Mare 
sland; to which the House conferees agrees. 

Amendment 39: Authorized the appointment of a board of naval officers 
to investigate with a view to the location of a dry dock on the Columbia 
River, Oregon, and to report their findi to the next session of the present 
Congress, and appropriated $1,000 to defray the expense of such investiga- 
tion; to which the House conferees agreed. 

Amendment 41: Changed the figures in the total appropriation under pub- 
lic works to conform to the foregoing amendments. 

Amendment 42: Increased the limit of total cost for the improvements at 
the Naval Academy from $6,000,000 to $8,000,000; the House conferees receded 
from their disagreement and agreed to an amendment providing that the 
total limit of cost shall also cover additional land needed and required to 
carry out the plans to be adopted by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Amendment 43: Verbal change. 

Amendment 44: Reduced the age limit in the provision authorizing the ap- 
pointment of the assistant surgeons who served during the war with Spain 
tothe permanent list of the Navy from 50 to 40 years; the Senate receded, and 
the age limit is left at 50 years. 

Amendment 45: Struck out the amendment to the act known as the per- 
sonne! law, which provided that nothing in said act should operate to uce 
the pay of any commissioned officer which but for said act would have been 
poassves by him; the Senate receded, and agreed to an amendment as fol- 
ows: 

“section 13 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled ‘An act to reorgan- 
ize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps 
of the United States,’ be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to provide 
that nothing therein contained shall operate to reduce the pay which, but for 
the passage of said act, would have been received by any ed offi- 


cer at the time of the panes or thereafter." 

Amendment 46: Added Fioo to the py of a clerk for the Bureau of Steam 

Eugineering at the Boston Navy-Yard: to which the House conferees pgrese. 
Amendment 47: Provided for an additional clerk for the Bureau of Steam 

Engineering at the Port Royal Naval Station; the Senate receded, and the 

provision was stricken from the bill. 

* Amendments 48 and 49: Verbal changes to make total figures conform to 

foregoing amendments and to preserve the present title of the Bureau of 


Steam Engineering. 

Amendments 50, 51, 62, and 53: Struck out the provisions reducing the 
course at the Naval Academy to four years, and commissioning the cadets as 
midshipmen upon the completion of such course, and provided that when- 
ever any naval cadet shall have finished four years of his undergraduate 
course of six years the succeeding appointment may be made from his Con- 
Gecaienel district or at large in accordance with existing law, and provided 

urther that the appointees to follow the two classes of cadets now at sea 
may enter the Academy during the present year; to which the House con- 
ferees disagreed. 

Amendment 54: Authorized the assignment of officers on the retired list 
to active duty at sea or on shore on their own application. The House con- 
ferees receded from their disagreement and —_— to an amendment as fol- 
lows: “ During a period of tweive yearsfrom Ss any naval 
officer on the retired list may, in the discretion of the tary of the Navy, 
be ordered to such duty as he may be able to perform at sea or on shore, and 
while so employed shall receive the pay and allowances of an officer of the 
active list of the grade from which he was retired.” / 

Amendments 55, 56, and 57: Changed the order of appropriations for im- 

rovements to the marine barracks, Mare Island, and increased the same 
£00: from which the Senate receded. 

Amendment 58: Struck out the provision as to armor and armament and 
inserted the following: 

“Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized by act of March 2, 1895; for those au- 
thorized by the act of June 10, 1896; for those authorized by the act of March 
3, 1897; for those authorized by the act of May 4, 1898; for those authorized 
by the act of March 3, 1899, and for those au ized by this act, $4,000,000: 
Provided, That in contracts for armor plate for any of the vessels above men- 
tioned the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to procure armor of the best 
quality atan average rate not to exceed $445 per ton of 2,240 pounds, including 
royalties. If, after due advertisement, the retary of the Navy should be 
unable to contract for such armor ated above, then, and in that event, 
the Secretary of the Navy is auth to armor of the best quality 
for the battle ships Maine, Vhio,and Mi now a armor, and to 

y therefor not toexceed $545 per ton of 2,240 pounds: further, That 
f the Secretary of the Navy has found, after such advertisement, that armor 
plate of the best quality can not be from private manufacturers 
of armor plate for $445 per ton of 2,240 pounds, and in that event, he is 

ected to procure or purc a suitable site erect thereon an armor- 
plate factory at a cost not to exceed $4,000,000; and urposes 
of this provision the sum of $2,000,000 is hereby appropriated and imme- 
diately available, out of any menae the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated: Provided further, That if un the operation of the above provision no 
Government armor-plate manu! is or built, the Secre 
Navy shall submit to Congress at the of its next session a 
report, in which he shall estimate the ep cost of a fully equi ee. 
mental armor-plate mani . site, and the me at 

could be at said factory and ready 


of the 
etailed 


which the best modern armor 
for delivery, and in nocase shall a contract the construction of the 
hull of any vessel auth by this act, or either of the acts hereinbefore 
cited, until a contract has been made for the armor of such vessels: Provided, 
‘That no contract for armor shall be made in advance of the requirements of 
the vessels under construction.” 

To which the House conferees disagreed. 

Amendment 59: Directs the Secretary of the Navy to contract for the con- 
struction of five submarine torpedo boats of the type at a cost not 
to excoed $170,000 each; to which the House conferees a 

Amendment 60: Directed the Secretary of the Navy to have prepared 
plans for the construction of Gragegertans for ; from 
a the Senate conferees receded, and the provision was stricken from the 
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Amendment 61: Increased the appropriation for equipment unde: 
qrense at the Navy ” from $250,000 to $400,000; to which the House confe 

eed. 

“eThe bill as originally passed by the House carried ,887.616.67; as pa 
by the Senate, $63,034,516.67; an increase of $2,146,900, of which sum the H 
agrees to $56,900, leaving the amount in diengrocmeans 090.000. 
GEORGE EDMUND Foss 
ALSTON G. DAYTON, 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the H 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House that + 
conference report is a partial agreement upon matters of disag 
ment between the two Houses. 

The agreement is as to all those matters of disagreement bet w. « 
the two Houses with the exception of three, upon which the o>), 
ferees report a disagreement at this time. In other wor: 
have agreed upon all matters except three—first, ocean and }.:\;, 
surveys; second, the question of the abolishment of the two y.; 
sea course at the Naval Academy and granting of commissj,))). 
to naval cadets immediately upon their graduation; third, 1) 
proposition as to armor plate. 

Now, Mr. 8 er, I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the conf 
ence report. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I would ask the gentleman jf 
we could not agree now, before taking this vote, on some dis})<i- 
tion of the armor-plate question. I suppose that the House w’|| 
agree with the position of the conferees in regard to the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey and the Military Academy. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to my colleague from Kentucky that as 
soon as we adopt the report, then it will be proper for the House 
to take up these questions upon which there is a disagreement. 
and consider them at that time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I understand that is proper 
but can not we have some sort of an agreement as to the discus 
sion of the armor-plate question. I do not know that anyon 
would object. 

Mr. FOSS. When we reach that point, I think if any! 
wants a limited discussion upon the discussion we can have it 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Why not indicate what time 
will be given to that subject? 

Mr. FOSS. Why should we do so now, when the question is 
not before the House? 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. Why. if we wait until it is up, 
the gentleman will have complete control, and can demand a yote 
at any moment. 

Mr, FOSS. The gentleman knows that I would not cut off 
gentlemen from an opportunity for discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I did not think there would be 
any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The question was taken; and the conference report was agreed to 

On motion of Mr. FOSS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to call up these three 
matters on which there is a disagreement. The first Senate 
amendment on which there was a disagreement was that relating 
to ocean and lake surveys. The Senate put in this amendment: 

Ocean and lake surveys: For uy eregteeic surveys, and for the purchase 


of nautical books, charts, and sailing d@ ions, and freight and express 
charges on the same, $100,000. 


i 


dy 


Now, I would suggest to my colleague from Illinois that we 
temporarily this matter over, if it isagreeable to my colleague. 

Mr. CANNON. I would prefer, I will say to my colleague, 
that we dispose of the amendments in the order in which they 
come. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 
the first amendment not agreed to in the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 16 strike out, in lines 1 and 2, and insert: 

“Ocean and lake surveys: For hydrographic surveys, and for the pur hase 
of nautical books, charts, and g@ directions, and freight and express 
charges on the same, $100,000." 


Mr. FOSS. I move that the House insist upon its disagreement 
to the Senate amendment, and ask a further conference. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Illinois moves that ' 
House do further insist upon its disagreement to this amend 
The question as to asking a further conference will come lat! 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman that ! do 10! 
for one feel inclined to antagonize his motion; but I want tb» 
entirely frank with him. Now, I think, the matter having !e°" 
considered twice by the House under all the circumstances, t!\\' 
if the House should further insist that I want further to instruc: 
the conferees; that is, I want to offer a resolution for the con-\- 
eration of the House by which the conferees would be instructed. 








1900. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order when a conference is 
asked. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois {Mr. Foss. 

Mr. FOSS. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman, touching this niatter 
before the House, if he will allow me a moment or two? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The House has already considered this ques- 
tion twice, once upon the naval bill and then a similar question 
upon the sundry civil bill, and considered in each instance at 
length, fully discussed each time. The House by a very decided 
majority on each occasion determined not to change the law or 
the appropriation as was sought to be changed in the original pro- 
vision as reported to the House on the naval bill, not as sought to 
be changed in the broadest possible manner in the Senate amend- 
ment to which I want to call the attention of the House, The 
House provision was: 

For special ocean surveys and the publicition thereof, $10,000. 
The Senate amendment is: 


For hydrographic surveys and for the purchase of nautical books, charts* 
and sailing directions, and freight and express charges on the same, $100,000, 


Now, the words *‘ hydrographic surveys ” in this sense make this 
appropriation in connection with the naval appropriation avail- 
able to survey every mile of every coast of the United States from 
Maine to Point Barrow; all around the new possessions, and every 
other coast on earth. It is the broadest possible language; “for 
hydrographic survey,” unjustified by any legislation, broader by 
far than was the provision which was reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to the House. Now, then, as I said before, this 
has been considered two times, fully debated, and the House by 
an unusually large majority each time has been against the prop- 
osition as conveyed in the Senate amendment. 

Now, under these conditions I think the two actions of the 
House ought to be considered as tantamount to an instruction on 
the part of the House to the House conferees, But as we ap- 
proach the end of the session and the House conferees, so far as I 
know, not being favorable to the position of the House, | had it 
in mind, I will say to my colleague, to take the sense of the House 
by moving a formal resolution instructing in favor of the House 
provision. Much I could say, but I do desire that this matter 
should be disposed of, and I would be glad to dispose of it now if 
my colleague can indicate by suggestion or otherwise that the 
House conferees, in his judgment, would take whatever action 
might be taken by the House now, without discussion, as instruc- 
tions. I have no desire to take the time of the House unneces- 
sarily. 

Mr. CORLISS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iilinois yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. CANNON, Yes. 

Mr. CORLISS, Does not the Senate amendment also embrace 
a provision for the survey of the lakes? 

Mr. CANNON, Every mile of the coast and of the lakes, in the 
broadest possible way. 

Mr. CORLISS. Then we do not want it. 

Mr, CANNON, Every coast on earth. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Not only every coast on earth, but every 
harbor and every river. 

Mr. FOSS. It must be remembered that this appropriation for 
the lakes was only used by the steamer Michigan, during the 
brief periods when she was not engaged in the training of the 
naval militia of the different States, in pointing out and finding 
obstructions in the channels—I mean so far as the surveys are 
concerned, 

Mr. CANNON. It goes far beyond that; it might include one 
boat or fifty boats. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Will the gentleman read it? I have not the 
bill before me, 

Mr. CANNON, I will read the Senate amendment: 

Ocean and lake surveys: For hydrographic surveys, and for the  perchene 


of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and freight and express 
charges on the same, $100,000. 


Mr. FOSS. I want to say to eA colleague that this provision 
was put in by the Senate. The House put in its provision, and 
the House conferees have stood by the House provision and re- 
ported the eement here to-day. What more can the House 
conferees do? Inasmuch as the gentleman from Hlinois has asked 
me whether there was anything which, in my judgment, would 
relieve the situation somewhat, I will say that I do think if he 
would the words in the Senate provision *‘ for the purchase 
of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and freight and 
express charges on the same”—that is to say, put in those words 
immediately after the House provision for special ocean charts, 
publication thereof, ad appropriate $20,000, I think that 


— 
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might relieve the situation somewhat, And yet I only state it on 
my own judgment. If the gentleman would do that, I would 
withdraw my motion that the House insist on its disagreement to 
the Senate amendment and ask for a conference, and move that 
the House recede from the disagreement and concur in the Senate 
amendment with such an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has a right to so modify his 
motion. As to the $20,000, I do not believe it necessary; and still 
I have no objection toit. Nor have I any objection to the lan 
guage which he last referred to, but it is already covered by the 
general provision. What I want to get at, I will say to my friend 
frankly, is that in my judgment there should not be a second sur 
vey founded in the Navy Department. This language does it, 
and as we approach the end of the session, unless he and those 
who are liable to be his coconferees can give us some expectation 
that the Senate will recede from the words indicated, why then 
I believe it is our duty to strengthen the hands of the House con 
ferees by a resolution that instructs them formally to in no svent 
agree to the Senate propositicn. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask my colleague this question: If 
he desires that the House conferees should insist on the House pro 
vision to the defeat of the naval appropriation bill? 

Mr. CANNON. My friend asks me that question, and Iam glad 
he did. All legislation is the operation of a compromise between 
the two bodies. You have to give and take, and the invariable 
rule, I will say to my friend, is that that body which proposes new 
legislation, which proposes an appropriation that is not called for 
by existing law, always recedes when the other body says no. 

That is the invariable parliamentary proceeding, and no other 
way is possible to bring about legislation upon these great money 
bills. his proposition, if offered in the House, would be out of 
order under our rules. It is out of order under the Senate rules, 
and as that body proposes an appropriation that involves legisla 
tion, or an appropriation with or without legislation, and it is 
new, that body must recede rather than have the bill lost. 

Let me say to my friend that when he talks about great money 
bills necessary for the advancement of this Government being 
lost by reason of the coordinate branch seeking to impose terms 
and demanding that a new service shall be established, the alter 
native being that the Government would be starved to death, he 
talks about a thing that the coordinate branch would not plant 
itself upon for a single minute in the light of what public senti- 
ment would be. 

Mr. FOSS. Iam as anxious that this matter shall be,settled as 


is my colleague. This provision was put in by the Senate. The 
House conferees are standing by the House provision. I do not 


think anything more can be asked on the part of the House con 
ferees. I can give the gentleman from [llinois no assurance that 
the Senate conferees will recede from their proposition. Theonly 
way that he can find that out, according to my best information, 
would be for him to see the Senate conferees. 

Mr. CANNON. But I am not on the conference commit- 
tee—— 

Mr. FOSS. You can see them—not in conference, but outside. 

Mr. CANNON. And shall not be, and, 1 may say to my friend, 
have no desire to be. 

Mr. FOSS. You will find them very agreeable gentlemen, but 
gentlemen who insist usually upon the Senate amendments, 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have had much greater experience in 
| that respect than my friend—— 

Mr. FOSS. I know the gentleman has. 

Mr. CANNON. And possibly I may be ‘on all fours” with 
him in understanding what a bluffis [applause] and all that kind 
of thing. 

Mr. FOSS. Thave no doubt the gentleman has had more ex- 
perience in ‘‘ bluffing” than I have had; I willingly accord him 
superiority in that respect. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 withdraw my motion that the House insist 
on its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and in its place | 
will make this motion which I think my colleague will accept 
that the House recede from its disagreement tothe Senate amend- 
ment and concur in that amendment with an amendment, which 
| IL ask the Clerk to read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following 
“ Ocean surveys: For a ocean surveys and the publication thereof, 
and for charts, including freight and express charges on the same, $20,000." 


Mr. CANNON. Has the Clerk the full amendment th®re? 
Mr. FOSS. If I may be permitted a moment, I supposed the 
| gentleman inserted the language which I called his attention to. 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has the appropriation in many 
other places; but if he would rather that language should go in, 
I have no objection. 
on” SPEAKER, TheClerk will report the amendment as modi- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreemcut to the amendment of the | either of the acts hereinbefore cited, until a contract has been made f 


Senate numbered 9 and agree to the same, with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Ocean surveys: For special ocean surveys and the publication thereof, and 

for the purcliase of nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and freight 

and express charges on the same, $20,000." 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire now to offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the managers on the part of the House at the conference 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of tke 
Renate to the bill H. R. 10450 are hereby instructed to insist on the disagree- 


| 
| 


ment of the House to the amendmgnt numbered 9, and to agree to no settle- | 
mentof said disagreement which shall involve the survey of any of the ocean | 


and lake coasts of the United States or of coasts under the jurisdiction of the | ¢ — . . 
| without submitting a motion to recede and concur in the Senate 


United States. 


Mr. FOSS. 
time. 

Mr. CANNON. 
pose of it. 

Mr. FOSS. 
we ought first to have a conference. . 

The SPEAKER, This motion is in the nature of instructions 
to the conferees. The Chair will state that it is not usual to in- 
struct conferees until a conference is asked for, and then the 
—— would be disposed of before the conferees were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the conferees are appointed? 

TheSPEAKER, After the conference is asked and before the 
appointment of the conferees. If the gentleman will withhold his 
motion, it will come in later. 


I trust my colleague will not insist on that at this 


I think it will take us no great while to dis- 


Mr. CANNON. The other amendment would have to be dis- | 


posed of first? Very well, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment 50: Strike out the following: 

“ The students at the Naval Academy shall hereafter have the title of mid- 
shipman, and on successfully completing the course at that institution each 
shall be commissioned in the lowest grade of the line or Marine Corps, the 
two years’ course at sea being hereby abolished."’ 

Amendment 51: Strike out the following: 

“The naval cadets who have completed the four years’ course at the Na- 
val Academy and are performing duty at sea shall be commissioned in the 
lowest grade of the lineor Marine Corps, and the members of each class shall 
take ranksamong themselves according to their graduating multiples as was 
determined at the end of the four years’ course at the Navai Academy.” 

Amendment 82: Insert the following: 

‘Whenever any naval cadet shall have finished four years of his under 
raduate course of six years the succeeding appointment may be made from 
is Congressional district or at large in qcesriance with existing law.” 

Amendment 53: Insert the following: 

“The appointees to follow the two classes of cadets now at sea may enter 
the Academy during the present year and those to succeed the class which is 
now finishing its four years of study shall be appointed before March 4, next, 
to enter the Academy during the year 1901." 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, as to Senate amendments 50, 51, 52, 
and 53, just read by the Clerk, I move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendments and ask for a further confer- 
ence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House insist upon its disagreement and ask for a further confer- 
ence. The latter clause would properly come later. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House insist on its disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk read as folluws: 


Amendment 58: Page 62, strike out all after line 19 down to and including 
line 8, page 63, and insert the following: 

“Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized by act of March 2, 1895; for those 
authorized by the act of June 10, 1896; for those authorized by the act of 
March 3, 1897; for those authorized by the act of May 4, 1898; for those author- 
ized by the act of March 3, 1899, and for those authorized by this act, $4,000,000: 
Provided, That in contracts for armor plate for any of the vessels above 
mentioned the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to procure armor of the 
best quality at an average rate not to exceed rT ton of 2,240 pounds, in- 
cluding royalties. If, after due advertisement, the Secretary of the Navy 
should be unable tocontract for such armor designated above, then and in that 
event the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to procure armor of the best 
quality for the battle ships Maine, Ohio, and Missouri, now awaiting armor, 
and to pay therefor not to exceed per ton of 2,240 pounds: Provided fur- 
ther, That if the Secretary of the Navy has found, aftersuch advertisement, 
that armor plate of the best quality can not be purchased from private manu- 
facturers of armor plate for $445 per ton of 2240 poun then and in that 
event he is hereby directed to procure or pure a suitable site and erect 
thereon an armor-plate factory at a cost not toexceed $4,000,000; and to carry 
out the purposes of this provision the sum of $2,000,000 is hereby appropriat 
and made immediately available, out of ay money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated: Provided further, That if under the operation of 
the above provision no Government ee manufactory is begun or 
built, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit at the beginning of 
its next session a detailed report, in which he shall estimate the entire cost of a 
fully equipped governmental armor-plate manufactory, including site, and 
the probe le time at which the best modern armor plate could be produced 
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at said factory and ready for delivery, and in no case shall a contract }e 
made for the construction of the hull of any vessel authorized by this act, or 
armor of such vessel: Provided, That no contract forarmor shall be make in 
advapce of the requirements of the vessels under construction.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, as to Senate amendment 58, which has 
just been read by the Clerk, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment and concur in the same 
with an amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and concur with an amendment which will be read by the Clerk, 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inguiry. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The reading of this amendment 


amendment does not preclude the making of that motion after the 
reading of this amendment, does it? 
TheSPEAKER, The motion torecedeand concur, which would 


| bring the two Houses together, would still take precedence. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, that it is premature. I think | 1, motion even after this amendment is submitted. 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. It would be in order to submit 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “Provided,” in line 10 of the Senate amend- 
ment numbered 58, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by con- 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to, 
provided such contracts can be made at a price which in his judgment is rea 
sonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to make contracts for armor 
under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to pro- 
cure a site for and to erect thereon a tactory for the manufacture of armor, 
SS sum of $1,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time does the gentleman 
from Kentucky desire? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
to submit a motion now, and then we will confer about it? 
sire to submit a motion to recede and concur. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move as a sub- 
stitute for the motion submitted by the gentleman from Illinois 
that the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. This is 
the preferential motion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. How much time does the gen- 
tleman want? 

Mr. FOSS. I will let the gentleman from Kentucky suggest. 
Say, an hour on a side. 

Mr. RIXEY. I suggest that we have two hours on a side. 

The SPEAKER. e vote will first be taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, but the gentleman from Illinois 
still controls the floor. 

Mr. FOSS. Iam trying toarrange for time. 
and a half on a side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
had upon this proposition for an hour and a half on a side, at 
which time the previous question be considered as ordered on 
both motions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that three hours be given for debate, half the time to be 
controlled by the gentleman from Illinois and half by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Let us get an hour then. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say an hour on a side, then. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman controlling all the time; but he can only control an hour 
unless he gets the consent of the House, 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest that we agree'to an hour on a side. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I will agree to an hour on 4 
side if the gentleman from Pennsylvania will consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky unite in asking unanimous consent that grn- 
eral debate be limited to one hour on each side, and that the pre- 
vious question be then considered as ordered upon the several 
motions pone Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. , 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. A parliamentary inquiry. Is 
it in order, Mr. Speaker, to submit a motion to the House that the 
time for general debate be limited to two hours? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman, 


Will the gentleman permit me 
I de- 


I suggest an hour 
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as there was so much confusion in the House. The Chair will 
state, however, if it will be of anyinterest, to solve the trouble— | 
' Mr. MAHON. Do I understand the request was an hour on 
each side? 

The SPEAKER. That was the request. 

Mr. MAHON. [have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half hour to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia. 5 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I hope I may have the attention 
of the House, because this matter has now come to such a point | 
that it seems to me vital to the successful building up of our Navy 
that this armor-plate question should be finally settled. It has | 
been a bone of contention so long that it has already retarded the | 
upbuilding of the Navy, and unless settled now in a businesslike 
way by the Congress of the United States, I want to say to you, in | 
my judgment, it is useless for us to talk about any further in- 
crease of the Navy. 

In the first place, we are confronted with this condition: Some 
of the members of the House and Senate believe in an armor-plate 
factory. I believe that some of the members of Congress believe 
that that would be a wise policy; others believe that it would bs | 
an unmitigated misfortune if this Government should embark in 
its construction as a business enterprise. 1 want to say to you, 
upon the authority of the Senator from Pennsylvania, in whose 
district both of these armor-plate factories are located, that it is 
utterly unnecessary for us to consider the question of buying from 
those corporations the armor required for our vessels at the price | 
fixed by the Senate amendment; and therefore it resolves itself 
into simply a question of whether this Government will build an | 
armor-plate factory or pay a different and a higher price than that 
fixed by the Senate. 

Now, without entering into a general discussion of the past his- 
tory of the armor-plate business, the question comes simply to 
this: Shall Congress undertake to settle and fix the limit of price, | 
or shall we, in a businesslike way, after all this discussion has 
been going on for years in Congress, go back to the old policy, 
under which the Navy was started and built up, of allowing the 
responsible head of the Navy Department to fix it according to his 
judgment, and give him the further discretion, if he believes the 
price to be unreasonable and inequitable, to go on and embark in 
the construction of an armor-plate factory? That is the proposi- 
tion presented by the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, | 
the chairman of the committee and the representative of the con- 
ferees. ‘ 

Never until 1897 did Congress undertake to fix the price that 
should be given for armor plate. It was always left to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy. In 1897 we got into this 
armor-plate trouble, and we fixed the limit at $300 aton. Asa 
result we had no armor, and we went through the child's play of 
ordering ships that could not be completed so far as armor was 
concerned, In 1898 weturned around and provided the sum of 
$400 for Harvey plates, and then we were enabled to buy armor. 
In 1899 we went back to the $300 limit, and although we needed 
twenty thousand-odd tons, and the Secretary of the Navy adver- 
tised all over the country two or three times for bids, we were 
unable to get a bid for a pound of armor plate, and, as a result, 
our ships have been lying waiting for the armor. 

After all this discussion, and after all this trouble about the 
armor-plate business, we insist that it is impossible for the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, involving a body of over 400 
men, to contract for this armor, and that it is not good business 
et to attempt to doit. It is not good policy, because we all 

ave different views about it and different degrees of information 
in reference to it. But the Secretary of the Navy, with all the 
information that can be obtained before him can contract for 
that armor; and if we further give him the discretion, in addition 
to buying the armor, of building a plant, if he can not buy it at 
the price that he, in his best jud, ent, sustained and upheld by 
the experts in charge of the Ordnance Department, deems rea- 
sonable and equitable—that is, o him full authority to build 
an armor-plate factory that will be an armor-plate factory, not 
limited in price, as the Senate amendment is, to $4,000,000, and 
— $2,000,000 available at the present time—this vexed question 
will be settled at once rightly and for all time and in a clear, sen- 
sible, businesslike way. 

I want to call your attention to the fact, and it can not be dis- 
puted or denied, that we have two private factories in this country 
which cost $4,000,000 each. Neither one of these factories has 
ever been able to produce but little more than 1,900 tons of the 

arvey armor a year, and of the Krupp armor not more than three- 
quarters as much can be produced in a given period of time. Now, 
the output of the $4,000,000 armor plant for any given year has 
been a little less than 2,000 tons. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will my colleague allow me a 
question? 


®. DAYTON. Ican not now; I will a little later. 





| years to build an armor-plate factory. 





Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. But the gentleman is making a 

statement that is inaccurate, 
_ Mr. DAYTON, You will have to answer any statement that 
is inaccurate, but I want the House to listen to me, and when I 
am making a statement, a fair and square business proposition, I 
do not want to be interrupted every time I come to the point or 
the marrow of it. Ido not mean any discourtesy to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, however, The highest output, says Admiral 
O'Neil, has been less than 2,000 tons for any given year, and one 
armor plant has been in existence for ten years and the other for 
thirteen years. There has been, and there is now, no data upon 
which we can base any estimate that more than 2,000 tons, espe- 
cially of the Krupp armor, which takes one-quarter more time to 
turn out, can be produced in any one year by a four-million-dollar 
factory. 

What does this mean? Simply this: Noreasonable, fair-minded 
man will reach any other conclusion than that it will take three 
If we take 2,500 tons a 
year for the output of a factory which will cost $4,000,000, as 
provided for by the Senate amendment, then it will take e’even 


| anda half years for us to manufacture the 29,000 tons of armor 


necessary to armor the vessels that are already authorized, after 
buying 7,000 tons at $545 for the three ships now absolutely 
demanding armor. Add the three years necessary to build a 
plant, and you can see the importance of the suggestion that we 
can not afford to spend fourteen and a half years to complete the 
navy already authorized, if we ever expect to have a navy in this 
country. 

IT am aware of the fact that Admiral O'Neil has estimated on a 
different basis—that of 5,000 tons—and I know that is in the sug- 
gestion made in his report to us; but he distinctly qualifies that 
by saying-—-andif you read it you will see it—that no man can tell 
what the output of an armor plant will be, nor can you tell what 
will be the cost of the armor-plate factory. His supposition, quali- 
fied that way, goes for nothing as an item of evidence as to what 
the output of it will be, so long as he himself says that you can 
not estimate it, that it isan uncertain quantity. He simply makes 
his basis and calculation upon the supposition that possibly 5,000 
tons or 6,000 tons might be produced by an armor-plate factory that 
would cost something over $4,000,000. 

On the other hand, we have had absolutely two $4,000,000 
plants under private management and operation, and neither one 
of them has turned out 2,000 tons in any of the thirteen years that 
one has been in existence and the ten years that the other has 
been in existence. Now, I say, and if there be any question as 
to this in the mind of any member, you have but to turn to Sen- 
ate Document No. 10, containing the statement of Admiral O'Neil! 
at the hearings, in which he says all these questions as to the out- 
put and cost are uncertain and unknown. 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact why the statement has 
been made that $145 for Krupp armor cin not be accepted by the 
armor-plate factories. The statement, I say, has been made and 
made upon the authority of the Senator from Pennsylvania, in 
whose district these armor-plate factories are. Let us see how it 
is. Secretary Herbert estimated the labor and material in a ton 
of Harvey armor to be $197.78, Admiral O'Neil, in this doeu- 
ment, to which any of you can refer, states that there is 820 more 
labor in a ton of Krupp armor than there is in a ton of Harvey 
armor; he further states that there is $32.32 worth more material 
chrome nickel—in the Krupp armor than there isin the Harvey 
armor per ton. 

I want to say to the House that there is a royalty, which varies 
according to the size of the plates, upon the Krupp armor, which 
averages in round numbers $50 a ton; and I want to say further 
that the armor-plate men are perfectly willing that this Govern- 
ment shall pay that royalty itself, providing they may be relieved 
from it. That proposition has been made over and over again by 
them. 

Now, the cost of labor and material, according to Secretary Her- 
bert’s report, in a ton of harveyized armor is $197.78; additional 
royalty, $50, making the actual cost for labor, material, and roy- 
alty $300 aton. Subtract that from the Senate price, $445, and it 
leaves $145. On an output of 2,500 tons there would be $360,500 
realized over the setaal cost of the armor—the labor, material, 
and royalty. Secretary Herbert estimated 10 per cent for the 
maintenance of the plant. That is his own estimate. ‘Take that 
estimate upon a plant costing 34,000,000 and you have $400,000. 
Subtracting $362,500 from that $400,000 and you have a net loss 
upon your price of $445 of $37,500. Then allow 3 per cent interest 
upon the investment of $4,000,000—$120,000—(and even this Gov- 
ernment can not borrow money at much less than 3 per cent) and 
you have a total loss on 2,500 tons of $137,500, or upon the 86,000 
tons provided for and in sight a loss of $2,183,750, being a net loss 
of $60 and some cents for every ton of the Krupp armor which 
would be put out at the price fixed by the Senate. This is the re 
sult reached upon the Governments own estimate, taking into 
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consideration nothing beyond the actual cost, except that you 


costing $4,000,000, 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a single ques- 
tion’ Was not Secretary Herbert's calculation as to the cost of 
making armor based on the then existing wages? 

Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CANNON. And what has been the advance in wages and 
material since then? 


Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably wages and material have both | 


advanced, 


I want to call attention to another thing in connection with | 
This proposition further involves a change of process. Sec- | 


this. 
retary Herbert's calculations were based upon the plant made 
necessary for the manufacture of the harveyized armor—a char- 
coal process. The process of making the Krupp armor is a gaseous 
one, to carry on which you must put in a full manufacturing gas 
plant, large epough and complete enough to carry on this factory. 

Another thing: As a matter simply of illustration, it would re- 
quire at least three 40-ton open-hearth furnaces to mold the ingots; 
and those furnaces have to be heated to a certain capacity; and 
when they are at that fixed temperature, in two weeks’ time you 
can mold enough ingots to run the rest of your armor-plate fac- 
tory for one whole year. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 


right there that the harveyized armor is subjected to only three | 


treatments, while this is subjected to seven? 

Mr. DAYTON. That is right. The harveyized process in- 
volves three treatments, and the other seven general ones, each 
treatment involving, I may say, at least two subordinate treat- 
ments. Some say this armor goes through as many as fourteen 
treatments; some say twenty. 

Now, as to the question of absolute cost to this Government, 
It wil! take three years to build your armor-plate factory, at a cost 
of $4,000,000. Under the Senate proposition you buy in round 
numbers 7,000 tons, at $545 per ton, amounting to $3,815,000. Sup- 


pose you can manufacture the balance of your armor plate at $445 | 


aton. I have called attention to the fact that on a basis of a four- 
million-dollar plant with an output of 2,500 tons, it would take 
eleven and one-half years to manufacture the balance, which, at 
$445 a ton, would be $12,905,000, or a total, covering the product 
of fourteen and one-half years, amounting to $20,720,000. Take the 
36,000 tons which can be furnished by the two factories, each turn- 
ing out a similar amount of 2,500 tons, in five and three-fourths 


years, putting it at $500 a ton, the total would be $18,000,000, and | 


there would be a saving of $2,720,000. 

So that, taking the Senate figures and considering the question 
either from the loss side or the profit side, it comes out substan- 
tially at the same figures—a loss of over $2,000,000, taking no ac- 
count of risk or trouble of managing the armor-plate factory. 
These figures show that the Senate price is between $40 and $60 
less than the price at which any armor plate of the Krupp variety 
can be manufactured, and it is less t we have been paying 
for the Harvey armor. Why? Because it takes at least one- 
fourth, and some say one-third, less of such armor to cover the same 
substance and bring the same results. 

With this simple statement of facts—and gentlemen can figure 
them out for themselves, and they are , | might say, upon 
the most unfair calculations toward the private armor-plate fac- 
tories—it seems to me there ought to be no question about allow- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy discretion to fix this price. Let it 
be ascertained and fixed, and take this question of the armor-plate 
factory out of the hands of Congress; put it in the hands of a re- 
sponsible norte He can manage the question. He will have the 
lever which will bring down the price toareasonable figure. And 
I believe it will be brought down from that which the armor-plate 
factories offered to accept for the three vessels now requirin 
armor. I believe it will & brought down possibly 10 per cent. 
believe we shall eventually secure armor plate at five hundred 
and some odd dollarsa ton. But at the same time I want to say 
that it is impossible for these men to deal properly with a body 
as large as this, all of us having different ideas. After all this 
discussion during all these years, whenever any responsible head 
is appointed to settle and contract for this armor plate, then, I sub- 
mit, there will be an adjustment of the question. 

Why do I say I think the — will come down from $545 a ton? 
I say that because I believe that by letting contracts for all of the 
armor plate, so that it will cover this period of fiveand three-quarter 
years, the armor-plate manufacturers can very well afford to make 
a reduction; and by a letter written to the Department, and sent 
down to us and examined by us since we have been upon this 
conterence, they have already indicated that they will make a 
snbstantialreduction. But when it comes todealing with them—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Do you think it is entirely fair 
to allude to that letter without putting it into the Recorn? 

Mr. DAYTON. (The letter was sent to the De mt. Isim- 
ply say that when it comes to the question of determining what 
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reduction they will be willing to make. they are not willing to 

make their side public until they can make it to somebody who is 
repared to contract. None f us here is prepared to contrac; 

We are here simply to put limits upon the contracts. 

Mr. KITCHIN. As I understand, you are in favor of leayiy, 
the contract price to the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON, To the Secretary of the Navy. 
| Mr. KITCHIN, Are you also in favor of giving him the pow 
| to build this armor-plate factory? 

P Mr. DAYTON, That is just exactly what this amendme, 
oes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Are you in favor of that? 

Mr. DAYTON, Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I understood you had been making an ary, 
ment against a Government armor-plate factory. 

Mr. DAYTON, I do not believe in a Government armor} |, 
factory, but if the Secretary of the Navy finds, upon his thorjie), 
examination of this question, that these men are charging an x 
| orbitant price, I do not know any other remedy for it but to bu 
| @ plant, and I stand side by side with the gentleman then. \\, 
will leave it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, ani | 
will abide by that discretion. He shall say either to pay the pri 
or to build an armor-plate factory, whichever he may think 1) 
| lesser evil. That is just precisely this proposition. 

It is just exactly what we propose now to do, to give him [|] 
authority, not as the Senate amendment does, appropriating 
$2,000,000 only, and fixing the limit of this armor-plate factory a: 
$4,000,000, because if we want to build an armor-plate factory 
' atall, we want to build one that will be worth something, and tha: 
| will turn out not 2,000 tons but 6,000 tons of armor a year, and 
we do not want it limited to a $2,000,000 appropriation for th's 
year and have it wait, but we want him to have all the money 
necessary to put it up, and to putit up right away, tostart building 
it within the next sixty days, if he determines that that is tl: 
| best thing to do, and to have an abundant fund to do it, and to 
| erect a factory large enough to turn out a quantity of armor that 
will not tie our ships up absolutely upon the stocks for fourteen 
years. 

"That is all I desire to say about it. 
lican side. | 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten mi) 
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry}. 

Mr. RiXEY. Itis just as well that we understand exactly what 
the proposition is before we begin to discuss it, 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, how much time did I take? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman occupied twenty- 
eight minutes. 

r. DAYTON. I desireto retain that two minutes on this side. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, as I say, it is just as well that we 
should understand exactly what the two propositions are beior: 
we begin to discuss them. The amendment of the majority o! 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, advocated by the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton], means,so far as my informa- 
tion goes, that the Secretary of the Navy will pay $545, the price 
demanded by the armor-plate factories, and that we will build no 
Government factory. We know the opinion of the Secretary 0! 
the Navy. He has stated that he thought it best to comply with 
the demand of the armor-plate factories. We know the opinion 
of the gentleman from West Virginia who advocates the ameni- 
ment. because time and again he has stated, and I think upon tis 
floor, that he was opposed to the building of an armor-plate fac- 
tory upon any terms or under any conditions, and [ think he has 
stated—I may be in error about it, and if I am, he can correct 


me—— 
Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 
Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman where he [ins 
that the Secretary of the Navy has stated that he would com))); 
with the demands of the armor-plate manufacturers? 
_ Mr. RIXEY. I have not had time to look up the printed hear 


a: FOSS. I should like to have the gentleman produce ev) 
dence upon that point. 

Mr. RIXEY. am stating on this point my impression. | 
have not had time to look up the printed hearings of the Sec'e- 
tary of the Navy, but my impression is that when he was be! or: 
the Naval Committee he gave it aw his opinion that we bad be" 
pay $545 and comply with the demands of the armor-plate !ac- 
tories than build a factory. - 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say that I think the gentleman is > 


taken. 
Mr. RIXEY. It is possible I may be. But, Mr. Speaker, t's 
ec es comes from the Committee on Naval Affairs, aud \° 
now where that majority stands upon this proposition. [| ca) 
not believe that they would bring this — before the 
House if they thought for an instant that a Government factor) 
would be the result. © 


[Applause on the Repub 
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I was stating when I was interrupted that the gentleman from | 
West Virginia [Mr. erred now in his seat, had stated on the | 


floor of this House, when th 
it would cost the Government a thousand dollars a ton to make 
jts own armor plate, and that he was opposed to the building of 
the factory tipon any terms. ; 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to my friend that I believe that. 
That is my personal opinion; but I am simply taking the matter 
as it appears from Secretary Herbert's ho aye ; 

Mr. RIXEY. That being the opinion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia, we know why he advocates this amendment. He 
does it because he does not believe it will result in the building of 
a Government armor-plate factory. Now, Mr, Speaker, the Sen- 
ate provision provides that the Navy Department may pay $445 a 
ton for the Krupp armor; that if we can not get it for that we 
shall then pay for the armor that we now need $545 a ton, which 
is the amount demanded by these factories; but the Senate propo- 
sition goes further and provides that if these factories hold us up 
and require us to comply with their unjust demands, as we can 
show them to be, that this Government will then build an armor- 
plate factory, and that the Secretary of the Navy shall have 
no discretion, but that he shall be directed either to buy or build 
an armor-plate factory. Now, what is the history in regard to 
legis!ation for armor plate? The majority of this committee ask 
the House to leave this matter wholly in the discretion of the Navy 
Department, and that this House place no limit upon that discre- 
tion. I call the attention of the House to the fact that until Con- 
gress did place a limit upon the price paid by the Government for 
armor plate we never got it below $547 a ton. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. And sometimes betweensixand 
seven hundred dollars a ton. 

Mr. RIXEY. And sometimes we paid over $600 a ton for the 
Harvey armor. Only when Congress stepped in and said, ‘‘ We 
will not pay more than $400 a ton,” did these armor-plate factories 
accept the proposition and furnish us with the armor plate at $400 
aton. Thus $147 a ton was saved to the Government, or $500,000 
on a single battle ship. Now, the proposition is to turn the Navy 
Department loose in its discretion, to let it pay whatever it chooses, 
when we know from past experience that it will pay the price de- 
manded by the factories. 

Admiral O'Neil is of the opinion if a factory is to be built, it 
should have a capacity of 6,000 tons per year. In a statement be- 
fore the Naval Committee he gave as the price at which this Gov- 
ernment could manufacture armor plate by the Krupp process, 
leaving out the oe of royalty and interest, $314 a ton. 

Basing a calculation upon his estimate and charging the Gov- 
ernment 3 per cent interest upon the investment and upon the 
working capital, allowing for 5,000 tons of armor a year, this 
Government can make its armor plate at $344 per ton. 

He further says that the Krupp process is not patented; that it 
is no secret. I understand that the Navy Department now has 
knowledge as to how this Krupp armor is made. 

With this statement of Admiral O’Neil before us, in which the 
cost of armor plate is shown not to exceed $344 a ton outside of 
the royalty, why should we pay $545 a ton, $200 a ton more than 
rage be paid, a difference of probably $500,000 on a single bat- 

e ship? 

Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman allow a question there? 

Mr. RIXEY. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BARBER, Taking the basis of $344, and assuming the 
royalty to be $30, which is claimed, would the gentleman consider 
that $150, which is the price asked, would be an exorbitant profit 
upon 2,000 tons, with a capital of $4,000,000? 

Mr. RIXEY. ’ I consider anything over $400 a ton wonld be an 
exorbitant profit. 

Mr. BARBER. For the Krupp armor? 

Mr. RIXEY. As aninstance of what the Krupp company is 
now doing, and the profits they have been making, I send to the 
Clerk's desk and ask to have read an advance sheet taken from the 
one reports for May, 1900, published under the direction of 


he ee of State. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
BUSINESS PROFITS OF KRUPP. 


Under date of March 22, 1900, Consul-General Guenther transmits the fol- 
lowing from Frankfort: 

The Frankfurter Zeitung of to-day contains a statement made by a compet- 
toro! Krupp with reference to the profits made by Kruppin his contracts with 
ithe German Government. He says that some time ago Krupp furnished 
field guns at $1,145 each. Competitors afterwards received an order for the 
same kind for Reach. Thereupon Kru 1p reduced his price from $1,145 
to $452.38. For shrapnels, Krupp received p03: his competitors furnished 
them at $1.19. It is an error to say that Krupp alone can furnish nickel plates 


for the navy. e process of manufacture is no secret, but is known by every 
intelligentmanufacturer. If there were competition. the nickel plates could 
be obtained at paidtoKrupp. ‘The navy department, however, 


prescribes conditions which make competition impossible. Testing grounds 
Ga required of the same dimensions as those of Krupp, which belong to the 
$ overnment and have been rented to him. The necessary provisions for 
esting 24-centimeter would cost between $500,000 and $750,000; for 15- 
Catimeter pans, $75) Without previous assurances on the part of the 
vernment, nobody would risk such an investment. 


$ bill was up for consideration, that | 


| plate factory if that limit is exceeded. 
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Mr. RIXEY. This illustrates the profit made by the Krupp con 
cern. They were furnishing guns at over $1,100, and competition 
brought the price down to about $452. But the gentleman from 
West Virginia says we ought not to place a limit on the prico 
with the provision and condition for the building of an arm 
I call his attention to the 
recommendation of Admiral O'Neil upon that question. He says, 
on page 12 of the hearings: 

In case that Congress shall fix the price that may be paid 
less figure than that demanded by the manufacturer 
for Krupp armor 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iask for three minutes more. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I yield three minutes additional 
time to the gentleman. 

Mr. RIXEY (continuing reading) — 

The recommendation of ex-Secretary Herbert would seem to be a neve 
sary and a good one: ‘'I therefore recommend that if Congress shall dete: 
mine by law upon any limit of price paid, it shall also authorize the Depar 
ment to erect or buy anarmor plant andagun plant, and, if need be, to lease 
such plant or plants until it can construct its own.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Congress has heretofore limited the price 
to be paid for armor plate. Our experience shows that it was a 
wise provision. We ought to limit it again; and, further, we 
ought, following Admiral O'’Neil’s recommendation, to follow it 
up with the stipulation that if we can not get the armor plate at 
$445 a ton, the Secretary of the Navy shall build a factory. 

Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman say that the Admiral 
recommends—— 

Mr. RIXEY. I have but a moment or two, and I beg the gen- 
tleman not to interrupt me. 

My. Speaker, the Government has its smokeless-powder factory; 
it has navy-yards in which ships can be built, and which area pro- 
tection to us against extortion by the great shipbuilding yards and 
insure the building of our ships at a reasonable price. Let the 
Government build an armor-plate factory if it is necessary, and 
thus protect ourselves against this monopoly, this trust. The 
ee of this House are agitated, seemingly, as to the con- 
trol of trusts. The Committee on the Judiciary has reported a 
joint resolution providing for the submission of a constitutional 
amendment to the several States giving to Congress the right to 
deal with trusts. Why not, if they are sincere in wanting to 
break up trusts—why not take this trust by the throat and deal 
with it as it ought to be dealt with? Congress has the power now. 

The way to deal with this trust, this monopoly, is for the Gov- 
ernment to protect itself by building its own factory. This can 
be done without injustice to anybody. We will not gointo the 
market and compete with others, with private enterprises. The 
Government has the right, and it is its duty, to protect itself by 
building its own factory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
expired. 

fr. BARBER. I wouldlike to ask that the gentleman's time be 
extended fcr a moment. You quote Admiral O'Neil recommend 
ing, as J understand, the building of an armor-plate factory. | 
would ask you to turn to page 6. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. BARBER. I ask that it may be extended for a minute, to 
answer this question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr. Speaker. It is all taken up. 

Mr. BARBER, It is very unfair to read one portion without 
reading tho other. [Cries of ‘ Regular order!” 

Mr. FOSS. Lyield a little time to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARBER. Turn to page 6 of Admiral O’Neil’s testimony 
before the committee, and see what he does say, at the top of the 
page, the second paragraph: 

I do not think it is expedient for the Government to undertake the manu- 
facture of armor for several reasons. 

Ts that not what he stated? 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. I quoted Admiral O'Neil's statement 
on page 12, where he makes the recommendation, if Congress 
placed a limit on the price. that he concurs in the recommenda- 
tion of Secretary Herbert's report that the Secretary of the Navy 
should be authorized to buy, build, or lease a factory. 

Mr. BARBER. Read just belowthat. Is not this what he said: 

My own opinion is that it is not desirable to fix by law the price of armor 
any more than it is that of many other commodities that enter into a vessel 
of war or are exclusively for military use. 

Mr. RIXEY. That is all true. I did not undertake to quote 
the Admirai’s opinion upon all subjects. I referred to his opinion 
that if Congress limited the price at less than $545 he concurred 
in ex-Secretary Herbert’s opinion that the Secretary of the Nav) 
should be authorized to buy, build, or lease an armor-plate factory. 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I now yield fifteen 
minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. Kircy1y }. 


for armor at a 
namely, $45 per ton 


The time of the gentleman has 


The time of the gentleman has 


The time of the gentleman has 


I can not yield any more time, 
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who are in favor of giving the Secretary of the Navy the discre- 
tion to build an armor-plate factory are Lage to the Govern- 
ment building that armor-plate factory. e heard an argument 
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Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is significant that those 


a few minutes ago from the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. | 


DAYTON 

tory; ana yet the gentleman favors giving the power and discretion 
to the Secretary of the Navy to build this factory. As I under- 
stood the gentleman from West Virginia, he argued that the pri- 
vate concerns, the Bethlehem Iron Works and the Carnegie Steel 
Company, each could only build 2,000 tons of armor a year. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to-day 7,100 tons of armor, and we will 
need in the next five years about 30,000 tons more, even if we do 
not authorize the construction of a single other battle ship. In 
other words, it is clear to every member of this House that for the 
next six or eight years, especially if we continue to authorize the 
construction of battle ships, we will need seven or eight thousand 
tonsof armorayear. If the gentleman from West Virginia is cor- 
rect, that these two concerns can only build 2,000 tons each, then 
that forces upon us the absolute necessity of erecting another 
armor-plate factory in this country in order to get sufficient Amer- 
ican armor for our ships. 

I for one am in favor of erecting a Government armor-plate fac- 
tory, not because I believe in the Government going into such 
businesses, for I do not believe in it. I believe in the Democratic 
doctrine of buying what the Government needs from private con- 
cerns, providing the Government can buy from private concerns 
at fair prices. But rather than be held up by the throat by these 
armor-plate factories and compelled to pay their exorbitant prices 
I favor the Government's undertaking to make her own armor 
plate. 

Every member upon this side of the House who agrees with me 
in this matter believes in buying the plate from private factories, 
if it can be bought at a reasonable price, every one of us believes 
in buying the best armor, and every one of us believes in putting 
to sea the best ships. There is no dispute in the committee on 
these questions. The only question is whether we shall continue 
to pay $545 per ton, as these armor-plate factories demand, or 
whether we shall undertake to get our armor plate at something 
like $300 per ton by the Government building its factory. 

The gentlemen of this committee will remember that while this 
armor-plate matter was under discussion, it was signified to these 
two armor-plate factories in Pennsylvania that we would be 


glad for them to appear before the committee and give further 


testimony concerning the manufacture of armor plate, Gentle- 
men of the committee will also remember that not one appeared, 
but, on the contrary, they signified to the committee that the 

had nothing further to say than what they had theretofore said, 
which was that they would furnish the armor plate at $545 a ton. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Senate has amended this bill by provid- 
ing for an armor-plate factory, and when that is done, the gentle- 
man from West Virginia here to-day tells us the Secretary of the 
Navy has received from the armor-plate factories a letter with 
which the conferees are acquainted, in which the factories indicate 
their willingness to reduce the price, but how much he says not, 
a thing that they did not express to the Naval Committee of the 
House. They did not express their willingness to give us a re- 
duction on the great amount of armor that we are to buy until 
after the Senate had shown a determination to put the provision 
in the bill for an armor-plate factory, a provision that we had 
contended for in the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while the othér side of the committee are 
in favor of leaving the building of an armor-plate factory to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, as I have said, they are 
opposed to building a factory. For one I am op to putting 
this great question into the hands or into the discretion of any 
one man, it matters not who that man may be. Here is a ques- 
tion of policy that will affect our entire Navy perhaps for all the 
future, which involves the expenditure of several million dollars 
anaually. It isa question of policy that affects the entire country. 
In my opinion the American Congress should not delegate to any 
one man the discretion in a matter of that character. If you are 
in favor of an armor-plate factory, come out like mén and advo- 
cate it and let Congress say, ‘‘ We will shape the policy upon 
this matter; we will direct whether the Government shall erect 
a factory or continue to buy the armor plate from private facto- 
ries at prices which we think are exorbitant.” If you oppose the 
factory proposition, leave out the grant of discretion to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy and take the manly stand and say you are 
against the Government's going into the armor-plate manufacture 


under any circumstances. 
Tam opposed to gry | this discretion to the Secretary of 
the Navy. I believe it is bad policy to continually put these great 
powers in the discretion of the heads of the Departments. As I 
rave said, we need—and I understood the gentleman from West 
Virginia to admit that we need—36,000 tons of armor plate now in 


sight, and the probability is that we shall authorize new battle 


against the Government building an a fac- | tons? 
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ships year after year, thus necessitating an additional amount of 
armor plate annually—several thousand tons. It is contended py 
the opponents of this motion to concur without an amendment 
that the present armor-plate factories can furnish only 4,000 tons 
of Krupp armor per year. Where shall we get the other 4.00) 
The Government ought to do as it has done in reference ¢,, 
its shipyards. It ought to provide for the establishment of armory 
plate factories. We would not seriously harm the private fac. 
tories, which are to-day making armor for other nations of tho 
world. I take it that just as to-day, in addition to constructins 
ships in our own shipyards, we build a certain number by con- 
tract, so if we establish a Government armor-plate factory, we 
shall continue to buy armor plate in greater or less quantiti: 
from the private factories if they properly reduce their prices, 
The private factories would continue to make armor plate fo; 
Russia and other countries. 

We have nothing against them; but as a plain matter of busi- 
ness between the taxpayers of this ccuntry and the Government— 
between the constituent body and the representative body—we 
believe that the best interests of this Government require that we 
quit dallying with this matter and proceed in a manly way to 
take charge of the manufacture of our own armor plate, as a 
matter of defense against extortion and exorbitant prices. 

Mr. Speaker, to-day is the first time, I believe, in the history of 
this country when the membership of this House has had the op- 
portunity of facing this question boldly and deciding by their 
votes whether we shall have a Government armor-plate factory or 
not, Often has this proposition been offered as an amendment to 
our naval bills, but just so often have points of order been made 
against it, and it has been ruled out; so that no vote has beon 
taken upon it. We want the American people to know how the 
American Congress stands on this matter. 

We believe every man should be glad to go on record upon any 
views that he honestly entertains; and I know that gentlemen 
who differ with me on this matter honestly entertain their differ- 
ing views. Therefore, let the country understand the facts, let the 
facts be laid plainly before the people, and let the people understand 
this question, for it is a question that involves a great policy and 
a great amount of money to be paid annually by the taxpayers of 
the country. 

For one, rejoicing in the fact that this question will be brought 
toa direct vote, Ido hope that enough gentlemen on the other 
side will be found voting in favor of what we conceive to be the 
interests of the Government—to sustain the provisions of the Sen- 
ate amendment as attached to this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I yield fourteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama {[Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. r. Speaker, I know it is impossible to 
discuss fairly and fully a proposition of this magnitude in four- 
teen minutes. The question as to whether the Government shal! 
manufacture its own armor, or whether we shall continue to pay 
the exorbitant rates that have been charged by the present con- 
tractors, is a question that has been agitating the American Con- 
gress for the last five years. I do not think the question will ever 
be settled unless we build an armor-plate factory, or unless the 
gentlemen who now advocate the cause of the private contractors 
can demonstrate more satisfactorily than they have done in the 
past that the rates now charged for the manufacture of armor 
plate are reasonable and fair to the Government. 

The question of the cost of armor plate is not a difficult one. 
The items involved in the manufacture are not large. The steel 
ingots which go into the manufacture of armor plate are sur- 
rounded by no mystical cloud. The other materials from which 
armor plate is made are as well known to the manufacturing i!) 
terests of the country as those that go into the manufacture of a 
steel rail. And yet it seems difficult to bring this proposition 
down to a plain business basis. There is always something left 
on the outside which we are told we can not fully understand. 
There is something involved in this question besides the mere cost 
of the material and the cost of labor, on which we can never place 
our hands, 

Let me state the items entering into a ton of armor plate so !ar 
as the product itself is concerned. In a 20-ton plate of 125,00 
pounds there are about 50,000 pounds of nickel scrap, costing about 
$40 a ton, and this is paid for by the Government. Of pig iron. 
mug bar, and wash metal there are 61,000 pounds, costing 520 per 
ton, as certified in a statement made by the Secretary of the Navy 
some years ago. At that time pig iron was really selling in Pitts- 
burg at from $12 to $14 a ton; at the present time $20 a ton 
would probably be a fair estimate of the cost. 

Mr. BARBER. - May I ask the gentleman a question? _ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have only fourteen minutes; but if tho 
gentleman wishes to ask a question, I will hear it. “ye 

Mr. BARBER. Is not the cost of the wash metal entering into 
the manufacture of armor plate much larger than the gentleman 
states? 








1900. 








Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman knows as well as I do 
that the amount of wash metal entering into a ton of armor plate 
makes but a small ig ba of the cost. , 

Mr. BARBER. In answer to the gentleman, I will state that, 
according to my information, 40 per cent of the ingot is composed 
of wash metal. I have that information from parties engaged in 
the manufacture. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not so understand. The cost of 
ferromanganese is $49 a ton, and only about 2,280 pounds go into 
a 20-ton plate. 

Iron ore, about 300 tons, at about $3 a ton. The coke costs 
about $2.60, and the limestone only about $laton. On thisit will 
pe seen that the materials in an ingot, as shown by their own 
statements, amount to $30.13 a ton; that the material used in 
manufacturing, such us coal for firing the furnaces, etc., amounts 
to $56.75 a ton, and the entire labor cost in a ton of armor plate 
amounts to only $43.65, making a total of about $125 a ton to cover 
these three items, Now, outside of these three items—— 

Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman allow one question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I had plenty of time I would be glad 
to yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but I have only a 
very few minutes left. 

Mr. BARBER. It is unfair to state it in that form, because 
there are other elements—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam only stating the facts that are stated 
in this report, and these facts have never been challenged by the 
men who manufacturethis armor. Now, as to the form in which 
I state it, I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I 
must follow my own line of argument, and I will ask him not to 
consume the few remaining minutes I have. 

Mr. BARBER. The gentleman knows that the Krupp armor 
has other in ients that very materially increase the cost. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I willstate that the facts given, asI have 
stated them, come from the board that the Secretary of the Navy 
appointed to report to Congress the cost of this thing. 

Now, the only other items are the question of maintenance, 
which are small, Taking them together, leaving out the question 
of insurance, of taxes, and of interest on the plant, the total cost 
of aton of armor plate is about $208. I mean the ordinary ex- 
penses. That leaves out interest, taxes, and insurance. 

Now, where does the difference come in between the $208 that 
the material, the labor, and the ordinary expenses of the plant 
amount to, outside the question of interest, taxes, and insur- 
ance? The way . reach the figures that they claim we should 
pay is simply this: They ask us to pay 10 per cent on the cost for 
the maintenance of those two plants. The plants they have fig- 
ured on, namely, the one at Bethlehem and the one at Homestead, 
cost, they claim, about $8,000,000. 

The Government appointed a board to ascertain the cost of 
these two plants, and they report to us that a 6,000-ton plant, hav- 
ing the same ——— as these two put together, can be built and 
equipped for about $4,000,000. The way in which they reach 
those figures is this: They say that they are entitled to interest at 
6 per cent on $8,000,000. Well, I think for a private enterprise 
that is probably true, but when it is recollected that we can dupli- 
cate this plant without paying for old machinery, for old experi- 
ments, for old mistakes that they have committed, all added to 
their capital stock, when we can duplicate this plant for $4,000,- 
000, and that interest to the Government is only worth 3 per cent 
instead of 6, which they ask us to pay on $8,000,000, it can be 
readily seen where that great saving takes place. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Upon whose authority do you state that we 
can duplicate the plant for $4,000,000? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I state it on the authority of the board 
that was appointed to investigate and report to Congress the cost 
of building an ae factory. They reported in detail. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was in 1897, was it not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do you mean that it can be constructed for 
the same price to-day? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Practically. Ido not claim that it can 
be constructed for the same price to-day, but my friend from 
Texas understands business conditions thoroughly, and he knows 
that the price of machinery and pig iron to-day is no warrant for 
what it will be when the construction of this plant begins, any 
more than it was before. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you want it to begin now, do you not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Yes; but before six months shall elapse, 
in all probability before the bids could be let-— 

Mr. HAWLE You can not fairly say, “in all probability.” 


Here is the report of Admiral O'Neil, saying that the plant cost | 


approximately $5,000,000. 
tr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will concede that, for the sake 
of argument. Now I will ask the gentleman not to consume 
my time, as I only have a little left. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield to the gentleman all the time that 
e takes in answering my questions; I beg the gentleman to state 
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the case as it is, and as the authorities have stated it, that this 
plant will cost approximately $5,000,000, or $4,838,000, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Very well. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And he further states that it will cost an enor 
mous sum to maintain it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to the gentleman that I con- 
cede that the cost of machinery is higher to-day than it was when 
this report was made. But I do not believe, to begin with, that 
it is necessary to spend $4,000,000 to build a plant of this kind. I 
believe that a 3,000-ton plant. instead of a 6,000-ton plant, would 
answer all the needs of theGovernment. I believe a plant of that 
kind could be built for in the neighborhood of $3,000,000. 

But conceding that we need a 6,000-ton plant, and that instead 
of costing $4,000,000 it will cost $5,000,000, take the one item of 6 
per cent on $8,000,000 which they ask for interest. That amounts 
to $480,000. Take 8 per cent on $5,000,000, and that is $150,000, 
There is a saving of $330,000 each year on this plant alone. Now, 
outside of that question of interest, conceding the gentleman's 
own figures, there is $330,000 we will save; but these men also ask 
us to allow them 10 per cent for the maintenance of this plant; 
not for taxes and insurance, but for the maintenance of the ma- 
chinery. 

I will challenge the gentleman or any other gentleman to point 
to me a single case in the reports of this Government, and he can 
find numbers of cases in the Sixth Annual Report of the Commis- 
sioner of Labor, where this item of maintenance is charged to the 
running of any plant, and I will challenge him outside of cotton 
mills to find a single instance where they put the item of main- 
tenance as high as 5 per cent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman has an abundance of time. 
Now, is it not true that nearly every electrical and mechanical 
appliance that has existed for five years is to-day in the junk pile? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire), 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask that the gentleman be allowed one mo- 
ment to answer that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In whose time? 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield the time to the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it not true that nearly every electrical and 
mechanical appliance to-day is practically new, that the condi- 
tions existing five years ago are obsolete, and that the machinery 
that was built and operated five years ago is in the junk piles of 
the various mechanical departments operating them to-day? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I will state to the gentleman-—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I knowyou are familiar with the subject, and 
I know that you will be perfectly candid in your reply. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state tothe gentleman that in some 
lines of industry that is true; thatin the business of cotton mannu- 
facture it is largely true. In the manufacture of iron and steel it 
is partially true. In a blast furnace some of the machinery is ab- 
solutely new, but the great bulk of it is not. ‘In the steel plants 
to-day, and the rolling mills, the same class of machinery is used 
in the rolls to a large extent that was used five years ago, except 
some modern appliances that are added, which are not a large 
proportion of the cost of building a plant. 

The gentleman said that he would yield to me a few minutes for 
the time occupied in answering his questions, which I think was 
about five minutes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman has answered my questions, 
and I am greatly obliged to him. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twenty-nine 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to -my colleague ten minutes, or such time 
less than that he may desire. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, we practically went to the 
Senate from the House without any proposition in regard to armor 
whatever. The Senate itself practically took the matter out of 
the hands of its Naval Committee and laid down the ultimatum 
which we have before us. The House conferees did not feel at 
liberty to dicker until they had the opinion of the House itself to 
array against the action of the Senate. That is the condition of 
the bill to-day, Now, what is the situation in regard tothe Navy? 
We have, with the ships authorized in this bill, seventeen great 
men-of-war ordered to be built, with no provision for their build- 
ing, except in regard to the three which are now on the stocks. 
We are all agreed, both the Senate and the House, to complete 
these three ships, paying not more than $545 per ton for the best 
armor that can be obtained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of any proposition that will 
complete these ships, and complete them in the quickest time pos- 
sible. If the proposition offered by the committee, to leave the 
matter with the Secretary of the Navy, as proposed, is adopted. 
I am willing to go to the Senate with that proposition; but, as I 
said, I have no hope that the Senate will accept the proposition. 
We shall simply come back to the House for further instructions, 
We are confined, as I understand it, to these instructions when 
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we zo back to the Senate. 
osition will be necessary. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say to my friend, if I may be permitted 
to interrupt him, that if the House adopts this proposition, which 
is recommended by the committee, I have every reason to believe 
that the Senate will do likewise. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, I should be very glad of it, 
question then arises, Will that complete the ships? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; in my judgment, 

Mr. CUMMINGS, In what way? 

Mr. FOSS. If you give the Secretary full power to buy the 
armor for any an 
him full power to build an armor-plate factory, he will settle this 
question of the purchase of armor inside of one hour, in my judg- 


If they stand firm, some further prop- 


But the 


ment. J 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. How will he settle it is an im 


portant question that Congress would liixe to know. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Under the law as it stands now he can not 
tuy armor for more than $300 per ton; under the proposition of 
the Senate here he is confined to $445 per ton. If it is possible to 
make some sort of a compromise which would make it $4145 per 
ton, the Government paying the royalty, I think he would in all 
agree = be able under such a proposition to secure the armor 

complete these vessels. That would dispel the clouds and in- 
crease the Navy without delay. I want the House to understand 
exactly the situation of the conferees. What you vote for here 
‘‘goes” with the conferees; and we intend to stand by it. 

Mr. aker, this trouble origimally arose through the action of 
the Bethlehem Company in making harveyized armor for a Rus- 
sian vessel at $249 per ton. 
not likely to arise 
armor was needed, © works were idle. To 


going they went to Russia and bid for a contract; bid in competi- 


tion with English companies and with the Carnegies, The bid- | 


ding was kept up until they accepted a contract at $249 per ton, 
knowing, as they say, that they were taking it ataloss. Now, 
that this is true was proved atterwards by the fact that Russia, 
in the same manner, gave the Bethlehem people a contract for the 
same harveyized armor at $527 ton. 

Mr. WH ER of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Can you explain how it was, 


then, if they were gouging the Russian Government at that time, | 


yet at the same time they were furnishing to us thousands of tons 
of armor at $400 per ton? 
Mr. CUMMINGS, They were not doing so. All your figures 


about making armor have been based on harveyized. There is | 


not a man in this House that can tell you what aton of Krupp 


armor costs. We have no evidence whatever on that. The com- 


mittee have this evidence—that never so far as known im the 
building of a battle ship has a ton of Krupp armor been furnished 
to any government as low as $545 per ton. I challenge a denial 
of that statement. 

Mr. BARBER. You spoke of no one knowing anything about 
the cost of Krupp armor. Havenot wethe letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy giving the result of the testimony of the experts say- 
ing that the material alone costs $33 a ton more than the Harvey? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is the statement, but nobody outside 
of the company knows what it costs to make a ton of Krupp 
armor. It is subjected to seven different treatments, and in some 
cases nine. 

Mr. BARBER. And thatthe labor costs at least $22 a ton more 
than on the Harvey armor? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If you take that statement and do not allow 
for the increase in the price of material since that time, you will 
make the cost of Krupp armor about $445 per ton. 

Mr. BARBER. Then we would haveto make an allowance for 
additional labor, and the decrease of the output from 3,000 tons 
down to 2,000 tons—the maximum—we can produce. 

Mr. KITCHIN. My colleague is aware—— 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am tired of talking 
about armor plate, and I take my seat with great satisfaction. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to see the 
House adopt the Senate amendment, and shall endeavor to present 
my reasons for desiring it, and in doing so I shall confine myself 
as nearly as possible to the facts. I do not think it is right for 
gentlemen in addressing the House to make any statement not 
borne out by the record. 1 will comment briefly on the statements 
made by my colleague on the committee from West Virginia [ Mr. 
Dayton]. lIregret that he is not in the Chamber, because I at- 
tempted to interrupt him at the time, but he said it would annoy 
him, and I did not persist in it. 

Many of his statements, if true, would determine the judgment 


all the vessels, and at the same time you give | 


That was done under circumstances | 
ain. No ships had been ordered, and no | 
their factory | 


RECORD—HOUSBE. 


May 25), 


of gentlemen in voting upon this question. If his statements y. 
| true, I would vote myself for the amendment offered by the «| 
| man of the committee. If the statement of the gentleman { 
| West Virginia is borne out by the record, if it had a sh) 
foundation, it would determine the judgment of every man in 
| House who really desires to see the Government do what is ly 
| regard to making armor plate. 
Now, he said that there was no record, that there was no pr. 

that the Carnegie Company or the Bethlehem people could 114) 1) 
| facture more than 1,900 tons of armor plate per annum; that { 
| had spent. $4,000,000 each for the erection of an armor plant \ 
output was 2,000 tons per annum. I do not know where | 
that information. He does not get it from the Carnegie po. 
| he does not get it from the Bethlehem people; he does not , 
from the Secretary of the Navy; he does not get it from the: 
of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Mr. Schwab, in his testimony before the Committee on N 
| Affairs of the Senate. and in histestimony before the Comuitt 
Naval Affairs of the House,in the early part of 1897, swore t! 
output of the Carnegie people was 6,000 tons per annum, | 
they had mever received orders from the Government fo 
than 2.000 tons per annum; and that one of the reasons w) 
were charged exorbitant prices for armor plate was becan 
Government did not keep the factory constantly employe. }{e 
went turther than that. He said that “if the Government wi)! 
| order from us 3,000 tons of armor a year, we will knock off s°) 
ton from our present price. If it will order from us 3,500 { 
year, we will knock off $100 a ton.” At that very time and sybs 
quently they were furnishing armor to the Government at §{\\) ; 
ton. What does that meam? What does an analysis of that stat: 
ment amount to? ‘‘We are now furnishing armor plate to th. 
Government at $400 a ton, 2,000 tons a year. Make it 3,00 tons 
@ year and we will furnish it for $350 a ton; make it 3,500 tonsa 
year and we will furnish it for $300 a ton.” 

Mr. BARBER. That is Harvey armor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes; that is Harvey armor. | 
am coming to the Krupp armor directly. Now. this is a }us:- 
ness proposition. The statementof Mr. Schwab has done mor: to 
oa my judgment on the armor-plate question than an) 
thing else. 

Mr. BARBER. Wili the gentleman allow me a question 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Not just now; | will later 
What else does he say in that connection? He says there is an 
understanding, there is an agreement between the armor-plat: 
factories of the United States. We can not conclude that he 
would furnish the Government with armor plate at $300 a ton at 
| @loss. Hecertainly should make a profit. He was then furnish- 
ing it at $400 a ton and making a profit. 

Now, the gentleman from West Virginia, right in that connec- 
tion, appeals to the House to put no limit upon the price of armor 
plate, asserting that it is not our province to fix a price, that it is 
the province of the head of some responsible bureau. Now, just 
a moment on the history of armor-plate legislation. 

Prior to the time that Congress limited the price of armor plate 
there was nevera pound of it furnished to this Government at 
less than $500 a ton, and the great bulk of it cost us between 5'\) 
| and $700 aton. Just as soon as Congress took hold of the (jues- 
| tion we got armor at $400 a ton. 
| Now, I am op totheestablishment of a Government armor- 
| plate factory. ido notwant to see one established; and if | must 
| declare it here, I do not believe there ever will be any occasion to 
| establish one if this House will do itsduty. I think it is unwis 
for the Government toestablish an armor-plate factory. [| donot 
| believe there are five men in this House who want to see one es- 
tablished. But we are driven either to establish our own armor 
| plate factory or else compel these people to come to someting 
like reasonable terms, 

I am willing togo further than that. I am willing to give the 
men 25 per cent profit; yes, 35 per cent profit; yes, 45 per cent 
profit on their investment if they will be content with that. 
| Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Not just now. ; 
| Mr. BARBER. Isthe gentleman willing to pay a profit o! 


| per cent or 45 cent on $4,000,000? 
Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. They have not any $4,000,100 


invested in this business. 

| Mr. BARBER. The testimony shows—— 

| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes; I know all about the ' 
timony. I have read all the testimony ever adduced on |! 
question. Those people have a lot of worthless material, th! 
absolutely unnecessary for this work. 

While on this question of profit, let me submit this question. 
Here is a great industry dealing with the Federal Govermm:"'. 
We are going to expend $20,000,000 inside of the next five yei's 

| for armor plate for the Government. There is no section of ‘'° 
country that does not want to see our Navy built up, that ¢ "> 
not want to see us have the best navy and the best armor and (lo 
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best guns om earth to protect the best sailors on earth. We all | ment and with no desire to say anything that may be invidiously 
fee] that way- considered. The House knows, if it knows anything, that, by some 


Bot we are engaged in building up a navy. The Committee on | process to me unknown and to the majority of the members un 
Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives addressed letters known, these armor-plate manufacturers got their tentacles on the 
to the proprietors of both these armor-plate factories and invited | Navy Department in some way. If you do not believe that, go 
them to send representatives here that we might get some idea as | and read the testimony before the Senate committee when the 
to what it costs to make a ton of armor. We did not want them _ man Folger, now a captain in the United States Navy, was Chiet 
to tell us exactly what it costs; we did not want them to give us | of the Bureau of Ordnance and Repair. Go and read the report 
the exact price of all the material; we did not want them to dis- | of Senator CHANDLER and his colleagues on that man, and then say 
close their busimess secrets. But, acting in a trust capacity, we | whether or not they have any influence on the Department. And, 
wanted to have some conception of what we were doing with the | strange to say, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton | 
money intrusted toour care. But those men declined to pay any | alludes to a letter written by these armor-plate factories to the 
attention to our request; they told us to abide by the statement | conferees—— 


they had formerly made. Now, as has been said by the distin-| Mr. DAYTON. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I said a letter 
guished entleman from New York [Mr. CumMINGs], there is no | written to the Navy Department, and sent by them to the con 


man on this floor or in this Government, so far as we know, out- | ferees. 

side of these factories, who can form anything like an intelligent | Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, Well, thatisa distinction with 

conception as to what it will cost to mak» a ton of armor plate | out a difference. 

for the Government. We have }.:en driven to take the figures! Mr. DAYTON. I do not think so, 

gathered by the present Secretary of the Navy and former Secre-| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. A letter written to the Navy 

taries of the Navy, through expert officers who went here and | Department, then, and sent by the Department to the conferees. 

there, getting a little information at one point and a little at an- | W hen was that letter written? What right had the Department 

other, putting together all the facts and then drawing their own | to withhold that letter from the Committee upon Naval Affairs, 

conclusions. if it had it in its possession when we were considering this ques 
What are we to conclude from the refusal of the armor-plate | tion? Are you going to wait until three gentlemen, known to be 

factories to give us any information? There is not an honest man | hostile to the idea embodied in the Senate amendment, have got 

conducting an honest business who will refuse to give his cus- | control of the bill, or are you going to deal fairly and give it to 

tomers some conception of the value of the article the customer is | the whole committee? 

purchasing. Go into your great dry goods houses, your great Or, if you take the other view, that these armor-plate factories 

grocery houses in Chicago, your great steel plants throughout the | wrote this letter to the Navy Department after this bill had gone 

country, and as a private individual undertake to make a pur- | to conference, what stronger evidence of the fact do you want 

chase, and they will gladly show you their books. They will tell you | that they themselves are determined that the House shall have nm 


what it. costs to make the article they are going to sellyou. They | control over this matter? 
wil) take you through their works and tell you what they pay. Why did they not communicate with us when we were con- 
They will show you their plant; they will give you all the informa- | sidering this question? Week after week passed. The Department 
tion you desire in order to convince you that the article they are | sent its varions bureau chiefs before us. The Secretary of the 
delivering to you for the money you invest is worth the price | Navy was there. Letters were written to these companies, and 
paid. Now, the Federal Government has not asked that; we did | they paid absolutely no attention to them; but when the bill goes 
not ask it, All we ask is enough intimation to satisfy the mind | to conference and three gentlemen whose views are well known 
of a reasonable person that we are not being robbed. | have got control of the House bill, then a communication to the 
Now, if these armor-plate factories are not. charging exorbi- | Department mysteriously turns up, saying that there will be a 
tant prices, then we ought to go on purchasing our armor from | reduction, and that letter is withheld from the Honse. 
them. The view of those who believe that this Senate amend- | Where is it? Ishould like toseeit. What right has the gentle 
ment ought to be adopted should be persuasive to some extent at | man from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] or the gentleman from 
least with the members of this body. A respectable minority of | Illinois [Mr. Foss] or the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
the representatives of the American people (and if all the en- | MINGs] to see this letter, over and above the gentleman from Vir- 
tanglements were removed, I believe they would be a majority of | ginia [Mr. Rixry] or the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
this body) believe absolutely and sincerely that the Government | Krrenin'| or myself? 
should establish its own armor factory, or these men should come | Mr. CUMMINGS. I will state that “the gentleman from New 
down in their price. But the majority of the House differed from | York” never saw it. 
us on that proposition. The bill went to the Senate, where,bya| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I did not believe you had, and 
ray unanimous vote, the amendment now contained in the | I said that to draw you out. Of course you did not see it. You 
ill was agreed to. It is a little singular that the only serious op- | are not going toseeit. They do notintendtolet you seeit. Now, 
position in the Senate to this amendment came from the Senator | I believe in dealing fairly abont these things, and if these fac 
from Pennsylvania, as the great opposition to the amendment on | tories can make a substantial reduction, as claimed in their letter 
this side of the House comes from a representative from Penn- | to the Navy Department, what is that reduction? How can they 


sylvania. | afford to make it, if they are now only receiving a reasonable 
So I conclude that a majority of the Senate advocate the amend- | profit? 
ment which they sent over here, and, as at leastarespectable minor- | Now we come to the question suggested by my friend from 


ity of this Houseare in favor of the amendment, upon the whole we | Illinois | Mr. Foss], that if you leave this thing to the Secretary 
may conclude that a majority of the representatives of the Amer- | of the Navy he will settle it in five minutes. Why, of course he 
ican people in both Chambers are in favor of the Senate amend- | will. Everybody who can keep out of the fire knows that. Ie 
ment. Isay that fact should, at least tosomeextent, be persuasive | will pay $45 a ton for 31,000 tons of armor plate. Why do you 
with the House in determining what it will do with this amend- | not tell what he will do? 

ment. | Mr. KING. He will pay that or as much more as is asked. 
_Now, it is urged that this matter be left to the Secretary of the Mr. FOSS. Why do you not tell what he will do? 

Navy and that he will settle it. Well, let us gointothat. Asa| Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. You claim to know, and I am 
general proposition, I am always in favor of putting responsibility trying to find out. You say he will settle it. 

Where it properly belongs. If this matter had come up asan| Mr. FOSS. I say if you will give authority to the Secretary of 
original one to be left to the Secretary of the Navy, I should have | the Navy to build an armor-plate factory and give him the power 
made ne objection to the suggestion of my friend from Illinois | to buy he will settle this proposition. 

{ Mr. Foss}. But I am quite confident that | do not trespass upon Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. How will he settle it? In my 
his nice sense of honor when I declare that he is not dealing fairly | judgment he will settle it by paying $545 a ton. Now, why do 
with the House in this matter, for he knows that the Secretary of | you not tell the House and the country how he will settle it’ 


the Navy is hostile to the erection of an armor-plate factory. Mr. FOSS. He willeither buy the armor or he will build a fac- 
Mr. FOSS. I will state that the gentleman is mistaken. He “~~. 7 
can produce no evidence of that. | Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Of course. He will either die 


Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. No; I can not produce any evi- | or he will live. We all know that. (Laughter. | 

dence; that is absolutely true; but I know it, just as I believe my Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

friend from Illinois knows it and as every other member on the Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. No. Ido not mean to be dis- 
Committee on Naval Affairs knows it; and if there were nothing | courteous. Why are you unwilling to indicate in your amend 
else, the single se ted fact that his Chief of the Bureau of | ment what the House thinks is a reasonable price for armor plate? 
Ordnance has declared himself opposed to it would to my mind be Why do you want to turn the whole thing over to the Secretary 
sufficient to satisfy me that the Secretary of the Navy is opposed | of the a 
to it. Mr. FOSS. Because when the House puts in a proposition 

_ Now, gentlemen, let me refer to a feature of this case that I de- | $500 a ton, or any other amount—and says that the Secretary of 
Sire to discuss, with no intention to reflect upon the Navy Depart- the Navy shall not contract for armor at a price to exceed, for 
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instance, $500 a ton, making that the maximum price, when it 
comes to making the contract the maximum price becomes the 
minimum price. Therefore Ileave it tothe Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, without putting in any price here whatever. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I will relieve the sensibilities 
of my friend. We will put a maximum price so low that if they 
pay it the country will be satisfied. How will that satisfy the 
gentleman? [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FOSS. That sort of a proposition to put in the Senate 
price would do what previous propositions have done. It would 
obstruct the progress of the American Navy. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Previous propositions may have 
obstructed, but I should like the gentleman to indicate where the 
American Navy has been obstructed. Previous propositions 
have saved $265 a ton to the American people. That is what they 
have done. 

Mr. FOSS. Up to 1897 this matter was left in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. In 1897 Congress put in a provision here of $300 per 
ton, and that held up the ships for that year. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. FOSS, In 1898 Congress put in a provision of $400 a ton, 
and the armor-plate manufacturers acceded to that, but in 1899 
they put in another provision of $300 a ton, and that again held 
up the construction of these ships. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. That is a sufficient answer; and the gentleman 
knows when he puts in any such proposition here he is simply 
obstructing the progress of the construction of these ships. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I say there has not been a ship 
constructed for the American Navy that has been delayed an ap- 
preciable time by any provision of Congress, either for $300 a ton 
. or otherwise. e have got some ships that are now awaiting 
armor, but there has been no obstruction. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] has 
nineteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House for five minutes I can tell how this matterseems tome. I 
do not know that it would be of advantage to any other member 
of the House. First, we want to move on in the building of the 
Navy. Second, we wantgood work. Third, we wantit at the best 
possible price. The quickness of it is implied in the three propo- 
sitions that I make. Now, we have got to get it under contract, 
in whole or in part, or we have to go to work and make it our- 
selves in whole or in part. Here is a proposition to build an 
armor-plate factory. Frankly, if I can get'it anywhere near as 
well by doing it under contract [ am in favor of that, because I do 
not want the Government to go into building any more factories— 
steel works, coal mines, blasting limestone, nickel mining, and all 
that kind of thing—if I can help it. Where it is absolutely nec- 
essary, I am willing to do it. 

Mr. COX. Steel works? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, steel works. For when you talk about 
steel and iron you talk about coal and limestone; and if it is this 
Krupp armor, you are talking about nickel, for you have got to 
get these from the different mines, and you have got the ingot, 
and that means steel; and then you have got to finish the armor 
plate. I am notin favor of what may be called the Senate amend- 
ment. If you put in an upset price for armor, you pay the upset 
price. Therefore I approve of this amendment to give the Secre- 
tary of the Navy power and discretion to buy this armor at the 
best price he can get it for or giving him the alternative power and 
discretion of constractingan armor-plate plant, and eras 
four millions for it; and he will get cheaper armor plate, and get 
the armor plate, if you will give him discretion in both instances, 
in my judgment, easier than otherwise. Of course if you do not 
want to build a navy, then put the price at $300 or $350, or at $400 
or $450, because after reading these reports I do not believe. with 
the present cost of labor and material, that you can get Krupp 
armor at less than $500 or $550. Oh, they will say that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy may be imposed on! He buys this armor 
under the white light of public sentiment and public notice. 

I believe he is an honest man, a competent, fearless, capable 
man. And for one I will say, in conclusion, to be entirely prac- 
tical, because I have only a moment to complete what I have to 
say, that if I were going to do this work myself and pay all the bills, 
and were choosing an agent, I would clothe that agent, if I thought 
him an honest man, with the power that this amendment clothes 
him with, if I wanted to build these ships, rather than say, ‘‘ You 
may contract at $500 or $545.” because I would know that he would 
pay that much. I believe in our Government; I believe in mov- 
ing on, and, in conclusion, I say that I would pursue that policy 
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and would utilize the service of private citizens rather than ¢o 
into a universal manufacturing business at the expense of tho 
Government, operating it by the agents of the Government. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. FOSS. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fourteen minutes ro. 
maining. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I called the attention of the House a 
few minutes ago to the policy of the Government in the past, ang 
that is up to 1897 this matter was left in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy. In 1897 Congress fixed the price of arimoy 
and we had no construction of ships for that year. In 1898 Con: 
gress fixed the price of armor at $400 per ton. To that price the 
manufacturers acceded. But in 1899, last year, Congress fixe 
the price at $300 a ton, and during the last twelve months these 
ships have been held up and there has been no progress upon their 
construction; and it becomes a plain, simple proposition—whet}oy 
you are in favor of building up the American Navy or whether 
you believe in tying the hands of the Secretary of the Navy sp 
that he can not go on and build up the Navy. ; 

Whenever Congress has undertaken to fix the price of arnoy 
plate, with the exception of 1898, it has always resulted in tying 
up the construction of our ships. Why, just think of it fora 
moment. Three hundred and fifty-six members of Congress here 
in this House, 90 members of Congress in yonder body, trying to 
make a contract with the armor-plate manufacturers of the coun- 
try! Now, gentlemen, allow me tocall the attention of the House 
to the proposition. The House proposition gives the Secretary of 
the Navy authority to buy armor plate at any price he may see 
fit, but it gives him the further power to select a site and con. 
struct an armor-plate factory. 

Now, there is not a gentleman on the floor of this House, in my 
judgment, I do not care where he sits—there is not a gentleman 
on the floor of this House who, if he were given the power to 
contract for an armor-plate factory, coupled with the power to 
buy, could not settle this proposition and settle it on a satisfactory 
basis to the Government. Thatisall wedo. We clothe the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in whom we have confidence and in whom we 
have implicit trust, with this power to buy this armor plate or to 
build a factory. 

Now, the Secretary of the Navy has the right to buy all things 
which enter into the construction of ships. Congress has never 
attempted to legislate what price he should pay upon anything 
else. He spends millions and millions of dollars, more than is re- 
quired for armor plate, in purchase of hulls, in having them built. 
And is there any objection to giving him the power also to buy the 
armor plate or to build a factory? 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is there anything else which en- 
ters into the ship about which there is no competition except armor 

late? 
, Mr. FOSS. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Isnotthatan answer to your prop 
osition? You say that the Secretary of the Navy buys everything 
else, and we do not legislate what price he shall pay. There isa 
competition in everything else; but in this there is an absolute 
monopoly, and the Government is held up. 

Mr. FOSS. But we give the Secretary of the Navy power to 
build, and with that cudgel, rightfully used, do you not believe 
that we could get a satisfactory price? 

Mr.COOPER of Wisconsin. Ifthe gentleman wants an answer, 
I will say that it seems to me that if we want to get an armor- 
plate factory, we must direct it to be built. : 

Mr. FOSS. Now, in this amendment we give the Secretary o! 
the Navy power to build, and not only that, but we appropriate, 
not $2,000,000, as the Senate does, but $4,000,000, to build that 
factory. We give him all the money that is necessary, perhaps, 
$4,000,000, and say, ‘‘ Here you have got full power and authority 
to build this factory if you can not get a satisfactory, reasonable, 
and equitable price for the armor.” 

Now, what is the Senate proposition? The Senate proposition 
is this: In their amendment they provide that if the Secretary 
can not get armor at the price of $445 per ton, then he shall build 
an armor-plate factory. I may say that they practically render 
that legislation nugatory, because they provide at the tail en: o! 
that a proposition in these words: 

Provided, That no contracts for armor shall be made in advance of t! 
quirement of the vessels under construction. 

In the first ag of the proposition they give the power to the 
Secretary of the Navy to go on and contract for the armor for al 
the vessels in sight, and afterwards, at the very last end, they put 
in a proviso that the Secretary of the Navy shall not contract ‘or 
armor only as the vessels require it. They absolutely tie b's 
— o most ridiculous and absurd proposition on the face o! 
the earth, 
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Now, what the gentleman on the other side should have done, 


if he had been for the proposition providing that no more than | answered ‘‘ present” 11, not voting 109; as follows: 


gi45 should be paid for armor, and that in case an armor-plate 
factory should be built, was for him to have moved to concur with 
the Senate amendment striking out that a preriee of the Senate 
proposition. But as it stands now, if this 

Senate proposition it absolutely ties the hands of the Secretary of 
the Navy and prevents him from contracting for armor at $445 a 
ton for all the vessels in sight. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Will my colleague yield to me 
for the purpose of offering the suggestion he has just made? I 
think itisagoodone. — 

Mr. FOSS. I can not yield to the gentleman from Kentucky at 
this time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

ough. 

tn FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, the logical result of the House 
proposition, in my judgment, is this: It means that a satisfactory 
price will be arranged for the armor plate; that the armor-plate 
factories will come down in their price, and I believe we shall get 
it much less than $545aton. Yes, 1 believe we shall get it for 
less than $500 a ton if you will put the full power and discretion 
into the hands of the Secretary of the Navy. Not only does it 
mean that, but it takes this question out of Congress, where it has 
been year after year. Year after year we have heard this debate. 
More has been said on this subject than on any other, and less, 
perhaps, is known. And year after year it has been coming up, 
and this proposition, if you enact it into law, will take this whole 
armor-plate question out of the hands of Congress and place it 
where it ought to be, in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy, 
with full power to buy and with full power to build. 

Not only that, but this proposition means the construction and 
onward growth of the American Navy. Nowis the time to build 
anavy, when popular sentiment is back of us. I do not know 
how soon popular sentiment may be against the construction of a 
nayy. I know that in 1892 William Jennings Bryan, in a speech 
on this floor upon the naval appropriation bill, said: 

Mr. Speaker, I believe in a sufficient navy. We have this now, either in 
existence or in construction. We do not need more. 

That was said in 1892; and if that sentiment had guided the 
policy of this Government, where would we have been in the 
Spanish-American war? 

No; Isay to youI am in favor of building up the American 
Navy. Iam against every kind of obstruction on the part of the 
American Congress in reaching that splendid result; and, so be- 
lieving, Iam for this proposition, which takes the whole matter 
out of the hands of Congress and puts it in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, where it rightfully belongs. 

Mr. eres one thing more. There is a great difference be- 
tween the Army and the Navy which most people do not take into 
consideration. When war comes, and with it the call for troops, 
a million men will volunteer in response to that call. They will 
come from the field; they will come from the farm; they will 
come from the office; they will come from the store; they will come 
wherever they are, peacefully engaged in the affairs of civil life, 
and in a few months they will make good soldiers and go forward 
to the battlefields and win victories for their country. But, sir, 
when it comes to building up the American Navy, you can not 
get your men and your officers in that way. It takes years to 
train our seamen; it takes years to train our officers; it takes years 
to build our ships, 

It has been stated with some truth—I do not know that it is al- 
together true—that “you can make a major-general by a stroke 
of the pen, but it takes yap years to make an admiral.” Solsay 
to you that by reason of this distinction between the Army and 
the Navy we must build now. We must build now, when pub- 
lic sentiment is back of us; build for that hour when the war 
clouds shall be around us; for the success of the battle then will 
depend upon the preparedness of the Navy. Then American 
honor will be maintained, then American valor will be vindi- 
cated; then American right and American justice will be trium- 
phantly asserted wherever American seamen and Americar: ships 
shall go, [Loud applause. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment and concur in the same with an amendment. 

he gentleman from Kentucky { Mr. WHEELER] moves to recede 
and concur, The latter, being a motion of higher privilege, is 
first in order, The previous question has been ordered on both 
these propositions. The question is first on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr, WHEELER of Kentucky. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 45 
voted in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 45 are a sufficient 
number to order the yeas and nays, as 180 would be required on 
the other side; therefore the yeas and nays are ordered, 


Well, I will do it after you get 


ouse concurs in that | 
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nays 125 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, 


YEAS— 107. 

Adamson, Denny, Lewis, Shafroth, 
Allen, Ky. Dinsmore, Little, Sheppard, 
Allen, Miss. Dougherty, Lloyd, Sims, 
Ball, Elliott, McRae, Slayden, 
Barney, Finley, Maddox, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Fitzpatrick, Mann, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Fleming, May, Spight, 
Benton, Gilbert, Meekison, Stallings, 
Brantley, Glynn, Metcalf, Stark, 
Breazeale, | Gordon, Moon, Stephens. Tex. 
Brenner, Griffith, Muller, Stokes, 
Burleson, Hay, Needham, Sulzer, 
Caldwell, Howard, Neville, Sutherland, 
Chanler, Jett, Newlands, Swanson 
Clark, Mo. Johnston, Pierce, Tenn. Talbert, 
Clayton, Ala. Jones, Va. Quarles, Tate, 
Cochran, Mo. Jones, Wash. Rhea, Va. Terry, 
Cooney, King, Richardson, Thayer, 
Cooper, Wis. Kitchin, Ridgely, Thomas, N. C. 
Cox, Kluttz, Rixey, Tongue, 
Crowley, Lamb, Robb, Underwood, 

| Cushman, Lanham, Robinson, Ind Waters, 
Daly, N.J. Lassiter, Robinson, Nebr. Wheeler, Ky 
Davis, Latimer, Rucker, Williams, J. R 
De Armond, Lentz, Ruppert, Wilson, Idal 
De Graffenreid, Lester, Ryan, N. Y¥. Zenor. 
De Vries, Levy, Salmon, 

NAYS—1%%. 

Adams, Davenport, S. W. Hull, Phillips, 
Aldrich, Davidson, Jack, Polk, 
Allen, Me. Dayton, Kahn, Ransdell, 
Bailey, Kans. Dick, Ketcham, Ray, 
Baker, Dolliver, Lacey, Roberts, 
Barber, Eddy, Landis, Rodenberg, 
Bartholdt, Esch, Lane, Shelden, 
Berry, Faris, Lawrence, Sherman, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Littauer, Sibley, 
Bishop, Fordney, Littlefield, Smith, Samuel W. 
Boutell, M1. Foss, Long, Spalding, 
Bowersock, Fowler, Lorimer, Sperry, 
Brick, Freer, Loud, Steele, 
Brosius, Gardner, N. J. Loudenslager, Stevens, Minn. 
Bull, Gibson, Lovering, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burkett, Gil, Mahon, Stewart, Wis. 
Burton, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, Sulloway, 
Butler, Graham, Mercer, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Green, Pa. Meyer, La. Thomas, Iowa 
Cannon, Greene, Mass. Miller, Tompkins, 
Capron, Grosvenor, Minor, Seated. 
Clarke, N. H. Grow, Moody, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Connell, Hall, Moody, Oreg. Wanger, 
Corliss, Hamilton, Morgan, Warner, 
Cousins, Haugen, Mudd, Watson, 
Cromer, Hawley, O'Grady, Weeks, 
Crumpacker, Heatwole, Otjen, Wise, 
Cummings, Hedge, Overstreet, Wright, 
Curtis, Henry, Conn. Packer, Pa. Young. 
Dahle, Wis. Hepburn, Parker, N. J. 
Dalzell, Hitt, Payne, 





Hoffecker, 


ANSWERED *“ 
Knox, 
McClellan, 
MePherson, 


Pearson, 
PRESENT” 
Pearce, Mo. 
Prince, 
Shattue, 


NOT VOTING—10. 


Davenport, S. A. 


ll. 


Bankhead, 
Brownlow, 
Gardner, Mich. 


Southard, 
Wilson, 8. C. 


Acheson, Davey, Livingston, Scudder, 
Alexander, Dovener, Lybrand, Shackleford, 
Atwater, Driggs. McAleer, Showalter, 
Babcock, Driscoll, McCall, Small, 

Bailey, Tex. Emerson, McCleary, Smith, Ml. 
Barham, Fitzgerald, Mass. McCulloch, Smith, H. C 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. Y¥. McDowell, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boreing, Foster, McLain, Sparkinan, 
Boutelle, Me. Fox, Mesick. Sprague, 
Bradley, Gaines, Miers, Ind. Stewart, N. J. 
Brewer, Gamble, Mondell, Tayler, Ohio 
Brom well, Gaston, Morris, Taylor, Ala. 
Broussard, Gayle, Naphen, Thropp, 
Brown, Gillet. N. Y¥. Noonan, Turner, 
Brundidge, Graff, Norton, Ohio Underhill, 
Burke, 8. Dak, Griggs, Norton, 8. C. Vandiver, 
Burke, Tex. Grout, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Burleigh, Hemenway, Otey, Wachter, 
Burnett, Henry, Miss. Pearre, Weaver. 
Campbell, Henry, Tex. Powers, Weymouth, 
Carmack, Hill, Pugh, White, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Reeder, Williams, W. E. 
Clayton, N. Y. Howell, Reeves, Williams, Miss. 
Cochrane, N.Y. Jenkins, Rhea, Ky. Wilson, N. Y. 
Cooper, Tex. Joy, Riordan, Ziegler. 
Cowherd, Kerr, Robertson, La. 

Crump, Kleberg, Russell, 

Cusack, Linney, Ryan, Pa 


So the motion to recede and concur was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the foilowing pairs: 

For this session: 

Mr. Russe with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. ATWATER, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. KLEBERG. 

Mr. BRowNLOw with Mr, CARMACK. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
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Mr. BouTEeLue of Maine with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuLLocna. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr, RIORDAN. 

Mr. Pucu with Mr. Taylor of Alabama. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. M&sIcK with Mr. Burks of Texas. 

Mr. GILuet of New York with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 
Mr. MorGawn with Mr. Noonan. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. WreyMmoutTnu with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDowELL. 

Mr. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. McCay with Mr. GAINES. 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr, BURNETT. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Baruam with Mr. TurRNER. 

Mr. Sire of Illinois with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Bisnop with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER. 
For one week: 

Mr. Grarr with Mr. OTry, 

Until Wednesday, inclusive: 

Mr. HiLt with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. SHattTuc with Mr, WiLson of New York. 
For this day: 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr, BeLLamy. 

Mr, Bascock with Mr. BartLry of Texas. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Livingston, 

Mr. Joy with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 

Mr. Howe. with Mr. NaprHen. 

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr, ScuppER. 

Mr. Drisco.. with Mr. FirzGeracp of Massachusetts. 
Mr. HopxKins with Mr. Cusack. 

Mr. Davgry with Mr. Terry, 

Mr. Boreine with Mr. FitzG@ErRavp of New York. 
Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. BREWER. 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. Gaye. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Rua of Kentucky, 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr, BRUNDIDGE. 

Mr. Grovur with Mr. McLarty, 

Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER,. 
Mr. CocHRANE of New York with Mr. Fosrer. 
Mr. EMERSON with Mr, Cooper of Texas. 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I should like to inquire if the gen- | 


tleman from Missouri, Mr. VANDIVER, voted? 
The SPEAKER. He did not. 


| 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, ore of its clerks. ., 
nounced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendment «0; ;),, 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 255) to ratify an ag), 
ment with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservatio),. j;, 
Idaho, and making appropriation to carry the same into eff 
had asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Piarr of ( 
necticut, Mr. Suoup, and Mr. Jongs of Arkansas as the con 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagroer: ¢, 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the | 3 
2581) to incorporate the National White Cross of America, 4) 
for other purposes, had asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Lopsgz, Mr. CLarK, and Mr. Money as the conferees on tho 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 3597) to incorporate the Freq 
erick Douglass Memorial Association, disagreed to by the Hous 
of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by t) 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. Kennry as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted npo 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7950) for the extension of (o. 
lumbia road east of Thirteenth street, and for other purposes 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed io the 


| conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the tw. 


| its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8665) authorizing and requirin 
| the Metropolitan Railroad Company to extend its lines on old 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. Proctor 
and Mr. MARTIN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted » 


Sixteenth street, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representa- 
tives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and ha 
appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. Marry 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Canyoy 
offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the managers on the part of the House at the conf 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendinents of t 
Senate to the bill H. R. 10450 are hereby instructed to insist on the ame: 
| ment of the House to the amendment numbered 9, and to agree to n ) 
| fication of the same whica shall involve the survey of any of the ocean and 
lake coasts of the United States or of coasts under the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
_ Mr, STEELE. I hope that the chairman of the committee wil! 
| make that motion apply to all the amendments. I move an 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I will withdraw my vote, as I am | amendment, so that the instructions shall apply to all the pending 


paired with him, and will answer “‘ present.” 
Mr. KNOX, I find I am paired with the gentleman from 


| questions, 
|” Mr. CANNON, I think they ought to be taken singly, and that 


Texas, Mr. Henry. I voted and desire to withdraw my vote and | we should dis of one proposition at a time. 


’ 


answer ** presen 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from I/linois 


t. 
Mr. LANHAM. My colleague, Mr. Kirpera, is absent in | eng ga is before the House. The Chair did not understand 


conssqugees of sickness in his family. I ask to have him ex- 
cused. 


or what purpose the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. Srre.s) rose. 
Mr. STEELE. I rose to make a request that the chairman o! 


The SPEAKER. That can not be considered at this stage of | the committee should apply the same instructions to al! of tl: 


the proceedings. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foss} to recede and concur with an 
amendment. 


propositions which have not been agreed upon. But he seems 10! 
inclined to do so. 
_The SPEAKER. That does not apply to the pending resolu 


| tion. The question is on the motion of the gentleman fro. !Ili- 
nois |Mr. Cannon]. 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes | Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 


appeared to have it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD demanded a division, 
Several Mempers. Oh, no. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the demand. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


| Illinois [Mr. Foss] =f he desires to discussthis resolution. __ 
Mr. FOSS. I will state to my colleague that I have no desire 
to enter into a discussion of the resolution. I trust, however, 
that my colleague will not insist upon the resolution, inasmucii 
| as we have just modified the proposition, and I would like to go 


man from Illinois [Mr. Foss], which the Chair declares carried, | back and havea free conference upon the modification. 


unless the gentleman demands a division. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, it is so near the end of the session. and 
| | do not know when this conference report will come back, t!1a! I 


Mr. FOSS. That concludes the amendments. I ask for a fur- | feel, as we have already had one conference and the House hs 


ther conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Pending that motion, I offer the following——- 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be put on the motion 
of the gentleman from ]llinois [Mr. Foss]. If that carries and a 
further conference is desired. before the conferees are appointed 
the motion of the gentleman from illinois will be in order, 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois | Mr. Foss} for a further conference, 

The motion was agreed to, 


| already passed upon the merits of this proposition, that the |!ouse 
| conferees ought to be strengthened, if such is the sense of the 
| majority of the House, by the instructions which I move. 
| My object in asking the gentleman whether he desired to discuss 
_it or not was that, if he is willing to concede, so far as he 1s (01 
cerned, that a majority of the House are in favor of this propos! 
tion, 1 do not care to take the time of the House in the discussion 
of it. But if it is to receive the opposition of the gentleman 0)" 
that question of fact, why, then, I think it ought to be discussed. 
Mr, FOSS. I would sayin reply to the gentleman from I|/l:n01s 








1900. 


that so far as lam concerned, if Ican speak for the House con- 


ferees at this time, we will not agree to any other proposition | 


than the proposition that the House has modified; but we will re- 
- a disagreement in case we can not secure the adoption of the 


Jouse proposition, In that way all the rights to a discussion of | 


this question by the gentleman from Illinois will be preserved. 
In other words, if we can not get the House provision, then I will 
promise the gentleman upon the part of the House conferees 
that we will report a disagreement to the House; and it strikes 
me that that is a fair proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. 


sion 


itis an open secret, I will say to him very respectfully, that the in- 


dividual opinions of the conferees are not in harmony with the | 


majority of the House as expressed on two former occasions. 
Therefore, as all these amendments are closed up save three, it 
seems to me, as this is a new p.oposition that comes from the 
Senate and which does not abound in law, that ‘f the House is 
against the pro ition the Senate under the rules will have to 
recede. I think that is ae patent to everybody; and it 
seems to me the best way is to call a 


Well, 1 do not desire at this stage of the ses- | 
| will say frankly, my friend and I are upon perfectly courte- | 
ous relations, and I am sure I have the highest respect for him; yet | 


spade a spade, and test the | 
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| ence have agreed to recommend and do rec« 


sense of the House and see whether or no the House will reen- | 


force the committee of conference in this matter. 


Now, Iam perfectly willing to act on the proposition if the | 


gentleman concedes that he is ready for a vote, on the theory that 
the House is in favor of this resolution; otherwise I will for a few 
minutes address myself to the resolution. [Cries of ‘ Vote!” 
“Vote!”) Well, the cry comes ‘‘Vote!” Iam willing to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The anion is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr, CANNON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 70. 

So the resolution was to. 


following conferees: Mr. Foss, Mr. DayTon, an 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


nounced that the Senate had passed bill and resolution of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

8. 3598. An act ¢o amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals 
Power Company right to erect and construct canal and power 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; and 

Senate concurrent resolution 69: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, 13,050 copies of the proceed- 
ings in Con upon the reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. 
ayes 5. Grant, presented by the Grand Army of the Republic, of which 
4,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 8,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, 1,000 to be delivered to the Committee of the Grand Army of 
the Republic on the Grant memorial, and the remaining 50, bound in full 
morocco, to be presented to Mrs. Julia Dent Grant: and the Public Printer is 
directed to procure a photogravure of said statue and a photogravure like- 
ness of General Grant to accompany said proceedings. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

H. J. Res, 238. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of ad- 
ditional copies of the annual report upon the improvement and 
care of public buildings and grounds; 

H. R. 11816. An act requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen- 
sus Office to file an additional bond, and for other purposes; 

H. R, 11281, An act permitting building a dam across New 

iver; 

H. R. 10997, An act to amend section 4414, Title LII, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 10812. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
set aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., as a 
legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silverton to 
enter said land for cem purposes; 

H. R. 9088. An act to authorize the Commissioner of Genera! 
Land Office to dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Missis- 
Sippi, and to make ete for executing act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1898; and 

H. R. 7812, An act granting a pension to Lydia Strang, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
~'31) to incorporate the American National Red Cross, and for 


other p and had further insisted upon its disagreement to 
the am t of the House of Representatives, had agreed to a 
further conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Money, Mr. 
Loner, and Mr. CLARK as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 


the amendment of the Honse of Representatives to the bill (S. 3430) 


| of mail; also, same line, insert after the word “ maps” the following 
| any estimates and proposals as to cost of construction.” 
| and 8, strike out the words ‘“‘ten thousand dollars; 


The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the aopeentnnet of the | 


| on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
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to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence Department of the 
United States Army, had asked a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had apypinted 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Proctor, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 
POST-OF FICE 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California calls up the 
conference report on the Post-Office appropriation bill. Without 
objection, the statement will be read and the report omitted. 
[After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou 
H. R. 10301) making appropr 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year endil 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after fulland free confer 
mmend to their respective Hous 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 13 and 2% 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
same. 


of the 
8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 17,18, and 19; and agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follo 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 


“For printing and binding a revised edition of the Postal Laws and Regula 
tions, such edition to be prepared under the direction of the Postmaste: 
General and printed at the Government Printing Office; and the Postmaster 
General may authorize the sale of copies of such edition not needed for t 
use of the Department to individuals at the cost thereof and 10 per cent ad 
ded, the proceeds of such sales to be deposited in the Treasury as part of the 
postal revenues, $0,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be imme 
diately available; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Page 18, line 2, insert after the word *‘of,’’ following the word “ utility,”’ the 
words “all systems of;” also strike out the word ‘mail’ in line 2. Same 
page, line 3, insert after the word “ tubes" the words “for the transmission 
“and 
Same page, lines 7 
and in line 9, after the 


| word “patents,”’ add the words “ten thousand dollars;”’ so as to read: 
Mr. CUMMINGS, | 


‘* For the investigation by the Postmaster-General of the cost of construc 


| tion, operation, and utility of all systems of pneumatic tubes for the trar 


| ment for the fisca 


mission of mail, including full details and maps, and any estimates and pro 


: | posals as to cost of construction, as well as the cost of stations and their op 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, an- | 


eration, and all facts bearing upon the use of said tubes in connection with 
the mail service, to enable Congress to determine whether the service should 
be owned, leased, extended, or discontinued by the Government; also the cost 
at which the Government may acquire existing plants or necessary patent 
$10,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
Page 25, line 24, strike out all after the word “criminals;" and on page 20 
strike out all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7; and the Senate agree to the sam: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Add at the end of said amendment (page 28) the following: “, of which #00 
copies shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 200 copies for 
the use of the Senate, and the necessary amount therefor is hereby appro 
priated;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

On amendment numbered 15 the committee of conference have 
able to agree. 

E. F. LOUD, 


J. J. GARDNER, 
Managers on the part of the Hous 


EDWARD O. WOLCOTT. 
WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the Il! 
(H. R. 10801) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Offico Depa: 
year ending June ®, 1901, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon in the accom 
pan ae report on each of the Senate amendments, namely 

The nate made 22 amendments to the bill, involving an increase of $304,700 

By the action of the conferees, submitted in the accum pea) ing report, the 
House recedes from amendments involving an increase of $150,700. The Sen 
ate also receded on one amendment involving an increase of $8,000. 

The conferees disagreed upon an amendment, involving an increase of 
$225.00) for pneumatic-tube service. 

The effect of the action of the conferees on amendment No. 1 is to desig 
nate more concisely the service for which the appropriation for postal ser, 
ice in our newly acquired possessions shail be used, and, in effect, makes no 
change in the paragraph adopted by the House. 

Amendment No. 2 provides for the printing and disposition ef a limited 
number of copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations, and makes au appro 
priation of $#,000 therefor. Tho Senate struck out the entire paragraph as 
adopted by the House, and by the action of the conferees that portion stricken 
out is retained without the requirement to om a certain number of copies, 
and making no provision for the editing and preparation of said publication 

The effect of amendment No, 3 is to permit the transfer of such money as 
may be saved by consolidation of post-offices under the law to the appropri 
ation for clerks, the amendment more concisely providing for this transfer 
and not modifying the action of the House upon this item. 

Amendments Nos. 4, 5, and 6 correct verbal errors in the compilation of 
the item. 

Amendments Nos. 7, 8, 9, and 10 
$1,400 class and 25 clerks in'the $1,600 class. 

Amendment No. 11 permits the use of the appropriation for temporary 
clerk hire to be used at other than summer and winter resort post-offices 
when necessary. 

Amendment No. 12 changes the total amount for clerk hire to conform to 
the changes noted above. 


been un 


rovide for the increase of 25 clerks in the 
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The effect of amendment No. 13 is to restore the item inserted by the 
House relative to the rental and purchase of canceling machines. 

The eftect of the action of the conferees upon amendment No. 14 is to 
strike wut the provision inserted by the House relative to the limiting of 
letter carriers’ hours to forty-eight oy! week and toinsert the following: 
* Provided, That letter carriers may be required to work as nearly as prac- 
ticable only eight hours on each working day, but not in any event exceed- 
ing forty-eight hours during the six working days of each week, and such 
number of hours on Sunday, not exceeding eight, as may be required by the 
needs of the service; and if a legal holiday shall occur on any working day, 
the service performed on said day, if less than eight hours, shall be counted 
as eight hours, without regard to the time actually employed.” 

Amendment No. 16: The House recedes on amendment No. 16, providing 
for the appropriation of $10,000 to investigate the construction, operation, 
and utility of the pocumate tate service, with amendments so that it will 
read as follows: “For the investigation by the Postmaster-General of the 
cost of construction, operation, and utility of all systems of pneumatic 
tubes for the transmission of mail, including full details and maps, and any 
estimates and proposals as to cost of construction, as well as the cost of sta- 
tions and their operation, and all facts bearing upon the use of said tubes in 
connection with the mail service, to enable Congress to determine whether 
the service should be owned, leased, extended, or discontinued by the Gov- 
ernment; also the cost at which the Government may acquire existing plants 
or necessary patents, $10,000." 

The effect of amendment No. 17 is to consolidate railway postal clerks of 
classes 4a and 4b under one head of class 4, and place their salaries at $1,200 
each. Also to transfer 200 clerks of class 2, receiving a salary of $900 each, 
into class 3, to receive a salary of $1,000 each. 

Amendment No. 18 corrects the total amount for the Railway Mail Service 
to conform to the above amendment. 

The House recedes cn amendment No. 19, and accepts the Senate amend- 
ment, which is the same in substance as the House provision. 

The Senate recedes on amendment No. 20, prohibiting inspectors from 
being located away from home exceeding sixty days in any one year while 
drawing a per diem. 

The House recedes on amendment No. 21, permitting the Department to 
spend not exceeding $2,000, in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, 
in securing information concerning violations of postal laws; and the Sen 
ate recedes on that portion of the amendment providing that deficiencies 
in the postal revenues of Cuba resulting from criminality of officers ap- 
pointed under the authority of the United States shall be met by money from 
the United States Treasury. 

Amendment No. 22 continues in existence, with instructions to report by 
January 1, 1901, thecommission now investigating the postal service, appropri- 
ating the unexpended balance of money already appropriated for this pur- 
pose, and providing that 1,000 copies of the testimony shall be printed and 
placed at the dis 1 of the House and Senate, with an amendmentthe effect 
of which places 800 copies of such testimony at the disposal of the House and 
200 copies at the disposal of the Senate, the necessary amount of money being 
a for this printing. 

yn amendment No. 15 your conferees were saat to agree. 


J. J. GARDNER, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


MAY 29, 1900. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the confer- 
ence report. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California moves the 
adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from California a question. As I understood the reading of the 
report, the Senate recedes from its amendment which proposed to 
appropriate money to pay for the defalcations in Cuba. I want 


to ask the gentleman upon what theory that is done and why it | 


is done? 

Mr. LOUD. I will say to the gentleman that we did not believe 
that that properly belonged on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
The Senate, I understood, proposed and the Post-Oftice Committee 
had made a recommendation that this be placed upon the general 
deficiency bill. 

3 oe MCRAE, It is not to be understood, then, that it is aban- 
coned? 

Mr. LOUD. We did not pass upon the merits of the question. 
We did not believe that this was the proper place for it. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of | 


the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is still one item of dis- 
agreement. The item providing for pneumatic-tube service; and 
I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], 
who, I believe, desires to make a motion regarding it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Califofnia yields how 
much time? 

Mr. LOUD. I just yield to him for the purpose of making a 
motion in regard to this matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand there is one point of disagree- 
ment. I do not know the number of the amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. The pneumatic-tube service. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House recede | 


from its disagreement to the pneumatic-tube service amendment 
and agree to the amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That applies to amendment numbered 15, the 
Chair understands. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House recede from its disagreement and concur in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr, BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. May I ask that the Senate 
amendment be read for the information of the House. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. That was the request I was about to make 
to the Chair, that the amendment be read, so that we may know 
| 


what it is. bs 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 
consideration for the information of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, after line 11, insert: 

“For transportation of the mail by pneumatic tube and other simi, 
vices, by purchase or otherwise, $225,000: Provided, That no part . 
apereprnses shall be used in extending such pneumatic-tube servic. 
the service for which contracts are already entered into, and no addi: 
contract shall be made unless hereafter authorized by law.” 


Mr. LOUD. Iyield such time to the gentleman as he desires 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have only this to say to the House: |)» 
the recommendation of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Geyey.| 
after full hearing before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post. 
Roads, the bill was brought into this House appropriating §)5 . 
000 for pneumatic-tube service. The House in its deliberations 
determined to vote down that proposition in the Post-Office \)j\}, 
I am of opinion that, had there been full discussion, existing eon. 
ditions in the pneumatic-tube service would have been permitted 
to continue another year. However, the provision went out, ay 
the Senate places in the bill the existing law of $225,000, [i 
unnecessary to go into the merits of this proposition. Wherethe 
service has been used there is but one opinion—that it is usefy), 
that it is expeditious, and should be continued. 
The service exists to-day under contract between New York and 
| Brooklyn, in Boston, and at Philadelphia; and those are thie ony 
three cities in which it is used. Representing in part one of those 
great communities, in full accord with the generous appropria- 
tions which this bill carries for many other sections of the country, 
together with the extension of the rural free delivery—rejresent- 
ing, 1 say, in part one of those great constituencies, I appeal to this 
House that it may accept the recommendation of the Postmaster. 
General, the recommendation of every board of trade, of large 
commercial bodies and industrial interests of these three cities, 
and appropriate this $225,000. I have nothing more to say. My 
vote has been with you in generous contribution for expediting 
the service, and I ask simply in return that your vote may give 
us to-day the service that we now have, which is accepted by all 
as beneficial and useful, and now, to-day, necessary. [Applause.] 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle. 
man from California if a part of the Senate amendment did not 
| contain a provision for the investigation of the whole pneumatic. 
| tube service by the Post-Office Department that it might furnish 
the next session of this Congress with full information upon that 
subject? 
| Mr. LOUD. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts that there is such an amendment in the bill, and it was 
| agreed to in conference and has been agreed to by the House, ap- 
| propriating $10,000 for the purpose of such investigation. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire 
| to begin another debate upen this subject, because I believe that 
| the provision which has been accepted by the conference commit- 
| tee for the investigation of this subject, together with the provi- 
sion which is now before the House, and which, if adopted, will 
carry out existing contracts, leaves the whole question in a very 
satisfactorycondition. Thethreecontractsnow outstanding have, 
| as I understand, but a year longer to run. It seems to me now, 
| as it seemed to me last year and as it seemed to me at the time the 
| Post-Office bill was before the House for consideration, that it 
| would be wise for us to.carry out existing contracts during the 
7 short time which they have to run. 
ow, [have no desire to take any further time. I am in accord 
with the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. biNc- 
HAM], but I desire to call the attention of the House—and | hope 
they will think about it during the recess that is so soon to come 
upon us—that one of the great questions which we must consider 
in the future is the proper use of the pneumatic-tube servic «. 

I desire to state my conviction at this time, that there are two 
ways in which we can permanently and properly use it. (ne 1s 
| by the ownership and control of the whole service by the Govern- 

ment, and the other is the ownership of the plant by the cities in 

which the service is located and the lease of that plant to the 
Government of the United States. I hope that, with the light 

which will come to us at the next session, we shall be able to deal 
| with this question comprehensively, and in the meantime | hope 
| the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will preva)’. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the gentleman mean, by public owner 
ship of such property, ownership by the cities? 

r. MOODY of Massachusetts. Nothing else than that. 

Mr. MANN. Lundersteod the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
say, when the Post-Office appropriation bill was before the ! louse, 
that he was not in favor of the present appropriation, but wis '0 
favor of striking out the entire appropriation, including tha! ‘or 
existing contracts. ns 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman from [)!in0's 
| misunderstood me entirely, Lest there should be any mis(ax@ 
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about the matter, I reread my remarks on that occasion this morn- 
ing, and found that twice I distinctly stated that the existing con- 
tracts, Which were to run but a year or two, ought to be kept by 
the Government. 7 ears : 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman will find in the colloquy 
between himself and the chairman of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads that he asked him if he would join with him, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, in striking out the entire ap- 
propriation. P ‘ 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. Upon reading “7 speech, if he cares to take that 
trouble, I am sure he will find I have stated my position now ex- 
actly as I stated it to the House when the bill was under consid- 
eration heretofore. 

Mr. MANN. Lapprehended the identical thing that has hap- 
pened—that the gentleman, having stricken out the entire appro- 
priation, would come back and take care of his own city. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That is not fair on the part of 
the gentleman. ; 

Mr. MANN. Ido not wish to say anything unfair to the gen- 

leman. 

’ Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. The proposition for the in- 
crease of this service was before the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads; and there the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General said that if the increase was granted, the first place to 
which it would go would be the city of Boston; and I was un- 
selfish, at the least, if unwise, in opposing the increase. The city 
of Boston gets $9,000 of the $223,000 that this appropriation will 
carry. Now, if any gentleman here thinks that consideration has 
affected my judgment, he is welcome to his opinion. 

Mr, LOUD. r. Speaker, if there is going to be a debate for 
any length of time on this provision, I will reserve my own time, 
I want to say a few words; and if the House will indulge me 
briefly, 1 will offer some suggestions that are not directly per- 
tinent to the amendment before the House. 

I do not care to thrash old straw. The House disposed of the 
pneumatic-tube amendment as it came before the committee by 
striking it all out; the Senate has reinserted the existing con- 
tracts. I have expressed my views on this question this year, last 
year, and the year before. I wish to say now that after eleven or 
twelve years of experimenting with the pneumatic-tube service 
we ought now to know whether we want it or not. 

This is the position I have occupied before this House always. 
The provision as agreed to appropriates $10,000 for the Depart- 
ment to investigate. The Department has investigated for eleven 
or twelve years, during which time this service has been in opera- 
tion in Philadelphia, I have no serious opposition to incorporat- 
ing in this. bill the appropriation of $225,000. 

I believe it has been predicted in regard to the New York con- 
tract that it was more than probable Congress would break that 
contract upon the first opportunity. Without doubt it was one 
of the considerations of the contract. It has been stated that the 
contract was conceived in sin and bornin iniquity. Of that I 
will not attempt tospeak. I will not undertake to discuss here 
what testimony not now in print has been taken regarding this 
subject. I do crave the attention of the House for a very few 
moments, however, to suggest something along some other lines, 

While the Post-Office appropriation bill was under discussion 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], offering as an 
amendment to this bill the railway mail clerk classification bill, 
gave utterance to some expressions for which I can not criticise 
him, because he read from the report of the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, But I desire to call his attention to the 
danger of quoting a small portion of any report without having 
a knowledge of the facts in the case. 

On page 5177 of the Recorp, evidently a part of another speech, 
made probably on some other day—probably the two have been 
incorporated together—what the chairman of the committee [ Mr. 
Loup] said I do not know, but the gentleman from Minnesota 
after a line of asterisks said: 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from California |Mr. Loup] asked me why 
I do not cite the salaries paid to railway postal clerks in London. I want to 
read from an article written by the gentleman referred to, Mr. V.J. Bradley, 


bi] wes in London and Europe with the distinguished chairman of this com- 


And he reads from that report, which attempts to prove that a 
railway mail clerk going from the London office would receive 
$1,019 per annum ashissalary. I did not take any notes upon the 
salaries of railway mail clerks while I was in Europe. I did carry 
some things, however, in my head; and I knew at the time that 
statement was made that it was not true. 

I have great respect for the gentleman who wrote that; I have 
greater respect for his judgment and ability than any man I know. 
I come as near loving him as it is possible to love mortal, and I 
am willing to admit that he has set out a supposable case, but a 
case that never could exist. Wanting to be correct on this sub- 
ject, I wrote to the controller of the London post-office, who has 
charge of the railway mail service in a very large district, and I 
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have in my hand his reply in relation to the salaries of what they 
call sorters. 

It must be remembered that there is no such service as the 
Railway Mail Service proper in England. Clerks are detailed 
from the provincial oftices and from London for probably two- 
thirds of England to act as railway mail clerks for a period not 
exceeding four years. In England this is considered a ‘soft 
snap,” and all the employees are seeking it. I ask the Clerk to 


read the letter of the controller of the London post-office. It ig 
very short. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LONDON PosTAL SERVICE, May 15, 1900 
DEAR Str: The men who work in the principal traveling post-offices in 


England are drawn from the general staff of sorters in the circulat 
of the general post-office in London. 

Small local traveling offices are worked by men attached tothe staff of the 
provincial offices. 

The salaries of the London sorters are £52 a yar at age of 19 and attain 
ing competency, rising by £6 a year to £160, There is an efficiency bar when 
aman reaches £112 a year which a man is not allowed to pass without a sat- 
isfactory certificate of the excellence of his conduct and of his ability to per- 
form the highest duties of his class. 

The men working in the traveling post-offices are divided into juniors and 


n office 


seniors, juniors being men below the efficiency bar and seniors men above 
that bar. 
When a vacancy for either occurs, applications are invited from the below- 


bar men or the above-bar men, as the case may be. The senior qualified man 
applying is selected, after passing the doctor, and he then goes out traveling 
for a period of about four years. At the end of that time he is recalled to 
stationary duty, but in the case of a below-bar man he is free to apply again 
for an above-bar vacancy when he has passed the bar. 

The superintending officers do not change in this way, but remain con 
stantly on traveling post-otfice work unless tor reasons of health or discipline 
it may be necessary to bring them back to the stationary office. 

The day's trip occupies about eight hours, and for each day's trip per- 
formed a sorter receives a subsistence allowance of 3 shillings. Thus a man 
traveling from London to Carlisle (300 miles) one day and returning from 
Carlisle to London the next day would receive 6 shillings allowance for the 
trip out and home, whilst a man traveling from London to Crewe and back 
(316 miles in all) on the same day would receive an allowance of 3 shillings for 
the trip out and home. 

Iam very glad indeed to near from you, and if there is any further infor- 
mation I can supply you with, I beg that you will not hesitate to let me know. 

With kind regards, I am, very truly, yours, 
J. W. BADCOCK, Controller. 

E. F. Loup, Esq., Washingtox. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if aman worked inthe London 
post-office for twenty years, if he had attained special efficiency, 
and if a pound were $5, then after twenty years of service this 
man would get $800 a a. But, unfortunately, before such a 
thing could happen all these ‘‘ifs” must be realized—a fact which 
the gentleman who wrote that letter did not contemplate. 

Now, in that article the gentleman is made to say that his allow- 
ance would amount to $219 a year. : In order toearn an allowance 
of $219 a year that man must travel an average of more than 300 
miles a day for more than 300 days each year, and must be away 
from home more than 300 days each year—something impossible 
to accomplish. 

Now, the gentleman can readily see that he has set up a condi- 
tion that never could exist. Sorters in the London post-office go 
to work the first year at a salary of $253.24. The second year 
they get $282.46; the third year, $311.68; the fourth year, $340.90; 
the fifth year, $370.12; the sixth year, $399.34; the seventh year, 
$428.56; the eighth year, $457.78; the ninth year, $487; the tenth 
year, $516.22; the eleventh year, $545.44, at which time, if the 
man passes a special examination, physical and mental, he can 
go beyond the £112 a year limit. 

Now, for twelve years this gentleman in the London post-office, 
running two hundred days a year, or more than any railway mail 
clerkin this country does run, being away from home two hundred 
days a year for twelve years, would earn $6,772.40. In the Ameri- 
can service, for twelve years, an average smart man would earn 
$14,300, 

The gentleman well knows that a man who has been twenty 
years in the service is not well fitted to start as a railway mail 
clerk, and he performs his four years of service long before he 
attains his maximum salary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are one or two other items to which I 
desire to call the attention of the House. Congress seems bent 
upon the Government ownership and operation of new branches 
of business. We narrowly escaped here to-day going into the 
armor-plate business. I think it is well for Congress and the 
country to hesitate before embarking in any new enterprise. 

I am one who does not fear to have any citizen of this country 
make a profit upon his investment. If any man or set of men can 
furnish anything that this Government wants, then I believe those 
men should have the opportunity to furnish it. If you are paying 
more for armor plate to-day than it is worth, then competition in 
time will naturally settle that question. 

1 had occasion this year to take up the Auditor's report, some- 
thing that I very seldom réad, outside of the statistics. My atten- 
tion was attracted to our Money-Order Service, I have said in 
days gone by that our Money-Order Service was unprofitable. I 
never had investigated it far enough to say exactly how much it 
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was unprofitable, but I knew thatthe Department were not figur- 
ing in all the items of expense. 


The First Assistant Postmaster-General, in his report for the 


fiscal year 1898, returned a profit on the money-order business | 
The Auditor | 
took occasion to investigate that subject as far as he could, with- | 
out going into a most searching investigation, and his table, in- | 


. * = : : | curately asce srec ft this t au. whic reeps all 
stead of showing a profit of $1,100,000 in the money-order business, | *°C¢7Stely ascertained from the record of this bureau. which keeps all 


of over $1,100,000, a pretty profitable business. 


shows a deficit for that very year of $105,106.67. 
MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM—A POPULAR BUSINESS ENTERPRISE, 


The issue and payment of money orders is not in any strictly legitimate 
sense a governmental function. It is a feature of banking business pure and 
simple, and is regarded by many thoughtful menasa dangerousdevelopment 
of state socialism. It isa wonderfully convenient thing for great masses of 
the people: hence itis universally popular. It is carried on with such en- 
lightened skill, such diligent enterprise, and such marvelous success by the 
Department officials who superintend its operations and by the local post- 
masters and clerks who directly conduct them that one who looks only on 
the surface sees everything to praise and nothing to condemn. 

Only the accounting function which it is the duty of this bureau to con- 
duct discloses the dangerous possibilities that lie in the general principle in 
volved. And it must be frankly if reluctantly admitted that perils rest 
mainly upon the possibilities of faithlessness, carelessness, or relaxed vigi 
lance in conducting the operations of this office. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS—POSTAL TELEGRAPHS, 


The supposed success of the money-order system has apparently stimu- 
lated a demand for extensions of governmental administration into similar 
and even more doubtful fields. Aside from propositions of Government 
ownership of railroads and for the absorption of some great monies 
enterprises as an alleged remedy for “trust despotism, neither of whic 
has as yet assumed a visible, concrete form, there are at least two measures 
which are belng vigorously pressed, both of them subjects of many bills in- 
troduced at each succeeding session of Congress. These measures are the 
establishment of postal savings banks and postal telegraphs. 

It is not proposed to enter into any arguments for or against these meas- 
ures in this report. Since under present accounting regulations the enor- 
mous volume of transactions which would inevitably result from the inaugu- 
ration of either or both of these enterprises would at once fall upon this 
bureau, it is certainly not inopportune to suggest that in making provision 
See it is vitally important the accounting feature be very seriously con- 
sidered. 

The risk of undertaking responsibilities for which the motinery of gov- 
ernment is not fitted is ever present in the mind of the statesman. is risk 
will be much more serious in accounting than in administrative branches. 

Bills were ponding in the last Congress which a riated $50,000,000 if 
necessary to buy or build a postal telegraph, but did noteven mention, much 
less provide for, any plan or force for keeping or auditing its accounts. 

Other bills provided for an elaborate tal savings-bank system, some of 
which paid no heed whatever to this primal n ty of such an establish- 
ment. while one of them magnanimously allowed six additional clerks in the 
Auditor's office to take care of a work which would s ily equal in magni- 
tude and multiplicity of transactions the money-order system, which now 
keeps 300 clerks incessantly busy in this Bureau. 


PROFIT AND LOSS. 


Naturally one of the first questions the statesman, economist, or philan- 
thropist would ask, before advocating the engraftment of new and extrane 
ous features on our postal service, would be, Will it pay expenses? Unless 
the Government proposes, under the * general welfare "' clause of the Con- 
stitution, to embark Ser into eleemos fields, all its business 
enterprises at least should be self-sustaining. e mail service proper shows 
annual deficits. But if due credit could be a= for free tion of 
official correspondence and public documents, that deficit would disappear. 

Whether the money-order branch of the tal system is self-sustaining or 
not is an important —— It is a radical impeachment of the accountin 
methods existing in this Bureau, even since the painstaking improvements o 
18M, that no accurate statement can be made on that anareeas point. 

It would seem to have been the original intention of Congress that this 
. Bureau should be ready at all times to furnish thisinformation. Section 293. 
Revised Statutes (section 221, Postal Laws and Regulations), provided that 
the Auditor should keep the accounts in such a manner as to show among 
other things “all the expenses of the miner ae business.” I can find no 
record that this requirement was ever comp 
lation has practically repealed this provision, although under the general 
scope of the Auditor's duty and Se accurate compilation of this 
information would certainly be permissible, did the system of keeping ac- 
counts disclose it and were the clerical force allowed to warrant it. 

The act of June 9, 1896 (29 Statutes, 316), requires that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall submit to Congress “annual estimates in detail for all expenses of 
the money-order branch of the postal service.” As such estimates would in- 
volve reference to items in many different appropriation bills, the difficulty 
of framing them is obvious. Until those difficulties are overcome the De- 
partes estimates when made will be only approximate, but would at 
east tte data for an opinion as to whether or not the Money-Order Service 
is self-sustaining. 

A MISLEADING TABLE. 


For many years the Auditor's annual report has contained a statement 
corresponding to Table 15 in the statistical de ment of this issue, which 
on its face shows a large “net revenue " from the sale of money orders. But 
this statement is so misleading that it should never have been presented 
without the explanation which is now for the first time appended. 

The Post-Office Department, in its annual report for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1898, called attention to this subject. The report on money-order 
affairs, by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, says (page 179, Report of 
Post-Office Department): 

“The expenditures of the system are mainly for (1) commissions paid to 
postmasters at offices of the third and fourth classes, and to foreign coun- 
tries ($600,000); (2) for printed matter, stationery, etc.; (3) losses from uncol- 
lectible debts of former tmasters, fires, burglaries, etc. The difference 
between the earnings of the system and itsexpenditures, as above described, 
constitutes the gross revenue, and is the profit derived by the postal service 
proper from this branch of its business. The net revenue may be com- 
puted by deducting from the gross sum that proportion of the cost of clerical 
service employed in money-order business alone at ces of the first and 
second classes; the cost of like clerical services in the offices of the Auditor 
and the Superintendent, rn and the cost of services rendered the 
system by post-office inspectors. It is a matter of difficulty to ascertain 

ese respective approximate amounts, but there is no question that the earn- 
ings (about $1,100,000) are not only sufficient to offset all charges of this kind, 


| proportionate share of the postal service proper.” 





ied with. Meantime later legis- |- 


but make the system wholly self-sustaining, and in addition pay a ibe. 
his is a concise and clear statement of the chief elements of expendit 
on money-order account, which do not appear in our published tables. \ 
the aggregate expenditures really are issomething that has never been 
stated. 
AN APPROXIMATE STATEMENT. 


The gross revenue from the issue and sale of money orders is readi]y 


accounts. It iscorrectlystated in Table l5. But the expenditures on ac: 


| of the money-order business cover so many items, scattered through so » 
| appropriation bills, and some of them inextricably involved with exp: 
| for other postal branches, that under the present form of keeping on; 
| counts only an approximate estimate is possible. 
| pense are mentioned in the above extract from the Department report « 


The principal items o/ 


year. It is manifest from the comments there made that the Departm: 


| the absence of reliable information, which perhaps it is the duty of th 
} reau to furnish, is sincerely of the opinion that after all fair deductio; 


made the money-order business yields a profit. 

In view of the misleading statement reproduced in our reports for ; 
successive years, it is manifestly now incumbent on this bureau, espe: 
in view of the a raised by the Department itself, to throw all pos 
light on this subject. I have accordingly taken the best attainable mea 
in the present imperfect method of stating expenditures incident t 
Money-Order Service, to get an approximate idea as to the profit or | 
the business of selling exchange now carried on by the Government th: 
the Post-Office Department. 

Special reports were recently called for from all postmasters in the | 
States having annual allowance for clerk hire of $4,000 per annum o) 
showing amount paid to clerks engaged exclusively in money-order wr} 
These reports were received from 166 offices, which, being carefully t) 
lated, disclosed the fact that in these offices, out of a total allowar 
$7 274,507.94 for clerk hire, there was paid $571,611.86 to clerks engaged 
sively in ee paying money orders. Applying the percentag: 
obtained as probably a fair and ratable proportion of the total clerk-hi: 
lowances to all post-offices of the first and second classes (where ps stim 
receive no commissions on eee eae sales), the expense for clerica! 
in other eye ge Hy chargeable to the money-order busin: wa 
found to $253,268.80. his is doubtless sufficiently correct for practica! 
purposes. 

Our own records furnish the figures relating to other expenditures 
legitimately chargeable to money-order expenses mentioned in the Depart 
ment report. Still others can only be approximately estimated. Em) 
the ascertainable items of expenditure, the results of the investigation | 
be summarized as follows: 


Net revenue, as shown by Table 15 --...........- 
Expenses not 3 
Blanks, blank ks, and printed matter, Post- 
Office Depart: 
Sem. blank books, and printed matter, Auditor's 
Office 


pebcdudasdébectere $1, 206, 064.00 


$99, 552. 86 


20, 742. § 
Stationery,exchange and miscellaneous, Post-Office 
Department 6, 954. 89 
Rubberand metal stamps, Post-Office Department. 2, 500. 00 
Clerks, money-order divisions, Auditor's Office .... 307,120.00 
— money-order division, Post-Office Depart- 


men 
Rent of Busch Building, Auditor's clerks ...... ... 
Services of post-office inspectors in money-order 
cases, estimated aE tla nian ications 
Salaries of money-order clerks in 166 post-offices 
reported 
Salaries of money-order clerks in remaining first 
and second class offices, estimated - 
Excess of expenses over net revenue............ 


571,611.86 


105, 106. 67 


1,301, 771.27 1,391,771 

No method suggests itself for ascertaining the ratable proportion o! sa! 
aries of first and second class postmasters which should be charged as «1 « 
pense by reason of responsibility incurred and work done on money-or 
account; nor of a fair proportion of legal expenses in United States courts 
for prosecuting and conducting money-order cases, civil and criminal; nor 
of numerous other indirect and incidental disbursements which would not ! 
made from the public Treasury were there no postal money orders. 

It is manifest, however, on a review of ascertainable and incontroverti))lo 
facts presented above that there is now a considerable annual loss incurred 
in conducting the money-order business by the Government. 

There is, moreover, enough food for serious ones in this showing to 
suggest the exercise of great care in legislating for the employment of 10 
financial features in the postal service. 

And further, there is unquestionably reasonable foundation for a dems 
that more accurate accounting methods be devised and applied to such bus 
ness enterprises as the National Government has already engaged in betvre 
we inaugurate others that we know not of. 

There can be no question that the foregoing statement of expenses of | 
present Money-Order Service is very conservative. In theitem of ascertaine! 
expenditures for post-office clerks exclusively engaged in money-orde! 
ness, postmasters in many cities failed to report clerks at stations an‘ 
stations. Neither was any account taken of rents for post-offices or sia 
Notwithstanding all omissions and all conservatism in estimates th 
shown to be an annual loss of $105,106.67 resulting to the postal revenues ! 
the money-order business. 


Now, the money-order branch of the postal service is the 1 
popular branch of that service. Some of you, perhaps, remei 
that when we first went into this business we fixed our rates 
stantially the same as those charged by the express companies 
banking institutions of thecountry. At those rates I believe ' 
the business was profitable; that we were making a very 5!)\! 
profit out of it. @ express companies and the banks reduc! 
the rates, and the United States Government was forced to fo! 
until the business now is down to that standard where I am 
isfied we are losing on the money-order business each and ©) 
year at least $500,000. ; 

Now, it is a good thing for the Government to transact business 
for the private individual. It is a great accommodation for him, 
especially if he can get it done more cheaply than it can be done 


+ 
9 
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by any private individual or corporation. But we must not for- | eight or ten or fifteen million depositors. Do you suppose there 
} 








—— —-- a —$<_-_—_-___-- — 


vet that the deficit must be met by taxation. Now, the Auditor, | would be a party strong enough on top of God's earth ever 
in going into this subject, only took such men as were employed | have reduced that rate of interest? Do you suppose, with eight 
exclusively in the Money-Order Service. In talking with him the | or ten million voters participating in the bounty of the Govern 
other day, 1 said; ‘*‘ You have not reached all of the expense.” He | ment, that any party would ever have been strong enough to have 
said: “1 know that Ihave not. I have only reached such as was | struck it down: 
nevond the possibility of doubt, and have not entered the field! Oh, but peoplesay, ‘Other countries make asuccess of it,” and 
where I could not tell exactly what the expense was.” There is | point to England, a country more similar to ours than any other 
not a station in the country where some clerks are not engaged a | countryin Europe. England embarked in the postal savings bank 
part of their time in the money-order business, and it is almost | business and did make its business pay expenses for a short time; 
impossible for us to determine what portion of their time is spent | but England now has come to the point to which this or any 
in that service. ‘ other government must come. England is paying its depositors 
| thought it well at this time to call the attention of the House | 2} per cent interest upon a 2} per cent consol. She has had to go 
to this subject, as many people are urging that we embark in the | into the markets for a number of years and buy those 2} per ecnt 
postal savings bank business, the postal-telegraph business, the | consols at a premium of 110 or 112, and as high as 114, The Eng 
parcels-post business, and, in fact, all kinds of business. lish Government is not strong enough to reduce the rate of inter- 
Since I have been a member of Congress—and you know that is | est and it never will be, and England must continue to pay the 
not a great while—l remember there was a bill earnestly pressed | depositors in its postal savings banks 2} per cent, regardless o! 
before the Post-Office Committee proposing to pay to depositors | what the securities may earn. 
in a postal savings bank 4 percent perannum. It was considered Lots of people say, ‘‘ Let us go into the postal-telegraph busi- 
at that time so low a rate of interest that people would not use | ness,” and that the Government can successfully operate that. 
the postal savings bank. There is pending now before that com- | Other people say, ‘If the Government can not profitably operate 
mittee a proposition to pay 2 per cent. it the people will be benefited.”” Well, we have only to turn to 
Now, 2 per cent a year and a half ago looked to be a small | the experience of others. That is the only way we can be taught 
amount of money; but does anybody now suppose that we could | anything in this world. And very briefly, when the Post-Oftice 
pay depositors 2 per cent on their deposits and pay the enormous | bill was up, I called the attention of the House to the experience 
expense of ranning a postal savings bank system?.Suppose of England. I showed the House, and I shall here, with the per- 
this bill had passed ten years ago to pay 4 per cent on deposits, | mission of the House, insert a full report for the fiscal year end- 
and the postal savings bank had been successful, and we had | ing March 31, 1898, of the postal-telegraph system of England. 


POST-OFFICE TELEGRAPHS 


An account showing the gross amount received and expended on account of the telegraph service in the year ended March $1, 1898, and the balance of t 
expenditure over receipts. (Pursuant to act 39 Viet., c. 5, 8. 4 











| 
Gross amount received by the post-office in Amount expended by the post-office in respect of salaries, 
respect of telegrams, private wire rentals, rent, maintenance of telegraphs, etc.. as per appropria £ i 
special wire rentals, etc.,in the year ended tion account, in the year ended Mar. 31, 1808 3,251,854 15 5} 
Mar. 31, 1898, as per finance accounts, page £ 8. d. Amount expended by the office of works, London, from the 
Ee weneecke jhddesitacsesce nae 6a grant for revenue department buildings in respect of the 
Less telegraph service (not shown separately in the appropria 
Amount paid to cable com- £ s. d. tion account) aa ‘ 70,828 13 10 
DOMINO bad besewrcecence<s 402,132 4 0 Amount expended by the stationery office in respect of the 
Telegram moneys refunded, | telegraph service (not shown separately in the appropria- | 
ES Do, LO 3,979 8 6) je CaS haa ea aie se 7 ae 3.917 0 0 
—_-—— 406,111 12 6} £ s.d. | Amount expended by the office of public works, Dublin, | 
—— —— 3,080,351 12 3) from the grant for public buildings, Ireland, in respect | 
Value cf telegraph services performed for other public de- | of the telegraph service (not shown separately in the ap- | 
partments without remuneration ................-..-.------ | 41,371 3 8} propriation account) aneialian : ah | 4,99 11 1 
Balance of expenditure over receipts ............ cc.s00 se0e----| 307,118 7 O} Amount expended by the inland revenue department in 
| respect of the issue of stamps used on telegrams (not 
shown separately in the appropriation account). ....---.---| 105 0 0 
Amount expended by the exchequer and audit department 
| in auditing the accounts of the telegraph service 1°64 0 0 
Amount expended by the treasury for rates and contribu- | 
tions in lieu of rates, in respect of the telegraph service 13,072 2 7 
| 3,878,841 2113 3,378,841 2 114 
| | 
F. E. SMITH, 
Principal Bookkeeper, 
JAMES J. CARDIN, 
Comptroller and Accountant-General, 
GENERAL Post-OFFICE, 
December 22, 1898. 
Statement additional to the foregoing account, prepared in accordance with The total of the deficiency to March 31, 1998, was £7,235,807 5s. 4d.,as shown 


the following paragraph of sect. 4 of 39 Vict. c. 5, viz: ‘* There shall be added | below, viz: 
to such account a statement of the amount expended during the said year 
on account of the annual charge for the securities created for the purpose | Deficiency for the year to December 31 (vide Parliamentary 








of the telegraph acts, 1868 to 1870, and any acts amending the same, and of Paper No. 65 of 1877) &2=s4d 
the surplus, if any, which, after deducting from the said balance the amount 1872 118.906 15 1 
of such annual charge, remains as a sinking fund for the redemption of the A OFAN EE SER EEE 177.983 11 4 
said securities, and a statement of the mode of application of such surplus.” ee Le as . . er pnt 207 898 0 6 
Capital stock (consols) created in respect of money raised for i a eg aa ey eee ee ie ee eee Ok 
“ . — . | Deficiency for the fifteen months to March 31, 1876 (vide Par- 
Oe Pyrogen of telegraphs, etc., viz: » net ene & 4.)  liamentary Paper No. 67 of 1877) rene 
Under Bh eee Oe Vice: O: Than nneenne-enecen-nnnn---ane-e----= 7,588,757 0 0 | Deficiency for the year ended March 3i 
Under ie naa Vict. C. 15. .-.-.---- e0e-e- ------- 20222 ee eeee 1, 079, O43 0 0 1877 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 30 of 1878)............. 187,250 O11 
Un ier 89 Vi t Vict. ©. BB... 2 22ne ennnne -nns sone nneenennes 1,347, 1b2 2 11 1878 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 35 of 1879) -.-...- “ 180,066 8 2 
Und “4 40 a il ¥ Tae one eeeonn ses denewarses cons 525, 486 0 - 1879 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 61 of 1880). ........ . 114, 119 12 
ae ONG 6) Vict. ©. W...... 0.2.22... -- nen neneeecree 407,735 2 9 1880 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 23 of I881)............. 20,900 2 
“Sneha ite At 1881 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 47 of 1882) ..-...... * Wt 7 
10,948,173 6 1 1882 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 42 : ? 
esi ale ‘ 882 » Ps . y Paper No. 42 of 1883). ............ 112,524 16 1 
L “stock purchased and canceled: > 1883 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 51 of 1884)............. 142,225 1 
\ Pet an of surplus balances— . £. & d. 1884 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 73 of 1885) ....... _ ae 34,114 4 3 
Yous to December 31, 1870 + secccesoorcccese 5A, 771 1 8 1885 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 60 of 1886 ee 42,767 3 9 
ear to December 31, POOR aeacns anne tcun cose 12,830 3 3 . 1886 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 29 of )887).......-- - 371.54 6 0 
. eta 67,602 0 11 1887 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 31 of Iss abandon (71,880 16 11 
“Sarees a 1888 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. #88 of 1888) -. penn B2,5001 2 2 
a 10,880,571 5 2 1889 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 46 + of 1800) Dit, 1S x 
(@) With the unexpended balance of the post-office tele- . 1800 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 21 of 1800-91)........ = 24002 19 4 
graphs capital account in August, 1891_.............. 11,907 10 9 1891 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 19 of 1892) apt 231,082 14 7 
gE gs 1892 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 37 of 1883). ........ jn B80, 166 16 
10, 868,663 14 5 1893 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 451 of 189%)............ 165,570 13 0 
interest at 2} per cent for year January 5, 1898. .......-......-. 298,888 5 0 1894 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 95 of 1804)............. 477,327 4 
March teens on account of thechargefortheyearended | 1895 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 16 of 1896). ............ 449,625 17 
“~v C3 Se, Bios = Sos Slee Secees ecenna Hees weence a ens=- asec eessce 298,888 5 0 18% (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 49 of 1897)........... B39, 435 
nae expenditure over receipts, asshown bythe forego- td 1897 (vide Parliamentary Paper No. 63 of 1898)............. 43,3413 2 
CIEE iran Gxntecesasennsccecacseee--sacese ; 807,118 ‘ o | TERRE LS SRT ET EE a, eT Opa 606, 006 1 } 
Deficiency of telegraph revenue in the year ended March : 
’ ,to meet expenditure and tho interest on tele- 7,235,087 6 4 
graph stock crea 


ET a ondee 606,006 12 0 TREASURY CHAMBERS, January, 1809. 
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An account showing the gross amount received and the gross amount expended in respect of the telegraph service from the date of the transfer of the telegra 
to the State to March 31, 1898. 


Amounts received by the Ta 

atin ednees i I 6 ____ Value of tele 

| Office of works. | graph services 
| Post-office in | London, and |., ,, performed for : Balance of ex- | 
| respect of tele- | office of public | Stationary of-| other public | Total receipts. | penditure over 
iw ae fice for waste | departments receipts. 
| grams, private-| works, Dublin, paper, etc without re- | 
wire rentals,etc. r ole - | ’ . J 
_— ; * for —— | inuneration. 


TTI ee 


Year ended December 31— £ a. d.| £ s. d. £2 2s. £ s. 
1870 palinte 6taagdEEn Senenen é 9 1] . 1, 466 11 
1871 Gnitheiedanieeuninduem 732, 3 2 2 1,774 81 
1872 colaiteniniab aieeetiiamentes > 083 6 | : 1, 839 
i ahieses Rimes ----| 1,065,543 18 j , 26 2,350 
1874 bei > . , Oe | 2 5 st 5, 854 

Quarter ended March 31, 1875" .. 242, 505 j ‘ 326 8,518 

Year ended March 31 
876! sen -acsenee 
1877 
1878 
1879 
1880) 
iksl 
ISK 
1883 
18S4 
1886 -----| 1,758, 16 9} 350 
1887 a ia Race Re as ea oa ‘ , ORG 5 | 78 
1 8&8 . a . b é 800 
1880 oa 2. , O48 434 
1890. secseses - 2, R25, ; 270 
181 — | . 2,044 14 36, 380 
1802... | 2,608,138 % | 136 10 35, 588 
1843 | 2,486,791 5 i) | 39, 520 
cine biceeernileitie | 253426410 54 CIEE OLR BE 
1805 ; . 2, 598, 985 j | 47,428 
1sH6 , 835, 748 . 44,045 
EIT | 44, 904 
1898 . nie ee = iatietemieesitamenen 3, ,oo1 12 38) , 371 


+ » 2 | ae sone 612, 30: 
735,300 0 735, 300 
73,332 6 973, B32 
, 162 } } 1,049, 162 

7, 745 | , 167,745 


= 


, 982 


—_ 


, 533, 982 





9, 694 
18, 845 
17,417 
20, 602 
15, 382 
19, 478 
21,920 
26, O87 
25,775 
27, 097 
26, 997 
29, 206 
30, 584 
33,414 
36, 328 


315 
2, 668 
19, 467 
i 9, 795 
3, BBG 
, 390 


8, O70 
9, 223 


, 768, 070 
SOR, G1) 
B20, TH4 
832,401 16 10 
OS, 6 4 


DS ed eee St et ts 


2 


9, 697 

4.414 5 95! 38, 360 
, 264 1: | 

. 159 

2,949 

0, O65 

4, 098 

5, 764 

5,611 

3, 312 

579, 206 

, 646, 

879,7 

967, 


, O71, 722 15 114) 307, 118 


WociwowHwa-? 


roto? 


© 


Qi et et ht et tt 


eK RRR EARERN 


33 
we? 


at et et 2 
eo? 
ore 


mom? 





$0303 
f 


or 
rez 
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Total . 51,307,341 9 5,746 3 , 855 7 7 | 704,820 52,056,763 1 it | i. 821,905 15 rT 53, 378, 668 
j | 


' By the fourth section of the act 39 Vict.,c.5,the period for which the Parliamentary account of the receipts and expenditure of the telegraph se1 
to be rendered was altered from the year to Dee ane r 31, to the year to March 31. 


GENERAL Post-OFFice, December, 1898. F. E. SMITH, Principal Booklec 


An account showing the gross amount received and the gross amount @xpended in respect of the telegraph service from the date of the transfer of the t 
to the State to March 31, 1898. 


Amounts s expended by the— 


eo one re Balance to 
| a o | tetena | Exchequer! meet erent | 
: Office of ,| nilan< . _. | and audit | on stoc 
Post-office in | ee | Stationary | works, revenue de- item mich department Total created on 
ee ten hae ae office in re- | Dublin,in | partment ae and |}2 auditing ; account of the) 
of the tele- | spect of the | respect of | in respect | contribu. | the ac- telegraph 
graph serv- telegraph thetele- | of stamps tions in lieu| COU™ts of | service and 
et service.” graph serv-| for tele- | of rates the tele- the redemp- 
grams. a graph | tion of debt. 
service. 


Nigar qqided | respect of 

: salaries, wages, 

maintenance, | 
etc. 


expenditure. 





| 
| 
| 
\~ 


; ¥ L +a gl  ! . al a «a ~@ » a £ 

347, 058 | 2,213 1: 11, 0 0| 350,376 4 63) 261,925 5 7} 612,301) 
487,544 12 f , 0 0! 495,694 16 238,695 310 | 735,390 
25, 275 15! 11,7 11, 0 0} 833,908 4 33) 130,424 93) 973, 332 
949, 587 Ab nn on aa aesaens | 2,6 | 2, 1, 0 0} 956,170 0 92,902 7 44/1049, 162 
, 052, 626 12 20, 3 996 16 10 | 1,081,987 2 5 85, 807 44/1, 167,745 
310,544 2 74) 10,130 Bu 34 B : 1410} 823,797 70 @ 11 Ran are 

, 031,526 10 of) 24, 555 | 89, 3, vf 7 satadcaaiah (i 5 1,106,912 1 108, 272 @ |1, 533, 082 

, 123, 787 14 41,572 | 32,2 ‘ : 3, | 1,491 18 1,208,401 17 4§/ 119,913 23/1, 328, 315 

, 164,113 19 10}| 82, 688 24,836 § | 2, ‘ 29 1: ,617 9 4] 1,227,560 12 25, 108 9 |1, 352, 668 

089,382 3 4) 39,109 f | 1, 2,122 1: ,744.17 3| 1,873 8 4) 1,161,551 3 3%) 207,916 33/1, 369, 467 

, 111, 483 11 37,024 1: d 1,162 1 1,178,287 6 | 296, 508 2 1, 469, 795 

, 242,002 4 36, 684 1 23.911 1,146 5 "1,308,453 19 3)) 825,482 15 6) 1, 633, S80 

, 365, 632 12 | 47,066 22,118 | 1 352 16 | 1,440,498 6 10}; 213,802 6 7))1, 654,500 

, 504, 208 . | §2,197 21, 761 19 | 1,583,876 18 0} 184,198 12 13/1, 768,070 | 

, 700, 644 69, 459 24, 349 5 1, 808,920 12 04 , 808, 820 

, 731, 040 59, 205 24, 169 12 1,820,764 6 9 | , 820, 764 

, 733, 104 61,1 31, 391 1, 832,401 16 109 11, 832, 401 

, 939, 764 {| 51,278 35, 259 2, . 2 2, 082,632 8 103).. 12, OBZ, 632 

928,344 28, 550 35, 088 | 2, 26| 3 ii | 2,63 1,999,033 2 11}! , 999, 083 

, 968, 323 33,478 12 30, 937 | 3, ; : 7 f | 2)825 12 2,041,361 2 6} $/2, 129,965 0 

2,179,921 { 58,879 16 33, 295 \¢ . . | 1, 902 13 10 egy 17 8} 5, 2 2,364,008 | 
, 675, 338 88,414 11 29, 692 i1 f . | 1,641 2,388,581 2 . 2, 456, 74 

2,507,012 2103) 85,468 0 36, 652 27 635, 895 0 (2, 635, 895 

2,567,018 18 3; &3, 518 il 87,145 + 1, 650 10 | 2, 692,994 11 

2,641,019 12 7 87,048 ; , 55 | 1,676 5 O45 15 





corm te 


—uoI-Ie 


os 


euneee 


2, OBE, B45 71, 733 10 35, 722 1,753 0 788" 051 15 
2,772,166 5 9} 92,878 7 33, 702 4 5 11 | 2,920,342 0 2)/ 
..| 2,046,782 9 10) 105,177 10 1 | 39,705 1 2,877 15 | 1,744 16 1 3, 111,809 18 1)! 
| 3,251, 854 15 Sh 70, 838 13 10 | 35,917 4,949 11 27 1,804 0 0 | 3,378,841 2 115) 


SkOIIW SHAK OOD. o-? 


beuseesee pempeinasesaiatentn ————E 


Aas oO 1,985, 739 10 10 [700,308 3 3 1 08,618 18 0) fat, oe 2 7 [74,590 78 3 48,194 15 0 0 \50, 741, 686 14 9 (2,006, 982 





+ The telegraph expenditure of the office of works, London, was —s y charged to the telegraph capital account, and partly to the Sanerenlh vote, 
to April 1, 1874. 
> te P } harged to the telegraph vote prior to April 1, 1875. . 
¥* The tele graph expenditure ef the stationery office was charge gray P p sheets 3. CARDIN 
Comptroller and Accountant-Genei 








1900. 


De 


. t of the application of the balances of telegraph revenues shown in the 
Sta tement of ccount toward the interest and redemption of the stock created on 
Fecount of the telegraph service. 

4 Sh pieneietneaas 
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Balance to | 
meet interest | 
am cre- | 
ated on ac- 
count of the | Amount of sas 
telegraph, interest on ton sinking | Deficiencies. 
service an e stock. 
for the re- | fund 
demption of | 
debt, brought 
down. 
i a 
y, ded Decem- 
"a £ 8. d. £ s.d.| & 8. d. £ s. d. 
327 261,925 5 7) 214,500.0 0 |'47,485 6& 7 }............... 
+} 22 = Bw | By ere 
ae Me OO BE tcacccsscenses 118,966 15 1 
ae Sree Oh. occutsences 177,988 11 4 
ae 2. Mee © lvesdsesnenenncs 207,898 0 5 
7 March 31, 
a—_— a te 103,272 4 2] 204,005 18 9 ].............. 191,633 14 7 
Year ended March 
qt. 119,918 & 3] 907,172 6 2 |..............| 187,20 011 
1878 .. 125,108 5 9} 3814,17413 11 189,066 8 2 
1879 207,916 16 3 | B22)006 8 8 114,119 12 5 
1880 . 296,508 0 2)| 826,417 2 9 29,909 2 7 
1881 - $25,432 15 6| 326,417 2 9 984 7 3 
1882 - 213,892 6 8 | 326,417 2 9 112,524 16 1 
1883... 184,193 12 1| 826,417 2 9/| 142,223 10 8 
1884 419,697 1 6| 226,417 2 9 346,114 4. 3 
1885 . 436,350 1 0] 86,417 2 9 362,767 3 9 
1886 445,137 3 3] 86,417 2 9 371,554 6 0 
1887 4445,472 14 2| 826,417 2 9}. 471, 889 16 11 
1888 46,083 19 5| 826,417 2 9 332,501 2 2 
1889 88,608 17 9 | 2353,787 38 5 265,183 5 8 
1890 85,113 2 0| 306,016 1 4 220,002 19 4 
1891 68,182 19 7 | 209,215 14 2}. 231,082 14 7 
1892 490,283 8 208,833 7 6 389,166 16 2 
1893 4166,682 8 0} 298,888 5 0 465,570 13 0 
1894 4178,438 19 7] 298,888 5 0 477,327 4 7 
1895 $141,637 12 7 | 208,888 5 0 440,525.17 7 
1896 440,547 11 8 | 208,888 5 0 339,435 16 8 
1897 4144,456 8 2] 208,888 5 0 443,344 13 2 
1808 4301,118 7 0} 208,888 5 0 606,006 12 0 
Total .......-. 4315, 076 7 2 (8, 497, 034 10 2| 53,039 2 4 |7- 285, 807 5 4 








1The sum of £54.771 17s. 8d. stock was canceled with £50,869 7s. 8d., the sur- 
plus shown by: Parliamentary Paper No. 69 of 1872. 

* The sum of £12,830 3s. 3d. stock was canceled with £11,739 12s., the surplus 
shown by Parliamentary Paper No. 386 of 1872. 

5 Includes £27,870 0s. 8d. for bonus on conversion of 3 per cent stock into 2} 
per cent stock. 

‘ Deficiency. 

TREASURY CHAMBERS, January, 1899. 

England has lost in eighteen years £7,235,897 5s. 4d., or about 
$36,000,000. Oh, it is a beautiful thing for the people of England 
to get a cheap telegraph system in a country whose postal tele- 
graph deficit has now grown up to more than £600,000 a year. 
—— in 1872, with a profit of £47,000, it has grown to a deficit 
of more than $3,000,000 a year, and with a debt hanging over that 
country on the telegraph system of more than $50,000,000. 

Oh, but they say, they get a cheap telegraph system in Eng- 
land, a sixpence for ten words. It is cheap, is it not—a sixpence 
for ten words, including the address and signature, You use the | 
ten words up and more, too, with the address and the signature. 
Oh, but they say, you can register the address and that is a great 
benefit to the por people of England, you know, so that you can 
send to “Smith, London,” and thus save a number of words in | 
the address, , 

Well, yes, the poor people of England are permitted to pay 21 
shillings a year to register an address. So, fora little over $5 a 
year, each man of the masses of the people in England can take 
advantage of this cutting down of words. It is a great benefit to 
the person who sends four or five telegrams a year. 

Now, there are a great many people in thiscountry who are anx- 
ious for a cheap parcels post. Did you ever hear of that subject? 
Before our commission we had a hearing on this question. A gen- 
tleman before us was very anxious for acheap parcels post. One 
of the Senators asked him what he meant by a cheap parcels post. 
Well, he said that he wanted to get it at cost. 

Well, now let us turn to England to-day and see what their ex- 
perience has been in the parcel-post business. I had occasion when 
in London, a year ago, to talk with a man who had spent many 
years in that branch of the public service and who was well ac- 

uainted with the man whose hobby it was to saddle on England 
the establishment of a parcel post at a minimum rate of 6 cents 
per pound. We are carrying more than two-thirds of the matter 
we canaport for 1 cent a pound. 

Now, England has lost money upon its parcel-post business, 
charging a minimum rate of 6 cents a pound. When this service 
was established, England kept a separate account of its parcel- 
business, as it does of every branch of the postal service, with 
— niceness that if a man had to perform service in two branches 

hey divided his salary, The first year showed a loss, 





This eminent gentleman who was the father of the parcel-post 
system says: ‘‘ Youcan not expect tomakeit profitable in one year. 
This year we will make it profitable.” The deficit had more than 
doubled in the second year. ‘‘ Well,” he said, ‘‘ bookkeeping is 
expensive anyway; let us discard bookkeeping;” and since that 
time England has kept no system of Dooks upon its parcel-post 
system, 

Gentlemen talk knowingly through the press of the country 
that in this extensive land of ours we could afford to transmit 
matter at 1 cent a pound and make a profit in our fast mail trains 
going through the country at the rate of 40 and 50 miles an hour. 
England, in its compact country, transporting its parcel-post busi- 
ness as freight is transported in this country, cars packed to their 
utmost limits, with the cheapest character of cars, and at the 
slowest rate that freight trains travel, is losing a vast amonnt of 
money to-day transporting packas’es, gathering them up, and de- 
livering them at a minimum rate «f 6 cents a pound, 

That is about all I desired to say, Mr. Speaker. This subject 
has been in my mind for some time, and I thought it best to un- 
load it on the House. But I could not refrain from seeking to 
call the attention of the country, and especially this House, to this 
career of madness which it seems we are rushing to with headlong 
speed. Let us pause before it is too late. Business will regulate 
itself in due time without our interference. Look to the vast 
army of civil-service employees marching upon the Treasury for 
larger salaries, less work, and shorter hours, an army now work- 
ing less and higher paid than any or all the rest of our people 
who are the strong right arm and support of the nation, and who 
must pay the taxes to support these men, and pause ere we em- 
bark in new undertakings. 

Let us strive to return to original principles and put behind us 
this policy of paternalism. <A nation is great and strong that de- 
pends upon the individual efforts of its people. Government has 
its legitimate functions, thepeople theirs. Donot seek to restrain 
and deprive them of the blessings of a true democracy, The peo- 
le have more honesty and sense than we give them credit for. 

he very nature of government ownership and management tends 
to sie hope and incentive, removes personal responsibility, makes 
man amere machine. Let human incentive have full play, let 
the Government govern, and let the people strive and compete 
among themselves to improve and better the world; then we will 
have a happy and prosperous people. 

If my thought has reached one mind, then for the time at least 
lam content. [Loud applause. | 

How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. LOUD, I yield tive minutes tothe gentleman from Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am at aloss to understand and 
somewhat surprised to witness the continued hostility of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to- 
ward the railway postal clerks of the United States. I understand 
that the amendments which were agreed to and put into the bill by 
the House and by the Senate have been agreed to in conference. 
There is, therefore, nothing before the House at this time to be 
determined that involves any discussion whatever of the ques- 
tion of the relative compensations paid to the railway postal clerks 
of the United States and that paid to the railway postal clerks of 
England, 

Mr. Speaker, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads criticises me for having quoted only 
a part of the statement made by the gentleman who visited Eng- 
land with him for the purpose of investigating this and other 
questions pertaining to the postal service of Europe. It is true I 
did not quote all that gentleman said in his report, but I quoted 
all that the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] referred to in 
his speech just. preceding my remarks on the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, from which he has just quoted that was in relation 
to the salaries paid railway postal clerks in Europe. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the difference 
in thecharacter of the service. Mr. V.J. Bradley, division super- 
intendent of the Railway Mail Service, who accompanied the com- 
mission to Europe, says: 

The hours of duty and the amount of work performed are apparently much 
easier than in the United States. For enamel, night work is limited to seven 
hours per day,.and day work to eight hours per day. Any service over this 
allows of overtime claim of one and a quarter rates for all time over forty- 
eight hours a week. Sunday work and work on Christmas and Good Friday 
counts one anda half rates. The employees who have been over five years 
in the service get an annual vacation of twenty-one working days. 

Employees in the Railway Mail Service of the United States 
get no annual vacation whatever, 


The employees also have a sick leave of six months with pay, if necessary; 
but there is a medical investigation if an employee is absent over nine days 
on account of sickness in any one year. They all receive in due course a free 
pension of as many sixtieths of the last salary held as the employee has had 
years of service, but not exceeding forty-sixticths. 


The gentleman contrasts, or rather compares, the salaries paid to 


the railway postal clerks in the United States with the salaries 
paid to similar clerks in England, but he failed to inform the 
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House that these clerks in England work only eight hours a day, 
while our railway postal clerks in many instances work twenty 
hours a day continuously. On an average run on trunk lines 
their average time is fourteen hours, seven days in the week and 
fifty two weeks in the year. When he has become broken down 
in the service, or when he loses his life, neither he nor his family 
gets a pension from the Government, although his average salary 
in service is only $1,036 per annum. 

in addition to this I might have called attention to the fact that 
the railway postal clerks of England are allowed a certain sum 
for expenses necessarily incurred while in discharge of their duty 
when away from their homes. Out of the salary paid the railway 
postal clerks of the United States the Government requires them 
to defray their own expenses; and yet the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads begrudgingly accedes to 
the slight advance which we give these employees of the Govern- 
ment in this appropriation bill. It has hurt him so much, even 
after he has agreed to it, that he has felt it incumbent on him to 
come in here and attempt to prejudice this House against these 
clerks by comparing the salaries of the American railway postal 
clerks, who are obliged to work twenty hours in the day, with the 
salary paid like employees of England, who are required to work 
only eight hours a day. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is any justification whatever 
or any ground for the gratuitous criticism of the gentleman upon 
the action of the House and Senate in increasing the amount paid 
to some of the railway postal clerks of this country. Considering 
the extra hazardous employment in which they are engaged, the 
number of hours they are obliged to work each day and the fact 
that they are compelled to bear their own expenses when away 
from home entitle them to every dollar they receive. [Applause. | 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I yielded tothe gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. TAWNEyY] very gracefully, and [ suppose this chas- 
tisement of me has put him all right with his constituents. It 
amuses him and does not bother me. I, however, desire to make 
one or two suggestions in reply. The gentleman started off in 
the early part of the discussion on this bill with the assertion that 
the raiiway mail clerks work ten hours a day; he afterwards got 
up to fourteen, and now he has gotten to twenty hours. The 
object of my criticism was to correct an error and not to chastise 
anyone. 

Now, I make the statement here that there is no railway mail 
clerk who works twenty hours a day, or fourteen hours a day, or 
ten hours a day, or eight hours a in on an average. I have in- 
vestigated this subject perhaps as thoroughly as has the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. It is true that they have runs of twenty 
hours. You may go to the Pacific coast and find railway mail 
clerks who run from San Francisco to Ogden, taking three days; 
but they get seven or eight days lay off. 

The gentleman from Minnesota said I was not satisfied with 
what was done and was dissatisfied with the result. Let me say 
to the gentleman, in the light of what has passed, as we are ap- 
proaching the final days of this session of Congress, that without 
my effort the railway mail clerks this year would have got no 
increase of salary. If we had brought this bill upon the floor as 
it had been brought before, appropriating in bulk for the railwa 
mail clerks, you never could have amended it, because I woes | 
have raised the point of order against you. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if God in His infinite mercy 
will forgive me for what I have done in that direction this year, I 
will pledge to Him that I will doit no more. eseies.) 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. LOUD. I will, 

Mr. COX. Iam much obliged; but tae question I want to ask 
is not of the gentleman from California, but gentleman who 
got so wild in his s h. [Laughter.] You talk about a man 
working six or eight hours in the mail service. Doyou know how 
jong a man works on a farm? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, I do. 

Mr. COX. How long? 

Mr. TAWNEY. About sixteen hours a day. 

Mr. COX, Then, why do you make a discrimination in favor of 
the _— fellow against the fellows that work onafarm? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam not accountable if the gentleman from 
Tennessee did not hear what I said. I was speaking about postal 
clerks in London. 

Mr. COX. Oh, I am not talking about London; I am talking 
about home, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, those at home work twenty hours aday. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Regular order, Mr. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is ded. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent of the House to file 
with my remarks some extracts from the report of the Auditor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
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mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there o}) 
jection. [After a panse.} The Chair hears none. The questi 
is On the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Brx 
HAM] to recede and concur. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last y 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to a 
journ, the following busine&s was transacted: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol! 

To Mr. Brosius, for Wednesday, the 30th instant, on accoy 
of important business. 

To Mr. CALDERHEAD, for one day. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bj! 
the following title: 

5. 3490. An act in relation to admissions to and dismissions { 
the Reform School of the District of Columbia. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate conceu: 
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
appropriate committee as indicated below: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
be printed and bound, in the form of eulogies, 13,050 copies of the proce 
in Congress upon the reception and acceptance of the statue of Gen. | 
8. Grant presented by the Grand Army of the Republic, of which 4,(0) ; 
for the use of the Senate, &,000 for the use of the House of Representa: 
1,000 to be delivered to the committee of the Grand Army of the Repub! 
the Grant memorial, and the remaining 50, bound in full morocco, to b 
sented to Mrs. Julia Dent Grant; and the Public Printer is directed top» 
a photogravure of said statue and a photogravure likeness of Genera! | 
to accompany said proceedings— 


to the Committee on Printing. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p.m.) the House adjourne: 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary 
State, transmitting a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce o 
San Juan asking a reduction of tariff on rice and olive oil was 
taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein namei. us 

Ows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. kt. 
11785) to provide for the construction of a bridge by the largo 
Duluth and Northwestern Railroad Company across Red Ri\ 
of the North, at ra N. Dak., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re (No. 1826); which said bill an 
— were referred to the House Calendar. 

- MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill df the House (H. R. 984) providing for 
the improvement and repair of the military road between Fort 
Ww ie and Jacksons Lake, Wyoming, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1827); which said |) 
and report were rred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to wi 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7654) for the erection: 
a statue of Commodore John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey. 

*” — the same without amendment, accompanied }v « 
report (No. 1828); which said bill and report were referred to t! 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore<"! 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5. 4! :! 
toamend “‘An act granting additional quarantine powers anc 11° 
posing additional duties upon the Marine-Hospital Service. 
approved Fe 15, 1893, reported the same without amen’ 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1833); which said bill an‘ 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AN) 
RESOLUTIONS. . 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions © 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
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delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House, as follows: 


Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- | 


ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 3531) to authorize the Light- 
House Board to pay to Chamblin, Delaney & Scott the sum of 
$2,125, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1821); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 879) for the relief of Levi 
Stoltz. reported the same without amendment, accompanied hy a 
report (No, 1822); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7619) for the relief of W. J. 
Tapp & Co., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 1823); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 33) for the relief of Elias E, 
Barnes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1824); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11008) authorizing the 
Solicitor of the Treasury to quitclaim and release certain title 
and interest of the United States to Mrs. Lutie M. Nowlin, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1825); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3535) for the relief of the Brooklyn 
Ferry Company of New York, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1829); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6156) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin 
off the coast of Massachusetts, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1830); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R, 43) ting a life-saving medal of the first class to Lieut. 
Fidelio 8, Carter, of the United States Navy, reported the same 
without amentiment, accompanied by a report (No. 1831); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1794) for the relief of 
Fred Weddle, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1832); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule X1II, Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the 
Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 3189) referring to the Court of Claims the claims for money 
paid as customs duties and internal-revenue tax on cigars im- 
ported from the island of Cuba by Francis A. Gonzales and by 

‘rancis A. Gonzales and Antonio Gonzales, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 1820); which said bill and 
report were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 8316) granting a pension to Harry E. Fillmore— 
Committee on Invalid 1 Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6842) removing charge of desertion against John 
Benson, late seaman on the U. 8. 8. /roguois—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
es following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 11969) to regulate the practice 
of barbering in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11970) to author- 
ize the Chattahoochee and Gulf Railroad Company, of Alabama, 
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to construct a bridge across the Choctawhatchee River, a naviga- 
ble stream in Geneva County, Ala.—to the Committee on Int 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 11971) to revive the right of action 
under the captured and abandoned property acts, and for othe: 
purposes—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 11972) to amend the last para 
graph of section 10 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United 


States,” approved July 24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 11973) relating to rights of 
way through certain parks, reservations, and other public land 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H, R. 12001) providing for t 
conveyance of Widows Island, Maine, to the State of Maine—t 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A. bill (H, R. 12002) providing { 

a survey for a public driveway on the Potomac Flats—to the Co 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A joint resolution (H. J, Res. 261) toa 


thorize temporary accommodations for the Congressional ref 
ence library at the Capitol—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GROUT: A resolution (H. Res. 285) for a rule on tho 
bill (H. R. 3717) to make oleomargarine and other imitation dai 
products subject to the laws of the State or Territory into w) 
they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarin« 
the Committee on Rules. 

3y Mr. BAKER: A resolution (IT, Res. 286) authorizing ty 
additional clerks for the Committee on Enrolled Bills for the re 
mainder of the session—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BULL: A resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing emplo 
ment of two bicycle messengers—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and rv 
the following titles were introduced and several]; 
follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11974) granting an honorable 
discharge to Samuel Welch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 11975) granting a pension to 
Jacob Golden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11976) for the relief of Th 
dore Ruggles Timby—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 11977) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John W,. Branden 
burg—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A Lill (H. R. 11978) for the relief of Capt 
M. R. W. Grebe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11979) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Kerr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 11980) granting a pension to James 
O. Lawlis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11981) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie M. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11982) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Strange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 11983) for the re 
lief of Joseph C. Ferriday—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 11984) granting an increase of 
pension to John R, Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 11985) granting an increase 
pension to Henry C. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 11986) to grant a pension to 
Alice Asbury Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11987) to correct the military record of Louis 
Richardson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MESICK: A bill (H. R. 11988) granting a pension to 
Henrietta Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11989) to remove the charg: 
desertion from the record of Augustus J. Rovce, late of Company 
I, One hundred and twenty-sixth New York Volunteer Infantry 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11990) for honorable discharge for John Bav- 
ron, veteran volunteer, late private, Company D, Third Maryland 
Volunteers-——to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 11991) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of David H, Todd—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 11992) for relief of John 
Gentry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 11993) for the relief of the heirs 
of Mrs. M. A. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H.R. 11994) granting an increase 


iutions of 
referred as 


ol 














6248 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. May 30, 








of pension to John Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
B1ODS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11995) granting a pension to Martha S. Pray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 11996) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth I. Murphy—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 11997) for the relief of Thomas 
L. Stitt—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 11998) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Horner—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 11999) to extend Letters Pat- 
ent No, 284401, for an ore-separating machine, in favor of Charles 
H. Unverzagt, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12000) to reimburse W. A. 
Hover & Co, for the amount of taxes paid upon alcohol and spirits 
destroyed by reason of the collapse of the building in which they 
were situated—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12003) granting an 
increase of pension to Uri Van Tassle—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 12004) granting an increase of 
pension to George B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 12005) to correct the military 
record of the late E. D. Scott—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 262) authoriz- 
ing the President to appoint George W. Kirkman to be a captain 
in the Twenty-third Regiment of the United States Infantry, and 
a major in the Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A resolution (H. Res. 284) to pay P. L. 
Coultry $757.13—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, Christ Reformed Church, and Council of the Church 
of God, of Elizabethtown, Lancaster Oounty, Pa., urging the 


passage of the Bowersock bill to prevent the sale of liquor in any 


post exchange, transport, or premises used for military purposes, 
and against saloons in our new possessions—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FARIS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8891, 
granting an increase of pension to William F, Rhenby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7865, increasing the 
pension of William H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ons, . 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7882, in behalf of 
Richard M. Hall—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4462, for the relief of 
Benjamin Cornwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 7878, for the relief of 
William F. Shelato—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4461, for the relief 
of Andrew B. Ritter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church of Tarentum, Pa., to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in 
our new possessions—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Jamaica and Wardsboro, Congregational and 
Episcopal churches of Peacham, Reformed Presbyterian Church 
of Barnet, Christian Endeavor Society of Newfane, Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Groton, Baptist Church of Saxtons River, 
Presbyterian and United Presbyterian churches of Ryegate, and 
First Presbyterian Church of South Ryegate, State of Vermont, 
to prohibit the selling of liquors in any post exchange, transport, 
or premises used for military purposes—to the Committee on Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petitions of citizens of Biscay, Kilkenny, 
and Bird Island, Minn., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No. 172, of Foster, 
Iowa, United Mine Workers of America, favoring the passage of 
House bills 6882, 5450, and 8917—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of Second Baptist Church and 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenfield, Mass., asking for the 
passage of the anti-canteen bill, prohibiting the sale of liquors on 
premises used for military purposes—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 




















of Boston, Mass., in favor of the pure food and drug bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. e 
Also, resolutions of the city council of Quincy, Mass., in fayoy 
of appropriation for the improvement of Town River, at Quincy. 
Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, resolutions of the city council of Quincy, Mass., request- 
ing an appropriation for a public building at ener Mass, 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Knoxville, Pa., in favor of the 
Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 





to 


Also, petition of Center Grange, No. 929, Patrons of Husbandry 
of Tioga County, Pa.,in favor of the passage of House bill No. 37 17, 
amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Acri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Center Grange, No. 929, of Tioga County, Pa.. 
Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating 
to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. QUARLES: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander 
a of Highland County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

Jlaims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of the Presbytery of 
Detroit, urging the passage of House bill No. 1060, or any bill pro- 
hibiting the sale of liquor under governmental sanction—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John at the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany House bill for allowance 
ofiwar claim of Mrs. M. A. Allen, of Batesville, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Affidavit of Charles H. Unverzagt, to ac- 
company House bill with reference to patent No, 28440i—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers of the Philadelphia Commercial Mu- 
seum and the W. J. McCahan Sugar Refining Company, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., relating to the opposition of certain commercial 
agencies to House bill No. 887—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the United Labor League, of Philadelphia, Pa,, 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 9963, relating to American 
seamen—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of 15,000 post-office clerks of the United States, in 
favor of the passage of House bill No, 4351—to the Committee on 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 30, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
| Henry N. Coupen, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 93, REVISED STATUTES. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Mr. JENKINS. I desire to present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8366) to amen: section 
953 of the Revised Statutes, having met, after full and free conference have 
porees to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fo 

ows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: : 

In lieu of the matter stricken out insert: “ but in case said judge is satis 
fied that owing to the fact that he did not preside at the trial, or for any 
other cause, he can not fairly pass upon said motion and allow and sign sail 
bill of exceptions, then he may, in his discretion, grant a new triai to tho 
party moving therefor.” 

Strike out all of section 3. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment num- 
bered 2, and agrees to the same. ota 

JOHN J. JENKINS, 

JULIUS KAHN, 

W. L. TERRY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


A. 0. BACON, 
Managers on the part of th 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


In lieu of the part stricken out by the Senate it is proposed to insert: “'! 
in case said judge is satisfied that owing to the fact that he did not presi 
at the trial, or for any other cause, he can not fairly pass upon said move! 
and allow and sign said bill of exceptions, then he may, in his discretion, era! 
a new trial to the party moving therefor;” also to strike out all of Section». 


Mr. JENKINS. I move the adoption of the conference report. 
The motion was to. —_ 
On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote »y 

which the report was agreed to was laid on the table. 











1900. 


EE 


INDIANS ON FORT HALL RESERVATION, 


The bill (S. 255) to ratify an agreement with the Indians on the 
Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho, and making appropriations 
to carry the same into effect, was laid before the Honse with the 
notification that the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the 
House, and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

8. 
ete CURTIS. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SHERMAN, | 


Mr. Curtis, and Mr, STEVENS of Texas as conferees on the part | 


of the House. 
TRUSTS. 


Mr. DALZELL. I submit a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the 

House No. 273, have had the same under consideration and herewith report 
the following substitute resolution therefor, with the recommendation that 
it be agreed to: 
7 Resolved, That House joint resolution 138, proposing anamendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, be made the special order in the House and 
taken up immediately on the adoption of this order; that general debate 
thereon continue during the day and during a night session from 8 to 10.30 
and until 5 o’clock p m. Thursday, May 31, when the previous question on 
the resolution and amendments thereto reported from the committee to its 
final passage shall be considered as ordered, and the vote taken thereon with- 
out delay or intervening motion. : 

That the bill (H. R. 10589) to amend an act entitled “An act to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,’ approved 
July 2, 1890, be made the special order in the House and taken up immedi- 
ately after the disposition of said House joint resolution 138; that general 
debate thereon be limited to one hour, thirty minutes on each side, and that 
the same be then considered under the five-minute rule, as in the Committee 
of the Whole, until 4 o'clock p. m. of Friday, June 1, when the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and pending amendments shall be considered as ordered and 
the final vote taken; that at the opening of the general debate on H. R. 10539 
the amendments thereto proposed on the part of the minority in their views 
as filed shall be read from the Clerk’s desk and considered as pending when 
the vote is taken on said bill—the time occupied in such reading not to be 
taken from the time of any member; that all members have leave to print 
upon such measures or either of them within five days after final vote taken. 

This rule shall not interfere with the consideration of conference reports. 

Mr, DALZELL. I ask for the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pending the demand for the previous 
question, I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, We desire at 
the proper time to move to recommit this rule to the Committee 
on Rules with instructions which we shall ask to have read. I 
desire to ask whether the Chair will entertain that motion pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question or after the previous 
question is ordered upon the rule? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of opinion that the motion will 
not be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At any time? 

The SPEAKER. At notime. The Chair is of the opinion that 
this ruling has already been made in the House more than once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the Chair hear me a moment on that 
parliamentary question as to the right to move to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. That matter will come up when the proper 
time comes. It is not now before the House. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. The Chair will hear me, then, after the 
previous question is ordered? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad at the proper time to 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then I shall not be precluded because the 
previous question has been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks for 
the previous question. 

Mr, BRO . I should like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
vivente a question. Will he not withdraw this demand in order 
that the House may adjourn out of regard for this day? 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON. We would like very much to hear the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN, My question was whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would not withdraw this demand for the previous 
question in order that the House might now adjourn out of re- 
gard for this day? [Applause. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, _We join in that request. . S 
* Mr. DALZELL. 1 will state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania” is not authorized to with- 
draw the pending motion; but he will yield to a request for unan- 
imous Consent that we devote this day, or so much of it as may be 
necessary, to passing the pending pension bills. [{Applause. | 

Mr. BROWN. _Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
whether the pending pension bills would not come up as the first | 
unfinished business to-morrow, so that we could adjourn to-day? 

_Mr. DALZELL. No; the rule if adopted will postpone the con- 
sideration of those bills at least until Saturday, and I am willing 
now to withdraw the rule for the present and yield to a request 
rid unanimous consent that we devote this Decoration Day to pass- 

& these pension bills, 


| 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. lf the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me, if the motion for this rule is withdrawn, pension bills 
will come up as the regular order. 

Mr. DALZELL. For that purpose, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
the rule for the present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The special order? 


No; the regular order. The rule adopted 


yesterday makes the consideration of those bills the regular order, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. Dat- 
ZELL| withdraws the rule, and the Clerk will report the first pen- 


| sion bill reported from the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the Chair 
to hold that if the rule is withdrawn the pension bills reported 
from the Committee of the Whole are first in order? 

Ra SPEAKER, The Chair did not quite understand the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. DoI understand the Chair to hold that 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws the rule he 
offered the pension bills reported from the committee on Friday, 
the 25th instant, are first in order this morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they would be in order, 
There is also an unfinished matter about a China and Japan com 
mission that would be in order. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I desire to submit an inquiry. I did 
not hear the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brown], but I under- 
stood he submitted a motion to adjourn, 

Mr. BROWN. No, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The first bill will be reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
if I can not get the attention of the Chair otherwise. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask whether it would be in order now to make 
a motion to adjourn, whether the Chair would entertain that 
motion? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. That is always in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Brown] that it is in order for him to move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls for the 
regular order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James H. Eastman. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 

The SPEAKER. 
inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to learn whether the Chair holds 
that these pension bills come up under a demand for the regular 
order? As I understand it, the demand for the regular order 
would bring up a bill which the House was considering some two 
weeks ago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that there are two matters 
of unfinished business before the House. The order adopted yes- 
terday morning made the pension bills in order now; but the 
Chair is of the opinion that the higher claim to the regular ordet 
would be the Japan and China Commission bill, upon which the 
previous question had been ordered. Possibly it would require 
the unanimous consent of the House to consider the pension bills 
first. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
we proceed with the consideration of the pension bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent that the House proceed with the consideration of 
the pension bills. 

Mr. TALBERT, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill that was the 
unfinished business, upon which the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if it is in order— 

The SPEAKER. Was a parliamentary inquiry submitted by 
any gentleman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I attempted to make a point of order, but 
if the Chair is going on with that bill, I will wait until that is 
disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be in order 
first, as the previous question was ordered first. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in order to get along 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


Mr. Speaker—— 
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with this business, I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce [Mr. Hereurn] if he has the 
power to withdraw that China-Japan Commission bill and let the 
other go on? 

The SPEAKER. 
that bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to move that 
the House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. 
answered. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. 
inguiry. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Would it be in order to post- 
pone the consideration of the bill that is about to be laid before 
the House until to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan not be done after the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered by the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it bein order toraise the question of con- 
sideration to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair did not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it be in order to raise the question of con- 
sideration? 

A MEMBER. 

Mr. STEELE. 
adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. STEELE. Out of respect to Decoration Day, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, several members demanded a di- 
vision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt, but is of the opinion 
that the ayes have it. No one rises in his place to demand a 
division —— 

Mr. TAWNEY (rising). I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 118, 

Accordingly, the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker,a iamentaryinquiry. Would 
it be competent to ask that the bill which the Clerk is about to 
read be passed over by unanimous consent? 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to know if it would be in order to pass 
over that bill by unanimous consent to take up the pension bills? 

The SPEAKER, That can be done by unanimous consent of 
the House, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Lask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be laid aside for the time being and 
that the pension bills be taken up for consideration. Is there ob- 
jection? : 
ee. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, The Clerk will report the first bill. 


CHINA AND JAPAN COMMISSION, 


The Clerk read the bill (S. 1939) authorizing the President of 
the United States to appoint a ission to study and make full 
report upon the commercial and industrial conditions of China 
and Japan, and for other = 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. AsI 
recollect the situation of that bill, it was before the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. A number of amendments 
were recommended by the committee. Finally a motion was 
made and carried in the committee that the bill be reported to 
the House with the recommendation to strike out the enacting 
clause, and, as I understand, that was made, and that is the 
pending question. Now, in case the vote of the House is in the 
negative, will the question then come upon the amendments of 
the Committee of the Whole? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that if the action 
of the Committee of the Whole is sustained, that ends it. If the 
action of the Committee of the Whole is reversed, the bill will 
fall back to its old place in the committee. 
on HEPBURN. On the Calendar, or in the Committee of the 

ole? 

The SPEAKER. It will be on the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

Mr. HEPBURN. On the Calendar, 

The SPEAKER. In other words, it would leave this bill prac- 
tically where it was when the first motion was made in the morn- 
ing hour. On this matter the previous question has been ordered. 
So the question is on concurring in the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole, to strike out the enacting clause. 

The quastion being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
appeared to have it. 


The previous question has been ordered on 


That question has already been asked and 


A parliamentary inquiry. 


It would not. 
i wish to make a motion that the House do now 


The gentleman will state his parliamentary | 
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Mr. HEPBURN demanded a division. 


The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 108, 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers, 


The question was taken on ordering tellers. 


TheSPEAKER. Fifty gentlemen have risen, a sufficient num. 
| ber, and tellers are ordered. The gentleman from Iowa [MJ 
Herevurn] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamson] wil 


_ please take their places as tellers. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





oS 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, to save time, I ask for the yoa 
| and nays. c 
The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr, Speaker, Ido not believe tha: 

half the men in the House know what the motion is. 
The Chair has stated the motion, but wil] a, 
so again if the House will be in order, All gentlemen will p| 
take their seats. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a number of gentlemen aroun) 
me have suggested that they do not understand what is the pend. 
i Will the Chair have the kindness to state it avain? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cia: 
has just made the same request. The Chair will again state tho 
In the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union a motion carried to strike out the enacting claus: 
That motion had the previous question ordered upon 
The vote now to be taken is whether the House 
will agree with the recommendation of the Committee of tho 
Whole or not—that is, concur inits recommendation or nonconcr 
in its recommendation. An affirmative vote will sustain tho 
action of the Committee of the Whole, strike out the enacting 
clause, and end the bill; a negative vote will disagree from tho 
action of the Committee of the Whole and remit the bill back to 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 99, nays 1/31, 
answered “ present” 17, not voting 105; as follows: 


Mr. C 


The SPEAKER. 


ing question. 


situation. 


this bili. 


it in the House. 


its old place. 


Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 


Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Bel 


L, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Brantley, 

eale, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cowherd, - 
Cox, 
Crowley, 


Davis, 


Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babeock, 
Bailey, Kans. 


Barney, 
Bartholdt, 


Capron, 
Clarke, N. H. 


Brownlow, 
De Vries, 
Hay, 


Davenport, 8. W. 


LARK of Missouri. 


YEAS—99. 
De Armond, Latimer, 
De Graffenreid, Lentz, 
Dinsmore, Lester, 
Elliott, Lewis, 
Finley, Little, 
Fleming, ud, 
Gaines, McDowell, 
Gaston McRae, 
Gilbert, Maddox, 
Gordon Mann, 
reen, Pa. May, 
Griffith, Meekison, 
Hall, Meyer, La. 
Henry, Miss. Moon, 
Howard, Naphen, 
Jett, Neville, 
Jones, Va. uarles, 
King, nsdell, 
Kitchin, Rhea, Ky. 
Kieberg, Rhea, Va. 
Kluttz, ermareeca, 
, ge , 
tome Rixey, 
Lanham, Robb, 
Lassiter, Robinson, Ind. 
NAYS—131. 
Dalzell, Hoffecker, 
Davenport, 8. A. Jack, 
Davidson, Jones, Wash. 
Dayton, Joy, 
Dick, Kahn, 
Doiliver, Knox, 
Emerson, Lawrence, 
Esch, Levy, 
Faris, Linney, 
Fitzgerald, N.Y. Littauer, 
Fietcher, Littlefield, 
Fordney, Long, 
Foss, Lorimer, 
Fowler, Lonudenslager, 
Freer, Lovering, 
Gardner, Mich. McCleary, 
Gardner, N. J Marsh, 
Gibson, Mercer, 
Gill, Miller, 
Gillett, Mass. Moody, Mass. 
Glynn, Moody, Oreg. 
Greene, Mass. organ, 
Grosvenor, Mudd, 
Grow. 
Hamilton, O'Grady, 

’ Olms' . 
Hawley. Otjen, 
Heatwole, Overstreet, 
Hedge, Packer, Pa. 
Henry, Conn, Parker, N. J. 
Hepburn, . 
Hitt, Pearson, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—17. 
Hull, Muller, 
Livingston, Otey, 
ag t » Pearce, Mo. 
McAleer, Pearre, 
McPherson, Shattuc, 





May 30, 


_ 





A 
jAir. 


Robinson, N: 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Salmon, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Slayden. 
Smith, Ky. 
puederans, 
spight, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala. 


Thayer, 
Thomas, N. ©. 
Underwood, 
Williams, J. R 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Zenor. 


Phillips, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 

Ray. 

Reeder, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Ruppert, 
Shelden, 
Sherman 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, H.C 
Smith, Sam: 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Warner, 


Young. 





Wheeler, Ky. 
Wilson, &. C. 




















NOT VOTING—105. 
Dovener, McCulloch, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Driscoll, McLain, Southard, 
Eddy, Mahon, Sparkman, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. Mesick, Sprague, 
Fitzpatrick, Metcalf, Stewart, N. J. 
Foster, Miers, Ind. Swanson, 
Fox, Minor, Tate, 
Gamble, Mondell, Tayler, Ohio 
Gayle, Morris, Thropp, 
Brenner, Gillet, N. ¥. Newlands, Tompkins, 
Brewer Graff, Noonan, Tongue, 
S eadein Graham, Norton, Ohio Turner, 
eroneeard, Griggs, Norton. 8. C. Underhill, 
B ike Tex. Grout, Pierce, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Burnett, Hemenway, Polk, Vreeland, 
Calderhead, Henry, Tex. Powers, Wachter, 
Carmack, Hill, — teeves, Wanger, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Riordan, Watson, 
Chanler, Howell, Robertson, La. Weaver, 
Clayton, N. ¥. Jonkins, Rucker, Weeks, 
Cox sper, Tex. Johnston, Russell, Weymouth, 
Cooper, Wis. Kerr, Ryan, Pa. White, ai 
Crump, Ketcham, Scudder, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cusack, Landis, Shackleford, Ziegler. 
Davey. gerne, Shafroth, 
Denny. McCall, Small, 
Pongherty, McClellan, Smith, Ti. 


So the House refused to agree to the recommendation of the 


committee to strike out the enacting clause. 
The Clerk announced the pairs, as follows: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER. 
Mr, DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 
Mr. Knox with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
Mr. MorGan with Mr. NOONAN. 
Mr. GItLet of New York with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 
Mr. Mesick with Mr, Burke of Texas. 
Mr. LANDIS with Mr. ScupDER. 
Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. Broussarb, 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDoweELL, 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. RrorpDan. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. KLEBerG. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. BRowNLOW with Mr. CARMACK. 
Mr. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. SoUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio, 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox, 
Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuLiLoca, 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Cusack. 
Mr. Crump with Mr. ATWATER, 
Mr. Ketcnam with Mr. MULLER, 
Mr. McCau with Mr. GAINEs, 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. BurNeEtT. 
Mr. HemMENWay with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
Mr. Reeves with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 
Mr, GRAHAM with Mr. SWANSON, 
Mr. TomPxKins with Mr. TATE. 
Mr. MONDELL with Mr, JOHNSTON, 
Mr. Binanam with Mr. Livincston, 
Mr. Sura of Illinois with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL. 
For this day: 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Denny. 
Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER, 
Mr. BAKER with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. MAnon with Mr. Brenner. 
Mr. Brostus with Mr. GrirritH. 
Mr. VReeLanp with Mr. CHanLer. 
Mr. Achkson with Mr. FirzGEraup of Massachusetts, 
Mr, Tonave with Mr. CLayton of New York. 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. DovauErty, 
Mr. Grout with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 
Mr. HowE.y with Mr. Berry, 
Mr. Driscot. with Mr, FirzpaTrRick, 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. RUCKER. 
Mr. Minor with Mr. Poix, 
Mr. Wapswortna with Mr, ZIEcLrr. 
Mr. Watson with Mr, BRADLEY. 
Mr. Hr with Mr. UNDERHILL. 
Mr. McPuerson with Mr, Gricas. 
Mr. SHATTUC with Mr. Wiison of New York. 
Mr. Russet, with Mr. McCLELLAN. 
Mr, WM, ALDEN Suita with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. Wanorr with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. Hutt with Mr. Hay. 
Mr. WEAVER with Mr. McLarn, 
On this vote: 
Mr. Jenkins with Mr. Dr Vries, 
For one week: 
_ GRaFPF with Mr. Orry. 
t. LIVINGSTON, Mr. Speaker, I find I am paired with 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Binauam, and I dk 


sire 


The SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman from Geor; 

The Clerk again called the name of Mr. LIVINGSTON, and 
voted ‘* present.” 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I havea general pair with Mr. 
McDow.E 1, of Ohio. He was present and voted, and I answered 
‘*present.” I wish to withdraw my vote and vote “ no.” 

Mr. BROMWELL’s name was again called, and he voted ‘‘ no,” as 
above recorded, 

Mr. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘ aye” under a misappre 
hension. I wish to withdraw that vote and vote ‘‘ no.” . 

Mr. WATERS’S name was again called and he voted ‘‘no.” as 
above recorded, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker,I desire to be recorded. | 
was present during the second roll call and did not hear my namo 
called, 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called: 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's name. 

The Clerk called Mr. BARTHOLDT’s name and he voted ‘‘ no,” as 


| above recorded. 


| gentleman from Missouri, my colleague, Mr, VANDIVER, 


the | the passage of the bills, 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsy) 
vania, Mr. WANGER, has not voted. I am paired with him and 
I desire to withdraw my vote and be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. ADAMSON’S name was again called, and he voted ‘‘ present,’ 
as above recorded. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with th 
I wish 
to withdraw my vote and vote ‘‘ present.” 

The name of Mr, PEARCE was again called, and he voted “ pres 
ent,” as above recorded. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with Mr. Denny of 
Maryland. I voted ‘‘no,” I desire to withdraw my vote and vote 
‘* present.” 

Mr. PEARRE’S name was again called, and he voted ‘‘ present,” 
as above recorded. 


Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I find by inquiry of the Clerk 


that my name is not recorded. I voted ‘‘aye” on the first roll 
call, 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will again call the gentleman's 
name. 


The Clerk called Mr. FLEMING’s name, and he voted ‘‘aye,” as 
above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 99 and the nays 
131; answering present 17. The recommendation of the commit 
tee is not agreed to, and the bill goes back to the Calendar of tly 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL. I desire to give notice that after these pension 
bills have been disposed of I* shall reintroduce the proposed rulo 
with respect to trust legislation. 


ORDER OF 
The Clerk will read the title of the first bill 


BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER, 
in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James H. Eastman 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry. 
Unless these bills have been properly engrossed, can they be con 
sidered and passed to-day? I make this inquiry in order to save 
time. I submit that if itis necessary for these bills to be en 
grossed when the third reading is reached, I shall, in each case, 
demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
gentleman can make his point when each bill is reached. 

The bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Eastman was taken up aud ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. 

The SPEAKER. 
aside. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. LI hope the Chair will not rule upon th 
point until the question has been decided by reference to tho 
special rule under which we are acting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, here is the authority under 
which these bills are now before the House: 

Resolved, That immediately after the passage of this resolution all privato 
bills considered in Committee of the Whole House on Friday, May 2%, and 
ported to the House, shall be in order as unfinished basiness, the previou 
question to be considered as ordered on each bill and allamendments thereto 
to their final passage, and each to be disposed of without intervening mot 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that this special rule dispenses with 

| all motions and suggestions which might ordinarily interfere with 
They are taken possession of by the 


Tho 


I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The bill, not being engrossed, will be laid 
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House; and the House has passed an order that they shall be car- 
ried to a vote on their passage. That order amounts in parlia- 
mentary practice to a suspension of any rule either of the House 
or of parliamentary procedure which might interfere with the 
immediate passage of the bills. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, may I be heard a moment? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order. 

Mr. TALBERT. 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. TALBERT. May I make an explanation? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman's explana- 
tion, if there is no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say this: On Friday, the 25th in- 
stant, I took occasion to exploit before the House the nature of 
the bills that were being rushed through here without the read- 
ing of reports and without discussion; and I asked that gentlemen 
having the bills in charge would allow the reports to be read and 
the bills to be discussed, so that the House could vote intelligently 
uponthem. Thatwasnotdone. These bills were rushed through— 
190 of them—without consideration, possibly numbers of them as 
bad as the bill which I ventilated before the House. I donot know 
what is in these bills. I had the reports before me the other day, 
but I could not keep pace with the bills to save my life. When 
the committee rose, we went back into the House; and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [| Mr. SULLOWAY], the chairman of the 
committee, asked unanimous consent that the previous question 
be ordered upon all the bills. 

If agreed to, that would have cut off any right to offer amend- 
ments and any right of discussion. I did not think that was right; 
consequently [ objected. The first bill was taken up and read. 
Upon that I made the point of no quorum, and there was no 
quorum present, although the soldiers’ interests were at stake. 
If there had been a quorum here, the bills could all have been 
passed that afternoon, every one of them, by a majority vote. 
Subsequently I objected to a request for unanimous consent. I 
contended then and I contend now that these bills ought not to 
be rushed through without discussion, or amendment, or investi- 

ation, and without the House knowing anything about them. 
That is just my position; that is why I have objected; and that is 
why I am going to resort to every parliamentary move against 
them at present, because the rule which was brought in does not 
allow us to offer amendments or to discuss the bills or do anything 
of the sort. Ithink thatis an unjust and unrighteousrule. Con- 
sequently I have demanded in this case, as I intend to do in these 
other cases, the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the bills were all engrossed, how would 
that conform to the gentleman's idea? 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman is so wise and wild that I do 
not think it necessary to answer his,question; however, I am only 
contending for a regular procedure. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair indulged the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], hoping that by a little indulgence busi- 
ness might be expedited. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from South Carolina to insist on his demand, On the point of 
order of the gentleman from Ohio the Chair is clearly of opinion 
that it is the right of any member to demand the reading of the 
engrossed bill. This is not a motion excluded by the rule adopted 
yesterday; it is simply a demand which the rules clearly give any 
member the right to make. The question has been repeatedly so 
ruled on. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now I want to say, in view of the fact that 
gentlemen interested in some of these bills have come and asked 
me not to object to the consideration of their bills—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Icall for the regular order. We are not 
here to be lectured by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Very well then, go ahead. I will stick to the 
position I have taken. I have rights here as well as the gentle- 
man from Ohio, who is beyond the influence of anybody’s lecture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if he may be permitted, will state 
to the gentleman from South Carolina that no gentleman should 
be influenced in a matter of this kind by the course of any other 
gentleman. If the gentleman from South Carolina had the pur- 
pose of withdrawing his demand, the Chair hopes he will carry 
it out. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rose for that purpose, but the gentleman 
from Ohio in his might has called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Ohio 
did not understand—— 

Mr. TALBERT. But for the gentleman from Ohio, who thinks 
he represents the President and the Republican party and every- 
body else, I would have withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the demand? 

Mr, TALBERT. I want to state to the House that in no event 
will I be driven from my purpose by his conduct, which is abrupt; 
but in the interest of the old soldier and his friends, 1 now with- 
draw the demand. [Applause. ] 

House bill 11010 was then read the third time, and passed, 


May I be heard just a moment? 
If the Chair—— 
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HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT PASSED, 


The following House bills, reported from the Committee of tho 
Whole without amendment, were severally considered, ordered 
to be ngnaes and read a third time, read the third time, ang 
passed: 

A bill (H, R, 10912) granting an increase of pension to Johy 
Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to George 
Friend; 2 

A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to Jona. 
than Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 11145) granting a pension to William C. Chandlery. 

A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W. Tester. 
man; and 

A bill (H. R. 10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
O'Connor, 

HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED, 


The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with amendments, were severally considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, the bills as amended ordered to be engross and 
read a third time, read the third time, and passed, and the titles of 
those bills amended where an amendment to the title was recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole: 
we = (H. R, 9839) granting an increase of pension to Emily H, 

ooa; 

A bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to B. H. Brasted: 

A bill (H. R. 9783) granting anincrease of pension to Benjamin 
F, Dennis; 

A bill (H, R,. 10758) granting a pension to Sarah B, Wilson, of 
Macon, Ga.; 

*. bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B, 
oyt; 

A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 

A bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Irving Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 9043) to increase the pension of David S. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Annie Chamber!ain; 

A (H. R. 5894) to increase the pension of Nathaniel Town- 
send; 

A bill (H. R. 10872) granting a pension to Caroline Bueller; 

A bill (H. R. 269) to place the name of Mrs. Rosa G. Thomp- 
son, formerly Mrs. Rosa G, Edwards, upon the pension roll: 

A bill (H. R, 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harri- 


son; 

A bill (H. R. 5644) to increase the pension of Charles Alfred 
De Arnaud; 

A bill (H. R. 5120) granting a pension to John 8S. Coggeshall; 

A bill (H. R. 437) granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 2398) granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 4986) for the increase of pension of William P, 
Aylesworth; 

A bill (H. R. 1204) to pension Martha McSwain, widow of Wil- 
liam McSwain; 

A bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Parrish; 

A bill (H. R. 3089) to grant a pension to Kate M. Pond; 

A bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White: 

A bill (H. R. 3861) for the relief of Jesse Millard, late corporal, 
Company G, Third Tennessee Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 7329) to increase the pension of Lewis Swenson; 

A bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to Mary A. Hanson, of 
Jackson County, Ill.; ; 

A bill (H, R. 7553) granting a pension to Fannie M, O'Linn, of 
Chadron, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 1990) for the relief of Julia A. Heath; Lo 
on bill (H. R. 6854) to increase the pension of Frederick W. 

eloge; 

A bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 


Crotsenburg, widow of Nick Crotsenburg, late second lieutenant 
of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 


Shaw; , 
A bill (H. R. 10062) eee an increase of pension to Harriet 


try; , 
aoe (H. R. 10881) granting an increase of pension to (i. T. 
idlon; 
A bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Joseph Crawford: 
A bill (H. R. 10847) granting a pension to Betsey A. Summers; 
A bill (H. R, 8207) to grant a pension to Joseph Quinn; = 
2 A bill (H. R. 7327) granting an increase of pension to Charles % 
aine; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker: | 
aa (H. R. 7828) granting an increase of pension to Join 
icklin; 

A bill (H. R, 10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

V. B. Winkler; ‘. 
A bill (H, R. 9502) granting a pension to Phoebe A. La Mott; 
A bill (H, R. 1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G, Lew's; 
A bill (H, R. 5150) granting a pension to William Love; 
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A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to Mary E. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1784) to grant a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

‘A bill (H. R. 6407) to increase the pension of Michael S. 

skett; 
eee (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Westfield, of Wilkesbarre, Pa.; 
‘A bill (H. R. 2752) granting a pension to Edmund P. Tierney; 
A bill (H. R, 10761) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
‘ram; 
me bill (H. R. 7190) to increase the pension of George O. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 10261) granting a pension to Josiah H. Buckingham; 

A bill (H. R. 8218) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Lacey, 
an Army nurse; 7 : 

A bill (H. R, 1965) granting a pension to John Lonergan; 

A bill (A. R, 10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

1, Riden; 
A bill (H. R. 5648) to grant a pension to Mrs. Mary B, Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 5117) for the relief of Roland Burnett; 

A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to D, Cyrus 
Holdridge; 

A bill (HL R. 6096) granting a pension to Samuel W, Kirkendall; 

A bill (H. R. 10750) to restore James H. Raney to the pension 
roll; 

A bill (H, R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie; 

A bill (H. R, 2392) granting a pension to Daniel Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer, 
widow of Charles Springer, late of Company G, Ninth Ohio Vol- 
unteer Cavalry; : 

A bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 

A bill (H, R. 4069) to restore the name of Julia A, Kinkead to 
the pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting pension to Mrs. Lydia A. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 10873) to increase the pension of Ida J. Peixotto; 

A bill (H. R. 7012) to increase the pension of Emma C, Stephen- 


£0n; 

A bill (H. R. 10856) to increase the pension of Sarah A, Rob- 
inson; 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon; 

A bill (H. R. 10824) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Dempsey; 

A bill (H. R. 5444) to increase the pension of Albert W. Brush; 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Disbrow; 

A bill (H. R. 8254) to increase the pension of Marie L, Apgar; 

A bill (H. R, 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Briggeman; . 

A bill (H. R. 10815) to grant a pension to Lucius K. Smalling: 


- bill (H. R. 8785) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Sharrad; 
A bill (H. R. 7159) to increase the pension of Wesley C. Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 6947) to grant Alonzo C. Rembaugh, late private, 


pension; 

A bill (H, R,. 7179) granting a pension to Clarance S. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 315) granting a pension to Moses H. Taber; 

A bill (H. R. 6424) for the relief of Charles 8, Devine; 

A as (H. R, 8141) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah J. Peddy- 
coart; 

A bill (H, R, 5007) granting a pension to Smith Miner; 

A bill (H, R, 10743) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman; 

A bill (H. R, 7158) to increase the pension of Levi 8. Parrott; 

A bill (H, R, 8767) granting a pension to John W. Hartley; 

A bill (H. R, 5944) granting a fension to Jeremiah Everly; 

A bill (H. R. 504) to increase the pension of W. T. Lowry; and 

A bill (H, R, 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that 
the bill (H. R. 7600) nting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen was favorab y reported by the Committee of the Whole, 
though it does not appear on the printed Calendar. It is properly 
before the House. 

_The bill was considered; the amendments recommended by the 
Committee of the Whole ed to; the bill as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, read a third time, and passed, 


SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENT PASSED, 


The following Senate bills reported from the Committee of the 
W hole without amendment were severally considered, ordered to 
4 third reading, read a third time, and passed: 

5. 28, An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James H. Waters; 

S. 4215. An act granting a pension to Belle Bean; 

Meco An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 

S. 2020, An act granting a pension to Sarah E., Fortier; 

a. 4040, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Gage; 
Seen An act granting an increase of pension to Buren R, 

, 


Company C, Seventy-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, a 
‘ 
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S. 3047. An act granting an increase of pension to William Mul- 
levy; 

5. 1776. An act granting a pension to John Carr; 

S. 3314, An act granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 

S. 1552, Anact granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent; 

S. 2296, An act granting an increase of pension to John J. Sears; 

8. 3277. An act granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; 

8.2101, An act granting an increase of pension to George E, 
Scott; 


S. 3900. An act granting a pension to Sarah Clark: 

S. 78. An act granting a pension to Samuel W. Childs; 

S. 2795, An act granting an increase of pension to Christina 
Noll; 

S. 2451. 

5S. 1569. 

S. 4006. 
Tucker: 

5. 2008, 

S. 2539. 
Daniels; 

S. 3204. 

S. 1758. 
Eastman; 

5. 169. An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 

S. 3289. An act granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; 

S. 163. An act granting a pension to Dwight D. Wilber; 

S. 3899. An act granting a pension to James Cook; 

S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Fletcher; 

S. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
liams; 

S. 103. Anact granting an increase of pension to Charles Critzer; 

S. 3183. An act granting a pension to George W. Newell; 

S. 3300. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke H, 
Monson; 

S. 1460. 

S. 3058, 
Meylert; 

S. 1274. 
Pyle; 

S. 3082, An act granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 

S. 1548, An act granting an increase of pension to James Byrne; 

S. 1364. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H, 
Blockson; 

S. 716. An act granting a pension to Susan Buck; 

8. 4007, An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Dunn; 

S. 61. An act granting a pension to George Bunce; 

S. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B, 
Coons; 

$. 1551, An act granting a pension to John G. B, Masters; 

S. 3154. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Cald- 
well; 

S. 3634, An act granting a pension to Mary T. Hunter; 

S. 3549, An act granting an increase of pension to William A, 
Keyes; 

S. 1822, An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Shup; 

S. 314, An act granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 

S. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F, Wiley; 

S. 2215. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Koonce; 

S. 1553. 
Barnes; 

S. 2962. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Blades; 

S. 1207. 

S. 2276. 
Ragland; 

$. 2142. An act for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; 

S. 306. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren L, 
Eaton ; 

S. 3467, An act granting a pension to Helen Lang; 

S. 2483. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C, 
Beard; 

S. 1441. An 
Hartzell; 

S$. 1831. An 
Lewis; 

8. 3418, An 
laide Ball; 

S. 3268, An 
Barton; 

S. 847, An act granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Logan; 

S. 1734. An act granting a pension to Mary S. eee 
: 8. 3293. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen Har- 
OW; 


An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 
An act granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestly; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 


An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton;’ 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 


An act granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Farnham J, 


Jacob P, 


An act granting a pension to Charles A, Hutchings: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet E, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus C, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Chandler; 
Anact granting an increase of pension to George W, 


act granting an increase of pension to James G, 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry H, 
act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade- 


act granting an increase of pension to Elisha F, 
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S. 2900. An act granting a pension to Hannah G, Huff; LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
S. 2550. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to }\. 
Hobart: ; McLa\In, for to-day, on account of sickness in his family, as 
S. 258. An act granting an increase of pension to Coryden Bev- Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, now that we have celebra:... 
ans; . ( . | Decoration Day by the passage of these pension bills, I move. ». ., 
8 An act granting an increase of pension to Edward Mad- | further mark of respect to the day, the House do now adjourn 
den; The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 2 o'clock ay.) ° 
8. 2061. An act granting an increaseof pension to Michael Loch- | minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. es 
ard; 
S, 2203. An act granting an increase of pension to William Tay- EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
lor; , ‘ann Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com 
S. 1538. An act granting a pension to David Carroll; nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred a 
5. 1907, An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca | jow.. 3 ; 
Paulding Meade; ‘ ; : ‘ 1: A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in resp nso 
5. 2250, An act granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; to a resolution of the House, a statement of reports made by F. (; 
S. 1901, An act granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; : Rathbone, director of posts in Cuba—to the Committee on [))<). 
_S. 1919. An act granting an increase of pension to Consolacion lar Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
\ oe Kirkland; TEs : alc tae ila A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in res 
8. 3708, An act granting a pension to John H. Harrison; y, | 0.4 resolution of the House, a statement as to payments to | 
8. 410, An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. | tary administrative officers in Cuba—to the Committee on Ins] ir 


Gridley; : : 
S. 539. An act granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Rutherford; = ot. Beneh 
S. 3527. An act granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; . 7 
S. 3329. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate B. % RESOLUTIONS, : 
Warren: _ Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions of the follow 
S, 3234. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; | 2g titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
’. 2551, An act granting a pension to Henry Hill: a and referred to the several Calendars therein name 
3. 4421. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert Brown; | 'OOWS: 
5. 1608, An nah aeaniane & pension to Sooonen R. Sullivan; Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
S. 4077. An act granting a pension to Francis Horton Force; Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. (H. R. 11588) permitting the building of a dam across the Osage 
Craig: and River at the city of Warsaw, Benton County, Mo., reported the 
S. 4716. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert G. | Same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No, 1835); which 
Dyhrenfurth. said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
SENATE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS PASSED, was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5048) to confirm to the 


P ; a . : city of Albuquerque, in the county of Bernalillo and Territory of 
Whole with” See inusretaatamenene imeak New Mexico, the Villa de Albuquerque land grant, and providing 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole agreed to. the bills for thesettlement of titles therein, and for other purposes. reported 
as amended ordered to a third reading, read a third time, ond the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 184) 

i . 


\ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ANp 


» a 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of th» 


> aes : : : Whole House on the state of the Union. 
S. 351. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. Mr. DE VRIES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 


White; which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11973) relating to 


Wee, An act granting an increase of pension to Annie D. M. rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other pub- 


lic lands, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1850); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HAY, from the Corimittee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4039) to establish a branch 
soldiers’ home at or near Denver, Arapahoe County, Colo., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
HOUSE BILL LAID ON THE TABLE, - (No. 1851); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 


j 71) gran increase : mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Oraie, a eeattieunaie Comuniteoe of the Witcle with the peeces: Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
mendation that it lie on the table, was ordered to lie on the table, | A“fairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7971 
a similar Senate bill having already passed. to prevent the failure of military justice, and for other purpos s 
On motion of Mr. SULLOW AY, a motion to reconsider the sev- reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
eral votes by which the various bills were passed was ordered to | ‘ No. 1853); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
lie on the table, Calendar, 


a es REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported RESOLUTIONS. . 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the foi- Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: following titles were severally reported from committees, (eliv- 
H. R. 6250, An act for the relief of the Colorado Cooperative | ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Company, to permit second homesteads in certain cases, and for | House, as follows: 
other purposes; Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
H. R. 6248. An act to amend the charter of the Capital Traction | Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 72!5 
Company of the District of Columbia; to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of =!'as 
H. R. 7812. An act granting a pension to Lydia Strang; Nicholson, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
H. R. 10812. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to | a report (No. 1836); which said bill and report were referre! to 
fet aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., as a | the Private Calendar. . 
legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayorof Silvertonto| Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to wi"! 
enter said land for cemetery purposes; | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11552) granting #" | 
H, R, 4367. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary La | crease of pension to Louis Hebel, reported the same wi! h amen 
Tourrette Stotsenburg; | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1837); which said bill and 
H. R. 9884. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge | report were referred to the Private Calendar. = 
across the Red River of the North; r. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Commiitee on Invalid l’en- 
H. R. 8498. An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to author- | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 70) | 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Colum- | the relief of Mrs. Addie L. Potter, reported the same with amc! 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1898; | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1838); which said bil! a id 
H. R. 7668. An act to establish a board of charities for the Dis- | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
trict of Columbia; and e also, from the same committee, to which was referre ()° 
H. R, 11281, An act permitting building a dam across New | bill of the House (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to Benjam 1 E. 
River. Styles, reported the same with amendment, accompanied |y 4 


S. 3662, An act granting a pension to Louisa D. Smith; 
S. 1593. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. Inch; 
8. I An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long- 
mire: an 
oar 2941, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 
e, jr. 


1 








CT 


1900. 
report ( 
Private Calendar. . ; : 
Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8794) to place on the 
ension roll the name of Ellen H. Phillips, reported the same with 
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No. 1839); which said bill and report were referred to the 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1840); which said bill | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11927) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Dickerson, formerly widow of James Bohler, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
[S41 
naar, 
> also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 3436) for the relief of John Abel, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1842); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R, 11583) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome R. Rowley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1843); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4128) granting a 
pension to Hester A. Phillips, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 1844); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 993) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
win S. Anderson, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1845); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3223) granting an 
increase of pension to William R. McMaster, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1846); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 425) 
for the relief of David K. Reynolds, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1847); which said bill and 
report were refe' to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 417) for the relief of Henry 
Cook, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

ort (No, 1848); avhich said bill and report were referred to the 
-rivate Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8820) 
to correct the military record of John F., Antlitz, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1852); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 4885) for the relief of Robert White—Committee 


on Pensi j , i valid | i ; ; ~ 
ensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid | of Reading, Pa., against any action being taken by the United 


A bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of Jacob P. Stroope—Commit- | States in the matter of the exclusion of the Mutual Life Insurance 


Pensions. 


o on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
lms, 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 


S me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 

_by Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 12006) for the relief of West Vir- 
s'nia State troops—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 12007) to amend the pension 
act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 263) directing the 
President of the United States to issue a proclamation declaring 
the purpose of the United States with respect to Cuba and its peo- 
ple. and also to leave the government and control of the island 
to its people—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


oe clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
. following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 
(H,. R. 12008) for relief of John 


By Mr, CAMPBELL: A bill 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


Martin, alias John Murphy—to 


| 
| 


| 
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By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: A bill (H. R. 12009) for the 
relief of Hugh O'Reilly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 12010) grant 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Markham—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: A bill (H. R. 12011) to cor- 
rect the military record of Bury J. O’Brien and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12012) for the re- 
lief of Caleb Perkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 12013) for relief of Anna S. 


. which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- | Rawls—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12014) for the relief of John RB. 
Ferguson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12015) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry B. Schroeder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 12016) granting a pension to Isaac 
Pack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12017) to increase 
the pension of Shannon W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12018) for reli 
J. C. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 12019) for the relief of William E, 
Walker—to the Committee on War Claims, 


{ f of 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Ruie XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Commandery of Michigan, 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, urging 
legislation to prevent desecration of the American flag—to the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of Washburn & Denmark and 
other retail druggists of Fitzgerald, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp 
a on proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Yearly Meeting of the Reli 
gious Society of Friends, Philadelphia, Pa., and Christian En- 
deavor Union of Delaware County, Pa., to prohibit the selling of 
liquors in any post exchange, transport, or premises used for mil- 


itary purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Paper to accompany House bill No. 


11977, to correct the military record of John W. Brandenburg 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Statement to accompany 
House bill to correct the military record and granting an honor- 
able discharge to Benjamin J. O’Brien—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Homeopathic Institute 
of Minnesota, urging the passage of a bill to establish a national 
park at the head waters of the Mississippi River in Minnesota—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of First Methodist 
Episcopal Church, Christian Endeavor Society of Presbyterian 
Church, and Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Borden- 
town, N.J., to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in our new posses- 
sions and in our Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of Robert Holmes, 


Company of New York from Prussia—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 
By Mr. HALL: Papers to accompany House bill No, 11438, to 


correct the military record of Jeremiah Dressler, of Curwens- 


| ville, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. OTEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
John B. Ferguson, of Roanoke County, Va.— to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Indian 
Territory, for the establishment of a United States commission- 
er’s court at Marietta, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Henry B. Schroeder, late captain 
in United States Army, for increase of pension for services in war 
with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper toaccompany House bill for the relief of 
Mount Horeb Methodist Episcopal Chureh South, of Fauquier 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Hart- 
ington, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No, 3717, amend- 
ing the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 11998, granting an increase of pension to John W. Horner 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to J. C, Williams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 
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THURSDAY, May 31, 1900, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the ye 
of Tuesday last, when, on request of Mr, CLay, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved, 


VESSEL SHIP CAROLINE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
annexed findings by the court, relating to the vessel ship Caro- 
line, Charles Treadwell, master; which, with the accompanying 
yapers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
Ee printed, 

SHIP CONCORD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court filed under the act of January 20, 1885,in the French spolia- 
tion claims set out in the annexed finding by the court relating to 
the ship Concord, John Thompson, master; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented the petition of George 
Keenan, of Rochester, N. Y., praying for the oo of an 
amendment tothe general deficiency appropriation bill providing 
for the a of overtime claims of letter carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Apgoouaesene. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens and in any of the newly acquired island possessions of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor of Syracuse, of the United Gar- 
ment Workers of New York City, and of the Central Federation 
of Labor of Troy, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily service of la- 
borers and mechanics upon the public works of the United States; 
which were reforred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BARD ae a petition of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of Napa, Cal., and a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Berryessa, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented petitions of 257 citizens of Guy, of the 
Ministerial Alliance of Tacoma, and of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of Dayton, all in the State of Washington, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the saleof intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of West Springfield, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
ae, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Chesaning, Mich., and a petition of the 
‘Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bay City, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in Army canteens, etc. which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, the Fortnightly Club, the congregation of the 
Congregational Church, the Nineteenth Century Club, and the con- 
gregations of the First Baptist, the First Presbyterian, the Uni- 
versalist, the First Methodist, and St. Mary’s churches, all of 
La Crosse, in the State of Wisconsin, te dow: for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
a etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of La Grande, of the Baptist a of 
Albany, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Klamath, all in the State of n, praying for the enactment of 
legislation te prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 


as, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Mi] 
airs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of 52 citizens of Wa). 
halla, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called pure fooq 
and drug bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricy|- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition signed by 132 citizens o¢ 
Rosendale, Ulster County, N. Y., praying for the public ow 
ship of railways, telegraphs, and telephones, and for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1770, relative to the acquisition, purchase, ¢:)). 
struction, and condemnation by the United States of railroads | yj i 
within the United States, the respective States, and the District 
of Columbia engaged in interstate commerce, etc., and remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend tho 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committes oy 
Interstate Commerce, 


GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed as a document the hearings taken before the Interstate 
Commerce Committee on Senate bill 1770, in regard to Govern- 
ment ownership of railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Properly speaking, that should be reported 
from the committee; but, of course, 1am perfectly willing that 
the Senator from South Dakota shall submit the motion, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that but 50 copies of these 
hearings have been printed for the use of the committee, and | 
ask that this number be printed so as to give usan additional 


supply. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My only point is that all of the testimony 
should be included in the order to print. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. (I simply offer the motion to print that 
which has already been printed by the committee. We have 
had 50 copes rinted for the use of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the order may include additional 
testimony, if there be any, taken by the committee on that 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
modification? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senate agree to the 
request of the Senator from South Dakota as modified’ The 
Chair hears no objection, and the request is agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4830) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Ira J, Paxton, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1992) for the payment of Porter, Harrison & 
Fishback for legal services, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1658) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, 
widow, and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3020) for the relief of Rev. William T, McElroy, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4906) providing for leaves of ab- 
sence to certain employees of the Government, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam requested by my colleague [Mr. TA!l- 
FERRO] to report the following bills for him from the Committee 
on Pensions without amendment, with written reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R, 4992) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Buntin; and 

A bill o R. 3252) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Somerville Lion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. i. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3288) to correct the military record 
of Daniel J. Coonan, reported it with an amendment, an‘ sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6151) granting a pension to Zylpia /. 
Kelly, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 860) for the relief of Thomas J. Powell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereo». 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referre:! the 


itary 


Is there objection to the re. 


Does the Senator accept the 








1900. 





joint resolution (S. R. 73) for the relief of Thomas Hoyne, vee 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- | 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8343) granting an increase of pension to Keziah 
Fausler; and : 7 

A bill (S. 2087) granting a pension to George F, Burrage. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 2810) granting a pension to Esther Dyer 
Hammond, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 4859) granting an increase of pension to Emily A, Went- 
worth, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

yereon. 

a GALLINGER. I report from the Committee on Com- 
merce an amendment intended to be propésed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I ask that it be read and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations without printing. 

The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as follows: 

For salaries and expenses of a commission of five persons, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
study the commercial and industrial conditions of China, Japan, and other 
Asiatic countries, $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available. 

Mr, MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1409) for the relief of Robert A. Ragan; and 

A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of A. T. Hensley, survivor of 
Fulton and Hensley, doing business under the name of Lavaca 
Wharf Company. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3805) for the relief of Sylvester S. Van 
Sickel, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Com- | 
| 








merce, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by my- 
self on the 27th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, to report it with an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 90, after line 5, insert: 

That the sum of $200,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the Philadelphia museums 
for the purpose of completing the collection from foreign markets of samples 
of merchandise of the character in favor and demand therein, and of illus- 
trating the manner in which merchandise for such markets should be pre- 
pared and packed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1871) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, 
executrix of the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S, 4681) to prevent a false 
branding or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or 
Territory in which they are made or produced, reported it with- 
out amendment, ana submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S, 4826) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty 
and other members of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania In- 
re reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3565) to establish a quartermaster’s depot 
at Omaha, Nebr., and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


THOMAS HUNTINGTON, 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4858) for the relief of Thomas Huntington, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4858) entitled “‘For the relief of Thomas Hunt- 
ington,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu- 
“nce of the provisions of an act entitled “\An act to provide for the bringin 
of suits t the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


GEORGE 8, AYRE. 
Mr, MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4116) for the relief of George S. Ayre, reported 


the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


a Resolved, That the bill (S. 4116) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of George 8S. 
yre,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
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poedd 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in } 

| ance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for th: 
of suits against the Government of the United States," approved March 
1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with t 


provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith 
ROBERT W, DUNBAR, 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4011) for the relief of Robert W. Dunbar, and 
also the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Perkins on the 
5th of April, 1900, reported favorably on the resolution; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 4011) entitled “A bill for the relief of Robert W 
Dunbar,”’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in put 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring 
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 
3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same accordance with 





the provisions of such act,and report to the Senate in accordance ther: 
MINERAL PRODUCTIONS OF MONTANA, 

Mr. STEWART. From the Committee on Mines and Mining 
I report a paper on the mineral productions of Montana, prepared 
by Eugene B, Braden, assayer in charge United States assay office, 
Helena, Mont. I move that the paper be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PORTS OF CALAIS AND EASTPORT, ME. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11283) to establish Calais, in 
the State of Maine, as a subport of entry, and to extend the priv 
ileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport 
and Calais, in the State of Maine, to report it without amendment, 


vith. 


| and by request of the committee [ ask for its present consideration. 


The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


STATUES OF BENTON AND BLAIR, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr, 
CocKRELL on the 22d instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, andagreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented by 
the State of Missouri, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engray 
ing of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravings to be paid 
for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BLAND, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr, 
COCKRELL on the 22d instant, reported it without amendment; and 
if was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Missouri; of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


REPORTS ON COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION OF 1898, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring ), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of the Special Expert Reportsas prepared under 
the direction of the Committee of Awards of the Columbian Exposition, held 
in Chicago in 1893, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 

ROBERT SMALLS. 

Mr. TELLER, I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of Robert 
Smalls, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The preamble recites that Robert Smalls, on the 13th day of 
May, 1862,-captured the steamer Planter, with all the armament 
and ammunition for Fort Ripley, at the city of Charleston, taking 
her out and turning her over to the Federal blockading squadron 
off Charleston; and again, on the Ist day of December, 1863, while 
loaded with provisions for the Federal troops on Morris Island, 
and while a terrific fire was opened on her from Secessionville 
(she being deserted by her captain, Nicholson, Smalls being on 
board as a pilot), took charge of the steamer Planter and brought 
her through safe, for which act he was made captain by Gen. Q. A, 
Gillmore. 

The bill proposes to pay to Robert Smalls, or his heirs at law, 
$5,000, deducting only the amount paid to Smalls under the act of 
May 13, 1862, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | the State of Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, an. 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
The preamble was agreed to, 


HEIRS OF LEON FRANK AND OTHERS, 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 976) to relieve the heirs of Leon Frank, deceased, and 
to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, and to remove the bar of 
statute of limitations; 

A bill (8S. 1025) for the relief of Alice Utz, heir and legatee of 
Joshua Wiley, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction, and 
to remove the bar of statute of limitations; 

A bill (S. 1188) for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow 
of John W. Leftwich; 

A bill (S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of Charles Armelin, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 1583) for the relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster; 

A bill (S, 2239) for the relief of Mary J. wW; 

A bill (8, 2240) for the relief of Mary E. Barrow; 

A bill (8, 2718) for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer; 

A bill (S, 3883) for the relief of the heirs of C. C. Moore, deceased; 

A bill (8, 3884) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of Edwin E. Saunders, deceased; 

A bill (8. 4278) for the relief of Antonia Q. Lovell and others; 

A bill (S. 4817) for the relief of W. S. Atwood; 

A bill (S, 4627) for the relief of Davidson County, in the State 
of Tennessee; 

A bill (S. 4795) for the relief of F. A. Jones, administrator of 
R. S. Jones, deceased; and 

A bill (8S, 4835) for the relief of George Seymour and others, 

Reported the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the claims represented by the following bills, to wit: S. 976, 
1025, 1138, 1531, 1583, 2230, 2240, 2718, 3883, 3884, 4278, 4317, 7, 4795, and 4835, for 
the relief of the heirs of Leon Frank; for the relief of Alice Utz, legatee o 
Joshua Wiley; for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. 
Leftwich; for the relief of the estate of Charles Armelin; for the relief of the 
heirs of A. Lawrence Foster; for the relief of Mary J. Barrow; for the relief 
of Mary E. Barrow: for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer; for the 
relief of the heirs of C. C. Moore; for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Edwin E. Saunders; for the relief of Antonia Q. Lovell and 
others; for the relief of W. 8. Atwood; for the relief of Davidson County, in 
the State of Tennessee; for the relief of F. A. Jones, administrator of R. 8S. 
Jones, dece: and for the relief of George Seymour and others, now d- 
ing in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same ure hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provi- 


sions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said 
Court of Claims shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provi- 
sions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. PAUL, MINN, 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, 
Minn., to report it back favorably and to ask that the Senate bill 
on the Calendar (S, 4817) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn., be 
indefinitely pees. The Senators from Minnesota are very 
anxious to have this bill considered, and it is a matter of great 
business importance. I ask that it be dis of now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may be laid aside for the 
present. I shall A to its present consi tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri asks that the House bill be on the Cal- 
endar to take the place of Senate bill 4817 and that the Senate bill 
be indefinitely postponed. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


CAPITAL TRACTION AND ANACOSTIA RAILROADS, 


Mr. CULLOM. 1 ask leave to call up a motion for the purpose 
of withdrawing it. A few days ago I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H, R. 2826) 
authorizing and uiring certain extensions to be made to the 
lines of the Capital ion Company of the District of Colum- 
bia. I did that at the request of some eminent citizens; but I 
understand the truth to be that a majority of the people on F 
street desire the railroad track to be built, and as time has been 
given as long as those who the bill desired to have the 
motion ing. I ask leave now to withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protem The Senator from Illinois with- 
draws the motion he en to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill he has named was passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4908) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Neafie & Levy; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4909) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust and pay certain claims of 


| referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S, 4910) granting an increase of p¢; 
| sion to Samuel Stout; which was read twice by its title, and ,; 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4911) for the re)j, 
of the heirs of Tilghman Weaver, deceased; which was read twi: 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which were se+- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 9), 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4912) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa M. Bennett. Mics 
Kate P. Bennett, Mrs. Mary Louisa Ogden, and Calvin S, Bennet: 

A bill (8S. 4913) for the relief of Peter B. Compton; and 

A bill (S. 4914) for the relief of Evelyn Clark. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4915) to provide 
for the determination of the relations of the Chickasaw freedn), 
to the Chickasaw Nation and the rights of such freedmen in {}); 
lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, and for other pu: 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 128) ay- 
thorizing the President to appoint one woman commissioner { 
represent the United States and the National Society of tho 
Daughters of the Revolution at the unveiling of the statue o! 
Lafayette at the e ition in Paris, France, in 1900; which was 
read twice by its title, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am under the impression that action 
been taken in this matter, and that the lady in question is on her 
way across the Atlantic. 

The PRESIDENT tr tempore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. that true? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is the law now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This bill may be indefinitely postponed, then. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Therearetwo societies of the Daughters o: 
the Revolution, and one has been provided with a representatiy: 
at Paris on the occasion of the unveiling of the Lafayette statue. 
This joint resolution provides for a representative of the other 


society. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will |e 
referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 129) author- 
izing the President to — George W. Kirkman to be a cap- 
tain in the Twenty-third Regiment of the United States Infanir 
anda major in the Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, United Stat:s 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to ti 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
= by him to the bill (S. 4778) to amend the Navy personne! 
ill, approved March 38, 1899,as to certain officers in the Navy, 
and for other p es; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. TURLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment directing the issue 
of a duplicate of a lost check, drawn by William H. Comegys. 
major and paymaster, United States Army, intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
nearer" to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





Tt has. 


NATIONAL GALLERIES OF ART, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agree‘! to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House neon 7 nee concurring), That the 
Public Printer shall print and bind 5, of Senate Document 29, lift) 
sixth Congress, first one-half in cloth and one-half in paper cover 


the same to be delivered to the Superintendent of Public Documents for s«'°, 
under the provisions of section 61, of an act approved January 12, 1895, pro’ 

ing for the — printing, and distribution of public documents 
The Public iter is also au to print and bind extra editions of not 


less than 1,000 copies at a time of said document on requisition of the Super 
intendent of Documents, when required for sale. 

Mr. HOAR. I move also that a number of the volumes men- 
tioned in the resolution just passed be printed for the use of |)" 
Senate, not to exceed in cost $500. I understand they cost abou 
40 cents apiece; so that will furnish about 1,500 for the use of |)" 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massac!i'' 
setts will please restate his motion. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Thecopiesof the document referred to in the rs” 
lution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. ( \'- 
LINGER], which has been agreed to, are ready, I understand, to |” 
stricken off, but they will not be printed probably until some t!1n° 
late in the vacation. I make a separate motion that a numbcr 
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not to exceed $500 in cost shall be printed for the use of the | order against a proposed amendment submitted by myself appro 
Senate. ‘ ae _ | priating $75,000 for the payment of the a ra of a commission 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion | to study the commercial and industrial conditions of China, Japan, 


of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD, 


Mr. THURSTON submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulagies upon the late Monroe 
L. Hayward, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

ENOS H, KIRK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4118) granting an increase of pension to 
Enos H, Kirk. alive { 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Enos H. Kirk, late first lieutenant of 
Company E, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


and other Asiatic countries—a measure which passed the Senate 
some time ago—coming from the Committee on Commerce after 
mature consideration, and which had nad some consideration in 
the other House, a favorable report having there been made on 


| the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, | 


read the third time, and passed. 


/ 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPPOPRIATION BILL. ff 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 11212, being the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11212) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other pur- 

oses. 

Mr. DANIEL, I wish to ask the Senator if he will allow me to 
call up a bill, which [ think the public interest requires should be 
passed, and it will be a saving of money to this Government, The 

ill provides—— 

Mr. ALLISON, I trust the Senator will not press that request. 

Mr. DANIEL, I hope the Senator will allow me to state the 

ase, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that it is important that the sun- 
dry civil bill shall be completed to-day. I think it will not take 
a great while. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lhope the Senator will allow me to state the 
case before he decides, I have not yet stated what the bill is. 
It is a bill to provide the means to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the Hawaiian debt, according to the terms of the treaty, 
or the terms of annexation of those islands. It has been called 
up several times in the Senate, and objection has been made to 
its consideration by Senators, but it has been explained to those 
Senators, and they have withdrawn their objection. On the 15th 





of June the obligation of the United States to pay interest on the | 


Hawaiian bonds matures, and the interest thereafter must be pro- 


vided for by us. The matter ought to be provided for before | 


that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senate and of the 
Senator to the situation of the public business. I take it for 
granted that it is the general wish of the Senate that we shall 
adjourn atanearly day. If so, it is important that the appropria- 
tion bills shall be dis of in the Senate in order that they may 
be returned to the House for consideration there. The sundr 
civil appropriation bill, the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
which will not take a great while, and the Military Academy bill 
are the only three appropriation bills remaining undisposed of by 
the Senate, After they shall have been completed, there will be 
several ie of ey TY for bills of this character. 

Mr. DANIEL. e bill to which I refer will also have to be 
considered by the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can easily be considered by the House. 


This morning I desire very briefly (because I am very anxious 
that this bill shall pass) to call attention to the delightful piece 
of fiction that we have in our Manual, knownas Rule XVI of this 
body. Had not the suggestion been‘made to me that the present 
able and courteous and always fair Presiding Officer of the Senate 
(the President pro tempore in the chair) had written that rule, I 
should have been tempted to believe that it was the product of 
some humorist like Eli Perkins or some idealist such as Jules 
Verne. Itisarule that is subject to all kinds of interpretations 
that lets matter into or excludes matter from appropriation bills, 
according to the humor or the caprice of this body. It isa rule 
that I believe is not understood by any member of this body, and 
probably never will be understood, and for this reason it ought 
in the near future to be revised, so as to make it subject to some 
kind of uniform interpretation. 

In connection with the point of order made by the Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. ALLIson], I will not go back to the old appropriation 
bills of this body to show, notwithstanding the fact that that rule 
says general legislation shall not be incorporated in appropriation 
bills, that we do a very considerable part of the legislation of Con- 
gress on appropriation bills. It is sufficient for my purpose to 
turn over the pages of the present appropriation bill and show 
that a great deal of general legislation is found in this measure. 

On page 18 there is a provision for ‘‘ Relief light vessel for the 
Twelfth and Thirteenth light-house districts;” on page 19, the 
‘* Desdemona Sands, mouth of Columbia River, Oregon,” are taken 
care of to the amount of $24,000, On the same page the ‘Slip 
Point light-house and fog signal, Washington,” managed to get 
an appropriation of $12,500, under a provision that is general legis- 


| lation and nothing e!se. 


On page 20 I find *‘ Joint light-house and fog-signal stations in 
Alaskan waters” are given $150,000—w provision that is general 
legislation and nothing else, On page 53, ‘ For establishing a 
fish-hatching and fish-culture station ” at ‘‘ some suitable point in 
Idaho,” $100,000 is appropriated; and I am glad they are going to 
have one there because we have one in New Hampshire; but it is 
general legislation on an appropriation bill. On page 65 we take 
care of the ‘‘ Office of recorder of deeds, District of Columbia.”’ 
increasing the salary of the recorder. On page 66 we establish 
and maintain a quarantine service in the Territory of Hawaii, and 
appropriate $100,000 for it. On page 67 there is quite a good deal 
of legislation regarding the Territory of Hawaii. On the same 
page we make a provision for the settlement of certain State 
claims—a tery comprehensive provision, which is general legis- 
lation. On page 115 a provision is incorporated in reference to 
Arlington Cemetery—a wise provision, but it is general legislation 
beyond question. 

On page 105 we have general legislation regarding the South 
Pass, Mississippi River, and we have a small sized river and har- 
bor bill on this bill, which must be general legislation, if it is 
anything. We provide, on page 117, for pay of one superinten- 
dent and, I think, some other officers at Antietam. On page 120 
we provide for the publication of additional editions of the Rec- 
ords of the Rebellion, and also for an investigation of claims 
against the United States for private property taken. On page 
149 we provide for the payment of the salaries of a clerk and re- 

orter of the United States district court for the Territory of 

awaii. On page 134 we have a provision regarding the Fort 

Sherman Military Reservation, in Kootenai County, Idaho, restor- 
ing it to the Interior Department. 

“hese are only a few of the provisions of this bill by which gen- 
eral legislation is incorporated in an appropriation bill. If I had 
been here for the purpose of enforcing this very imperfectly un- 
derstood Rule XVI, I should have been kept busy raising points 


So | of order, most of which I think would have been sustained by the 


I trust the Senator will not press that matter this morning. I | Chair, because those provisions are beyond question obnoxious to 


agree that the bill referred to by him may be an important one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the sundry civil bill 
was last under consideration, the Senator from New Hampshire 
[ Mr. GALLINGER] entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the Senate inserted the provision for the Louisiana Purchase 
Exposition, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. 
on that motion, 

Immediately before the adjournment of the Senate on Tuesday 


that rule. But I have not felt it my duty, Mr. President, to pro- 
ceed on the assumption that it was my special province to enforce 
this rule. The Committee on Appropriations, in their wisdom, 
viclated the rule every time they put one of those provisions in 
this bill, and we have deferred to the judgment and good sense of 
that great committee, believing that they saw some sufficient rea- 


President, I desire to be heard briefly | son for reporting these amendments and others to which I might 


allude. 
On Tuesday last the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cockre..|} 


last I entered ‘a motion to reconsider the vote whereby a provision | reported an amendment from the Committee on Appropriations 


Was incorporated in the sundry civil bill wens $5,000,000 
for the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. id so after the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations had made a point of 





providing for an appropriation of $5,000,000 for a celebration 
which is to take place in the future, subject, I believe, to a popu- 
lar vote of Missouri, for which the large amount of $5,000,000 is 














appropriated. I knew perfectly well that the amendment was | The Secretary. After line 2, on page 152, it is proposed to in. 
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obnoxious to the rule, but I did not feel at liberty to raise the | sert the following: 


point of order, believing that the Committee on Appropriations 
were very likely acting wisely in the matter. 

I knew, when the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] a 
day or two ago moved to increase the appropriation of $100,000 to 
$250,000 for measuring the streams and investigating artesian 
wells in certain parts of the country, that the amendment was in 
violation of Rule XVI, and the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations likewise knew it was in violation of that rule, but 
neither he nor I made a point of order against it. 

Now, Mr. President, after all this matter had been incorporated 
into this bill, and these large appropriations had been made, it oc- 
curred to me that the commercial bodies of this country and the 
business men who have been petitioning and urging Congress to 
pass a bill appropriating $75,000 to pay the expense of a commis- 
sion of five persons to study the industrial and commercial con- 
ditions of oriental countries with a view to enlarging the trade 
of the United States might well be heard. Desiring to carry out 
their wishes in that direction, after the Senate had already allowed 
numerous amendments in violation of Rule XVI to be incorpo- 
rated in the bill, I submitted an amendment providing for the ex- 
yenses of such commission, when lo and behold, the Senator from 

owa, with unusual alertness, made a point of order, He made 
the point of order in these words: 

I make any point of order that I can make upon this amendment. 

It was evident that the Senator from Iowa did not understand 
the rule, but he thought there might be a point of order some- 
where occultly secreted in that rule that the Presiding Officer 
could invoke for the purpose of preventing the consideration of 
my amendment, The Senator did say: 

I understand this to be new legislation. 


We all knew that, just as we knew that forty other provisions 
in this bill are new legislation. So the point of order was made, 
and my amendment was ruled out. I ventured to say: 

I observe that an appropriation of $5,000,000 was made a moment ago with- 
out a point of order being raised against it. 

The Senator from Iowa said: 

I observed the same thing. 

So the Senator from Iowa was not laboring under any delusion 
when he allowed the amendment appropriating $5,000,000 to goin 
the bill. He knew it was new legislation. It was not because he 
had not observed it; it was not because it got in byinadvertence, 
because the Senator from lowa had ‘‘ observed the same thing.” 
I confess I am a little at a loss to understand why the provisions 
of this rule should have been invoked against my amendment, 
which proposed to appropriate $75,000 for an object which certainly 
is of as much consequence to this country as any exposition can 
possibly be, while (the Senator “observing” it) an amendment 
which appropriated $5,000,000, contrary to the rule, was allowed 
to go in without protest from him. I did think that I had not 
been treated fairly in regard to this matter; and I think so now. 
For that reason I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the provision for the appropriation of $5,000,000 for the proposed 
exposition in the city of St, Louis had been agreed to. 

ut, Mr. President, I am always good-natured and always want 
to do the fair thing in matters of legislation. I do not really 
think that, as this great committee allowed this amendment to 
be reported, and the Senator from Iowa, with his wonderful 
watchfulness, immediately afterwards allowed it to go in having 
“observed it” —I do not think I ought to insist upon this motion; 
and for the reasons that I have stated I desire now to withdraw 
the motion which I made to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is withdrawn, whether this 
amendment can now be objected to with a view of having it 
acted upon in the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Separate votes can be de- 
manded in the Senate on any amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I give notice now that I shall ask for a separate 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Having withdrawn my motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the appropriation of $5,000,000 was incor- 
porated in the bill, which the Senator from Iowa ‘‘observed,” I 
desire to offer an amendment to this bill, acting under instructions 
from the Committee on Commer¢ée at its meeting this morning, to 
which I desire to ¢all the attention of the Senator from Iowa, in 
the hope that he will not feel it incumbent upon him to make the 
point of order, if a point of order will lie against the amendment. 

submit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
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For salaries and expenses of a commission of five persons, to be appointe: 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. to etujc 
the commercial and industrial conditions of China, Japan, and other A«jia::. 
countries, $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immedin:, 
available. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amen. 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from New Han)». 
shire having taken occasion to lecture me personally as to my eo). 
duct in this Chamber, I take the liberty of saying a few words 
apoone the statements made by that Senator regarding {his 

ill, 

The Senator says that this bill is full of legislative provisions. 
and in order to demonstrate that fact he cites a good many para 
graphs in the bill which, with the exception of one or two. or 
verhaps three, if he will take the trouble to study the Book o; 

Ustimates he will find that every one of them is estimate] for. 

As to the light-house amendments, which he characterizes as 
legislative provisions, every one of them, so far as I know, is 
order and is for the purpose of carrying out this great Light-Hi 
Service of ours, which is as much a public service and as much 
within the rules of this body, as to the maintenance of the public 
service under existing law, as are the appropriations for the White 
House or for the Treasury Department or any other Departmen: 
of this Government. They are provisions that have uniformly 
been put upon this bill where they have been estimated for and 
where we have had the reports of the Light-House Board as to 
their imperative necessity. 

As to the provisions relative to Hawaii, they are all inserted ip 
pursuance of existing law. They have never been estimated for: 
but whether estimated for or not, it is the duty of the Committee 
on Appropriations to take note of the fact that those laws require 
appropriations, All the a for the quarantine service 
and as to various public offices in Hawaii are in pursuance of a 
statute passed by Congress. 

It is true that there are one or two small clauses in the nature of 
amendments, where the decision of the Comptroller has interfered 
with the payment of compensation supposed to be authorized by 
law, andan amendment is required in order that these people might 
receive the compensation they have been in the habit of receiving 
hitherto. 

As to the river and harbor amendments on this bill, I will say 
that the Committee on Appropriations have a respect for and, so 
far as possible, desire to observe the recommendations of other 
committees of this body, and especially of the Committee on Com- 
merce. I will state to the Senator from New Hampshire that, as 
I understand these appropriations, they come within rules of this 
body. As respects the Mississippi River, there are in this bill a 
large number of appropriations to carry out existing contracts. 
As I understand Rule XVI, and as it has been interpreted to ne 
by very high authority, those amendments are in order. 

It is true that the amendments respecting the settlement of the 
claims of Virginia, South Carolina, Nevada, California, and Ore- 
gon, because of some of the provisions contained in them, were out 
of order. I endeavored to explain to the Senate that the situation 
and condition respecting the two States of Virginia and South 
Carolina were such that I believe there ought to be unanimous 
consent of the Senate to deal with those subjects at this session. 

So, Mr. President, whatever may be the shortcomings—and 
there are many—of the Committee on Appropriations, it has been 
their purpose and endeavor, so far as possible, to comply with the 
rules of the Senate respecting legislation upon appropriation bills. 

In relation to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, he did not state that he moved the amendment in pursu- 
ance of the request of any committee, and I did not happen to 
know that the amendment was in substance a bill which had ven 
considered in this body and to, because any bill that is con- 
sidered in this body, for which an appropriation is required, 
should have prover consideration. F 

I knew and know now that there are amendments lying in va- 
rious ways in our pathway that will swell this bill beyond what 
I think is wise and desirable at this session. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. (0cK- 
RELL] relating to the exposition to be held in 1903 at St, Louis — 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, if he will 
turn to page 6751 of the Recorp he will notice that I said: 


And that was unquestionably new legislation. This isa matter which has 
passed the Senate, has been reported favorably in the other branch of Col: 
gress, and ought to have some standing before the Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON, I did not hear those words. If the Senator 
made that statement, I did not hear it, and I have not had time to 
read the Recorp this morning to note that fact. I thank him tor 
the correction. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly. 


in 





1900. 


Mr. DANIEL. Do I understand the Senator to say that if a bill 
has passed this body and is recommended by a committee he con- 
siders that it is relevant to this bill as an amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. 
full consideration, and if an appropriation was needed it would 
be a matter to be considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator mean to say that he would not 
consider it amenable to a point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. 

Mr. HALE. It is general legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course that does not make general legisla- 
tion inorder. I was endeavoring to reply to the somewhat drastic 
and, I think, unnecessary criticism of the Senator from New 
Hampshire as respects the conduct of myself in particular and the 


Committee on Appropriations, and that is why I make these sug- | 


gestions. 


Every Senator on this floor has a right to make points of order | 


if he chooses. The Senator from New Hampshire was sitting in 
his seat when this amendment was proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri, and he made no objection. If it was subject to the 


point of order, he had a right to make it as well as any other Sena: | 


tor uponthe floor. Butif the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri is examined carefully it will be discovered, I think, 
that there is an appropriation of $10,000 in it and not an appro- 
priation of $5,000,000. It is true there is a proposal which may 
amount to a promise on the part of Congress that at some future 
day an appropriation shall be made. The Committee on Appro- 
priations considered the amendment and a large majority of the 
committee favored it, and therefore, under the circumstances, 
being a member of the committee, I did not consider that it was 
my duty to raise the point of order upon it. The Senator may 
have thought it was. 

Mr. President, respecting the amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, I ask that it may lie over for the 
present and I will look at it, and later in the day I may consider 
that itis a proper amendment. The matter having been consid- 


ered by the Committee on Commerce and having pussed the Sen- 


ate, I do not personally feel called upon to criticise it especially 
at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the matter goes over, I 
should like to say one word upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
the Senator from New Hampshire, however. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think we ought 
to be pretty cautious about the matter of the appointment of com- 
missions for every purpose in the world. I have heretofore on 
various occasions expressed my opinion aboutcommissions. Com- 


missions are necessary perhaps in some instances, but they have | 


come to be pressed upon Congress very much as these expositions 
have. 
one has been closed, immediately study where another can be 
started. It has become a regular business. It is worked up by 
the promoters until some new exposition is decided upon by them, 


and then all the local interest and all the local feeling which may | 
cluster around an exposition to be held in a particular place are | 
worked up by the promoters, and then comes an application to | 


Congress for large or small appropriations of money, as the case 
may be, If they are small in the first instance, they are enlarged 
afterwards; and when that exposition is over with, another site is 


selected by the promoters, and the same process of working up | 


public sentiment and an appeal to Congress and Senators not to 
object to it is gone through with. 

It is so with a good many of these commissions. Senators have 
been pursued since this Congress assembled by people who desire 
positions on this commission to China, not only to favor the crea- 
tion of such a commission, but to recommend them to be placed 
om the commission. I for one have become very tired of such so- 
licitation. I do not know how much the Committee on Commerce 
may have considered the matter; I do not know to what extent 
they may think it desirable; but for myself, I think we could get 
along one year more without a commission to investigate the con- 
dition of trade with China. I think our people know a good deal 
about those conditions without any investigation. I know how 
easy it is to go to manufacturers and to manufacturers’ associa- 
tions and to get indorsements for anything of this sort. 

Mr. President, this appropriation bill has already reached very 
large, proportions, and, as the chairman of the committee has said, 
if the amendments which are lying back and are to be presented 
are to be agreed to, because somebody has been importuned in the 
matter or because there may possibly be some slight advantage to 
trade or commerce to be derived from the adoption of such 
amendments, this bill will be swollen to a very much larger ex- 
tent. I want an opportunity when the bill comes into the Sen- 
ate—and I am very glad the Senator from Alabama gave the 
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I do not want to interfere with | 


Promoters of expositions throughout the country, when | 
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| notice he did—to record my vote against this proposition to ex 
| pend under any circumstances $5,000,000 for an exposition in this 
country. I think we ought to proceed with some idea of econ 
omy. I know that is rather an old-fashioned notion, but 1 am an 
, old-fashioned man; and for one I do not feel like giving my sup 
port to this commission nor to the proposition in favor of the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecti- 
cut talks about promoters. I desire to call his attention to the 
fact that the original promoter of this proposition is the present 
President of the United States. In his last two messages to Con 


gress he has urged the creation of a commission such as is con- 
templated in the bill that has passed the Senate and in th nd 

ment whichI have justsubmitted. I presumethere are gentlemen 
willingand very likely anxious to serve onthiscommission. There 
| are men in New Hampshire willing to serve in the Senate of the 
United States or in the House of Representatives or in almost any 
other capacity that they can secure, and I think they are just as 
much entitled to bave an ambition in that direction as the Sen 
ator from Connecticut or the Senators from New Hampshire have 
to a seatin this body. I do not think a valid objection will lie 
against a man because he desires to serve his country on an in 

dustrial commission any more than in any other capacity. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to be discourteous or to trans 
gress proper parliamentary procedure in the strictures | made 
upon the Committee on Appropriations or the distinguished 
chairman of that committee, the Senator from Iowa. I did call 
attention to a considerable number of amendments in this bill 
which I thought were general legislation, and I have no doubt 
that the Senator from Iowa is correct in saying that some of them 
have been estimated for. I glanced over this bill, and I can see at 
| least six amendments which I did not name which were not esti 

mated for and which are undoubtedly general legislation. lL will 

not take the time to call attention to them. I will simply content 
| myself by saying that I trust the Senator from Iowa will see the 
| propriety of allowing this amendment to go into the bill, and I 
venture further to suggest that if he should make the point of or- 
| der against it, I trust the presiding oflicer of the Senate will very 
| carefully examine Rule XVI, with a view of fully satisfying him- 
| self that it is obnoxious to that rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 

attention of Senators to this point: Senators occasionally say that 
an amendment offered changes existing law. It is not the Senate 
rule that an amendment shall not change existing law. That is 
; the House rule, and in the House any amendment which changes 
| existing law is out of order. That is not true under the Senate 
rules. The Senate rule is that ‘‘no amendment which proposes 
general legislation shall be received to any general appropriation 
bill.” That no general legislation can not be cured by an act or 
resolution of the Senate passed at the same session, nor can it be 
cured by the action of a committee reporting favorably an amend- 
ment and sending it tothe Appropriations Committee. It is abso- 
lute in its terms—‘‘no amendment which proposes general legis- 
| lation shall be received to any general appropriation bill.” 
One of the most difficult things in the world for a presiding 
| officer is to determine what is and what is not general legislation. 
The Chair can simply say to the Senate that he certainly will be 
impartial in his rulings. He can not say to the Senate that he 
will not be mistaken. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me we have cre- 
ated commissions enough. We have commissions on every snb- 
ject, commissions for almost every purpose, until we have multi- 
plied offices almost indefinitely. I believe that this Congress will 
show a doubling up almost of the number of new offices created 
over that of any other session of Congress that has ever met, with 
extravagant appropriations in every branch of the public service. 
This commission, above all others, is not necessary, provided we 
will do that which every other nation does in this connection 
that is, appoint the consuls of the United States from the ranks of 
people capable of gathering the information we desire. 

Mr, GALLINGER, Will the Senator from South Dakota per- 
mit me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; just toa question. Can the Senator 
point to a, single commission created by Congress at the present 
session? And is the Senator not aware of the fact that England 
has sent two commissions to China, France one, and Germany 
one for the very purpose contemplated in this amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This very bill continues or re-creates the 
| Industrial Commission, which I think answers that question pretty 
| thoroughly. And as for commissions appointed by the President, 
| they are almost endless in number and cover a very large scope. 
Vast sums of money have been expended in connection with these 
| commissions, in my opinion with little good to the public service. 
The Industrial Commission, according to the evidence and accord- 
ing to what we have heard in the last few days, has degener- 
ated into a political machine, of no value whatever, absolutely 
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destroyed for any purpose except it may be to advance the inter- 
ests of some political party. 

As I said before, if we want this information and will appoint 
men capable of gathering it as consuls to the ports of Asia, in- 
stead of appointing politicians to go there to serve four years and | 
return home, giving their places to another set of politicians, it | 
will be unnecessary to appoint a commission to visit Asia, | 

It seems to me we ought to call a halt; that this commission is 
unnecessary, and that the only purpose which can be promoted | 
by the adoption of the amendment is to furnish places for five 
more people. I do not believe any other purpose can be accom- 
plished. If we appoint consuls to those ports in China and Japan 
and all over Asia and keep them there continuously and have 
them continually gathering this information—that is what a con- 
sul is for; he is simply a trade agent—it will be unnecessary to 
appoint a commission. A junketing trip for five men can do no 
good for the commerce of this country. Five men who go over 
there as a commission, spending three or four months in the coun- 
try or perhaps a year,can learn nothing of its trade relations, can 
gain no facte that are of value to the trade of this country; but 
our consuls can be of vast advantage; they can be of great benefit; 
and if we will fill those places with men capable of securing infor- 
mation we will have accomplished a great purpose. This amend- 
ment will accomplish nothing except to afford a fine trip for five 
men and furnish so much patronage for Senators or for the Ad- 
ministration. It will accomplish no other result. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As this matter has gone over, I do not care 
to discuss it further than to say—— 

Mr. ALLISON. As it has been discussed now for some time, I 
suggest that we consider it now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will speak to the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not make the point of order. 
‘ matter proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply desire to make a remark, and that 
is, that according to my observation the consular service of the 
United States compares favorably with that of any other country 
in the world. In fact, complaint has been made in Great Britain 
and in Germany against their consular service; that their consuls 
are not so intelligent or progressive as the consuls of the United | 
States, and that the reports made by our consuls are infinitely 
superior to those made by the consuls of the other great countries 
of the world. So Ido not think the criticism which the Senator 
frem South Dakota has made upon our consular service is well 
grounded. 

Of course the Senator has a right to oppose the creation of this | 
commission, but it is the only commission which at the present 
session of Congress it has been suggested shall be created. I do 
not think the fact that the President has appointed some commis- 
sions on his own responsibility militates against this proposed | 
commission. 


Let the 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8366) to amend section 953 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
10301) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, recedes from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 15, upon | 
which the committee of conference were unable to agree, and 
agrees to the same. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to | 
the report of the committee of conference on the mean rates 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! 
(H. R. 10450) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other p . Tecedes 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 9 and 
58, and agrees to the same with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate; further disagrees to the amend- 
ments Nos, 50, 51,52, and 58, upon which the committee of confer- 
ence were unable to agree; asks a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Foss, Mr. Dayroy, and Mr. CuMMINGs man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announ that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 255) to ratifiy an agreement with the 
Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation in Idaho, and making 
appropriations to carry the same into effect, agrees to the confer- 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHerMaNn, Mr. CurRTis, 
and Mr. SrepHens of Texas managers of the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for 
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a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The messag : also announced that the House had passed the fo! 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting an increase of pension to Johy 
Lonergan; 

A bill (H, R. 

A bill (H. R. 
P, Tierney; 

A bill (H.R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 
Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 
ham: 

A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to Jona 
than Mead; and 

A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a to Augusta Ullman. 

The message further announced that the House had passed t}; 
following bills: 

A bill (5. 28) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James H. Waters; 

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 

A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Samnel W. Childs; 

A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Critzer: 

A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight p. 
Wilber; 

A bill (S. 169) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 258) granting an increase of pension to Coryden 
Bevans; 

A bill (S. 306) granting an increase of pension to Warren L., 
Eaton; 

A bill (8S, 314) granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 

A bill (S. 410) granting an increase of pension to Harriet \. 
Gridley; 

A bill (S. 539) granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 
Rutherford; 

A bill (8. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck; 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 

A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Joseph |} 
Coons; 

A bill (S. 847) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
L 


2392) granting a pension to Daniel Dzyis: 

2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmuni) 
6424) granting a pension to Charles 8. Devine: 
9308) granting an increase of pension to Joseph \. 


9835) to establish a code of law for the District o 


10261) granting a pension to Josiah H. Bucking 


ogan; 
A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Levi Chandle: 
=. bill (S. 1274) granting an increase of pensior to Augustus (. 

yle; 

A bill (S. 1364) granting an increase of pension to Henry Ii. 
Blockson; 

A bill (5S. 1441) granting an increase of pension to James (i. 
Hartzell; 

A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings: 

A bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pension to James Byrne 

A bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters: 

A bill (8. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L, Dent 

A bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes; 

A bill (S. 1569) granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestly; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R, Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 1734) granting a pension to Mary 3S. Belding: 

A bill (S. 1758) granting an increase of pension to Farnham J. 
Eastman; 

A bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to John Carr: 

A bill (8. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. Shup:; 

A bill (8. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Henry !!. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Elvira Hunter: 

A bill (8. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Rebeccs 
Paulding Meade; 

A bill (S. 1919) granting an increase of pension Consolacivn 
Victoria Kirkland; 

A bill (8. 2008) granting a pension to Flave! H. Van Eaton; 

A bill (5. 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 

A bill (S. 2101) granting an increase of pension to George | 
Scott; 

A bill (8. 2142) for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell: 
eee (8S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to William 

aylor; 

A bill (8. 2215) granting an increase of pension to Robert /. 
Koonce; z 

A bill (S. 2276) granting an increase of pension to George \\. 
Ragland; 
A bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
A bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to John \\ 


Craig: 
A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to John J. Sear-; 
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A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 
A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


Beard; ; : ; . 

"A pill (S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 
Daniels; , ‘ . 

A bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Hobart; 


A bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill; 

A. pill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Christina 
Noll; ‘ . 

‘A pill (S. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 


A bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Looe (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bil (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Petal (8. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Madden; 


A bill (S, 3047) granting an increase of pension to William 


Mullevy; . : 
A bill (S. 3058) granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 
Meylert; 
A bill (S. 3082) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 
A bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pension to Kate Cadwell; 
A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to George W. Newell; 
A bill (S. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; 
A bill (S, 3268) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F, 
Barton; 
A bill (S. 3277) granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; 
A bill (S. 3289) granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; 
A bill (8S. 3293) granting an increase of pension to Helen Harlow; 
A bill (S. 8294) granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 


Monson; 
A bill (S, 3814) granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 


A bill (H. R. 9083) to authorize the Commissioner of General 
Land Office to dispose of the Choctaw orphan Indian lands in 
Mississippi, and to make appropriation for executing act of Con 
gress approved June 28, 188; 

A bill (H. R. 9884) authorizing the construction of a 
across the Red River of the North: 

A bill (H. R. 10301) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901: 

A bill (H. R. 10812) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
set aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo.. as a 
legal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silverton 
to enter said land for cemetery purposes; ; 


bridge 


A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 4414, Title LIT, Revised 
Statutes of the United States: 
A bill (H. R, 11281) permitting building a dam across New 


River; 

A bill (H. R. 11816) requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen 
sus Office to file additional bond, and for other purposes: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 121) for the appointment of first lieu- 
tenants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 127) to fill a vaeancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

A joint resolution (5. R. 238) authorizing the printing of addi 
tional copies of the annual report upon the improvement and care 
of publi¢ buildings and grounds. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE, Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on the naval appropriation bill, 
in order that conferees fora further conference may be appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution of the House of Representatives, which will 


| be read. 
A bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension to Luke H. 


A bill (S. 3329) granting an increase of pension to Kate B, War- | 


ren; 
A bill (S. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Buren R. 
Sherman; 
A bill (8S, 3418) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade- 
laide Ball; 
A bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 
A bill (8, 3527) granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; 
ae bill (S. 3549) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
eyes; 
A bill (S. 3684) granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter; 
A bill (8. 8708) granting a pension to John H. Harrison; 
' A bill (S. 3788) granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
iams; . 
A bill (8. 3899) granting a pension to James Cook; 
A bill (S. 3900) granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 
— (8S. 4006) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
ucker; 
ne bill (S. 4007) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
unn; 
on bill (S. 4040) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
age; 
A bill (S. 4077) granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; 
a bill (S. 4087) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
ansur; 
A bill (S. 4215) granting a pension to Belle Bean; 
3 bill (S. 4421) granting an increase of pension to Albert Brown; 
ant 
A bill (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 
Dyhrenfurth. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

_ The also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 3055) to ratify an agreement between the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Seminole tribe of Indians; 


A bill (8. 8490) in relation to admissions to and dismissions | 


from the Reform School of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 4367) granting an increase of pension to Mary La 
Tourrette Stotsenburg; 
A bill (HL. R, 6243) to amend the charter of the Capital Traction 
Compan y of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 6250) for the relief of the Colorado Cooperative 
Company, to permit second homesteads in certain cases, and for 
e 
a 


trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7812) granting a pension to Lyda Strang; 

A bill (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to author- 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Co.um- 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved July 8, 1898; 


r . | 
A Mi ( i. R. 7663) to establish a board of charities for the Dis- | 


The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 29, 1900. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 9 to the bill H. R. 10450, “An act making appropria 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June W, 1901, and for 
other purposes,” and agrees to the same with an amendment as follows: [1 
lieu ot the matter inserted by said amendment insert: ‘Ocean surveys: For 
special ocean surveys and the publication thereof, and for the purchase of 
nautical books, charts, and sailing directions, and freight and express charges 
on the same, $20,000." 

Further insists on its disagreement to the Senate amendments numbered 
50, 51, 52, and 53, recedes from its disagreement to amendment numbered 5 
and agrees to the same with an amendment ss follows: Strike out all after 
** Provided,” in line 10 of the Senate amendment, and in lieu thereof insert 
“That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by « 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to, pr 
vided such contracts can be made at a price which in his judgment is rea 
sonable and equitable; but in case he is unab'e to make contracts for armor 







under the above conditions. he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to pro 
cure a sight for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor 
and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said 


factory.” And asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Mr. Foss, Mr. DAyToN, and Mr. CUMMINGS | 
of the conference on the part of the House 

Mr.HALE. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 9 and 58, and that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments numbered 50, 51, 52, and 53, upon which the commit- 
tee of conference were unable to agree, and agree to the further 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I desire to ask some ques- 
tions before the motion is agreed to. I want toknow what is now 
in disagreement that we are insisting upon? 

Mr. HALE. The same subjects-matter that were in disagree- 
ment before the conference—the provisions in relation to ocean 
surveys, in relation tothe course of the students at Annapolis, and 

| armor plate. 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. As the Senate has agreed that we shall pay 
| $445 a ton for all armor plate and $545 a ton for enough to equip 
| the three ships now being built, and the House insists upon the 
| building of a plant unless the Secretary can buy armor plate at « 
| reasonable price— 
Mr. HALE. Yes; that is it exactly. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator think the Senate 
| continue to insist upon its position? 
| Mr. HALE. I do not think the Senate is ready to recede and 
give the matter up. I do not think the Senate to-day, at any 
rate, will agree that the whole matter shall be left in the discre 
tion of the Secretary, and the whole matter of armor plant dis 
cretionary with the Secretary. The proposition of the Senate was 
to fix a price, which is named, and that if the Secretary can not 
get a contract at that price, then he shall go on and build an 
| armor-plate factory. The House provision leaves it all entirely 
discretionary with the Secretary. 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me when we fix the pric: 
| excessively and enormously high that there is a profit of seven 
| millions in it, it is hardly to be expected that the armor-plate 


e the 


managers 


should 


“> 
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manufacturers will decline to accept that gratuity or that dona- 
tion, 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator vote for the House proposition, 
to leave the whole thing discretionary with the Secretary? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [ think I would, I do not think he can 
possibly do worse than we have done. 

Mr. TELLER. 
to suggest to him that it is possible, if we agree to the House pro- 
vision, there will be a profit of more than seven millions? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, it leaves the 
whole thing in the discretion of the Secretary, and he can pay 


seven hundred ora thousand dollars a ton under the proposed | 
After we have discussed the subject | 
here ad nauseam for five years, and the Senate has repeatedly | 


amendment of the House. 


fixed the price at $300, and then the other day, by a narrow margin 
of 2 votes, an agreement was made that the price should be $445, 


and in the event that we could not get it at that price then we | 
would build an armor plant, the House turns around and says, | 


‘Let us throw all that away; the Secretary knows more about it 
than the Senate or anybody else; we will let him fix the price ac- 
cording to his discretion and give him carte blanche to pay what 
he pleases.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
as ve can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


It seems to me we have done about as bad 


Four hundred and forty-five dollars*is not so 


bad as $545 or $645 or $1,000, and that is what this proposition | 


means. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as that is concerned, it is $545 we 
are discussing. The armor plate, according to the testimony sub- 


mitted from the Committee on Naval Affairs, will not cost more | 


than $250, and they are selling it for that. Now, we put in this 
bill the price of $545. That is the item we are discussing, not 
$445, because the $445 item is for Vessels to be built in the distant 
future, and that can be attended to at the next session of Congress, 
All we have done is to fix the price at $545, which is $300 more 
than it costs to make the armor plate, and for 9,000 tons that will 
be $2,700,000 profit. 


Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will allow me to correct him, 


the House sent the bill over here with no provision in it at all for | 


‘ armor except for the three battle ships now on the stocks nearing 
completion. The House at that time did not agree to anything on 
this scheme of additional armor, but the Senate, as I said, by a 
narrow majority, inserted a provision authorizing $445, and in the 
event that they could not get it at that — then the Secretary 
was ordered to build an armorfactory. ‘The House now proposes 
that we shall strike that out and leave the Secretary footloose to 
do as he pleases and get the armor at the best price he can, and if 
not satisfactory, in his judgment, he can build an armor factory. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. HALE, Certainly. I should like to have a vote on my mo- 
tion, 

Mr. NELSON. I understand from the reading of this report 
that you have agreed to such an amendment. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. 

Mr. NELSON. You have agreed to—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not about armor at all. 

Mr. HALE. 


tion of $445 or an armor plant. 
not make it any plainer. 

Mr. NELSON. I thought you had agreed to that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I should be glad to have a vote on my proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
question before the vote is taken. 
Senate amendment about the dry dock at Charleston? 

Mr. HALE, 
Houses. The Senator called it u 
vote upon it, and the Senate settled 
So that passes from consideration. 

Mr. PEN ROSE. I should like to interrogate the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
ous. 
be again confronted, in thisambitious scheme to build up an Amer- 
ican Navy, with an exhibition of utter inability upon the 
Congress to provide for the furnishing of armor plate. I had in- 
tended to offer an amendment to this report on the floor of the 
Senate, but I am informed that it would not be in order. 

l should like, however, to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he thinks there would be any chance of the acceptability 
of a suggestion that we should agree to the Vandiver amendment, 
which has been already indorsed by the Senate by a considerable 


the other day and we had a 
it and the House accepted it. 
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Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me | 


That is precisely the point in controversy to which | 
the Senate conferees do not agree. The Senate maintains its posi- | 
If I were to talk an hour I could 


I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a | 
Did the House agree to the | 


That has already been settled—agreed to by both | 


This matter is becoming peril- | 
It would bea frightful catastrophe if the Governmentshould | 


rt of | 


May 31, 
the price of armor plate $445, the Government 
if any be due, or if any can be exacted? 

Mr. HALE. Let me get at that. It is substantially a new 
proposition. Let me see what the Senator has in his mind. That 
the Senate proposition of $445 absolute, which has been passed. 
shall be modified! so that in addition to that the Governmen: 
shall deal with the question of royalty and pay it, 

Mr. PENROSE. If any be due, 

Mr. HALE, If any is due, 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I donot know. That, in a sense, is a new Ero} 
sition. The conferees have not considered that proposition, A; 
some future time I can not tell what may be done in conference. 
At present it is not, of course, as has been intimated to the Sena. 
tor, in order, because the Senate conferees felt that they had 
made a square fight on their proposition of $445 or an arm; 
plant, and that they could not agree to the House proposition, 
which was widely and diametrically opposed to it. It is no sue}, 
suggestion as that made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, but 
a direct ar leaving it entirely with the Secretary and 
leaving the discretion of building an armor plant with the Secre. 
tary. The Senate conferees felt that they could not agree to that. 
and therefore report an absolute disagreement. 

What will be done in subsequent conferences I do not know: 
but I think the Senator had better put his amendment in so, 
form so that it may be considered at some future time. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the conferees will give careful consi(- 
eration to my suggestion, because it is in line with the action 
which the Senate has already taken, and will doubtless satisfy the 
Senator from South Carolina and those Senators who claim tha: 
no royalty is properly due upon this improved process and noue is 
necessary to be a 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, if the Senator from Pennsy]- 
vania imagines that I am ever going, by my vote here, to cons:nt 
to make a present of $7,000,000 to this armor trust, he is very much 
mistaken. The difference between what we have decided in th 
Senate over and over again to be a fair price for armor and the 
price demanded by the Carnegie people and the Bethlehem people 
involved in this contract for 32,000 tons, over and above what the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Naval Committee have declared to 
be the true cost of and agood profit on armor, is $7,000,000. Now, 
if the Senator thinks that I will ever consent to that, he is simply 
mistaken; that is all. 
| Mr. PENROSE. If the statement of the Senator from South 
| Carolina were correct, I would not blame him for not agreeing to 
| the proposition. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not know but that it 
| is better for this matter to go back to conference, and I hope the 
| conferees on the part of the Senate will consider this proposition 

that we build an armor plant and do it at once. ‘Why should we 
| be held up by these manufacturers? It is admitted that they are 

in collusion; that they are a trust; that they have combined for 
| the purpose of dividing what? The work, not competing as to the 

price, but that whatever profit there is shall be shared between 
| them. It isadmitted that the profit on the first contract they got 
from the Government paid for their plant. So we have paid for 
the plants, and now the twocompanies whose plants we have paid 
for combine to plunder the Government, and we wrangle over 
that proposition. 

It seems to me under the circumstances, in view of the fact that 
| there is no competition, the day has come when we should build 
a plant and own it ourselves. We would save the cost of that 
plant almost every time we built a ship, even if we did not make 
a single armor plate, because with the threat that we would make 
it ourselves, if we did not want to make it ourselves there would 
be competition and a price fair and legitimate and honest could 
be made, and the Government after all saving the cost of its plant 
| over and over again. We would not of necessity be compelled to 
make the armor plate. But there is no remedy if we do not build 
|aplant. Therefore I hope the conferees will insist that the House 
shall make this concession to them, and that, without waiting ‘or 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, we shall build a plant, 
and built it at once. 

Mr. HALE. I hope 
go through and get out of the way of the Senator from low. 

hen the conference which is now to be appointed reports it wi!! 
| then be a fair subject for discussion, but I hope Senators will not 
| take any more time now, as it is only aformal matter, I ask that 

my motion be to. 

r.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to say that 
I never shall be willing to vote to give an unlimited discretion to 
the Secretary of the Navy to put armor on the ships. It wi!! 


paying the royalty, 








Senators will let this merely formal matter 


majority, with a simple amendment striking out the word “ in- | be a $17,000,000 contract. I understand the difference of opinion 
cluding” and inserting the words ‘‘exclusive of;” so that the | ison the question whether we shall limit the price of armor or 
Government would pay the royalty to Krupp or to any other per- | allow the Secretary to pay any sum he chooses to pay. os 

son hereafter, if any other process be invented or established | Now I say, Mr. President, if that is to be the end of all this fight 
which may be considered desirable, making, therefore, the limit of | about armor and our endeavor to secure a reasonable price fo! 
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—————— 


armor out of two great combined concerns, and if we are to wind 
it up by giving authority to the Secretary of the Navy to pay $600 
aton i ” 
ardly conclusion. 7 , 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to make one remark before the 
subject passes from the consideration of the Senate. After all 
this controversy I think we ought to see the final liberation of the 
United States from this combine; and it being impossible to do 
otherwise, I would say, let the House have their way, and let the | 
secretary have his discretion until an armor plant can be built, | 
and let us put in this bill a mandatory provision to commence 
work immediately. Then we will have the end of it at some time, 
but we never will live to see this controversy ended unless we 
build an armor plant. 

Thatis not the House proposition, but I suggest to the conferees 
that they insist upon a provision for the building of an armor 
plant in the way I have suggested, and then we will see the end 
of it at some time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will inform the Senator from Nevada that | 
that is just what the combine will never agree to. They dread an 
armor factory worse than the devil does holy water, because they 
see in that a release from their monopoly. 








Mr. CULLOM. Suppose they do not agree to it; let us go ahead | 


anyhow. 

Mr, TILLMAN, 
the last vote, with about 100 absentees; but if the House shall in- 
sist that we shall stand and deliver to these people and allow them 
to continue to rob the Government, we can have the bill fail, and 
that is the only way I can see by which we can get aroundit. I 


am ready to have the bill fail and have no appropriations for the | 


Navy rather than submit to this monopoly. 

Mr. PENROSE, I do not know whether the House amendment 
is the best possible provision. It may well be asked whether this 
business can be best transacted by one person instead of by 357 
armor experts in the House and some 90 experts on this side of 
the Capitol, particularly when that one man is subject to the con- 
centration of public attention and the publicity of the whole 


transaction, which would make any man distinguished enough to | 


hold a Cabinet position do what was right for the Government 
and fair to the business interests contracting with him. I ask 


unanimous consent, however, to submit an amendment which I | 


realize is out of order, but I will ask that it be printed and lie on 
the table. 


and lie on the table. 


to submit an amendment to a conference report? 

Mr. PENROSE. I admit that it is not in order, but for the in- 
formation of the Senate I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment may be printed and lie on the table. Ido not press it. 

Mr, TILLMAN. 


its being printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iam aware that it is out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that it be read. It is a statement by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania as to how he thinks this contro- 
versy might be adjusted. 

Mr. TELLER. 


to offer an amendment, but he asks to have his suggestion printed, | 


and that is another thing. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is it. 

Mr. TELLER. He can put itin in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all it is. 

Mr. PENROSE. Itisonlyasuggestion. Thisisan amendment 
to the Vandiver amendment, offered in the House and adopted by 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

On line 25, page 67, strike out the word “any” and insert the word “all.” 


,, Un line 4, page 68, strike out the word “including” and insert the words 
exclusive of.’ 


On line 16, page 68, after the word “ pounds” insert the words “‘ exclusive 
of royalties.”’ 


The Secretary will read the 


In the House there was only 15 majority on | 





If itis a mere matter of opinion of the Senacor | 
from Pennsylvania and expresses his views, I have no objection to | 


As a question of order the Senator has no right | 
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f he sees fit to do so, it will be a most impotent and cow- | P. Tierney: 





| 


On line 18, page 8, after the word “site” insert the words “in the District | 


of Columbia, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference, and Mr. Hae, Mr. Perkins, and Mr, TILLMAN 
were appointed, 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


| 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
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A bill (H 
A bill (H 


. R. 2302) gr: 
. R. 2752) gre 


. R. 
.R. 


inting a pension to Daniel Davis: 

inting an increase of pension to Edmund 
A bill (H 
A bill (H 

M. Shaw; 
A bill (H 


6424) gr: 


Q308) gri 


inting a pension to Charles 8. Devine 
inting an increase of pension to Joseph 


. R. 10261) granting a pension to Josiah H. Bucking- 


ham: 


A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Mead; and 

A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta Ullman 

The bill (H. R. 9835) to establish a code of law for the District 
of Columbia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. CARTER. TI ask the Chair to lay before the Senate for the 
purpose of a motion, the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to Senate bill 8419. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3419) 
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the bill with the accompanying 
amendments of the House be printed, and that the Senate dis- 
agree to the amendments of the House, and ask for a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
SuHoup, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BATE were appointed, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 29th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2883) to 
change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with amendments the following bills, in which it requested the 


: s | concurrence of the Senate: 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed | 


| White; 
Mr. TILLMAN. How can the Senator ask unanimous consent | 


A bill (S. 351) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 5. 


A bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Clara H, 
Inch; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Annie D. M. Wood: 

A bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Longmire; 

A bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Gamble; and 

A bill (8S. 3662) granting an increase of pension to Louise D, 
Smith. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R, 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, for- 
merly Rosa G. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H 
Taber; 

A bill (H. R. 437) granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds: 

A bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Lowry; 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 

A bill (4 

A bill (H 


. R, 1204) granting a pension to Martha McSwain; 

. R, 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 
. R, 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 

. R, 1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis; 

. R. 1990) granting a pension to Julia A, Heath; 


A bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted; 
A bill (H. R. 2398) granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 


A bill (H 

A bill (8 
Pond; 

A bill (H 
Hartley; 

A bill (Hf. 
lard; 

A bili (Hl 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 

A bill (H 
Holdridge: 

A bill (H. R. 4986) granting an increase of pension to William 
P, Aylesworth; 

A bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to Smith 


. R. 2849) granting a pension to Mary A. Hanson; 
. R. 3089) granting an increase of pension to Kate M 


. R, 3767) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
R., 3861) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Mil- 


. R. 4069) granting a pension to Julia A. Kinkead; 

. R. 4650) granting a pension to Sarah Parrish; 

. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 

. R, 4800) granting a pension to Joseph Crawford; 

. R, 4879) granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus 


A bill (H. R. 1965) granting an increase of pension to John | Miner; 


Lonergan; 





A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 


A bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Coggeshall; 
A bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to William Love; 
A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to Mary E. Dickey; 
A bill (A. R. 5444) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
Brush; 
A bill (H. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Alfred De Arnaud; 
A bill (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Mary B, Allen; 
A bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Townsend; 
= A _ (H. R. 5944) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
iverly; 
A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; 
A bill (H. R. 6407) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
5S. Brockett; 
A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Annie Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Kellogg: 
A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Lydia A, Tryon; 
A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo C. 
Rembaugh; 
A bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to Emma C. 
Stephenson; 
as bill (H. R. 7158) granting an increase of pension to Levi S. 
arrott; 
A bill (H. R. 7159) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
C. Sawyer; 
A bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Clarence S. Hall; 
; A = (H. R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George 
». Cole; 













A bill (H. R. 7327) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
N. Paine; 

A bill (H. R. 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 

A bill (H. R. 7329) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Swenson; 


A bill (H. R, 7553) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
M. O'Linn; 

A bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Claussen; 

A bill (H. R. 7621) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M., Leslie; 

A bill (H. R. 8141) granting a pension to Sarah J. Peddycoart; 

A bill (H, R, 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 

A bill (H. R, 8218) granting a pension to Mary E. Lacey; 
Pe. bill (H. R. 8254) granting an increase of pension to Marie L. 

pgar: 

A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 

A bill (H. R. 8689) gtanting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 





oyt; 

A bill (H, R. 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Sharrard; 

A bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Westfield; 

A = (H. R. 9043) granting an increase of pension to David S. 
Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon: 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harri- 
60n; 

A bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Irving Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 9502) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. 
La Mott; 

A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Briggeman; 

A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 
: * bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
*, Dennis: 
wit _ (H. R. 9839) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. 

ood; 

A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer; 

A bill (H. R, 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 


















Crotsenburg;: r 
A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to George 
Friend; 






A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 
W. T. Ridlon; 
= — (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
. Riden;* 
ait bill (H. R. 10607) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
ishbrow; 
A bill (H. R, 10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
O'Connor; 
A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W, Tester- 
man; 
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A bill (H. R. 10749) granting a pension to Henry L. White: 
A bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Raine, 
A bill (H. R. 10758) granting a pension to Sallie B. Wilson: | 
A bill (H. R. 10761) granting an increase of pension to Oliy,, 
| H. Cram; . 
A bill (H. R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Mar 
V. B. Winkler; 
A bill (H. R. 10815) granting a pension to Lucius K, Smalli; 
A bill (H. R, 10834) granting an increase of pension to Mich», 
| Dempsey: 
A bill (H. R, 10847) granting an increase of pension to Bets, 
| A. Summers; 





A bill (H. It, 10856) granting an increase of pension to Sa 
A. Robinson; 
A bill (H. R, 10872) granting an increase of pension to Caro 
Bueller; 
A bill (H. R. 10878) granting an increase of pension to Id, J, 
| Peixotto; 
| 


til 


A bill (H. R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to Jo 

hitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 
H, Eastman; and 

A bill (H, R. 11145) granting a pension to William @. Chandler, 


n 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILLY 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the co))si 
eration of the bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jun» 

| 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 
Mr. PENROSE. I offer an amendment to the pending bil! 
Mr. ALDRICH. What has become of the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]}? 
; The PRESIDENT pfo tempore. It was laid by for the present. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the chairman of the committee 


| to ask that it be disposed of now. 
Mr. PENROSE. I have just offered an amendment which has 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from New Ham) 
| = offered an amendment which the Chair understood was !aid 
aside. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. That is the amendment now pending, | under- 
| stand. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the amendment pending. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
| to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. r. President, while we are discuss 
| ing the propriety or the impropriety of appointing this commis- 
sion an otver commissions of the kind it seems to me not ina) 
| propriate that the attention of the Senate should be called to some 
legislation we have had heretofore. 

In 1898 the Senate made an appropriation for an exposition at 
Paris, a proposition to call the attention of the world to the com- 
mercial advantages of the United States and to advance the com- 
mercial interests of the United States. We made a number o! 
appropriations to carry out that purpose, and we had certain re- 
strictions in the appropriations, to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate now. Among others there is this: 

It shall be the duty of the Commissioner-General to report to the President 
| for transmission to Congress at the beginning of each regular session, a ( 
| tailed statement of the expenditures incurred hereunder during the t\ 
| months preceding; and the Commissioner-General is hereby required. w it }))1 


| four months after the close of said exposition, to make full report of the: 
| sults thereof, as herein required, etc. 


not yet been read. 
| 


| Now, it was the duty of the Commissioner-General, at the |x 

| ginning of this session of Con , under that law, to make a 
| detailed statement of his expenditures during the twelve months 
preceding. I hold in my hand a paper transmitted by the Pres! 
| dent of the United States to the Senate, a message signed by tlie 
President of the United States, which is as follows: 


| To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Mr. Ferdinand W. Peck, («' 2 
missioner-General of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1900, dats! 
November 17, 1899, submitting a detailed statement of the expenditur 

curred under authority of law. 








WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, April 2, 1900. 


This transmits a letter from Mr. Peck, in which he says in the 
beginning: 
In accordance with the act of Congress providing for the participati) 
| the United States in the Paris Exposition of 1900,I submit herewith for trs 


mission to Con “A detailed statement of the expenditures incurres 
under said act during the last twelve months. 


On the next page but one appears the statement. This ‘detailed 
statement” consists of eleven items, and I wish to call the atten: 
tion of the Senate to it: 





1900. 


_ 


tat nditures made from appropriation for Paris Exposition of 
ar, rom November 15, 1398, to November 1, 1899, as submitted by Frederick 
Brockett, secretary and disbursing officer. 
Galaries Of ORPOTUB-a0.even--n- -neverenecenses caneeseeseeseeceee coeeees 
Salaries of clerks ---.-- Re ee 
Officers’ salaries 
Salaries of employees 


$72, 045. 14 
34, 929. Lh 
17, 765. 08 
2, 732. 27 













Traveling @XPeCNses ..-~ ~.---------------- ae ye 
a Sow nae peeene se s neces -ececssce oD, O84. 91 
Boe Chicago, Paris, and Now York «..... .--.0<-0-0 000-00 seen ee eens 13, 456. * 
MITTILUYC «~~ <2 ence cere en anes eee eee nnn ne cee teen ene enn ee eee een ee es 7, 252. 69 
a aonery GENE PIUNINE «ooo 05s cco concen cnc cew cece occas cocccecnsoses 5, 4003. v5 
Telegraph and GRD. <cecccdcccccwecoceccnccn cc ces coco cecccceccceccce 1, 775. 00 
MiscellaM@OUS ...--0--++ eee eee<eeecee seen sn ners were scene sne eee 19, 400. 46 | 


Total 


Here is a proposed detailed statement of expenditures, amount- 
ing to $240,683.51, which consists of eleven items. 
port came 
the law and I offered a resolution r ; 
authorized by Congress to disburse public funds, to make a mo:e 
detailed statement, and I have the response to that resolution. 
The resolution I offered was as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
tothe Senate for its information the detailed statement of expenditures of 
the Commissioner-General cf the United States to the Paris Exposition of 
1900, as provided for under the act of 1808 creating the office of “‘ Commissioner- 
General to the Paris Exposition, and for other purposes."’ BF 

Resolved further, That said detailed statement should, in the opinion of the 
Senate, state the number and names, places of residence, and salary paid to 
experts, clerks, officers, and employees, and should in like manner set out the 
details of other expenditures. 

In reply to that the President sends a statement which brings 
the expenditures up to December 31,1899. Theexpenditures under 
the first report were down to November 1, 1899. Now, the ex- 
penditures reported up to December 31, 1899, which runs two 
months longer than they had gone before, amount to $396,700.22, 
There seems, then, to have been expended in that two months 
$156,067.29. There was a balance over when this appropriation 
was first made of $1,286,000.24 that went to this exposition under 
thelaw. In the sundry civil act of July 1, 1898, there was appro- 
priated for the international exposition $200,000; in the sundry 
civil act of March 3, 1899, for the internationale tion, $750,000; 
in the sundry civil act of March 3; 1899, for buildings, $20,000, and 
by the same act for jurors, $60,000, and by the same act for the 
Lafayette monument, $50,000. Then, in this year, as Senators will 
see, the amount is somewhere in the neighborhood of $1,200,000. 

Now, the report made by this officer, who was required to make 
a detailed statement of his expenditures, amounts to less than 
$400,000, accounted for up to the Ist of January last, and yet in 
the last urgent deficiency bill the Committee on Appropriations of 
this body brought in a deficiency of $169,500, and it was put in 
the bill and passed here. Where was the remainder of the mil- 
lion and aquarter of dollars that had been ss and which 
does not seem to have been accounted for 
coming to the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator to state what would be the 
sum total of the appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The total amount of appropriations 
up to this time is $1,448,786.24, but that includes the $169,500 
which was embraced in the urgent deficiency bill which we passed 
only two or three weeks . Leaving that out, there was about 
a million and a quarter dollars that had been appropriated; and 
on the Ist of January this detailed statement required by the law 
shows only an expenditure of less than $400,000. I ask the Senate 
and the Committee on Appropriations where is the balance of the 
$800,000? Where is the necessity for an urgent deficiency appro- 
priation of $169,500? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senate has gotten into 
a practice of allowing things to go at loose ends. There was a 
paragraph in the Post published in this city only a day or twoago 
to which I will call the attention of the Senate. How much truth 
there is in it Ido not know, but this purports to be a telegram 
coming from Paris under date of May 29. It says: 

The official career in Paris of Mr. Ferdinand W. Peck, Commissioner- 
General of the United States to the world’s fair, is not a shining success. 
There has been friction in the commission for some time. The official family 


is not a happy one, but is t into cliques, and this condition has resulted in 
crimination and recrimination. 
; Stories of extravagance in the national building, of unwarranted travel- 
ne oxpenses, and excessive salary allowances have been rife for some time, 
= the scandalous charge is openly made that employees have profited from 
1 sale of privil in connection with the American exhibit. Complaints 
on the part of exhibitors have been very numerous. 
HOW HE PRACTICES ECONOMY. 


t Commissioner Peck has recently been curtailing the salary list, because 
he Government at Washington demanded full details of expenditures. Ho 


has also refused to pay some bills, which he claims are exorbitant, but | 
urgen 


which have been y pressed. 


From the Washington Post of May 29 I clipped the following: 
Briefly summarized, the main charge is that certain officials of the Ameri- 
= department of the Paris tion are allotting space to the highest bid- 
ers, and are applying this extra money to their personal use. The complaint 
is made in these words: 
The French Government gives the space free of cost to foreign exhib- 


When this re- | 
to the Senate I felt that it was not a compliance with | 
uiring this man, who was | 


y this official report | 
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itors, but some of the representatives of our Government, baving supervi 
sion of United States sections, make the exhibitor pay whatever can be ex 
torted from him ($150 and upward) before he is allowed to exhibit. As ther: 
are 7,000 exhibitors and over, the field for operation is enormous. Some ot 
the exhibitors refuse to be held up, while others submit for fear of being 
compelled to remove their exhibits, 

It seems that the Senate did not act a day too soon in adopting 
a resolution requiring that this officer shall make a detailed state- 
ment, as he had been required by the law to do when the very 
first appropriation was made for this purpose, and which had 
been, it seems to me, absclutely disregarded by this officer. 

We know what a detailed statement is, Mr. President. When 
we require the officers of this body to make a statement of the 
money that comes into their bands, they are expected to put every 
cent down, to what purpose it went, where it was used and how, 
giving the name of the individual who had the benefit of it and 
the date and the place. The items sometimes do not amount to 
25 cents. Pages of the report are taken up in making these de 
tailed statements. And yet when Mr, Ferdinand W. Peck comes 
to comply with the requirements of this statute and to make a 
detailed statement of his expenditures, telling us where he placed 
$240,000, he says: ‘‘ Salaries of experts, $72,045.14.” 

When his attention is called to it by the State Department and 
he is made somewhat nervous and restless about it, he sends in 
another report, and I am not surprised that there should be talk 
in Paris about unnecessary extravagance and wasteful expendi- 
tures and an immense expense account, The first item given in 
this more detailed statement, coming down to the Ist of January, 
two months later than the other, is as follows: ° 

Ferdinand W. Peck; title or official capacity, Commissioner- 
General; initial date of compensation, July 22, 1898; salary, $8,000 
a year; total salary paid, $11,031.24; total expense for travel, 
$3,724.73, making a total of $14,755.97, 

The next officer is the Assistant Commissioner-General, who has 
drawn $7,972.83 of salary and $4,079.46 for traveling expenses. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, these expenditures may be all 
right. This traveling may have been done. It may have cost 
this great commissioner as mnuch as $3,000 to make a trip from 
Paris out to the seacoast and back, or he may have had to come 
to the United States on several occasions; but it seems to me a 
man could have done a deal of traveling at any reasonable ex 
pense, such as an officer of a republic ought to incur, for this 


| amount of $3,724.73 in a year’s time. 


I hope Senators will look at this detailed statement. There 
are some of these names that are striking. I have no idea what 
they stand for. I donot know what they mean. The next officer 
after the one I read is Mr. Frederick W. Brackett. He is the dis- 
bursing officer. He has drawn a salary of $6,163, and traveling 
expenses of $1,938.75. 

Next after him appears the name of Mr. Paul Blackmar. He 
is ‘‘director of affairs.” whatever that may be. He is in Chi- 
cago. What particular affairs he is directing in Chicago I have 
no idea, and there seems to be no report coming from the Govern- 
ment to show what particular affairs he may be directing. The 
next man is F. J. V. Skiff, director of mines. Where he is domi- 
ciled does not appear. 

Mr. TELLER. In Paris. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suppose perhaps heis. Then F’. E. 
Drake, who is director of machinery and electricity, who has 
drawn $4,475.66 total salary paid and $3,587.75 traveling expenses. 
The traveling expenses are nearly as much as the salary, which it 
$3,600 a year. I suppose he is at Paris. It does not indicate 
where he is located. The next is Mr. A. S. Capehart, who is a 
director. I do not know what heis a director of, It does not gay. 

Then we have a consulting architect at Paris, and a director of 
exhibits, who, I presume, is at Paris. Mr. Charles Richards 
Dodge is the next who comes along. He is director of agricul- 
ture, and he is domiciled at Washington. He may have very im- 
portant services to render in connection with the Paris Exposi- 
tion to be a resident of Washington as a director of agriculture; 
I do not know; but it seems to me that there should be some sort 
of official reports to show something about what these gentlemen 
do. There is not very much agriculture to be directed in Wash- 
ington,in my opinion, and I doubt whether the services of this gen- 
tleman have amounted to as much as his salary, which is $3,578, 
comes to. He has incurred traveling expenses to the amount of 
$1,015.07, from which I infer that he has not confined his time ex- 
clusively to Washington. 

Mr. TELLER, May I interrupt the Senator to ask him if that 
report shows what these people get as annual salaries in each case? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; in each case, and the date 
of appointment. 

Mr. TELLER. From the Commissioner down? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the Commissioner down; each 


one. 
Mr. TELLER, I wish the Senator would give it to us once 
more. 


Mr, JONES of Arkansas. 


The Commissioner gets $8,000 a year, 
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The date of his appointment is July 22, 1898. The total salary he | 


had received up to the 3ist of December last was $11,031.24, and 
his traveling expenses at the same time were $3,724.73. The date 
of this man’s appointment is put down herein compliance with the 
resolution. Itseems that the requirement of law that there should 
be a detailed statement made of these expenditures was not suf- 
ficient to bring a statement of this kind from the Government 
until it was directly ordered by the Senate. When that was done, 
we learn by the papers that the result is that Mr. Peck, the Com- 
missioner, has recently been curtailing the salary list because the 
Government at Washington demanded full details of the expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are the salaries fixed by statute? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; they are not, 

Mr. ALLEN, How are they fixed? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They are fixed by Mr. Peck there. 

Mr. ALLEN. At just whatever he pleases? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Just whatever he pleases. And in 
the report he made first, in reporting the details of the expendi- 
tures, he reported clerk hire, for instance, $72,000, without giving 
the name of any clerk or the number of clerks, without giving the 
expenses of asingle human being, without saying what amount 
of salary was paid to any individual; and yet he sent it to the 
President of the United States and the President transmitted it to 
Congress, calling it a detailed statement of these expenditures. 

Mr, President, it is time that things of that sort should cease, 
Now, while I am talking about this, it brings another matter to 
my mind, which I will interject right here. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator let me, right here, refer to one 
matter? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Iam afraid that the Paris Exposition in its man- 
agement is a bad performance. I do not know that it is so, but I 
am afraid of it. However, as the Senator has referred to the ur- 
gent deficiency bill, reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
and passed in the Senate and in the House, so that it became a 
law, | want to explain to him that the large part of that deficiency 
was for additional buildings, which the papers and the statement 
which the committee had to take showed were necessary to the 
success of the exposition. 

One hundred and sixty-nine thousand five hundred dollars, of which 
amount not exceeding $96,500 may be expended for buildings and appurte- 
manors, inclating fire protection, pier landings, approaches, and other con- 

The committee thought that in the course of the life of the ex- 
position there ought to be granted not exceeding $15,000 for the 
exhibit of negro education and industry; a new matter, very much 
urged by associations and proper influences in the direction of 
recognizing the colored element in the exposition. The commit- 
tee gave that. 

Not exceeding $15,000 may be expended for an exhibit of negro education 
and industry, and not exceeding $25,000 may be used for contingent expenses 
of the Commissioner and audited on his certificate. 

That made up the large amount of the appropriation. I re- 
ported the bill from the committee. I do not remember whether 
any discussion was had or any question was raised at the time; 
but these are the reasons why the additional sum was given by 
the committee in that appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). TheSenator from Arkansas will please suspend for a mo- 
ment. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrec- 
tion in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded 
by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 
the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be laid 
aside in order that the consideration of the pending bill may be 
proceeded with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Maine for his explanation as to the $169,000; but now 
what I desire to call to the attention of the Senate is this item in 
the appropriation bill of March 3, 1899, when there was appropri- 
ated for buildings $200,000; and in the report made in November 
last the expenditure reported for buildings was $38,647.91; which 
would leave over $150,000 of the $200,000 not expended, so far as 
any report made to Congress is concerned, 

Mr. HALE. I suppose, like ordinary business transactions, at 
any given time it does not follow because no more money is 
needed that all the bills which had previously accrued had been 
paid. I presume from time to time these bills are paid; and it is 
ascertained at a given time, as in the case of the bill just referred 
to, that more money is needed for the completion of buildings, 





and there are probably bills out for thousands and tens of thoy. 
sands of dollars that have not been paid. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the fcnator state the amoun: 
appropriated for buildings? 77 

Mr. HALE. Not morc than $96,500, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amount appropriated a year ago 
for these buildings was $200,000, and I presume that was consj,\- 
ered at that time to be sufficient for the buildings for this expos). 

tion. Now, when only $38,000 of the $200,000 has been spent, the 
Commissioner comes to the Senate and gets an additional apyro- 
priation of $96,000 for the item of buildings. 7 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, the $200,000 appropriated for 
buildings appeared to be too small for the buildings that wor, 
actually constructed there, or in process of construction, It wag 
stated to us, and I have no doubt it is true, that as to the agricy). 
tural building some $50,000 additional was needed. That the com. 
inittee, at least, was satisfied ought to be constructed for the pur- 
pose of making the — agricultural exhibits. So that adds to 
the item previousiy made $16,000, although there were some ot}icy 
small items. Those appropriations were not in lump, but they 
were for particular purposes. Therefore, although there was 
large balance on hand when the urgent deficiency bill passed, t))a+ 
balance could not be used for the purpose of completing those 
buildings. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the balance appropriated for 
bnildings certainly may be used for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly. The buildings were not com- 
— until very near the time for the opening of the exposition, 

do not remember when the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill was passed, but it was represented to us, and I have no doubt 
properly, that those buildings had to be completed at least a 
month or two before the exposition opened, which was on the 
ist of May. So the fact was that only $38,000 had been ex- 
pended in November. Therefore, there was good reason why in 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill we should provide for 
necessary additional expenses, all of which had to be met cer- 
tainly by the 1st day of March. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I[ am obliged to the Senator from 
Iowa, and I agree with him fully that if the committee thought 
it was wise to increase the amount of the appropriations for 
buildings it was proper to put the provision in an appropriation 
bill and to increase the amount. But what I am criticising is the 
fact that these large amounts of money are in the hands of this 
commissioner and that they are not accounted for according to the 
law as written in the appropriation bill, which was reported by 
the Senator from Iowa and passed. I believe the law was as 
wisely framed as it could be framed. I think the man who exe- 
cuted the law was bound to see and know his duty, and if he had 
been inclined to make the detailed report that the law requires 
him to do all the facts would have been in the hands of the Sen- 
ate and be fully understood. 

I am not criticising the Committee on Appropriations, and I do 
not want to be understood as insinuating that they did not act 
wisely in making additional appropriations for buildings, if there 
was a necessity for doing so; but what seems to me strange is. 
when there was more than $150,000 which had been appropriated 
and had not been accounted for, that they should come here and 
ask for an increase of $100,000 without stating the facts fully, so 

as to show where the large part of this money hadgone. No busi- 
ness man who was having a building constructed would allow the 
contractor who is building it to draw on him for a large adii- 
tional amount without first showing what he had done with the 
money which had been already put in his hands. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator know what the business of 
this person was before his appointment as Commissioner? Waslie 
a business man, or what was he doing? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no idea about that. 

Mr. STEWART. If he was a business man, the course he has 
pursued would put him under suspicion of dishonesty; and if he 


| is honest, it would show his ignorance. 


Mr, JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe it is wise to allow 4 
disbursement of public money by officers who do not account 
promptly for everything they handle. We did two years ago 4 
thing which, while I do not understand the facts exactly. as 
ever since given me some trouble. I hope the Senator from !owa 
can tell me whether there has ever been a published account of 
what use was made of the $50,000,000 which Congress, in its en- 
erosity, placed absolutely at the disposal of the President about 
the time of the beginning of the war against Spain. : 

I saw.a statement that some of the money had gone to the Wart 
Department, some to the Navy Department, and certain other sums 
to other Departments. The air was full of rumors of the most 
—— and unreasonable expenditures which had been mace 
out of that $50,000,000 for things here and there that were not 
worth one-half the sums paid for them; and, so far as I know, 
there has been no report yet made to Congress showing whether 
this $50,000,000 was wisely and judiciously used or not, I believe 
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the President of the United States is personally an honest and up- 
right man, and I do not believe that he has ever permitted any 
misappropriation of public funds, if he knew it; but when the 
public have trusted him by an act of Congress with the absolute 
use of $30,000,000, which he was to use at his discretion and which 
he had unlimited power to disburse in any way he saw fit, after 
¢he war was over and after the excitement had subsided, there 
should be some report made by the different Departments showing 
where this money went and for what purposes it was used. 

There are constant charges going around here. We all saw in 
the Post this morning a statement about the purchase of a yacht 
by the Government, managed through political influences in New 
York, that $80,000 was paid for a yacht which had cost $45,000 
and which the Government almost immediately afterwards of- 
fered to sell for $25,000, and that certain politicians had gotten 
$25,000 for making that sale to the Government. I believe there 
ought to be such reports made by the War Department, the Navy 
Department, and the Treasury Department as would put all these 
slanderous statements, if they be slanderous, at rest, and show 
the falsity of these insinuations that are constantly being made 
that money is being used in this sort of way. 

| refer, Mr. President, in what I have said toa paragraph, which 
I presume all Senators read, in the Washington Post of this morn- 
ing. Itis entitled “‘ Yacht sold to Uncle Sam—Judge-elect Hazel 
helped to engineer the deal, with great profit.” It is taken from 
a Buffalo special to the New York Tribune. Whether there is 
any truth in this story I know not. I hope there is not one word 
of truth init. I call attention to it now simply as an illustration 
of what I mean when I say that there should have been a full and 
complete accounting, whether the law requires it or not, and the 
reports of the Government officials ought to show where every 
dollar of this $50,000,000 went. The people have a right to know 
what becomes of the public funds, and we ought to know what 
has become of the money we put in the hands of the President. 
This special to the New York Tribune says: 


[Buffalo special to the New York Tribune.] 


The Buffalo Express to-morrow morning will print some letters concern- 
ing the alleged activity of John R. Hazel, candidate for United States dis- 
trict judge, in selling a yacht belonging toa Democratic politician to the Gov- 
ernment during the Spanish war, for a commission of $5,000, a work said to 
be his only experience with admiralty law. 

It will also publish a detailed account of the interview between its reporter 
and Mr. Hazel, and the latter’s refusal either to affirm or deny his share in 
the transaction. The reporter showed the letters to Mr. Hazel, and he read 
them in part, but declined to discuss them, though he was assured that any 
answer he had to make would be printed with the letters. The documents 
shown to Mr. Hazel were a letter from George E. Matthews, of the Express, 
to ex-Congressman Mahany and the latter’s reply. They are as follows: 


BUFFALO, N. Y., May 24, 1900. 


My Dear Mr. MAnANY: At this late day I am surprised to learn, on the 
best authority, that John R. Hazel denies that he told you that he had re- 
ceived $5,000 for his services in selling the yacht of Mr. Conners to the Gov- 
ernment. The statement was made ait in a public speech at the Concert 
Hall on September 12 last; was reported in the Express, as shown in the an- 
nexed slip; was also reported in the same words in the Buffalo Evening News 
and the Buffalo Evening Times, and in substantially the same words in the 
Buffalo Review. It was not denied at that time, though the newspapers gave 
Mr. Hazel the es usual in such cases. On the contrary, Mr. Hazel 
admitted to certain people that he had made the statement to you. Those 

ple-it is not convenient for me to summon. Therefore, to justify the 
xpress for the peoecicn. I have to ask you to restate the circumstances 
in the matter, and also, if you will, to let me know whether there were any 
other parties to the conversation. 
ery sincerely, yours, \ 
GEORGE E. MATTHEWS. 
To the Hon. ROWLAND B. MAHANY. 


BuFFALO, N. Y., May 24, 1900. 

My Dear Mr. Matrnews: Your letter of this morning is at hand, and I 
am astonished to learn that Mr. Hazel has denied to anyone his conversation 
with me regarding the sale of the Conners yacht. Shortly after the trans- 
action Imet Mr. Hazel,on my return from Washington, at the Iroguois Hotel, 
and among other matters we discussed, the question of the fmm deal came 
up. I taxed him with having taken advantage of his political position in sell- 
ing a yacht to the Government for an exorbitant price—twice what the ves- 
sel was worth. He laughed and said that I took an extreme view of the mat- 
ter; that he was in business, and it was all right for him to sell the yacht if 
he could, and that he had not gotten as much out of it as he ought to have 
received, all things considered. I answered that he got enough, according to 
popular report, and then asked him how much he really did get. 

Well, "he replied, “there are so many stories about the matter that I 

Suppose it is just as well to set them at rest by the truth in the case. My 

are was *. "0? 

What did the Government give for the yacht,” I asked. 
an, Why, that is a matter of record at the Treasury,” Mr. Hazel answered. 

The purchase price was $80.000." 
* What did Conners fet." I continued. 
‘Sixty thousand dollars,” was the answer. 
Where did the other $15,000 go,” I inquired. 

Mr. Hazel laughed, and said, “Oh, come, now; I can't tell all about it,” or 

words to that effect. 


youre acknowledge,” I said, ‘that you personally received $5,000 as 


havemeah he said; ‘‘I was a fool not to have asked more, for I could easily 
Bi ell,” I said; “I don’t take the same view of these things that you do.” 

re a you don’t; I guess we never will agree on anything,” was his 

Mhis is the conversation as it took 


: lace in the presence of at least one repu- 
ta'e witness, who will substantiate {t 


tsaccuracy, if necessary. I think there 
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were also some other gentlemen present who 
the conversation 
Sincerely, yours, 


remember the ocenrrence and 


ROWLAND B. MAHANY. 
The Hon. Grorae E, MATTHEWS, 
Kditor of the Ex} ress, Bi fal 1 N. Y. 


Attached tothe letter of Mr. Matthews shown to Mr. Hazel was an excerpt 
from a public apace made by R. B. Mahany, for several terms and up to last 
ri 

e! 


year the ae slican Congressman from the Thirty-second district 
speech was delivered at the public mass meeting of citizens held in Con 
Hall last September. It was printed word for word in the Buffalo Ne 
Republicanevening paper; the Buffalo Times, a Democratic evening pap« 
substantially in the Buffalo Review, a Republican morning paper, the day 
after the meeting. The excerpt is in part as follows: 

“As a member of Congress, my duty was to serve the people, not to 
yachts for Democratic bosses. |Cheers.] Speaking of the yacht 
Mr. Conners's yacht, the Enquirer, cost him $45,000, | am informed 
the influence of John R. Hazel and D. $. Alexander the yacht was s 
Government for the enormous sum of $80,000. Mr. Conners received 80 
according to a statement Mr. Hazel made to me personally, and Mr. Hazel 
said his rake-off was $5,000, and he was sorry he did not ask more, for he lx 
lieved he could have gotit. (Laughter.] History does not record where the 
other $15,000 went. ‘The Government recently relisted the yacht for sale at 
the low figure of $25,000." 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like toask the Senator who is res] 
| sible for the purchase of that yacht? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume it was done by the Navy 
Department, and I presume it was paid for out of the $50,000,000 
about which I was talking just now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If these officers put the price at $80,000 when 
they were buying the yacht, why did they putit at such a low 
figure when they came to sell it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is one thing I should be glad 
to have explained. 

This is not asingular case. There is not a man in the Senate 
who has not been told the name of boat after boat that has been 
bought under circumstances almost identical. Only yesterday I 
met a man in the corridors of this Capitol who told me he knew 
of three vessels, giving the names of one or two, which had been 
offered to the Navy Department for hire at a certain figure, when 
the Department refused to hire them, and subsequently the par- 
ties were admonished that if they would put the vessels that they 
wanted to hire in the hands of a gentleman who had relations 
with the Navy Department, he could probably manage to effect 
an arrangement; and that it was done at an expense twice as 
much as the first — I do not know whether these 
things are true or not, but if these reports were made 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me finish this sentence. 

If these reports were made, as I think they ought to be made, 
| as to where this money has been spent, it would be an easy matter 

to disprove such charges and to furnish the proof thet they are 
untrue, if they are untrue, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I do not think I ought to ask the Senator 
the name of bis informant, but I do think he ought to ascertain 
and state to the Senate what the transaction was, so that there 
can be some opportunity to ascertain whether the facts are so or 

not, and so that they may either be admitted or refuted. 
| 


le 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have given the name in one trans- 
action, 

Mr. CHANDLER. But no name has been given in this case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; but I will warrant that the 
Senator himself has heard charges of this kind, They are made 
all arouwitd; we hear them constantly. I do not know whether 
there is any truth in them or not, but, as I have already stated, it 
the Departments would submit reports as to what was done with 
this money, and those ee were made a matter of public ree: 
ord, it would be easy to disprove any false charges that might be 
made. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I will say tothe Senator that the Navy De- 
partment has made a report of all its purchases, and that the rec- 
ord is full and complete. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of the expenditure of all thismoney? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Of all the purchases the Department has 
made of ships which were necessary; but when they came to sell 

-some of the vessels which had “been bought in an emergency the 
prices had to go down. 

Now, if the Senator will specify any one wrong which he wants 
| to have investigated, anything which he alleges to be wrong or 
anybody tells him is wrong, he knows very well that I will vote 

with him to have it investigated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt of that. The Sena- 
tor knows that if I knew there was anything wrong I would not 
wait for an assurance of that kind to turn daylight onto it. I 
should be glad to have it known at once. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would be better if the Senator, instead of 
railing and making accusations, had undertaken to specify. He 
says somebody has told him of some particular case, but he does 
not tell us who told him. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What accusation did | 
should be glad to have the Senator specify as to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator said that boats had been offered 


make? I 


queer 











6270 


to the Navy Department for hire and had been refused, and after 
some manipulation or other means, by putting the business into 
the hands of some persons, the Navy Department finally bought 
the ships. He had a purpose in telling that; he meant that that 
was wrong. I say he ought to either tell who his informant was 
or what the name of the ship was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I had made the statement, that 
wou'd be true, but I have not made that statement. I said I had 
been told no longer ago than yesterday, in the corridors of this 
Capitol, that such a thing was true. i do not know whether it 
is true or not. I simply used it to illustrate the fact that there 
ought to be a detailed statement, made accessible to the public 
every where, of what was done with that $50,000,000 which we put 
into the hands of the President for the purposes of the Spanish war. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that such an account has been 

wrinted. 

. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If so, my attention has never been 
called to it, and I should be glad to have the Senator furnish it 
to me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator know the name of the man? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did he know the name of the ship? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did. 

a ee Then, the Senator ought to tell the name of 
the ship. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I succeed in finding out the facts 
from the man who told me on yesterday—and he is a reputable 
man, and he stated, according to my belief, what was the truth, 
and told me he thought he could find out the facts—I will be sure 
to tell every word, with the names, the dates, and everything else 
relating to the transaction. Many of these things come to a man 
that are not true. I know that [ have heard plenty of charges 
that 1 was satistied were not true. People get exaggerated ideas 
about these things. But the point I make is this—and I call the 
attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to it—that if a de- 
tailed statement of the expenditure of this money had been made, 
and if it was easily accessible, it would be an easy matter then to 
disprove stories of this kind if they are untrue, and are not well 
founded, by going to the records. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator. that there is a public 
document showing the number of ships bought by the Navy De- 
partment, and the prices paid, and also the names of the ships that 
were purchased. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there not also a statement of the appor- 
tionment of the whole $50,000,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there is so far as the Navy Department 
is concerned, and I think that may be true also as to the War 
Department, but I am not sureof it. So far as that is concerne4, 
it is the easiest thing in the world to get that information. I do 
not know, and have not inquired, but I have no doubt that every 
item of that fifty-million-dollar expenditure can be produced at 
any time if it is desired. 

But so far as the matter is concerned on which the Senator from 
Arkansas is now speaking, all the information is accessible in a 
printed document, the number of which I have not at hand, which 
shows all the ships purchased, the prices paid, by whom paid; and 
all the ships that were chartered are included in another docu- 
ment by the War Department. So that, as respects these vessels 
which seem to be the subject of complaint, there is full and accu- 
rate information regarding the cost and use of all of them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very glad to know that. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. lLholdin my hand Senate Document 110, being 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response 
to resolution of the Senate of January 8, 1900, a statement from 
the Paymaster-General of the Navy, showing the allotments to 
the Navy Department from the $50,000,000 appropriated by Con- 
gress under the act approved March 9, 1898, entitled ‘“‘An act 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior 

ears,” etc. ’ 
. This document contains a complete statement in detail of every 
vessel purchased and every dollar expended in the Navy Depart- 
ment out of the $50,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is also true as to the War Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very glad the Senator from 
Michigan has that document, and I hope he will put it in the 
Record complete, because I have not seen that document. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is Senate Document No. 110. 

Mr. BURROWS. © Senator wants to put it in the Recorp, 

Mr. TILLMAN. t is the aggregate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-seven million three hundred and fifty- 
six thousand eight hundred and sixty-three dollars and sixty- 
. eight cents. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. That leaves about $23,000,000 entirely unac. 
counted for. Let us have it all. j 

Mr, BURROWS. I will read the document: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 2%, 1 

Sik: Replying to the resolution of the Senate, dated January 8, 1;x) 
ques the Secretary of the Navy to inform the Senate what port; 
the $50,000,000 appropriated by Congress under the act approved Ma; 
1898, entitled “An act making appropriations to supply urgent deficien:;; 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, foo, and for 
years, and for other purposes,” was assigned to and expended by or 
the direction of the Navy Department, I have the honor to transmit herew |: 
a statement, pre by the Paymaster-General of the Navy, showin, :),, 
allotments to the Navy Department from the above-mentioned apr: 
tion and the expenditures thereunder in detail. The Paymaster Gener, 
forwarding this statement to the Department, reports as follows: 

“Of the $50,000,000 for national defense appropriated under the a f 
March 9, 1898, the President allotted $29,973,274.22 for the use of this Dey arr 
ment. The expenditures to date aggregate $27 356,863.68, and obligations 
amounting to about $1,180,000 are still outstanding, which when paid \ 
make the total expenditures by the Navy under this appropriation &. °:) 
863.68, leaving an unobligated balance of $),456,410.54 to ultimately turned 
back into the surplus fund of the Treasury.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam very glad to get that document, 
Now, I should like to have my attention called to another docy- 
ment, showing what has become of the balance of the $50,000 1), 

Mr. LODGE, Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE, Every vessel bought under that emergency ap- 

ropriation by the Navy Department was bought only after a 

ard of naval officers had examined the ship and recommen 

the purchase, and it was boughtat the price recommended by the 
board of naval officers who had examined the ship. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have some Senator 
refer me to the other document which will account for the other 
$20,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I remember seeing a document which con- 
tained a statement of the expenditures made in our insular posses- 
sions, which were paid from thatfund. Ido not know the num 
ber of the document; but it is very easy for the Senator from 
Arkansas to write out a resolution, which he can do in a few 
minutes, asking the President of the United States for this in{v 
mation, and it will no doubt be very promptly furnished. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that there have been reports 
made showing the expenditure of the whole of this $50,000,000). | 
have within the last two or three weeks asked a number of Sena- 
tors, who know more about these things than I do, if there has 
been such a report made; and, I think, among others, I asked the 
Senator from lowa i. ALLISON], a gentleman to whom [ usually 
go about things of that kind; and he told me there had been a re- 

ort made as to the distribution of the $50,000,000, as I understood 

im, but that he did not know of any report made here as to thie 
expenditure; and I do not know of it. 

was simply discussing the matter of the failure of this account- 
ing officer at Paris to account promptly and in accordance with 
law for the moneys in his hand, and I mentioned this thing as an 
instance showing the reason why there should bea complete report 
made here of expendi*ures. [ hope there are reports already 
made which will explain where every dollar of the $50,000,000 
went, so that as to the exorbitant prices paid for vessels we can at 
least have a start, a beginning, in order to ascertain what was paid 
and so that proper inquiries may be instituted. I think there 
should be such a report, if it has not been made; and if it has 
been made, I shall endeavor to find it. 

Mr. HALE. There is a report so far as the purchase of the 
ships for transport service in the Army and in the Navy are con 
cerned, There is a report on file in each Department, giving « |is 
of the ships, their size, classification, and the amount paid for 
them—a report made to either the House or the Senate, whic hus 
been printed, so that the documents cover that part of the case 
referred to by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator will allow me, I will call his 
attention to a document, No. 145, which is a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in mse to resolution of the Senate of January 
8, 1900, as to what portion of the $50,000,000 appropriated by (vn- 
gress under the urgent deficiency appropriation act approved 

arch 8, 1898, for the purposes of national defense, was assign! 
to and expended by or under the direction of the War Depart: 
ment, which reads: 


: 
r 





WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, February °, ! 


Sir: In response to the resolution of the United States Senate dated (0 

uary 8, 1900, poqpesting information as to what portion of the $50.000.\' 

sropriated by Congress under the urgent deficiency act approved Mar:'\*. 

898, for the purposes of nati defense, was ned to and expended !y 
or under the direction of the War Department, I have the honor to trans 
herewith a consolidated statement showing the net amounts allotted by '' 
President to the Secretary of War and the several bureaus of the War |e 
partment, the net sums withdrawn from the Treasury by each, and the uncer 
pended balances remaining to the credit of the War Department. 


Mr. TILLMAN. What is the amount? 
Mr. BURROWS. I will look and see, 
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. ALLISON. Will theSenator allow me? Senate Document Mr. ALLISON. The whole document 

No. 250 is a communication from the Secretary of War relativeto| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The list of vessels. 

; jort ships pure *hased and charter parties for the use of ves- Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

at and Document No. 110 , , Mr. JONES of Arkansas, If itis not very voluminous. I! 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have it go into the I will not insist upon it , 
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RECORD. The lists referred to are as follows: 
A t of vessels built or purchased by the Quartermaster’s Department sii March 4, 1897, excl thos hased for the A f 9 ts 
naportation ‘reooel ts to the a with Spain, showing their na: a. oan, ‘i whom built or f i whom purchased, cost, amount ¢ if , 
here each vesse is empl oyed.,. 
E n 4; Built or pur- , ' Repairs, 
; Name. Cines. chased. By or from whom. Cost. amount ex Where employed 
P. | pended. 
q o- nee noe aia RSS ane el 
, General Hancock. .-.- Ferryboat ....... eo 5 oy SP ikakiiawediins onsets cnc $31, 165. 00 $2,911.01 | Governors Island, New ¥ 
. Harbor 
General Hunt ......--| Steam tug ......-|....-d0-........... | R. M.Spedden & Co................ 26, 687.00 |...... Fort McHenry, Md. 
Magic ee a EE. «.« <Hacin OO snctcs cnacse | Fulton Engineering and Shipbuild- 4, 600. 00 130.25 | San Diego Barracks, Cal. 
; | ing Works. | . ; 
q CaprOd ..----ceever-=-]---0 ee eee (RO sathnnnsenns | Gas Engine and Power Co. and Chas 3, 225. 50 235.00 | Fort Dupont, Del. 
q a . ry ury Co., Consolidated. , 
} DJeasontoNn..-..----- ~2--GO 22.204 ---0--] -- 0 GO 2 cnene woeene | nos - DO «on eee coeceeeeee eneeeee---- 375.87 | Washington, D.C 
: M.G. Krayenbuhl-...-|.-...do......--..-. oonnd Siti chibdad ate nesaidbidanGhinibaptinincenese 3 220.00 | Fort oe Va 
I‘ Not named . 4 eceenpecsces |---+- WB woencnsoonrafores = oececveewonces coes cence cece cccees 3, | 35.00 | Fort Barrans as, Fla 
¥ ON he eeee eecese eoeses eee ene~|oe-e © 2 cwcee coccsecces cocees cocccccces o, ‘ ort Preble, Me 
; Bessie May -- a ENG iced o oncee PIS ocean WM IND dcccsncvccers ecancecescescs ; 199.00 | Fort Sereven, Ga. 
} Marth, ..--asuenudas Steam tug .--....|....- Cietuatieene |-z-- ate cenwcitin ee eb aia tioieis , 1,525.00 | Charleston, S.C 
a General Barry -..-.-. di ckisccare |---*- il bayetennaien W.P.& F. V. Drake, New York C ity 10, 000. 3,044.00 | Fort Slocum, N. Y. 
: Lillie . odsulididnell Steam launch....}...- nsehaebainne | Sanders & Haynes, Seattle, Wash ... 1, 850. 00 850.00 | Alaska 
9 Duchesnay .---..--- Se Gddakuibcsess On salsa ailiatibaaetiiies | E.J. Rathbone, agent ................. 10,500.00 |. 222... Do. 
ale Seek i a a ce | la a ee es _ | 112,479.00 9, 525. 13 | 
eet — - | 
The only vessel sold by the ; s Denertnens was the steam tug Atlantic, purchased October 15, 1878. She was condemned as old and wort 
out and sold for $1,509 to McAllister Brothers, New York City, November 23, 1809. 
B List ¢ if vessels purchased by the Quartermaster’s Department for the Army transport service during and since the termination of the» with Spaii 
the names of the vessels purchased, the new names given them, their class, from whom purchased, price paid for them, and cost of refitting and repairing tl 
, ‘ > Purchase Cost of 
Old name. | New name. Class. From whom purchased. on os refitting and Remarks 
| ae repairs 
ax: Rte ras 
‘ | | 
/ Mississippl...ccocesees | Buford ....... | Army transport.| Bernard N. Baker~......- -.e-----| $350,000.00 | $67,821 50) ; 
; ite ck Burnside......... ame a orauciieehedaibis a ee a erniicmilimides | 125, 000.00 | 130, 460 w | 
i Roumanian .. SS RE ee SSO | Austin, Baldwin & Co............-... | 240,000.00 106, 728.7 % 
Mohawk .... Sitti diaes <u nails cieulprmaded | Bernard N. Baker..................-.. 660,000.00 | 328, 458. 69 
Arizona. ... Ve) eee Sneath bancunqantey Northern Pacific aeeey EAeaas : 600, 000.00 543, 516. 28 
Panama...... Seth PEOIIEP cccace cove ee Gi cussdavedies | Captured ............ 41, 000.00 ; 
Clearwater nol Ingalls a spears ae 1¢ ‘learwater Steamship C 0., of J condon | 150), 000.00 | 
ee I |.....do eencca cucace Galveston Steamship and Lighter C 0. 12, 206.00 | Acquired under terms of cha 
| ter. 
Michigan sama Kilpatrick ....... i I a Ci a 2 BG Tis GOS icc cce cecsec cccncee 350,000.00 | = 115, 764.88 
Manitoba .......0..-.- a ke huteweaws | 680,000.00 | 483, 839.33 
Port Victor. .c.ccssans | McUlellan........|..... do............| Irwin, McBride, Catherwood & Co. } 175,000.00) 98, 046.00 
Obdam --| MePherson -..... awit Mibasaeie wadeds Samuel D. Coykendall omen ..| 250,000.00 116,299.70 
Berlin on} MORES... <200. ...-fo0e+ BO -oncce coceee International ee RT axons 400, 000.00 | 374, OOO. 52 
Chester ....caddectinbae | Sedgwick ........ |----- |. do Sita pls auanistind Gabel 200, 000.00 65, 320.48 | 
F Massachusetts.......- ccs ccculesses Pbinumisdencée Bernard N. Baker.......--...- 660, 000.00 | 339, 160. 38 
F Mobile .... ceusseneep Sherman......... bashes ae : do 5 ds 060, 000. 00 526, 064.68 | 
; CUSIERS.... cnesaaeunded  tidiebonclanaad lidéden madver United States ‘Navy Department 160,504.00 | 250,000.00 | Purchase price paid from ap 
| propriation for national d 
‘ 3 } . a | tense, 
Hartford......... SedEE BEET dnceae vevsecisote Dh int taken | Hartford and New York Transporta- | = 150,000.00 48, 827. 48 
; tion Co. 
: Minnewaska.......... ND. 2.5... cnuhenoua a nn ca cseecnensnc | 660,000.00 | 335,265.14 | 
& 
Scandia ... 8) ae ee ee Hamburg-American Line.............) 200,000.00 133, 281, 04 
Bay State .. siete  ciincnisen wit niall ie tliceiie nates Henry L. Higginson, trustee } = 1.00, 000.00 | 61, 632.15 
Columbia .. --| Rosecrans .......|...-.- , North American Mail weeny Co.| 147,200.06 Cicada Purchased Mar. 10, 1900. 
Missouri .. ----| Missouri ......... Hospital ship ....| Bernard N. Baker. - 200,000.00 | 230, 612.95 
John Englis ii odth ne acasshentedtO neces cocvce Marine Steamship Co-.........-.---. | 450,000.00 | 265,591.53 | 
Ed Ward... TT hc accuacenene BREET niccumande Patrick Ward .......-... scansk chee 25, 000.00 | 1,813. 37 | 
Tron King. . Cl i Collier Bros. Co ............ ---| 36,000.00 | 1,841.51 | 
ead Mc Kinley =e diced nn DE cikaddteaate F rederick A. Verdon.... anal 13, 000, 00 3,357.63 | 
SPOR ..20s cede MEE wecenucesesces | Adebet TD Dteainthicdedstietin Long Island Machine and Marine C. 6, 300.00 7 
Co. 
Gentil ... cesnentemane a Lighter.......... | Gustav A. Schwarz .............--- :, 39, 500. 00 1,500.00 | 
Britannia nea nated) ie ea ae Se | Baker- Whiteley Coal Co -............ 40,000, 00 3, 434.71 
Hi C Wateom.......... Reynolds ......../..... TO oid acikea seimaniaia John D. Dailey ......- weed 14,000.00 | 4,381.10 | . 
Query ---screenwnaennes Richardson -..... ae do ............| George H. Hill. : Bichobadl 6, 000.00 | 3, 756. 44 | 
one um King ........ I it atts txstse lc moans Elin tastenee J. B. King Transportation Go.........| 150,000.00 1,311.63 | 
Olympia .....-e00---.| Weitzel «2222222 -]- do ......1..2..| Frederick A. Verdon........ Saidisias 12,000.00 2) 482. 44 | 
a OBIS . .ccsnnensbndidet Williams. ........ EE wiconee dna Co ea 26, 000.00 | >" 500.00 | 
Yee TS ondinaiteaiil peltmore aah a Lauach maids seeee+| Chu Sit Hing Sternberg Too ....... 7, 821.00 
ee 0 SS "a | 7, 963. 20 
wong LOO cceuataacely INIT Gstie acct a0. .OO 00000 co... 7, 821.00 
i tung. ..| Columbus........|-.--- Pi vdinnececses | 6, 936. 00 
= one & ---| Kansas City ..... Lighter ..........!. 12, 324.00 
yee '¢ Pak. Sele idcasnsccalease MO .<.ccccccccs| A Mp OMMED ccccccccccesccccanss------| 38,588.90 
Seattle R ccncneccmccens ee | Dn TL <ccceeeeseeeenseneseans écocnl 7, 821.00 oa Purchased in Maniia. 
© ....cecsccceese a OnE... OO nccaccsnsees | Chas. 8. Robinson......................| 4, 553.00 | 
On Lee : 
Som ai RR id. tans Sl. teenth | Wing Guen & Co..............---- 8, 205. 00 
P. and 0. inact .M.D. No.1 ....| Lighter ..........|....-dO ~~. ...---000 cesses see enseeee--e--| 4, 704. 00 
ghter ...... MD. Hos itl one do ok Se | Shewan 1 ee iadinnte thc caeeeees| 8, 413 0) 
‘ «se cece ieichied 0.3. I oe ie ee saseeee 8,415.50 } 
Retriever ager wenenton -M.D:No.4 2207]--77. iidteeaeas Ai ecdievndhien-cocasanee | 4, 704. 00 
T oye Hehters pail ? wooden ligh nters| a oS Ot eis stb neues veces occa 3,318.00 
, res reported by chief quartermaster: 
Habana, Cuba... (atten 5 eaten sas leet aitdaaiswodibendbladnidincs ie ieccjvieni 22, 995. 18 
ele ee ee pnananatbnctonceanbecsénhectseloacoceseoece 8, 230. 66 
Se rmetrtremess-~nenororenn~~o~-erne"--0-cewenocoreceeeneoreee- ee | 26, 286. 45 


| ; 
ccuttenbedbesccos SEP EntiINEentna=2-eahesnnesiecnsenscscnsercescssevenrnonecesne sonetnl 8, O74, 455. 20 re 5, 189, 093, 80 








CONGR ES SSION A L RECORD—SEN ATE 


May 


EE 


List of vessels chartered for the Army transport service during and since the termination of the war with Spain, showing the names of vessels. th ‘ 


from whom chartered, date of charter, appraised value of each vessel as stated in the charter party, amount paid for services, and total cost « 
vessels for the service to December 31, 1899. 


Name of vessel. | 


Olivette.. 
Alfred W. 
Adria 

Comal .. 


| Steamship .........- 


Tug 


| Steamship | Wes 


Coma! (rechartered).....|.... 


Alamo 


Allegheny -.... 


Jerkshire .~ 
D>. H. Miller 
diussic ... 
Whitney 
Matteawan 
Florida 


Florida (rechartered) - 


San Marcos 
Concho. 
Rio Grande 
Leona 
Vigilancia 
Seguranca 
rizaba .... 
Yucatan 
Seneca 
Sarat ee 
Santia 
City o 
‘ ‘he rokee 
Troquois .. 
Morgan 
Aransas 
Breakwater 
Miami... 


Anne E. ! Steve Bees ae 
Barge 8S. O. No. 77, N. 


Maverick 
Stillwater 
Laura 
Manteo 
Captain Sam 
Cumberland 
Kanawha 
Comanche 
Specialist 


| Steamship 


Lighter 


qecematp ; 


ans - 


Knickerbocker 


Louisiana. . 
Hudson 
Clinton 
Gate City 


City of Macon 
Unionist ..... 


Catania 
Nueces 
Lampasas 
Arkadia 
Nimrod... 
Ora .. 
Wanderer 


La Grande Duchesse..... 


Underwriter 
T apse 
Gladisfen 


Steamship 


Tug 


Gladisfen (rechartered) 


Uto 


James A. Lawrence..... 


Vigilant - 


Lewis Pulver 


Columbia 
Shinnecock 
Fanita 
Bratten . 
Gretche nm 


Chester A. Arthur 


Curry 


De Witt Ivins.............|....- 


Sunset 
‘Transfer 


W. Hi. Vanderbilt . 


Newkirk 
Baxter 


Total 


City of Sydney... 


City of Sydney (rechar- |.....do 


tered). 


Australia ..... 


Colon ... 


Do.... 


Morgan City 


Morgan City 


tered) 


Indiana ....... 


Senator 


(rechar- 


Senator (rechartered) 


pain 


nell cies 


ATLANTIC FLEET. 


From whom chartered. 


Plant Investment Co 

Michael Moran 

stern Union Telegraph Co 

New York and Texas Steamsh _" Co 


Date of | 
charter. | 


. 8,1898 
. 15,1898 


. 21,1898 | 
. 29,1898 |) 
7. 29,1898 if 


Apr. 29,1898 | 


Merchants and Miners’ T ransportation Co-...........!.. .-do 


none 
oie ..do.. 
.-| Southern Pacific Co 
» do 
Miami Steamship Co 
Plant Investment Co 
. dO. 


New Orleans and Belize Royal Mail Greaney Co 


Miami Steamship Co 
W.S. Vanaman 
Standard Oil Company 


W. Chase Spotswood 
| Cumberlanc peemnentp © 0 
' John A. Donald 
Wm. P. Clyde & Co 
Angi er Line ...... 
C oe ell Srnmlp Co 
..ao oe 


Southern Pacific Co 
Angier Line 


Tweedie Trading Co . 
New York and Texas Steamship Co 


do 
New York and Puerto Rico Steamship Co 
i ink ss nsanbarhineoonnese eee oon an rn ee 


New Orleans and Belize Royal Mail Steamship Co...| 


Plant Investment Co 

Louisiana Branch Pilots’ Association 
Plant Investment Co 

vane E. Meyer 


..| H.P. Kirkham 

| Alfred Dutch 

| John Delany 

| John Nichols 
James P. McAllister ................. 
Montauk Steamboat Co...........- 

| James McKay 

| W. D. Munson 

| John E. Reyburn. sna ominienentiical 
Starin Transportation Co 


Moran Towing Co 
P. McGuire 


) FLEET. 


Steamship 


Oceanic Steamship Co 
ningenlidie | — Mail Steamship Co 
~ 


Oceanic Steamship Co ............ ee Ns dae 


Empire Transportation Co 
| Johnson-Locke Mercantile Co 
| Barneson & Chilcott 


Empire pemapentatien Ci EP eccisebehisderensetciene wns 


Pacific Coast Co 


New Orleans and Belize Royal Mail Steamship Co. 
Galveston Steamship and Lighterage Co 
New York and (¢ ‘uba Mail aD Co 


..| Aug. 15, iaaa | 
Aug. 30, 1898 


- do .. 
“May 1, 1898 | 
May 2, 1898 |) 
Mar. 17, 1899 
May 10, 1898 

..do 


“May 13, 1898 


May 14, 1898. 
May 16, 1898 





May 28, 1898 
May 31, 1898 


| June 1, sons 


June 5,1898 


| June 6,1898 


June i0), 1898 
June 13, 1898 


| June 15, 1898 
| June 25, 1898 


Jul y 8, 1898 | 


| July 0. 1898 


| July 11, 1898 i} 30, 000. 00 


Nov. 13, 1898 
| July 20, 1898 
Aug. 10, 1898 
Aung. ll, 1808 | 





May 10, 1808 h $475, 000.00 


Aug. 8, 1899 
May 10,1898 


Mar. 22, . 1899" 


June 3 1899 
May 27,1898 | 


June 7,1898 i 
| Jan. 5, 1899 | 


vane 8, 1898 
| Aug. 13 is00' | 


Valuation 
asstatedin 
charter 
party. 


$350, 000. 00 

70, 000. 00 
400, 000. 00 
400, 000. 00 
350, 000. 00 
350, 000. 00 
350,000. 00 
150, 000. 00 


150, 000, 00 
310, 000. 00 


3090, 000. 00 


300, 000. 00 
450, 000. 00 
250, 000. 00 
450, 000. 00 
500, 000. 00: | 
500, 000. 00 
400, 000.00 | 
400, 000. 00 
400, 000. 00 
400, 000. 00 
300, 000. 00 
400, 000. 00 
300, 000,00. | 
40), 000. 00 | 
150, 000. 00 
225, 000. 00 
17 5, 000.00 
260, 000,00 
10, 000. 00 
25, 000. 00 
25, (10. 00 
125, 000.00 
10, 000. 00 
75, 000. 00 
25, 000.00 | 
20, 000. 00 | 
60, 000. 00 
500,000.00 | | 
195, 000.00 | 
300, 000. 00 
675, 000. 00 | 
800, 000. 00 
150, 000. 00 | 
800, 000.00 | 
300, 000. 00 | 
150, 000. 00 | 
800, 000. 00 
400, 000.00 
400, 000. 00 
150, 000. 00 | 
3, 500. 00 | 
2,000. 00 | 
35,000. 00 | 
1, 000, 000. 00 | 
43, 000.00 | 
150, 000. 00 


| 
250, 000. 00 
40, 000. 00 | 


18, 000.00 
250, 000. 00 


300, 000.00 | 
850, 000. 00 
900, 000. 00 


| 
| 
| 
| 
250, 000. 00 | 
450, 000. 00 
275, 000.00 | 


450,000.00 | 
400, 000.00 | 


Amount 
paid for 
services, 


63, 000. 
78, 000. 
33, 500 
€0, 500. 
74, 800. 
54, 000. 
55, 500. 
78, 600. 
85, 800. 
65, 000. 
71, 500. 
63. 900 
60, 300. 
62, 200, 
57, 600 
51,500 
59, 400 
44, 400 
45, 600 
41, 140.0 
56, 650 
&, 650. 


10. 20), 
21,300. 
58, 240 
48, 500. 
44, 000. 
35, 000. 
35, 600, 
38, 200 
36, 500. 
40, 500. 
35, 625. 
55, 200. 
61, 750. 
39, 650. 
19, 750. 
1, 600. 

70 

14, 740 
70, 800. 
13, 760, 
21, 000. 


5, 670. 


9, 240. 
4, 500. 


§, 225. 


4, 200, 
8,015. 
23, 500 

18, 593. 2 
, 205. 


$226, 500. 


72 , 666 
aa 


77, 250. 


177, 000. 
313, 266. 66 | 
476, 338. 83 


98,340.00 | 


143, 400. 00 | 
469, 166. 66 
584,375.00 }.. 





Rear 
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es 





C.—List of vessels chartered for the Army transport service during and since the termination of the war with Spain, showing the names of vessels, th 
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from whom chartered, date of charter, appraised value of each vessel as stated in the charter party, amount paid for services, etc Continued. , 
PACIFICO FLEET—continued. 
es < = es - — —— - 
| Valuation A secuted paid ts re 
Name of vessel. Class. From whom chartered. a. a paid for | store tocon- 
- party services. | dition on 
- | discharge. 
—_—_—_—_—_—$ ee . 
“ed ee ee Steamship --..-..-..... Pacific Mail Steamship Co ....................<...... June 11, 1898 |) «- | ; | . 
City of eacrechartered)| pare hie icin tieane sppenllll sasesbiasassvpvacsrne@uencwncacccnceconesssenccs Juiy 6.1899 | $500,000.00 | $297, 600.00 $5, 096. 30 
Vale c.onnraves oseueo- Saas GO 2 ncccccccecs cece CEO WORMED WT MRMIINE O60 .. cc ccccecccccceecccnceccs | June 19, 1898 
Valencia (rechartered) -.| need IOS cnces cnsconces 6 SAREE ap UAE ANeechaddbtehdvbowsseeens cacccccenecccl POR Ge 200, 000. 00 256, 250.00 640. 27 
At Sieh aoe TERE sects ws vase dn anlncn acl Wibbcsas sduens Seon axcoesens WebeAconeannes June 17, 1899 || 
Newport...-.-----+-<-0- —— Pacific Mail Steamship Co ........,......--........- June 20, 1898 500, 000. 00 | 470,000. 00 ), BOR. BS 
City of Puebla ..-..-.----- ese Cikeeraanese acsnl MUNNEG GMINEE OD cnacksveccescovnceun evacesecrecacnes June 23,1898 |) gen ong og | 39 ~~ ' 
City of Puebla (rechar- |..... lS anaihinnkne dion ee ed a in acide onwen Aug. 18, Is99 ff u S94, SUV. Or 11,500. 00 
red). 
= sracreagergescazccesne|nees BP sowcraserees -s} vane EE TION bo cancn waveeseeessa ceccecds June 25, 1898 750,000.00 | 122,000.00 | 5, 465. 38 
“tv of Rio de Janeiro....|....-. GO cccocccccces ces. Se ee July 7, 1898 on on an on 
City . Rio de a ae ae ncn ecwees Sept. 12, 1899 490, OVO. OO 197, 250. 00 11, 017, 02 
(rechartered). 
Pennsylvania pi ciiceniennwess tine wn AO ~~ 2000 e0n- eens. Buapire Treneportation Oo .... ..........2...0. 0.200. July 7,1898 450,000.00 } 440,833.33 
Teh. .eeiekbebanenee Sailing ship..........| Alaska Packers’ Association......................- July 11, 98 75, WOU. 00 98, 650. 00 
ee a teri nceeen: Steamship ...........] SAE CREE OID. nutans cw cénanccescccccccewces ..| July 19, 1898 | | 
St. Paul (rechartered) -.-|...-.do............... na Ra ek vanes SGN GShusentdidtece séaceees < cata ouanadl Noy. 7, 1898 375, 000. 00 367, 400.00 | 7,500.00 
SE SCC oe biades epebsiewun - ~ si avesshadeinwnusanudnces vasnvone cee wess-ee-.| Aug. 3.1999 |] 
ee be ae cintuiles benen Je a cccnc cccuccecce oo ee ee ; .---| Jan. 27,1899 — 
Centennial (rechartered)|.-..- ee EP dc eueecdtincsnne keene ngoasntnedhe erences --| July 1,1909 } 100, 000. 00 WS, 20. 0 
Conemaugh.......--.--..- ae eee Empire Transportation Co .............-....-. | Feb. 14,1809 275, 000.00 202, 800.00) 
ig cca ee neteinenes Be St tiots enlaend North American Transportation and Trading Co Feb. 20, 1809 250, 000. 00 40, 5000. 00 200, 00 
Reser elenewal weds De dada venweunulé Alaska Commercial Co. ..............-- Feb. 21,1899 | = 150,000.00 25, 800. 00 
Ce can open FP onsnonnavsce cs | angcee DU cticcninstnudddbiedntiedeenawsacs Mar. 13, 1899 | 60, 000. 00 19, 800. 00 
Charles Nelson.-......--- Peete chudecuanedeecuslowse PEnGedll eaukeu sieede<nadudubéhiusenece« ~----.---| Mar. 25, 1899 |) . an one 1 
Charles Nelson (rechar- |.....do..............-. ara a cetlnit awactis seised Ganbeunatocusknavsesncdcss Sept. 23, 1899 |f 59, 0U0. 00 49, 500. 00 1, 958. 50 
tered). | | 
TA. cin ndiighnd nknese | <osce----] Saginaw Steel Steamship Co ................-...c000e- Apr. 14, 1899 280, 000. 00 142, 800. 00 
Wyefield...-....-.- a eemdeuesnenwes | June 12, 1899 250), 000. 00 130, 650. 00 
Tartar ......---- DF eivines Caos | a ...-| July 4.1899} 450,000.00 230, 650. 00 
CaN. caccinwekdobbese> I oe so. icotbenbetccuasbeonn July 21,1899 | 175,000.00 114, 625. 00 
pS Canadian Pacific Railway Co.............. ila ahi July 22, 1889 375, 000. 00 129, 800, 00 
Port Albert Frank Waterhouse. .................. tn a July 27, 1899 250, 000, 00 04, 500.00 
eer fecene Macondray & Co aerate a gaant aa : Aug. 1.1899 | 350,000.00 91. 800.00 
WEE er Piedbenbexedisyce North American Mail Steamsnip Co. ................. Aug. 3, 1899 250, 000, 00 120, 400,00 
ee Ee aac Dis kieuil ailitenrace eset eM eBid a inde res entivud antiane aa Aug. 25, 1899 200, 000. 00 96, 750. 00 
DORE. id cudeipaecsnee dune —— Ss ccecndcnceucusel PGI EE MIEN OOD. ....-. oe anan cocecscaenco aq ..| Aug. 28, 1899 225,000. 00 100. 800.00 
Sikh.......----00 e-eeeee---|---- OP onnsscntns cusens John Rosenfeld’s Sons ; : a 250) 000. 00 0 200,00 5 any Oh 
ees a —— awtegt M. J. Brandenstein & Co................ eet Sept. 1, 1899 400, 000, 00 50. 500. O00 
TROONDD oncseces occ decsen|s- 0-500 2222 ccccce ceocee | North American Mail Steamship Co-.... : --..-.| Sept. 4, 1899 250. 000. 00 57.200. 00 4825. 0M 
George W. Elder......... an in ccsreeiem etiam | Oregon Railroad and Navigation Co.................. do 250, 000. 00 31, 900, 00 3,473. i 
Si crtictedeiveetindt «oc a od pbeiiinetia | Fred Dodwell - Re hier ae es cb enc n o : Sept. 13, 1899 300. 000. 00 68. 800. 00 6. 300. 0 
Manauense ........ sUnileTAcoed Sn it A ioc catniek igh dsetehiebahinn saeececce Sept. 27, 1800 140, 000, 00 48. 000. 00 
Lennox ......- Northern Pacific Steamship Co ..............--.-.. Sept. 29, 1s90 300, 000, 00 65, 800, 00 
Victoria . ; ae pO aia ae eee Oct. 5.1899 5. Oo 44.000, 00 
OE OSE ee ae North American Mail Steamship Co........... Oct. 9.1899} 200,000.00 67, 200.00 
City of Peking. ........... D seline Pacific Mail Steamship Co...... ddsbeuiieaiaie _eeeee-| Oct. 13,1899 650, 000, 00. | 80, 000, 00 ; 
Westminster ....- ee Be a ST Ot Psd cuhbie dbase cbdvus daveeuicdeueconececce | Oct. 16,1890 800, 000, 00 50, 050, 00 ‘s 
IE 5 cactadadtchintceal-ncn OS Ee lieanelnmsametil oo do | 500,000.00 | 53, 900, 00 
Port Stephems............|...-. Frank Waterhouse....... aid anda al ae bid aie sameracreees oi Oct. 21,1899) 250,000.00 58,781. 25 
i Macondray & Co...... Lib weligeheuddudasouscu davis Candee Oct. 23,1899 | 200,000.00 49, 000.00 
Duke of Fife..... wal ee ON... us sininaie auiws bench éeeeeees | Nov. 1, 1899 400, 000,00. | 54, 900, 00 Z 
I eT OO. cece cuceeccess It Nov. 3,1899 | 350,000.00 41,300. 00 4 
Dalny Vostock ........... NS naka hateiadnede fT BN nd cnnscaccecedncdcscucecece Nov. 6,1800 | 225, 000. 00 33, 600. 00 7 
PURSEIOD sisdscsesiel duckee Sh ces cnc edaededand | Spreckels Tug Boat Company.......... July 4,1899 ats. he 5 2, 616. 67 
Gh a Rin cen dadecn cousst|punsen Gneuas caters oconusvasesereseoses ln i cee iakaiaidesdteran 7, 749, 235. 07 107, GOS. Gt 
SUMMARY. 
aaa awd ancnGe beet Uencen ecrassgacsabepenesssccee sees : - : ans ; o-cee-| 2, 882, 284. 08 175, 580. 27 
Expentitgres reported for fitting up chartered vessels for transportation of troops not included in above statement: 
 , - = ae Shahar ecbederwuvenksakaektakunss «eve etartemeteeeeetes wovene nienabowbes wail 81,730. 77 
TRIMNOR, Win assseco< es Pika anes Sane dedicat Miedaik > Fat eseiinnthdaheeitnnecs ieee ada - a eee 31, 047.51 
Savannah, Charleston, and Tampa... ........------------+------ 2-0 enesee ee ee eens ami tiki dieen ea vaicmed wed 80, 568. 32 
chia tebadindusecat00scas concep eses- 6 cocenqceceedenecereneeseasacccce wdwakkwawe didomnwecaien 14,412.70 | | 990 086.71 
Neen odin vind Suen secns es eus Sndweeucbhabemabeteseeeies Soucuc etki. itiankeuawa’ 7,533.99 ’ | 
a SE SEES AEA RES S SEER SEES 8 SO i a a ee 700. 00 
ss 6 onluanebtndeneebedebederoescesnccececencees ee eee 65. 22 
Habana, Santiago, Manzanillo, and Cienfuegos. ............-.-.------...---- SORA save asic Kbebeuneietcesusececuc 4, O28. 20 
iat il ER LE LNT  T ere duiiadl ania 7, 749, 235. 07 107, 608. 66 
oon. oo. on aseueudian Ges pEsIUEeedeensireeasesueseuscas coceeceusecesenews 1, 150, 478. 84 
ne Let a. cebdead cbakdeeusceceeecccecccccces a : Bb esse ‘ 190, 818. 00 on - 
RRS 2...  cmiubddlbduiieuweseneest nncdecceeace.cecne,.cneee., ees 2 46, 592.07 1, 391, 066. 54 
a ea ihc eens Mp bebeeunebectedecads<ne cance ccccerceceres 3, 177. 68 
eo as saad new osehmewedn eobenendcececnceececcesceccs 10, 631,519.10 | 1, #04,342. 18 


_Mr. BURROWS. In answer to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, I will state that I find this statement in the documént: 


Consolidated statement showing the net allotments to, the net expenditures from, 
and the unexpended balances in the’ Treasury to the credit of so much of the 
$0,000,000, appropriated under the act of March 9, 1898, as was assigned to the 
War Department under the title “National defense (war).”’ 


| Balance re- 
Net expendi-| maining in 


Net amount ture made | Treasury sub- 








allotted by the} through the {ject to requisi- 
President. | War Depart-| tion to meet 
| ment. uncompleted 
| | contracts. 
——__—_—_|- — scsiaentteiebantaa 
Total scp Gegaidiises cedsessn.-. | $18, 969, 627.68 | $16,525, 564.92 | $2, 444, 062. 7 
| 





That is from Document 145. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas, if he 
proposes to introduce any resolution of inquiry, that he ask what 
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has become of the ships that were bought, and whether the same 
board of survey which the Senator from Massachusetts mentioned 
as having fixed their value when they were bought had the sam: 
view of their value when they were sold. I want tosee the differ- 
ence between the purchase price and the upset price of selling, 
and I want to locate the point of view, so to speak, of the board 
as to why or how the price differed so. I hope the Senator—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment more? I suggest that he insert the numbers of the 
documents. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the numbers goin the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. The document suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is Senate Document No. 145, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
first session, being a letter from the Secretary of War in response 
to the resolution of the Senate of January 8, 1900. 

Document No. 110 is a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of January 
8, 1900, a statement from the Paymaster-General of the Navy, 
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showing the allotments to the Navy Department from the $50,000,- 
009 appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. J¢ ok ES of Arkansas, This Congress or the last? 

Mr. ALLISON. This Congress. 

Mr. HALE. This session. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
in response to resolutions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Arkansas, when he 
prints his speech, if he does not want to put all these in the body 
of it, will print them as appendixes to it, and then the people who 
read his speech can study those statements. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree that the Senator from 
New Hampshire shall print them as appendixes to his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of.the 
Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He simply wanted the numbers of 
these documents to go into the Recorp, so that they may be easy 
of reference. He has given the numbers to the Reporter. 

i PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator allow me to call his atten- 
tion to other documents which may throw some light on this and 
may narrow the investigation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iholdin my hand Senate Documents Nos. 67 
and 81. No. 67 isa report from the Attorney-General. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This Congress? 

Mr. BURROWS. This Congress; and No. 81 is a report of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, in which they report to Congress that 
no portion of the $50,000,000 was assigned to either of their De- 
partments, and therefore nothing has been expended by them. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; that is valuable information. 
Iam glad to get that. 

Mr. President, 1 simply intended to illustrate the reason why I 
thought there should be an accounting required of these sums of 
money by my reference to the $50,000,000 and the complaints that 
are being made about its expenditure. I did not intend to make 
any charge. I know no facts upon which a charge can be made, 
except Ido know that there are charges that outrageous prices 
were paid for these vessels, and I think the facts ought to be pub- 
lished as to the amounts paid. It seems that these reports, ac- 
cording to the statements of the gentlemen, show it. I had asked 
a number of Senators, the Senator from [owa among others, as I 
just now stated, whether there had been any reports of this kind 
made, and was told by a number that they knew nothing of any 
such statements, and I knew of none; but Iam glad to hear that 
there are such statements. 

I was discussing this report of the Director of the Paris Expo- 
sition and the amounts of money paid to different individuals 
under his direction. It is unnecessary to go over the entire de- 
tails. The total amount of expenditures ee and accounted 
for up to January 1 is less than $400,000. I think there ought to 
be a more omens report of those expenditures, and I do believe 
that while the law of 1898 requiring these expenditures, if carried 
out and enforced, will cover the purpose, I doubt whether it is 
sufficient. It has not been observed up to this time, and I am 
afraid it will not be in the future. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on ogreving. to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make the point of order against the 
amendment that it proposes general legislation, creates new 
offices, and defines the duties of the occupants thereof. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that point I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to section 2 of Rule XVI, with which the Chair is 
doubtless familiar: 

All amendments to general pptegeietion bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, pro ng to increase an appro- 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of eS 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Technically a point of order would lie against this amendment 
on the ground that it was referred to-day to the Committee on 
Appropriations instead of yesterday, but l apprehend that will not 
be seriously contemplated in ruling on this question. 

This isa new appropriation of $75,000 for the pa: 
tain salaries, and | think under that provision of 
Chair could properly decide that it is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the objection which the Senator 
from South Dakota makes to the amendment is that it is obnox- 
ious to the third section of Rule XVI, which provides that no 
amendment which pro general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All of the provisions in regard to the repord 
of a committee and estimates do not apply to that ee h. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 was quiteawareof that fact, and would 
pot contest that position, of course. If it is decided that it is 


ent of cer- 
ule XVI the 
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general legislation, I think it might well be decided that it is 
new appropriation, and having been reported from a commit; 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations it can prop: 

be admitted. , 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the statement which | 
Chair made this morning of the effect of this rule was as co) 
pletely clear and explicit ascould bemade. The questionis, W 
is general legislation? I have always contended that general | 
islation does not simply mean legislation applicable to all 
country and to all subjects, but that general legislation is a; 
thing that is not special and private legislation. The appro; 
tion of money with a limitation upon it is not general legis|a 
That is special legislation applicable to the appropriation. [ 
islation which applies to a claim is not general legislation. ‘1 
is private legislation. 

Now, the question is, when you come to great subjects that 
confined to one particular purpose, Are those not general ley 
tion? Suppose an amendment is proposed upon this bill to orga; 
erritory. It applies to nuthing but the Territory. 
is not generally applicable to all the people. It is a single 


| ject, and yet who would maintain that it is not general legis)a‘ 


Almost as good a distinction as I could draw would be the | 

of laws that are issued at the end of every session. The private 
laws are in one part of the volume—those that are special! ani 
private. All the others are in the general legislation—for and 
selected as general legislation. 

Therefore, I have always contended that although a subject 
matter may be distinct and clear and ——— to but one thing, 
yet as it is public legislation it is general legislation. I hope that 
the ruling of the Chair will be in that direction; otherwise it wil/ 
be claimed that the proposition for an exposition in a given town 
is not general legislation, but is private or special legislation, and 
that a proposition for the organization of a Territory or the cre- 
tion of a new i eee is not general legislation; and I should 
say very clearly that that would not hold good as parliamentary law. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maino i! 
he has always held to the distinction between private or special 
—— and ee legislation which he now announces: 

r. HALE. Yes; so far as I remember in any remarks | have 
ever submitted to the Senate; and I have sometimes talked upon 
_ question until I thought the Senate was almost as tired of it 
as I am. 

Mr. ALLEN. In justification of myseli I will state that the 
doctrine which the Senator now advocates is the one which | have 
announced on many an occasion here, and I have been the victim 
on more than one occasion of a on of order made by the Scna- 
tor from Maine, taking practically the reverse position from that 
which he now occupies. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will find it very difficult, if he 
will look up the record, to convict me of ever saying anything 
contrary to what I say now, because it has been perhaps almost a 
fad of mine that general legislation comprehends something more 
than all the subjects that pertain to the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. I never supposed there could be any doubt about 
it, but there seems to have been a great deal of doubt heretotor 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I am no! 


Does the Senator from Main 


| going to controvert his position, but I am glad that he has calle 


attention to the fact in his argument that if we go on in this wa) 
we will really permit an exposition to be held somewhere, under 
the provisions of an appropriation bill. The Senator sat in the 
Committee on a and permitted such a provision to 
go in the bill and to be passed upon by the Senate, and he forg:t 
this contention which he has always made and which he so jro- 
foundly believes in. I am glad he is so consistent. 

Mr. HALE. I will only say that Ican not reveal the procee(: 
ings of the Committee on Appropriations, nor can I state what 
was my tote in the committee on the exposition amendmen. 
was not here when the matter came up, so that Iam not in «0 
way guilty of consenting thereto. Nobody made any poin'! 
order. 1 do not say that I should have made it if I had been ! 
But I was not here, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to the matter of tl: 
position, after what we have heard this morning from the Se: 
from Arkansas in regard to the Paris Exposition and the la 
itemized accounts, I think the Senate ought to hesitate betvr 
appropriates $5,000,000 for an exposition without any protec! 
whatever of which I am aware in the expenditure of that mo 
without any provision as to how it shall be spent or by wh” 
Unless something is done to cure that defect I shall make ' 
point of order against it when it reaches the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the amendment offered |) 
the Senator from New Hampshire is not — legislation, I ‘0 
not know what can be called general legislation. If it is not, ticu 
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all of the legislation which is adopted at any session of Congress | 
can be dumped upon an appropriation bill. I assume that the 
Chair will sustain the point of order. 

In regard to the cther suggestion made by the Senator from | 
Massachusetts, I hope that the great dangers which have been 
pointed out from improvident ere ee under these general | 
appropriations for expositions will lead the Senate to consider very 
carefully the proposition of the Senator from Missouri in regard | 
to $5,000,000, especially when it is true that the $5,000,000 is to be 
expended by a private corporation and not by an officer of the | 
Government of the United States. The Senator from Arkansas 
has convinced me that we have gone too far already in making 
appropriations of that nature, and that the Senate should halt in 
regard to such propositions suggested from either side of the 
Chamber or by the representative of any party. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That expenditure, the Senator will remem- 
ber. is to be made under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who, has the scrutiny of every item of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to be made by the exposition company of 
St. Louis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But by and under the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; but under no rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not a dollar can be expended without his 
approval, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is under no law. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment offered by the | 
Senator from New Hampshire, in the opinion of the Chair, creates 
anew commission. If there were a commission in existence and 
this were simply an appropriation for the commission, the Chair 
would not hold that it was general legislation; but creating a 
commission and making an appropriation, the Chair is obliged to 
hold that it is gene legislation and subject to the point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [rise toa parliamentary question, which I 
understand the Chair can rule uponin his discretion or not. Dur- | 
ing my membership in this body I have never heard it raised, and | 
that is whether a point of order can be made when the bill has 
been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before responding to the in- 
quiry, the Chair would like to consider it for a while. Clearly, if 
a point of order is made against a proposition as in Committee of | 
the Whole, it can not be repeated in the Senate. The Chair is sat- | 
isfied that that is correct. Upon the question whether, if nopoint | 
of order is made as in Committee of the Whole,it can be made 
when the bill reaches the Senate, the Chair desires to reflect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely the point I desire to have | 
determined. An examination of the rules certainly does not seem 
to disclose anything that would prevent the point of order being 
made in the Senate upon an amendment or proposition against 
which the point had not been made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be obliged to 
depend upon general parliamentary law. 

Mr. HALE. Iam inclined to think—— 

~ FaRnes. I ask for the reading of the amendment 1 
offered. 

Mr. HALE, That point has been raised by several Senators | 
informally in conversation. I am inclined to think the Chair will 
find that it is a new point. I do not remember, in my experi- | 
ence, that the question has been raised. Where the Committee | 
of the Whole have reported a proposition to the Senate, and no | 

int of order has been made upon it as in Committee of the 

‘hole, whether a point of order can be made in the Senate or 
whether it is too late certainly has not come up in my time, 
when I have been present in the Senate. I am inclined to think 
the Chair will find it a new question, and I think the Chair should 
have an opportunity to examine the question very carefully. 
afta LINS. Is it in order to propose an amendment to 

e bill? 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment pend- | 
ing. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose] offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
end of the bill: 

That the sum of $200,000 be. and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the Philadelphia museums 
for the purpose of completing the collection from foreign markets of samples 
of merchandise of the character in favor and demand therein, and of illus- 
trating the manner in which merchandise for such markets should be pre- 
pared and packed. 

Mr. HALE, I make the point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention of the Senate for a few 
moments, 

Mr. HALE. I wish to make a point of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me speak first. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. . President, I desire the attention of the Sen- | 


Or an amendment agreed to as in 





lt is proposed to insert the following at the | 
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ate for afew moments. We have consumed nearly three hours of 
the day in discussing the very intricate and interesting question 
as to what constitutes special or private and what constitutes gou 

eral legislation, which to my mind is as simple as the first letter 
of the alphabet if we take the established authority as our guide. 
I have not undertaken myself to enlighten the Chair as to the ru! 

ing that should be made. Not being a parliamentarian, I have 
not thought it proper to offer any suggestions as to what course 
ought to be pursued, That has been done amply by the Senator 
from Maine, who is a parliamentary encyclopedia, and by the Sen 

ator from Rhode Island and by the Senator from Connecticut: and 
I have no doubt the Chair derived much valuable information 


| from the discussion of those Senators and will be able during the 
| remainder of the session to pursue the right course in his rulings 


on these intricate subjects. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] has brought to the 
attention of the Senate some of the peculiarities of the adminis 
Inmy judg- 
ment if requires some explanation at the hands of those who are 
responsible for that exposition and its conduct. He has also 
brought to the attention of the Senate and the country some pe- 
culiarities about the purchase and sale of vessels by the Navy and 
War Departments, which likewise, to my thinking, requires an 
explanation on the part of those engaged in those transactions. 

Interesting as has been the discussion of Rule XVI and of the 
watters which the Senator from Arkansas has referred to, I think 
the Senate of the United States, at this peculiar time and at this 
particular hour, ought to pause long enough to give expression to 
its sentiments regarding the re‘ations existing between Great 
Britain and the South African Republic. We have consumed this 
entire winter and are now about to adjourn without having passed 
a resolution or given voice to an authoritative sentiment regard- 
ing the feelings of Congress or of the country toward the people 
who are struggling in South Africa to maintain their liberty. 
The press brings us the intelligence this morning that Pretoria, 
the capital of the South African Republic, has fallen into the 
hands of the British troops, and that Pres:dent Kruger and his 
faithful followers and the burghers generally are fleeing to the 
mountains and the unexplored portions of Africa, once again, I 
presume, to establish a government for themselves. 

We have present in Pretoria a diplomatic representative. The 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] the other day informed us 
that a consul is not a diplomatic officer, and it was refreshing and 
delightful to learn that the old rule still holds true that a consul 
is acommercialand not adiplomatic officer. But we have clothed 


| the young gentleman who represents the United States at the 


capital of the South African a consul though his title be, 
with diplomatic power, and he has been exercising those powers 
in negotiating with other governments and in negotiating between 
the United States and the South African Republic. 

Notwithstanding this, notwithstanding we recognized by the 
appointment of this diplomatic officer the existence of the South 
African Republic months and even years ago, when that Repub- 
lic, a short time ago, selected three envoys to come to this country 
and represent them in Washington, they had no more than set 
their feet upon the soil of the District of Columbia when they 
were informed semiofficially that their presence here was not de- 
sirable and that they would not be received officially and recog- 
nized as representatives of their Government. The greatest and 
most powerful republic on earth denied official recognition to the 
youngest if not the smallest republic. The spirit of liberty which 
actuated our ancestors in 1776 became dormant in official Wash- 
ington, while the great heart of the masses of our countrymen 
went to those simple burghers in their distress and, in my judg- 
ment, sympathizes with them heartily to-day. 

Through some kind of an arrangement-—-I know not exactly 
what, because I am not a diplomat and know little about such 
matters—these gentlemen were taken to the office of the Secre- 
tary of State, not officially, but as private citizens of a country 
whose political independence was then questioned by Great Brit- 
ain, which, in my judgment, was using its influence with this 
country to prevent their recognition. They were taken into the 


| office of the Secretary of State, and no doubt they were treated 


personally with marked consideration and distinction, because we 
all know the capacity of the Secretary of State as an entertainer. 
But they were denied official recognition. Their letters or cre- 
dentials were never received and never acted upon, and, if I under- 
stand the situation correctly, they were never presented; in conse- 
quence of a suggestion made to them either by the Secretary of 
State or by others in authority. 

While they were being entertained by the Secretary of State, at 
that same moment the British ambassador entered the office o! 
the Secretary of State and was put in a side room to await the 
termination of the interview between the Secretary and these en- 
voys. They had no sooner taken their hats and left the office of 
the Secretary of State when his lordship was admitted into the 
presence of the Secretary, But what took place between them Il 
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suppose no man will ever know. I speak of this as a coincidence 
of their visit. 

In less than a week from the time this Government turned 
down these Boer envoys and refused to recognize them as the 
official representatives of a sister republic, the same Secretary of 
State wired to Mr. Choate, at London, the following cablegram: 


WASHINGTON, May 24, 1900. 


The following message has been sent by Secretary Hay to Ambassador 
Choate in London: 

“You will please conve 
lations and best wishes o' 
occasion of her birthday.”’ 


This was published in the New York Sun of May 25, and was 
published as a press dispatch throughout the press of the United 
States. When I read that dispatch I looked the paper through to 
see if I could not find a dispatch by Mr. Hay to President Kruger 
expressing some sympathy, or some hope, at least, that the South 
African Republic would succeed in establishing its independence 
of Great Britain. But, Mr. President, no such dispatch was found 
and we had no information that such a dispatch was sent or con- 
templated. 

I have no objection, Mr. President, to congratulating Queen 
Victoria upon her birthday, not in consequence of her being at 
the head of the British Empire, but by reason of her being an 
eminent lady whose life has been worthy of emulation. 
did occur to me, and it occurs to me now, that when Mr. Hay 
sent this telegram to Mr. Choate congratulating the head of the 
British Government upon her reaching her birthday successfully, 
not as a citizen or subject of Great Britain, but as the sovereign 
power of Great Britain, he ought at least to have sent something 
to Kruger and his struggling followers encouraging the cause of 
liberty in South Africa, 

I think myself it would have been fully as consistent to have 
sent out a dispatch to all good women of the United States who 
had lived to be about eighty years of age, and congratulated them 
upon reaching their eightieth birthday successfully, and upon what 
they had done in the cause of liberty in building up a noble sen- 
timent in a great Republic like this. 

I do not know, of course; I can 7 indulge my imagination; 
but I presume when that amiable gentleman Mr. Choate, our am- 
bassador to England, got this dispatch, clothed in the proper 
regalia, in proper court dress, he hastened to the presence of the 
Queen, and there, in proper diplomatic style, he delivered the 
congratulations of the President of the United States that she 
had lived and reigned so long and so successfully over the British 
Empire. 

Mr. President, but yesterday the press dispatches brought us a 
report of a speech made by Lord Salisbury in which the cloak is 
entirely thrown off, the mask is torn from the face of Great 
Britain, and he declares now that it is the purpose of the British 
Empire to destroy these Republics and annex them to Great 
Britain. They have gone so far as to change the name of the 
Orange Free State to the Orange River State. There is nolonger 
any hypocrisy in the attitude of Great Britain. 

Of course, Mr. President, the Republican party has tears and 
mney to extend to these Boers; but whenever in this city 
they were being wined and dined and féted by distinguished R e- 
publican officeholders, not a Democrat or a Populist was per- 
mitted to see them if they could be kept out of sight. 

A have even heard criticism going to the extent of suggesting 
that his lordship the ambassador of Great Britain footed the ex- 
penses of the extensive parties that were given by our Republican 
triends in their adulation and their entertainment. How true 
that may be I do not know; I do not care. We had aright to 
suppose that these envoys, after spending over thirty days upon 
the ocean in coming to this country to ——_ their cause, should 
at least have an opportunity to do so. Has the time come in the 
history of this Republic, before it has reached a century and a third 
of its existence, when those who may represent the cause of human 
freedom from any part of the habitable globe are to be turned in- 
a from the door and refused an opportunity to lay the 
object of their mission before the authorities of the United States? 
Yet that would seem to be exactly what has been done. 

Unofficial America sympathizes with the Boers in their strug- 
gle for liberty, but there seems to be a hidden cord binding of- 
ficial America to official Great Britain to the extent that we are 
impotent and powerless in official circles, when Great Britain in- 
dicates té the contrary, to extend the ordinary hospitalities and 
amenities of official life to the representatives of a republican 
government. 

But what have the people of South Africa done? Are they 
criminals? Have they violated any of the laws of nations? Are 
they outlaws? No, Mr, President, they have been guilty of the 
crime of seeking the liberty that we ourselves enjoy, and which I 

ray God we may enjoy in the future as we have done in the past. 
hey were inspired by our example. Their constitution is a re- 
vamp and a remold of the Constitution of the United States. 


through the appropriate channels the congratu- 
the President to her Majesty the Queen on the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


But it | 


May 


31, 


They were inspired by the example of the great Republic. W) len 
they come to us for sympathy we turn them from our doors wit}. 
out a aes. 

And yet, Mr. President, we ought not to forget that if it had not 
been for the ancestors of these very people, if it had not been for 
Holland and the spirit of liberty in Holland in 1776, we quite 
likely would to-day have been dependencies of the British Empiro 
instead of a powerful Government and independent of the) 
They came to our aid with their money, with their assistance 
when we had no credit and when we could not borrow a dojla: 
elsewhere in the world, and when British troops were overrunnins 
every foot of our territory, when British naval vessels were jn 
every water upon our coasts, seeking to destroy us because we 
aspired to an independent government such as, in my judgment. 
God has designed for all the people of earth. We have grown fa! 
and powerful; we have grown aristocratic, Mr. President: and 
now we are so wealthy and so powerful that official America |oo|cs 
with scorn and contempt upon a struggling people; and when 
they seek to lay their complaint before those in sathority, the offi- 
cial nose is elevated at an angle of forty-five degrees in conte pt 
of them and their nation. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, is itin order to offer an amend. 
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

Mr. PENROSE. There is an amendment pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
There is one amendment pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A point of order was made against it by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Har}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask that the 
amendment shall be read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I understood a point of order was raised 
against it by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to know what the point of order 
is, if the Chair will state it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, this is a subject that has been very 
hotly contested both here and in the House and in the committee 
that had it in charge. The committee is very nearly divided. 
There is very strong objection to the Government beginning to 
embark in appropriations for matters which are not governmental. 
That is the chief ground of my opposition to it. That being my 
belief, in which I know a great many Senators share, as to the in- 
herent evil of it, Iam constrained to make every point of order 
that I think good. 

I think this point of order is good; it is nothing but a claim 
made by this institution for Government help; it is general lezis- 
lation, because it is the same as if we undertook to set up a new 
enterprise; there isno law for it; itis a departure from the gen- 
eral law, 2 the same train of thought that I indicated some 
time ago, that general legislation is not simple legislation apply- 
ing to the general body of law, but any act that is not private 
legislation is general legislation. I make that point of order 
against this amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Maine whether these qualms of conscience as to the par- 
liamentary propriety of this amendment struck him when the St. 
Louis appropriation was inserted in the bill day before yesterday 
afternoon? ; 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will not drive me from a consi erate 
point of order A slur, 

Mr. PENROSE. r. President, I do not—— 

Mr. HALE. I make that os of order; and I have another 
point of order to make that I certainly shall make now, if | did 
not intend to make it before. I was not here when the St. Louis 
Exposition matter came up. I voted against it in the Committce 
on Appropriations, which I have not stated before. I was sorry 
to do it; I am sorry to have to do it now; but when, because | 
make a point of order on another matter, I am taunted by the re- 
mark that I have not done it on that, I reply that I voted against 
the St, Louis Exposition item in the committee, and if i had been 
present here I would have made a point of order against it. I maxe 
that point of order, and I make also the point of order, Mr. I’res'- 
dent, that, whether that point of order is good or not, the amend- 
ment has not been reported one day beforehand. ; 

Mr. PENROSE. Iam glad the Senator has been relieved from 
the grave ch of inconsistency, which, in my opinion, can 'e° 
applied very fairly and justly to every member of the Commit'ce 
on Appropriations who was present when that amendment was 
introduced and who sat silently in his seat. ; 

Now, Mr. President, I will submit to a ruleconsistently applic! 
with as good grace and with as little complaint as any mem!er 0! 
this body. But the moment the bars are let down, and the moment 
a rule is violated, cially by those who are in authorized chars° 
of a measure and who are supposed to gaard carefully their ow! 
rules and regulations, it places Senators in this body in a false 
position with their constituents, and is unjust and unfair. 
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With the whole committee, as [understand it, directing thechair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations not to give consent to 
the enormous appropriation of $5,000,000, there is not a whimper 
or a protest or an objection raised in the Senate; and when other 
gentiemen get up to offer amendments equally useful to the pub- 
lic, equally desired by the American people and, in my opinion, 
equally of importance—and | refer, Mr. President, to the amend- 
ment which you have introduced, and which I have introduced, 
and which are infinitesimally small in their inroads on the public 
Treasury compared with the enormous appropriation which we 
have already consented to—I can appeal to the candor and fair- 
ness of the Senate that it is unjust to you and to me and it is diffi- 
cult to explain to our constituents. It is the violation of a rule 
permitted for an enormous amount, and then suddenly and in an 
unequal manner enforced by those who have consented to the 
violation of it. 

Mr. President, I ask that this amendment be agreed to by the 
Senate (whether or not the House conferees will agree to it is an- 
other question), in justice to me as a Senator of this body, upon 
the same ground and waiving the same technicalities that were 
calmly and quietly permitted to be waived when the Senate, with- 
out any protest from you or from me, consented to this enormous 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
follows: 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro- 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, etc. 

Waiving the first point made by the Senator from Maine, it is 
sufficient for the present occupant of the chair to know that this 
proposition was referred to the Committee on Appropriations to- 
day, and hence, under the provision of the rule, the point of order 
will lie. 

Mr. PENROSE, I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 
ment considered in time to be acted upon one way or the other 
before the final determination of this bill? 

Mr, ALLISON. I hope to have this bill finished to-day. That 
is my intention. : 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to give notice that I shall, when the 
bill is reported to the Senate, raise the point of order as to the 
St. Louis Exposition provision and all other matters contained in 
the bill that in my opinion are open to the objection which has 
been raised against this amendment. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment. 
page 53, after line 15, I move to insert: 


For establishing a fish-hatching and fis-culture station, including con- 
struction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at some suitable point in 


Section 2 of Rule XVI reads as 


On 


Utah, to be selected by the United States Commissioner of Fishand Fisheries, | 


$10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be used for the purchase of a site. 

Mr, President, there are but two States, I believe, that are in 
any way adapted to this kind of service which are not already pro- 
vided for in the law. Those two States areIdaho and Utah. The 
Committee on Appropriations have caused to be inserted in the 
bill a similar provision for Idaho. Utah is far removed from the 
seashore; it has not the advantages of an ocean supply of fish, and 
there is no State in the Union where greater benefit would be de- 
rived from this kind of service than in my State. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will interpose no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON, I feel constrained to make the point of order 
on thisamendment. It is not estimated for and there is no report 
from any committee that I know of in favor of it. 

_ Mr. RAWLINS, I ask upon what theory the Senator can ob- 
ject to this amendment and insert the same legislation for Idaho? 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator has his remedy on the Idaho 
amendment. 


Mr. HALE, The Senator can raise a point of order on that | 


amendment. 

Mr. RAWLINS. _I do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order having been 
made that the proposed appropriation has not been estimated by 
the head of a Department, the Chair is constrained to sustain the 
point of order, 


aa CLARK, At the end of line 15 on page 73 I move to 


That hereafter persons actually residing within or in the vicinity of any 
orest reservation may, without charge, under rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, cut and remove from such res- 
ervations dead and down timber for their own use as firewood or for the 
mprovement of their homes, mining claims, or farms. 
nder rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior,dead and down timber may be cut and removed from forest reservations 
= from the public domain where, in his judgment, the same is likely to pro- 

luce or spread fires; and trees 
and cut and removed 


exceeding 9 inches in diameter may be sold to 
by persons purchasing the same under regulations to 








Will he have this amend- | 
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| will be given to consider it. 
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‘rovided, That only such 
trees may be so sold and felled the removal of which shall be advantag: 
to the forests upon such reservations or the public domain 





be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior: 7 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ALLISON. Admonished by what has been said in the 
point of order upon this amendment that it is 
legislation. 

Mr, CLARK. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
heard. 

Mr. CLARK. I should like to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that all our present laws in regard to forest reserves 
have been passed upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. The 
law providing for the patrol of the reserves and every law that 
we have now in regard to forest reserves and their government 
is found upon the sundry civil appropriation acts of the various 
Congresses. It occurred to meas very proper that this amend- 
ment should be placed upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Task unanimous consent that it may be considered at this time, 
notwithstanding the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am constrained to insist upon the point of 
order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa makes 
the point of order that the amendment is new legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON, General legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is an amendment which has been sent t 
the desk which I should like to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia of- 
fers an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 15 on page 67: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to suspend until further 
action of Congress any act or proceeding against the State of Virginia under 
provisions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1890, entitled “An act t 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors of States and Ter 
ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raise 
and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the United States 
in the existing war with Spain.’” 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I ask unanimous consent that 


Before that point of order is insisted upon 
I will yield to the Senator if he wishes to be 


that 


| amendment may be agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
the amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON, 


The question is on agrecing to 


The question is whether unanimous consent 
I ask that the Chair may put that 
question. I shall not object myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will suggest that that 
is rather a strange parliamentary procedure, but he is willing t 
put the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be strange, but I understood the Sena- 
tor from Virginia to ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr. BAKER, I ask that it be read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. As we are all making points about these new 
matters of general legislation, I submit that this is subject to the 
same objection. It provides for the suspension of a gencral law, 
and therefore is general legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I hope I may be permitted te 
explain the status in which our State is placed by the peculiar ac- 
tion of the Government. If theSenator from Kansas wil! turn to 
the Record of May 29, there he will find a more ample statement 
of it than I would be willing to inflict again upon the Senate. 

A conference report brought this matter into a bill which was 
entirely foreign to the subject-matter. It was unknown to the 
Senators here, and unknown to the Representatives, and not 
mentioned by the conferees in either House. They put the Gov- 
ernmentin an attitudeof taking a State bysurprise, suing it with- 
out opening to it the privilege of applying those offvets «7 | 
equities which could only be permitted by statute. I aim 
the honorable Senator would not wish to do an injustice to the 
Commonwealth of Virginia or to any other Commonwealth. 

It seems to me that this action is due on behalf of the Govern- 
ment itself, and that it ought to be moved to take such action 
until the matter can be properly adjudicated or settled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator insist upon bis 

int of order? 

Mr. BAKER. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted, as 
the Chair understands the matter, is a portion of an amendment 
previously ruled out on a pointof order. It is general legislation; 
and the Chair is constrained to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: ILoffer the amendment which I send to tlie desk, 
a come in on page 67, after the word ‘‘available,” at the end of 
ine 15. 


Ssuie 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 67, after line 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 


To pay the State of Nevada the sum of $462,441.97 for moneys advanced in 
nid of the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war, as found and reported 


to Congress on January 22, 1900, by the Secretary of the Treasury, as pro- | 


vided in an act of Congress approved March 3, 1899. 


Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I was very much disappointed, | 


when the report of the Committee on Appropriations was pre- 


sented, to find the claim of the State of Nevada coupled with a | 
It stands on a different footing | 
It | 


large number of other claims. 
from any other claim that was reported by the committee. 
is for money advanced by Nevada, while it was a Territory, in aid 
of the suppression of the rebellion. The State assumed the debt, 


although it need not have done so, and it was unfortunate that it | 


did. 

It is a debt which the State has carried and paid interest upon 
ever since; and it is very burdensome, There is very little taxa- 
ble property in the State. Nevada is poor, and this debt is mate- 
rially retarding her development, because the rate of taxation is 
necessarily high, and people do not like to settle in the little 
valleys in the State since silver mining has been abandoned and 
the price of silver has gone down. The resources of the State are 
inadequate to the demands upon it. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the claim and to the manner in which it has been 
investigated. 

On the 27th of June, 1882, an act of Congress was passed author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury, with the aid and assistance of 
the Secretary of War, to examine and investigate the claims of 
Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Ne- 
vada and the Territories of Washington and Idaho for moneys 
expended and indebtedness assumed by said States and Terri- 
tories in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities in 
said States and Territories, and for other purposes. (22 Stats., 
111.) 

On the 4th of Augast, 1886, Congress passed an act for the benefit 
of the above-named States, the second section of which is as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to detail three Army offi- 
cers to assist him in examining and reporting upon the claims of the States 
and Territories named in the acts of June 27, 1882, chapter 241 of the Laws of 
the Forty-seventh Gecapen, and such officers, before entering upon said 
duties, shall take and subscribe an oath that they will carefully examine said 
claims, and that they will, to the best of their ability, make a just and impar- 
tial statement thereof as required by said act. (24 Stats., 217.) 

Under the first act the claims of Kansas, Texas, and Nebraska 
were examined by the Treasury and War Departments and paid. 
The amount paid to Texas was $1,075,793.37, of which sum $927,- 
177.40 was put on an urgent deficiency bill in the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress (25 Stats., 71), after the bill had passed 
both Houses and when the Senate amendments were under con- 
sideration in the House, and was agreed to in conference; and the 
remainder, $148,615.97, was paid September 30, 1890, in the defi- 
ciency bill of 1890 (30 Stats., 539). 

The board of war claims examiners were engaged under the 
provisions of these two acts for several years, and finally made 
their report to the of War, who made his report in De- 
cember, 1889, on the claims of California, Oregon, and Nevada 
to Congress, which were printed as Senate Documents Nos, 10, 11, 
and 17, Fifty-first Congress, first session, comprising three large 
volumes, and which gave in great detail the history of said claims 
and stated the exact amount which each State had furnished and 
had then actually paid. 

On this adjustment by the board of war claims examiners the 
Senate, in March, 1891, incorporated an amendment in the general 
deficiency bill (H. R. 13658) to pay the amounts so found due each 
State, and which amendment the Senate. Mr. Sayers, the 
chairman of the House Committeeon Appropriations, objected to 
the amendment on the ground that the claims of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada had not been passed upon by the Treasury De- 
_ ment, although they had been much more thoroughly examined 

»y the war claims examiners than the Treasury Department could 
have done, and that, too, in pursuance of a law specially passed 
for that purpose. The objection was merely technical. 

In addition tothe passage of these claims in appropriation bills, 
independent bills providing for ene passed the Senate 
both in the Fifty-first and Fifty-third Congresses. 5 
Report 1351, page 7, Fifty-sixth ae first session. ) 

At the last session of the Fifty- Congress the claims of Cal. 
ifornia, Oregon, and Nevada were again ed by the Senate in 
the ‘‘omnibus bill,” but the California delegation in the House 
stated that they had not fully examined the subject, and the con- 
ferees on the part of the House objected to the payment of the 
claims. The conference committee, however, inserted in the om- 
nibus bill the following provision: 


That the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of the 
suppression of the rebellion in the civil war be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Treasury toinvestigate and report to Congress 
at the next session the amount furnished by said State of Nevada, or by the 
Territory of Nevada and assumed by said State, in aid of the suppression of 
the rebellion of the civil war, with such interest on the same assaid State has 
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actually paid, together with what amounts have bsen heretofore 
United States. (20 Stats., 1206.) 
| The Secretary of the Treasury, in pursuance of the above lay 
| made the following report, printed as House Document No. ;} 
| Fifty-sixth Congress, first session: 
CLAIM OF THE STATE OF NEVADA. 
} Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report on + 
claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of the suppres 
of the rebellion in the civil war. January 20, 1%0.—Referred to the Com) 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 

Washington, D. C., January 19, } 

_ SiR: Referring to the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat., page 1206), upon the 
} ject of the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid 
| suppression of the rebellion in the civil war, and calling for report to 
| gress by the Secretary of the Treasury thereon, I have the honor to tra 
erewith copy of statement of the case made by the Auditor for the War |) 


paid by 
' 


| partment January 18, 1900. 
Respectfully, L. J. GAGE 

Secreta 
The SPEAKER OF THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT 
Washington, January | 


Str: In reply to your communication of March 11, 1899, requesting a r 
under provisions of act of March 3, 1899, paragraph ‘‘State claims” (| 
190), upon the claim cf the State of Nevadafor moneys advanced in aid 
Passes of the rebellion in the civil war, [ have the honor to state t}) 
owing: 

On December 24, 1839, the Secretary of War, acting in accordance wit 
resolution of the Senate of February 27, 1889, transmitted a full and con 
statement showing the amount expended by the State of Nevada, wit! 
interest on the same as the State had paid between February 11), 1s) 
June 30, 1889, amounting in all to the sum of $412,600.31. This report is { 
in Executive Document No. 10, first session Fifty-first Congress. 

- From a certitied statement of Samuel P. Davis, State comptroller of 
vada, made on December 19, 1899, it appears that since the time cove: 

the report of the Secretary of War-—i. e., from June 30, 1889, to Decem 
189—the State of Nevada has paid the sum of $58,401.27 as interest upon 1 
paid by the State in aiding in suppressing the rebellion in the civilwar. \ 
cordingly, assuming this statement to be correct, the total amount expended 
by the State of Nevada, or by the Territory of Nevada and assumed by s;ii 
State, with such interest on the same as the said State has actually ; 
amounts to $471,001.58. 

Upon reports of an examination of this claim made by the State war claims 
examiners, the Third Auditor, and the Second Comptroller of the Treasu: 
under act of June 27, 1882, the sam of $7,559.61 was allowed and paid to 
State of Nevada on April i0, 1883. This amount, deducted from the t 
amount paid by the State of Nevada, leaves the sum of $46%,441.97 for \ 
the State has not been reimbursed. The following is a tabulated state: 
of this claim: 

Amount of claim of the State of Nevada, including interest up to 

June 10, 1889, as shown in the a a: of the Secretary of War (sce 

page 10, Senate Document No. 10, Fifty-first Congress) ._....-... 3412, 
Apeceet of interest paid by Nevada from June W, 1889, to Decem 

per Sl, 180D....ccccccee a 


en nat cunt hbase Rabie cuted oh wctinbbidas con ~ 471 " 
Amount which the State was reimbursed on April 10, 1888, under 
act of June 27, 1882 


Total paid by the State for which no reimbursement has 
been made 462 


Respectfully, F. H. MORRIS, 4: 


The claim of the State of Nevada has therefore had all thi ex 
amination that the claims of the States of Kansas, Texas, and \ 
braska had prior to their payment. The report of the Secretar 
of the Treasury makes it unnecessary to have any further exam 
nation of the claim. The intention of Congress in passing ' 
law of March 3, 1899, directing the Secretary of the Treasury t 
report to Congress the sum due the State of Nevada, was clearly 
to make an appropriation at the present session for said claim 1) 
the sum so found due. 

On the 4th day of March, 1891, while the general deficiency bil], 
H. R. 13658, was under consideration in the Senate, which 1»- 
cluded the amendment for the payment of the Nevada claim, t!ie 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hair] who had charge of the bill 1ai 
some remarks Ae snes this claim. AY 

I want to call the attention of the Senator from Maine especi:!!y 
to this matter. I was explaining the amendment. It was fear! 
we could not get the bill through, as it was then the last da) 
the session, a Senators and members of the House came io! 
and promised faithfully that if I would let the bill pass—I st 
right here at the time the debate occurred—they would at the n 
session make an appropriation for the State of Nevada; that | 
would be no doubt about it; and the Senator from Maine 0 
remarks that were very encouraging, upon which [ took my + 
and let the bill pass and postponed action on the amendmn'. 
pee was nine or ten years ago, and the Senator from Maine t!! 
said: 

Mr. HAuz. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word in reply to the > 
tor from Nevada. The instructions given to the committee on the par’: 
the House do not apply to the State Sota, bat only to the railroad cla 
so that in the conference which will immediately ensue the Senate con! 


will not find the conference embarrassed by any action of the House as 
from those claims. The committee of conference will be in session lint 
diately, and I only repeat what I have said before, that it will endeavor \> 
secure as much as ble of the action of the Senate upon this bill. 

I want to say to Senator from Nevada—I know that he is a reasons)" 
man wu all these subjects—that the Senate is committed to these 5'«': 
claims by vote, by sentiment, and it is only a question of time when they w\4 


pass. 





ee es 
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The present bill, aside from the matters which have been discussed, con- | 


tains upon it an appro riation for pensions for soldiers amounting to $28,000.- 
ooo. I donot suppose there is a Senator here who, whatever may be his feel- 
ing about other matters in the bill, would desire to wreck the bill and thereby 
eave the soldiers without moneg for the payment of their pensions during 
the remainder of the year. Calling the attention of the Senator to this, 1 
jJeave the subject now, and hope to be able to report from the conference 
committee ina very short time. 

The claim of Nevada was incurred by the Territory of Nevada, 
which was admitted into the Union by an act of Congress, without 
application being made to come in, when the usual yublic build- 
ings had not been erected for the State, when no appropriation had 
been made for a State prison and other buildings—it came into 
the Union destitute. The State has paid and is paying interest 
on this money, and is now very much embarrassed in consequence. 

The claim has been investigated; it has been reported upon at 
nearly every session by committees of both Houses; it has been 
reported every time favorably, and once very elaborately from the 
Committee on Military Affairs by the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Davis], who investigated the claim thoroughly. It has been 
reported four or five times by various committees of the House, 
but failed to get concurrent action of the two Houses. 

Now. I ask that this item be inserted in the bill. It stands ona 
different footing from the California and Oregon claims; it isa 
better claim of indebtedness incurred, and besides, it has passed 
the Treasury Department under a special act, which those claims 
have not. I know the California and Oregon claims are just; 1 
have done all I could to procure their payment; but I hope that 
this item may be paid now, because it has been delayed so long, 
and because the State is sorely in need of the money. Nobody 
can assign any reason against the payment of the claim, and there 
is no question as to its validity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I sympathize with the Senator 
from Nevada and with the State of Nevada as respects this claim, 
which has been pending now for thirty-five years or more; but, 
admonished by suggestions of the Senate, I am constrained to 
make a point of order upon this amendment that there is no esti- 
mate for it, and that it has not been passed upon by a standing 
committee. 

Mr. STEWART. It has; it has been reported by the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Then I make the suggestion that 
there is no estimate for it, and that itis a claim which stands in 
the relation of a great many other State claims that are now pend- 
ing in both Houses of Congress. Of course, it is well known that 
the Committee on Appropriations endeavors to deal with some of 
these claims, but can not deal with them intelligently as respects 
the amount. I find here that the Auditor for the War Depart- 
ment has made a report upon the amount of the claim, etc. 

Mr. STEWART. Under a special law for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisa report of the Auditor; not an estimate 
of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a report of the Secretary of the 


Treasury as to the amount, and the amendment is recommended | 


by a standing committee. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of the Treasury simply states | 


| able for the erection and completion of the building, including fireproo! 


that, in answer to a letter written by the Senator from Nevada, 
I believe—— 

Mr. STEWART, Oh, no; in pursuance of law. 

Mr. ALLISON. A letter written to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 

Referring to the act of March 3, 1899 (30 Stat., page 1205), upon the subject of 


the claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of the suppres 
sion of the rebellion in the civil war, and calling for report of Congress by the 
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Mr. ALLISON. I should like to see that amendment. 
here some other papers. 
Mr. TELLER. 


I have 
The Senator did report some amendment. 
Mr. President, it was passed upon by the ( 


| mittee on Claims and referred, as 1 understand, to the Committ: 


| proper, which the United States ought to pay, this is one of the: 





Secretary of the Treasury thereon, | have the honor to transmit herewith | 


copy of statement of the case made by the Auditor forthe War Department 
January 18, 1900, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


of order, 
Mr. STEWART. Sustains the point of order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 
Mr. STEWART. ell, I will have to appeat from the deci- 


sion of the Chair, because it is not legislation and it is recom- 
mended—— 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no estimate for it. 

Mr. STEWART. It is estimated for by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, He has found the amount due, and the amendment is 
to carry out existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was it reported from a com- 
mittee as an amendment to the bill and sent to the Committee on 
A copetenet 

r. STEWART. It was sent to the Committee on Claims, re- 


The Chair sustains the point | 











ported as an amendment to this bill, and sent to the Committee { ' 
on Appropriations some time ago. It has gone through every | Congress. Litigantsin the State of Nebraska having cases before 
phase 


t makes it in order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A State claim, according to 


Jefferson, is not a privatec!aim in the ordinary acceptation of the | about 50 miles of the Missouri River, and almost in the 


term. The Chair was not aware that the amendment had been 
reported from a committee us an amendment to this bill and sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 





on Appropriations, 
its being reported. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order, then. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
[Putting the question.| By the sound the ‘ have it, 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 call for a division. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I just want to say one word 
about this matter. If there are any claims that are just and 


1 know the Committee on Claims authorized 


' ayes 


lll. 
It has had all the care and attention it is possible to give a claim. 
Every dollar of this amount has been found by the Treasury Ds 
partment to be due the State of Nevada. The State has been kep 
out of it for thirty-odd years. It is anexpenditure that all of the 
States in the West were compelled to make from time to tim« 
Most of them have been recognized and paid, and there is no rea 
son why this should not be paid. It is as sacred an obligation, 
in my judgment, as the national bonds; and the conditions are 
such that everybody knows that the Government can pay it now 
as well as at any other time. ‘The situation in Nevada demands 
that, if the Government is ever to pay it, the Government ough 
to pay it now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have served a good many 
years on the Committee on Military Affairs, and atevery Congress 
have heard this bill discussed from beginning toend. ‘lhereis no 
sort of question as to its justice. It is just as much due as your 
board bill, which you have to pay every month. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk, to come in on line 5, page & 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On pages, after line 5, it is proposed to insert 


‘the following: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be erected at Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska. on the 
site already purchased therefor by the Government of the United States, a 
suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating appara 
tus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the Un 1 
States courts, post-office, land office, and other Government offices in the cit 
of Norfolk and State of Nebraska; the cost of said building, including said 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of $50,000, which said sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated for 
that purpose, out of any moneys in the United States '‘l'reasury not otherwis 
appropriated. 

Sec. —. That so much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the 


| preparation of sketch plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimate 


for the building by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department 
shall be available immediately; and after the said sketch plans and estimates 
for the building shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect and 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said appropriation shall be avail 


vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches. The 
buildi g shall be unexposed to any danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the Sen- 
ate and Senators for just a moment to make a brief explanation 
of this proposed amendment. 

The amendment was introduced and sent to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, has been recommended by them 
favorably, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
amendment also is designed to carry into execution two laws 
already in existence, 

Twelve years ago Congress passed an act establishing a Federal 
coart at the city of Norfolk and the city of Hastings in my State, 
in addition to the cities of Omaha and Lincoln, Two years ago, 
or during the Fifty-fifth Congress, Congress made an appropria- 
tion of $10,000 to buy a site for a public building in Norfolk, which 
has been purchased and is now owned by the Government. 

Those familiar with the geography of Nebraska will remember 
that the State is about 500 miles east and west, and perhaps about 
213 or 214 miles north and south. The Platte River runs almost 
through the center of the State from east to west. There are 
three lines of railroads running through the State from the ex- 
treme east to the extreme west-—-the Elkhorn Railroad, in the 
northern portion of the State; the Union Pacific, along the center; 
and the Burlington, in the southern portion of the State. 

The Federal courts, in consequence of the lack of a public build- 
ing at Norfolk, are not held there now inaccordance with the act of 


the Federal court are compelled to travel to Omaha or to Lincoln, 
Omaha being on the west bank of the river and Linco'n within 
extreme 
southeast corner of the State. The result is that the class of liti- 
gants who live in the northwestern portion of the State, and who 
are tributary for litigating purposes to the Federal court which 
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is held at Omaha, are compelled to travel from four to five hun- | Mr. ALLEN. It will take me some time to turn to it. 
dred miles to reach court and take their witnesses that distance. 
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As a consequence, only those litigants having a great deal of 
money can afford to resort to the courts, and most of them do 
not have much money. It is a practical denial of justice to them 
in consequence of being unable, when they reach the Federal 
court at Omaha, to have their cases speedily determined, cases 
being frequently postponed from term to term, so that counsel 
fees, hotel expenses, and the expenses of witnesses practically eat 
up all there is in the litigation for them. 

So it is better for the average litigant having a few thousand 


dollars involved in a Federal court to surrender everything he | 


has, and step out of court, than to seek to litigate his case. 
Norfolk is on the Elkhorn road, in the northern portion of the 


State, or rather the north-central portion of the State, a little less | 


than 200 miles from Omaha, and, as near as practicable, midway 
between the extreme west and the extreme east. 

There are four railroads entering the city from the different 
»oints of the compass. It is the largest city in what we call the 
North Platte country, a city of about 5,000 people, having a great 
many industries, and it is the natural place for litigants to come 
from the northwest portion of the State to settle their difficulties 
before the Federal court. 

I do not feel that Iam warranted in taking the time of the Sen- 


ate to go into this matter more in detail, but I wish to impress | 


upon Senators the fact that my constituents in the northwestern 
part of the State of Nebraska for all practicable purposes are de- 
prived of their rights by reason of being compelled to go so far to 
a Federal court. The amendment carries into execution the law 
establishing a Federal court at Norfolk, passed in 1888 or 1889. 
It carries into execution the law of two years ago, purchasing 
ground for the purpose of a public building, and it complies with 
Rule XVI in having been recommended favorably by a standing 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam constrained to make the point of order on 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. First, it has not 
been estimated for in the Book of Estimates. Secondly, it has not 
been recommended through an amendment from any standing 
committee of this body to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been. I beg the Senator's pardon. , 

Mr. ALLISON, I will be glad to have the Senator show me the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwilldoso, TheSenator is in error about that: 

In the Senate of the United States. February 7, 1900. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


May 2, 1900. Reported by Mr. FAIRBANKS with amendments, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Now, with respect to the rule, I endeavored to follow out that | 
rule as closely as I could, because I have been a victim of it sev- | 
eral times, and I have some horror of the rule and the manner in | 


which it is applied, 


All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
vnall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill the effect of which will be to 
increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item 
of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some ex- 
isting law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the 
Senate during that session; or unless— 


There is the exception— 


the same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the 
Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of 
the Departments. 


It ismoved by a standing committee, and therefore comes within 
the exception. 

Mr. ALLISON, It may be moved formally by 4 committee, 
but there is no law anywhere authorizing the erection of this pub- 
lic building. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not need it if there was. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is nostatute authorizing it, and the uni- 
form rule has been that until a public building had been authorized 
a mere amendment reported from one committee to another will 
not justify its insertion in an appropriation bill. If the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Nebraska is in order, then 
provisions for all the public buildings that all the people can think 
of would be in order on this bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. IfI had the law referred to I would not need 
this amendment. The rule certainly can not have a narrow con- 
struction, such asis contended for by the Senator from Iowa. It 
would be against the policy of the rule itself. Here is a court es- 
tablished twelve years ago by act of Congress, There is no pub- 
lic building there. In the Fifty-fifth Congress an act was passed 
appropriating $10,000 for the purchase of a site for a public build- 
ing, declaring in that act that a public building should be erected 
upon that site. That money was expended, the property was pur- 
chased, and the Government owns it now. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a law to establish a building there, 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course there is, 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator to read it, 


Referred to the 


| Mr. ALLISON, There is no authority of law for the erection 


of a public building at Norfolk. 

Mr. ALLEN. It says for the purchase of a site fora public 
building at Norfolk. { do not know what that means unless j 
means that Congress has declared its purpose to erect a public 
building there, and I submit that the contention of the Senator 
from Iowa will not bear analysis. It would defeat any law on the 
face of the earth, I hope, in view of the liberality which th, 

| Senate and the Committee on Appropriations have shown, and iy 
view of the peculiar conditions in my State, which constitute 4 
practical denial of justice to a great portion of our people, that 
this amendment may be accepted and go through. 

Mr. HALE. Has it not always been held, I will ask the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, with respect to public buildings, that no 
| appropriations can be made until an act is passed providing for 

their being erected? Otherwise the whole responsibility would 

be changed to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a good argument from the Senator from 
| Maine, whose State has all the buildings they have asked for, 
Mr. HALE. We have not hada public building in Maine for 

many years, and do not expect any. 
| Mr. ALLEN. Ido not suppose thereare 40 acres there on which 
| public money has not been spent. 

Mr. HALE. There are forty cases like this. 
| Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not want this amendment 

adopted? 

Mr. HALE. I do not care anything about it. 
| Mr. ALLEN. He does not want it adopted because it takes 
| little money out of the Treasury. 
| Mr,HALE. There are forty different buildings of the same class 
that are coming,and we have always held, untilan act is passed to 
| provide for the public building, that it can not bein order as an 
| amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatis a subterfuge, with all due deference to 
the Senator. There never has been a rule of that kind for the 

| last six or seven years. 

| Mr. HALE. I think it is a pretty good point, not a subterfuge, 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think itis. The Senator and I differ in 
os respect, as in a great many other respects, to my infinite de- 

ight. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is noauthorization of a public building, 

Mr. ALLEN. - Will you be kind enough to read it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it. 


a 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


| directed to my title, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, to sit: 
| in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, respectively, in the State of Nebraska, 
on which to erect suitable buildings. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish the Senator would let me have that? I 
am very thankful to the Senator for furnishing me the statute. 
I could not turn to it readily. 

Mr. HALE. I stated that there are forty or fifty cases like the 
one of the Senatorfrom Nebraska; buton the strength of that stat- 
| ute which provides that the Secretary may go on and purchiase a 

site for the erection of a public building, 1 withdraw the state- 

ment. Ido not think that there is any such number, and [ «io not 
know of any other cases. Where Congress has acted—has passed 

a bill providing for the purchase of land on which to erect a pub- 

lic building—I do not think after that it needs any new law to 

erect a public building. 

Mr. ALLEN, I thank the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I did not know there was any statute to that effect. 

Mr. ALLEN, I withdraw all the hard things I said. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want the Senator to do that, because he 
will want something else pretty soon. I did not know th:re was 
any such statute. 

Mr. ALLEN, I read from chapter 339, laws of 1899, omitting 
the enacting clause: 

That the Seorstery of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to uire title by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise. to sites 
in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, respectively, in the State of Nebraska, 
on which to erect suitable buildings, including fireproof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices in said respective 
cities, the cost of said sites, respectively, not to exceed the sum of $10,100. 

Then it goes on with several subsequent sections, giving direc- 
tions in the usual form for the carrying out of this provision, de- 
claring expressly that these sites are to be purchased for the pul- 
pose of erecting public buildings for post-offices, court-house, and 
other purposes. The amendment is tocarry out this law, making 
an appropriation of $50,000 to erect a public building on this site. 
It has been recommended by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and complies strictly with the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 differ with the Senator from Maine as re- 
spects the effect of this act, but it still appears that there 1s 10 
estimate for this building. I did not pay close attention to the 
reading of the amendment suggested by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, but I suppose there is in hif amendment no limit to the 
cost of this building. 





1900. 


Mr. ALLEN. t r will pe 
there has been an estimate, which is higher than the amount I ask. 

Mr. ALLISON. For this building? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes: for this building. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where? 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Architect's estimate is for some 
seventy or eighty thousand dollars, but these people are wiiling 
to have a building that can be built for $50,000, 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam informed by the clerk of the committee 
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SS 
If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, | 


that there is no estimate for this building, and if the Senator will | 
yoint out in the Book of Estimates that there is one, I shall be | 


glad to be corrected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know anything about that. 
rule it does not require an estimate. mes 
first subdivision of RuleXVI. The exception is that it is made to 


Under the | 
It comes clearly within the | 


carry out the provisions of some existing law and that it has been | 


recommended by a standing committee. Now, subdivision 3 of 


that rule reads: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly 
relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy, etc. 


I will read subdivision 2, That has bearing on it, 


All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations— 


That has been done— 


and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment 


> pr posing to increase 
the amount stated in such amendment shall be receivec 





There is no proposition to increase the amount stated in the | 


amendment— 


In like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to 
river and harbor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 


So it comes clearly within the purview of that subdivision. 


| that the Nevada amendment is in order. 


There is no attempt to increase the amount recommended by the | 


committee nor to change it. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to offer an amend- 
ment to come in on page 67, after line 15, I will state that it was 
reported in due form by the Committee on Claims and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted, on page 67, the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
resettle, readjust, and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, all claims of the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Virginia, South Carolina, and the city of Baltimore for and on account of 
advances and expenditures made 7 said States and the city of Baltimore in 
the war of 1812 to 1815 with Great Britain, and in computing interest on said 
advances the Secretary of the Treasury shall apply the following rule, as 
applied by act of Congress to the claim of the State of Maryland, namely: 
Interest shall be calculated ap to the time of any payment made. To this 
interest the payment shall be first applied, and if it exceeds the interest due 
the balance shall be applied to diminish the principal; if the pepapees fall 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the prin- 
cipal so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed on such 
sums only on which the State either paid interest or lost interest by the 
transfer of an interest-bearing fund, or for such length of time only as the 
State or ay paid or lost interest aforesaid: Provided, That in the settlement 
of these claims one tenes or other evidences of debt of any of the said States 
or of said city of Baltimore held by the United States on any account what- 
ever shall be credited as offsets to the United States, and the balance found 
due on the Ist day of January, 1898, after deducting the principal and inter- 
est on said bonds or other evidences of debt to the said lst day of January, 
1898, shall be paid to said States and city of Baltimore, and the said bonds or 
other evidences of debt shall be returned to the States issuing the same. 


_ Mr. ALLISON, I venture to make the point of order that this 
is general legislation, although it is reported by a committee. 

Pe PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, 

Mr. DANIEL, I beg leave tocall attention to the fact that the 
case of Nevada was admitted under similar circumstances. This 
amendment has been referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and was recommended by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Chair having ruled, I suppose we will 
have to ask a vote on the question and test it, for it is identical 
with the case which has just been decided in regard to Nevada. 
This amendment comes from the Committee on Claims with a 
favorable report, and is authorized to be submitted as an amend- 
ment to the sundry civil bill, and as the Nevada amendment has 

n sustained I donot see how the amendment just proposed can 
be ruled out, We will have to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair again, as the Senator from Nevada did. 


Mr. C ANDLER. I think the Senator from South Carolina 
can move his as an amendment to the Nevada amendment when we 


get the bill into the Senate. 
order, 


I have no doubt about that being in 
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Mr. DANIEL, I will be very glad to have it pointed out what 
is the distinction. There seems to bea great difference of opinion 
and some confusion as to what is admissible and whatis not. | 
should like to know what is the difference between this case and 
the one which preceded it. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Chair if the ruling 
of the Chair is under the third c'ause of the sixteenth rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is general legislation. 

Mr. BACON. The point to which I wish to direct the attention 
of the Chair is that the rule requires that whenever an amendment 
of that kind is proposed all questions re!ative to the relevancy of 
the amendment under the rule when raised shall be submitted to 
the Senate and be decided without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of relevancy has 
not beenraised. If the question of relevancy were raised the Chair 
would be obliged to submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. The Chair's ruling is based on the ground that it 
is general legislation? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. General legislation. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand the Chair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The question of relevancy comes in, because 
we have just admitted the State of Nevada under identical condi- 
tions; and if you can admit one State you can admit half a dozen 
States. At least, that is the common-sense view that strikes me 
so forcibly that I shall ask the Senate to pass on this question, by 
appealing from the decision of the Chair as to whether or not this 
amendment is in order. If the Nevada amendment had been 
voted down—kept ont—it would be a great hardship, as this is a 
great hardship to other States involved, especially South Carolina 
and Virginia, they having been sued in the Supreme Court on 
these claims. Weask merely an adjustment of the accounts be- 
tween the United States and the States, so that we can know 
whether they owe us or we owe them. Icontend that the ques- 
tion is one of relevancy simply because the Senate has decided 
I appeal from the deci- 
sion of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not hear the question stated. I did 
not know that the Senator had offered his amendment the second 
time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, which is in identically the same condition in a legislative 
way that the Nevada amendment was. In other words, it is 
here; it has passed the Senate; it has been reported from a stand- 
ing committee as an amendment to this bill, The Nevada amend- 
ment was admitted by the Senate on a vote as not beingsubject to 
the point of order; and I contend that these other States are iden- 
tically in the same condition that Nevada was, and the Senate, of 
course, will decide whether the Nevada amendment is to remain 
on and the other States are to go out. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The difference between these two propositions 
is perfectly plain. Tho amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada was a simple proposition of an amendment appropriating, 
without conditions, a certain sum of money to pay an ascertained 
claim. That suggested by the Senator from Virginia contains 
legislation as to offsets and various other things, which were not 
in the Nevada case at all. It presents an entirely different ques- 
tion for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. The fact that there are two propositions in the 
amendment does not make it any more general legislation than if 
there were one. 

Mr. ALDRICH, But one is subject to the point of order and 
the other is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why is the one subject to the point of order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because it proposes general legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not general legislation at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The one is general legislation in regard to a 
claim, and the other is a plain proposition for an appropriation 
to pay an ascertained claim. 

Mr. DANIEL. Permit me to say there are no more character- 
istics of general legislation in this proposition than in the one re- 
specting Nevada. Fourisnomore general legislationthanone. It 
does not apply to the whole country. It does not enunciate any 
principal of law. It simply deals with four cases instead of deal- 
ing with one case. The fact that you do not make an appropria- 
tion does not make it general legislation, and there is no phi- 
losophy, no logic, nothing but mere ipse dixit in what the honora- 
ble Senator says, with all respect to his great learning and skill, 
There is nosuggestion of a thought in his language that imputes to 
this proposition general legislation. It is totally unintelligible to 
any mind to say that it is general legislation if you do not appro- 
priate, and it is not general legislation if you do. 

What is the distinction which the Senator makes? What prin- 
ciple does he rely on? What isthe proposition upon which it is 
contended that an appropriation to paya State debt is not general 
legislation, and a proposition tosettle a debt of four States is gen- 
eral legislation? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 


stand the difference. 
it. 


The Senator of course does not fail to under- 
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their settlement, proposed an amendment here which dealt \ 


It is so plain that noSenator can fail to see | all these questions in a way whereby they could be intelligen; 
The Senator from Nevada offered an amendment to this bill | and carefully considered by people who have the accounts befo 


which appropriated, without conditions and without terms, a cer- | them. 


tain sum of money to pay a claim ascertained by law. All the 
steps were taken. The Senator from Virginia puts in a proposi- 
tion for a settlement, not now authorized by law, of a certain 
claim on the State of Virginia, and goes on to legislate by general 
legislation under what terms and conditions this new settlement 
shall be made. If the Senator fails to apprehend that, then noth- 
ing I can say or the Chair can say, I am sure, will convince him of 
the difference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. While that may be true in regard to the Vir- 
ginia case and the Pennsylvania case and the New York case, it 
is not true as respects the South Carolina case. South Carolina 
is in the amendment along with the other States, because we are 
on all fours with those States as regards the war of 1812. But 
the State of South Carolina has had its case presented to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and a resolution of the Senate passed, and 
reports have been sent here in which the facts are all brought out 
as to the condition of the account. 

While it may be a very far-fetched and nice distinction which 
some of us can not see asa matter of equity, that the provision of 
this amendment which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust accounts upon a known, fixed rule, adopted in the cases of 
three other States, is general legislation, as that act of Congress 
has already been enforced in the case of Massachusetts, Maine, 
and Maryland, why the Senator should object to having it en- 
forced in the cases of Virginia and South Carolina and Pennsyl- 
=. and New York and the city of Baltimore I can not under- 
stand. 

It is in accordance with the law, an act of Congress which 
clearly defines what the limitations are and how the Secretary 
must adjust the account. It is - as plain as the rule of three, 
and I confess that while I do not 
because I do not believe any such feeling exists here, if the Senate 
shall sustain the technical ruling, it will have the a nce, and 
I shall regret it, that these claims are barred out of this bill be- 
cause we are south of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator from Virginia wants 
to say something. I yield to him. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the Senator | 
from Colorado, although much disinclined to detain the Senate, I | 


beg leave to say a few words on this subject. The itive asser- 
tions of the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island do not 
amount to any statement of any principle and donot discriminate 
any line of thought. Anyone can see the difference in point of 
fact between a proposition to state an account and pay the balance 
and a proposition to pay a balance already ascertain These are 
differences in the subjects-matter of the amendment and differ- 
ences in the facts which concern them, but why one should be 


considered general yore and another special legislation is | 


not a question which 
nite assertions. 

Let us state the case, Mr. President. 
be due to a particular State or due by a particular State is the 
subject of an account. 
stated. Now, what is the difference between the two cases? 
Nothing but a diversity of fact; and 
itis general legislation if you provide for a settlement of an ac- 
count, but not general legislation if you provide for the payment 
of an account. 

The character of the legislation is not indicated by the subject- 
matter or by the method with which you deal with it. It must 
be very clear that if a proposition to pay one State $100 is not gen- 


e has at all gone into except by his indeti- 


| 
| 


ike even to hint at sucha thing, | 


The amount which may | 
With another State the account has been | 
t the Senator insists that | 


eral legislation a proposition to pay five States $100 also is not gen-" 


eral legislation. In neither case is there legislation which affects 
the generality of society, which concerns the whole public by a 
general rule of law; nor has any tangible notion been su ted 
by the Senator in which you can discriminate between the two 
cases. Under these circumstances, then, with the utmost respect 
for the opinion of the Chair, I shall be constrained to vote that 
this amendment is admissible. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I wish to say only one word 
more respecting the amendment. I am in sympathy, as I have 
said before on this floor, with the general su ons ting 
the claim of Virginia as well as ts the claim of South Caro- 
lina. The Committee on Appropriations, seeing the difficulties 
that surround these claims by means of positive legislation for 





Now, the Senator from Virginia brings in an amendment bh. 
which proposes not only to settle the claim of Virginia and So) 
Carolina, but also to settle the claim of New York, which has } 
been before the committee or the account stated, so far as I know. 
and the claim of the city of Baltimore. The amendment whi}; 
he proposes is not an amendment that applies to the South ¢ 
lina case at all as it exists. It is a claim which proposes an «\\- 
justment of certain matters only, whereas I understand the Sou:}); 
Carolina claim involves not only the war of 1812, but also : 
Indian wars of 1837, 1838, and 1839, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will cut 
Gordian knot by proposing or asking unanimous consent that t) 
original amendment of the committee, which was objected to yn 
ruled out of order, shall be restored to the bill. That will relieve 
us of all this unpleasant predicament in which we find ourse! 
by reason of the fact that one State has received recognition jy 
this bill and other States are barred out. If the Senator wil! ask 
unanimous consent I hope nobody will object,and we will get 1 
amendment back, and then simply provide for an accounting ani 
adjustment, and a report which will be a basis of future leyi.|;- 
tion and future appropriation. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Nevada claim is different 
from any other of these claims. All these claims have been |e- 
fore the Committee on Claims ever since I can remember: that 
is,ever since any connection I have had with that committee, 
which is now pretty nearly twenty-four years. They have hen 
here again aa again, and the committee have reported thei. 
Some of them have, I think, passei the Senate, but if not they 
have frequently been reported favorably. As to the Nevada claim 
by law, we submitted that question to the Secretary of the Treas 
uryandhereported. Weauthorized him to adjudicate that claim. 
He did so, and that was a finding which the Government of the 
United States ought to be bound by. As I said before, that is a 
claim which I regard to be just as much adjudicated exactly as [ 
do a Government bond. 

Now, Mr. President, there is some controversy that never has 
yet been settled by any Department of the Government as to t! 
other claims. We have determined again and again in the com- 
mittee that they were just and proper claims, and while the Govy- 
ernment has some claims against these States—for instance, South 
Carolina, and therefore there is an offset—their position is just as 
good and they ought to be just as sacred as a Government claim. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Colorado will allow 


Mr. TELLER. It is not creditable that after thirty, forty, fifty, 
sixty, or seventy-five years we are still settling claims that ought 
to have been settled years ago. NowI will hear what the Senator 
from South Carolina wants to say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
as far back as 1858 there is an act of Congress under which tho 
Secretary of the Treasury was to report what would be the amount 
due to certain States. In that report, which is an executive docu 
ment on file in this Capitol, it is stated that in 1832 the United 
States owed the State of South Carolina $78,000 and that in 185s 
the interest on that sum had brought the amount up to $20)?,!)0)). 
There is an acknowledgment under an act of Congress, coming 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, that the United States owes 
the State of South Carolina that much money. 

Now, under the resolution introduced by me at this session o! 
Congress and passed by the Senate instructing the “ecretary 
the Treasury to report in regard to these matters and additional 
items in regard to the war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, the Seminole 
war, has been looked into, the matters have been adjusted, (!0 
statement has been sent here in a letter from the Secretary 0! 
Treasury, and the entire account of South Carolina is shown. |)°) 
ing off the $248,000, which we owe the United States on account 
of Indian trust bonds. That is accounted for in this report. 

Then it is shown by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the United States owes the State of South Carolina | 
$178,000 on account of those two wars, and that there is no! 
dispute about it and about its validity and its justice and \'s 
equity than there is about one of the bonds of which mention )\s 
been made here, issued by the Government for its public us: 

Mr. TELLER, I am quite well aware the Senator is correc 45 
to the statement of the adjudication of that claim, The «') 
trouble is that the Government of the United States has 5)! * 
claim against the State of South Carolina. a 

Mr. TILLMAN. But our claim is $178,000 more than ther 
claim, and all we ask is that we may be allowed to pay the Un! 
States all we owe and stop the suit which is now pending in t’° 
United States Supreme Court against the State to have us |") 
for bonds which we have already paid for and on which they owe 
us interest instead of we owing them. 


ese 


| me—— 
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d will take the floor after I get through I shall be glad. 
I think these claims ought to have been allowed as we had pro- 
vided for them in the committee, except as to the claim of Nevada, 
which ought to bave been paid. There ought to have been an 
appropriation for that claim. The provision that the committee 
put in the appropriation bill to give to the Department a chance 
to cast the accounts between these two States and determine and 
settle the claim was satisfactory, I understand, to the Senators 
from those States. They are beimg harassed and sued under a 
rovision that nobody, | think, here is responsible for that got 
P to one of the appropriation bills. I never heard of it, I cer- 
tainly would not have agreed to it. saa ; 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not in an appropriation bill, but in some 
other bill. It came in here in some way. I never heard of it. I 
never would have consented to it myself, as long as we knew these 
matters were in dispute between these States and the General Gov- 
ernment, that the Government should bring suit against the States. 
We are quite capable of settling this matter, and it ought to be 
settled, although we do not seem to have been capable of doing it. 

It appears to me that we ought to restore at least to this bill, 
which | think we ought to be able to do by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, this provision which submits to the Depart- 
ment the casting of these accounts and a final settlement, and a 
suspension of these suits until that can be done. 

The Senator from South Dakota objected to it and raised a point 
of order on it, because, I suppose, his amendment was ruled out 
ona point of order. I never saw any reason why his amendment 
should not have been incorporated and become a partof it, for the 
State of South Dakota has a legitimate claim. Just the amount 
of it ldo not know, but it is a legitimate claim and the Govern- 
ment undoubtedly owes the State of South Dakota. 

I should like to suggest that we reinstate this provision in the 
appropriation act just as it was, by the consent of the Senate, if 
nobody is going to raise any point of order on it, leaving out tie 
State of Nevada, which I think ought to ke left out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I would be very glad to 
do that. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know whether anybody will object to 
that or not. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that we 
may reinsert the provision on page 67, with the exception that 
«the State of Nevada” where it occurs in lines 19, 20, 22, and 23 
may be stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I trust the Senator from South Dakota will 
agree to that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall not object provided this is added 
at the end of it: After the word ‘‘ Congress,” line 25, page 68, insert: 
And with the State of South Dakota for and on account of expenditures 


made by said State in connection with the outbreak of Sioux Indians in 1800 
and 1891. 


an 


Then the provision reads: 
And any conapretaios or settlement they may make with the said States, re- 
spectively, 8 be fully reported to Con 3 for its future further action, 


stating theamounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States to any 
of said States and the amounts, if any, which should be paid by any of said 
States to the United States, etc. 

I do not ask for any appropriation. I simply ask that this ac- 
count may be adjusted like the rest of them. 

a TELLER, I ask unanimous consent that that may be 
added, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall object to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt South Dakota has some claim 
on account of the Indian wars of 1890 and 1891, but neither has 
the Committee on Appropriations, nor, as far as I know, has any 
committee of this body considered the question as to the amount of 


| 
! 
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Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will let me say just a word now | give a little explanation and leave it to his discretion as to whether 
| he will accept the 


proposal [ will make. 
Mr. TELLER. Tet us see if we can get the Senate to accept 
what has been proposed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to see if I can not enlarge it in my 
State a little, and I will give the reasons, If the Senator does not 
want to enlarge it, of course I will let it goin as itis. The rea- 
sons I give are so pressing that Senators will at once see the impor- 
tance of it, and I alluded toit the otherday. There has notbeena 
day since 1860 when South Carolina could receive any consideration 
in Congress. We occupied a peculiar condition, one of political 
disinheritance, so to speak, and if we have fallen on happier days, 
I think we are to be congratulated upon having gotten to a point 
in our history where even this outcast daughter of the Union can 
receive justice at the hands of the Senate. 

Now, in the last month we have had notice to our governor, 
coming from the Comptroller of the Treasury, of a claim which 
he is pressing. Atleast he offers the State anopportunity to give it 
a hearing to determine whether or not the accounts shall be en- 
tered against the State of $340,000 for the war of 1860, on account 
of stores seized by a colonel of a South Carolina regiment under 
order of the governor of the State at the arsenal in Charleston. 

It can be very readily understood thatif there is to be a continu- 
ation of these duns, so to speak, of these demands on our State 
to settle, it behooves the State tolook into the matter and see what 
she has got to settle with. 

You gentlemen have noticed within the last week the discovery 
in an old lot of rubbish in South Carolina of a document beariny 
on the claims of the State of South Carolina for Revolutionary 
war expenditures. They were paid by the State after the settle 
ment of 1793. I have that document, and it is a very interesting 
historical relic. It shows that at the time when that book was 
printed, which is a brief prepared by the State’s agent, there were 
indubitable proofs that the United States owed South Carolina 
in 1858 for expenditures during the Revolutionary war something 
over $300,000; and if we are to have the civil war brought up and 
thrown into our faces, with demands that we shall pay for the 
stores that we seized, we ought to have a general accounting for 
everything between South Carolina and the United States from the 
foundation of the Government up to date. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what we will get under this provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; we donot. For the war of 1847 we 
have claims for $32,000 for money we spent in the Mexican war. 
Those claims are not in this bill, and I should like to put them in, 
if you will permit me. I submit it to the chairman of the com 
mittee. I should like to insert a provision that the proper offi 
cers—the three officers mentioned, the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General—shall con- 
sider in regard to South Carolina the claims of the war of the 
Revolution, the war of 1812, the Indian war of 1836 and 1837, the 
Mexican war, and the civil war, and let us have a clean, straight, 
clear account, and settle once for all, and not have me coming 
here twelve months from now with another claim or an effort to 
get justice for my State. It is simply an accounting; that is all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the mysteries of legislation 
in the Senate of the United States ought to be written up by 
somebody who is competent to deal with the subject. A point of 
order is made against an amendment and it goes out en a point of 
order, and subsequently—possibly the Senator making the point 
of order might be absent from the Chamber—a proposition is 


| made that unanimous consent shall be given that it be restored to 


those claims. Whether they are State claims or individual claims | 


it does not appear. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I say “the State of South Dakota,” not 
individual claims, 

Mr. ALLISON. The claim of the State of South Dakota against 
the General Government? 

: ™ PETTIGREW. Yes; I simply want an accounting, that 
S ail, 

Mr. TELLER. Has the State of South Dakota filed claims with 
the General Government? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I have no objection to its insertion. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say further that the State of Colorado 
has claims, but I will not as‘ leave to insert them in this bill. I 
Want to provide for the States that are in trouble, and Colorado 
1s not in any particular trouble; it can wait. Virginia and South 
on particularly need this legislation. I hope nobody will 

ject, 

Mr. T 


ILLMAN. b ; he indulgence of 
the Senate for Now, I want to appeal to the indulgen 


& moment and to the Senator from Iowa that I may 


the bill. 
Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is here who made the point of 
order. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I understand so. He might not have been. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 will say to the Senator that if he had not been 
present I should not have made the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator always deals 
fairly, and I would be the last manin this Chamber to make asug- 
gestion tothe contrary. But Il was simply trying in my rough 


| way to illustrate the parliamentary procedure of this body: that 


is all. It does not come under the inhibition of the commandment 


| which forbids us to worship things under the earth, or above the 


earth, or on the earth. We might, I think, worship our pariia 
mentary procedure with entire respect to that commandment. 
Mr. President, I rise simply to say that 1 shall not be an ob- 


| jector to the extent of permitting the provision in the bill as it 


came from the Committee on Appropriations to be restored by 


} unanimous consent if it is thought wise to do it, but I shail object 
| to enlarging that provision by including the various points that 


the Senator from South Carolina has called attention to, that his 
State 
Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave not made that as a motion. 
called attention to certain historical facts. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, that is what I said. 
I shall object to enlarging this provision by inserting those old 
claims of South Carolina (whether they are valid or not I do not 





I simply 
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Mr. ALDRICH. 


The Senator of course does not fail to under- 
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their settlement, proposed an amendment here which dealt w 


stand the difference. It is so plain that noSenator can fail to see | all these questions in a way whereby they could be intelligen(), 


it. The Senator from Nevada offered an amendment to this bill 


and carefully considered by people who have the accounts be/, 


which appropriated, without conditions and without terms, acer- | them. 


tain sum of money to pay a claim ascertained by law. All the 
steps were taken. The Senator from Virginia puts in a proposi- 
tion for a settlement, not now authorized by law, of a certain 
claim on the State of Virginia, and goes on to legislate by general 
legislation under what terms and conditions this new settlement 
shall be made. If the Senator fails to apprehend that, then noth- 
ing I can say or the Chair can say, I am sure, will convince him of 
the difference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. While that may be true in regard to the Vir- 
ginia case and the Pennsylvania case and the New York case, it 
is not true as respects the South Carolina case. South Carolina 
is in the amendment along with the other States, because we are 
on all fours with those States as regards the war of 1812. But 
the State of South Carolina has had its case presented to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and a resolution of the Senate passed, and 
reports have been sent here in which the facts are all brought out 
as to the coadition of the account. 

While it may be a very far-fetched and nice distinction which 
some of us can not see asa matter of equity, that the provision of 
this amendment which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust accounts upon a known, fixed rule, adopted in the cases of 
three other States, is general legislation, as that act of Congress 
has already been enforced in the case of Massachusetts, Maine, 
and Maryland, why the Senator should object to having it en- 
forced in the cases of Virginia and South Carolina and Pennsyl- 
vania and New York and the city of Baltimore I can not under- 
stand. 

It is in accordance with the law, an act of Congress which 
clearly defines what the limitations are and how the Secretary 
must adjust the account. It is just as plain as the rule of three, 
and | confess that while I do not like even to hint at sucha thing, 
because I do not believe any such feeling exists here, if the Senate 
shall sustain the technical ruling, it will have the apenas, and 
I shall regret it, that these claims are barred out of this bill be- 
cause we are south of Mason and Dixon’s line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator from Virginia wants 
to say something. I yield to him. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the Senator | 
from Colorado, although much disinclined to detain the Senate, I | 


beg leave to say a few words on this subject. The itive asser- 
tions of the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island do not 
amount to any statement of any principle and do not discriminate 
any line of thought. Anyone can see the difference in point of 
fact between a proposition to state an account and pay the balance 
and a proposition to pay a balance already ascertain These are 
differences ip the subjects-matter of the amendment and differ- 
ences in the facts which concern them, but why one should be 
considered general legislation and another special legislation is 
not a question which he has at all gone into except by his indefi- 
nite assertions. 


Let us state the case, Mr. President. The amount which may 


Now, the Senator from Virginia brings in an amendment }) 
which proposes not only to settle the claim of Virginia and So) 
Carolina, but also to settle the claim of New York, which has | 
been before the committee or the account stated, so far as I kn 
and the claim of the city of Baltimore. The amendment whi:-) 
he proposes is not an amendment that applies to the South Cx,\. 
lina case at all as it exists. It isa claim which proposes an 
justment of certain matters only, whereas I understand the Sou! 
Carolina claim involves not only the war of 1812, but also : 
Indian wars of 1837, 1838, and 1839, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will cut 
Gordian knot by proposing or asking unanimous consent that ) 
original amendment of the committee, which was objected to: 
ruled out of order, shall be restored to the bil. That will re! 
us of all this unpleasant predicament in which we find ours: 
by reason of the fact that one State has received recognition j; 
this bill and other States are barred out. If the Senator wil! ask 
unanimous consent I hope nobody will object,and we will get the 
amendment back, and then simply provide for an accounting an 
adjustment, and a report which will be a basis of future levis|a- 
tion and future appropriation. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, the Nevada claim is different 
from any other of these claims. All these claims have been |e- 
fore the Committee on Claims ever since I can remember: that 
is,ever since any connection I have had with that committee, 
which is now pretty nearly twenty-four years. They have hen 
here again wae again, and the committee have reported them. 
Some of them have, I think, passed the Senate, but if not they 
have frequently been reported iavorably. As to the Nevada claim 
by law, we submitted that question to the Secretary of the Treas 
uryandhereported. Weauthorized him to adjudicate that claim. 
He did so, and that was a finding which the Government of tho 
United States ought to be bound by. As I said before, that is a 
claim which I regard to be just as much adjudicated exactly as | 
do a Government bond. 

Now, Mr. President, there is some controversy that never has 
yet been settled by any Department of the Government as to these 
other claims. We have determined again and again in the com- 
mittee that they were just and proper claims, and while the Goy- 
ernment has some claims against these States—for instance, South 
Carolina, and therefore there is an offset—their position is just as 
good and they ought to be just as sacred as a Government claim. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator from Colorado will allow 
me— 

Mr. TELLER. It is not creditable that after thirty, forty, fifty 
sixty, or seventy-five years we are still settling claims that ought 
to have been settled years ago. Now I will hear what the Senator 
from South Carolina wants to say. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I calli the Senator's attention to the fact that 
as far back as 1858 there is an act of Congress under which tho 
Secretary of the Treasury was to report what would be the amoun! 
due to certain States. In that report, which is an executive docu- 
ment on file in this Capitol, it is stated that in 1832 the Unite! 
States owed the State of South Carolina $78,000 and that in 185s 
the interest on that sum had brought the amount up to $20? ,()0)l). 
There is an acknowledgment under an act of Congress, comin 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, that the United States owes 
the State of South Carolina that much money. 

Now, under the resolution introduced by me at this session 0° 


be due to a particular State or due by a particular State is the | Congress and passed by the Senate instructing the Secretary 0! 


subject of an account. With another State the account has been 
stated. Now, what is the difference between the two cases? 
Nothing but a diversity of fact; and yet the Senator insists that 
itis general legislation if you provide for a settlement of an ac- 
count, but not general legislation if you provide for the payment 
of an account, 

The character of the legislation is not indicated by the subject- 
matter or by the method with which you deal with it. It must 
be very clear that if a proposition to pay one State $100 is not gen- 
eral legislation a proposition to pay five States $100 also is not gen- 
eral legislation. In neither case is there legislation which affects 
the generality of society, which concerns the whole public by a 

neral rule of law; nor has any tangible notion been suggested 

y the Senator in which you can discriminate between the two 
cases, Under these circumstances, then, with the utmost respect 
for the opinion cf the Chair, I shall be constrained to vote that 
this amendment is admissible. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say only one word 
more respecting the amendment. I am in sympathy, as I have 
said before on this floor, with the general su ons rans 
the claim of Virginia as well as ts the claim of South Caro- 
lina. The Committee on Approp tions, seeing the difficulties 
that surround these claims by means of positive legislation for 


the Treasury to report in regard to these matters and additonal 
items in regard to the war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, the Seminole 
war, has been looked into, the matters have been adjuste, 
statement has been sent here in a letter from the Secretary ©! 
Treasury, and the entire account of South Carolina is shown. p\y- 
ing off the $248,000, which we owe the United States on accoun! 
of Indian trust bonds. That is accounted for in this report. 

Then it is shown by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the United States owes the State of South Carolina | 
$178,000 on account of those two wars, and that there is no) 
dispute about it and about its validity and its justice and 
equity than there is about one of the bonds of which mention 
been made here, issued by the Government for its public use 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite well aware the Senator is correc!‘ 
to the statement of the adjudication of that claim. The «"! 
trouble is that the Government of the United States has 5°" 
claim against the State of South Carolina. Zu 

Mr. TILLMAN. But our claim is $178,000 more than thc! 
claim, and all we ask is that we may be allowed to pay the Un'' d 
States all we owe and stop the suit which is now pending in t'° 
United States Supreme Court against the State to have us |") 
for bonds which we have already paid for and on which they owe 
us interest instead of we owing them. 
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Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will let me say just a word now | 
and will take the floor after I get through I shall be glad. 

' T think these claims ought to have been allowed as we had pro- 
vided for them in the committee, except as to the claim of Nevada, 
which ought to have been paid. There ought to have been an 
appropriation for that claim. The provision that the committee 

wut in the appropriation bill to give to the Department a chance 
S cast the accounts between these two States and determine and 
settle the claim was satisfactory, I understand, to the Senators 
from those States. They are being harassed and sued under a 

rovision that nobody, | think, here is responsible for that got 
into one of the appropriation bills. I never heard of it, I cer- 
tainly would not have agreed to it. ACs . 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not in an appropriation bill, but in some 
other bill. It came in here in some way. I never heard of it. I 
never would have consented to it myself, as long as we knew these 
matters were in dispute between these States and the General Gov- 
ernment, that the Government should bring suit against the States. 
We are quite capable of settling this matter, and it ought to be 
settled, although we do not seem to have been capable of doing it. 

It appears to me that we ought to restore at least to this bill, 
which I think we ought to be able to do by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, this provision which submits to the Depart- 
ment the casting of these accounts and a final settlement, and a 
suspension of these suits until that can be done. 

The Senator from South Dakota objected to it and raised a point 
of order on it, because, I suppose, his amendment was ruled out 
ona point of order, I never saw any reason why his amendment 
should not have been incorporated and become a part of it, for the 
State of South Dakota has a legitimate claim. Just the amount 
of it | do not know, but it is a legitimate claim and the Govern- 
ment undoubtedly owes the State of South Dakota. 

I should like to suggest that we reinstate this provision in the 
appropriation act just as it was, by the consent of the Senate, if 
nobody is going to raise any point of order on it, leaving out tie 
State of Nevada, which I think ought to ke left out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that [I would be very glad to 
do that. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot know whether anybody will object to 
that or not. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that we 
may reinsert the provision on page 67, with the exception that 
“the State of Nevada” where it occurs in lines 19, 20, 22, and 23 
may be stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I trust the Senator from South Dakota will 
agree to that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishall not object provided this is added 
at the end of it: After the word ‘‘ Congress,” line 25, page 68, insert: 

And with the State of South Dakota for and on account of expenditures 


made by said State in connection with the outbreak of Sioux Indians in 1890 | 
and 1891. 


Then the provision reads: 


And any compromise or settlement they may make with the said States, re- 
ctively, shall be fully reported to Con for its future further action, 
stating theamounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States toany | 
of said States and the amounts, if any, which should be paid by any of said | 
States to the United States, etc. 

I do not ask for any appropriation. I simply ask that this ac- 
count may be adjusted like the rest of them. 
a TELLER, I ask unanimous consent that that may be | 

ded, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall object to that. | 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt South Dakota has some claim 
on account of the Indian wars of 1890 and 1891, but neither has 
the Committee on Appropriations, nor, as far as I know, has any | 
committee of this y considered the question as to the amount of | 
those claims, Whether they are State claims or individual claims | 
it does not appear. 





TL 





Mr. PETTIGREW. I say ‘the State of South Dakota,” not 
individual claims, 

Mr. ALLISON. The claim of the State of South Dakota against 
the General Government? 
; 5 PETTIGREW. Yes; I simply want an accounting, that 

iS all, 


Mr. TELLER. Has the State of South Dakota filed claims with 
the General Government? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I have no objection to its insertion. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say further that the State of Colorado | 
has claims, but I will not ask leave to insert them in this bill. 1 
Want to provide for the States that are in trouble, and Colorado 
is not in any particular trouble; it can wait. Virginia and South 
en particularly need this legislation. I hope nobody will 

ject, 

Mir. TILLMAN. Now, I want to appeal to the indulgence of 
the Senate for a moment and to the Senator from Iowa that I may 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





6283 


give a little explanation and leave it to his discretion as to whether 


he will accept the proposal [ will make. 

Mr. TELLER. Tet us see if we can get the Senate to accept 

what has been proposed. 
_ Mr. TILLMAN. I want to see if I can not enlarge it in my 
State a little, and I will give the reasons. If the Senator does not 
want to enlarge it, of course I will let it goin as itis. The rea- 
sons I give are sopressing that Senators will at once see the impor- 
tance of it, and I alluded toit the otherday. There has not been a 
day since 1860 when South Carolina could receive any consideration 
in Congress. We occupied a peculiar condition, one of political 
disinheritance, so to speak, and if we have fallen on happier days, 
I think we are to be congratulated upon having gotten to a point 
in our history where even this outcast daughter of the Union can 
receive justice at the hands of the Senate. 

Now, in the last month we have had notice to our governor, 
coming from the Comptroller of the Treasury, of a claim which 
he is pressing. Atleast he offers the State an opportunity to give it 
a hearing to determine whether or not the accounts shall be en- 
tered against the State of $340,000 for the war of 1860, on account 
of stores seized by a colonel of a South Carolina regiment under 
order of the governor of the State at the arsenal in Charleston, 

It can be very readily understood thatif there is to be a continu- 
ation of these duns, so to speak, of these demands on our State 
to settle, it behooves the State to look into the matter and see what 
she has got to settle with. 

You gentlemen have noticed within the last week the discovery 
in an old lot of rubbish in South Carolina of a document bearing 
on the claims df the State of South Carolina for Revolutionary 
war expenditures. They were paid by the State after the settle- 
ment of 1793. I have that document, and it is a very interesting 
historical relic. It shows that at the time when that book was 
printed, which is a brief prepared by the State's agent, there were 
indubitable proofs that the United States owed South Carolina 
in 1858 for expenditures during the Revolutionary war something 
over $500,000; and if we are to have the civil war brought up and 
thrown into our faces, with demands that we shall pay for the 
stores that we seized, we ought to have a general accounting for 
everything between South Carolina and the United States from the 
foundation of the Government up to date. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what we will get under this provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir; we donot, For ,the war of 1847 we 
have claims for $32,000 for money we spent in the Mexican war. 
Those claims are not in this bill, and I should like to put them in, 
if you will permit me. I submit it to the chairman of the com 
mittee. I should like to insert a provision that the proper offi 
cers—the three officers mentioned, the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General—shall con- 
sider in regard to South Carolina the claims of the war of the 
Revolution, the war of 1812, the Indian war of 1836 and 1837, the 
Mexican war, and the civil war, and let us have a clean, straight, 


| clear account, and settle once for all, and not have me coming 


here twelve months from now with another claim or an effort to 
get justice for my State. It is simply an accounting; that is all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the mysteries of legislation 
in the Senate of the United States ought to be written up by 
somebody who is competent to deal with the subject. A point of 
order is made against an amendment and it goes out en a point of 


| order, and subsequently—possibly the Senator making the point 


of order might be absent from the Chamber—a proposition is 
made that unanimous consent shall be given that it be restored to 
the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand so. He might not have been. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 will say to the Senator that if he had not been 
present I should not have made the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator always deals 
fairly, and I would be the last manin this Chamber to make asug- 
gestion to the contrary. But 1 was simply trying in my rough 


The Senator is here who made the point of 


| way to illustrate the parliamentary procedure of this body: that 


is all. It does not come under the inhibition of the commandment 
which forbids us to worship things under the earth, or above the 
earth, or on the earth. We might, I think, worship our parlia 
mentary procedure with entire respect to that commandment. 

Mr. President, I rise simply to say that I shall not be an ob- 
jector to the extent of permitting the provision in the bill as it 
came from the Committee on Appropriations to be restored by 
unanimous consent if it is thought wise to do it, but I shail object 
to enlarging that provision by including the various points that 
the Senator from South Carolina has called attention to, that hi 
State 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave not made that as a motion. 
called attention to certain historical facts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, that is what I said. 
I shall object to enlarging this provision by inserting those old 
claims of South Carolina (whether they are valid or not I do not 
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know) or inserting any claims in behalf of South Dakota, which Mr. STEWART. They are not left out. 
it seems do not stand on all fours with these other claims. Mr. PERKINS. They are not included in this amendmen} 

New Hampshire has a claim against the General Government | Mr. TELLER. They are in the one here. 
for the large sum of $400,000. It has been reported by the com- Mr. PERKINS. Not in the amendment proposed by the s 
mittee of this body and has had at least recognition to the extent | tor from Virginia. 
of being on the Calendar of the Senate for some time, I appre- Mr. TILLMAN. That has gone overboard. and we are put; 
hend that neither Senator from New Hampshire will ask to have | back in the bill the amendment proposed by the committee, 
this old claim projected here to-day to get it on this appropriation Mr. PERKINS. TheSenator is mistaken. As I understand i; 
bill, Possibly at a later date the suggestion may be made that it | the Senator from Virginia appeals from the decision of the Chair’ 
ought to go on some other appropriation bill—the deficiency bill— | The Chair is undoubtedly right according to our rules. 3); j 
but I think we ought to pause in this matter to-day. If werestore | would do almost anything to help out our friends from Virgiy), 
the provisions that the Committee on Appropriations put on this | and South Carolina if it is possible to do so under our ru}ec 
bill in violation of the rule that has been talked about so much | Their cases are exceptional and different from any others that aro 
here to-day, I think we ought to stop right there. If this unani- | now presented. A suit is pending by the United States Govern. 
mous consent includes the enlargement of the amendment re- | ment against those respective States, and as a solution of this dif. 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, I shall have to object. | ficult problem I would suggest to the Senator from Virginia that 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Do I understand the Senator to object? he ask unanimous consent that his own State of Virginia and tho 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not object to the original proposition. | State of South Carolina be aloneincluded. If not, California cor. 

Mr. TELLER, LIunderstand thatthe Senatorfrom South Caro- | tainly can not be excluded, and I think Oregon is entitled to po 
lina does not propose an enlargement of it. included. 

Mr. TILLMA I have not offered any motion. I simply Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, the proposition 
called attention to certain facts which I will discuss with the | made by the Senator from Colorado is the proposition of the com. 
Senator later on when I press this other claim. | mittee, omitting Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado Mr. PERKINS. But the Senator from South Dakota would 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment on page 67 of the | not consent to that. Therefore it is now another proposition, 
bill for the settlement of certain State claims be restored to the Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, 1 beg leave to state in answer t, 
bill. the honorable Senator from California that I would have heen 

Mr. TELLER. Omitting Nevada. very glad to have asked a settlement of the Virginia case alone, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Omitting Nevada. but I did not think that it was proper in a bill which referred to 

Mr. TELLER, And adding this: matters of the same mee ny and + ee ng a associated to- 

- . ; re ether for years in this y to simply ask for the settlement of a 
And with the State of South Dakota for and on account of expenses. Sain that affected my own State. Py did, however, after offering 
Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to object? | the other amendment, have an amendment sent to the Committee 
Mr. GALLINGER. I do object to any enlargement of the origi- | on Appropriations that the committee might have the whole mat- 
nal proposition. | ter before it, one which simply referred to the State of Virginia, 
Mr. TELLER. I did not understand the Senator to mean that. | that it, according to its discretion and judgment, and the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? | according to its discretion and judgment, might do as it saw fit. 
Mr, PETTIGREW. I object, Mr. President. Mr. PERKINS. Senate Report No. 544, part 2, of the Fifty- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- | fifth Congress, fully sets forth the claims of the State of Caii- 
ate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of | fornia, and they have been reported favorably again and again 
the Senate? by the Committee on Claims. They are here in this document, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly hope the Senate will not vote down | but I realized that we were laboring under many disadvantages, 
the decision of the Presiding Officer on this question, especially | and as your committee were considering this whole subject 
in view of the fact stated by the Senator from Iowa that two of | by referring it to the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney- 
these claims have never been presented according to law, and have | General, or the Secretary of War to examine into and adjudicate 
never been reported upon, and never have been reported from any the claims, that appeared to bea proper solution of the whole 
committee. | matter. 
Mr. DANIEL. Every one of those has been reported. |_ Lreally hope that my friend from South Dakota will permit the 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa says that the State | Indian war claims of South Dakota to go over with those of Cali- 
claims of the State of New York and the claim of the city of Balti- | fornia and Oregon and other States that have similar claims. 
more have not been reported upon. Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Iam becoming a litt!e con- 
Mr. ALLISON. As to details. fused about this bill. I[ find the title of it is ‘A bill making ap- 
Mr. ALDRICH. As to details. propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government {or the 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course, the amendment has been reported. | fiscal year ending June 30, 1901;” that is to say, it is for sundry 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that there is a detailed state- | civil expenses next year, beginning July 1. To be sure, it says 
ment, which was before the committee from the Secretary of the | ‘and for other purposes,” but I am afraid we are loading on the 
Treasury, as to eack one of those claims and the interest calcu- | pijl more “for other pur ” than it contains’for the next fiscal 
lated, and that it was called for as to the particular one in which | year, I think that if all these various propositions are to be put 
I am interested as far back as 1858. In Executive Document No. upon any bill they ought to be put upon the deficiency bill; and 
17, Fifty-first Congress, second session, there is a detailed state- | | suggest to the Senator from Iowa to ask unanimous consent to 
ment and estimate as to each of those claims. have everything dropped out of this bill that is a deficiency, and 
Mr. CAFFERY. May I ask the Senator to state in response to then when we come to the deficiency bill we can stay all summer, 
what that statement was furnished. | if it is necessary, and pay all the old debts of the Government. 
Mr. DANIEL. In reply to a resolution. | The Senator from South Carolina says it is time that al! these 
. ALDRICH. What document is the Senator reading from? | claims should be swept away. There is no time like the eve of 4 
. DANIEL. Executive Document No. 17. | Presidential election to make these appropriations, and we will 
. ALDRICH. | Of the present Congress? | just have a clean sweep if the Senator from Iowa will stand by 
. DANIEL. No, sir; of the Fifty-first Congress, second ses- | us on the deficiency bill, and never leave Washington until we 
have paid all the old debts of the Government. 

. ALDRICH. This is not the Fifty-first Congress. Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator—— 
. DANIEL, I knowitisnot. Itisa mere matter of somany Mr. CHANDLER, Certainly. 

ears’ interest. : Mr. HALE. My remarks are perhaps somewhat affected by 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a mere matter of four or five Congresses, | the fact that I have the misfortune of Reine in charge of the de- 
when the rule applies to this Congress and the present question | ficiency bill and [ do not want to see it added to, Let me say to 
and the present time. the Senator this is by no means a deficiency. A deficiency bi | is 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not state that it came in under any rule. | simply to cure deficiencies in the current appropriations of te 
I was merely answering the statement of fact, as I understood it, | year in order to maintain the Government and to carry !t 00. lf 
made by the Senator from Iowa. it is found that appropriations have not been made amply 2 any 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rnle requires that it shall be done now, | branch of the Government, a deficiency is to cure those on 
and what was done eight or ten years ago in regard to some other | and to give enough to run it until the first day of the next Ju ye 
question has no application here. | That is what a deficiency is, technically. If anybody inv that 

Mr. PERKINS, Mr. President, while I am in full sympathy | technicalities, as the Senator has certainly done, my point ts" 
with the Senators from Virginia and South Carolina, and while I | this is not a deficiency is good. The fact is, it is neither aS 
regret exceedingly that the Senator from South Dakota felt it his | ficiency nor a sundry civil appropriation. It 1s a claim. It ou e" , 
duty to raise the point of order, yet it is not clear to me that this | not to go on either bill. The Senator's statement about ae y 
amendment should be offered now, including the States of Dela- | civil expenses and my statement about deficiencies, both of \ a 
ware, Pennsylvania, New York, the city of Baltimore, with the | are correct, show clearly and absolutely that these claims ough 
State of California and the State of Oregon left out, not to be on either bill, That is not what either bill is for. 
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We did, two years ago, take up this whole question, and wesent | children and babes, with all sorts of things to be thrust on appro- 


all these claims and everything to the Committee on Claims. It 
was the understanding that at each session that committee would 
report an omnibus bill containing the good claims, and it did so 
once certainly, and, | think, twice. Which was it? 

Mr. TELLER. Once. 

Mr. HALE, It did so once, and we passed the bill, and it was 
a happy solution. That committee is still existent, and it is a 
strong, Vigorous committee. It has the confidence of the Senate. 
It has put its bill through once, and it ought to have reported a 
pill this year yes all these claims on the bill. 

Mr. TELL R. There is a bill reported this year. 

Mr. HALE. Instead of the Senator from South Carolina, with 
his vehemence and his determination to get his State claims 
through, and the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina, if the 
Senator will permit me, is not disturbing the United States. It 
is the United States disturbing South Carolina, and I, as her rep- 
resentative here, simply ask that you allow South Carolina to show 
that you owe us instead of we owing you. 

Mr. HALE. The Government has sometimes disturbed South 
Carolina when the Senator has not consented to it; but that has 
to be done once in a while in the march and course of historical 





events. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Weusually try to pay our honest debts, what- 
ever other sins we are guilty of, and we are ready to do it now. 

Mr. HALE. It should not come from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations,and I am glad the Senator has made this pens. This 
claim ought not to be on the sundry civil bill, and with equal and 
greater force it ought not to be on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Nowl1 will read page 229 of the statute of 


1857. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN, With the Senator's permission—I know he 
will kindly consent—just to show that we are not the first Sena- 
tors who have done this thing, and will not be the last, I want to 
read the statute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. These are sections in ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1858.” Look at the language 
in that appropriation bill, and see if you do not recognize it: 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby. authorized and directed to reexamine 
the account between the United States and the State of Maryland, as the 
same was from time to time adjusted under the act passed on the 13th of 
May, 1826, entitled “‘An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the 
State of Maryland,” and on such reexamination to assume the sum expended 
by the State of Maryland for the use and benefit of the United States, and 
the sums refunded and ee by the United States to the said State, and the 
time of such payment as being correctly stated in the account as the same 
has heretofore nm passed at the Treasury Department; but in the calcula- 
tion s 4 due under the act aforesaid the following rules shall be ob- 
served, to wit: 

Interest shall be calculated up to the time of ony payment made. To this 
interest the payment shall be first applied, and if it exceed the interest due 
the balance shall be applied to diminish the principal; if the payment fall 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the princi- 
e so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed the State of 

aryland on such sums only on which the said State either paid interest or 
lost interest by the transfer of an interest-bearing fund. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That if, upon such reexamination of the 
account and application of the above rules, any money shall be found to be 
due to the State of Maryland, the same shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise peearaee. 

Approved, March 3, 1857. 


I will call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact 
that under this very rule his State and the State of Massachusetts 
have recovered from the United States $668,000. 

Mr. HALE, If the Senator will allow me, that is precisely an 
enforcement of the point which I made. These things have been 
heretofore upon appropriation bills, but the Senate and the House 
got so tired of it that two years ago they declared that all these 
matters should be taken out of appropriation bills. 1 did not 
know that the provision to which the Senator has referred was in 
an appropriation act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; in the sundry civil act. 

Mr. HALE, I did not know whether it was or not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say so on my own responsibility, because I 
have examined it. 

Mr. HALE. I know Maine was not provided for on an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; but I say under the rule established in 
that case in 1858 the States of Maine and Massachusetts have re- 
covered from the Government $668,000. 

Mr, . No; Maine recovered on a general bill, not on an 
appropriation bill. My point was that this thing had become an 
insufferable nuisance to everybody. We could not get through 
an soproptiation bill without the Senator from Iowa being badg- 
ered day after day, not on subjects of great national importance, 
not on appropriations for running the Government, but on claims 

of States and counties and towns and individuals, men and women, 


priation bills. 

That is my point, that so intolerable had become this frantic 
pressure every time an appropriation bill was brought in, and 
especially in the last days of a session, when we do not spend 
time on the real subjects of the bill, but on these importunate 
claims that are thrust upon us; and if you oppose one of them, 
you are met with ferocity on the other side as though you were 
making a personal point against the Senator offering it. That 
had become so intolerable that two years ago we decided that all 
these things should go, not to the Committee on Appropriations 
and not into the sundry civil bill, to which the Senator from New 
Hampshire objects, and not into the deficiency appropriation bill, 
to which I object, but that the Committee on Claims should re- 
port all these bills, and then we would consider them in a proper 
way on an omnibus claims bill coming from the Committee on 
Claims; and there is where they ought to be now. 

The Chair, I have no doubt, having in mind what’ has been the 
purpose of the Senate and what has been the course in the last 
two years, has ruled that this is a subject of general legislation 
that should not go on an appropriation bill, but should go to one 
of the committees which consider subjects of general legislation. 
It would bea strange thing to meif the Senate should overrule 
the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is 
correct in stating that, strictly speaking, these claims should not 
go upon the deficiency appropriation bill. My point was that they 
certainly ought not to go upon the sundry civil bill for the coming 
year. If they go anywhere, they should go on the deficiency bill. 
The Senator from Maine knows that it has been the custom not 
only to make appropriations on the deficiency bill for deficiencies 
for the current year, but also for deficiencies for prior years; and 
if, according to the custom of the Senate, these various proposi- 
tions are to go on any bill, they should go on the deficiency bill. 
I hope that it may be delayed in some way and thrown off of this 
bill, so that the Senator from Iowa may make some progress; and 
if we are to discuss such claims, and if they are ruled in order or 
not in order, or if they are voted down or voted up, that that shall 
be done upon the deficiency bill. 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina has a paper which 
shows the various acts under which the State claims have been 
paid. I find only two of them where payments were made upon 
appropriation bills. They have been special bills nearly all the 
time. There was a special act for Virginia, March 3, 1825; a spe- 
cial act for Maryland, May 13, 1826; a special act as to Delaware, 
May 20, 1826; a special act as to the city of Baltimore, May 20, 
1826; a special act as to the State of New York, May 22, 1826; a 
special act as to the State of Pennsylvania, March 3, 1827; a spe- 
cial act as to the State of South Carolina, March 22, 1832. 

It seems the State of South Carolina did not get her Revolu- 
tionary claims fully adjusted under that act. Then we come to 
the act for Maryland, which was passed March 3, 1857, and which 
was a provision in the sundry civil appropriation act. The Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine bill was a separate one, and was passed July 
8, 1870. There was a special act for Alabama, January 26, 1849; 
a special act for Georgia, March 3, 1857; a special act for New 
Hampshire, January 27, 1852; and then one more special act for 
the State of California, August 5, 1854. 

If the Senate had been obliged to debate all these various State 
adjustments on either the sundry civil or the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, there would have been no end to the discussion, and I am 
afraid no end to the sessions of Congress, 

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire ought to recognize that the amendment, which has just been 
ruled out on objection, does not provide for an appropriation; it 
does not provide for any payment of money. It simply provides 
for an adjustment of the account by the officers of the Govern- 
ment, so that they can report next winter for the information of 
Congress the amount that is due by the State to the United States 
or by the United States to the State. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH) shakes his head, but he has not read the 
amendment: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
Carolina will allow me a moment, I have made no objection to 
that clause, but Iam confronted by the fact that the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] says he must have something on 
the bill, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] says hemust 
have something on the bill, and my colleague {[Mr. GALLINGER] 
says New Hampshire has a good claim, as she has, of $400,000, and 
we shall be complained of in our State if we are not as smart as 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are you being sued? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I therefore say that all these additional 
claims certainly ought to be left until the deficiency bill is reached, 
and then we shall have more time to discuss them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has anybody come in on a conference report 
and provided that the State of New Hampshire should be sued? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President; and I do not think—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yet such a provision came in here last year, 

and was passed through without anybody knowing of it, and with- 


out it being specifically pointed out that any State that owes the | 
United States on account of Indian trust bonds shall be sued | 


unless they settle up. My State is ready to settle up and will 
setile up. Why do you not let her settle up? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Where were the two Senators from South 


Carolina when the bill passed Congress? 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator ought not to ask that question. | 


He knows the Senator from South Carolina is usually in his seat, 
trying to attend to his duty asaSenator from South Carolina; but 
no Senator can tell what is sneaked through in one of these con- 
ference reports, unless he gets up and makes inquiries, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, there are some very dangerous things 
that go through on appropriation bills, I notice. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not seem to understand the | 


amendment, * 


Mr. TILLMAN. Iam speaking about the amendment proposed 


by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am talking about the amendment pending 
before the Senate; which reads: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to suspend until fur- 
ther action of Congress any act or proceeding which he has taken under pro- 
visions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 


The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- | 
| 


ment of the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw the appeal, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I took-the appeal, but I will withdraw it and 
let you gentlemen, who are so honest and decent and pleasant and 
generous, take care of this thing in your own way. | Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal is withdrawn, 

Mr. DANIEL. I was about to say—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is | 


recognized. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall be glad to yield to the Senator from 
South Dakota in a few moments. 

I wish to say that the position we occupy in this matter has been 
one which, I think the Senator from New Hampshire forgets, has 


rather been forced upon us by the action of the Senate in the un- | 


known passage through this body and the other, on a conference 
report on the Spanish war claims, of a general provision for the 
suing of States, there being nothing on the face of any paper 
before the Senate, and nothing in any communication made to 
the Senate upon the floor, to apprise us that such a matter was 
proposed. 


I would also state in respect to this particular matter, in answer | 


to what was said by the Senator from Rhode Island, that there 
was laid before the committee a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury bringing down a statement, so far as my own 
State was concerned, from the general statement made in 1892 by 
the then Secretary of the Treasury to the present date. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I did not refer to Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. But as the appeal has been withdrawn, Mr. 
President, I shall say no more at present about the matter. 

Mr. CARTER. ask unanimous consent for the insertion of 


the amendment which I will send to the Secretary's desk to be | 
read. In connection with the request I wish to make a brief | 


statement. 
By an act of Congress approved in 1895 the county of Dawson, 


in the State of Montana, was authorized to construct a bridge | 


across the Yellowstone River. In that act the county was re- 
quired to put a draw in the bridge, which cost about $15,000 extra, 
on a river on which there is no commerce at all. It was an over- 
sight. The War Department reports that there has been no com- 
a on that river since 1883. There are no boats at all upon 
the river. 

Above this bridge a short distance is a railroad bridge; indeed, 
railroad bridges cross it frequently. There are numerous rail- 


road bridges; but there are no draws in those railroad bridges. | 


The pier was, of necessity, put in the middle of the stream at a 
int where the current is very swift, and operated to cause an 
ice drift or a gorge to form at that point, which swept this bridge 


out of the stream in the winter of 1899. The bridge had cost in | 


the neighborhood of $75,000. The bridge is about to be rebuilt. 
The plans and specifications are prepared forit. It crosses the 


river, which divides this large county in about two pieces, about | 


one-half of the population residing north of the river at the county 
seat and the other half of the population south of it, 


I desire to offer this amendment now to relieve the people of | 


that county from the wholly needless expense of putting a draw- 
bridge in that stream, there being, as I have stated, no commerce 
at allon the river. The amendment has been favorably reported 
substantially as I offer it by the Committee on Commerce, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stato, 

Mr. ALLISON. DolI understand that the Senator from M,,,, 
| tana asks unanimous consent of the Senate to offer the ame. 

ment, recognizing that it is not in order? 

Mr, CARTER. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta: 

The Secretary, After line 17, on page 114, it is proposed { 
insert: 

That the provisions of an act entitled “An act to authorize the cons: 
tion of a bridge across the Yellowstone River, inthe County of Dawson. s:.,;,, 
of Montana,”’ approved February 26, 1895, so far as they relate to and r. 

a draw span to be erected and maintained, are hereby so far modified 4 

permit the erection of an iron or steel bridge under said act, without . 

ing and maintaiviag a draw span in such bridge: Provided, howe. 

the spans of said bridge, when repaired and constructed, shall give 1 

than 100 feet clear space between the piers, and that the two easter}, . 
| shall give a clear head-room of 25 feetabove low water, as defined in the (j.,y 
| ernment surveys at the locality. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator why hyo 
moves this amendment if there is no commerce on the river? 

Mr. CARTER. The original act provided that there should ye 
adrawbridge: and instead of repealing the act and having another 
act passed I simply ask that these onerous conditions be eliminated 
from the law. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is commerce on the river, there should ho 
| a drawbridge: and if there is not any commerce on the river. it 
seems to me these elaborate provisions are out of place, and would 
seem to admit that there is some commerce. 

Mr. CARTER. I suppose that the desire of the Government 
is to retain some contro! over these meandering streams, so as to 
prevent obstruction from being placed in the streams 

Mr. HOAR. What has the Government to do with the inatter 
if there is no commerce on the river? 

Mr. CARTER. I doubt whether the Government has anything 
to do with it; and I think an amendment providing that any pe: 
son or county should erect a bridge over the Yellowstone liver 
would be entirely adequate and proper. 
| Mr. HOAR. Iwill not object; but I think the provision rather 
a@ queer one. 
| Mr. ALLISON, I will not object to it; yet I have seen every 
morning here bills coming from the Committee on Commerce for 
the construction of bridges passed without objection. Woe pass 
such bills every day; and it seems to me that it would be wiser 
for the Senator to have such a bill passed as a separate measn 
upon the recommendation of the Committee on Commerce. | 
shall not, however, object to the amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. A bill has been reported favorably by the Co 
mittee on Commerce, but it is very obvious at this stage 
session that these people will be compelled to invest $15,0)))) ina 
useless drawbridge unless this amendment is passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator from Montana that 
if this were in Colorado, I should insist on the right to build the 
bridge without any reference to the General Government. [If it 
is not a stream having commerce, the Government has no contro! 

over it whatever; and any provision of that kind in a bill may be 
| treated with absolute contempt if the State chooses to (lo so. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, I offer the amendment which | send to 
the desk, to come in after line 13 on page 80. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
| The Secretary. After line 13 on page 80 it is proposed to in- 

sert: 
For the survey of lands in the Fort Buford abandoned military: 


tion, in the States of North Dakota and Montana, to be made in th: 
as other surveys of public lands are made, $11,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Does that come from the Committee an Pub- 
lic Lands? . 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has the unanimous report 0! 
committee and is recommended by the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 would suggest to the Senator from \'r- 
ginia that if he would ask unanimous consent that this part 0! 
' the paragraph should be inserted in the bill, there would )10” 
ably be no objection to it: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to suspen! 
further action of Congress any act or proceeding which he has taken 
provisions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled “A 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors of “tates a: 
ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States : 
and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the United = 
| in the existing war with Spain,’” as respects the States of Virginia anc 
| Carolina. 

That would suspend litigation and leave the question of s gw 
| ment for future action on the part of Congress, and then a 
| claims of these States may be subsequently taken up together «0 
disposed of. I ask unanimous consent, unless the Senator from 
Virginia objects, to the insertion of what I have read. 


+? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the Senator make the sus- 


I 
amendment. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I shall object to anything ex- 


cept to the repeal of the provision authorizing suits against the 
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must goin, too.” I sat silent and was content to let them go in 


ension for two years, and then I shall not object to the proposed ; anyhow, but the Senator from New Hampshire steps up and say 


** You can not get them in unless I get mine in.” 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is misstating my position en 
I made no suggestion that a New Hampshire claim would 


States, because, if we have to be sued, I prefer to trust the Sa- | be offered to this bill. On the contrary, I stated it would not be 


yreme Court of the United 
States which have been declared to be valid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and by previous acts of Congress, rather than attempt 
to get justice here. ot 0 / 
repeal absolutely of the provision authorizing the suits to be be- 
oun. Otherwise let the suits go on. 

©“ Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Virginia 
whether or not these claims of the States of Virginia and South 
Carolina against the General Government are not proper offsets 
which can be set up in the suits that are brought against them, 
and whether, if at the end of the suits it is found that the States 
owe to the General Government, the court will not be authorized 
to find those facts? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I would not care to express a 
legal opinion on that subject. There are difficulties about that 
which make this legislation desirable. 

{ was about to offer an amendment affecting my own State, and 
I send it to the Secretary's desk and ask that it may be read and 
inserted at the pent where the previous amendment was offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand the suggestion of 
the Senator from South Dakota is still before the Senate, Lut I 
hope the Senator will withhold that for one moment. 

| want to say, respecting the claims of the States of South Caro- 
lina and Virginia, the first step taken was that the accounting 
officers of the Treasury examined these claims and settled them 
along in the years running from 1822 to 1830 and 1849; that these 
claims have been once settled, and settled without the payment of 
interest; and therefore they can not be opened, unless they are 
opened by — for the consideration of any court as re- 
spects those offsets. 

These claims were opened for reexamination and reconsidera- 
tion in every case where they have been considered, and if it was 
not for the impediment of the law respecting these claims, the 
accounting officers of the Treasury would need no statutory pro- 
vision for the purpose of settling them. They could then settle 
them; but they can not now do so unless there is some authority 

riven them whereby interest may be paid upon the advances made 
cr these several States in 1812andinthe Seminole war. Sowhen 
the Committee on Appropriations inserted these provisions, they 
inserted them in otder that these States, being pressed with suits, 
should have an opportunity of placing as an offset to the claims 
of the United States the claims that had been paid by eight or ten 
States of this Union under similar circumstances. Therefore all 
these devices will accomplish nothing, unless we go into the ques- 
tion of allowing the Government officers to reopen these claims. 

I want to say to the Senator from South Carolina that, in my 
judgment, he makes a mistake in objecting to the suggestion pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Dakota, because not one of the 
claims of South Carolina can be made a set-off to the bonds 
which the United States holds against these States, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, there is this about it: The Supreme 
Court can not sell South Carolina out, even if you get a judgment. 
This matter will have to come to some decision by Congress some 
day or other. As soon as the court have examined into the cases 
and have had an opportunity to determine what is equitable, I 
suppose they will make some decree; but I prefer to trust them 
rather than to trust to getting unanimous consent here from Sen- 
ators who are determined that the claims of their States, which 
are of only ten years’ standing, shall be recognized, while m 
State fails to have claims recognized which are ninety years old. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 1 repudiate the suggestion 
of the Senator from South Carolina. I have made no objection in 
connection with his claim or the Virginia claim or any otherclaim, 
except to having it considered on an appropriation bill. As I un- 
derstand the proposition of the Senator from South Carolina, I 
will vote for it as a separate measure. What I said was that the 
Senators from New Hampshire would be blamed if they did not 
make an effort to get the New Hampshire claim upon an appro- 
priation bill when other Senators were getting their State claims 
upon appropriation bills. 
1 do not want to be told that you can not get justice in the United 
States Senate for South Carolina or for Virginia or for any other 
Southern State, because the rules of the Senate preventing legis- 

lation of this kind upon appropriation bills are enforced against 
One State as well as against another State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lhope the Senator will not get excited over 
something that did not touch him atall. It was the other Senator 
trom New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLinGEr] to whom I alluded, and I 
ee thatin no disrespectful spirit, but simply called attention to the 
—s which is very patent here, that we would have had no trouble 
oer this matter but for the fact that the Senator from South 

akota said, “If you put these claims in, the claims of my State 





That is my position, Mr. President; and- 


States to recognize the claims of the | offered, and if the Senator had listened carefully he would have 
| known that. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


I believe I did the Senator an injustice. It 


I will not consent to anything other than a | was not that he wanted his dollar, but he objected to putting 


South Dakotain. It was not dog-in-the-manger policy on his part, 
but was just simply a little contrariness. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Be that as it may— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Il beg the Senator's pardon for using that 
plain word, but I did not intend any personal offense 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, the Senator is always amiable and 
delightful in his language, and never disturbs me in the least de 
gree. 

Mr. President, I thought I yielded a considerable point when I 
consented, after the claims of Virginia and South Carolina had 
gone out on a point of order, to have the extraordinary parlia- 
mentary suggestion made and acted on that they might be re 
stored by unanimous consent. I! did not object to that; but when 
they began to enlarge the list, when South Dakota proposed to 
have her claim put in here, I saw no justice in permitting that to 
be done, and I did object to having the list enlarged, either By 
putting in the South Dakota claim or the old Indian war claims 
of South Carolina or the claim of California. 

Mr. President, 1 thought I acted very generously toward my 
friend from South Carolina; and I think honestly that he owes 
me a more ample apology than he has yet made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing to mako seventeen 
apologies, if the Senator wants them; but the fact remains that 
here we are sued by the United States, and the United States 
Congress will not afford us relief. Senators know this is a just 
and proper thing to do, and yet they will not overrule the Chair 
and sustain the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that nobody now wants the 
South Carolina suit to go on except the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam perfectly willing to let it go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the Chair can relieve 
the Senate from the dilemma it is in and stop further discussion 
by saying that if the committee’s amendment is offered in the 
Senate as an amendment to the bill he will violate his rule and 
submit the question of order, if it is raised, to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whenthe bill gets into the Senate the amend- 
ment as proposed in the bill will be in order, and the Chair, in- 
stead of ruling it out of order, will submit the question to the 
Senate to determine whether it shall go in the billor not, I think 
that is cutting the Gordian knot. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. No. If the point of order is 
raised against the amendment when offered in the Senate, the 
Chair will, contrary to his custom, submit the question of order 
to the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment omitting Nevada? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr, PENROSE. I desire to offer an amendment, 

Mr. DANIEL. I have offered an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir 
ginia desire the amendment stated? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add,after the amendment 
adopted on page 67, the following: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to adjust the accounta 
between the United States and the State of Virginia, as stated in the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury contained in Executive Document No. 17, 


Fifty-first Congress, second session, and to restate and settlo said accounts 
according to the —e of the statements made on pages S5and7 of said 
document, and adopting July 1, 1882, for the settlement, at which time the a: 


counts aforesaid would have almost evenly balanced had settlement then 
been made; but it is provided that the State of Virginia sha! not be charged 
with Treasury settlement No. 7554 of 1889, amounting to $16,923.70. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the same objection that I did to the 
other. It is general legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. ' I hope I may be permitted to say a word. 
understand the Senator from lowa to object to that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order made by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. RAWLINS. On page 53 of the bill I move to amend by 
striking out the word ‘‘station,” in line 9, and inserting the word 
‘*stations;” in line 11, on the same page, I move to strike out the 
word “point” and insert ‘‘ points:” and in the same line, after 
**Tdaho,” I move to insert the words ‘‘and Utah.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not in 
order until the bill is in the Senate, the amendment having already 
been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. PENROSE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Secretary, It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 
the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to reexamine and reaudit theclaim of the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in J864 in liquidating the indebtedness incurred by the 
governor and Secretary of War for militia called into the military service 
under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863, and to fully indem- 
nify the State for the money expended: P) ovided, That the amount to be 
paid to the State of Pennsylvania under the rovisions of this act shall not 
exceed the sum of $46,345.26: And provided further, That the amount found 
due be paid out of the unexpended balance of the appropriation made by 
act of Congress approved April 12, 1866, for the payment of said militia, 
which is hereby reappropriated if the same is not available. 

Mr. ALLISON, I make the point of order that the amendment 
proposes general legislation. 

—— PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Onemoment. AsI understand, this amend- 
ment, in the shape of a bill, has been considered by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and reported favorably from that commit- 
tee and has been passed by the Senate. If 1 am not mistaken, a 
bill for this purpose has been passed by the Senate no less than 
three or four times, 

«Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is right. It has passed the Sen- 
ate a number of times. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That does not make any difference. 

Mr. ALLISON, It is legislation notwithstanding. It is the re- 
opening of an account settled in 1867 and fully paid at that time, 
except that there was a question about interest. This is a ques- 
tion wholly of interest and nothing else, and it stands upon all 
fours with every question we have con debating. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is for money Gerrowed from a bank by 
the State; and when the appropriation was made three or four 
months afterwards to pay it, the bank necessarily demanded in- 
terest upon it. It was a loan by the bank to the State and the 
State had to pay interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but that does not change the 
situation. This is a claim—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think there has ever been a case 
where the State has actually paid interest where there was a 
refusal to reimburse the State for the interest actually paid. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is the very case we have been debating, 
The State of Virginia has been paying interest all the time. 

Mr. FORAKER, I rise to say that I hope the point of order 
raised by the Senator from Iowa will be sustained. 

The PRESIDENT Pe tempore. It has been. 

Mr. FORAKER. think it was properly made; otherwise I 
shall have to present the same claim precisely on behalf of the 
StateofOhio, Ihave withheld offeringit simply because I thought 
it would not be inorder. It is a claim amounting to nearly $500,- 
000, which the State of Ohio paid and to which it is justly entitled 
and for which it ought to be reimbursed; but I did not think this 
the proper time or place to presentit. But I want to give notice 
that if any of these claims are allowed I shall insist that our claim 
be allowed also. 

Mr. ALLISON, The State of Iowa borrowed $300,000, ever 
dollar of it from the banks of its own State, and it has been paid, 
but not the interest, and there is expectation that some time it 
will be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In accordance with the notice given two 
or three days ago, I now move to strike out the proviso on pages 
135 and 136, which I ask the Secretary to state. 

Mr. PENROSE. I call the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the fact that my amendment has not been acted 


upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been ruled out. 

Mr. CULLOM., It has been ruled out on the point of order. 

Mr, ALLISON. It was ruled out. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire has the floor. . 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. IL rose before the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. However, I willnot interfere. I will gladly wait until he 
has concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I beg the Senator's pardon. I was recog- 
nized some time ago. There has been quite a debate going on 
since I was recognized; but I will yield to the Senator from Indi- 
ana with pleasure. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I thank the Senator. I was not aware of 
his prior recognition. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of 
offering an amendment, although it may be subject to the point 
of order which has been fatal to other proposed amendments. As 
the senior Senator from Missouri says, interest paid by States on 
money borrowed constitutes, under the act of 1861 and the joint 
resolution of 1862, as decided by the Supreme Court of the United 
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States in the New York case, a perfectly valid and absolutely j,); 
claim against the Government. ale 

Indiana has a claim for payments on account of discount 1) on 
bonds and interest paid thereon for the support of the Fedeya| 
Government during the civil war amounting to over $600,000, gnq 
1 offer an amendment to the bill, and trust it may receive fayors))|, 
consideration. There exists no more meritorious claim than t})j< 
Its payment has been delayed much toolong. Ihave upon a forye+ 
occasion explained fully its character. It has received the fay, 
able consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will allow my amendment to remain 
quiescent until this matter is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro ~~ The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. . 
_ The Secretary. After the amendment adopted on page 67, it 
is proposed to insert the following; 

. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized ang 
directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. to 
pay to the governor of the State of Indiana, or to his duly authorized geo; 
the claims of the State of Indiana for interest paid on bonds sold, and ex. 
pense of selling said bonds, properly incurred by said State for enro||ing 
subsisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and transportin: 
troops employed in — to suppress the rebellion, heretofore filed in +h. 
Treasury Department under the act of Congress approved July 27, 18/1, 6 
titled “An act to indemnify the States for expenses incurred by them in doa 
fense of the United States,” and the joint resolution approved Marc} 8. js 
entitled “Joint resolution declaratory of the intent and meaning of a certain 
act therein named,” without regard to any statute of limitations or any ac. 
tion heretofore had with respect thereto in said Treasury Department: such 
payment to be upon ~ r vouchers filed and passed upon by the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the same point of order on the amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move to strike out the proviso on 
pages 135 and 136, which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 135, line 20, it is proposed to strike 
out the following: 

Provided, That in the settlement of claims of officers, soldiers, sailors, and 
marines, or their representatives, and all other claims for pay and allowances 
within the jurisdiction of the Auditor for the War Department or tie Au 
ditor for the Navy Department, in which it is the present practice t 
deductions ~f attorneys’ fees from the amount found due, no deductions: 
fees for atto: neys or agents shall hereafter be made, but the draft, ch: or 
warrant for the full amount found due shall be delivered to the payee in per- 
son or sent to his bona fide post-office address (residence or place of business). 


Mr. STEWART, I donot think that amendment ought to pre- 


vail. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object tothe amendment, It is general legis- 
lation. 

Mr. STEWART. It is general legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. The proposition is to strike it out 
of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART, To strike it out of the bill? Then I am in 
favor of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer theamendment which I send to tho 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 73, line 25, before the word * Pro- 
vided,” it is proposed to insert: 

And said superintendents, assistant inspectors, supervisors, and rangers 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, examine al! lands 
within the boundariesof any forest reservation that belong to any land grant 
railroad company and have not heretofore been sold in good faith for a valu 
able consideration, and report to the Secretary the character and value of 


said land, and pending such examination and report none of said lands shall 
be exchanged for other lands outside of said reservation. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the amendment I propose 
is aprovision for the protection and administration of forest reser- 
vations. Three years ago in an appropriation bill we provided 
for the protection and administration of these reservations, and 
intended to eres. that any actual and bona fide settler who 
had taken a claim within a forest reservation afterwards created 
could exchange his land, if he desired to do so, for a like area of 
the public domain. It was the intention of the law to allow 4 
settler whose land was embraced in any forest reservation to ©X- 
change his land, if he desired to do so, for lands outside o! te 
reservation, acre for acre. , 

But certain words were inserted—I know not whether in con'«t 
ence or in the original bill, and it makes no difference—under wich 
the Department has decided, and I think rightly decided, that @ 
land-grant railroad company can exchange the worthless lanis— 
lands from which the timber has all been cut, tops of mountains, 
the inaccessible and snow-capped ks of the Rockies and Sic! . 
Nevadas—for the best land the Government has, acre for ACTS. 
So they have swapped lands on the Cascade range, which at eco 
ered forever with ice and snow, not worth a tenth of a cen! ©” 
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acre, for lands worth from six to ten dollars per acre in the val- 
levs of Washington and Oregon and Idaho and Montana, thus 
depriving the settlers of a chance to secure these lands, besides 
enlarging the grants of the railroads to that extent. 

Now. my amendment simply provides that these lands shall be 
inspected and examined by the officers who have charge of the 
reservations, and they shall report to the Secretary the character 
of the lands that belong to these companies, so that in the future 
we can make a proper adjustment—not an adjustment by which 
they shall receive a thousand times more than that which they 
surrender—and that while the appraisement is going on no more 
exchanges shall be made. That is all that the amendment aims 
to accomplish, and it is one in the interest of the public beyond 
all question, suspending the operation of a law which Congress 
would never have passed if it had been discussed. 

Mr. STEWART, Is your amendment intended to include per- 
sons who have tag of a railroad and are in possession of land? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No. If any person has bought land of a 
railroad company, he can go on with the exchange. I only aim 
to suspend the — of this pernicious practice until the matter 
can be thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the amendment again 
stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say that this amendment, as it ap- 
pears to me, is general legislation. re on the statement 
made by the Senator from South Dakota it changes the existing 
law. lLhope he will not press it on this bill, because if he does I 
shall be obliged to make the point of order that it proposes general 
legislation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say that I do not believe it is 
subject to the ae of order, because it prescribes the duties of 
these officers who are provided for and the method of the expendi- 
ture of the appropriation now in the bill. Therefore I do not be- 
lieve it is subject to the point of order. It seems to me if it is 
possible to insert the amendment we ought to do it and protect 
the Government and the people of this country against the execu- 
tion of a law which we never would have passed if we had known 
what it contained, 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is so pressing, I should think at this long 
session of Congress the Committee on Public Lands would have 
given us some information that would have enabled us to act 
intelligently on the subject. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Iowa will yield for a mo- 
ment, I desire to make an explanation with reference to this 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDEER. May I ask the Senator from Montana, be- 
fore he begins, whether this legisiation was on an appropriation 
bill ee where the Senator from South Dakota was when it was 
adopted? 

Mr. CARTER. I think the legislation was placed on an appro- 

riation bill. It was recommended by the Committee on Public 
Feat and was supported unanimously, I think, by that com- 
mittee and likewise by the Committee on Appropriations. The 
conditions out of which the legislation grew seemed to bring to us 
at that time necessity for immediate action. 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to give notice, so far as I can, to Sena- 
tors that I shall be glad to have them complete the bill to-night. 
I want to finish the bill this evening. I think it very important 
that we should do so, I believe it can be finished in a very short 
time if we will go on with it. 

Mr. CARTER. Admonished by the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa, I will be as brief as possible, in order to get a clear 
view of the situation before the Senate. 

For many years, it will be recalled, Senators from the Western 
country most strenuously objected to the establishment of forest 
reservations in the States, in the Rocky Mountains, and on the west 
coast. There seemed to be an irrepressible demand, constantly re- 
curring, for the establishment and maintenance of these forest 
reservations. It was insisted that their existence was necessary 
to preserve the water supply of the country, to preserve the tim- 
ber from ruthless destruction, and to prevent forest fires by a 
proper system of patrol. Contrary to the wishes of the Senators 
and Representatives from the country affected, forest reservations 
were finally, by sweeping Executive order, created. 

Having m created, the reservations including, in many in- 
stances, millions of acres of land, an unfortunate condition of 
affairs was found to have been brought into existence. All settle- 
ment was checked, prohibited within the limits of the reserva- 
tions, thus preventing the building of the schoolhouse by the 
neighbor who would come in next year to assist it, and it left 
these people practically upon a reservation without possibility of 
expansion ornormal development. The railroadcompanies owned 
Within the limits of some of the reservations quite extensive areas 
of timber. By the rules and regulations we practically had ar- 
ranged to con te their property. 
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To meet this compressed situation this law was passed permit- 

| ting an exchange, acre for acre, of land within the reservation 
for unappropriated public lands outside of thereservation. These 
exchanges have gone on. Generally speaking, the timbered lands 
in the reservations are better than the remaining uplands uwnap- 
propriated on the plains. In the State of Montana, where the 
largest reservations exist, outside,I believe,of Colorado, I have 
yet to hear from a private citizen or through public print the first 
complaint of any abuse arising under this exchange system. It 
has proved satisfactory to the people; it has proved satisfactory to 
the press, and, in so far as I know, to everyone having to do with 
the public affairs of that State. 

When this matter was first brought to my at‘ention, about ten 
days ago, by a telegram from Montana, I undertook to look it up. 
Finding that it was to be pressed, a couple of weeks ago I tele- 
graphed to the gentleman who had sent me the telegram, request- 
ing him to send a statement of the facts connected with the mat 
ter. Omitting the names, I will read his statement, so that the 
sentiment of the State, so far as it could be hastily gathered from 
this source—and this gentleman is a man of wide information— 
may be gleaned from the letter, He says: 


Replying to your telegram of this date— 
That is, of May 22— 


Replying to your telegram of this date, asking for information in regard 
to the act of June 4, 1897, and the effect its repeal would have on citizens of 
Montana, I have the following to offer: 

Several stockmen of the State are at this time owners of large tracts of 
forest-reserve lands, which they have purchased in good faith, to be used in 
making lieu selections under the provisions of said act. The company of 
which [am president is also the holder of several thousand acres of these 
lands. If the act should be repealed, practically without consideration, by 
making the repeal measure a rider on an appropriation bill, it would work a 
serious financial injury to these people. 

Whatever may be said to the contrary, the fact is this act is a benefit to 
our State, in that it has aided, and can further aid, in placing the stock busi 
ness on a permanent basis, by enabling the cattle and sheep men to acquire 
titles to lands in sufficient quantities to establish ranches where they can 
feed their stock in winter, rather than, as in the past, letting them “rustle” 
for themselves on the ranges. There is little or no danger of monopoly, for 
the price of these base lands—from $4 to $4.50 an acre—precludes the possi 
bility of acquiring vast tracts by any individual or company. There has 
been wonderful progress in Montana the past two years in the line of estab- 
lishing permanent ranches and feeding plants by the stockmen, and nothing 
has tended more to this result than the availability of land scrips—soldiers’ 
additional and the forest reserve lieu rights—at a price that has enabled the 
stockmen to acquire titles and extend their plants in a modest way 

Thisis done in a legitimate way, too, without resort to the traudulent 
methods of having Tom, Dick, and Harry enter and make proof on land for 
the benefit of the stockmen. The stock industry of Montana isa great one, 
and it is growing on new and betterlines. To those engaged in this industry 
the right to make lieu selections under the act of June 4, 1897, has been and 
is of great importance, and I believe the stockmen generally of the State 
would feel it to be an injury to them to have this act repealed. 

This act has not been taken advantage of in aspeculative way in this State, 
either in selecting range or timber lands. Every acre entered, so far as I 
know, has had in view the promoting of these industries, and the benefits to 
the State have been of the most marked character. 

But for the real merits of the case we must look atits other side. The 
Government has created large reserves and by so doing rendered practically 
worthless lands held by individuals and corporations within the limits of 
these reserves. For the double purpose of enabling the Government to own 
all the lands within the reserves and to compensate in part the private own- 
ers the law of June 4, 1897, was enacted. 

It was nothing more than a fair provision, and at this time nearly all the 
lands within the reserves available under the act have been relinquished to 
the United States and made the basis for lieu selections. To repeal the 
measure now is somewhat akin to locking the stable door after the horse is 
stolen. If there is mischief in this enactment, it is already done; but I am 
convinced that instead of its being harmful it is, in fact, a measure of justice 
to those who have private land holdings within the reserves and a positive 
benefit to the public-land States, where advantage has been taken of the lieu 
privileges. There is so much to be said in its favor that Iam surprised it is 

roposed to effect the repeal of the act by the “rider” method instead of 
fotting it stand on its own merits and stand or fall after fair consideration 
and discussion. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
now? 

Mr.CARTER. The proposition here is practically to repeal 
this law or suspend it until some vague and indefinite time in the 
distant future. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I insist upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
this is not general legislation, as there is an appropriation of 
three or four hundred thousand dollars for these surveyors, engi- 
neers, etc. ‘This seems to be a limitation upon the method of dis- 
posing of the appropriation and de‘ining certain duties of the 
officers. 

Mr. CARTER. It will be found, I think, upon an inspection 
of the amendment, that it actually suspends the law, a general law 
now in operation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But that is not necessarily 
general legislation. Itistherule of the House that no amendment 
shall be in order which changes existing law. That is not the 
rule in the Senate. Therulein the Senate is against general legis- 
lation, The Chair is not inclined to think that it is general legis- 
lation. It rules that the amendment is in order, and overrules 
the point of order. 


Is that what is trying to be done 
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Mr. RAWLINS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, a short time ago I endeavored 
to get cstablished in my State a forest reservation, and I was in- 
formed by the Secretary and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that under the operation of the law in force at present 
the grossest outrage was committed 7 the exchange of land within 
forest reservations, practically worthless, for the most valuable 
lands to be found anywhere in the country belonging to the Gov- 
ernment; that by reason of this fact the Department had sus- 
pended the creation of any further reservations, and would not 
order the establishment of further forest reservations until some 
such provision as this had been adopted; so that where a party or 
a corporation hold lands on a forest reservation they could only 
be permitted to exchange it for equivalent land elsewhere. It 
seems to me that it is a meritorious provision and ought to be 


adopted. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let the vote be taken on the amendment. 
I am reluctant about letting a vote be 


Mr, President—— 
I hope the question will Le put on agreeing to 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
taken until it is further discussed. 

The amendment is just simply that we suspend the exchange of 
these lands until we can investigate their value. I say they are 
exchanging lands from which they have cut all the timber for 
heavy timbered land of great value; that they are exchanging 
lands covered with ice and snow that are not worth the tenth of 
a cent an acre for lands worth $10 an acre. They are thereby 
shutting out actual settlers from the good lands, and that the law 
as now administered, which was never discussed in Congress, is 
porstionty an enlargement of the grant which can not possibly 
© justified by anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. MayI suggest.an amendment which occurs to 
me now? I know, in the nature of things, a good many settlers 
upon these lands must have gone off and taken other lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not disturb them at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The suspension of this law should aeninty 
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The SECRETARY, 73, 
insert: 

And said superintendents, assistant inspectors, supervisors, and ra) 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, examine a!) 
within the boundaries of any forest reservation that belong to any 
grant railroad company and have not heretofore been sold in good fait 
a valuable consideration, and report to the Secretary the characte) 
value of said land; and aang such examination and report none 
lands shall be exchanged for other lands outside of said reservation. 


Mr. PENROSE. I make the point of order that this is gey 
legislation and contrary to the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
point of order. It has already been shade. 
agreeing to the amendment. » £0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave one amendment to offer that I | 
the chairman of the committee will consider favorably an.) 
object to it as being amenable to a point of order. On pace 
line 7, after the word ‘‘ Service,” I move to insert: 

Toward the construction of an addition to Providence Hespita! 
erected on the grounds of said hospital, under the supervision of t} 

eon-General United States Army, $10,000. Provided, t said additi: 

¢ exclusively for persons unable to pay, who shall be sent there by {} 
geon-General of the United States Army and the authorities of the D 
of Columbia. 

I will state that they have a most eligible place and th 
doing very excellent work, surpassing almost any meed of } 
that can be conferred.upon them. Any person can go ther 
see it. I present a resolution of Spanish war veterans sv 
forth the treatment that they have received in this institu; 
and praying for the adoption of this amendment. I will not r, 
it, but it is short, and I will ask that it be inserted in the R: 
as part of my remarks. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS, FourtTH IMMUNE CAmpP,S. W. V 
Washington, D. C., Elks Hall, Jun: 


Sir: In accordance with a resolution passed at a meeting of t! 
Immune Camp, No. 15, Spanish War Veterans, held this evening, I he: 
transmit a copy of the minutes of seaid meeting and respectfully cal! \ 
tention to the portion containing reference to an appropriation for P 


On page before the word “ Prorj,/ 


The Chair has overruled { 
The question is 


Without objection, the 


paper 


not operate to hinder or delay those who have already taken ad- | dence Hospital. 


vantage of it to the extent of partially exchanging lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I only suspend the operation of the law 
as to lands at the present time owned by the land-grant railroad 
companies. I do not suspend it as to those that have been sold 
in good faith for a valuable consideration, nor as to any actual 
bona fide settlers, and for this reason, that the bona fide settler 
has got as good land as there is in the reservation, and therefore 
no harm can come from his exchange; but where the railroad 
company has a land grant that takes good and bad, all alike, if 
they can exchange hundreds of thousands of acres on the tops of 
mountains that are worth nothing for the best land the Govern- 
ment has, an injustice must be worked by an enlargement of the 
grant. I want to suspend that until we can determine the ques- 
tion; that is all. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me an inter- 
ruption? I thought I understood the pur the Senator has in 
view, and I am heartily in sympathy with it if it is properly 
expressed. As I understand, under the law as it stands now, 
omenee may be made of land of equal area without regard to 
vaiue. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Exactly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Butitis the intention of the Senator 
that for exchanges to be made in the future—not those in the 
— that is past and gone—but for exchanges to be made in the 

uture there shall be an ascertainment of the value of the land 
owned by the Government and of the other land, and the ex- 
changes shall be on the basis of the valuation and not of area, 

Mr. STEWART. That will be very proper. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is what I aim to get. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, that is a difficult thing to reach. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Idonot try to reach it in thisamendment. 
It is because of these difficulties and for fear it would be eral 
legislation if I added that, I aim to suspend the o tion, intend- 
ing that some action of Congress may adjust this matter upon 
that basis; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 will state that there is a bill here, and it isa 
House bill, touching this matter. I think it would be well to 
this amendment and then legislate on the panes because it is 
only a question of the suspension of the rai lands as long as 
it does not interfere with settlers. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As this can be, in my opinion, ad- 
justed in conference in such a way as to make it operative, I 
would be glad to see it go into the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read again. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read, 


j 
| 


The committee appointed to wait on you will do so in afew days, a 
you will be able to grant them an interview. 
With high regard, Iam, very respectfully, 
J.J. DUFFY 
Adjutant, Fourth Immune Camp, 8S. Ww. | 
Address, 1615 R street NV 
By order of camp. 


Hon. WiL.1AM M. STEWART, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


The Fourth Immune Camp, No. 15, Spanish War Veterans, held : 

rtant meeting Friday evening, May 12, 1900. The officers elected 
oon moctine were installed, as follows: Commanding officer, Mr. |e: 
comb; first lieutenant, E. H. Brian; second lieutenant, Charles Bart: 

nt of the guard, Joseph L. May; quartermaster sergeant and trea 
jel C. Evberly; adjutant. J. J. Duffey; chaplain, E. L. Robinson 

The former adjutant, Mr. P.J. Keleher, submitted his report of wor! 
and amount of receipts and disbursements for the six months of the ca 
existence, which showed that the camp was now in a flourishing con 
and had _ been instrumental in securing Seren for quite a numbe 
its members, had relieved numerous cases Of want, and had aided nume: 
members who were ill during that period. 

The attention of the camp was called to an article published in Mond 
evening's Star, reciting a resolution offered by Senator STEWART, askin, 
an appropriation of $50,000 to build an addition to Providence Hospita! 
the exclusive use of the poor of the District. It was moved and unanimou 
carried that a committee be appointed to wait on Senator Srewair and 
urgently request that a ward set apart in the proposed addition to be 
known as the “soldier's ward.” 

Several members e of the noble and humane work done by this inst 
tution for the sick rs of the District. No matter how crowded t! 
stitution was, if there were no room in the public wards, sick soldiers were 

»laced in the private wards and given everyattention. Several of the! 

rs of the F unes been for in this manner. It wa 
tended that no institution of its kind could boast of the war record possesse:! 
by Providence Hospital. 

It was used as a soldiers’ hospital during the civil war, and durii 
thirty-five that the late Sister Bea’ resided over the est 
ment the old soldier was ever welcome. At the breaking out of the Spa. 

war several of its staff of doctors and su offered their 
ices to their country, and were and served faithfully d 
the war. Ail the nurses who had graduated offered their services an’ s« 
served as nurses in different camps in the States. Eight of its male .'t! 
ants enlisted, six in the Fourth Immunes. It had also sent its quota! >» 
ters, who served as nursesin the States and in Cuba. Its doors are ever«)" 
to the soldiers, as the following letter received from Sister Louise, in clic’ 
in March last, by the Spanish war camps of the city, will testify: 

Provipence Hosrira., Washington, D. C., March © 

To the Commanding Officer, Fourth Immune Camp, Spanish War Veterc 

Dear Sir: I have been informed by one of your members, lately ill «( 
institution, that there is a great amount of sickness and distress amony |)" 
soldiers who served their goonies in ag and our other new possessio!! 
residents of this city; and owing to the trouble and bother of g° ng to 
the authorities for a t admitting them to some of the hospitals of () 
city, they remain at homes and are cared for by their comrades as |"! 


Young men 0 gave = much for “country's sake” deserve a bett«! 
fate than to be ill without funds; too proud to ask admission to the hosp!\'s 
their trouble could be skillfully treated. 
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Allow me to say, if this be the fact, that Lregret of not being aware of it 


before, for the doors of Providence Hospital are always open to the Spanish 
war veterans of the District; no permit is a yg a note from the com- 
manding officer will admit them, and evorything that care and treatment 
‘an do Will be done to relieve their sufferings. 

With high regard, I am, respectfully, 


can 


SISTER LOUISE, In Charge. 


The committee, consisting of Capt. Lee Lipscomb, Lieuts. Charles Bartel | 


and William H. Mellach, and P. J. Keleher, were requested to call on Senator 
SrewArt and place before him the request of the Fourth Immune Camp. 
They were also instructed to call on the officers of the Harding and Miles 
camps, and in conjunction with said officers do everything in their power to 
secure the much needed ward for the soldiers of the District. 

The camp adjourned to meet Friday evening, May 25, 1900. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope this amendment of the Senator will 
share the fate a good many others have done. I doubt not the 
worth of the others, nor of this amendment, but it is not in order, 
it is not estimated for, there is no law authorizing it, and no com- 
mittee that I know of reported it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. Are there further amendments as in Committee of the 

V hole? 
” Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not know that I wish to offer a further 
amendment, but I wish to make a few brief comments in regard 
to the Industrial Commission. 
Hampshire for Pere of offering an amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the kindness of the Senator from 
South Dakota, I offer an amendment to come in on page 100. 

The SECRETARY. On page 100, after line 14, insert: 

For acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, the land in the square sur- 


rounding Fort Constitution, at New Castle, N. H.,to be used for barracks | 


and quarters for troops, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 
Mr. ALLISON. _I think there is no law for this appropriation. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that this amend- 
ment is moved 2 direction of the Committee on Coast Defenses, 
and is approved by the Department. It isan appropriation of the 


same nature as the appropriation for military posts, on page 99, | 
and it is to enable the Secretary of War to acquire about 6 acres | 


of land directly around Fort Constitution. 
Mr. ALLISON. For coast-defense purposes? 
Mr. CHANDLER. No; it is for the purposes of military posts 
of the same character as the million dollars is appropriated for. 
Mr. ALLISON. What is the amount appropriated? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Fifty thousand dollars. I do not wish to | 


explain it now at length. If the Senator does not think when it 
is in conference that it ought to remain in, I shall not insist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Giving the conferees that latitude, I will not 
ask the Senator to explain it at length. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It is strictly in order, I will say to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
whether the amendment is in order. 
fore, but that is not strange. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. ALLISON. ery well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thank the Chair for the suggestion to the 
Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. CHANDLER}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there was some question 
the other day in regard to the Industrial Commission editing or 
altering testimony taken before it. The result was that a state- 
ment was made by the chairman of the Industrial Commission 
with regard to the matter. 
no changes were made except 


I have never heard of it be- 


It is in order. 


connection. 
But it a 


of rules by which they edit this testimony, and it appears also 


that most of the work of the commission is done by the 9 citizen | 


members, there being 10 members of the two Houses of Congress, 
and 9 others, that these 9 others all belong to one political party, 
that they do most of the business of the commiss‘on, and that 
out of their number a committee is selected to edit the testimony 
taken by the commission. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
the entire commission. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Five of the 9,1 believe. are a quorum, 
under the rule. Now, I will read the rules under which all the 
testimony that is taken is scrutinized. 

1. Grammatical errors should be corrected in all instances. 

*. Repetitions which do not servo to emphasize or make clearer matter 
under examination shall be cut out. 


5. Personal opinions of commissioners must be eliminated. 
be cur of the witness, when used ina question addressed to him, must 

5. Remarks of commissioners immediately preceding questions, which do 
Dot make the tothe witness, must be omitted. ' 

6. Answers of commissioners to questions asked of witnesses by commis- 
Sioners must be cut out. 


A majority of that 9 is a quorum of 


I yield to the Senator from New | 


I should be glad to submit the question as to | 


The question is on agreeing to | 


As I understood it, he asserted that | 
rammatical corrections or the | 
transposition of some words where they were not in a proper | 


the Industrial Commission have a rule or a set | 
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7. Opening remarks of presiding officer, with explanation to w 
mode of examination, shall not go in the record. Complimentary re: 


re 
| of presiding officer at conclusion of testimony are to be omitted, but t 

ply cf witnesses to same, if bearing on the well being of their 
| or industries or to the work of the commission, shall be printed. 
| 8. Leading features (as known in law) of a question should be av: 
much as possible 

9 Where the meaning of the question or answer is doubtful, it may be k 

intact or submitted to the commissioner asking the question 
| 10. When partisan politics appears in question or testimony, the same shall, 
| in accordance with the rule of the commission, be eliminated. 


organ 


vided 


The tenth rule, then, provides a great latitude. It leaves these 
commissioners, five of this board of nine, to judge whether there 
is any politics in the question or answer, and if they think there 
| is they can eliminate it; and as all the members of this board are 

Republicans, all supporters of the Administration, you can jud 
of what value the testimony of this commission may be hereafter. 
| Asasample of the way they exercise this power, | will read one 
| of the sentences eliminated by this board. Mr. Lockwood, in his 
| testimony, said: 
The control of the public highways is the most important duty of the G 
|} ernment. Mr. Chairman, give me the control of the highway over which 
| the products of your labor must go to market, and let me fix the charges, and 
I can make you my slave 


They struck that out under this power of editing. They struck 
out long paragraphs. Now, is that a political question? This 
board seem to decide that itis. If they can exercise that latitude 

| of power, I ask of what value is the Industrial Commission: 
| When it was appointed the law declared that it should be non- 
| partisan, for the purpose of collecting information with regard to 
the relations of labor and capital, that we might use it in the fu 
ture—that we might obtain valuable statistics. Yet we find that 
we built up a political machine which takes the power of elimi- 
nating answers to questions that they think would not be of ad- 
vantage to the political party to which they belong. 

Allusions to the Standard Oil Company are stricken out of Mr. 
| Lockwood’s testimony, or materially changed. Is that a political 
| question? I am inclined to agree with the commission that it is, 
lam inclined to agree that as Republicans they ought to keep 
from the public anything that would be detrimental to the Stand- 
ard Oil Company and any other trust. It seems to me they are 
acting upon that basis, and that that is the purpose of the organi- 
zation as now constructed. 
| But this is not all. Mr. Lockwood's testimony is not the only 

testimony that has been edited. I have here a letter from Mr. 
James Parrett, who, I understand, is the assistant secretary of the 
State board of agriculture of Georgia. It isaddressed to Mr. H. B. 
Martin, 1227 Pennsylvania avenue, Washington, D. C., and is as 
follows: 

DEAR Sir: My testimony was badly reported and much left out 


| 
! 
| This Industrial Commission took testimony in the Cour d'Alene 
| mines last year. The witnesses who appeared befors the Indus- 
| trial Commission appeared this winter before the House Commit- 
| tee on Military Affairs, and I want to read extracts from their 


| sworn testimony. This is from the testimony of. Allen F, Gill: 
| Q. You were examined in regard to these matters concerning the strike 
| up there and the destruction of that property and the conditions obtaining 
in the Cwur d’Alenes, were you not? 
A. Yes, sir 
Q. Before that commission, I will ask you if, in your testimony, you used 
this language: 
“ That day the mill was blown up they were all at work [referring to the 
men under your employ}. In fact, they cou'd not get away in any case, 
| because they had to work, as the mine was flooding, so we were all there. 
There have been several of them inthe bull pen since then. Quite a number 
of them I got out on my affidavit. I was arrested myself at Burke, along 
with everyone else, I guess, except the postmaster.”’ 

Was that your testimony? 

A. In reading that thing all the way through I would not recognize the 
answers. I made objections when the proof was senttome. I made objec 
tions in several different instances. 

Q. Was that proof sent back to the commission? 

Kepresentative Lentz. Let him finish his answer 

A. Leay I objected to it, and I made corrections which have not been made 
in my answers there on many important points. 

Q. Lrepeat: Did you state, “ There have been several of them in the bull 
pen since then. Quite a number of them! got out on my affidavit?” 

2 I may have stated there that I made afiidavit for quite a number of 
them. 
. Did you state, ‘‘ Quite a number of them I got out on my affidavit?" 
. [believe that that is a mistake in the printing. 

Q. Do you wish to have it goin the record, then, that that was 
evidence before the Industrial Commission? 

A. Ldon't believe that that was my answer 

Q. They had & stenographic reporter, did they not? 

A. Yes, sir; andif I am not mistaken, I think I made objections to that 
repor 


not your 


t. 
Did you file your objections? 
Yes, sir; [sent it back. 

2. To whom did you send it? . 

. The commission, I believe, herein Washington. 

Q. And your report of your corrections is now in the charge of that com- 
mission, is it? 

A. They refused to make any corrections. 

Q. I say your report to that commission is on file with the commission here 
| now, is it not? 





A. Ithink so. I was going to say that in a number of different {nstances 
I made corrections, and, to my knowledge, none of the corrections have been 
made except in the spelling of names. 
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Q. Then, if this particular part of your evidence was not corrected by 
you, this was the evidence you gave before the commission? 

A. It was not corrected, 

There are five different witnesses who testified, I think, to the 
same thing. For instance, Mr. Levi R. Miller testifies: 

Representative Escu. You were examined by the Industrial Commission 
on the 26th of July last, were you not? 

Mr. Mi..erR. Yea, sir; I was. 


Representative Escu. You then stated the entire circumstances surround- | 


ing your arrest, did you not? 

Mr. MiLuer. As much as I could think of at the time. 

Representative Escu. You were asked a question, and then you went on 
and narrated the entire circumstance?’ 

Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir; as nearly as—— 


‘Here he was interrupted. 


Representative Esun. That narration was practically correct and com 
plete, was it not? 

Mr. Miter. Yes, sir; that was correct as I gave it, but it was not correct 
as it was published. 

Representative Jett. Do you know whether it was correctly reported as 
your testimony in what has been published? 

Mr. MILuEerR. Oh, no; it was not anything like what ] had given in my tes- 
timony. I corrected it, and then the corrections were not all made, 

» Representative LENTZ. You have read it, then, as it has been published, 
ave you? 

'M - MILLER. Yes, sir. 

Representative Lentz. And that is not the testimony as you gave it? 

Mr. Miter. No, sir. 

Representative LENTZ. It has been edited, has it? 

Mr. Mi.ver. This part of it, where I was having trouble with the soldier 
that morning, is not in that evidence at all. 

Representative Lentz. Did you give it on that occasion? 

Mr. Mituer. I did; yes, sir. I had to give it just as it occurred. 

Representative Hay. Was that before the Industrial Commission? 

Representative Escu. Yes, sir. 

So it appears that large portions of his testimony were left out, 
everything, of course, that the commission thought was politics or 
would be of injury to the Republican party. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If it will suit the convenience of the Senator, 
I suggest that he have printed the remaining extracts. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will be very brief. Iam not reading it 
for the purpose of convincing or converting the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because I know that would be absolutely useless, 
and I do not believe he would read it if I merely had it printed in 
the RecorpD without reading. 

Now I read from the testimony of Mr. Thomas Heney: 

Representative Lentz. Do you know whether any prisoners in the bull 
pen were taken before the Industrial Commission? 

Mr. Heney. Not one; no, sir. 

I will state for the information of Senators that the bull pen 
referred to in this testimony is a place where the United States 
Government imprisoned miners during the Idaho mining troubles. 
They gathered up the whole population, practically, of the towns, 
and swept them into this stable yard or corral and kept them 
there in unsanitary and unhealthy conditions. Some of them 
went insane owing to the misery of their surroundings, 

Mr. KEAN. aeeeeres by a Democratic governor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Approved by the President of the United 
States and a Democratic governor who also supports the Presi- 
dent of the United States, if the Senator wants to go into that 
question. 

Representative Lentz. Do you know whether any prisoners in the bull 
pen were taken before the Industrial Commission? 

Mr. Heney. Not, one; no, sir. 

Representative Lentz. Do you know whether any men were run into the 
bull pen and prevented from appearing before the Industrial Commission; 
whether they were taken into the bull pen about the time the Industrial Com- 
sion got there? 

Representative Escn. I object to that. 

Representative LENTZ. I ask him whether he knows. 

Representative Escu. I object to it, anyhow, as incompetent, immaterial, 
and irrelevant; and it is raising the question that was raised the other day 
about the report. 

Representative Lentz. We are not going into the report. Weare simply 
showing an effort to shut out evidence from an inquiring board. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not think it is our business to investigate what the 
Industrial Commission did. 

Representative Lentz. We are investigating the abuse of the power they 
had there to take away from an inquiring board that went there certain wit- 
nesses that might tell things that they did not care to have told. 


The fact of the matter is that the testimony of one witness is 
that as soon as he was subpoenaed he was arrested and thrown into 
the bull pen, and when he protested, the Industrial Commission, he 
says, said they would come there and take his testimony*and that 
of others, but they never did come. I will not read all of this. 
There are several others. I will read one brief extract from Mr. 
James R. Sovereign's testimony. 


Q. Mr. Sovereign, have you looked over the Industrial Commission testi- 
mony as reported—that is, your testimony as reported by the Industrial 
Commission? 

A. No, sir; Ihave not. I have only casually glanced over that. 

The CHAIRMAN. I object to that. e have nothing to do with the Indus- 
trial Commission. 

Representative Lentz. I simply want to ask whether that which you did 
look over was edited or not, or whether it was just as you gave it? 

A. The proof sent to me was edited, and they only gave me ten days and I 
couldn't get it back. 


Further, there is the testimony of several other witnesses to the 
same effect. 
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One of the members of the Industrial Commission told me q Ly 
before yesterday that they examined before the Industrial Con). 
| mission one of the Arbuckles; that he testified that they were buy- 
| ing sugar land in Cuba, and when asked why he did it he sajiq 
| because their competitors, the Rockefellers, were also buying sugar 
land, and then he went on to testify to the value of the sugar Jani: 
the best in the world, where sugar could be produced the cheayes}. 
Questions were then asked him as to what effect the production 
| of sugar on those cheap lands would have upon the beet-suyay 
industry in this country if the sugar was admitted from Cui 
free of duty; and that testimony, which went quite into detail 
with regard to the effect upon the beet-sugar industry, and all 

questions and answers with regard to the sugar business in © 

| and their connection with it were stricken out by this editor, 

So I say, Mr. President, the report of the Industrial Commis. 

| sion, as now constituted, certainly is a worthless document, he 
time spent is absolutely lost, and the money we have invested js 

| thrown away. I call the attention of the country to these facts 
because Iam well aware that as now constituted the Industriy] 
Commission with its evidence will be thrown into cur faces yn- 
til next November at every step of thecoming campaign. 1 wish, 
therefore, to call especial attention to the fact that this Republi- 
can board is destroying the value of the evidence forall industria] 
purposes, for all economic purposes, and only leaving it in such 
shape as to be of advantage as a political machine or a political 
inquiry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word, 

I think the Senator from South Dakota is too sweeping in his 
denunciation of the Industrial Commission. I believe they are 
high-toned and honorable men; that they are not governed by 
partisan considerations, and the testimony which they have taken 
and the reports which they have made will be found useful and 
reliable documents. Having said that, I wish to repeat my criti- 
cism of the commission as to these rules concerning the editing of 
the testimony that comes before the commission. I do not see 
among these 12 rules but 2 which are justly subject to criticism; 
one is that— 

Repetitions which do not serve to emphasize or make clearer matter 
under consideration shall be cut out. 

Mr, President, no Senator in this Chamber would be willing to 
have his speeches edited and repetitions cut out. In the second 
place, the provision that— 

When partisan politics appears in question or testimony, the same shall, 
in accordance with the rule of the commission, be eliminated. 

That rule is a very unsafe rule to be enforced by the editor of 
the testimony. 

Mr. CARTER. Dol understand the Senator to insist that repe- 
tition is a certain form of emphasis that should be retained ina 
speech? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think a witness who is expounding these 
questions before the commission should have the same privilege 
of repetition that the Senator from Montana has in repeating a 
great many times over a good idea when he finds he has come into 
possession of one. It isa very dangerous provision that whenever 
the chief stenographer of this commission is revising testimony 
he shall strike out everything that is partisan in its character in 
his judgment. 

Now, I do not concur in the reflection which the Senator from 
South Dakota makes upon the commission, that they will intend 
to do anything unfair. I do not believe they will intend to do 
anything unfair. But no commission should have that power 
over witnesses that come before them, and there shou!d not be 
any elimination of testimony beyond the grammatical errors. 
There should not be any elimination of testimony without the 
consent of the witnesses themselves. I hope the commiss'on, in 
the testimony they may take hereafter, will be careful an’ not 
justly subject the commission to the criticism which the Senator 
from South Dakota for partisan purposes seems to have mace 10 
this Chamber. z 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be reported to the 
Senate if there are no further amendments as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to offer an amendment which | send to 
the desk. I ask that it be read. Then I will just occupy one 
minute in stating its purposes. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that it go in on-page 138, at the close of te 
subdivision of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. HALE, Let us have the amendment read. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 138, after line 18, insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to distribute to each of the places where a circuit or district cour? 
of the United States is now holden, or hereafter established, one com)!” 
set of Federal Cases, with digest thereof: Provided, That he shall dist ribato 
but one set to each of the places where both circuit and district cow! 4 . al 
holden; and the clerks of said courts shall, in all cases, keey said Feder 
Cases for the use of the courts and the officers thereof. 


uba 








1900. 





Src. 2. That such sum of money as is required to pay for said Federal 
Cases, the delivery and distribution of which are provided for in this act, is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneysin the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated: Provided, That not to exceed $5 per volume shall be paid for the 
same, the said money to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will occupy but two or three 
minutes of the time of the Senate. As is known, under the pres- 
ent law the Federal courts are supplied with all the decisions of 
the Supreme Court and the circuit courts of the United States. 
There were a great many reports made prior to 1880 in the circuit 
courts of the United States. They comprise some 200 volumes 
which have been edited by various reporters, All of these reports 
have been comprised into 30 volumes under the name indicated in 
the amendment, Federal Cases. It is of the utmost importance 
that the courts should have these books. 

I will state to the Senate that this suggestion comes from the 
judges of the courts. The amendment which I propose has been 
before the Committeeon the Judiciary. It was unanimously rec- 
ommended by the Committee on the Judiciary and was then sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations. There is a letter from the De- 
partment of J ustice, which I ask may be read, which fully states the 
case and will obviate the necessity of my saying anything further 
in reference to the amendment. It is of the utmost importance 
to the courts all over the United States to have these reports, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has stated all there is in the case. 
We know the Attorney-General has written a letter in favor of it, 
that the judges want it, and that $31,000 will buy these books. I 
leave the matter to the Senate, as the Judiciary Committee has re- 
ported the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I should like permission to have the letter read. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let it be inserted in the Recorp without 
reading. 

Mr. BACON. It is not for the pemgene of inserting it in the 
Recorp that I present it, but I will consent to that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the letter referred to will be inserted in the REcorp, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1900. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of 8th instant, with which you inclose a copy 
of an amendment to proposed by Senator BACON to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, relative to the distribution of digests of the Supreme Court 
reports and copies of Federal cases, I have the honor now to transmit to you 
copy of a letter covering the subject written by Mr. Finch, the librarian of 
the Department of Justice, which has myconcurrence. I return the letter 
of — Newman to Senator BACON, as requested by you. 

er 


y respectfully, 
JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General, 
Hon. Gro. F. Hoar, 
Chairman Judiciary Committee, United States Senate, 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1900. 

Str: Complying with your recent request for an expression of my views 
in regard to Senator BACON’s proposed amendment to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill in regard to supplying Federal cases, etc., to United States 
courts, Ihave the honor to make the following suggestions: 

The Federal Reporter contains, or purports to contain, all the circuit and 
district court cases from 1880 to the present time. Prior to 1880 the same 
class of cases was reported at irregular intervals by many different persons. 
There are some 200 odd volumes of these reports, and it is now very difficult 
tomake up a complete set. Still more difficult, if not impossible, would it 
be to supply the Federal courts with these books. 
ederal cases is a reprint of all these decisions, in concise form, so ar- 
ranged that they can be referred to without inconvenience where the refer- 
ence is to the old report or even where the name of the case only is known. 
The series contains not only all the cases to be found in the old circuit and 
district court reports, but many decisions found only in manuscript form 
and in a The su uent history of each case is also noted. These 
old cases are of inestimable value, as you are aware; they are cited in prac- 
tically every Federal decision, and in all treatises touching Federal ques- 
tions. There is no question that these decisions should be accessible to every 
United States judge. = T'S 

For the Federal cases pe not exceeding $6 per volume should be in- 
tohong y= ~ price is $10 per volume, but the company has sold them 

udges for 

Senator Hoar's letter of the 8th instant and accompanying papers are 
herewith inclosed. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Hon. Joun W. Griaas, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


JAMES A. FINCH, Librarian, 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1900. 

DEAR SENATOR Bacon: I learn at the Department that under such a law 

as is here su ted, 179 sets of these cases would be distributed at the pres- 

ent time, with the probability that the number would be increased to 200 in 
the near future. 

he market price for these cases is said to be $300 a set. 
of the Department of Justice suggests $6 a volume as an 


@ li 
&ppropriate price to pay for them. 
The Hevesten of the Eisentor Department suggests $5 a volume as probably 
sufficient for so large a purchase. 
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There are 31 volumes, including the digest. At $5 a volume this would 
amount to $155 a set; 179 sets would cost $27,745, and 200 sets, $31,000 
Very truly, yours, 
EDW. C. GOODWIN, 
Clerk Committee on the Judiciary. 
Hon. A. O. Bacon, 
United States Senator, etc. 


Letter of Judge William T. New 


man, 
UNITED STATES CouRTS 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GHORGTA, 
Atlanta, Ga., March 
My DEAR SENATOR: I beg to call your attention again tothe matter of the 
law books about which we had some correspondence and also a 
The books that I mentioned that I thought the Government ought to buy for 
the judges are the ** Federal Cases,"’ especially for use in bankruptcy busin« 
Embracing as they do all the decisions of the circuit and district courts 
prior to the first volume of the Federal Reporter, it is exceedingly important 
that we should have them. * * * If — could get these three matters ar 
ranged on some of the appropriation bills, or as much of it as the committee 
think right, it will be of great service, Iam sure, toall the judges. We must 
depend on you down here about these matters, as you are the only repre 
sentative we have now from this section on either of the Judiciary Commit 
tees. 
With kind regards, very truly, yours, 


Hon. A. O. BACON, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McBRIDE., Ioffer theamendment which I send tothe desk, 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 77, after line 
2, the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain what persons made en- 
try of lands within the limits of any wagon road or railroad land grant in the 
State of Oregon, or entered upon such lands under the public-land laws of 
the United States in good faith, believing such lands to be a part of the pub 
lic domain, and the title to which lands was determined by the courts to be 
vested in such wagon roads or railroad companies as against persons making 
entries as aforesaid; the date of such entry and the respective amounts paid 
to the United States and the date of such payments; also the names of per 
sons who received certificates of entry or patents from the United States and 
the date of such certificates or patents; also the sum or sums paid by the 
holders of such certificates or patents, their heirs or assigns, to purchase the 
paramount title as settled by the decisions of the courts, and as the value 
of such paramount title in cases where such purchase has not been made by 
any of the holders of such certificates or patents, and to ascertain such other 
facts as in his judgment are necessary to enable the Unitted States to prop 
erly and equitably adjust the claims of persons who entered upon such lands, 
receiving from the proper officers written evidence of entry or settlement 
upon any of said lands, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available, and the said Secretary shall make report thereon to 
the Congress at the next session. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Oregon if that is the 
amendment printed in italics prepared by the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. McBRIDE. It is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr, President. unless the Senator will 
offer that amendment as a substitute, I will make the point of 
order. : 

Mr. McBRIDE. I will offer the amendment printed in italics 
if the Senator insists on the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator intended to offer that 
amendment, I said to him that, so far as I was concerned, I bad 
no objection to that, but I object to the amendment now offered 
by the Senator. ; 

Mr. McBRIDE, ThenI withdraw the first amendment and sub- 
mit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
withdraws his first amendment and submits another amendment, 
which will be read: 

The SECRETARY, 
insert: 

Entry of lands in wagon-road and railroad land grants in Oregon: To 
enable the soerenery of the Interior to ascertain what persons made entry 
of lands within the limits of any wagon-road or railroad land grant in the 
State of Oregon, the date of such entry and the respective amounts paid 
to the United States, and the date of such payments; also the names of per- 
sons who received certificates of entry or patents from the United States, 
and the date of such certificates or patents; also the sum or sums paid by the 
holdérs of such certificates or patents, their heirs or assigns, to purchase the 
paramount title as settled by the decisions of the courts, and aie the value 
of such paramount title in cases where such purchase has not been made by 
any of the holders of such certificates or patents, and to ascertain such other 
facts as in his judgment are necessary to enable the United States to prop- 
erly and equitably adjust the claims of persons who entered upon such lands, 
receiving from the proper officers written evidence of entry or settlement 
upon any of said lands, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available; and the said Secretary shall make reports thereon to 
the Congress at the next session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripr]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, which has been reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 


conversation 


WM. T. NEWMAN 


The question is on the amend- 


On page 77, after line 2, it is proposed to 
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the estimate for which has been made in a letter of the Secretary 
of War, contained in Document No. 578 of this Congress. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 104, after line 8, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Memorial bridge across Potomac River: To enable the Secretary of War 
to commence the constraction of a memorial bridge from the most convenient 
point of the Naval Observatory grounds, or from some point adjacent thereto, 
across the Potomac River to the most convenient point of the Arlington es- 
tate property, according to the recommendations of the board of officers of 
the Corps of Engineers and of architects, approved by the Secretary of War 
and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, as set out in Docu- 
ment No. 578 of the House of Representatives, first session of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, the sum of $200,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope this amendment will not be pressed. I 
do not think it isin order. There was a report authorized last 
year on this subject, which has just been made, or made within 
two or three weeks, and printed within a very few days. This 
memorial bridge can wait for a year. 

I make the point of order respecting the amendment that it is 
not estimated for, although I believe the Committee on the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia has reported the amendment. I hope the 
amendment will not be inserted if it is in order; and 1 hope it 
will be ruled not to be in order. | 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I hope I may be allowed to say 
a few words respecting this amendment. 

On April 9, nearly two months ago, the report and the estimates 
for this bridge were received by the Senate; and two months was 
certainly time enough for anyone who wished to become ac- 
guainted with it to see the estimates and specifications in detail. | 

I beg leave for the rest of the argument on this subject to read | 
the following passage from the message of the President which 
was delivered acne on December 5 last. In that message, 
on page 52, the President says: 

Congress at its last session appropriated $5,000 “to enable the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army to continue the examination of the subject and to 
make or secure designs, calculations, and estimates for a memorial bridge 
from the most convenient point of the Naval Observatory grounds, or adja- 
cent thereto, across the Potomac River to the most convenient point of the 
Arlington estate property.” In accordance with the provisions of this act 
the Chief of Engineers has selected four eminent bridge engineers to submit 
competitive designs for a bridge combining the elements of strength and 
durability and such architectural embellishment and ornamentation as will 
fitly apply to the dedication, “ A memorial to American patriotism." 

The designs are now being prepared, and as soon as completed will be sub- 
mitted to the Congress by the Secretary of War. The proposed bridge 
would be a convenience toall the people from every part of the country who 
visit the national cemetery, an ornament to the capital of the nation, and 
forever stand as a monument to American patriotism. I do not doubt that 
Congress will give to the enterprise still further proof of its favor and ap- 
proval. 

There is no measure, Mr. President, which has more frequently 
been forecast by appropriations made by Congress, there has been 
none which has been more thoroughly and sedately examined, 
none which has been more uniformly recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War for military purposes, and these frequent recom- 
mendations have now culminated in this hearty indorsement and 
approval by the President of the United States. _ 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. CARTER. In connection with this matter of a memorial 
bridge, 1 desire to make a suggestion. The thought underlying 
the construction of this proposed bridge is beautiful, and I hope 
the bridge will finally be constructed. I think, in connection with 
its construction, however, we ought to take into consideration the 
state of facts with reference to the country on the south side of 
the Potomac River, which formerly constituted a part of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I have never investigated the subject, but I 
believe there exists a question as to whether Congress had the 
right to re-cede jurisdiction to the State of Virginia over that por- 
tion of the District of Columbia lying south of the river. We 
have, however, acquiesced in the act of cession for many years. 

The result of the State jurisdiction immediately south of this 
large city is injurious alike to this city and to the State of Vir- 
ginia. We observe that along the District line to the north and 
the west and the east, quiet, orderly communities paces them- 
selves beyond thatline, whereas immediately south of the Potomac 
River we find a rendezvous for the criminal classes—murders, 
robberies, difficulties that affect the police court here and no 
doubt lay a heavy burden on the State of Virginia as well. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, the Govern- 
ment owns a large tract of land at the south end, so that there 
can be ee of the kind. 7 

Mr. CARTER. My proposition goes beyond that. Immedi- 
ately south of the Long Bridge there has grown up in the course 
of a few years a settlement said to be lawless, giving great diffi- 
culty to the authorities of Virginia, and certainly causing great 
expense in the adminstration of law in the District of Columbia. 
Here, but a few days ago. we noticed that a peaceable citizen, 
who lives south of the Potomac, go home in the evenin 
across the Long Bridge, was conteneal, stricken down—and_ 
believe stricken unto death—by three outlaws, who find their 
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home and lodgment and protection at some place called Jack 
City, on the south side of the Potomac. If the jurisdiction of ; 


| United States extended over the District of Columbia as oy; 
| nally laid out, these things could not be as they are. 


Again, it is a matter of considerable importance to the healt); 


| the District that Congress should have the right to fill up t 


marshes and endeavor to confine the banks of the Potomac. 
that the malaria-breeding sw..1ps south of the river could 
disposed of. 

I should like to see the State of Virginia take into considera; 
the matter of re-ceding to the United States jurisdiction over ; 
portion of the District formerly laid out, lying south of the ri, 
It would be, I think, advantageous to Virginia, and certai; 
would render less expensive the administration of justice jn ;) 
District of Columbia, and it undoubtedly would result in great, 
security to life along the southern border of this city. 

These are suggestions thrown out which I think might be fa 
considered in connection with this memorial bridge when the ti). 


| comes to act upon it. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not assume to be an ar.:}; 


| itect or an expert in the matter of bridge construction, but [ mere, 
| wish to record my opposition to the plan proposed for the mei), 


rial bridge. It is a contradiction of all just ideas of such a stry 
ture. Isyrmpathize with simplicity in art. I havatalked wit); » 
gentleman skilled in these matters, and he concurs with me | 
see in the plan proposed that there are two structures in the iid 
dle of the bridge, as if they were intended for derricks. 

I simply wish to say that I am not at all satisfied with this }Jan 
and I have behind me some artists of renown. I wish this plan 
might be revised, so that the bridge might have something . 
beauty, something of grandeur, something of dignity in it, ay 
be truly a magnificent structure. The lithographs have |ut 
come to the Senate. Let us wait for the judgment of the best 
architects. 

Mr. HOAR. A gentleman in whose judgment I have the great- 
est confidence, whose life work, in fact, has been to study works 
art in all countries and in all eras, who is very strongly and ear 
nestly devoted to the scheme of a bridge of this kind in Washington 
and to the improvement of Washington, expressed to me to-day 
the same opinion which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ha\ 
LEY] has expressed, and I have no doubt it is well founded, that 
the scheme is not one from the point of architectural beauty which 
will satisfy the Senate or the public or posterity. This gentleman 
also thinks—he was a business man in tormer times and has had 
large experience—that the price of iron is so changed that tl 
postponement of this contract for ten or twelve months would 

robably save a half million dollars in the cost of the bridge. | 

ow nothing about it myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will not be agreed { 
This report, notwithstanding the suggestion made by the 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. has only been accessible with 
last two or three weeks. The plan which is suggested in 
amendment at the Secretary's desk, I think, proposes a bride t 
cost some eight or nine million dollars. 

I submit that if we are to enter upon the erection of such a 
structure, to cost so large a sum, we ought tolook most careful! 
into these plans before we begin the work. There will be no harm 
in allowing this matter to pass over until next session, when all 
the plans and suggestions can be more thoroughly examin: 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to say that this subject has becn |) 
fore Congress now for several years. 

Mr. ALLISON. These plans have only been before Cong 
for two or three weeks. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Secretary of War was authorized to 
tain plans for the construction of a memorial bridge and to sub 
mit them to Congress. That work has been done, aud the })!a! 
have been submitted by three or four different bridge builders 
One plan was selected by the engineers who have charge of | 
matters. 


th 


They reported to Congress as soon as they could get 
the plans prepared, printed, and put in shape. 

The report which was made by the Committee on the I) 
of Columbia was unanimous in agreeing to urge the com 
ment of this great work, which willcost in the neighborhood 
tween fourand five milliondollars. It may probably cost less 
the Committee on the District of Columbia felt that it wa 
essary that something should be done to commence the wor 
therefore they asked for an appropriation of $200,000 to beg: 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, if the Senator will allow 

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The plan adopted by this amendment ! 
plan —— in the report. There are three propose or + 
gested plans, numbered from 1 to 3. The plan proposed in | 
amendment will cost $15,000,000. Plan No. 2 is to cost $15,00¥,' 
and plan No. 3, $4,000,000. 

I submit that we are not ready at this time to euter upon") 
one of these plans. The Committee on the District of Colum!) 
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may have had an opportunity of investigating the subject, they | mittee on the District of Columbia. They reported in fay 


may have looked into these plans, and they may be informed as | 
to which is the best, but for one I do not feel justified in voting 
for a bridge that will cost this large sum of money without un- 
derstanding fully the extent of the obligation to be incurred. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I am a little surprised that the | 
Senator from Montana [Mr.Ca mel if he wanted to antagonize | 
the construction of this bridge, should have found it necessary to | 
make a fling at the good order or the execution of the laws in the | 
Commonwealth of Virginia. I think we can take care of good 
order and of the execution of the laws on the south side of the 
Potomac River, and I think the orderly condition of the people on 
the south side of the river adjacent to Washington will compare 
with the good order maintained in the city of Washington and 
the good order maintained in the State of Maryland adjacent to 
the corporate limits of this District. 

I think that the Senator might have rested his opposition to 
this bridge on the merits of the discussion without making, as I 
say, this fling at the good order of the State of Virginia, which 
the slightest investigation or the slightest observation of current 
eyents in recent years would show to be fully as good as that 
maintained in the city of Washington,‘where murders, rapes, and 
other crimes are constantly paraded in the newspapers published 
at the nation’s capital. 

I apprehend, too, Mr. President, that the suggestions which 
have been made to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, 
and those whicli have been made to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], come —- from some architects, or perhaps 
from some disappointed competitor who competed in the selection 
of these plans. 





Mr. HOAR. Oh, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 
the person to whom I referred is not an architect. 
terest except in the ornamentation and improvement of the na- 
tional capital, for which he has a great passion. He may be mis- 
taken, but he is absolutely disinterested, and I am sure has no 
other motive but that which I have stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to say about the same thing myself. I 
do not know very much about architecture, and I do not know | 
that that has anything to do with it, but my judgment is based 
vartly on my Own opinion and partly on that of an architect who 
~ been employed in different parts of the country, but has noth- | 
ing to do with this business at all. He has, however, shown by | 
his great works that he is really an architect. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, if we wait until some architects 
cease to criticise the plans gotten up by other architects we shall 
never have a memorial bridge. 

This matter has been under discussion for twelve or fifteen 
years. These are not the first plans that have been prepared by | 
the authority of Congress and submitted to this body. Colonel 
Hains, I think, is the name of one of the engineers of the War 
Department who submitted a plan, and Major Symons submitted 
another plan. 

An appropriation was made and the Secretary of War instructed 
to invite the leading architects of the country to submit suitable 
plans. They were submitted by four of the most distinguished | 
men in that profession in this country and subjected to the scru- | 
tiny and examination of a board appointed by the Secretary of | 
War, composed of engineers and of architects. This board selected | 
from the numerous plans submitted one which commended itself 
to them as meeting in every particular the demands of the occa- 
sion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Which one? 

Mr. MARTIN. The plan prepared by a man named Burr. 
That is the second of these plans. 

Mr. CULLOM. To cost how much? 

Mr. MARTIN. To cost less than $4,000,000. I have heard a 
number of criticisms of the great draw, the massive proportions, 
and the magnificence of this structure, but it has remained for 
the Senator from Connecticut to criticise it because it is not ex- 
pensive enough; it is not strong enough and magnificent enough. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, Mr. President, I did not mention a fig- 
ure in connection with it. 

Mr. MARTIN. The Senator need not have mentioned figures 
to convey that idea, but he conveyed that idea to my mind, and I 
may prema ber he conveyed tothe minds of other Senators the idea 
that this bridge did not rise to the proportions, did not come up 
to the grandeur of the structure that should be erected here as a 
monument to the patriotism and valor of the American soldier. 

But, Mr. President, this matter, as { say, has been through care- 
ful investigation at the War Department. It has received the ap- 
proval of the Board of Engineers and of architects, and it has | 
received theapproval of the Secretary of War. Fifteen years have 

nm consumed in going over and discussing plans; and it does 
seem to me that if we are ever to erect a memorial bridge it is 
time to take the first step in connection with it. 

The matter has received the careful consideration of the Com- 





He has no in- | 


| 





without a dissenting vote, as an amendment to this bill, and 
was referred by that committee to the Committee on Appropria 
tions. If the Committee on Appropriations has not seen fit 1 
examine the matter, or has not had time to examine it, it has: 
been because it has not been persistently, and, | may say, almost 
continuously, pressed upon their consideration. My colleague and 
I have twice appeared before that committee and appealed to them 
in the most earnest manner to give this matter consideration. 

It does seem to me that if this plan does not meet the approba- 
tion of that committee, the least they could have done wouldjhave 
been to devise something by which this matter could have been 
kept in motion and could have been proceeded with, with a view 
to an ultimate determination, instead of turning it down abso- 
lutely as unworthy of being taken up, and providing the means 
whereby something more worthy of the consideration of the Sen 
ate could be devised and presented. 

We have a surplus of money in the Treasury. We see the Sen 
ate appropriating millions and millions of dollars, and yet we find 
hesitation in appropriating the small sum of $200,000 to commence 
work upon a bridge constituting a link in the great highway from 
the national capital to the national cemetery on the Arlington 
estate. 

Mr. President, I feel it is useless for me to prolong my remarks 
on this subject. I must say I feel that if this bridge is to be con 
structed at all, this, of all occasions, is the time to doit. It has 
been considered by competent men, by men skilled in the profes 
sion of architecture. We have a plan which has met their ap 
proval, and met the approval of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, which I feel, I may safely say, has as much at heart 
the welfare of this city as has the Committee on Appropriations, 
and as much at heart the due regard which should always be paid 
to the Treasury of the United States as has that committee. The 
amendment has been recommended by the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbla, and I trust the Senate will adopt it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend 
ment submitted by the Senator from Virginia {Mr. Danie.}. 
[Putting the question.| By the sound the ‘' noes” have it. 

Mr. MARTIN and Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. TELLER. On this matter I intend to vote ‘ 


nay,” and 


| therefore I want to say a word. 


I am very much in favor of building this bridge, not simply for 
the purpose of a passageway across the Potomac. It is one of th 
things that we cun do that will bring some credit to this city and 
to the nation. 

We have a plan submitted, but I believe no Senator has seen 
the report until within the last three or four days. Unless we ar 
to abandon the consideration of what kind of a bridge this shall 
be, and allow the engineers to determine that question for us, we 
are in no condition to pass upon this question. 

Mr. President, I do not claim to be a bridge builder, but Il have 
some knowledge of what I considera good bridge, and I think that 
any man who has good common sense would make some criticisms 
of this bridge as proposed. I havenodoubtthat plan No. 1, which 
has been selected by the engineers, is the best plan, with the hasty 
examination 1 have made of the others, but it does not follow that 
that is just such a plan as we want. If we are to put fifteen or 
sixteen million dollars in this bridge, not for the purpose simply 
of a causeway across the river. but as a matter of beauty and as a 
monument to the distinguished dead, we want to take a little time. 
There is no hurry about this matter, Mr. President, 

Mr. President, I recall that when I first came here there was a 
proposition to build a library for this Government, and on every 


| occasion I voted against the schemes that came from the Honse, 


because they were not of the character I believed we were entitled 
to have. Year after year we resisted the attempt to build in haste 
a library, saying, ‘It is better to wait and build something cred- 
itable to the nation.” Wedid wait, and we got that which every- 
body in the world who has looked at it declares is a credit to the 
American people. 

I want a bridge of that kind; I want it built; I expect to see it 
built; but I do not believe in accepting the first proposition some 
engineer or some architect presents. As a member of the Senate, 
I expect to have something to say about it, and I want the archi- 
tects and the bridge builders and the wsthetic people of the coun- 
try to have an opportunity to determine which of the designs we 
ought to select. I shall regard it as exceedingly unfortunate if 
we now select one of these plans, with the little knowledge we 
have on the subject, hoping we will know more about it, and with 
the firm belief that we will build the bridge. 

Mr. CULLOM, Of course we will. 

Mr. TELLER. We will some time build it, and I hope we shal! 
build that of which the people of the country may say, as they say 
of the Library, “‘It is a credit to the American people.” I will 
vote against this proposition. 
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Mr. STEWART. If we do build it, I hope we will pay the 
architect and not do as we did in the case of the Library. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I suggest that we take a rising vote rather 
than by yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). The Senator from Illinois is recognized, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one of the great things about civ- 
ilization is the grand army of those who do not know, who have 
not had time to think. The proposition for this bridge has been 
submitted to the po whom we pay for thinking for us. It has 
been submitted to the proper Department of this Government. 
If you wish to go to Arlington to-day, there are two routes—one 
of them over a bridge where you have to go single file, for fear 
the bridge will fall down if your horses trot, and the other over 
a bridge where the locomotives run, which will frighten your team. 
This makes it almost impossible, naturally, to reach the soil of 
Virginia. 

The distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said he 
was not sure about the architecture of the bridge. If all the ques- 
tions that are presented to the American people that he is not 
sure of were sisaitiel to him, there would be no question passed 
upon in the next six hundred years. We have left it to the De- 
portnens to fix the memorial bridge. There is not a connecting 

ink; an absolute geographical and physical connection, between 
the capital and Virginia, between the capital of the nation that 
was preserved by the boys who are buried at Arlington and that 
grand Commonwealth. You can go single file across a rotten 
bridge, or wait two or three hours to cross the bridge that we tried 
to cross yesterday. 

Mr. President— 

Art is long and time is fleeting. 

They tell us that the North and the South are one, and that the 
Spanish war made us one. I heard yesterday, upon Memorial 
Day, speeches that put me in doubtas to whether we did not make 
a mistake when we licked you fellows down South. I thought it 
was right in a boyish way. Some of you thought differently. 
The proposition here to-day is to build a memorial bridge which 
shall be dedicated to the honor of all those who have died for their 
country, and in it are involved the sentiments of a nation and the 

wractical possibilities of getting out of the hottest, meanest town 
in summer, 

I do not mean to say that Washington in summer is the mean- 
est town in the United States. I mean to say this: We are spend- 
ing millions of money to acquire insular possessions. Transports 
are paid for out of the National ee We are paying the 
national undertaker more than is proposed for this bridge. It is 
to be built, if itis built, for the honor of the soldiers who died 
for this country, and there is an underlying sentiment that it will 
unite in a physical way the old Commonwealth of Virginia, that 
was the mother of Presidents until Ohio broke into her class, and 
the capital of the nation. Why should we not honor those dead 
and gone, and build a bridge that will bring us physically nearer 
to that historic soil? 

Before I sit down I will say that yesterday the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee and the distinguished Senator from Michi- 
gan had a joint debate under the trees, and after it was all over 
we agreed that it was a common country, under a common flag, 
marching toa common destiny. I simp ’ rose to give the reason 
why I shall vote in favor of the memorial bridge. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Iowa in his statement has 
doubled and trebled the cost of this bridge. I beg leave to call his 
attention to page 22 of the report on the subject, where it is shown 
that, with all the modifications recommended and suggested, its 
cost will be less than five millions, not nine or ten or fifteen. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 2, I will say to the Senator from 
Virginia, there is this statement: 
$3 she estimated cost of Mr. Burr's structure, as designed originally, is 

680,672 — 

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 

Mr, GALLINGER. And General Wilson says: : 

And the board estimates that the modifications recommended will add 
about 8 per cent, bringing the total cost up to $4,860,009. 

Mr. DANIEL. I say, with all modification, it is less than 
$5,000,000—to wit, $4,860,000. 

In respect of the suggestion of the Senator from Montana, a 
citation of a man being sandbagged on a bridge between here and 
Virginia does not by any means criminate anybody in Virginia, 
and I do not see why the Senator might not just as well have 
attributed the offense to Washington as to the other side of the 
river. As suggested by my colleague, disorders occur on the 
suburbs and sometimes in the heart of large cities, and the fact 
that those who belong to the sporting classes of Washington occa- 
sionally overwash into Virginia is no remarkable fact, but one 
which is coincident with the history of every ony in the world. 

But it does not constitute a reason why we should change the 
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Constitution and laws of the country, or why we should introduce 
into the discussion of a mere proposition to build a bridge judicia| 
or political questions as to the retrocession of certain territory jn 
Virginia to the District of Columbia. If the reforms which ho 
thinks would follow the possession of that territory under the 
jurisdiction of the District of Columbia should arise, there would 
still be another border of the State of Virginia just a little farther 
on, where, if the facts were that these disorders are due to the cir 
cumstance that they are beyond the borders of the District of 
Columbia, there would be at once a duplication of them, and the 
distinguished Senator would have to changing borders and 
retroceding and working over again the State and District lines 
of our country until he got even Montana into the District of 
Columbia. 

So the suggestion, Mr. President, is a mere fanciful one and not 
predicated upon any condition which the distinguished Senator 
can suggest any method of alleviating, and certainly it is wholly 
disconnected with the establishment of this bridge. : 

The ground to which this bridge oa on the other side of tho 
river is ground that belongs to the United States and is under the 
jurisdiction of the United States. It is territory already, by tho 
necessary course of events, identified with the immediate interests 
of the national capital. With respect to Fort Myer, the Secre- 
tary of War has time and again called the attention of Congress 
to the fact that for military purposes this bridge is desirable. | 
connection with the national cemetery at Arlington a second 
teature of desirability arises. There is still another. The United 
States has established, by recent enactment, an agricultural sta- 
tion on the Arlington estate, and every day that we live new 
necessities arise for the connection of that territory with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. President, as to the design of the bridge, I should be very 
modest and deferential in expressing my opinion upon the subject, 
for Ido not pretend to be either a bridge builder or an expert 
judge of works of art, but looking at the design as it is pictured 
in the report which has been made to us by the Secretary of War, 
it appears to me to be a most noble and substantial and excellent 
design. There were four competing designs submitted to the 
Secretary of War and the board of experts who examined them. 
They recommend a particular design, with certain modifications. 
Onthat board were Lieutenant-Colonel Allen, of the Corps of Engi- 
neers; Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Capt. D. D. Gaillard, and Messrs. 
Stanford White and James D. Hill. Of course, any design of such 
a structure will find critics from some source or another. 

A man must serve his time to ev’ry trade, 
Save censure; critics all are ready made. 

The expert officers of the Government who know about such 
things, who are constantly dealing in such things, with such 
assistance as has been invoked, have recommended this design. 
There is no proposition to have any other design submitted, and it 
seems to me that after fifteen years of preliminary motions the 
time has come to try this case and to decide it. It seems to me 
that this appropriation should be made and that the work should 


o on. 
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia | Mr. Da»- 
IEL], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will not insist upon the yeas and nays 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw the demand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 
that the demand for the yeas and nays is recalled? 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam willing to waiveit. Let us take a rising 


vote. , 
Mr. McMILLAN, I suggested that we determine it bya rising 


vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A rising vote, Mr, President. 

The Senate proceeded to divide. : 

Mr. HOAR, I hope the call for a division will be withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH, t the call for a division be withdrawn. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the division will 
be regarded as withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does any Senator desire to re- 
serve any amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? — 

Mr. MORGAN. I reserve the amendment on the subject of the 
appropriation for the exposition at St. Louis. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is any other amendment re- 

served? 

Mr. CULLOM and others. No. 

Mr. RAWLINS rose. ts 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
desire to reserve the amendment which he proposed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? ' 
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Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thereis no need of that. The 
pill will still be open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no other amend- 
ments than the one reserved by the Senator from Alabama, the 
question is, Will the Senate concur in the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The bill is inthe Senate and 
open to amendinent. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is an amendment reserved. 

Mr. DANIEL. I offer an amendment to come in after line 15, 
on page 67. It is the amendment as to State claims, with slight 
verbal changes. 

Mr. STEWART. Leaving out Nevada? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes; there are slight verbal amendments to 
which I ask the Secretary to call attention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment inserted after line 15, 
on page 67, it is proposed to insert: 

Settlement of certain State claims—— 

Mr. DANIEL. This is the amendment which was reported and 
recommended by the Committee on Saereyeaenn 

Mr. MARTIN. Striking out Nevada? 

Mr. DANIEL, Striking out Nevada and leaving out certain 
words which are marked. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will be glad to know the words that are 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the words stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. The words ‘‘and Nevada,” in line 19 are 
stricken out, the word ‘‘ and” inserted between the words ‘ Cali- 
fornia” and ‘*‘ Oregon;” and the same is done in lines 22 and 23 
following. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then there is one of which I will state the pur- 
pose. It refers to proceedings which have been taken. No pro- 
ceeding had been actually taken in the case of Virginia, and it 
was simply to refer to the proceedings contemplated by that act. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
- the —T proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 

ANIEL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as agreed to is as follows: 

SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS, 


The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Attorney- 
General are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compromise, adjust, 
and finally settle with the governors, respectively, of the States herein named, 
or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of said sey- 
eral States toact in their behalf in making the several settlements herein 
provided for, such settlements to be made upon such terms and conditions 
as to them may seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress as 
hereinafter provided, and said compromises, adjustments, and settlements to 
be made by said Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, and Attorney- 
General with the following States, namely: 

Virginia, Delaware, Pennsylvania, and New York for and on account of ad- 
vances and expenditures made by said States in the war of 1812 with Great 
Britain and now in dispute; with the State of South Carolina for and on 
account of advances and expenditures made by said State in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain now in dispute, and also on account of mone 
by said State for military pu in the Florida war of 1836, 1537, and 1838 
now in dispute, and as against Virginia and South Carolina the claims of the 
United States on account of principal and interest of the unpaid bonds of 
said States, respectively, due to the United States and held in its own right 
or in trust by the United States; and with the States of California and 
Oregon for and on account of advances and expenditures made by said 
States in the war of the rebellion and claimed to be due them, being the 
claims and demands made by said States of California and Oregon, and now 
on fileand particularly described and mentioned in Senate Report No. 544, 
part 2, second session Fifty-fifth Congress. 

And any compromise or settlement they may make with the said States, 
respectively, shall be fully reported to Congress for its future further ac- 
tion, stating the amounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States 
to ony ot said States and the amounts, if any, which should be paid by any of 
said States to the United States. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to suspend until further action of Congress any act or pro- 
ceeding under provisions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1849, en- 
titled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors 
of States and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United 
States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of 
the United States in the existing war with Spain,’ as respects the States of 
Virginia and South Carolina. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now let us take up the reserved amend- 
— The Senator from Rhode Island has an amendment to offer 

i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have two amendments to offer to the amend- 
ment. After the word “regulations,” in line 13 of the printed 
amendment in relation to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, I 
move to insert ‘‘and under conditions;” and, in line 1 on the sec- 
ond page of the amendment, to insert ‘‘ hereafter” before “ pre- 
scribed;” and strike out ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury ” and insert 
‘‘Congress;” so as to read: 


one ri and regulations and under conditions to be hereafter pre- 








The Secretary will indicate 


expended. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, I agree to that amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is, Congress instead of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Atthe end of the amendment I move to insert: 

And provided further, That all sums expended by the Government on ac 
count of said exposition, except for its own buildings and exhibits and the 
care of the same, shall be deducted from any general appropriation made for 
said exposition, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment to reduce the sum ap- 
propriated $2,000,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make the point of order that no sum is ap- 
propriated. The amendment does not appropriate anything, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not a dollar except $10,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is simply a declaration that when certain 
things have been done to constitute a condition precedent, Con- 
gress will then do something. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to reduce that sum $2,000,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
moves an amendment to strike out ‘‘$5,000,000” where it occurs 
and insert ‘‘ $3,000,000.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama to the 
amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I suppose this amendment has 
passed the stage where a question of order can be made upon it, 
and I am glad of it, and for the reason that I want the St. Louis 
Exposition provided for to a reasonable extent. I have here a 
statement of all the appropriations we have made for similar ex- 
positions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from Alabama permit 
me? I understood the Senator to say that the amendment has 
reached a stage where a point of order can not be made. I do 
not feel like subscribing to that doctrine. I suppose the point of 
order can be made at any time, and if made in Committee of the 
Whole and overruled, it can be made again in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Imadenoassertiononthatsubject. LIaccepted 
the proposition for the purposes of my own argument that the 
amendment was before the Senate, no objection having been made 
to the right of the Senate to consider it. Under therule, I believe, 
the amendment is open to a point of order. I do not choose to 
make it; [ hope it will not be made. 

For these subjects, beginning in 1866 for the first French Paris 
Exposition with an appropriation of $206,403, we have now ap- 
propriated and expended $13,599,340.12. I will put this entire 
statement in my remarks, to show just what we have been doing. 


Aid or loans to expositions and expenses of Government exhibits thereat. 


Paris, France, 1866 ........ olee Sia tedabbaareestinias 
Vienna, Austria, 1873 ...........-... eae 
Centennial Exposition, Philadelphia, 1876: 

Loan (repaid) 


$206, 408. 00 
200, 000, 00 


1, 500, 000, 00 







ee os en crung enna adnedtonaceevens 578, 600. 00 
GE, PERE, DUNO cancccecesdsescccces a a 190, 000. 00 
Sidney and Melbourne, Australia, 1879 ................---....+---- 28, 000. 00 
Berlin, Germany, fisheries, 1860. ..< ..... ...ccccccnccccecee--- 20), 000, 00 
London, England, fisheries, 1883...... a a 70, 000. 00 
New Orleans Exposition, 1884: 

nS an second bbekes éadtnetiennee eoessseeesosecceus 1,000, 000, 00 

at hiee in codes nnebhanbe daded enekadee ewesetcescos 350, 000. 60 

ee tet een nnan eenink wade’ 300, 000, 00 
Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, 1884, Government exhibit -..... 10, 000. 00 
Neen Te ant cee heeend adeudeunudnsaupe 147,700.00 
le ee Rn c masa incnns becese 80), 000. 00 
el oe ak ae emeeemenensendneciaewesece 25, 000. 00 
Brussels, a... ee ene ee 30, 000. 00 
Paris, France, 1880 .................. ae eae eee do deesnneee 250), 000. 00 
World's Columbian Exposition, Chicago, 1893: 

a i esene een ee 

Expenses of commission, building, exhibits, etc......-.-.... 2, 834, 737.12 
Atlanta Exposition, 1895, Government exhibit and building 200, 000, 00 
Nashville (Tenn) Exposition, 1897, Government exhibit and 

NS tie Css nan abbeengunnd ae stee fansese ouinadinnik 130, 000. 00 
Omaha Trans- Mississippi Exposition, 1898, Government exhibit 

ek acaneen HE PB Ie 2010, 000. 00 
Philadelphia Exposition of American Products, ete.............. 350, 000.00 
IIE SOUND ancctancened cuccescnssecccnessocccens 500), 000. 00 
Pan-American Exposition, Buffalo, N. Y. .............---...------ 500, 000. 00 
Prememt Paris TEXDOMROR. .....c cc ccc cccccccc cc cccctecccccccccnsee. 1,379,000. 


13, 500, 340.12 


In 1875 we loaned the Philadelphia Exposition $1,500,000, all of 
which has been repaid to the Government by the exposition com- 
We then provided for the Government exhibit there 


pany. 
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$578,500. That is all the money we are out for the great exposi- 
tion at Philadelphia, to celebrate that great national event, the 
centennial of American independence. 

Now we are asked to appropriate $5,000,000, or to pledge the 
Congress so that there will be an appropriation of $5,000,000 to 
assist in an exposition at St. Louis for the purpose of celebrating 
really the treaty of acquisition. I suppose that is the object of it. 
I have not heard this explained very ally by the friends of the 
measure, either as to their plan and purposes or as to the objects 
to be attained or the general scope of the exposition. 

I do not know under what rules and seneladhane the exposition 
I do not know whether the State of Missouri 


is to be conducted, 


is contributing anything or whether it is to be done entirely by | 


rivate subscription, but to appropriate $5,000,000 or pledge the 

overnment of the United States to appropriate that sum is a 
very great tribute to Mr. Jefferson and a much greater tribute 
to the doctrine of expansion than we have made to the declara- 
tion of the independence of the United States. 


The plea of expansion is put up here as the justification of this | 
While it 1s not sup- | 


very romantic expenditure of public funds. 
— by Senators who have been very much committed to that 

octrine, so far as I understand, I am very happy to know that 
we are now celebrating, or about trying to celebrate, the expan- 
sion of our commerce, of our population, and our enterprising 
vigor and of the influence of our institutions as it was in 1803 by 
the acquisitions that we made from France. The argument is 
very apqeegztese to existing conditions, and it answers a great 


many objections that have been made by gentlemen who have | 


been rather flambuoyant in their speeches on the opposite side of 
this question. 

ButI still believe that a sum of money equal to what was actually 
appropriated, without requiring any of it to be returned to the 
United States, for celebrating the independence of this country 
is quite sufficie:t for the purpose of celebratin 
that we had when we crossed the Mississippi River and com- 
menced planting a field for the enterprise of our people beyond 
that great water course. If the Mississippi River ha 
miles wide, as the La Plata is at Buenos Ayres, 1 suppose it is 


likely that the enterprise of the present generation would not | 


have crossed it. That would be about the distance, I believe, 
from the nearest coast of the United States to Porto Rico, amuch 
greater distance than that between Key West and the coast of 
Florida on the north. 


The truth is that we have arrived at that period in our history 


when the American people receive with gratification the evidence | 


of our success and prosperity under the doctrines that were laid 
down by Mr. Jefferson when he felt at first blush that he was really 
violating the Constitution of the United States in order to make 
that acquisition by treaty from France. 

He soon got over his difficulties, however, when he realized the 
fact that the scheme of government which we had established 
here was not merely for the purpose of conserving the interests 
that were included in the original boundaries of the land, but 
that it really extended and spread itself ont in one way and an- 
other, chiefly through its influence, but as largely as might be 
necessary through its physical power and its power of conquest, 
if you please, so as to comprehend all the nations of the earth that 
chose to accept it; not that we desired to force it upon anybody, 
not that we desired to become a propaganda for the purpose of 
spreading and confirming republican institutions in the world, 
but he saw, as we see now in the clearer light of experience, that 
it was a necessary element in the character of the people who 
occupied this country at the beginning of the last century that 
they should have room to expand all their genius and all their 
power and all their commercial enterprise and all their institu- 
tions of morality and religion to the uttermost parts of the earth. 

Now I submit, Mr. President, that $5,000,000 is too much for 
this exhibition at St. Louis. I do not blame the people of Mis- 
souri or the people of St. Louis for attempting to excel the people 
of Chicago in the great Columbian Exposition, and I am quite 


satisfied that in that rivalry which is at the bottom of a good deal | 


of the enterprise on tiiis occasion and on this subject itis not 
necessary that the Government of the United States should lend 
itself to the rivalry between St. Louis and Chicago. 

Neither is it necessary that the Government of the United States 
should pass laws and appropriate money for the peers most 
iargely of the encouragement of the income and the increase of 
the income of the great railroad companies that concenter at St. 
Louis. When we come to think it over and find out whois going 
to make any money out of this enterprise, it is quite obvious it is 
not the people who will visit St. Louis during the exposition, for 
they are expected to pay from $15 to $30 —_ capita as a contribu- 
tion to the treasury of the = e Government will not 
make any money out of it. is amendment does not contemplate 
that the Government of the United States shall ever receive a dol- 
lar back of the expenditure of the $5,000,000, and when we pass 
this amendment the expenditure will never be less than $5,000,000. 

Who, then, makes the money? Not, perhaps, the exhibitors 
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| this contribution from the Treasury of the United States. 
| they are rich enough and they are strong enough. They hay 
| power enough, and they use it with all possible severity. 


the expansion | 


been 300 | 


May 31. 


themselves. The merchants who live in St. Louis will make «., 
thing, and I am gratified that they will have the opportunity 
doing that. The hotel keepers will make a great deal, Bu: 
railroad companies will make the large bulk of the gain on; 


W 


They concenter at St. Louis and branch out to the North, 
as far as the State of Washington, and to the Southwest as , 
the boundaries of Mexico,and across to the Pacific at ya, 
points where they tap that great ocean. They are carrying 
will carry (and the Senate of the United States intends to } 
them to have the job) all the commerce between the ce); 

_ this country and the Pacific Ocean. They have it monopo}i 
now; and this amendment is a direct contribution to the as: 

| ance of that monopoly which now silences the voice of the Seto 

| of the United States and makes it stand trembling befor 

| master, 

I had no reason, Mr. President, of comity or kindness; I liay. y, 
prejudice of my Southern birth and my Southern sympathi 
urge in behalf of this amendment or against it; but I havea 
| sense of justice connected with it, amd Iam disposed to as 
and I think the Senate of the United States in its heart and 
will justify me in asserting, that we ought not to make contriiyy 
| tions out of the Treasury of the United States to any great |); 
of corporate authorities that are already reaping enormous }\,1 
vests out of the people of this country. 

This exposition is valued at $15,000,000 to start with. It is ex 
pected that St. Louis, of course, or the company that contro!s tic 
exposition, will make that money all back out of the people. The 
| money that we are contributing now, the $5,000,000 which we a: 
called upon to contribute, comes out of the people of the United 
States, I made a little estimate about my own State, and | ean 
not figure it down to less than $250,000 that will be taxed upon the 
people of Alabama for the purpose of this contribution to St. Louis. 

We love St. Louis well enough to do that for her if we were 
able to do it, but our ee are not in a condition to pay that 
| amount of money, levied upon them by the tax collector, for the 
glory and honor of any place, and more particularly is that a fact 
when we get no sympathy from St. Louis or Missouri and 10 as 
sistance, so far as we know, in the records and annals of thie 
Congress of the United States in any great enterprise that we ar 
connected with and upon which the resurrection of the South ce 
pends. We have no encouragement, no sympathy, no assistance 

Notwithstanding that, I would most cheerfully vote for any 
| reasonable sum, and I think I am voting for a very large sum 
| when I put the claims of St, Louis for celebrating Jefferson's «x 
| pansion upon the same a recisely that I put the claims ot 

Philadel hia when she was celebrating that wonderful event. the 

independence of the United States. Can she not afford to put up 
with a sum of money from the Government of the United States 
for celebrating the expansion of our territory and of our power 
to the West that our friends in Philadelphia even thought might 
be extravagant, and they promised to pay a million dollars back, 
and did it, in order to get our assistance to celebrate the anniver 
my of American independence? 
ell, this business, Mr, President, really has gone far enough 
When we have spent $13,000,000 and upward in this w 
| expositions, and turn our attention to what results can be figured 
up and shown to the American people as having been accom 
plished by this expenditure, I think we will all feel that we have 
| gone quite far enough in this direction. I do not propose to ¢ 

t. Louis off until she has had a full chance to compete wil! 
| Chicago. Sheis entitled toit. That is what she wants, and ! am 
| in favor of giving it to her. I think that $3,000,000 from the 
| Treasury of the United States is quite enough to enable lier tv 
_accomplish that feat if she can do it. 
| Mr. VEST. Mr, President, I have heard a great many remark 
| able pom in the Senate, but never one so extraordinary as that 
| to which we have just listened. ; 

The memory of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mori\\| 's 
very short, hen I as a Missouri Senator stood here at tlic «.- 
pense of my health and the risk of my life to prevent legis!at on 
that I thought and the Senator from Alabama said would rui! | 
State and the entire Southern people, I was under the impre 
that I was the friend of the South and that I was doing all |: 
to rebuild her ruined industries and her desolated fields. 

I do not know to what measure the Senator refers when |i « 
that Missouri has no sympathy with the South, Missouri sho! 
during the war and since the war her deepest and most ear 

sympathy with the South and solicitude for her interests. |! 
has never been a measure before the Senate that I have not >"! 
ported earnestly and vigorously in order to rebuild the Southern 
people and bring them back to prosperity. : 

Ican imagine no other bill to which the Senator refers than t!" 

Nicaraguan bill, to which he seems to give his entire time and 1" 
tention. I have never been able to agree with the details of tha! 
measure as presented by the Senator, and I tell him now that 





} 
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rather than give up my right of judgment and my honest convic- 
tions upon that or any other measure I would sink all hope of 





this exposition a thousand fathoms beneath the waves of the ocean. | 
I shull do what I consider to be my duty as he will do his, but no | 


such threat and no such reproach as he has made here to-day wil! 
have the slightest effect upon my action as a Senator. 

The Senator says that under no circumstances could the United 
States receive anything from this exposition. He has not read 
the amendment. The amendment provides that the United 
States, in the event that this exposition is successful, shall receive 
its due proportion of the profits, if there be any. The municipal- 
ity of St. Louis, the people of the State of Missouri, propose to 
rive $11,000,000. Sixteen States and Territories are included in 


the Louisiana purchase, with more than twenty million people, | 


and the valuation of billions of dollars, paying thousands of mil- 
lions of revenues to the Treasury of the United States each year. 

Are we asking too much when we consider what Chicago re- 
ceived? The Senator says, ‘‘ This is a question of rivalry.” 
it is a generous and just and proper rivalry. Chicago received 
$5,700,000, He says that $5,000,000 in this instance is an enormous 


appropriation. It is true, by the list the Senator is now referring | 


to, Chicago received $4,700,000; but it must be remembered that 


there were two and a half million of souvenir half dollars, the | | 
first half of which were sold at a dollar each, making about |! 
$5,700,000 that was appropriated in the bill for the establishment 


of the exposition in the city of Chicago. 


It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to drag into this debate the | 


question of expansion. I do not propose to be diverted from the 
legitimate question before the Senate by entering into that ques- 
tion, or the Philippines, or Porto Rico, or Cuba. Much is to be 
said upon that question. 
this immense area, won to the Union by the prophetic genius of 
Thomas Jefferson—and all parties and men of all climes even bow 
before his shrine for that act, if for none other—deserve this 
$5,000,000, at least when the people of the State and the citizens of 
St. Louis put up $11,000,000 to this $5,000,000, which is not out of 


proportion to the geographical extent or the population of that | Managers on the part of the House. 


vast area. 


Now, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate by going into | 


a detail of the vast resources and the great importance to the 


whole country of this exposition as developing what the Ameri- ! 


can people are willing to do in that new country, which was the 
frontier at the time Mr. Jefferson made the purchase from France. 
We have celebrated the discovery of America. We celebrate each 
recurring year that great event, the declaration of American in- 
dependence, and this, the next greatest event in the history of the 
American ple, deserves to be celebrated in justice to the vast 
results which our civilization and the enterprise of our people 
have brought about. 

We are nothereasmendicants. Wedo notask the Senator from 
Alabama for one single dollar in the way of a gratuity. Wesim- 


ply ask that in proportion to what we are willing to do ourselves | 


in behalf of a great enterprise which brings to our shores visitors to 
go back and report the vast possibilities of this new Republic we 


shall have from the Treasury of the United States the same | 


treatment that has been given to others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I offer the following amerdment—— 

Mr. MORGAN. ILrise to a question of order. What amend- 
ment was agreed to? I offered to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment proposing to reduce the amount from $5,000,000 to $3,000,000 
was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. By a vote of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir; by a vote of the Sen- 
a The Senator from Utah offers an amendment, which will be 
Tread. 

The SecRETARY. On page 53 strike out ‘“ station,” in line 9, 
and insert * stations;” strike out the word “ point,” inline 11, and 
insert “ points; ” after the word ‘‘ Idaho,” in line 11, insert the 
words “and Utah;” so as to read: 


For establishing fish hatching and fish-culture stations, including construc- | 
ings and ponds, and equipment, at some suitable points in Idaho | 


tion of buildi 
and Utah, to be selected by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fish 


cries, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That no part | 


of this appropriation sha!l be used for the purchase of a site. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | 


the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow, and at 


If so, | 


All I wish to say is that the people of | 
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the same hour on the remaining day of this week, I make the 1 


| quest for the two days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet at 11 o'clock on both Friday and Saturday, Is there obje 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
|} Amessage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendments, to the bill (S. 3419) making further pro- 
vision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by 
| the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
}and had appointed Mr, WARNER, Mr. Knox, Mr. Gipson, Mr, 
| LLoyp, and Mr. MCDOWELL as managers at the conference on the 
| part of the House. 
ALLOWANCE OF EXCEPTIONS, 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes ot 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8566) to amend secti 
of the Revised Statutes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol 
ows: 


the two Houses 


n Oo 


That the House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
numbered 1, and agrees to the same with amendment as follow 
In lieu of the matter stricken out insert * but in case said judge is satisfied 
that owing to the fact that he did not preside at the trial. or for any other 
cause, that he can not fairly pass upon said motion and allow and sign said 
| bill of exceptions, then he may, in his discretion, grant a new trial to the 
party moving therefor.” 
| Strike out all of section 3: and the Senate agree to the same. 
The House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment num 


bered 2, and agrees to the same. 


GEORGE F. HOAR, 
O. H. PLATT, 
A. O. BACON 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 





JOHN J. JENKINS, 
JULIUS KAHN, 
W. L. TERRY. 


The report was agreed to. 
EDWARD GOTTFRIED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom 
panying papers, in response to the Senate resolution of April 16, 1900, calling 
upon that officer to furnish to the Senate copies of all papers in relation to the 
alleged depredations on are eee: y and injuries and indignities upon the 
person of Edward Gottfried, a citizen of the United States, by Peruvian 
revolutionists. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 31, 1900. 


SAMUEL WHITE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (5. 351) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel! 8. White. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘* twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
House amendment and ask for a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
GALLINGER, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. KENNEY were appointed, 


S. 


LOUISE D, SMITH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend 
ments of the House to the bill (5. 3662) granting an increase of 
pension to Louise D. Smith. 
The amendments were, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 
strike out ‘‘thirty”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” and in line 9, after 
| the word ‘‘ receiving,” to insert ‘*‘ and $2 per month additional on 
account of each of the minor children of said William H. Smith 
until they reach the age of 16 years.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the 
amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Senate concur in the 


JOSEPH LONGMIRE, 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
| ment of the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 2938) grant- 
| ing an increase of pension to Joseph Longmire. 
| The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’ and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 
Mr. GALLINGER. in 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the Senate concur the 
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ANNIE D. M. WOOD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to An- 
nie D. M. Wood. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

Mr.GALLINGER. ImovethattheSenate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CLARA H, INCH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of 
pension to Clara H, Inch. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT GAMBLE, JR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 294) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Gamble, jr. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. By unanimous consent it was agreed that 
half an hour should be devoted to pension bills after the sundry 
civil appropriation bill had been passed. I do not expect to call 
up that order this evening, but I beg to make the request, inas- 
much as there are a large number of House pension bills on the 
calendar which ought to be passed, that the time be extended so 
that the committee will be given one hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One hour when? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator would not 
make that request to-night. There is a bill which the Senator 
from Indiana {Mr. FarrBankKs], who has left the Chamber, has 
been trying faithfully for two or three days to get brought up for 
consideration, which I think is a bill of the utmost importance, 
and that is the extradition bill. Of course it can not interfere 
with ——— bills, but I wish the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would not ask that the order which has already been made 
be extended. He will find other opportunities before the time of 
adjournment to get all his pension bills through. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [accept the suggestion, Mr. President. 

Mr. SEWELL., I gave notice a few days ago that immediately 
on the conclusion of the bill which we have just passed I would 
ask the Senate to consider the Military Academy appropriation 
bill. It is too late, I suppose, to-night to go on with that bill, but 
immediately after the morning hour to-morrow I shall call it up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [shall insist that the unanimous-consent 
order shall not be vacated by a proposition of that kind. I may 
arrange it with the Senator from New Jersey, but I will not yield 
my right. 

Mr. SEW ELL. I was not aware that any unanimous-consent 
order had been made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Such is the fact. 

Mr, McMILLAN, I was going to ask unanimous consent, with 
the consent of the Senator from New Jersey, to take up to-morrow 
morning as soon as possible House bill 11646, a short bill. It is 
called the ‘‘ river and harbor bill,” and it will not take more than 
fifteen or twenty minutes to dispose of it. There are a number of 
amendments to it, and I would like to send it over to the House 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. As there is a pretty full Senate, I want to present 
this consideration to the fair view of every Senator here: ‘There are 
only two appropriation bills left—the general deficiency bill and 
the Military Academy bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HALE. The river and harbor bill is not a regular appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, There is no appropriation in the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. HALE. That is a distinctive bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For surveys. 

Mr. HALE. It is not claimed to be an appropriation bill, but 
is for surveys. 


hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. HALE. Still it is not a regular appropriation bill, because 
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it was determined that there should be no river and harbor 
priation bill this year. 

Now, if the Senate will take up these two appropriation bil]s_ 
and both can be passed, I think, to-morrow—then the appropriat ion 
bills will go into conference, and Saturday and Sunday wil] jo 
spent upon them, and Monday, and in those days, after the ay- 
propriation bills have been passed, there will be opportunity 
for all these other bills. For the bill in charge of the Senatoy 
from Michigan, for the pension bills, for the extradition bill, ang 
for all other bills there will be that space of time that can be taken, 
up by their consideration. 

I hope the Senate will allow the appropriation bills, which must 
be passed, to be passed first, so that we may get out of the way. 
Otherwise there will be a wrangle for rr between different 
bills, and the appropriation bills will be postponed. They must 
come up, and they will come at a later time and interfere with 
everything. Let us get those bills out of the way of other Sena- 
tors, and let us get them into the committee room—into confer- 
ence—where Senators want us to be with them, and then the Sen- 
ate can take up other matters. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 1, 
1900, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


appro- 
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The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 
PAIR, 


Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a correction. | 
have a general pair with the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
McCatu], and thinking that he was here yesterday, I voted. I 
find he is reported in the RECORD as paired. I very much regret 
that the record appears that way. T would not have voted, of 
course, if I had known that the gentleman was absent. 


TRUSTS, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, Isubmit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
the following privileged report from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 273 


have had the same under consideration and report the following as a substi- 
tute therefor: 

Resolved, That House Joint Resolution 138, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, be made the special order in the House 
and taken up mmediately on the adoption of this order; that genera! debate 
shall continue during the day and during a night session from & to 1.30 
o'clock, and until 5 p. m. Friday, June 1, when the previous question on the 
resolution and amendments thereto reported from the committee to its final 

yassage shall be considered as ordered, and the vote taken thereon without 
} or intervening motion. 

That the bill (H. R. 10539) to amend an act entitled “An act to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved 
July 2, 1890, be made the special order in the House and taken up immedi- 
ately after the disposition of said House joint resolution 138; that general de- 
bate thereon be limited to one hour, thirty minutes on each side, and that 
the same be then considered under the five-minute rule as in the Committee 
of the Whole until 4 o'clock p. m., of Saturday, June 2, when the previous 
question on the bill and pending amendments shall be considered as ordered 
and the final vote taken; that at the opening of the general debate on House 
joint resolution 138 the amendments to H. R. 10539, proposed on the purt of 
the minority in their views as filed, shall be read from the Clerk's desk and 
considered as pending when the vote is taken on said bill H. R. 1053, the 
time occupied in such reading not to be taken from the time of any mem 
ber; that all members have leaye to print upon such measures or either of 
them within five days after final vote taken. 

This rule shall not interfere with the consideration of conference reports. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I understand that will give us forty min- 
utes for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there are on the Calendar of the 
House two measures reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
one a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion that would place in the power of Congress the legisiation 
upon the subject of trusts; the other is a proposed amendment to 
the Sherman anti-trust law. If this rule should be adopted, all 
of to-day and a night session lasting from 8 o'clock to half past 10 
and all to-morrow until 5 o'clock would be devoted to general de- 
bate on the proposed constitutional amendment. At 5 0 clock 
to-morrow a vote is to be taken without intervening motion, and 
under the terms of the rule no amendment will be in order upon 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 


| this first ae 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Still it proposes to appropriate four or-five | 


Immediately upon the conclusion of this first proposition—that 
is to say, on Saturday morning, there will be general debate tor 
one hour, thirty minutes on each side, upon the bill proposing 44 
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amendment to the Sherman law, and after that general debate 
there will be debate under the five-minute rule until 4 o’clock in 
the afternoon, when the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered and a vote had on the bill and amendments. Upon this 
second proposition, under the rule, the bill would be open to 
amendment and a motion to recommit isin order. The amend- 
ments in the report of the minority upon the bill, it is provided 
shall be read at the beginning of the general debate upon the con- 
stitutional provision, so that they will be in the possession of the 
House during the whole of the debate. In addition to the oppor- 
tunity to debate, provision is made for printing within five days 
after the vote is taken, I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
svlyvania has explained the object of the rule, and the effect of its 
adoption. I will be pardoned if I repeat somewhat the explana- 
tion he has made. his resolution is framed for the purpose of 
bringing the House toa vote, first, upon the constitutional amend- 
ment proposed by the Judiciary Committee, and secondly, upon 
a bill it has reported, the vote on the constitutional amendment 
to be taken to-morrow afternoon at 5 o'clock, and the vote on the 
pill on Saturday at 4 o’clock. 

The rule is framed to permit amendments to be voted upon as 
to the bill, but it is expressly framed to prevent any kind of mo- 
tion to amend, modify, change, or alter in any way the constitu- 
tional amendment which is pending. 

Mr. GAINES. Why is that done? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is done for the very purpose I[ have 
stated, of bringing the House to a vote upon the amendment as 
tendered by the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
to deny to the minority or to anyone the right to offer any amend- 
ment to this proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, we are confronted by a somewhat unique condi- 
tion here. The Republican party came into control of the Gov- 
ernment on the 4th of March, 1897. They placed in the White 
House their President; they have had the Senate and they have 
had the House of Representatives since that day. Within eleven 
days after that time the President convened Congress in extraor- 
dinary session, the object being, as stated in his message, to repeal 
the then existing law and to pass a new revenue law. Notwith- 
standing the party had won the canvass the preceding year upon 
the monetary issue, that question was not touched on, | think, in 
that message, and Congress was convened to legislate upon the 
tariff. The result of that session was the passage of what is known 
as the ‘‘ Dingley bill,” which I state here in my opinion has done 
more to create,foster, and propagate trusts than any other bill put 
upon the statute book in our history. 

Mr, Speaker, that was in the Fifty-fifth Congress. That entire 
Congress, three sessions, passed into history and not one step was 
taken by the dominant party to legislate to protect the country 
from the injurious effects of trusts. No statute was altered or 
changed. The Fifty-sixth Congress commenced to sit last Decem- 
ber, and now, after six months, in the dying hours of this session 
of Congress, after we have already passed a resolution to adjourn 
within less than one week from this hour, we are presented with 
this resolution from the Committee on Rules bringing us to the 
consideration of a constitutional amendment. 

It is not proper, perhaps, for me at this stage to comment on 
the object and pu of this resolution, but the papers of the 
country of both political parties, and of no political party, under- 
stand the situation. The independent papers, as well as party 
organs, have all characterized the effort now being put forth by 
the dominant party in respect to this proposed amendment, and 
they all unite in saying the only object is to make cheap political 
party capital, Your object is transparent and will fail. It is 
charged by some that the entire object is to seek to recoup some 
of the political advantages they have lost, and do something to 
benefit the grand old party politically as this session is about to 
expire. 

r. Speaker, I undertake to say that the country will not be 
fooled by this legislation. ‘The Democratic party has taken action 
in respect to this matter of trusts. We have decided to, and are 
anxious, to vote tor any measure, I care not in what shape, for 
any bill that will prevent or control trusts. We will vote for any 
proper constitutional amendment to the same end, if one be neces- 
sary. Weare ready tovote even for the bill now pending, if we can 
do no better, in order to put something on the statute books to 
enable Congress t> do, and the States to do, what is necessary to 
suppress trusts, but this constitutional amendment presented to 
us will not, in the opinion of the Democratic party, serve that 
purpose. On the other hand, we have solemnly decided as a 
party that it will have the opposite effect. 

It will, in our judgment, take away from the States the power 
which they now ss to suppress trusts, or at least greatly im- 

ir that power in the States. The most effectual remedy so far 
or the suppression of trusts, and their control and regulation, has 
been in the States. Mr. Speaker, this constitutional amendment, 
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if passed, will serve to excuse Congress from acting and break 
down the power of the States tocontrol these trusts. Now, I say, 
in view of that fact, our party has decided to oppose this consti- 
tutional amendment. We believe it is right to oppose it. We be- 
lieve that these papers, and I might quote a number of them, 

Republican, Democratic, and Independent, voice the proper senti- 
ment,seuch, for instance, as the great metropolitan paper here 
the Washington Post—in an editorial of this date. It states the 
object and purpose and the effect most clearly of this proposed 
amendment, thrust upon us as this session of Congress is about 
to expire. 

The Post says in the editorial this morning: 

_ By supporting this constitutional amendment Democrats would have d 
liberately connived at the permanent retirement of the trust issne, with 
drawn it from the campaign, and thereby robbed their party of one of its 
most powerful engines of war. 

I will publish the editorial as a portion of my remarks, 
DEMOCRATIC POSITION ON TRUSTS. 

_ Our Democratic friends in Congress are to be congratulated upon the at- 
titude they have assumed toward the constitutional amendment proposed 
by the House Committee on the Judiciary, of which Hon. @koRGE W. Ray, of 
New York, isthe chairman. Mr. Ray's proposition is obviously impractica 
ble, and, as many believe, was intended to be so. By supporting it the Demo 
crats would have deliberately connived at a virtually permanent retirement 
of the trust issue, withdrawn it from the campaign, and thereby robbed 
their party of one of its most powerful engines of war. They express their 
utter disbelief in the sincerity of any representative Republican effort to 
curtail the power of the trusts. It would have been, therefore, suicidal on 


their part to commit themselves to an arrangement most palpably calculated 
to serve the alleged purposes of their antagonists 


There was still another serious objection, which is set forth in clause 3 of 
the resolution adopted by the Democratic caucus on Tuesday night: 

“3. We oppose and urge Democrats in Congress to vote against the consti- 
tutional amendment proposed by the Republican majority of the Judiciary 


Committee, unless ' amended by striking out section 1 thereof and adding 
thereto,in section 2, in lieu of these words, ‘The several States may continue 
to exercise such power in any manner not in conflict with the laws of the 
United States,’ the following: * Nothing in this article, nor any act of Congress 
in pursuance thereof, shall operate to abridge or impair any of the rights or 
powers held by any of the States prior to its adoption.’” 

It seems to be the case, therefore, that the Democrats regarded the Ray 
proposition not only asa scheme to postpone, perhaps indefinitely, all gov 
ernmental action against the trusts, and incidentally to entrap the Demo 
crats into withdrawing the issue of the campaign of 1900, but also, in case the 
amendment should be finally adopted, as an abridgement of the rights and 
powers of the States. Certainly, holding such opinions, they could not have 
taken any course other than that referred to. Their present position, in 
this matter at least, seems to be unassailable. 

If we pass this constitutional amendment, the effect of it will 
be to do just what the dominant party desires to do, and that is 
to eliminate the trust issue from the campaign this year. Now, 
are we going to help to doit? I hope not. I trust every Demo- 
crat who loves constitutional law and order, who believes in the 
rights of the State, will stand with his — here and vote down 
this constitutional amendment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion before he sits down. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Section 2 of this joint resolution says: 

Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dis- 
solve trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing In the form of a 
corporation or otherwise. 

Now, if that is adopted, would it not give Congress the right to 
dissolve trade unions and federations of trade as much as any 
other trust or combination? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If Congress defines them to be trusts, I 
omy. yes. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 1 remaining? 

he SPEAKER. Ten minutes, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. DALZELL] use some of his time now? 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. GRosvENOR], whatever time he may 
desire. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Five minutes will be all I shall want. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall speak only or mainly 
upon the question of the propriety of the limitation of time pro- 
vided in this rule. I admit that were this a new question, if the 
proposition to amend the Constitution by putting a measure so 
radical as this into the organic law were proposed now for the 
first time, there ought to be more, much more, extended debate 
than is contemplated by the rule now offered to the House. But 
it will be borne in mind that this is not a new question. This is 
not fallow ground; it is not virgin political soil into which we 
shall delve to-day and to-morrow. On the contrary, it is finally 
converging into a concrete written proposition the views that have 
been held on this mighty question of policy. 

Into every debate which we have had during all this session of 
Congress, from the very ablest men upon both sides of the House, 
has come the discussion of this question. It began upon the very 
threshold of the session in December last, and it has permeated 
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the whole discussion of the times. Hundreds of thousands—yes, 
millions—of speeches have gone out to the country already on this 
subject; most of them claiming that the Republican party would 
not do anything on this question. So we have given time enough, 
in my judgment, and I trust in the judgment of the House, for the 
discussion of this question. 

One other matter. It is said there is possible injustice,in the 
resolution, because we will not allow any amendment to be of- 
fered, and because we take away the ordinary privilege of a mo- 
tion to recommit with instructions. What justification is there 
for that? I think a perfect one. This is the proposition of the 
majority. We shail be held responsible for every word in this 
roposition. You on the other side of the House will not help us 

“ar that burden, if there isa burden. You on that side will not 
claim any of the credit, if there should be any credit. Therefore, 
we come to you with our proposition, stating frankly, ‘‘This is 
ours: itshall be accepted without the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the cross- 
ing of a ‘‘t;” we will beresponsible for it; you can have your choice 
to condemn it by your votes or array yourselves on our side of 
this question.” 

I may say as we go along, and it is perfectly proper to say it, 
that to open the door to promiscuous amendment of a constitu- 
tional proposition is a very dangerous matter. We have had some 
experience in this matter on the floor of the House when a propo- 
sition to amend the Constitution brought in here a series of pro- 
visions that nobody understood and nobody was willing to be 
responsible for when the climax was reached, and we were com- 
pelled at last to lay it aside, not because there was not intrinsic 
merit in the main proposition, but because by patchwork of 
amendments and concessions and compromises there had been an 
impossible amendment forced upon us. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I claim that this is a proper time for this 
amendment to go forth. There is to be no legislation under it 
until it is ratified by the constitutional number of States; so that 
between now and next December, or between now and the close 
of the short session of this Congress, or between now and the 
close of the long session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, there will 
be ample time for the people of the country to understand what 
is necessary in this matter aad to act upon it. I know this is 
somewhat radical legislation. I know that when Mr. Bryan at 
Chicago announced, as he did, the very proposition, in effect, as a 
cure for trusts, I myself criticised it as un-Democratic and in plain 
violation of the Democratic teaching of State rights. But Mr, 
Bryan took occasion to remain absolutely silent from that day to 
this, although he had gone to the great convention that was 
spoken of on the floor of this House by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SuLZER] as the dawning of the day of a great revolu- 
tion, upon this trust question in the United States. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we submit this proposition as our proposition; 
and we yield time enough to the other side to either concur with 
us or state their objections. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BalLey] the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on bothsidesof thisCham- 
ber the gentleman from Ohio is regarded as one of the most 
skillful debaters in this House; and when he can not give a good 
reason to justify a procedure of his party we are warranted in 
concluding that no good reason exists. 

The gentleman asks the House and the country to approve the 
refusal of the majority here to allow an amendment to os offered, 
upon the ground that this is the proposition of the majority and that 
the minority must take itor reject it asa whole. Surely the gen- 
tleman’s partisan zeal must have blinded his usually clear intel- 
lect, for he can not expect the country to accept that as a sufficient 
reason. This is not only a great question, but it is a com - 
tively new one; and in common dolnene the majority ought to 
have insisted upon the minority proposing our plan of dealing 
with it. Itis well enough for = to say to the country, “‘ This is 
our plan;” but you ought to challenge us to submit ours side by 
side with yours and leave the country to judge who offers the safer 
and wiserone. But instead of pursuing that obviously fair course 
of procedure, you bring your ironclad rule into this 1 and say 
we must either vote for _— proposition or vote against it with- 
out any opportunity to offer ours. 

Do the gentleman from Ohio and his party associates imagine 
that the country will not understand the pape of this extraor- 
dinary procedure? You deceive yourselves if you think you can 
deceive the people. They will understand that this isa mere play 
for partisan advantage. You have no real purpose to dissolve or 
destroy the trusts. You have been in session for six months, and 
yet not until within six days of the time for final adjournment as 
fixed by your own resolution have you allowed the House to take 
up this question for consideration. Not a gentleman on that side 
will hazard his reputation for candor and truth by standing u 
and declaring that he expects either this constitutional amend- 
ment or the bill which is to follow it to pass the Senate during 


the present session of Congress. You have waited until the ses- 
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sion is about to oxpire under your own resolution, and then \ 
pass through the House a constitutional amendment and « | 
leaving them on the Senate Calendar until the next Presiden; 
election shall have come and gone; and if the people vote you 
you hope they will, a renewal of confidence, you may or may | 
pass either bill or amendment through the Senate. : 
That you can never put this amendment into the Constity: 
of the United States is plain to every thinking man. You ja, 
urposely drawn it so that three-fourths of the States can ne, 
2» induced to adopt it. You know as well as we do that no Sta:, 
in this Union that believes in the preservation of the right of Jovs 
self-government will ever vest in the Congress of the Uni; 
States the power to come within its borders and take contro 
itsdomesticindustries. [Applause onthe Democraticside.| \ 
know that the trusts understand that there is not the remo 
danger to them in this constitutional amendment. If you }aq 
sincerely desired to make it a part of our organic law, you cou!d 
have accomplished your object by a very slight amendment, |; 
you had merely added to the phraseology which it now contains 
and, after enumerating the trusis, combinations, and monop ies 
which Congress should have the power to dissolve, you had merely 


l 


added the words “engaged in commerce among the several Staic 
or with foreign nations,” you would have received every vote «) 
this side of the Chamber and the sanction of every sovereiy; 
State in this Union. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

For one I will never vote to vest in the Congress of the United 
States the power to deny the State of Texas the right to defi; 
and punish her own domestic conspiracies against her own 1: 

If she has a corporation that in her wisdom ought to be permitied 
to engage ina o- business, the States of Illinois and Pennsy)- 
vania ought to have no right to say her nay. If there be onet! 
in her own imperial will she desires to crush, the States of Penn 
sylvania and New York have noright tostay her arm. Your 
safety consists in the fact that whenever an article of merchan- 
dise or manufacture produced within her borders is loaded upon 
a train or a to become the subject of interstate or foreign com 
merce, then the power of Congress attaches. 

That power is ample to protect every State in this Union against 
the industrial evils of every other State within it. If the State ot 
New Jersey chooses to sanction any enterprise, the State of Penn- 
sylvania has no right to complain until the evil brood begins to 
cross the border lines into Pennsylvania. The moment it bevins 
the journey across the line, the power of Congress attaches ani is 
ample. The moment the brood of evil reaches and attempts to 
remain in the State of Pennsylvania, the power of Pennsylvania 
isamp!e. Isay to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to that 
side if you will limit the power of Congress over these organiza 
tions to those engaged in interstate and foreign commerce, which 
is as far as Federal jurisdiction ought toextend, you can pass your 
amendment by a unanimous vote; and I. venture to record the 
prophecy here that if you do not amend it in some such sensible 
manner, it can never become a part of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

There are two ways to encourage crime. One is to close your 
eyes against the existence of it, and another is to propose an im- 
practicable and impossible method of its punishment. You have 
chosen to do the latter, and you have chosen deliberately, because 
nobody doubts that you know exactly what you are doing. | have 
many times. doubted your sincerity, I have sometimes doubted 
your absolute political integrity, but I have never doubted your 
ability. You may sometimes be h ‘Tites, and a few of you may 
sometimes be rascals, but none of you are ever fools, and you 
knew your purpose when you framed this amendment so 4s to 
prevent its adoption. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 


side. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. |)\1- 
ZELL] has ten minutes remaining. : 

Mr. DALZELL. Have the other side exhausted their time: 

The SPEAKER. They have. Aa 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there is no political party in t)'s 
country, nor any individual who has any care for his political 
future, who is not —* the trusts. [Derisive laughter on tie 
Democratic side.] The difference between the two parties or tho 
three parties upon this subject is that the Democratic party «nd 
the Populist party confine their opposition to trusts to mere 
speech. The Republican party addresses itself to legislation. 
oe on the Republican side and manifestations of derision 
on the Democratic side.] The interstate-commerce law is |)" 
product of Republican legislation. The Sherman anti-trust !aw 
of 1890 is the product of Republican legislation, When in |>'- 
the Democratic party entered the field for the Presidency, a1 
nominated Grover Cleveland for President, it declared in 1ts 
platform: 

We recognize in the trusts and combinations, which are designed to ena's 

tal to secure more than its just share of the joint product of capital an" 

labor, a natural consequence of the prohibitive taxes which peovent the free 
competition which is the life of honest trade, but we believe their wors' 
evils can be abated by law, and we demand the rigid enforcement of the laws 
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ade to prevent and control them, together with such further legislation in 
mestraint of their abuses as experience may show to be necessary. 


And yet for four years the Democratic party, in control of legis- 


lat on, entered upon no legislation in further repression of trusts, | 


and being in control of the Executive Departments, took no — 
to enforce the law that a Republican Congress had upon the 
statute books. [Applause on the Republican side,| The great 
Populistic leader, after whom the Democratic party trails to-day, 
on the stump and at the trust conference in Chicago, declared that 
itutional amendment ought to be passed putting in the 


I Congress the regulation of trusts, concurrently with the 


power of 
States. — 
He said: 

at Congress should a law providing (1) that no corporation organ- 
: eae State should do business outside of the State in which it is organ- 
teed until it reeéives from some power created by Congress a license author- 
7 do business outside of its own State. (2) That such license should 
these three conditions. 

a 


e * * + * » 
suc aw my tho is . ss she 
jan it thecoete eat iecseet oerantiteceeat te tk eS Sentaon Conve 
then [am in favor of so amending the Federal Constitution as to give Con- 
gress the power to destroy every trust in the country. 

Applause on the Republican ee 

i when we come here to-day and offer you the yy! sug- 
gested by your own leader, the leader upon that side of the House 
addresses himself in impassioned terms to his Democratic col- 
leagues to stand together and oppose this proposed legislation. 
You say that we are hypocrites; that we are not acting in good 
faith. Why, we are exercising every power that is within our 
reach to put upon the statute books that which we believe will 
end the power of these great combinations. Then you complain 
that we do not allow you to offer an amendment. You stand up 
and say no constitutional amendment should be passed, because 
it infringes the power of the States, and then you complain that 
we do not allow tye to amend that which you say under no cir- 
cumstances could be passed, Yourobjection is not to the form of 
this legislation. Your objection as announced is to the substance, 
and no amendment, therefore, can cure that which you claimto be 
radically wrong in substance. 

The remedy proposed by the gentleman from Texas in respect 
to interstate commerce is a remedy that already exists. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States, on several occasions, in several 
cases, have declared that with that remedy alone Congress is 
powerless to resist these trusts; and so now, following those deci- 
sions, following the way pointed out, we propose to remedy the 
evil by this new legislation. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
BaILeY] says the trusts are not frightened by this proposed legis- 


izing it to 
only issue upon 


lation, The trusts are not frightened because they know that | 


between them and the proposed legislation in solid phalanx stands 
the Democratic party in their protection.- [Applause on the Re- 
publican side, 

I conclude, Mr. Speaker, as I began. 
ence between you gentlemen on that side of the aisle and us upon 
this side of the aisle is that you believe in mere demagoguery upon 
the stump. We believe in effective legislation upon the statute 
books. is lause on the Republican side. } 

The S . The question is on agreeing to the resolution, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the notice 
I gave on yesterday we want to move to recommit this rule with 
instructions to report some amendments to it. The gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] has the form of the motion to re- 
commit, and I ask that he be recognized to offer the motion to 
recommit the rule, 

om DALZELL. I make the point of order that that is not in 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I hope the Chair will hear me a moment 
before the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bas ruled in this session on this 
question, following the ruling of Speaker Crisp, who made the 
ruling distinctly-—— 

Mr. RIC DSON. I respectfully ask the Chair to hear me, 
to call attention to the precedents cited here in Parliamentary 
Precedents, a book prepared by the present parliamentarian of 
the House, who is the clerk at the Speaker's desk. He says, on 
page S14, Parliamentary Precedents, that ‘‘after the previous 
question is ordered on a report from the Committee on Rules, the 
motion to recommit is admitted under the more recent practice 
of the House, although the rulings conflict.” 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will say that he has thoroughly ex- 
amined all of these authorities, that he did so before making the 
ruling he made in the early part of the session, and therefore the 
Chair follows the ruling that he then made. The Chair will hear 
arguments when the Chair has not made up his mind and is in 
doubt; but when his mind is clear, of course there is no use in 
Benne arguments and unnecessarily taking up the time of the 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire respectfully to ask—— 
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Mr. STEELE and others. Regular order! 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the Chair, for information, 
if the Chair has read the two decisions by Mr. Speaker Reed that 
the motion to recommit was in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is entirely familiar with his (Mr 
Reed's) rulings, and referred to them when he made the decision 
at this session, and he is also familiar with the rulings of Speaker 
Crisp. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
at this session before us. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. 


We have not the decision of the Speaker 


The fundamental differ- 





against it. 





YEAS—1l41. 

Adams, Dayton, Joy, Pugh, e 
Aldrich, Dick, Kahn, Ray, N. Y 

| Alexander, Dolliver, Lacey, Reeder, 
Allen, Me. Eddy, Landis, Reeves, 
Babcock, Emerson, Lane, Roberts 
Bailey, Kans. Esch, Lawrence, Rodenberg, 
Baker, Faris, Linney, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Littauer, Shelden, 
Bishop, Fordney, Littlefield, Showalter, 
Boreing, Foss, Long, Nibley, 
Boutell, Ml. Fowler, Lorimer, Smith, H.C 
Bowersock, Freer Loudenslager, Smith, Samuel W 
Brosius, Gardner, Mich. Lovering, Spalding, 
Brown, Gardner, N. J. McCall, Sperry, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gibson, McCleary, Steele, 
Burkett, Gill, McPherson, Stevens, Minn 
Burleigh, Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Stewart, N. Y. 

} Burton, Graham, Marsh, Stewart, Wis. 

| Butler, Greene, Mass. Mercer, Sulloway, 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Metcal!, Tawney, 
Cannon, Grow, Miller, Thomas, lowa 
Capron, Hamilton, Mondell, Tongue 
Clarke, N. H. Haugen, Moody, Mass. Van Voorhis, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hawley, Moody, Oreg. Vreeland, 
Connell, Heatwole, Morgan, Wadsworth, 

| Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Mudd, Wanger, 
Corliss, Hemenway, Needham, Warner, 

| Cousins, Henry, Conn. O'Grady, Waters, 
Cromer, Hepburn, Olmsted, Watson, 
Crumpacker, Hitt, Otjen, Weeks, 
Curtis, Hoffecker, Overstreet, Wise, 
Cushman, Howell, Parker, N. J. Wright, 
Dahle, Wis. Hull, Payne, Young. 
Dalzell, Jack. Pearson, 
Davenport, 8. A. Jenkins, Phillips, 

| Davidson, Jones, Wash. Prince, 

NAYS—118. 
Adamson, Driggs, Lester, Rucker, 
Allen, Ky. Finley, Levy, Ruppert, 
Bailey, Tex. Fitzgerald, N. Y¥. Lewis, Ryan, N.Y 
Ball,” Fitzpatrick, Little, Scudder, 
Barber, Fleming, Lloyd. Shafroth 
Bartlett, Foster, McClellan, Sheppard, 
Bell, Gaines, McLain, Sims, 
Bellamy, Gaston, McRae, Smith, Ky. 
Benton, Gilbert, Maddox, Spight 
Bradley, Glynn, Mann, Stark, 
Brantley, Gordon, May. Btophens, Tox 
Breazeale, Green, Pa. Meekison, Stokes, 
Brenner, Griffith, Meyer, La Sulzer, 
Brundidge, Griggs, Miers, Ind. Sutherland, 
Burleson, Hall, Moon, Swanson, 
Caldwell, Hay, Muller, ‘Talbert 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss Neville, Tate, 
Clayton, Ala. Howard, Newlands, Terry, 
Clayton, N. Y. Jett, Noonan, Thomas, N. ©, 
Cochran, Mo. Johnston, Pierce, Tenn. Underhill, 
Cooney, Jones, Va. quartet, Underwood, 
Cowherd, King, ansdell, Wheeler, Ky 
Cox, Kitchin, Rhea, Ky. Williams, J. R. 
Cummings, leberg, Rhea, Va. Williams, W. F. 
Davenport, 8. W. Kiuttz, Richardson, Williams, Miss. 
De Armond, Lamb, Riordan, Wilson, Idaho 
De Vries, Lanham, Rixey, Wilson, N. Y. 
Denny, Lassiter, Robb, Zenor. 
Dinsmore, _Latimer, Robinson, Ind 
Dougherty, Lentz, Robinson, Nebr. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
Baukhead, Knox, Morris, Packer, Pa 
Bromwell, Livingston, Naphen, Southard, 
Brownlow, McAleer, Otey, Wilson, 8. C. 
NOT VOTING—8&1L 

Acheson, Boutelle, Me. Campbell, Cusack, 
Allen, Miss. Brewer, Carmack, Daly, N. J. 
Atwater, Brick, Catchings, Davey, 
Barham, Broussard, Chanler, Davis, 
Barney, Bull, Cooper, Tex. De Graffenreld, 
Berry, Burke, Tex. Crowley, Dovener, 
Bingham, Burnett, Crump, Driscoll. 


Mr. TERRY. 
the motion to recommit? 
The SPEAKER. 


The 


— and nays. 


The Chair has ruled on this question. 
Does the Chair rule that we can not even 


re id 


It isoutof order. The point of order is made 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. l 
question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Division. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 118, 
answered ‘‘present” 12, not voting 81; as follows: 


Th: 
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Elliott, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fox, 
Gamble, 
Gayle, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
Grout, 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Kerr, 





Taylor, Ala. 
Thayer, 
Thropp, 
Tompkins, 
Turner, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth. 
White, 
Ziegler. 


Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Shackleford, 
Sherman, 
Slayden, 
Small, 

Smith, NL 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Snodgrass, 
Sparkman, 
Sprague, 
Stallings, 
Ketcham, Robertson, La. Stewart, N. J. 
Loud, Russell, Tayler, Ohio 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Baruam with Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. PoLk, 

Mr. BuLt with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDowE LL, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN Situ with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina, 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. ATWATER. 

Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuLLocn, 

Mr. TaYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BouTe..e of Maine with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. BrRownLow with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. WeyMouTH with Mr. Brovussarp. 

Mr. Knox with Mr. HENRy of Texas. 

Mr, MgsiIck with Mr. Burke of Texas, 

Mr. Gituet of New York with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr, Cusack. 

Mr. Pearce of Missouri with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr, Grarr with Mr. Orry, for one week. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, until June 5. 

Mr. BineHaM with Mr. LivinasTon, until Friday at 3 p. m. 

For this day: 

Mr. Smita of Illinois with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARNEY with Mr. De GRAFFENREID, 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. SLAYDEN,. 

Mr. H1iLy with Mr. CRowLEy. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Russe.u of Connecticut with Mr. FirzGERALD of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. Brick with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. BorEING with Mr. SaALMon. 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. ELuiorr, 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr, ZIEGLER, 

Mr. KetTcuaM with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. THAYER. 

Mr. Mrnor with Mr. Day of New Jersey. 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. RIDGELY. 

Mr. Turopp with Mr. STALLINGs., 

Mr. ToMPKINS with Mr, BREWER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. CHANLER, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. WEAVER with Mr. SNopGRass, 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
from Arkansas, Mr. McCuULLOCH, an 
vote and answer ‘‘ present.” 

The name of Mr. Morris was again called, and he answered 
‘** present,” as above recorded. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. 8 er, I am paired with Mr. Mc- 
DowELL, and I wish to withdraw my vote and be marked ‘“‘ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. BROMWELL’s name was again called, and he answered 
‘* present,” as above recorded, 

r. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I am 
man from Vermont, Mr. Powers, and I 
vote and answer “ present,” 

Mr. BANKHEAD’s name was again called, and he answered 
‘* present.” 

r. PACKER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. PoLK, and I desire to with- 
draw my vote and be marked “ present.” 

Mr. PACKER’S name was again called, and he answered 
‘*nresent.” 

he result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time for general debate be equally divided between 
the Republican and Democratic sides of the House and that the 


Lybrand, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
Mesick, 
Minor, 
Norton, Ohio 
Norton, 8. C. 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pearre, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Ridgely, 


aired with the gentleman 
I desire to withdraw my 


aired with the gentle- 
esire to withdraw my 
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gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. TERRY], senior member o 
minority of the Judiciary Committee, control the time on ¢).; 
side and that I may control the time on this side. ies 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks yy9);. 
mous consent that the time for general debate be equally diy ice 
between the two sides of the Chamber, he to control the tim, 
the Republican side and the gentleman from Arkansas. J}, 
TERRY, the time on the other side. Is there objection? 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, under the rule just adopted. pro. 
viding that certain amendments embracing the minority views 
be offered and read at the Clerk’s desk, on consultation wit}, ¢ho 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], in order to save ti)yo i 
is agreed that these shall be sent ina body to the Clerk’s desk and 
be considered as separately offered in the proper part of the jl] 
considered as read, and be printed in the Rrcorp, : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the proposition of the minority referred to jy 
the rule just adopted be considered as pending and be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will read the 
is now pending for consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution 138, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representative: of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurriny | 
That the following article be proposed to the legislatures of tie 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States: 

“SECTION 1. That in all cases mentioned in this article the United States 
shall mean and include the several States of the United States, the Terr; 
tories of the United States, and all territory under the sovereignty of and 
subject to the jurisdiction the United States. ; 

“Src. 2. That the Congress shall have power to create any corporation for 
the purpose of commerce between the States, including sallroad telegraph 
telephone, transportation, express, and gecpegcar companies. . 

“Sec. 3. That all corporations in the United States shall be under the con- 
trol of Congress, including the power to impose a franchise tax, terminate 
the existence of corporations, forfeiture of the franchise, control, and dis- 
position of the property of the corporation. 

‘““Sro. 4. That Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
priate legislation. 

“Src. 5. Thatin the absence of legislation on the part of Congress al! powers 
conferred upon Congress by section 3 of this article may be exercised by the 
several States.” 


With the following amendments recommended by the commit- 
tee: 

Line 6, after “States,” insert “Article XVI.” 

Strike out all of lines 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the fo!lowing 
“All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several States, the 
Territories, the District of Columbia, and.” 

Strike out the word “of” in line 10. 

Strike out sections 2, 3, 4, and 5, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Src. 2. we ge shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor- 
poration or otherwise. 

* The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

“Sec. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this arti- 
cle by appropriate legislation.” 

Amend the title so it will read: “ Joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States conferring power on Congress to 
define, regulate, prohibit, and dissolve trusts, etc.” 


The following are the amendments offered by the minority: 


Amend the new section 9 as reported by the committee as follows: Strike 
out all after figure 9 in said section and amend it so as to read as follows 

“So. 9. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or part- 
nership formed or made, or ing or carrying on its business, 1n whole 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner 
as to control or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manufacture, 
production, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise intended for 
interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to the 
purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing, ori” 
such manner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition in the 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal and a monopoly; and all such corporat: asso- 
ciations, joint stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, ajents, 
managers, and attorneys, are hereby forbidden and prohibited from shipping or 
gues in transit any such article of commerce or merchandise to «i! 

erritory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Territory, or pic 

which it was manufactured or uced, and from selling or offering to s 
such article or merchandise to be so shipped or put into any such trans 
for the private or personal use of the consignee; and for any violati 
provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the United States, 
conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 nor more thi 
and by imprisonment not less than thirty days nor more than six mon!'\s 

‘All such corporations, associations, joint-stock companies, and pa’ 
as above declared illegal shall be, and hereby are, forbidden and pro! 
use of the United States mail in aid or furt nee of any such busin 
poses, and all laws now in force for the prevention of the fraudulent 
mails, so far as the same may be applicable, shall apply in the execut: 
prohibition, ; 

“ Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partners 
be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or corporé’ 
association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually e1)°'" 
and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or foreign comin’ 
whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the United States or \' 
District of Columbia, or any foreign country and no article of con 
produced, or manufactured, or owned and dealt in by any such corporst!)") © 
sociation, joint-stock company, or partnership so organized, formed, mane 
or carrying on business, shall be transpor or carried without the Stat 
Territo fn which produced or manufactured, or in which same may 
without the District of Columbiaif produced, manufactured, or found t 
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ividual, corporation, or common carrier, in any manner what- 
by any iach articles of commerce, shi »ped in violation of the provisions 
of this act, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized by any 
ri ha or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any pee duly au- 
th rized by law to make such seizure, and when so seized shall be condemned 
oe like proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and 
condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary to law.” 


The language in italics indicates the important changes pro- 
posed in our amendment to said section 9. — 

I also offer as amendments to be added in after section 10, on 
page 8, the following: 

First. A new section 11, as follows: 


Sec. 11. That every contract, combine, device, trust, or combination in the 
form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, tending to create a monopoly in 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, transportation, or dealing in 
any article of commerce or merchandise, entering into trade or commerce 
among the States or with foreign countries, or designed to create impedi- 
ments to, or resulting in restrictions to, such trade or commerce or aids to 
commerce, or to limit or to control the manufacture or production of such 
articles or merchandise, for the purpose of increasing or decreasing, or oper- 
ating in such manner, or with such result, as to increase or decrease the price 
of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the purpose of 
preventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, 
transportation, or dealing in such articles or merchandise, or to give power 
to charge unreasonable prices for merchandise or articles produced or man- 
nfactured to be bought, sold, exchanged, dealt in, or transported in such 
trade or commerce, or for the purpose of imposing, or in such manner as to 
impose, unjust or onerous restrictions upon, or impediments to, the lawful 
business of any person, company, or corporation engaged in the production 
or manufacture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be 
jliegal and a monopoly within the meaning of this act, and every person who 
shall make, or enter into, or engage in, any such contract, combine, device, 
trust, or combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, or 
shall be a promoter thereof or officer or agent therein, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not less than $500 and not exceeding $5,000 and by imprisonment not less than 
six months and not exceeding one year. 


Second, A new section 12, as follows, viz: 


Sec. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satis- 
fied that the price of ay commodity or article of merchandise has been en- 
hanced in consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act, he shall issue 
his proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement in 
price of such commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked 
by the proclamation of the President. 


Third. A new section 13, as follows, viz: 


Sec. 13. That wherever any State or Territory shall, in any law against 
trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign cor- 
poration, association, ees company, or partnership, or stockholder, 
member, or officer belonging to or interested in any such trust, combine, 
monopoly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on or do 
any business, or have any office or place of business, in such State, or shall 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporation, 
association, or gertpership. or prohibit the sale or offering for sale in such 
State of any article or merchandise produced by it, every such corporation, 
association, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do any 
business or have any office or place of business therein, and all its articles or 
merchandise carried thereto, shall be subject to the operation and effect of 
such law, to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had been 
incorporated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or mer- 
chandise had been made and not brought therein; and no such law shall be 
regarded as in any way trenching upon the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States or with foreign nations: Provided, however, 
That such articles or merchandise may be shipped and transported into any 
such State or Territory for the personal and private use of the consignee. 


Fourth. A new section 14, as follows: 


Sec. 14. That every corporation, association, joint-stock company, or part- 
nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the District of 
Columbia, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the laws of 
the United States or of a State or of a Territory, owning or controlling any 
- or business, or a majority of the stock in any plant or business, similar 

itsown, in any other State, Territory, or place outside of the one in which it 
was first char ,0 , or formed, shall, before being permitted to 
ship, consign, take, carry, or transport, or sell or deliver forshipment, to any 
other State or Territory, or into or from the District of Columbia, or any 
foreign country, any a of commerce or merchandise of its own produc- 

mn or manufacture, or receive consignments or shipments of articles of 
commerce or merchandise, manufactured or produced in any other State or 
Territory, or in the District of Columbia, or any foreign country, file in the 
office of the Secre of State of the United States a certified copy of its 
articles of tion, association, or partnership, together with a duly 
verified statement showing the article or articles or merchandise manufac- 
faree preteen. ee ot = ot intended topo mapefactured, prodeced, 

7a -laws, rules, and regulations; the names an: 

places of catenee ot is officers and stockholders; the amount of its capital 
stock and the amount thereot actually issued; the amount thereof actually 

in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and alsoa 
n statemen Be otal! its debts and liabilities; the number of its employees and 


wages paid, if any; the amount of its ourpeas, if any; the 
chai additions and im ements made each year and the cost thereof, 
and a statement of its opera’ and other expenses, together with a nce 
sheet its profits and losses; and shall annually thereafter file in said 
office a verified by a omy! of the directors of a corporation, or by 
& majority of the mem an association, joint-stock company, or part- 
ne the facts as then existing. and shall, before shipping, 
or off or a ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in 


we transit, to any other State or Territory, or the District of Colum- 


or any foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise manu- 
factured, pr or dealt in by it, wa and ecneptoncnel stamp thereon, 
when falag oo ctmapea, an also on the outside of pack 
boxes, or containing the same, the name of the article or merchan . 
and the name of the corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partner- 
aS ring, producin . or dealing in the same, and the place from 
Every corporation, association, or partnership as referred toin this 
oy att oppo allo eliver for shipment or pat n he may fran 
to any chase Bet or Territory, or to the District of Columbia, or to any 
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foreign country, any article or merchandise dealt in, manufactured, or pro 
duced by it, or shall violate or fail to comply with any of the provisions of 
this section, shali be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500and not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more than 
one year. 

_In order to provide for this numbering of the proposed new sec- 
tions above set forth, amend section 6 by adding after the word 
“thirteen” the words ‘‘fourteen,” “fifteen,” ‘‘ sixteen,” and 
**seventeen,” and change the numbers of the sections 11, 12, and 
13, as proposed by the committee, to 15, 16, and 17, 

Also the following amendment: 


Amend section 7, as proposed by the committee, by inserting between the 
first words ** that’ and “this,” in the first line of said section, the following 
words, to wit: 

‘* Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to apply to trade unions or 
other labor organizations organized for the purpose of regulating wages, 
hours of labor, or other conditions under which labor is to be performed.” 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 66: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That thero 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P. 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Missouri, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


Senate concurrent resolution 67: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented by the 
State of Missouri, 16,500 copies. of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engrav 
ing of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravings to be paid 
for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 72: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of the special expert reports as prepared under 
the direction of the committee of awards of the Columbian Exposition, held 
in Chicago in 1893, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Senate concurrent resolution 73: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer shall print and bind 5,000 copies of Senate Document 209, 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, one-half in cloth and one-half in paper 
covers, the same to be delivered to the Superintendent of Public Documents 
for sale under the provisions of section tl of an act approved January 12, 
189%, providing for the public printing, binding, and distribution of public 
documents. The Public Printer is also authorized to print and bind extra 
editions of not less than 1,000 copies at a time of said document on requisition 
of the Superintendent of Documents, when required for sale. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R, 4118. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos H, 
Kirk; 

H. R. 6230. An act for the relief of Robert Smalls; and 

H. R. 11283, An act to establish Calais, in the State of Maine. as 
a subportof entry, and to extend the privileges of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the State of 
Maine. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8419) 
making further provisions for the civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes, had asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SHour, Mr. Carter, and Mr, BATEs as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further insisted 
upon its amendrients to the bill (H. R. 10450) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
and for other purposes, numbered 50, 51, 52, 53, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had disagreed to the amendment of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 9 and 58, 
had agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the 
di eeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. are. Mr. Perkins, and Mr, TILLMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring cer- 
tain extensions to be made to the lines of the Capital Traction 
Company of the District of Columbia. 


CODE FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill S. 3419, 
known as the Alaska bill, which has just been returned from the 
Senate with the message that that body had disagreed to our 
amendments and asks a conference, be taken up in order that we 
may insist on the amendments and agree to the conference, 

here was no objection; and the bill was taken up. 
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Mr. WARNER. I move that the House insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BouTELL of Illinois) an- 
nounced the appointment of Mr. WARNER, Mr. Knox, Mr. Gip- 
son, Mr. LLoyb, and Mr. McDOWELL as conferees on the part of 
the House. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAY of New York Mr. Speaker, I regret that legislation 
in the interest of the people has been given a political turn by our 
Democratic opponents. 

The existence within the United States of a great number of com- 
binations, commonly known as trusts, formed for purposes of pri- 
vate gain, and which are detrimental to the growth and prosper- 
ity of the country and the well-being of the people, is wel] known. 
These combinations assume different forms as occasion demands. 
They may exist in the form of corporations, joint stock com- 
panies, associations, or partnerships. They exist under different 
names, but have a common purpose—the monopoly of manufac- 
ture and production, the destraction of competition, and the con- 
trol of the cost to the user and consumer of articles of common 
use and many of the necessaries of life. 

When allowed to exist and carry out their purposes in whole or 
in part, they become oppressive, interfere with labor and legiti- 
mate enterprise, and in effect rob the people of the fruits of their 
toil. No one denies the right of a person, or of an association of 
per or of a corporation to sell his or its labor, the product of 
1is or their intellectual energy, or his or its property for the high- 
est obtainable price in an open, free market, using fair and honest 
methods. No one denies the right of persons, associations, or cor- 
porations to use their skill, intelligence, and industry in any hon- 
est ef to promote their business enterprisesand secure pecuniary 
profit. 
legislative concern if the business or occupation from which it is 
derived is fairly, honestly, and openly conducted, if the methods 
employed are just and honorable, and if others desiring to engage 
in a like business or occupation are left free to do so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like toask the gentleman 
a question in regard to the construction of this proposed constitu- 
tional amendment. Will it permit special legislation by Congress 
in a case of individual corporations, to dissolve them? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Individual corporations? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This does not say that Congress 
shall have power by general legislation to dissolve combinations, 
but that Congress shall have the power to dissolve combinations. 
Now, can Congress take a corporation in the State of Washington 
or Iowa or elsewhere and dissolve it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We say that Congress is to have the 


poms to enforce the provisions of this amendment by appropriate | 


egislation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
poration except by an act dissolving it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, that is not the meaning of the 
provision any more than the power given to Congress by the Con- 
stitution to regulate commerce can confer the power the gentle- 
man refers to. The language is broad and general, and it is un- 

. doubtedly true, or at least it may be true, that under that clause 
Congress could pass a special act referring to a special railroad 
company and not to others. Of course, under the broad language 
of this proposed amendment it might be possible for Congress, if 
it saw fit to do so, to indulge in some special legislation. But we 
must assume in our action that the Congress of the United States 
is composed of intelligent men and that it will exercise its powers 
with wisdom. But 1 think that a complete answer to the gentle- 
man’s question is this: Congress never has, never should, and 
never would indulge in any special legislation such as the gentle- 
man refers to. These powers are to be enforced through appro- 
priate legislation enacted by Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The various State legislatures are 
a from enacting special legislation in matters of this 

sind. They are limited to general legislation. This particular 
amendment would give to Congress the power practically to dis- 
solve trusts and combinations, not by general legislation, but by 
special acts which the courts would be required to enforce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, Congress would not act in that 
way, not unless some special occasion demanded special action. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the language of the pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Read the language of the provision. 
How are we to enforce it? By “appropriate legislation.” We 
provide the manner in which these powers are to be exercised 
*‘by appropriate legislation,” which ought not to be and will not 
be special. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One clause of this amendment 
gives to Congress the power to dissolve trusts, and another says 
that Congress shall pass laws to do this. The gentleman admits 
that this language would permit us to take up an individual iso- 


Whether this profit is great or small is not a matter of | 


How is Congress to dissolve a cor- | 
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lated corporation anywhere in the United States and by a 
Congress dissolve it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not admit any such thine 
broadly stated. I deny it. Still, possibly, Cougress might 
directly in a particular case and the occasion might demand 
justify the action. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It does not require that the d; 
lution of a trust shall be by generai legislation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Youcan not legislate in the Cons: 
tion; and if, when the people confer a power upon Congr 
ee the legislaturé of a State, you undertake to specify t}), 
islation that shall be enacted, then, of course, you render 
power nugatory, because the conditions requiring legislation a). 
changing every day, every month, every year. As the year 
round, conditions so change that we require either new la 
new powers vested in the legislatures of the States or in the « 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me make a suggestion { 
gentleman. Suppose the State of Wisconsin, for instance, pr, 
vides in her constitution that there shall be no special legislation 
for the creation of corporations. Suppose, then. the levislaty,, 
gets to work and under that provision passes a statute gener,| in 
its terms, but requiring all corporations to come within the Ji:j- 
tations of that statute. 

Mr. RAY of New York. We used to pass special acts in New 
York, but we have now adopted the policy of general levislation 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This provision does not say that 
Congress shall suppress these combinations by general legis|ation 
but permits Congress to do it by special legislation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, the idea is that it will be don 
general legislation, and we say so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In other words, it may be done 
by a single act, making the business of a corporation sulj 
the party majority in this House and the Senate, That is 
| there is about it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman is all wrong. | a: 
sorry he did not make his suggestions earlier. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. I desire to notic: 


ir 





. in the 

first place, as I go on, this argument that competition should | 

free—that competition in manufactures, in production of every 

kind, in a State or in the United States, should be free, must | 

free, if we would have progress, if we would have development, 

if we would have an intelligent, progressive, prosperous people. 
COMPETITION MUST BE FREE. 

Competition in manufacture, production, trade, commerce, and 
intellectual effort must be free, or there is no liberty. The mai 
velous growth and development of our country is largely due to 
the fact that for a century and a quarter a free people has beenat 
liberty by honest effort to openly contest for individual su 
acy in every field of labor, to openly compete for supreimavcy in 
business enterprises and in the field of political preferment, and 
that we have enacted and latterly maintained protective laws 
enabling the people of the United States to keep to themseives and 
use for themselves the home field of industrial enterprise. 

But the right to compete must be maintained, The right tolive 
does not imply the right to live alone and occupy the world alone. 
| The right to work, or manufacture, or produce, or trade does not 

imply the right to drive others out of business by unfair methods. 
Hence a necessity for restraining laws—laws maintaining fair 
| and open opportunity to enter and engage in every honest pur- 
suit, and preventing the use of improper and unfair methous o! 
| conducting business. Capital has the right to combine by houest 
_ methods for honest pu and carry on any legitimate business. 
| The world is the better off and the condition of every individual 
| has been bettered because combined capital in the hands of intel- 
lectual excellence has supplanted the old coach and four with the 
magnificent railroads of the nineteenth century. The mule in- 
dustry of Maryland was crippled when the electric cars came to 
occupy the broad avenues of Washington, but neither mules nor 
men —— to-day that combined capital has made the subs\- 
tution. ‘The complaint now is that fares are too high and trans- 
fers not liberally supplied. Five hours’ time and $6.50 carry @ }«T- 
son from Washington to New York—a journey of a week at anes 
pense of $75 before combined capital entered the field of comp"! 
tion. Soin presenting and advocating the pending measure we 
do not come with an outcry against corporations or stock ¢01!!)\- 
nies or associations or combinations of capital when hones!) 
formed and conducted. We come with no threat against or ¢~ 
nunciation of associations of men in whatever form existing, }oW: 
ever much capital they represent or employ, if engaged in honest 
business, conducted by honest methods for honest purposes. 
We come with a proposition that this Congress submit to -~ 
several States and to the people thereof for ratification a propo>"' 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States givins ” 
Congress power to define, regulate, prohibit, and if necessary “~ 
solve trusts and combinations, whether existing in the form . 
corporations or otherwise. If this resolution is adopted, we have 
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made no law, but have given the people an opportunity to say 
whether or not their Representatives and Senators in Congress 
shall have the power to enact uniform laws controlling, repress- 
ing, and, if necessity demands, dissolving those illegal and op- 
pressive trusts, combinations, and conspiracies which affect manu- 
facture, production, trade, and commerce and fix prices at will. 

This proposition is embodied in the following language: 

spcrion 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several 
States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the 
sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. y 

sec. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor- 
poration or otherwise. : 

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. } ; ; 

sec. 3. Congress shall haye power to enforce the provisions of this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

It has been suggested that there is no necessity for section 1 of 
the proposed amendment. This conteution is correct if it shall 
be held that the Constitution ex proprio vigore extends to all the 
territory owned by the United States. Should the contrary be 
held, then the section is necessary. In no event does it do harm. 
it will prevent the organization of trusts, monopolies, etc.,in the 
Territories, or atleast bring them under Federal control. Already 
the threat is made that if adequate laws are enacted in all the 
States, these illegal combinations will find a habitat in Canada 
and then operate throughout the United States. Certainly no one 
desires them’to find an asylum in any of the Territories of the 
United States. . 7 

1 quote from the New York Tribune of January 7, which states 
that a representative of the Province of Quebec says that— 


In case of the development of drastic ‘‘anti-trust’’ legislation in the United 
States to go to Quebec will be the easy and perhaps only solution for many 
of the large industrial combinations in the United States. 

This threat of capital to emigrate, if it emanated from capital, 
only points to the necessity for the adoption of the amendment 
proposed, It has been suggested that it is unwise to amend or at- 
tempt to amend the Constitution of the United States. The plea 
is that it was framed by a body of wise men and that it is as per- 
fect as can be made, It is a notable fact that our Constitution is 
amonument to the intelligence and patriotism of Washington, 
Adams, Jefferson, and the other great statesmen who framed it. 

But it was by no means a perfect instrument. It foundeda 
new government on a new basis and was framed to meet existing 
conditions, protect human liberty, and provide for the future, so 
far as the future could be foreseen. <A provision for amendment 
thereto was insérted therein, and fourteen different amendments 
have already been proposed and adopted. All recognize the wis- 
dom of each, and no patriotic person would recommend the abro- 
gation of any one. Since the adoption of the Constitution new 
conditions have arisen—conditions not foreseen by the framers of 
that instrument, or if dimly foreseen and intended to be provided 
for, they are not covered by adequate or appropriate language. 

The necessity for this proposed amendment grows out of the 
fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that 
the word ‘‘commerce” as used in the Constitution does not in- 
clude manufacture or production within its legitimate meaning. 
All articles of commerce are subjects of commerce, but not a part 
of it. Therefore the constitutional provision, section 8, Article I, 
that ‘The Congress shall have power * * * to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes,” gives Congress no power whatever over 
corporations, combinations, associations, or conspiracies organ- 
ized or formed for the purpose of monopolizing manufacture and 
production, or which by illegal means do monopolize manufac- 
ture and production and so control prices, really dominate com- 
merce, and wring unjust exactions from the people. 

WHAT ARE THESE ILLEGAL COMBINATIONS. 

Combinations or so-called trusts formed for monopolistic pur- 
poses may be classified as follows: 

1, Those created by a union or a combination of two or more 
corporations, associations, or companies. 

2. Corporations or associations that have acquired control of 
other corporations or companies by purchasing their stock or by 
having their stockholders of the central corporation or association 
purchase the stock, etc., of the other corporations or companies, 
and so bringing all under the control of the same persons. 

3. Corporations or associations which purchase the plants, in- 
cluding the real estate, personal property, stock in trade, and good 
will of a number of corporations, firms, or individuals engaged in 
® particular branch of business. 

_{n the first class mentioned the stock of the combining corpora- 
tions or associations is usually transferred to a board of directors 
or trustees. In lieu of the stock surrendered to this board the 
stockholders receive trust certificates. These directors or trustees 
thus become clothed with the absolute control of the entire 
business of the combination. They represent the holders of the 
stock certificates and are answerable only to them. 

The second class mentioned is quite similar to the first. The 
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effect is the same, but this form of combination is resorted to tc 
escape the holdings of the courts that corporations can not enter 
into partnership. But few, if any, of the first class remain. 

The third class referred to is even more dangerous than the 
others. When the mother corporation or association in the man- 
ner referred to gets hold of the stock, plants, property, etc., of the 
others, payment therefor is made in the stock or certificates of the 
corporation or association. The business is then carried on with 
reference to the interests of all, The mother corporation or asso- 
ciation holds the legal and equitable title of all the property of all 
the corporations and companies brought in, and all the plants may 
be run at the same time or only one or more may carry on opera- 
tions, and so the output of that business throughout the entire 
Union, and consequently the price is controlled by the directors 
of this mother corporation or association or ‘‘ combine.” 

It is readily seen that the purpose of such a combination is to 
limit production, where such limitation is profitable to the stock- 
holders, as well as to create a monopoly and control prices. 

These or similar combinations can be made by joint stock com- 
panies and even by partnerships, although there is more difficulty 
in forming and sustaining such combinations. 

It is readily seen how powerful these combinations with unlim- 
ited capital become. Care is taken to have the stock owned by 
men of wealth and influence in every State of the Union so far as 
possible, by the editors and owners of leading newspapers, and by 
men of both political parties, and the result is that the political 
influence wielded by such a combination is sufficient many times 
to prevent in a State, or possibly in several States, the enactment 
of any law restraining, controlling, or prohibiting the combina- 
tion. 

In the United States vs, Trans-Missouri Freight Association (166 
U.S., 290), Mr. Justice Peckham, after speaking of these different 
combinations, said: 


It is true the results of trusts or combinations of that nature may be dif- 
ferent in different kinds of corporations, and yet they all have an essential 
similarity and have been induced by motives of individual or corporate 
aggrandizement against the public interests. 


No one can deny with reason that all such combinations tend 
to the creation of monopolies and result in the control of produc- 
tion as well as prices, and that therefore their existence is against 
public policy. 

This was held in substance in: 

State vs, Standard Oil Company, 49 Ohio St., 138. 

See, also, the following cases: American Biscuit and Mannufactur- 
ing Company vs. Klotz, 44 Fed. Rep., 721: Merz Capsule Company 
vs. United States Capsule Company, 67 Fed. Rep., 414; Whitten- 
ton Mills vs. Upton, 10 Gray, 582; People vs. North River Sugar 
Refining Company, 121 N. Y., 582; State vs. Nebraska Distilling 
Company, 29 Nebr., 700; Mallory vs. Oil Works, 86 Tenn., 508; 
People vs, Chicago Gas Trust Company, 130 Ill., 268; Bishop vs. 
American Preservers’ Company, 157 Ll., 284-311; Distilling and 
Cattle Feeding Company vs. The People, 156 Ill., 448-490; Gould 
vs, Head, 38 Fed. Rep., 886; Ricker vs. American Loan and Trust 
Company, 140 Mass., 346, 


DEFINITIONS, 
The words “trust,” ‘‘combination,” and ‘‘monopoly” used in 
the proposed amendment, are defined as follows (Standard Dic- 
tionary): Trust—industrial and commercial sense: 


A combination of interests for the purpose of regulating and controlling 
by means of acommon authority the use, supply, or disposal of some kind 
of property, usually of a persona! nature; a commercial or proxy trust 

An organization or association of industrial corporations, a majority of 


” 


the stock in each of which is transferred to a central committee or board of 
trustees, who, while issuing to the stockholders certificates showing their 
interests and right to dividends, exercise the voting power of the stock in 
electing boards of directors for the various assoc iated corporations and in 
other ways, and thus direct their policy for the common object of lessening 
competition, regulating production and lowering its cost, and increasing 


profits; a corporate trust. 
Said Ely, introduction to Political Economy: 
As corporations are combinations of individuals, we now have trusts which 


are combinations of corporations, and a great part of many industries is now 
carried on under one genera! management. 


It is evident that when such a “trust” is formed competition 
is, or may be, stifled. the cost of the product to the user and con- 
sumer fixed at the will of the combination, and money exacted 
from the peop!e unjustly. 


Monopoly: 
The exclusive right, power, or privilege of engaging in a particular traffic 
or business, or the resulting absolute possession or control; especially in 


political economy, such control of a special thing, as a commodity, as enables 
the person or persons exercising it [the monopoly] to raise the price of it 
above its real value, or above the price it would bring under competition 

Industrial trusts are essentially monopolies; they are intended 
to serve monopolistic purposes, 

Combination is— 

The union or alliance of persons for the prosecution of a common object; 
also the association thus formed; formerly almost always with the implica- 
tion of confederacy as of employers or workmen for illegal or interested ends. 

Mr. LINNEY. In almost every case, is not that the result of a 
conspiracy, too, on the part of these large operators that the gen- 
tleman has spoken of? 
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Mr. RAY of New York. If two or more corporations or two or 
more men get together and combine their capital, with the agree- 
ment or understanding that they will drive out or suppress com- 
petition, or that they will put prices up or down for the purpose of 
stifling competition, or of increasing the cost of an article to the 
consumer, that is a conspiracy. I have described a conspiracy 
without calling it such. Of course we aim at such combinations; 
and when you hit an illegal combination or a monopoly, you will 
always hit a conspiracy..- 

Now, what are these illegal corporations, and how are they 
formed? A gentleman said to me the other day that he wished I 
would tell him what we meant in this proposed amendment by a 
combination or a monopoly. He said he wanted to know what 
a monopoly was. I have defined all but a ‘‘ combination.” 

Combine, as a noun— 


A combination of persons, especially a union, to effect by underhanded 
dealings what honest efforts openly employed can not obtain; cabal; con- 
spiracy 


Corporations, companies, and associations of individuals may | aa le class of 
| Strength and stability of our political institutions, to the position of en 


combine anc form trusts and monopolies. 
SUCH COMBINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES ALWAYS DENOUNCED. 

Combinations in restraint of trade and commerce and those 
affecting and controlling manufacture and production and in- 
tended to affect and control prices and profit the few financially 
strong at the expense of the many have existed in all civilized 
countries from early times. Even in Solomon’s time monopoly in 
food products seems to have been denounced, Said the King of 
Israel: 

He that withholdeth corn, the people shall curse him; but blessing shall 
be upon the head of him that selleth it. 

In the year 483 A. D, Emperor Zeno issued an edict: 


We command that no one may presume to exercise a monopoly of any kind 
of clothing, or of fish, or of any other thing serving for food, or for any other 
use whatever its nature may be, * * * and if anyone shall presume to 
practice a monopoly, let his property be forfeited and himself condemned to 
perpetual exile. And in regard to the principals of other professions, if they 
shall venture in the future to fix a price upon their merchandise, and to bind 
themselves by agreements not to sell at a lower price, let them be condemned 
to pay 50 pounds of gold if it shall happen, through avarice, negligence, or 
any other misconduct, the provisions of this salutary constitution for the 
prohibition of monopolies and agreements among the different bodies of 
merchants shall not be carried into effect. 

In fifth and sixth 


Code IV, 59. See also 23 Am. Law Rev., 261. 
of Edwarg VI will be found “An act against regrators, forestall- 
ers, and engrossers.” 


** Regrators” were those who —— etc., toenhance prices. 


‘“* Forestallers” were those who bought up food and other products 
on the way to market so as to control the supply and price, or who 
dissuaded the owners to bring their goods to the market or per- 
suaded them to enhance prices when there. ‘‘ Engrossers” were 
those who bought up large quantities of an article so as to control 
the supply and sell at unreasonable prices. 

The monopolies and combines of to-day are practicing old tricks 
by improved methods and are operating under new and more 
aristocratic names. : 

In 8 Inst., chapter 85, Lord Coke said: 


A monopoly is an institution, or allowance by the King by his grant, com- 
mission, or otherwise to any person or persons, bodies politique, or corpo- 
rate, of or for the sole buying, ates, ng. working, or using of anything, 
whereby any person or persons, ies politique, or corporate, are sought to 
be restrained of any freedom or liberty that they had before, or hindered 
in their lawful trade. 


In Richardson vs. Buhl, 77 a 682 to 660, Chief Justice 
Sherwood, of the supreme court of Michigan, said: 


Monopoly in trade or in any kind of business in this country is odious to 
our form of government. It is sometimes permitted to aid the Government 
in carrying on a great public easeepris or public work under governmental 
control in the interest of the publ Its tendency is, however, destructive 
of free institutions and repugnant to the instincts of a free people, and con- 
trary to the whole scope and spirit of the Federal Constitution, and is not 
allowed to exist under express provisions in several of our State constitu- 
tions, 

* * * All combinations among persons or corporations for the purpose 
of raising or controlling the prices of merchandise, or any of the necessaries 
of life, are monopolies and intolerable, and ought to receive the condemna- 
tion of all courts. 


In the same case Mr. Justice Champlin, with whom Mr. Justice 
Campbell concurred, said: . 


Such a vast combination as has been entered into under the above name 
(Diamond Match Company) is a menace to the public. Its object and direct 
tumdency is to prevent free and fair competition, and contro] prices through- 
out the national domain. It is no answer to say that this moropoly has in 
fact reduced the price of friction matches. That Re meng nase been nec- 
essary to crash competition. The fact exists that it in discretion of 
this company at any time to raise the price to an exorbitant . Such 
combinations have frequently been condemned by courts as unlawful and 
— policy. (See Raymond vs. Leavitt, 4 Mich., 447, and Texas 
Stand Oil Company vs. Adoue, 83 Texas, 650.) 


After quoting the above with approval, Mr. Justice Harlan, of 
the Supreme Court of the United , who gave the dissenting 
opinion in the Knight case (156 U. S., 1), said: 

Any combination, therefore, that disturbs or unreasonably obstructs 
freedom in buying and selling articles manufactured to be sold to persons in 
other States or to be carried to States—a freedom that can not exist if 
the right to buy and sell is fettered by unlawful restraints that crush out 


| ees, it is in a high degree a to the public welfare. 
| detracts from the power and glory of the nation. 
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competition—affects, not incidentally, but directly, the people of a) ;),, 
States,and the remedy for such an evil is found only in the exercise | 
pone confided to a government, which, this court has said (McCullouy 
Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316, 405), was the government of all exercising pow: 
delegated by all, representing all, acting for all. ' 


Beach, in his legal treatise on Monopolies and Industria] T),<; 
(Chapter XVI), says: 


Indeed, one can hardly study the law of monopolies and trusts withon;: 
ceiving a very deep and lively impression of the vast and increasing i), 
tance ofthesubject. Soextensiveand strong has this conviction becom» ; 
the literature of the subject, in its general aspects, has already bec: 
library. The aggregation of capital with a view tothe creating of a pra 
monopoly is the prominent feature of the industrial conditions of the , 
ent. The closing decades of the century will go into history as trust pr 
as the time at which the trust took form and assumed its gigantic proport 
The massing of capital and of business organizations has created a rey: 
in the business of the country. One of the effects of this change is a 
increase in the productiveness of capital thus eniployed, while the pro; 
the small producer and dealer are proportionately diminished. 

In very numerous instances it converts the man who has been engave 
business on his own account into a laborer or other employee of the {; 
But this is not a desirable change. It is not for the pe weal. In its t 
ency to degrade that great middle class of our people, which constitut: 

j : It mate: 
‘ The introduction of 
tem of business that is adapted _to increase the wealth of a small cla 

it diminishes the resources of the mass of the people, is a national evi! 
prosperity and elevation of the people of the land asa whole is essen 
the highest measure of national prosperity and greatness. The mu 

of his millious and the corresponding increase of his power is not a )« 
benefit to the millionaire, and the corresponding contraction of the p 
resources of the middle and lower classes means the diminishihg of th: 
piness and well being and, in consequence, of their value to the State a 
zens. ‘The tendency and the effect are altogether evil. 

This evil is attracting the attention of wise and far-seeing statesm: 
as well, of the thoughtful patriot and philanthropist. 

Monopoly has always been denounced as against public 
and detrimental to the growth of the nation and the pro 
of the people. 

It has never been sanctioned except in particular cases to carry 
out a public policy. Our patent laws encourage inventive genius 
and skill and reward the highest intellectual effort. They do not 
destroy but encourage competition. They may, however, oper- 
ate for a time to prevent competition in the production of the par- 
ticular invention, and enable the owner of the patent to fix tho 
price. But the good of the policy far exceeds the evil. 


MONOPOLIES SHOULD NOT EXIST. 
It is self-evident that such combinations, in whatever form or 
under whatever name existing, should be suppressed. Convresg 


has passed laws to repress monopoly in restraint of trade or com- 
merce. Twenty-five of the States have passed stringent anti- 


ollcy 


‘ 
r ~ 
perity 


| trust laws. Twenty, so far as I can find, have no laws on the 


subject. 
The following list is given: 
1. Alabama, approved February 18, 1897. 
companies. 
= Astanena, approved March 16, 1897. Quite general in its extent and ap- 
ication. 
* 3. California, approved February 27,1893. Relates to live stock only 
4. Delaware, passed February 1891. Relates exclusively to insurance 
companies, ‘ 
5. Florida, approved June 11, 1897. Applies to beef cattle and meats solely. 
6. Geor, approved mber 23, 1896. an nere in its application. 
7. Illinois, approved June 10, 1897. Quite general in application. 
8. Indiana, approved March 5, 1897. Quite general. 
9. Iowa, approved er 6, 1890. Dette peneral. : 
1. K approved ch 8, 1897. ery broad and sweeping. 
iL. Kentucky, approved May 20, 1890. Quite general in application. 
12. Louisiana, in effect July 7, 1892. te broad and general. 
3. Maine, approved March 7, 1889. te broad and general. 
Michigan, in effect July 1, 1889. Broad and general 


5. Min approved April 20,1891. Quite general. 
: Mississippi, approved h 11, 1896. Quite broad. First in effect in 


. Missouri, approved April2, 1891. Sinceamendedand broadened. Quite 
general and efficient. 
18. Montana, enacted in 1895. 
19. Nebraska, enacted April 8, 
broad and 
20. New Mexico, approved February 4, 1891. Quite general. 
21. New York, in effect May 7, 1897. by broad and general. 
22. North Carolina, rati March 11, 1889. Quite general. 
23. North Dakota, approved March 9, 1897. Quite genera!. 
24. Oklahoma, in effect December 25, 1890. Quite general. 
25. South Carolina, approved vonrtery 1897. ite general. 
26. South Dakota, approved March 1, 1897. Quite general. 
27. Tennessee, approved April 6, 1889. Quite and general. 
28. Texas, approved March 30, 1889. Broad and general. 
29. Utah, approved March 9, 1896. Quite broad and general. 
30. Wash: in constitution and law approved March 21, 1895. 
3L. W approved April 27, 1897. Broad and general. 


These enactments of so many States and Territories show 4 (c- 
mand for efficient remedial legislation and that the demand has 


been responded to so far as possible by some of the State lee!s- 


latures. people feel the oppression and demand relief, ‘The 
ic — m4 a library of literature has 


demand is growing. In recent i 
been written on the subject. courts have been appealed to 
and the common law invoked. The efficiency and constitution- 
ality of the laws of the States and of the United States have been 
uestioned and passed These laws have been enforced s0 
far as But driven from cover in one direction, these 


Applies simply to insurance 


uite general. 7 ‘ 
, but there was an act in 189%. Quite 
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trusts have organized under a different name and in different 
forms and taken shelter in another. 

The result of each succeeding judicial determination has been 
to suggest new modes of organization and operation, and the re- 
sult 1s that the illegal combinations and monopolies referred to 
were never stronger, never more active, and never more exacting 
than to-day. Labor is oppressed and driven from employment in 
many instances, while in others it is compelled to submit to the 
absolute domination of these combines.and monopolies or seek 
new fields of employment. Young men of education, refinement, | 
and great ability desire to enter business and become & COIpo- | 
nent part in industrial enternrise and progress, but they find the 
doors barred. 

Combined capital stands at the entrance to the highway along | 
which they would move and along which they have the right to 
move and criesa halt. The young man may enter the mercantile | 
world if he desires, but finds that the manufacture and produc- 
tion of the articles in which he would deal are absolutely con- | 

| 
| 


trolled by a great combination, a monopoly, chartered by a 
state, which has bought up all competing concerns, and that he 
must purchase of it or not at all, pay its arbitrary price, which it 
may fix at will, and that therefore he at best can become but a | 
mere agent for the disposition of the products of the monopoly. 
He may enter the manufacturing world if he desires, but finds 
that monopoly controls the mine, the output of raw material he 
would use, and the tools he must have and that there is but one | 
price in whatever direction he turns. 

He accepts the terms offered, invests his capital, produces a fine 
article of use or consumption at a cost to him of $1, only to find 
the same or a similar article offered in the market for 75 cents. | 
A great combination in manufacture, with millions of capital, 
has determined to drive him out, and so has reduced the selling 
rice far below the cost of production. The capital of the com- 
(ination can stand the strain, but his can not. He must sell out, 
drop out, or be crushed out, He may becomea mere employee of 
the monopoly, but here his ambition ends. His wings areclipped; 
the would-beeagle has become a chicken in the monoholistic coop. | 
I might multiply instances, but time will not permit. I boldly | 
assert that the social evils consequent on the existence of these 
combinations and monopolies are alone sufficient to demand their 
suppression. 

LABOR IS OPPRESSED 


AND THE PUBLIC PEACE 
A condition of things that enables a combination of men with 
large capital te control not only the manufacture and production |} 
of articles of necessity, general use, and consumption, the em- 
ployment of labor, and the wages paid to it, but also to control 
and fix the price these laborers must pay for the articles they nec- 
essarily use and consume daily is oppressive. Labor is hampered 
and harassed and impoverished. Such combinations naturally | 
result in the formation of opposing organizations and a resort to 
means or methods that often result in violations of the public 
peace. Oppression may be long endured, but sooner or later tur- 
bulence, violence, and possibly crime will result. Oppression in 
any form degrades both the oppressor and the oppressed, The 
character of the people of all classes is affected for the worse; the | 
law is frequently appealed to; criminal courts are busy; the mili- 
tary arm of the State, and possibly of the nation, is used, and agov- | 
ernment by force succeeds that of general submission tolaw made 
by all for all and respected and obeyed by ail, 

CAPITAL AND LABOR, 


There should be mutual confidence between capital and labor. 
They should work hand in hand for a common purpose—-the pros- 
perity of both and the growth and development of the nation. | 
They should be willing to equitably divide the profits and share 
the losses of every business enterprise in which mutually engaged. 
Capital is interested to educate and elevate its labor. Intelligent, | 
well-fed, and well-clothed laboring men are generally contented | 
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and may be relied upon to protect the interests of capital and also 
of the State. Employer and employee are both interested in the 
success of the business in which engaged,and neither has the 
moral or legal right to peril or destroy the property or property | 
rights involved. The laborer is deeply interested in agriculture, | 
manufacture, and commerce. He is beneficially affected by the 
prosperity of each of these pursuits. They give him employment. 
he freer competition in business of any kind the better his chance 
for employment, the greater his opportunities for advancement, 
the brighter and more promising the future for his children. 
AGGREGATED CAPITAL THE FRIEND OF LABOR, 


_ Aggregated capital in the hands of corporations and combina- 
tions honestly formed and conducted is the friend of labor and | 
of all mankind. So formed, they are desirable and, in fact, indis- | 
pensable, Modern civilization demands their existence. What | 
is the Government itself but a vast corporation, an aggregation | 
of millions of people and billions of wealth. Thus organized. it 

comes a vast power for good in the world. Each enfrauchised | 
citizen is a director and every citizen isa stockholder. Unorgan- | 
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| tellectual development and culture which, embraced by thousan 


| elsewhere denouncing trusts, monopolies, 
| speeches, but obstructing and opposing the consideration of leg 
| lation designed to suppress them. 


| response to what has been said in the “ 
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ized, the people would accomplish nothing. Aggregated ca; 
in honest hands and applied by intelligent minds has reared and 
sustained institutions of learning, affording opportunities for 


have given to the world inventive and 1 
most finished form. 
Aided by this, combined capital has applied itself to the 


nechanical genit 


45 Ait 


provement and uplifting of mankind. The result has been that 
our country is united with a network of railroads, affording easy 
| andspeedy means of communication; the business man in Boston 
converses with his agent or coworker in San Francis nhas 
been connected with ocean; continent with continent, for purp 
of communication, and, utilizing great discoveries made l 
by it, combined capital has brought education and the comforts 
and many of the luxuries of life to the doors of all. Capital 1 
erected and endowed charitable institutions throughout the lai 
and thereby alleviates human misery. Combined capital, encow 
aging and utilizing modern improvements, has erected great fa 
tories, employed labor, builded cities, created markets for farm 


products, and added to the industrial, intellectual, and moral 
wealth of our country. [Applause. | 
CONDEMNED WHEN OPPRESSIVI 
It is not the existence but the abuse of corporate powers and 
combined capital that merits condemnation or denunciation and 
calls for remedial legislation. When combined capital in any 


hands abusesits legitimate powers, becomes oppressive, or assun 


| the form of gigantic monopolies, it becomes detrimental! and dan- 
| gerous to the nation. 
| unless it be the very few who fatten at the expense of the many. 


It then affects injuriously every citizen, 


It then becomes greedy, extortionate, monarchical in its tenden- 
cies and practices, and invades the political field and legislative 
halls and corrupts or seeks to corrupt both. 

MERE DENUNCIATION HARMFUL, 

The mere denunciation of these combinations, monopolies, and 
conspiracies by the press, on the floors of Congress, or.in party 
platforms neither prevents their organization, operations, nor the 
evils flowing from their existence: Mere agitation unless accom- 
panied or followed by wise and helpful suggestions or remedial 
measures, legislation, and action, is positively harmful. It fer- 
ments discord and creates discontent, but permits the continuance 
of thewrong. How frequent it is that a partisan press denounces 
trusts and monopolies in one issue and ridicules attempts to con- 
trol and suppress them in the next. 

How frequently do we hear the demagogue in Congress and 
and conspiracies 
We have had in this Cong 
a bright and shining example of this kind of statesmanship. A 
gentleman who has introduced several bills to prevent the trans- 
portation of alleged trust-made goods, and who has frequently 
condemned trusts in his speeches and arraigned the Republican 
party and Republican side of this House for not acting, going to 
the extent of alleging that it did not propose to do anything, | 


| distinguished himeelf as the great objector to anti-trust and anti- 


monopoly legislation. 
DEMOCRATS OPPOSE AND IMPEDE 

On Monday, May 21, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
made the following request in the House, and this is the e t 
language and will be found at page 6262 of the Recorp 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that H. J. Res 
ments thereto reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, be ma 
specialand continuing order for three day mmencing immediately a 
the disposition of the Alaska bill, not to interfere with conference repo 


Mr. Miers of Indiana objected on the ground that it might in- 
terfere with the consideration of pensions on Friday. 

Mr. Ray of New York. I will modify it by excepting pension Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON then objected to the request. 


138, with the amend 


No member 


| on the other side has submitted any request for the consideration 


of the anti-trust and anti-monopoly legislation reported to the 
House. Commentis unnecessary. In order to secure considera- 
tion at all we have been compelled to bring in a special rule. 

Views of the minorit 


in 





submitted by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. De AkmMonp] and 
wherein he says: 

If, as we believe to be trne, the public welfare should be the chief con 
of the legislator, the American people may have ca » to regret that 
trust question has been seized upon for party advant 


I beg to submit that the American people has cause to regret 
that the alleged statesmen of the Democratic party have seen 
to inject politics and political discussion into almost every mea 
ure bronght before the House. 

In season and out of season, sometimes when relevant, but al- 
ways when irrelevant, we have heard denunciations of the Adm 


istration, of party policy, and of trusts and combinations, always 
accompanied with assertions that the Republican party is resp 
sible for and the protector of trusts. Accused of not doing any- 


thing, not intending to do anything, we were met at the very 
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outset of active legislation to control and repress these illegal 
monopolies with Democratic objection, even to consideration of 
the subject. We have adopted a course of procedure that will 
compel the minority members of this House to register themselves 
in favor of this resolution, and therefore against trusts, combina- 
tious, and monopolies, or against the resolution, and therefore in 
favor of them and in favor of their continuing operations. 

Equally groundless and untrue is the insinuation of the Demo- 
cratic minority that they were excluded from the consideration 
and framing of the proposed legislation. The subcommittee, con- 
sisting of four Republicans and three Democrats, was appointed 
and directed to report. Days passed, to enable every gentleman 
opportunity to formulate and present his views. The subcom- 
mittee was called together and all given full opportunity to pre- 
sent proposed measures. But aside from the presentation of the 
majority measures but little, if anything, was presented, except 
words and denunciation of proposed legislation and lengthy advo- 
cacy of the doctrine of ‘‘State rights.” 

We werecompelled to listen to a rehearsal of the John C. Calhoun 
arguments of ante-bellum days, until the shades of that hero of 
Democracy seemed to loom before us. By a party vote measures 
were directed to be reported to the full committee, measures well 
known tothe minority. Three weeks went by, to enable our Dem- 
ocratic friends time in which to collect their scattered thoughts 
and rally their cohorts. When the matter was laid before the full 
committee, the most of the time was used in a repetition of the 
declarations of Davis and Calhoun. But an end came, and the 
measures came to the House; and by force of a majority vote we 
have been enabled to fix a day for consideration. We appeal to 
an intelligent people to determine where responsibility rests and 
where it shall be placed. 

It is noteworthy that the ‘‘ views of the minority” contain no 
substitute for, propose no amendments to, the joint resolution; do 
not deny our legal contentions or conclusions; do not assert that 
efficient, laws can be enacted by Congress under its present con- 
stitutional powers. The main argument, if dignified by that 
name, is that under the proposed amendment the States are called 
upon to surrender some of their power. At the same time the 
monopolies are referred to as *‘ the growing and most burdensome 
evil popularly known as the trust.” The minority also concedes 
that there ‘‘is a loud and imperative call.” But the ‘‘views of 
the minority ” propose no response to that call. 

It is true that it is urged that the protective tariff is responsi- 


ble for the existence of monopoly and that free trade will remedy, 


the existing evils. But this amounts to little more than denun- 
ciation of a system advocated and established by the Republican 
party. It is but a repetition of the stale and oft-refuted charge 
that protective tariffs are onerous and destructive of the prosper- 
ity of thecountry. Butof this more later on. It is also true that 
the ‘‘ views of the minority ” complain that the proposed amend- 
ment does not leave the States free to legislate in opposition to 
Congress, annulitslaws. ‘‘Concurrent jurisdiction ” is what is 
wanted, so that if a State can get ahead in its legislation the rule 
may be applied that ‘‘ first come, first served; the one first taking 
jurisdiction shall hold it. 

But all this trash of ‘‘ views” is intended as denunciatory of the 
proposition of the majority to control and repress combinations 
and monopolies operating to the 7 of the people and of the 
country. It is not designed to throw light on the subject or sug- 
gest wise action, The whole tenorofthe ‘‘ views of the minority ” 
is in that vein of sarcasm, abandoning truth or reason, for which 
some writers are noted. It is a mere attempt to give an excuse 
for preventing the adoption of this joint resolution, if possible, 
by drawing the State rights lines taut on the party. The minor- 
ity well know that two-thirds of each House must vote in the 
affirmative or action will fail. 

Mr. KITCHIN, I want toask you if your own platforms in 
1888 and 1892 did not condemn these combinations of capital? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; and our platforms this year 
in all the States are condemning them when illegal or oppressive. 
But what I am bringing your attention to is that Democratic ora- 
tors meen the floor of this House and Democratic newspapers all 
over the country have been denouncing monopolies and trusts, 
and have been asserting that the Republican party has not done 
anything, and that the Republican party does not intend to do 
anything to relieve the people; and while you have been making 
these declarations on the floor of the House you knew well that 
the Committee on the Judiciary, charged with this subject, was 
engaged in framing laws to cover this very subject, and I have 
just invited attention to the history of this, and explained why 
action has been delayed. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Let me ask you one more question about the 
platforms. If your people are opposed to trusts, why is it that 
they put a plank in the platform of 1888 against trusts, and a 
plank in the platform of 1892 against trusts, but in the platform 
of 1896 your people deliberately left out any reference to trusts. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I do not know why they left it 
out. I was notthere. Perhaps they forgot it, and perhaps—— 
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Mr. KITCHIN. No, they did not forget it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know why that was, if it ws; 
so, in that particular year, but in almost every year the Repn)}) 
lican platform has contained a declaration against oppr: asive 
trusts and monopolies, The Republican party always keeps j; 
promises and is trying to do it now. We are met, however. }) 
Democratic opposition. The Democratic party is always full . 
promises, but it never fulfills o:- attempts to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman fy, 
New York has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I ask leave to complete my remar! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Yo; 
asks leave to continue his remarks without limit. Is there o)) 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES. Will my friend yield for two questions of law? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I have some propositions }y 
as to the necessity for this amendment 

Mr. GAINES. I want to get exactly your view on this matter, 
You stated that Congress now has the right to prohibit interstate 


commerce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not to prohibit it, but to regulate it 

Mr. GAINES. Does not that give Congress the power to ) 
hibit it under the construction given by the courts and Congr, 

Mr. RAY of New York. No. 

Mr.GAINES, Did you nct vote for the anti-convict bill to jyro- 
hibit convicts’ products from being sent from one State to 
other and the products of foreign convict labor from | 
brought into this country? Did you not vote for that, and 
you not vote for the Lacey bird bill here the other day? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. GAINES. i say the Supreme Court have decided that t! 
power to regulate interstate commerce gives the power to prohibit 
it, and we did prohibit it in the embargo act and a lot of othu 
acts. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Youthink, then, do you, that the Con- 
gress of the United States has power to say that bread and ni 
and flour shall not be carried from one State into another Stat 

Mr. GAINES. Congress has the power to say that very thing 
under these decisions. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It does not have such absolute power. 

Mr. GAINES. I say the Supreme Court have so held. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And the Supreme Court of the U: 
States, as I will show you, have decided explicitly that it does: 
have such power. 

Mr. GAINES, 
merce, has it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; it has full power to contro! in- 
terstate commerce. 

Mr. GAINES. Can we declare—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. The trouble with the gentleman is 
that he does not know the difference between commerce and man 
ufacture and production, between ‘‘ regulate ” and ‘‘ control” and 
“prohibit.” With him all words mean the same thing, and the 
gentleman uses thein indiscriminately and profusely without r 
gard to their meaning. Congress may ‘‘regulate” commerce, 
and if necessary regulation results in prohibition in a given case, 
then the power so operates. But to prohibit for the sake of pro- 
hibition Congress can not. 

Mr. GAINES. You do not know what the law is. 
trouble with you. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me tell you what the court lus 
decided with regard to commerce in liquors and other things. 
The Supreme Court has decided that Congress has no power to 
consent that a State shall refuse to allow any article of commerce 
I do not care what it is, to be brought into the State for use. 

Mr. GAINES. My proposition is that the courts hold Congress 
has the power to prohibit interstate commerce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; it does not have that powrr. 

Mr. GAINES. And the Supreme Court has so held, and with 
reference to international commerce, too; and with the Indian 
tribes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. It has power to prohibit im 
certain cases, under certain conditions, and for certain purpose. 

Mr. GAINES, You are receding from your proposition now, 
You are taking my position now. 5 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am not receding at all. Your pos 
tion was broad, and I am telling you the facts; that is all, anu I 
will call your attention later on—— pe 

Mr. GAINES. Can you not prohibit foreign commerce: 

Mr. RAY of New York. Prohibit it absolutely? 

Mr. GAINES. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not constitutionally; certainly not. | 

Mr. GAINES. Did not Congress pass the embargo acts ani! 
the anti-convict provis‘on in the Wilson and Dingley tariff law> 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, Congress can under certain cou 
ditions and with certain limitations and for certain purposes. 
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Then it has no power to control interstat: 


That is the 
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Mr. GAINES, Well, what are those conditions, circumstances, | ment, wisdom, and patriotism, will believe that their continued 


( rposes? 
0 PRAY of New York. Ican not take time now to state all 


existence will be improper. 
hibit when necessary. 


Then Congress will dissolve or pro 
It might act directly, possibly, but the 


that, but I refer you, however, to some cases which you will find | purpose is to make laws giving power to the courts to act pursuant 
cited in my remarks and some cases that you will find in the re- | to laws enacted by Congress, 


port of the majority. Ihave pointed out there just what Congress | 
may do and just what it may not do. 4 aa 

But other gentlemen desire to be heard on this proposition, and 
Imust hasten on. ; , F 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is your question? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I will take but a moment, and it is right on 

A point. 

1 RAY of New York. Very well. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Do you understand that this amendment, if 
adopted, will permit Congress to levy a graduated tax upon such 
corporations as it may deem proper? 

Nr. RAY of New York. I think it would permit the Congress | 
of the United States, in controlling monopolies, combinations, 
and so forth, when it has once defined them, to control thei in | 
any way it saw fit not in conflict with the other provisions of the 
Constitution. Therefore, if the proposed taxation was in accord- 
ance with the other provisions of the Constitution, it might do it. 
Certainly it might levy a tax if it did not violate other provisions 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Just one other question, please. Would not 
other provisions of the Constitution prevent a higher rate of taxa- | 
tion being. levied upon them than upon others? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That might be. I am not going to 
split hairs with the gentleman as to just what Congress might do | 
and might not doin a given case. That would take me all the | 
afternoon. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Ought we not to provide the taxing power? 

Mr. RAY of New York. When you have written into the Con- | 
stitution a general power, then you must trust to Congress or to 
the legislature of the State, if it be a State constitution, to do 
what is right, just, and proper and to pass appropriate laws. 
You can not legislate wisely, well, or intelligently in a constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But while we are amending the Constitution | 
to deal with these trusts and combines, why not give Congress 
the power to put a graduated tax upon them if it sees fit? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, I have said you can do it under 
the power which Congress is to possess under this amendment if 
that graduated tax be in accordance with the other provisions of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes; and if not, then let us make it so that 
we can, 

Mr, RAY of New York. Undoubtedly it will be so. Adopt. 
this amendment and we can absolutely control all trusts and all | 
monopolies. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The courts will hold that we can not, under 
the amendment you are offering. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Your committee has studied this question, and I would 
like the benefit of the gentleman’s information. You say here 
Congress shall have power to dissolve combinations. You attach 
no qualifying terms to the combinations. I should like to ask 
the gentleman if, in his opinion, there are no combinations exist- 
ing which are now lawful? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly; a great many are 
lawful; the great majority are lawful. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. ould you think it wise to give to Con- 
gress the power to dissolve lawful combinations, such as, for in- 
stance, those that have no monopolistic tendency? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I donot assume that because Congress 
has power to regulate commerce it will interfere with legitimate 
commerce. If Con is given the power proposed by this reso- 
lution, it has first to define and then determine by judicial inquiry 
what is an illegal combination, and then the court will, pursuant 
to law, dissolve it. The majority of this House feel in this way 
on that subject: That if the people of the country grant them the 
power, they will act in the interest of the people. 

We do not so distrust ourselves as to believe for a single moment 
that we would go to work and dissolve a lawful combination or a 
lawful corporation, We think we would do right. I do not 
blame some gentlemen on the other side of the House, in view of 
past history and some of the tariff bills that you have enacted 
into law, which so oppressed the people, for distrusting yourselves 
and fearing to give Congress power over these illegal trusts and 
combinations, 

Mr. SNODGRASS, 1 wish you would confine yourself to an | 
answer to my question. 
Py RAY of New York. We grant Congress general power, 

st to define, second to control or absolutely prohibit the exist- 
ence. Of course if they become illegal and oppressive, the Con- 
Stess of the United States, in the exercise of its intelligence, judg- 

















Mr. SNODGRASS. The point of my inquiry was if, under this 
great power that you propose to give to Congress, it would have 
power to dissolve any kind of a combination made. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will ask the gentleman whether he 
thinks that language used in the connection in which it appears 
does not answer the gentleman's own question? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. This is a technical definition. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In the first place, we are to define. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. You simply define this as a combination. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, there may be an agreement be 
tween two or more parties 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And Congress is to have power to define 
or dissolve or control or prohibit? 

Mr. RAY of New York. First it defines, and in defining a com- 
bination it will prescribe what are legal and what are illegal; then 
it may dissolve, and possibly it may abuse this power. Congress 
may misuse its power, and you can not frame a constitution and 
so limit Congress that it may not abuse its power, Now, I need 
not split any more hairs over that. 

I want to call attention to the fact that the Supreme Court of 
the United States having declared in the Knight case and the 
Addystone pipe case, recently decided, that the Congress of the 
United States is without any power whatever over manufacture 
and production, therefore a combination or a conspiracy or a 
monopoly existing in the form of a corporation or otherwise to mo- 
nopolize manufacture or production, putting the price up or put- 
ting the price down for the purpose of oppressing the people, a 
constitutional amendment is absolutely necessary if you would 
reach a monopoly in manufacture or in production. 

_Mr. GAINES, But the court did dissolve the interstate-com- 
merce combine attacked in that bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is a different thing, and I hope 
gentlemen will please not take up my time. This amendment is 
to give power over manufacture and production, not commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
declines to yield. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now I want to call your attention to 
the fact. 

Mr. GAINES. Is it not a fact that that is all that case decided? 

Mr. RAY,of New York. Oh, no; it decided a great deal nrore; 
but I have stated the gist of it. 

Mr. GAINES. Did it not say interstate commerce had been 
interfered with contrary to the statute, and perpetuate the in- 
+ name affirming the opinion of the lower court? Of course it 

id. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, there you are mistaken. 
firmed in part and reversed in part. 

Mr. GAINES, That is exactly it, because it came from my own 
State. It reversed that part of the decree enjoining the business 
done totally within the State, but perpetuated it as to the inter- 
state contracts and broke it up. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Knight case came from your 
State? It came from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GAINES. The pipe case was from Tennessee. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). And the State of New 
Jersey, and related to the great sugar trust. 

Mr. GAINES. You also alluded to the pipe case. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Do not claim that you 
had any such case down in your State. 

Mr. GAINES. Iam referring to the pipe case. 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Do not, pray, take all 
the credit for this illegal combination. You are claiming the 
benefits of the sugar trust, that it belongs to you. Itis ours, and 
therefore no amendment to the Constitution should be made. 

Mr. GAINES. That sugar trust exists in the Republican State 
of Pennsylvania. It does not exist in my State. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Itisin New Jersey. I know the evils 
of that combination, and we are trying to prevent such evils. 

Mr. GAINES. And I will help you; but I will not go as far as 
you are going in this proposition. 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no sugar trust in Pennsylvania, 

Mr. GAINES. You are all very fond of sugar. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let me call the attention of the 
House, and I want gentlemen to listen to this proposition. I want 
to state in legal language that the States are now powerless in this 
matter, and that is the reason why I am calling your attention to it. 
The States have no power whatever over interstate commerce. 
The State has no power to prevent a corporation or association, 
company, or citizens of another State from going into it and doing 
business therein, if engaged also in interstate commerce. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to ask the gentleman another question, 
and then I will stop. 





It af- 
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Mr. RAY of New York. 
ears and listen to what I state. 
can reply later on. 

Mr. GAINES, 
his ears, perhaps he will say about as much as he is saying now. 
I want to put one more question to the gentleman, and then I 
will not interrupt him again. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is it? 

Mr. GAINES. Did not Judge McKenna, in a Texas case, hold 
that the State has a right to prohibit a foreign corporation com- 
ing into that State? 

Mr. RAY of New York, 
Mr. GAINES. 
the debate is over. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, the gentleman gets up and con- 
tradicts me before Lam half through with a sentence. I will tell 
you what the courts have held, and the holding is uniform. A 
State may prohibit a corporation or an association formed and 
organized in another State from coming into it and doing busi- 
ness in that State, provided that corporation so coming in is not 
also engaged in interstate commerce. 

But if so engaged, as well as in other business, they can not 
interfere with it. So a corporation in New York may send its 
agent into Texas to carry on the business of that corporation, and 
the State of Texas can not interfere with that agent in Texas or 
touch the business of the corporation if that corporation that he 
represents is engaged also in sending its goods or products into 
Texas or Texas and other States. 

Mr. GAINES, The State could not interfere with interstate 
commerce; I know that; but did not they hold that they could 
exclude a foreign corporation? 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman said he would keep 
still if I would answer that question. 

A Mremper. He never will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I have cited a dozen cases hold- 
ing what I have stated. The result is a monopoly in New Jersey 
or a monopoly in New York may send, in spite of any law this 
Congress can make, in spite of any lawthat any State can make— 
it may send its monopoly-made goods, the price of which is abso- 
lutely controlled by the monopoly, into any State in this Union 
for use, not for sale. We prohibit such product of a monopoly 
being sent for sale in the other States, and what is the result? 

We simply change the mode by which the business will be done, 
The merchant in lowa, we will say, the people of that State being 
the victims of the monopoly in New Jersey and New York, the 
Congress and the State of Iowa prohibiting the sending in for sale, 
but not being able to prohibit its coming in for use, will pursue 
this course: He will receive the orders of his customers, and in 
their name will send to the monopoly in New York for one, ten, 
or twenty thousand dollars’ worth of these goods, asking that they 
be sent to Iowa for the use of these people. 

There is no power in Congress under the. Constitution of the 
United States and no power in any State to prevent the goods 
being sent, and the Supreme Court of the United States has 
explic'tly decided it. Take the report and read it. Take my 
remarks, when printed, and read these cases. I[ call upon my col- 
league, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, and others on the committee to corrob- 
orate what I say. I challenge any man on the Judiciary Commit- 
tee m the other side of the House to deny the assertions I have 
made. 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Isuppose I might as well. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Can Congress prohibit a corporation from 
extending its business into another State? 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is that? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Can Congress prohibit the extension of the 
business of a corporation into another State? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not when it does not engage in com- 
merce. I will tell you what Congress can do, and all it can do, 
and you ought to know it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iam asking you. 

Mr. RAY of New York. When a manufacturing corporation 
or acombination, located in a State and not chartered by Congress, 
is engaged in manufacture it may carry on that business and 
monopolize that business throughout the United States by buying 
up every competing plant in the United States and driving ever 
competitor out of the business throughout the length and Geena 
of the United States, and fix prices at will, and Congress can not 
intervene. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Neither Congress nor the State. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell you when Congress can 
come in. When the article is produced and is taken to a railroad 
station and is delivered over to the agent of the railroad company 
for transportation into another State for sale in that other State, 
then Congress may step in and say that because that article is 
produced by a monopoly it will prohibit its beingsent. There the 


He did not hold any such thing. 
He did; and I will show you the opinion before 
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If the gentleman will shut his mouth and open | 
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| can transportation be denied, nor can Congress or a State pr 








| absolute power over the mails; Congress may prohibit the carr 


Oh, close your mouth and open your | power of Congress can attach, and there the power of Co 
That will be more fair, and you | ends. 


If I am in a monopoly, assuming that I am—and | 
monopolizing all the time—suppose I am running a mono; 
business, and control that business throughout the United | 

I take these trust-made articles, these monopoly-produced 
cles, produced by me, t. the railroad station; I ship them { 
other State for the use of A, B, and C, and present their ord. 
an order given by their agent. I can not be interfered wi 
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such transportation. 
The State can not touch the transaction, neither the State ; 
the corporation exists nor the State where th are to 
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| ceived; because the Supreme Court of the United States h 
| clared in a recent case that the right to buy articles of neces 
| the right of a citizen to buy and have transported from an) re 


in the United States any article of commerce for use—can 

restrained or interfered with by the United States or by any: 
Mr. SNODGRASS. That was not the question. ; 
Mr. RAY of New York. You come then perhaps to the 1 

mails, which we touch on in our bill. The United States } 
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ing of anything in the mails. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. But can any local corporation establish 
plant or its agencies in any other State, independent of any 
now existing in Congress or the States? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly, if also enga in 
interstate commerce. 

NECESSITY FOR THIS AMENDMENT. 

As already stated, the necessity for this proposed amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States arises from the fact that the 
Supreme Court of the United States, a court to which we al 
with deference, and to which all must bow, has, with but on 
senting voice, held that manufacture and production are 1 
part of commerce. 
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That therefore the constitutional power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the several States does not give it any power to 
regulate or control manufacture or production, however m it 
affects or dominates that commerce. That commerce within a 
State is wholly beyond the reach of Congressional action. ‘That 
manufacture and production, and combinations, associations, and 


corporations organized within a State and by the authority of a 
State, or its laws, to monopolize the production and absolutely 
control the price of articles of common and daily use and neces- 
sity, are wholly within the control of the State and can not be 
reached or directly affected by any laws Congress can make. 

The only power Congress has in the premises is derived from the 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, and this ex 
only to laws affecting the product of a monopoly or “ com 
when in course of transit to another State or toa foreign count! 
Such transportation begins when actually delivered and sur 
dered te a common carrier doing interstate business for tra) 
tation to another State or country. The fact that the art 
manufactured for parties in another State or is intended for | 
portation to and use or sale in such other State makes no ( 
ence. Such factsdo not bring the article within the laws ap) 
tointerstatecommerce. Themanufactureror owner of such 
may change hismind. The articles may be used up, destroyed 
otherwise disposed of and never become an article of inte! 
commerce. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will thegentlemanallow me an interruption? 

Mr. RAY of New York. 1 donot like toyield my time to inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. FLEMING. 
the majority report. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is it? 

Mr. FLEMING. On page 3 of the majority report you say 

No power to repress or control monopolies of any kind is conferred 


gress by the Constitution, unless it be a monopoly to control interstat 
merce, which may be doubted. 


Mr. RAY of New York, Yes, but immediately followin 
words explanatory of it. The statement about interstate com- 


I want to direct your attention to one part | 


merce refers to cases, as for instance, it might be possible, an 1 
probably is possible under the Constitution as it exists to-da r 
a great combination of capital to buy up and own every railroad 
and transportation company in the United States, and Consress, 
if that should be done, is powerless under the Constitution [9 


But I will call attention to such c . > 
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prevent such purchase, 
tions later on, and to the necessity for this amendment. 
would be monopoly of the means for carrying on interstate « 
merce, and would include power to control such commerce |! 
Congress and State acting in harmony can not prevent su‘ 
tion. The power to purchase and own property is unlimited. ex 
cept that a corporation may be prohibited by the State creating 
it to own more than a fixed amount of property. 
THEREFORE CONGRESS IS POWERLESS. : _—— 

In the Knight Case (156 U. S., page 11), Fuller, C. J., in givins 

the opinion of the court, said: 


It can not be denied that the — of a State to protect the lives, he , hy 
and property of its citizens, and to preserve good order and the publicmorals, 
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“the power to govern men and things within the limits of its dominion.” 
is a power originally and always belonging to the States, not surrendered by 
them to the General Government, nor directly restrained by the C 
tion of the United States. and essentially exclusive. 

The relief of the citizens of each State from the burden of monopoly and 
the evils resulting from the restraint of trade among such citizens was left 
with the States to deal with, and this court has recognized their pos m 
of that power even to the extent of holding that an employment or business 
carried on by private individuals, when it becomesa matter of such public 
interest and importance as to create a common charge or bu? 
citizen; in other words, when it becomes a practical monopoly, to which the 
citizen is compelled to resort and by means of which a tribute can be ex- 
acted from the com nunity, is subject to regul: 
rower. On the other hand, the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the several States is also exclusive. The Constitution does not pro- 
vide that interstate commerce shall be free; but, by the grant of this exclu- 
sive power to regulate it, it was left free, except as Congress might impose 
restraints. 

He also says: 

That which belongs to commerce is within the jurisdiction of the United 


States, but that which does not belong tocommerce is within the jurisdiction 
of the police power of the State. 


And— 


The argument is that the power to control the manufacture of refined 
sugar is a monopoly over a necessary of life, to the enjoyment of which bya 
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large part of the population of the United States interstate commerce is in- | 


dispensable, and that, therefore, the General Government, in the exercise of 
the power to regulate commerce, may repress such monopoly directly and 
set aside the instruments which have created it. But this argument can not 
be confined to necessaries of life merely, and must include all articles of 
general consumption. 

Doubtless the power to control the manufacture of a given thing involves 
in a certain sense tho control of its een but this is a secondary and 
not the primary senso; and although the exercise of that power may result 
in bringing the operation of commerce into play, it does not control it, and 
affects it only incidentally and indirectly. Commerce succeeds to manufac- 
ture and is not a part of it. 
to prescribe the rule by which commerce shall be governed, and is a power 
independent of the power to suppress monopoly. But it may operate in re- 
pression of monopoly whenever that comes within the rules by which com- 
merce is governed or whenever the transaction is itself a monopoly of com- 
merce. 


Mark the holding, which is that Congress can not deal with | 
monopoly in manufacture and production, because that power is, | } 


by the Constitution, left with tne States respectively. Such mo- 
nopoly may bring interstate commerce into play, set it in motion, 
but, still, its effect thereon, however great, is only incidental and 
indirect, and therefore not within the power of Congress, 

The power to regulate commerce * * * isa power independent of the 
power to suppress monopoly. 

And again the court says in the same case—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman from New York a 
question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. These interruptions have already 
consumed two-thirds of my timo. I am not getting along with 
my remarks as I would wish; and the gentleman must excuse me. 

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman prefers not to yield, of 
course, I will not press my question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, in view of the facts 
which I have so hurriedly described, let me state—and I will do 
80 briefly—what the Supreme Court says on this subject in the 
Knight case (156 U.5., p. 13). 

It will be perceived how far-reaching the proposition is that the power of 
dealing tvith a monopoly directly may be exercised by the General Govern- 
ment whenever interstate or international commerce may be ultimately 
affected. The regulation of commerce applies to the subjects of commerce 
and not to matters of internal police. Contracts to buy, sell, or exchange 
goods to be transported among the several States, the transportation and its 
instrumentalities, and articles bought, sold, or exchanged for the purposes 
of such transit among the States, or put in the way of transit, may be regu- 
lated, but this is because they form part of interstate trade or commerce. 
The fact that an article is manufactured for export to another State does not 
of itself make it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the man- 
ufacturer does not determine the time when the article or product passes from 
the control of the State and belongs to commerce. 


And at page 16 says: 


Contracts, combinations, or conspiracies to control domestic enterprise in 
manufacture, agriculture, mining, production in all its forms, or to raise or 
lower prices or wages, might unquestionably tend to restrain external as 
well as domestic trade, but the restraint would be an indirect result, how- 
ever inevitable and whatever its extent, and such result would not neces- 
sarily determine the object of the contract, combination, or conspiracy. 
* * * Aside from the provisions applicable where Congress might exercise 
municipal power, what the law struck at was combinations, contracts, and 
conspiracies to monopolize trade and commerce among the several States or 
with foreign nations; but the contracts and acts of the defendants related 
exclusively to the acquisition of the Philadelphia refineries and the business 
of sugar refining in Pennsylvania, and bore no direct relation to commerce 
between the States or with foreign nations. 

The object was manifestly private gain in the manufacture of the com- 
modity, but not through the control of interstate or foreign commerce. It 
is true that the bill alleged that the products-of these refineries were sold 
and distributed among the several States, and that all the companies were 
e in trade or commerce with the several States and with foreign 
nations; but this was no more than to say that trade and commerce served 
manufacture to fulfill its function. Sugar was refined for sale, and sales 
were probably made at Philadelphia for consumption, and undoubtedly for 
resale by the first purchasers throughout Pennsylvania and other States, and 
Tend suger was also forwarded by the companies to other States for sale. 
Nevert it does not follow that an attempt to monopolize, or the actual 
monopoly of, the manufacture was an attempt, whether executory or con- 
summated, to monopolize commerce, even though, in order to dispose of the 
product, the instrumentality of commerce was necessarily invoked. 


The effect of this lack of constitutional power in Congress and 


The power to regulate commerce is the power | 
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ber of the court pronouncing it, and I quote his language because 
of its weight and clearness and fairness: 

And yet by the opinion and dgment in this case, if I do not m 
hend them, Congress is without power to protect the commercialinte: 
that such purcha arily involves a nstthe I tsand b 
arising from the existence of combinations that meet purchasers, fror 
ever State they come, with the re for is nothin ! r le ' 
threat—that they shall: purchase what they desire t ! x it 
the prices fixed by 1 combinati A « iof M t I 

»in person, or nd orders, to Pe vly N for i 
pose of purchas efined sugar 

LB of hat v is that richt if] ‘ ronted int 1 
com n which absolute ntry t sof t 
its having acquired all the sugar refi: { 
they may fix prices in their own interest exclusivel inmy ju 
citizens of the several States wz tl Union are entitled, « 
buy goods in the State where they are manufactured or in any « 
without being confri i by ar egal combination wl 
throughout the whole country, which by the law everywher $ar 
the public interests, and which prevents such 1 fr except at ] 
trarily fixed I insist that the free course of trade among the St 
can not coexist with such combinati 

And ag at pages 44 and 45 

We ha ‘o us the case of a combins 1 Which absolutely « t 
may a control, the ri t refined sugar in this \ 
Suppose ; mbination, o1 1 for private gain and to trol 
prices, «1 ‘ in po sion o l th rgo flour in t { 1 
States; another, of a ! { rs r, of 1@ oil t 
another, of all the salt-producing re } be f all t cott 
and another, of all the great establishmen laughtering : ial i 
preparation of meats. What power is competent to protect t 
the United States against such dangers except a national power—one t 
capable of exerting its sovereign authority throughout every par 
territory and over alf the people of the nation 


An‘ at pages 42 and 43 he shows further the effect of the d 
cision, and that it declares Congress powerless to repress or even 
control monopoly when it controls the output of an article and 
fixes at will the cost to the user and consumer in every State of 
the Union. He Says: 













While the opinion of the court in this case does not de » the act of 1890 
to be unconsti ional, it defeats the main object for which it was passed; 
for it is in effect held that the statute would be unconstitutional it I 
reted as embracing such unlawful restraints upon the purchasing of good 
In one State to be carried to another 8 eas necessarily arise from the ex 
istence of combinations formed for the purpose and with the effect not ly 
of monopolizing the ownership of all such goods in every part of the country, 
but of controlling the prices for them in al! the Stats P 

This view of the scope of the act leaves the public, so far as national 7 e1 
is concerned, entirely at the mercy of mbinations which arbitrarily control 
the prices of articles purchased to be transported from one State to another 
State. [can not assent to that view. In my judgment e General Gover 
ment is not placed by the Constitution in such a condition of helpless: 
that it must fold its arms and remain inactive while capital combines, under 
the name of a corporation, to destroy competition, uot in one State only, bu 
throughout the entire country, in the buying and selling of articles 
cially the necessaries of life—that go into commerce among the Stat Tl 


doctrine of the autonomy of the States can not properly be invoked to justify 
a denial of power in the National Government to meet such an emergency, 
involving as it does that freedom of commercial intercourse among the States 
which the Constitution sought to attain. 

Mr. Justice Harlan gave the dissenting opinion and was urging 
that the Constitution now confers the necessary power; but tho 
Court held otherwise. 

STATES POWERLESS TO PROTECT THEMSELVES 

The States can not protect themselves against monopoly, com- 
binations, and conspiracy to monopolize manufacture and produc- 
tion and fix and control prices, for the following reasons 

i. The State has no power whatever over interstate commer 
interstate transportation of persons or property. 

2. The State has no power to prevent the corporation, associu- 
tions, companies, or citizens of another State from coming into it 
and doing business therein if engaged in interstate commet 











3. No State has power over the corporations, associations, com- 
panies, or citizens of another so long as they remain outside of 


1er territorial limits. 

4, No State has power to prevent the sending or bringing into 
her limits the manufactures or products of corporations, associa- 
tions, companies, or individuals, organized, doing business or re 
siding in another, for use, even with the consent of Congress, or 
for any other purpose without such consent. 

5. No State can prevent the purchase or control of the stock, 
property, etc., of its corporations, associations, companies, or citi- 
zens by those chartered, organized, or residing in another. 

The result is that a monopoly existing in one State and control- 
ling the production, ownership, and price of an article of gener: 
use and necessity may, unless Congress intervenes when sent for 
sale (and the State legislature controlied by the monopoly may not 
ask the interference of Congress), send its productions into every 
State and supply the market there. The only way by which a 
State can protect her citizens against the unjust exactions of such 
a monopoly, combination, or conspiracy is to obtain laws on the 
part of Congress and supplement them by laws of her own, de- 
nying to the citizens the power to purchase such articles in the 
State. This denies to the citizens the right to purchase in the 
State, but not the right to purchase of the monopoly without the 
State and send the articles into the State for use. 

No power exists in Congress or the State, or in both combined, 
to prevent the purchase anywhere in the Union of trust or 
monopoly made and monopoly-controlled articles, and the send- 


decision is thus described by Mr, Justice Harlan, a mem- | ing of them anywhere to the purchaser for his or her use, That 
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right of a citizen is aconstitutional right. Itcould be taken away 
by an amendment to the Constitution, and I presume our Demo- 
cratic friends prefer that remedy, as it would be directly aimed at 
and oppressive to the citizen and not a blow at monopoly except 
indirectly. If such laws as I have indicated should be enacted by 
State and Federal power, they would operate only to deprive the 
people of the benefit of articles of necessity of daily use and con- 
sumption. 

Neither State nor Federal power, nor both combined, can pre- 
vent the free sale and purchase of property by monopolies and 
combines as the Constitution now stands. It can not prevent in- 
dividuals or combinations of individuals residing in one State from 
going into another and purchasing and owning any species of 

yroperty lawfully dealt in there or from carrying on any lawful 
yusiness there. Therefore ys competing plant in the nation 
may be purchased and owned by a monopoly located in a State 
permitting its existence. Congress can not interfere for want of 
constitutional power. The State will not interfere, for it finds it 
profitable to become the habitat of monopolies. These employ 
thousands of laborers, pay out millions of dollars in wages, and 
yut thousands of dollars annually, by way of taxes, into the pub- 
ic treasury. It may be—indeed, it is probable—that if the 45 
States would enact uniform laws, and salon them, and Congress, 
under the interstate-commerce clause, should enact a broad and 
comprehensive law in harmony therewith, the evils of monopoly 
might be largely, if not entirely, suppressed, But it is hopeless to 
expect such action. " 

Attention has already been directed to the fact that only 
twenty-five of the forty-five States have anti-trust and anti-com- 
bination laws denouncing such combinations, conspiracies, and 
monopolies, and the result is that they flourish in some of the 
States and even meet with protection and encouragement by the 
legislatures. It is true that in creating a corporation or corpora- 
tions the legislature of a State may forbid it to enter into any such 
combination or conspiracy, but it can not prevent its stockhold- 
ers from selling their stock and thus passing under the control of 
a corporation or combination existing in another State. It is ap- 
parent, then, that capitalists desiring to monopolize any man- 
ufacturing business may incorporate under the laws of a State 
imposing no restrictions and, under the protection of that charter, 
monopolize a particular business throughout the Union. 

There is no power in Congress to interfere with such a corpora- 
tion or combination so long as it confines itself to manufacture or 
to commerce entirely within the State where it has a plant. Its 
power to fix pen becomes absolute, in spite of Federal power, 
which can only interfere to prevent the transportation of the man- 
ufactured article from one State into another for sale therein. 
When this mode of suppression is attempted, unsurmountable 
difficulties are met, and it becomes evident that monopoly in man- 
ufacture and production can not be prevented by the mere pro- 
hibition of interstate commerce in such products. 

The Congress may by law permit a State to prohibit the sale in 
original packages within its limits of intoxicating liquors brought 
therein by the medium of interstatecommerce, (But see dissent- 
ing opinion in 170 U.5S., page 461; In re Rapier, 140 U.58., 545.) 

But it may not permit a State to prohibit such bringing in for 
use and the use by acitizen. (Vance vs. Vandercook Company, 
170 U. S., 438, 452, 453,455; Scott vs. Donald, 165 U. 8. 58-107.) 
This right is one given by the Constitution of the United States, 
and therefore Congress can not impair, restrict, or limit it (same 
case) unless, perhaps, when exercising its power to regulate inter- 
state commerce. e think it would be incorrect to say that Con- 
gress may limit the right. The truth is that the one constitutional 
provision limits the other, but only so far as to prevent the citizen 
in the enjoyment of his liberty from interfering with commerce. 
There is a wide distinction between the right to sell in original 
packages and the right to use or brihg into the States for use. 

In the exercise of the police power a State may say that certain 
articles shall not be sold because their use or consumption is det- 
rimental to the citizens and consequently to the State. But can 
it prohibit the use of such articles by the citizen if in such use 
he interferes with no other person, injures no one but himself? 
Can he be forbidden by law to eat meat on the ground that whole- 
some meat is injurious to the health of the consumer? -If, then, 
a citizen has the constitutional right to bring intoxicating liquors 
into the State of his residence for his personal use (and if it bea 
constitutional right, the State and, perhaps, the United States 
can not interfere to prevent), the State can not, even with the con- 
sent of Congress, prohibit the introduction for use by the citizens 
of a State of the products of a monopoly or combination existing 
in another State, especially if such products be necessaries of life 
or articles of daily or frequent use and necessary for the prosecu- 
tion of a lawful business or lawful occupations. 

Can Congress prevent such introduction of such products for 
such purpose by the citizens themselves? Can it, under the pre- 
tense of regulating interstate commerce, deprive citizens of any 
State of articles of necessity produced in another State and pur- 
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chased and sought to be taken to the home of the consumer for his 
personal use on the ground that the articles were produced by a 
monopoly in manufacture? 

Has the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution so lim. 
ited the constitutional rights of the citizens? In the Addyston 
pipe case the court did hold that the interstate-commerce clause 
does somewhat limit the provision regarding the liberty of the 
citizen; but I think this is true only so far as necessary to prevent 
interference with commerce. It would seem that such denial of 
transportation of such articles may be an unconstitutional inter- 
ference with manufacture in a State, with sales, and with tho 
rights of citizens. Such action by Congress does not “regulate” 
commerce, but prohibits it. 

The exercise of such a power does not make commerce free or 
regulate it, but prohibits it. Does the power to “ regulate” carry 
the greater power to prohibit transportation on the ground that 
the article socarried or sought to be carried, while pure and a nec 
essary of life, was manufactured or produced by a monopoly? 

Can it be claimed that such power exists as incidental to the 
right to regulate commerce? Can it be justified as a national po- 
lice power? The aim or purpose of such a law is to prevent man- 
ufacture by a monopoly and the evils flowing therefrom. Theso 
questions demand most serious consideration. They point directly 
to the necessity for power in Congress to directly regulate and re- 
press monopoly in manufacture and production. 

But, on the other hand, to come within the police power of a 
State or of the United States, the act need not relate to the pub- 
lic Health, the public morals, or the public safety. (Barbier vs, 
Connolly, 113 U. 8., 27; Mugler vs. nsas, 123 U. §., 623-663; 
Scott vs. Donald, 165 U.8,, 91; Foster vs, Kansas, 112 U. 8., 201- 
206. ) 

In license cases (5 How., page 628), Mr. Justice Woodbury said 
the power related to that affecting the ‘‘ public prosperity.” 

In Barbier vs. Connolly (113 U. 8., 31) the court said: 

But neither the amendment—broad and comprehensive as it is—nor any 
other amendment was designed to interfere with the power of the State 
sometimes termed its police power, to prescribe regulations to promote t! 
health, peace, morals, education, and good order of the people, and to leg 
late so as to increase the industries of the State, develop its resources, and 
add to its wealth and prosperity. 

Then, may not the Congress of the United States, in regulating 
commerce and as incident thereto, so legislate as to ‘‘ increase the 
industries of the State (the United States), develop its resources, 
and add to its wealth and prosperity.” Clearly when it denounces 
or restricts monopoly, so detrimental to all industries and to al! 
the people, it strikes at that which is detrimental to the prosperity 
of the people and the growth of the nation, Fair and open coi- 
petition is necessary to the welfare, growth, and prosperity of any 
people, and monopoly in manufacture and production must be de- 
stroyed if we would increase our industries and develop our re- 
sources, . 

This power to monopolize manufacture and production or the 
sale of articles of commerce is of the highest interest to the Gen- 
eral Government itself. . 

In times of war sudden emergencies arise, and if any corpora- 
tion or combination is permitted to so monopolize manufacture 
or production or control prices, the Government itself may be 
compelled to submit to unjust exactions and great inconvenience 
when purchasing supplies for its armies. It may find the supply- 
ing power of the existing plants so limited or restricted that it is 
impossible to meet the wants of the Government and also of the 
people, and so prices go to an exorbitant figure, and possibly the 
people may be deprived of the necessaries of life. 

Every consideration of public policy demands that Congress 
have power to regulate, repress, and dissolve all such combina- 
tions and monopolies and leave competition open and free. If it 
would be improper and unwise to create monopolies by law, it is 
unwise to permit their existence and most unwise to leave the 
General Government without power to regulate and repress thei. 


NATIONAL POWER NECESSARY. 


Congress being powerless and the States impotent, where shall 
we turn? There is but one answer, and that is: Let the people ot 
the nation through their respective State legislatures confer upon 
Congress—representing all the pues of all the States, all the in- 
terests of this grand and mighty Republic—plenary power to define, 
regulate, prohibit, or dissolve all industrial trusts, monopolies, or 
combinations, whether existing in the form of corporations or 
otherwise. Let each State retain all the powers it now possesses 
and aid or add to Congressional legislation in any way and to any 
extent not in conflict with national action. The monopolies and 
combines mentioned injuriously affect al! the people of all the 
States, the industrial enterprise and prosperity of nearly every 
section of every State, and therefore constitute a national evil. 
It is a matter of national and not of local or State concern alone, 
and therefore should be and must be dealt with by national power 
if dealt with effectively. This is the policy and genius of the 
Government of this U 
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In Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 1) the Supreme Court of the 
United States said: 


‘The genius and character of the whole Government seems to be that its 
action is to be applied to all the external concerns of the nation and to those 
interfial concerns which affect the States generally. 


In the Knight case, at page 25, Mr, Justice Harlan remarks: 


25, 
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But a general restraint of trade has often resulted from combinations | 


formed for the purpose of ———s prices by destroying the opportunity 
of buyers and sellers to deal with each other upon the basis of fair, open, free 
competition. Combinations of this character have frequently been the sub- 
ject of judicial scrutiny, and have always been condemned as illegal because 
of their necessary tendency torestrain trade. Such combinationsare against 
common rightand are crimes against the public. To some of the cases of that 
character it will be well to refer. 

And at page 24 says: 

If it be true that a combination of corporations or individuals may, so far 
as the power of Congress is concerned, subject interstate trade, in any of its 
stages, to unlawful restraints, the conclusion is inevitable that the Constitu- 
tion has failed to accomplish one primary object of the Union, which was to 
place commerce among the States under the control of the common govern- 
ment of all the people, and thereby relieve or protect it against burdens or 
restrictions im , by whatever authority, for the benefit of particular 
localities or special interests. 


And again he says: 


In my judgment the General Government is not placed by the Constitution 
in such a condition of pearemnens that it must fold its arms and remain in- 
active while capital combines, under the name of a corporation, to destroy 

* competition, not in one State only, but throughout the entire country, in the 
buying and selling of articles—especially the necessaries of life—that go into 
commerce among the States. e doctrine of the autonomy of the States 
can not properly be invoked to justify a denial of power in the National Gov- 
ernment to meet such an emergency, involving, as it does, that freedom of 
commercial intercourse among the States which the Constitution sought to 
attain. 


And again, at pages 44 and 45: 


We have before us the case of a combination which absolutely controls, or 
may at its discretion control, the price of all refined sugar in this country. 
Suppose another combination, organized for private gain and to control 
prices, should obtain possession of a!l the large flour mills in the United States; 
another, of all the grain elevators; another, of all the oil penwiboes: another, 
of all the salt-producing regions; another, of all the cotton mills; and an- 
other, of all the great establishments for slaughtering animals and the prep- 
aration of meats. What power is competent to protect the people of the 
United States against such dangers except a national power—-one that is cap- 
able of exerting its sovereign authority throughout every part of the terri- 
tory and over all the people of the nation? 


Mr. Speaker, let us ae what 


ower except national power 
is competent to meet an 


suppress these illegal combinations and 


conspiracies representing and backed by millions of capital, which | 
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in vain have sought asolution. Lawsconflict, courts are divided, 
ees asserted and denied, but it all comes to this: That the 
1ighest tribunal in the land has at last held that national power 
to deal with the condition named has not been conferred, and 
therefore, while engaged in attempts to reach the evil indirectly 
and by experimental legislation, the conflict between the State 
and the Federal power goes on and the people suffer, 

It is asserted by a learned writer that in this division of power 
nothing can have been lost; and that, therefore, concerted action 
between the Congress and the 45 States would remedy all evils. 
As I have already stated, it is hopeless to expect such action. I 


| can not assent to the theory that all power resides in the levisla- 


| 
| 
| 
} 





combine and conspire to destroy competition in production, fix | 
prices, control the cost to the consumer throughout the Union, | 


control labor, and so sap the industrial life of the people of all the 
States, 


Congress ought not tointerfere with matters of local concern in | 


the States. With these the State is able to cope successfully. 
DIVIDED POWERS. 

In creating our General Government the framers of the Consti- 
tution sought to maintain the right and power of each State to 
control matters of purely State concern, and to confer upon the 
General Government plenary power over matters of national con- 
cern, those affecting all the people of all the States similarly. 
But in this division of power it was impossible to provide for con- 
ditions unforeseen, or which, if foreseen, were seen so dimly that 


ciently provided for. 
Who foresaw the 13 infant States, with 4,000,000 people scattered 


along the Atlantic seaboard, increased to 45 powerful States, ex- | 
tending from ocean to ocean, with 70,000,000 people? Who fore- | 


saw the continent spanned with railroads carrying passengers 
and articles of commerce from State to State at a speed of 60 
miles per hour? Who foresaw our telegraph and telephone lines 


| 





which for purposes of communication almost annihilate time and | 


space? Who among the most visionary picturedin mind'seye the | 
great cities and thriving towns and busy workshops and factories | 


Scattered over the vast area then a wilderness? 

Who foresaw that complex machinery in the hands of one or 
two persons and operated by harnessed steam and chained elec- 
tricity and turning out the Anished product ready for use would 
do the work of an hundred pairs of human hands? Who foresaw 
that afew or perhaps one or two great manufacturing or pro- 
ducing industries of an article of general use, located in one State, 
might supply all the people of all the States? Who foresaw that 
conditions would arise where aggregated capital might control 
the production and price of articles of daily use and consumption 
necessary to the existence and prosperity of all the people of all 
the States? It was seen that interstate commerce so affected and 
Would so affect all the people of the nation that Federal power 
Was necessary. Provision was made for the existing conditions, 
and happily it was made a continuing power for all time. 

T he tates were left to deal with manufacture and production. 
In this division of power it was not foreseen that conditions would 


arise, as they have. where competition would be stifled, commerce 


nay but seriously interfered with. and the general welfare 


of 


prosperity seriously affected. Congress and the legislatures 
& majority of the States have struggled with the problem and 


j 








| stone Pipe case.) 
they were not appreciated or understood and therefore not effi- | 


tures of the States and in Congress, and that concerted action 
would exercise and exhaust all power over the subject. With 
us, and under our system of government, sovereignty, and there- 
fore all governmental power, resides in the people. The people 
of the State have vested certain powers in its legislature. The 
people of the United States have vested certain powers in Con- 
gress. There are powers not vested in either legislative body, 
and tkerefore not capable of being exercised by either or by both 
when acting in concert. ‘ 

True, no power is lost, but so long as it remains in or with the 
people themselves it is not susceptible of being utilized, and can 
not be made available by either body when engaged in making 
laws. This fact was recognized by the framers of the Constitu- 
tion and by the people who in adopting the amendments said: 

Art. IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not 
be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people 

Art. X. The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitu- 
tion, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respec- 
tively, or to the people. ; 

Then in the constitutional method let the people have the oppor- 
tunity to say whether or not Congress, representing all the people 
of all the States, shall be clothed with power to control monopolies 
and combinations; whether or not this conflict of authority shall 
cease; whether or not powers now unused, inert in the people, shall 
be utilized, brought into activity for the general good of all, 


THE STATE AND CONGRESS ACTING TOGETHER POWERLESS. 


No State can exclude from its territory a corporation or associa- 
tion of individuals when engaged in interstate commerce and also 
in manufacture and production in another State. (Pensacola 
Telegraph Company vs. Western Union Telegraph Company, 46 
U.58., 1; Crutcher vs. Kentucky, 141 U.S., 47.) Nor cana State 
regulate or control such a corporation or association by regulat- 
ing or taxing its interstate trade or interstate business. (Brown 
vs. Maryland, 12 Wheaton, 419; State freight-tax case, 15 Waill., 
232; Gloucester Ferry Company vs. Pennsylvania, 114 U.S., 196.) 
These cases dispose of the taxing theory of our Democratic friends, 
Such tax can not be imposed by a State, even on a corporation 
created by its own laws. (Philadelphia, etc., vs, Pennsylvania, 
122 U. S., 326.) 

The United States Government, by Congressional action or other- 
wise, can not exclude such a corporation or association from a 
State, or prevent its doing business therein, or limit or control its 
action in manufacture or production. (See Knight case; Addy- 
Then when a corporation or an association of 
individuals is a monopoly, how can it be deait with when engaged 
both in production and interstate commerce? As I have already 
demonstrated, while by the concerted action of the United States 
and of the State the transportation into it of the product of a 
monopoly for sale may be prohibited (although this is very ques- 
tionable when applied to articles of necessity and general use), 
the interstate transportation for use can not be. Therefore all 
Congressional action to crush a monopoly by prohibiting inter- 
state transportation of its product, even aided by the State, fails. 

Such laws will annoy the monopolies themselves and incon- 
venience those people of the State who are able to submit to the 
exactions by reason of the enhanced price, and may prevent others 
who can not give orders outside their State from obtaining the 
product at all, and thus decrease sales; but here the usefulness 
of such a law, if it be useful,ends. A most able and learned pro- 
fessor in the law has thus stated this matter: 


If one State offers a refuge to the manufacturing corporations, the other 
States are powerless. Forty-four States may pass uniform laws to control 
such combinations; the forty-fifth may render this combined action in large 
part nugatory by chartering and protecting the very combination which it 
is the object of the forty-four to suppress. In such case it would require a 
harmony of action among the States to prevent a monopolistic manufactur- 
ing combination and cooperative action on the part of the United States to 
prevent a monopolistic trading combination. In other words, 46 distinct ju 
risdictions must work in concert in order to protect all the people of the 
United States from combinations, formed tocontrol the price of raw material 
and the output and price of the finished products. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me to cite a deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the line of the remarks he is now 
making? In the case of the Norfolk and Western Railroad vs. 
The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, reported in volume 136 of the 
Reports of Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that court (Mr. Justice Lamar, a very good Democrat, delivering 
the opinion) held that the State of Pennsylvania could not exclude 


CONGRESSIONAL 


6316 


nor regulate nor tax nor impose a license fee upon a Virginia cor- | 


poration coming into Pennsylvania for purposes incident to the 
transaction of interstate commerce, thus supporting your conten- 
tion and going even further than the case you have cited, 
Another case to the same effect is that of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company vs. The State of Pennsylvania (128 U.S, 39), 
decided by Chief Justice Fuller—his first opinion filed in that 
court—sustaining the position you have taken that the indi- 


vidual States have no authority whatever in respect to the inter- | 


state commeroe which a corporation of one State may transact 
in another. That a State can not exclude or regulate or even tax 
such commerce, even though conducted by a foreign corporation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no dispute, no question 
about that in the minds of well-informed people who have read 
the decisions on this subject. I was absolutely astonished when 
the gentleman from Tennessee came in here and claimed credit 
for the sugar trust, and also claimed that the Supreme Court had 
not decided as I stated. Of course I forgive him, because his er- 
rors are due to his zeal. : 

Now, I must hasten on toa conclusion, There is not any ques- 
tion as to the necessity for this amendment, as the Supreme Court 
has decided that Congress is powerless, that the individual States 
are powerless, and that Congress and the States acting together 
are powerless. The people must be permitted to speak and that 
is the proposition of this Republican Congress. [Loud applause. ] 

SHALL WE NOT TRUST THE PEOPLE? 

Those who oppose this joint resolution or who vote against it 
are opposing the people and their interests. It does not propose a 
law on the subject of trusts and monopolies and conspiracies or- 
ganized and carrying on business, or that may be organized, but 
if adopted simply permits the people to speak through their re- 
spective State legislatures and determine whether or not Con- 
gress, their inmediate representatives, shall be clothed with power 
(1) to say what constitutes a trust, a monopoly, or a combination; 
(2) to regulate the organization and conduct and business methods 
of those permitted "to exist; (3) to dissolve them when the inter- 
ests of the people, the good of the State demands such action; and 
(4) absolutely prohibit the organization or existence of such as 
are clearly detrimental to the prosperity and welfare of a free 
people or the growth and development of the Republic. 

The adoption of this joint resolution simply gives the people a 
chance to be heard on the subject. Itisa measureof liberty. In 
passing upon it we determine whether or not we are for or against 
the people; whether or not they shall be heard; allowed to ex- 
press themselves. In my judgment, those who oppose this joint 
resolution will hear from the peopie at the ballot box next No- 
vember. The people of this country can be safely trusted. All 
intelligent judgment is not vested in Congress, The broad-minded, 
intellectual, reading masses have their eyes upon us and demand 
action, not theory, or planks in platforms or high-sounding decla- 
mation. Give them a chance at these illegal monopolies and con- 
spiracies and they will first give Congress power to act and then 
elect a Congress that will act, and act effectively. 

DEMOCRATIC APPEREMNENSION, 

The ‘‘views of the minority” approach the subject with fear 

and trembling lest Congressmen themselves be corrupted, terror- 
ized, weakened, and destroyed by the infinite devices and un- 
bounded resources of the trusts. In opposing this proposed 
amendment, the minority says: 
_ The proposed amendment would take power from the States and lodge it 
v cperiapee has shown conclusively that the devices of the trusts are al- 
most infinite, its resources unbounded, and the talent at its service the high- 
est that money can buy. Some of this talent is employed in sleepless effort 
to circumvent the lawmakers, and to corrupt, terrorize, weaken, And destroy 
all who happen in the way of trust schemes. The trust has become a great 
factor in politics, and how many honest voters are overborne by it no one 
could state with accuracy, but certainly the total is appalling. 

Men and parties put into powerand kept there by trust money and trickery 
may not unnaturally continue to prove subservient to the trust and neglect- 
ful of popular rights. 

Is there greater danger that the monopoly will corrupt and con- 
trol Congress than that it will corrupt and control the legislature 
of a State? Is the opposition to this amendment the result ofa 
meeting with some of the infinite devices and “resources un- 
bounded ” and high talent of the trust? The majority of the com- 
mittee was not, and the majority side of this House will not be 
deterred from doing its duty to the people because ‘talent is em- 
ployed in sleepless effort to circumvent the lawmakers and to 
corrupt, terrorize, weaken, and destroy all who happen in the way 
of trust schemes,” which so intimidate the opponents of this meas- 
ure. The Republican party is not afraid, never has been, and 
never will be afraid to do right, deal justly with and trust the 
people. [Applause. ] 

It it has met with success, it has been because, consulting the 
popular will, it hasobeyedits behest. And by “‘ popular will” Ido 
not mean popular clamor—that hue and cry that accompanies 
temporary excitement begotten by demagogues and agitators. I 
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refer to that second, sober thought of anintelligent people wh 
settles itself into a steadfast conviction of what is right and ; 
THE AMENDMENT NOT ALL WE PROPOSE. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not the purpose to leave the people in t! 


h 


t 


present condition with a proposed constitutional amendme, 
the only suggested remedy for existing and growing evils, ¢ 
is the impression conveyed by the ‘‘ views of the minority ” 
mitted on this joint resolution. i 

Such, I think, was the impression intended to be conveyed w), 
these words were written therein, ‘‘the constitutional am) 
ment recommended by the committee is but a feeble respon: 
what the committee regard as aloud and imperative call.” ; 
when the subject was finally left by the minority without 1 
ence to the broad and comprehensive bill reported by the . 
mittee, opposed by the Democratic minority, which reach: 
the very confines of constitutional power and is generally rega 
as a most sweeping and drastic measure. In framing and re; 
ing that bill, ane with it this proposed amendment, the Comunit ico 
on the Judiciary considered the subject in every possible and suv- 
gested aspect and from every standpoint. 

The scheme of Federal taxation; of the substitution of Feder,] 
for State corporations and associations for carrying on interstate 
commerce and the prohibition of such privileges to State organi- 
zations by means of excessive taxation; the harmony scheme: tho - 
branding scheme; the publicity theory, that is, a system of re- 
ports: and the experimental scheme of exclusive State control 
over both manufacture and interstate commerce, of which it 
author says— 

While it might create some confusion and inconvenience and even | 
ships, #t would eventually furnish a basis for a comparative study of th 
fering experiments. 

Of this I say that this is a progressive nation, and we will not go 
back an hundred yearsand start outon a new theory (abandoning 
all that has been settled and gained by way of legislation and 
judicial interpretation) for the mere purpose of finding ‘a basis 
for a comparative study of the differing experiments.” Give Con- 
gress plenary power to control and repress monopoly and there 
will be enough experimental legislation and enough judicial 
interpretation before exact justice is done. 

PROPOSED GOVERNMENT MONOPOLY. 

It has been suggested that the General Government should own 
all railroads and all telegraph and telephone lines so as to prevent 
excessive charges for the transportation of merchandise or per- 
sons, or the transmission of messages, and also have absolute con- 
trol of all interstate transportatien. Shall the Government of 
the United States thus itself monopolize such or any business 
enterprises and prevent competition by individuais? Shall we 
undertake to meet monopoly in manufacture and producti: 
incorporating all transportation corporations and giving t] 
exclusive control of interstate commerce in all articles of com- 
merce, or by incorporating manufacturing corporations which 
engage in interstate commerce also? 

The answer to this last proposition is that as manufacture and 
production are no part of interstate commerce the probability is 
that there is no constitutional power in Congress to create cor- 
porations for such purposes. Congress can incorporate railroad 
and transportation companies for the purpose of carrying on in- 
terstate commerce, and can incorporate telegraph and telephone 
companies for the purpose of transacting all interstate business 
by telegraph or telephone, and by imposing a heavy tax upon S\:te 
corporations for doing a like business can drive them out of inter- 
state‘ccommerce and confine their operations to the State in which 
organized. 

it has been the proudest boast of the American people that 
der our form of Government every man is free to engage in any 
lawful and legitimate business enterprise, and by the use 0 
capital and the exercise of his talents earn an honest livelihoc 
the prosecution of such business. It seems to me that we 
only degrade our peop!e but reflect upon the efficiency © 
form of government when we propose the establishment « 
government monopoly in any business for the purpose of prevent: 
ing individual or corporatemonopoly. Theremedy is topreventail 
monopoly, either in individual, corporate, or governmental han ‘s. 
by conferring on Congress the power to absolutely control «nd 
repress monopoly. This can be done by the adoption of the ‘ 
stitutional amendment proposed and the enactment of proper! \ws 
pursuant thereto. If this isdone legitimate individual enter} !! 
and the legitimate operation of combined capital will not be 
terfered with. At the same time the people will be amply | 
tected against unjust exactions and fair competition in every |" 
dustrial enterprise maintained. The remedy proposed is si) '°, 
easily understood, and most efficient. 


The only answer that can 
be made is that “State rights” are interfered with. 
STATE RIGHTS. ’ 
The several State governments undeniably have the right to 
possess and may justly exercise all the powers and privileges 10% 
granted or surrendered to and vested in the Federal Government, 


to 
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anted to and vested in them respectively by the people of the monopolies, would absolutely crush industrial enterprise in the 


States respectively. But this is a nation, possessing all the powers 
of anation, and should possess and exercise every power necessary 
for the establishment and enforcement of “justice” among all 
the people, the promotion of *‘the general welfare,” and the secur- 
ing and exercise of the ‘‘ blessings of liberty.” To accomplish 
these purposes, among others, the Constitution of the United 
States was framed and adopted by the people. 

Just how these ends may be attained with a divided power that 
permits and is not competent to prevent the formation and opera- 
tion of combinations, representing millions of capital, which pre- 
yent competition in manufacture and production, many of the 
ordinary occupations of life, drive enterprising and intelligent 
individuals out of business, and concentrate it and wealth and the 
ownership of property in a few hands, and thus enable the few to 
absolutely determine the price the many must pay for the neces- 
saries of life, and so wring tribute from the toiling masses, is not 
perceived by me and can not be discovered by anyone, A cen- 
tury of industrial life has passed. During that time the effort has 
been constant to draw the line between the powers of the States 
respectively and the powers of the Federal Government. 

he courts have ordinarily settled these disputes. But there 
came a time when courts were ignored and a resort was had to 
the power of the sword, which cut the Gordian knot and liberated 
8,000,000 slaves. That constitutional ques{jion was thus settled 
without an amendment to the Constitution in the first instance. 
But the verdict of the people, recorded in blood, was then written 
in the fundamental law. We are now confronted with an indus- 
trial problem the solution of which is easy and may be speedy 
and peaceful, By the adoption of this proposed amendment no 
State will lose anything, but every State will gain much—absolute 
freedom from industrial monopoly. When States are powerless 
to protect themselves or their people against an existing evil of 
giant proportions and the General Government is also powerless, 
and all that is required is to awaken a sleeping power abiding in 
neither, but which is dormant with the people, it seems to me the 
very extreme of folly to deny for a moment an appeal to the peo- | 
ple to surrender to their Representatives and Senators in Congress | 
plenary power to release them from the chains of industrial mo- 
nopoly. 





THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

The stock in trade of the Democratic pee is opposition to the 
protective tariff of Blaine, McKinley, and Nelson Dingley, those 
champions of the people and of Republicanism. Not a calamity 
that can befall mankind; not a disease that flesh is heir to but is 
attributed to protection. Even war, pestilence, famine, and ex- 
pansion are evils having their origin and propagation in protec- 
tion, if Democracy is to bereliedupon. The committee examined 
this contention carefully and in a nonpartisan spirit. It has no 
merit. Protective tariffs have little, if anything, to do with 
monopoly. Monopolies and combinations to control production, 
trade, and prices grew to alarming proportions and were the sub- 
ject of denunciation and governmental decrees in free-trade 
countries hundreds of years before protective tariffs were sug- 
gested or devised. 

Free trade would be an incentive to monopoly and illegal com- 
bination. Our protective system has not only stimulated and pro- 
tected competition, but it has protected the people against foreign 
ee Should it be claimed that but for the existence of 
wealth there would be nocapital to combine and therefore no mo- 
nopoly; that protection has enabled our citizens to thrive and 
prosper, do business, keep money at home and bringit from abroad, 
and so by ag: ting capital engage in great enterprises and 
form and capitalize great corporations necessary to the growth of 
the nation, some of which sometimes overstep the bounds of legiti- 
mate business and seek tostifle competition and control prices and 
production, we may be compelled to gore guilty. 

_ Tf the true remedy for the evils of monopoly and ‘‘ combines” 
is to —— — tear down manufactories, deprive labor of 
employment, cripple the market for agricultural products, and 
im ish the American people, then let us open wide the door 
for free trade and the product of fo labor. Let the factories 
and workshops in the United States close their doors. Let the 
tide of exportation of American goods cease to flow and let each 
incom wave bring to our shores the ships of Europe richly 
laden with the finished product of her labor. Let us return to 
the days of 1895 and 1896 when, under the operations of Democ- 


racy, in three years’ time the deposits in national banks declined 
$1,000,000. In April last we exported $43,459,765 more than we 
imported that balance in our favor, that addition to our 


, even a Wilson bill, would end all this pros- 


Mr. Speaker, by abandoning protection and reducing all peame 
penury, all our ind enterprises, we ht possibly 
escape the s of some of the mon c and doing 
business in the United States, but not to our advantage. The 
corporations would then crowd out the lesser ones having 

capital, and combining together, and also with foreign 


wealth, Free 
peri 


Es 


United States, and our people would be at the mercy of uncon- 
trolled and uncontrollable foreign corporations and combinations. 
The old remedy of controlling crime was to drown the world, and 
so the deluge came. Only one pair of each species of living crea- 
tures was permitted to survive. 

The opponents of this joint resolution seem to think that the 


| only true remedy for the evils resulting from the existence of in- 


dustrial trusts, combinations, and monopolies is to destroy the 
agencies out of which they may be created. Destroy wealth, 
therefore, and stifle all industrial enterprise, and monopoly will 
beimpossible! Destroy all mankind, the guilty andinnocent alike, 
and crime will cease to exist! This is the argument. 

Mr, Speaker, we are not suffering because the manufacturers of 
Europe are not permitted to compete with our industrial enter- 
prises and seize our markets if possible, but for the reason that 
competition among our own people is prevented. By this pro- 
posed amendment we purpose to remedy evils that would be un- 
restrainable by any possible legislation if tariff duties should be 
removed from imported material entering into the products of 
these combines or trusts. 

The proposed remedy would only aggravate the disease. It is 
not suggested by any, save those who are opposed to the protective 
policy of the Republican party. When we observe the present 
prosperity of our people, study the history of legislation, reason 
from cause to effect, and contemplate the magnificent growth of 
the nation in education, religion, enterprise, and material wealth, 
we are more than content with the operation of protective-tariff 


laws. We make no concession to the free traders or ‘‘calamity 
howlers.” The happiness and contentment of the American home 
is too sacred, the growing strength of the Republic too dear to 


every heart, to permit the thought of an abandonment of a system 
that has made this the most intelligent, the most wealthy, and, 
above all, the freest nation of the earth. 
THE RIGHT AND MODE OF AMENDMENT. 
Articles [IX and X of the amendments to the Constitution, here- 
tofore adopted, declare: 


The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be con- 
strued to deny or disparage others retained by the people 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 


he people. 
Article V of the Constitution declares: 


The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shail proposeamendments tothisConstitution, * * * which * * * shall 
be valid toall intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified 
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by conventions 
in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of ratification may be 


proposed by the Congress. 

The method is simple and easily understood and inexpensive. 
The ‘‘loud and imperative call” made by the people, and which 
ought to be regarded and heeded as a demand upon Congress, has 
been heard, and a Republican House responds by presenting a 
bill exhausting Congressional power. Knowing that to be inad- 
equate to correct existing and growing evils, it also requests our 
Democratic brethren to unite with us in granting permission to 
the people of the States to confer full power in the premises, Our 
action will not bind a single individual or legislative body in any 
State. If the people see fit to deny to the National Congress this 
power, well and good; but I regard it unwise, unjust, and un- 
— to deny to the States the opportunity to express them- 
selves, 

WILL COMBINED CAPITAL OBJECT? 

Aggregated capital, if honest in its purposes, will approve, not 
oppose, the submission of this question to the States, to the peo- 
ple. The amendment is designed, if adopted, to permit the 
enactment of laws restraining wrong. Is it not wise to let the 
people express themselves on a governmental question of such 
vast importance? Aggregated capital asks and receives the pro- 
tection of the laws of a just and an intelligent people. Doubtless 
it desires—certainly it needs—the confidence and respect of the 


people. This it will have if willing to submit to reasonable re- 
straints im by just and equitable laws. 
Combin 


ae extends its operations into ay States, fre- 
quently into all, Will it not find greater safety and less vexation 
when submitting to the power and under the protection of uniform 
national laws than when operating under and seeking to comply 
with the diverse and conflicting laws of forty-five States? Those 
corporations and associations engaged in interstate transportation 
are now subject to the control of uniform Federal laws, Is there 
any good reason why the great manufacturing and producing 
corporations and associations whose products are carried to every 
State, enter into the commerce of every State, and supply the 
necessities of the people of every State, should not be controlled 
by uniform Federal laws? 

Many of the great corporations and associations whose opera- 
tions are legitimate and lawful meet with denunciation for the 
reason come Speers sontmen conducted in an illigitimate manner and 
for oppressive exists and carries on busi- 


ness in of State and F power combined, This fact is 
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seized upon and used as the basis for denouncing every corpora- 
tion and association. 
because of the existence and questionable character of the one. 
When this amendment is adopted and appropriate laws are en- 
acted and enforced by virtue thereof the black sheep may be taken 
from the fold and popular confidence restored. t this resolu- 
tion pass and be adopted by the States and corporate rights will 
be respected and guarded by juries and the prejudice will disap- 
pear. One good effect of the Sherman law against combination 
and conspiracy in restraint of trade and commerce has been the 
removal of prejudice against corporations engaged in that business. 
THE EXTENT OF POWER NECESSARY. 

It has been suggested, and even urged, by some of our Repub- 
lican colleagues, that all corporations, associations, and partner- 
ships ought to bechartered by and under the control of Congress. 
It is decidedly trne that the business of manufacture and produc- 


tion has grown to such proportions and is controlled so largely | 


by corporations, combinations, and associations, has become so 


national in its character, scope, and purpose, that a single corpo- | 


ration or association may affect all the people of the Republic. 
Therefore Congress should have plenary power over all of them, 
for that which is national in its character and scope ought to be 
controlled by national power—uniform laws. As I have stated, 
this is the genius and character of our Government. Said Mr. 
Justice Harlan, of the Supreme Court, in discussing monopolies 
and combinations in the Knight case: 

What power is competent to protect the people of the United States against 
such dangers except a national power—one that is capable of exerting its 
sovereign authority throughout every part of the territory and over all the 
people of the nation? 

But it is not at all necessary or indeed proper that Congress 
have power over all corporations, Many are formed and carry 
on business for purposes and with objects purely local in their 
operation. It is not the purpose to raise the cry of *‘ centraliza- 
tion.” All that is desirable is to reach conditions or evils that 
the States can not or will not and that Congress is now powerless 
to control or repress. There is no desire or disposition to inter- 
fere with legitimate industries and enterprises in the several 
States, or interfere with corporations chartered by a State, further 
than found absolutely necessary for the protection of the people 
of the United States. 

ACTION BY INDIRECTION, 

It has been urged, and I suppose will be urged, that an illegal 
and oppressive trust, combination, or conspiracy to monopolize, 
manufacture, and control prices may be reached and repressed 
by indirect action, by forbidding interstate transportation of its 
products, denying it the use of the mails, forbidding it the owner- 
ship of more than one plant,confining its business to a single 
State, etc. I have already demonstrated that the right to carry 
property of any kind from one State to another for use can not be 
denied by the State or by the nation, or both acting in harmony. 

In the bill which we submit we deny interstate transportation 
to the products of illegal trusts and monopolies except for use, 
and provide for their forfeiture if so carried. We also deny the 
use of the mails to such illegal concern, It must be remembered 
that section 9 of the bill is experimental legislation, as was the 
original Sherman law. The constitutionality of the proposed sec- 
tion ¥ may be reasonably and seriously questioned. The goods 
are in themselves innocuous necessaries of life, and the question 
is whether eggs, beef, wheat, and other pure foods, necessaries of 
life, articles of common use, coal, found only in certain sections 
of the country and in certain States, and necessary to the people 
of all the States, may be denied interstate transportation because 
the production thereof has fallen into the hands of bad or grasp- 
ing men, or soulless, monopolistic corporations. And if so for- 
bidden for purposes of sale, the law will be evaded and its pur- 
poses largely defeated by sending orders and receiving consign- 
ments for use. 

THE EFFECTIVE REMEDY. 

The only real effective remedy is to give Congress the power to 
control and, if necessary, repress and dissolve such illegal combi- 
nations and monopolies, in whatever form existing. The mails 
can not be denied them until adjudged illegal, and this will be 
evaded in many ways. Postmasters can not be made judge and 
jury and executioner in such cases. And who is to determine, 
and when, and how, as to what letters may be sent and what 
stopped? Must the letters of every citizen be opened and read by 
prying and garrulous postmasters in searching and watching for 
communications supposed to be sent by a monopoly or an illegal 
combination? We may harass and annoy under our present con- 
stitutional power, but remedy the evils we can not. May it not 
be that such a power had better not be exercised at all? 


THE TRUE COURSE. 
I assert that the Congress of the United States should have the 
wer to maintain an open field for honest competition in all in- 
ustrial enterprise and occupation throughout the entire Union; 
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that in efforts to accomplish this we should not be compelled jo 
act by indirection, or resort to methods of questionable ex), 
diency or to legislation of doubtful constitutionality, I ass; 
that when corporations or associations of individuals so condu. 
their business as to become a menace to the welfare of the peoy!o 
generally throughout this Republic, or in the territory belongin. 
thereto, the Congress of the United States, representing t)), 
people and answerable to them, should possess the constitution.,| 
power to control, repress, and dissolve the illegal and dangeroy 
organization. [Applause. | 
Upon this platform I am willing to stand. Upon this platfor:, 
the Republican party can safely stand and confidently go to tho 
people for a renewal of power. Our broad domain as a whole sees 
not the rising or the setting sun. Some part of it is always in t}io 
Behold its magnificent people, grand in their industry 
and patriotism, noble in their purpose and ambition! Let us an 
swer “‘the loud and imperative call” for action on our part that 
we have done all we can, and that with the concurrence and ap- 
proval of the people we will in the year that marks the beginning 
of the twentieth century give them complete freedom from t}; 
chains of industrial monopoly. The Republican party has ever 
been, ever will be, the party of progress, expanding ideas, and 
courageous action. Honest capital and the honest masses of 1}, 
people are with us, and if we do our duty by that people we shal! 
add new stars to the already brilliant constellation of Republican 
successes and Republican achievements, [Loud and continued 
applause. ] 

LEAVE TO PRINT, 

Mr. TERRY obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHATTUC, Before the gentleman from Arkansas bevins 
his remarks, will he yield to me a moment? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th of May I made some 
observations on the floor of this House, and I had ten days’ leay: 
to extend those remarks. I was unexpectedly called home, so my 
time lapsed. I now ask that I may have ten days more to cou- 
plete that beautiful speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman was ill,as I understand? 

Mr. SHATTUC. No,sir; I was not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iso understood the gentleman. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. LENTZ. I ask unanimous consent that I have leave until 
Tuesday morning next to extend the remarks which I made last 
Monday. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

; TRUSTS, 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, owing to the “7 limited time 
allowed under the rule for discussion of the bill (10539), it be- 
comes necessary to take ap Se bill and joint resolution together, 
and as a great many members upon this side are asking for time, 
I prefer to put my remarks in as condensed a form as possible, and 
hope to be able to proceed rapidly without any unnecessary inter- 
ruptions. 

I regret that in so grave an issue as that of sabmitting an anti- 
trust amendment to the Constitution of the United States the Re- 
publican majority here has seen fit to present it in a form and 
manner so objectionable as to preclude the idea that it can ever 
become a part of the fundamental law of the land. When men 
sincerely desire to carry through any particular proposition they 
submit it in the least objectionable form. 

They cast aside all unnecessary makeweights and cut it loose 
from all connection with other aeeene whose entanglements 
might cause its defeat, and if there be any hope that by striking 
off a little here‘and adding:a little there they can obtain the sup- 
port necessary to secure its adoption, they are always careful to 
leave the proposition open to change or amendment for that pur- 
pose, ; 

The exact reverse of that has been the course and conduct of the 
Republican majority here in everything connected with the pr - 
posed amendment to the Constitution. In the very outset of 1's 
consideration in the special committee to which it was referred. it 
seems to have been regarded as a an question, to be treated 
from the standpoint of a party exigency. See 

Finally it was brought forth in substantially the form in which 
it now appears, and to prevent that form being changed in tlie 
slightest particular, it is put before the House under an irol- 
bound rule that shuts off any substitute or amendment whatever. 
Men who sincerely desire the final adoption of a constitutional 
amendment do not usually set about to secure itin that way. | 

You Republicans know that this joint resolution can not obtain 
a two-thirds majority withoutthe aid of Democratic votes. Why, 
then, have you worded its very first section in such form as to 
force every Democrat who votes for it to thereby impliedly sub- 
scribe to your doctrine that the Constitution does not extend to 
Porto Rico, that the Constitution does not follow the flag? Grant 
even that you were correct in your contention on that point, why 








900. 


should you lug that question into your proposed legislation against | 
monopolies? ; p E : 

Are you afraid that without section 1 you will not be able to 
reach some trust or monopoly in Porto Rico or in the far-off Phil- | 
ippines? if, as we contend, the Constitution follows the flag, and 
your Article XVI became a part of the Constitution, it will go 
there too. If, on the other hand, you are correct, and the Consti- 
tution does not extend to Porto Rico, then the power of Congress 
is practically unlimited and it does not need any constitutional 
amendment to enable it to legislate against monopolies in any of 
that country. Why, then, have you handicapped your amend- 
ment with the weight of a matter in grave dispute between your 
party and ours? 

Then, if it is not necessary, either under your construction or 
under our construction, why do you put it in here? You have 
deliberately put it in a form to insure its defeat. You can not 
deceive the American people when you put your proposition in its 
most obnoxious form and then go and tell them that the Demo- 
crats were not willing to pass it in that form; that you advocated 
it. but that the Democrats would not consent to it. 





Do not imagine that you are going to fool anybody in that way. | 


You can not do it. Putting it in its most objectionable form, 
does that look as though you are sincere in your expressed desire 
to secure the adoption of this amendment? In view of all the 
facts, the country will not believe that you are. 

Now, let us look at your section 2. It reads as follows: 


Src. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor- 
poration or otherwise. - 

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 


You thereby propose to give to Congress an unlimited power 
to define what shall be considered a trust or monopoly, and you 
then say ‘‘ the several States may continue to exercise such power 


in any manner notin conflict with the laws of the United States. ” | 


Is this not tantamount to putting it in the power of Congress to 
pass such legislation as will oust the States of all their present 
powers of legislation against trusts, or what amounts to the same 
thing, to render void all their laws upon that subject? 

Suppose Congress should pass a law to the effect that the ele- 
ments a, b, c, and d should be necessary to constitute a trust and 
a State should pass a law that the two elements a and b should be 
sufficient to constitute a trust, would not such State law conflict 
with the law of Congress? The absolute power of definition, 
granted by a constitutional amendment, is a sovereign power and 
as broad as the charter of the winds. The States could not legis- 
late against anything as a trust which Congress by its definition 
had said was not a trust. 

With that power Congress could so legislate as to destroy every 
statute in every State to-day against trusts, and one of the ablest 
members upon your Judiciary Committee admitted it and said 
that was what he wanted. Ah, you try to veil the claws of the 
tiger of centralization by which you expect to overthrow the last 
of the rights of sovereign States to deal with matters of this kind, 
affecting their people in the very highest degree! 

You have endeavored to veil your purpose, but it will stand 
revealed before the American people, and you know it will, and 
you know when it is revealed you can not hope to get such an 
amendment adopted, and you do not want it adopted. Some of 
you may, but the powers behind the throne that know where 
“the sinews of war” come from do not want it, and they want 
it put in a form to insure its defeat. 

Jp to the present time the only legislation against trusts that 
has amounted to anything has been State legislation honestly en- 
forced, Texas has brought the Waters-Pierce Oil Company mo- 
nopoly to its knees, Missouri has brought the insurance trust to 
its knees, and under the laws of Ohio, had your party there but up- 
held the hands of Attorney-General Monett, the Standard Oil mo- 
nopoly would have been driven from the State. 

ou know it, and yet you propose to legislate in such a way as 
to strike down those powers that so far have been of benefit to the 
State. Can you expect three-fourths of the States to virtually 
surrender those powers so important to the welfare of their peo- 
ple? But some of you have argued that in my construction of 
this section I am in error. 

On that point I only desire to say that if I am in error, I err in 
company with many of the ablest lawyers both in the House and 
in the Senate, wre of politics. If, however, you are right 
in claiming that this will not interfere with the powers of the 
State, why not place the whole matter beyond dispute by striking 
out the second clause of your section 2 and adding in lieu thereof 
the following, which is the Democratic proposition that we en- 
deavored to submit this morning—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, And that was ruled out, 

Mr. TERRY. Yes; that was ruled out: 


Nothing in this article nor any act of Congress in pursuance thereof shall 
operate to or im: ‘ 
ovveral i a “3 mpalr any of the rights or powers held by any of the 
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That was the amendment that we sought to obtain the privilege 
of voting for. 

That would have put the matter beyond cavil and would leave 
to the States the undisturbed exercise of the powers they now pos- 
sess. Do this, and strike out your unnecessary section 1, and I 
will vote for your resolution and will insure you enough votes on 
this side to carry the resolution through the House. 

Butsomesay,**Howcan there beconcurrent jurisdiction?” Easily 
enough. Of course the powers of the States as they now exist can 
not extend to interstate powers. You would have a right under 


| this constitutional amendment to legislate not only as to inter- 


state commerce, but you would have a right under it to reach 
such things as the sugar trust in Pennsylvania, which the United 
States Supreme Court held they could not reach under the present 
law. I think, however, it was more defect of proof than a want 
of law in that particular case. 

Another familiar example of concurrent jurisdiction without any 
clash is this: That States prosecute men for passing counterfeit 
money of the United States, and the United States prosecute like- 
wise. Has there ever been any trouble about that? Yet you say 
that Congress and the States can not both have power to legislate. 
When you come to examine the law, what becomes of that argu- 
ment? 

Now, if you want this amendment adopted, why object to put- 
ting it in such a way that there will be no doubt about what some 
of you say is the natural effect of it? Let this amendment be put 
in: Strike out section 1, to the effect that the Constitution does 
not follow the flag. Strike out that odious part. Why encumber 
the joint resolutioh with that? Strike that out and recognize the 


| powers of the States to do what they are now trying to do. 


Put these things into your paren in that way, and [ will 
vote for it, and Iam sure you will get enough Democratic votes 
not only to pass it through the House but to have it adopted by 
three-fourths of the States. Will you do it? No. No; you do 
not want it adopted. You do not want to strike out even the un- 
necessary section 1. You will not do anything of the kind. You 
have purposely fixed your rule so that nothing of the kind could 
be done, and so that we can not get even a direct vote upon the 
question in any form whatever. 

You have deliberately put your proposition in a most obnoxious 
form. You have tied our hands by your rule, so that we can not 
even offer two amendments, the adoption of which would not only 
enable you to get for your amendment a two-thirds majority here, 
but also to get it ratified by three-fourths of all the States. And 
yet you expect the people to believe you are in earnest in your 
pretended effort to get a constitutional amendment against the 
trusts. 

You think you can go before the country and throw dust in 
the eyes of the people by saying: ‘‘ We tried to put through an 
amendment against trusts, but the Democrats would not let us.” 
You misjudge the character and insult the intelligence of the 
great body of the American people if you think they can be de- 
ceived by any such “stage tricks’ and ** grand-stand play ” as you 
are going through in this important matter. 

Even now the trust magnates who fill your campaign coffers 
are laughing at the high antics you are cutting up. |Applause 
on the Democratic side.| You frame constitutional amendments 
and put anti-trust planks in your platforms, but the trusts are not 
scared even a little bit at any such performances, They know 
that all your noise is only stage thunder; that it is ‘‘only thun- 
der in the index,” and that the after chapters will be entirely 
lovely andserene. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 

Now, in reference to H. R. 10539, with amendments proposed 
by the committee, I submit that it is not sufficient legislation 
upon the subject. Ican not indorse the belief your committee 
have expressed, that section 9 of their measure ‘exhausts the 
constitutional power of Congress in controlling, by penal provi- 
sions, trusts or monopolies in the manufacture and sale of articles 
of commerce.” 

Weak, indeed, must be the constitutional power that would be 
thus exhausted! A close inspection of this section 9 will show that 
it is weak in many particulars. In the first place, it hinges every- 
thing upon the ‘‘ purpose” or intent with which the corporation 
or association it refers to was organized or formed. In this par- 
ticular it is extremely weak. 

The decisions of the United States Supreme Court clearly indi- 
cate that it is the direct effect of the operations of such a corpora- 
tion, and not the purpose for which it was formed, that must be 
mainly looked io, In Addyston Pipe Company vs, United States, 
decided December 4, 1899, the court said: 

If the necessary direct and immediate effect of the contract be to violate 
a law of Congress and also to restrain and regulate interstate commerce, it is 


manifestly immaterial whether the design to so regulate was or was not in 
existence when the contract was entered into. 


Further on the court said: 


Where the contract affects interstate commerce only incidentally and not 
firectiy the fact that it was not designed or intended to affect such commerce 
is simply an additional reason for holding the contract valid and not touched 
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by the act of Congress. (See page 16 of No. 51, October term United States 
Supreme Court, December 4, 1898. ) 


In orJer to strengthen section 9, I offer this amendment: Strike 
out all after the figure ‘‘9,” in said section 9, and make it read as 
follows: 


Sec. 9. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or part- 
nership formed or made, or managing or carrying on its business, in whole 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner 
as to control or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manufacture, 
production, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise, intended for 
interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to the 
purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing, or in 
such manner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition in the 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal and a monopoly; and all such corporations, asso- 
ciations, joint-stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, agents, 
managers, and attorneys are hereby forbidden and prohibited from shipping 
or putting in transit any such article of commerce or merchandise to any 
State, Territory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Territory, or 
place in which it was manufactured or produced, tnd from selling or offering 
to sell any such article or merchandise to be so — or put into any such 
transit, unless for the private or personal use of the consignee; and for any 
violation of this provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the 
United States, and on conviction shall be punished y a fine of not less than 
$500 nor more than $5,000, and by imprisonment not less than thirty days nor 
more than six monthe. 

All such corporations, associations, joint-stock companies, and partnerships 
as above declared illegal shall be, and hereby are, forbidden and prohibited t) 
use of the United States mail in aid or furtherance of any such business or 
purposes, and all laws now in force for the prevention of the fraudulent use of 
the mails, so far as the same may be applicable, shall apply in the execution of 
such prohibition. 

Any such corporation, association, joint stock company, or partnership 
may be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or corpora- 
tion or association, or by and in behalf of the United § *s, and perpetually 
enjoined and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or foreign 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, or any foreign country; and no article of 
commerce produced or manufactured or owned and dealt in by any such 
corporation, association, joint stock ge or partnership so organized, 
formed, managed, or carrying on business shall be transported or carried 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured, or in 
which same may be, or without the District of Columbia if produced, manu- 
factured, or found therein, by any individual, corporation, or common car- 
rier, in any manner whatever. 

Allsuch articles of commerce as in violation of the 
act shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seiz 
or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any 


te 


rovisions of this 

by any marshal 
rson duly authorized 
by law to make such seizure, and when so seized shall be condemned by like 
proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and con- 
demnation of property imported into the United States contrary to law. 


The nena in italics indicates the important changes pro- 
posed in this amendment to said section 9. 

As section 10, as proposed by the committee, when properly con- 
strued imposes no punishment except upon the common carriers, 
their officers, agents, etc., we provide for punishment of the mo- 
nopoly, its officers, agents, etc., in section 9, which was omitted 
in that section as proposed by the committee. 

I have offered to amend section 10, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ corporation association, joint stock” in 
line 23 and the first word ‘‘ company ” in line 24, p 7, and the 
same words in line 2, on 8. These words, placed as they are, 
in section 10, are miaodion, and their proper place is in section 
9, as we propose, 

I have also offered as amendments to be added in after section 
10, on page 8, the following: 

First. A new section 11. 

Second. A new section 12. 

Third, A new section 13. 

Fourth. A new section 14, as follows, to wit: 


Src. 11. That every contract, combine, device, trust, or combination in the 
form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, tending to create a monopoly in 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, transportation, or d g in 
any article of commerce or merchandise, eo or commerce 
among the States or with f countries, or to create impedi- 
menta to, or resulting in ons to, such trade or commerce or aids to 
coumenenes, or to — or ee the a or production of such arti- 
cles or merchandise, for purpose increasing or decreasing, or operat- 
ing in such manner, or with such result, as to increase or decrease the price 
of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the pu of 

reventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, 
anapertonten, or dealing in such articles or merchandise, or to give power 
to charge unreasonable prices for merchandise or articles produced or man- 
ufactured to be bought, sold, exchanged. dealt in, or Srauaported in such 
ee SS ae ee imposing, or in such manner as to 
impose, unjust or onerous upon, or impediments to, the lawful 
ness of any company, or corporation engaged in the production 
or manufacture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be 
ill and a monopoly within the meaning of this act, and every 
make, or enter in’ device, 
trust, or com or conspiracy, or 
shall be a promoter thereof therein, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
not less than $500 and not exceeding $5,000 and by impriconment not less 
than six months and not ex one . 

Sec. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satis- 

fied that the price of any or article of merchandise has been en- 

in consequence of any fpenenety se Gepnee in this act, he shall issue 

is proclamation suspending the of all customs duties or import 

taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign 

countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement 

in price of such commodity or article of exists, and until re- 
voked the proclamation of the President. 

Spo. That wherever any State or Territory shall, in any law against 
trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign cor- 


who 


May 31, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


poration, association, joint-stock company, or partnership, or stockholdc,. 
member, or officer belonging to or interested in any such trust, com),j;, 
monopoly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on o) 
any business, or have any office or place of business, in such State, or « 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporat 
association, or partnership, or prohibit the sale or offering for sale in s),.\, 
State of any article or merchandise produced by it, every such corporat; 
association, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do ; 
business or have any office or place of business therein, and all its artic]. 
merchandise carried thereto, shall be subject to the operation and eff«-: 
such law, to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had | 
incorporated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or 1 
chandise had been made and not brought therein; and no such law sha! 
regarded as in any way trenching 7 the power of Congress to regulat. 
commerce among the States or with foreign nations: Provided, however. [| 
such articles or merchandise may be shipped and transported into any s 
State or Territory for the personal and private use of the consignee. ~ 
Sec. 14. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or pa 

nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the Distri 
Columbia, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the la, 
the United States or of a State or of a Territory, owning or controlling 
plant or business, or a majority of the stock in any plant or business, sip 
to its own, in any other State, Territory, or place outside of the one in y 
it was first chartered, organized, or formed. shall, before being permit. 
ship, consign, take, carry, or transport, or sell or deliver for shipment, t 
other State or Territory, or into or from the District of Columbia. « 
foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise of its own pro 
tion or manufacture, or receive consignments or shipments of artic! 
commerce or merchandise, manufactured or produced in any other Stat 
Territory, or in the District of Columbia, or any foreign country, file in + 
office of the Secretary of State of the United States a certified copy « 
articles of incorporation, association, or partnership, together with a 
verified statement showing the article or articles or merchandise manu' 
tured, produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manufactured, prod 
or dealt in by it; a copy of its by-laws, rules, and regulations; the nam 
places of residence of its officers and stockholders; the amount of its ca; 
stock and the amount thereof actually issued; the amount thereof ac: 
peta in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and also a 

ull statement of all its debtsand liabilities; the number of its employees and 
wages paid; the dividends paid, if any; the amount of itssurplus, if any 
character of additions and improvements made each year and the 
thereof, and a statement of its operating and other expenses, together with 
a balance sheet showing its profits and losses: and shall annually therea(t 
file in said office a report, verified by a majority of the directors of ac»: 
ration, or by a majority of the members of an association, joint stock 
pany, or partnership, showing the same facts as then existing, and sha! 

ore shipping, or offering or attempting to ship, or sell or deliver for 
ment, or put in the way for transit, to any other State or Territory. 
District of Columbia, or any foreign country, any article of commer 
merchandise manufactured, produced, or dealt in by it, plainly and cons) 
ously stamp thereon, when susceptible of being so stamped, and also on 
outside of packages, boxes, or tanks containing the same, the name of t 
article or merchandise, and the name of the corporation, association nt 
stock company, or partnership eeeeetene esas, or dealing in the 
same, and the place from and to which it is to be shipped or transported 

Every such corporation, association, or partnership as referred to in this 

section, and every officer, agent, or attorney thereof, that shall ship, or offer 
or attempt to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in the way of 
transit, to any other State or Territory, or to the District of Columbia, or to 
any foreign country, any article or merchandise dealt in, manufactured, or 
produced by it, or shall violate or fail to comply with any of the provis 
of this section, shall be deemed guilty of a sileeneane. and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 and not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more thar 
one year. 


In order to provide for this numbering of the proposed new 
sections above set forth, amend section 6 by adding after the word 
**thirteen” the words “fourteen,” “fifteen,” ‘‘sixteen,” and ‘‘ sev- 
enteen,” and change the numbers of the sections 11, 12, and 13, as 
pegpoeed by the committee, to 15, 16, and 17. 

The purpose of the new section 11 is to apply the force and 
principle of the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution to 
certain acts, facts, and conditions which the United States Su- 
preme Court has held to be within the purview of said interstate- 
commerce clause, and which we think that Congress, in its power 
to regulate commerce, should declare against as hindrances to 
and interferences with such commerce, here Congress, in its 
power to legislate upon a given subject, has adopted legislation 
declaratory of its ju ent in the matter, the courts have always 
gone as far as they reasonably could to uphold such legislation. 

In the case of McCulloch vs. State of Mexylend, Chief Justice 
Marshall, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government are 
limited, and that its limits are not to be transcended. But we think the 
sound construction of the Constitution must allow to the National Legis.a- 
ture that discretion with respect to the means by which the powers It con- 
fers are to be carried into execution, which will enable that body to perform 
the high duties assigned to it in the manner ‘most beneficial to the peo) !e. 
(4 Wheaton, 316.) 

See this case referred to on page 55, House Document No. 476, 
part 2, Report of the Industrial Commission. 

It is notorious that there are scores of giant combines and mo- 
nopolies that are e in destroying competition and swallow- 
ing up their competitors, to the injury of trade and commerce 
among the States and to the great oppression of the people in all 
the States. Is a to sit idly by and proclaim its power }s 
exhausted, and that it can do nothing further to aid the people 
who are struggling in the folds of these mighty combinations’ 

Section 12, which I propose, relates to customs duties and 1™- 

rts over which the power of Congress does undoubtedly extend. 

hy not invoke that pane in behalf of the people? 

Section 13, which I have , is for the purpose of apply- 
ing against the trusts the ciple of the Wilson law against 
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original packafes. When the Wilson law came up in Congress 
in 1880, many of the smart set of lawyers then holding seats here 
made haste to give the opinion that such a law would be uncon- 
etitutional, but the United States Supreme Court upheld it all 
the same. (In re Rahrer, 140 U. 8., 545; House Doc. No. 476, 

ge 61.) 
he. RAY of New York. Is it not true that the Supreme Court 
of the United States has decided that Congress can not give a 
State consent to prohibit the introduction into its limits, for use, 
of any article of commerce? I concede that they may prohibit its 
introduction for sale; but has not the Supreme Court of the United 
Siates decided that the States can not, and that the Congress of 
the United States can not confer upon the State power, or consent 
to its exercising the power, whichever way you put it 

Mr. TERRY. I understand your question, and I want to hurry 

rough. 

Te RAY of New York (continuing). Prohibiting the intro- 
duction for use of an article. 

Mr. TERRY. I will answer your question. The Supreme 
Court has decided that Congress can not confer powers upon the 
States, and it does not take any lawyer or any Supreme Court to 
know that would be the law even if the Supreme Court had never 
decided it, because the States have conferred power upon Con- 
eress, not Congress on the States. Now, while the Supreme Court 
has decided that, they decided in construing the Wilson law that 
where Congress, which has power to regulate interstate commerce, 
has seen proper to waive, as it were, that privilege to the extent 
of saying that an article when it enters into a State should be sub- 
ject to its law, that Congress had a right to do that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In the same opinion did they not also 
ho!d that Congress could not authorize a State to prevent the im- 
portation of that article for use? 

Mr. TERRY. I have already told you that the Supreme Court 
decided that Congress could not authorize the States to do any- 


thing. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, that is your full comprehension of 
that legal proposition, is it? 

Mr, TERR . I will take care of my comprehension, and I 
hope you will take care of yours. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will endeavor to. 
about me. 

Mr. TERRY. And don’t you fret any about me. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me ask my colleague, Did not the 
court hold in those two cases that Congress could not, as you put 
it, “ waive” this powér? 

Mr. TERRY. They did not use the word ‘ waive;” but their 
holding was to that effect. 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; butthat is the way you put it, so 





Don't you fret 


I put itin the same way. Did they not hold that Congress could | 


not waive its power so as to permit a State to prohibit the intro- 
duction into it of alcoholic liquors for use of a man bringing them 
in for his own use? Is not that true? 

Mr. TERRY. ‘They decided something like that, as I recollect, 
in the Sonth Carolina case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Did they not hold that to be so? 

Mr. TERRY. I think so, in the South Carolina case, 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is all I want. 

Mr. TERRY. But that was in reference to articles for the per- 

nal use of the consignee; and that condition would not exist as 
to articles shi a in or sold to merchants, 

Mr. RAY of ew York. Thatisright. Now, I donot wantto 
interrupt the gentleman against his will. 

Mr. TERRY. Iam always glad tosee your cheerful counte- 
nance before me. [Laughter. | 


Mr. RAY of New York. That being true, then, if a monopoly | 


exists, we will say, in New York, and it has absolute control of a 
production, so that it can fix the price of the article produced by 
it, Congress and the State acting together can not prohibit that 
article from being taken into Arkansas for use. 

Mr. TERRY. For the use of the personal consignee, you may 
be correct, and that is the extent. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very good. 

Mr. TERRY. But they can not introduce it there for the pur- 
pose of putting it in stores for sale to the people. 
ae of New York. I willstate to the gentleman that that 

right. 

Mr. TERRY. And when you say that the people using goods 
made by monopolies throughout the various States will have to 
order them for personal use, the monopolies are destroyed. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let us see if that istrue. You 
are making a good deal of uproar over that. [Laughter. } 

Now, then, the people of Arkansas and the United States in the 
case you put are perfectly powerless. Now, suppose the goods 
were produced in New Jersey, as in the whisky case. The people 
of South Carolina wanted whisky, and all they had to do was to 
send orders to New York, and it was sent down there in carloads 
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for the use of the people of South Carolina, and nobody could 
preventit. Now, you take monopoly-made goods. The people of 
your State want the goods; and say a thousand individuals make 
up an order and there are a thousand orders sent in one. 

Mr. TERRY. Oh, ‘come off.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Waitaminute. You take it down to 
a merchant, and he sends the orders to the monopoly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, A thousand of them get together and 
make the order! 

Mr. RAY of New York. They do not need to get together, 
The orders are all sent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Havethey not got to get together to send 
the orders? 

Mr. RAY of New York. <A thousand orders are sent, and theso 
articles are sent together. 

Mr. TERRY. I think you have got enough in the Recorp for 
to-day. I can not yield to you for a speech. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You said that you would permit me 
to ask you a question. 

Mr, TERRY. I want to be courteous, but you are too long. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I said I would not interrupt you 
against your will. 

Mr. TERRY. I did not think I was yielding to a speech; I 
thought I yielded for a question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Itwas, butitisalong question. Well, 
now, you have heard my question. If you donot want to answer 
that, you need not; but the question is this: Is it not possible for 
amonopoly to carry onits business even against the interests of the 
people of Arkansas, the condition of the law being as I stated it? 

Mr. TERRY. I think whenever you reduce the monopolies to 
such a state that every man would have to order for himself, their 
future usefulness (?) will be very greatlyimpaired. [Laughter. | 
I want to say, furthermore, to you gentlemen that if you do not 
believe Congress can authorize it, and if you do not thinkin the 
way the Supreme Court of the United States thinks, if you do not 
believe that, why then, in your bill to prevent the importation of 
convict goods you were trying to fool the people, were you? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Il want to say here, in all frankness, 
that I stated to my colleagues when they proposed to pass that 
bill that it was not constitutional. I knew it was not, and if it 
is enacted into law the Supreme Court of the United States will 
tel) them so. 

Mr. TERRY. Did you vote for it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. 1 did not vote for it. 

Mr. TERRY. All I desire tosay upon that is simply this: That 
if the Republican majority of this House were willing to risk the 
Constitution upon a bill to allow the States to prohibit the impor- 
| tation of the products of convict labor, bad as convict labor is, 
against free labor, it will not compare with the vile extortions and 
| outrageous oppressions of the trusts. Now, why do you not apply 

the very principles of your anti-convict made goods law and make 
it against the trusts? The American people will demand to know 
that. You answer that as best you can. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Will the gentleman excuse me for mak- 
ing an inquiry? 
Mr. TERRY. I will yield to the gentleman, 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Will you be kind enough to state to me 
the number of the section in your proposed amendment that pro- 
| poses to accomplish this purpose that you now speak of? 
| Mr. TERRY. It isin the Recorp. 
| Mr. LITTLEFIELD, I have not been able to find it in the 
report. 
| Mr. TERRY. I have already referred to it in my remarks, and 
| 
| 
' 
| 


can not take up the time to go back to look for it now. 

Section 14, as I propose, is for the purpose of securing publicity 
in the operations and business conduct of corporations owning or 
| controlling business and plants, or the majority of the stock in 
any such, outside of the State or Territory in which their charters 
were first obtained. All such corporations are monopolistic and 
their business is carried on in such manner as to destroy competi- 
tion, and that was the very object for which they bought up the 
plants of rivals in other States. 
| Certainly Congress has some power to deal with combines of 
| this character, and an instructive case on this point is that of the 

United States vs. ‘Coal Dealers’ Association of California (85 Fed, 
ep., 252). The court in its statement says: 





Practically all the coal used in San Francisco is mined in Washington, Ore- 
on, and British Columbia. A very large number of the coal dealers in San 
‘rancisco formed themselves into an association, agrecing not to sell coal be- 

low certain prices. This association entered into a contract with the pro- 
ducers of coal in Washington, Oregon, and British Columbia, whereby the 
producers agreed to cooperate with the association tocarry out its purposes, 
| and the producers agreed not to sell coal toany nonmember except for a 
| much higher price than they charged members. United States seeks to en- 


join proceedings under this arrangement. 


OPINION OF THE COURT. 

The combination affects the sale of coal as soon as it arrives in San Fran- 
cisco from other States and before it has become a part of the mass of prop- 
erty in the State. Until it has become part of the mass of property inthe 
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State it remains in interstate commerce, and therefore comes under the trust 
act. It is unnecessary to discuss whether the restraint is reasonable, for the 
trust act forbids all restraints, reasonable or not. 


Now, if this Coal Dealers’ Association of California had not 
‘entered into contract with the producers of coal in Washington, 
Oregon, and British Columbia,” but had bought up their plants 
and business and so conducted the operations of such combine as 
to bring about the same results as the court refers to, what would 
be the difference in principle? The same monopoly would result 
and the same obstruction to commerce and free competition. 

In reading over the report of the committee on H. R. 19539, I 
can but think that our Republican colleagues upon the committee 
“threw up the sponge” too soon. 

Witness the following language in their report No. 1506: 

The Supreme Court has decided that however much trusts, combinations, 
and conspiracies to monopolize manufacture and production affect and re- 
strain commerce, such results are indirect and incidental, and that therefore 


the power to regulate commerce does not include power to regulate or re- 
press such monopolies, combinations, and conspiracies. 


Now, I submit that a careful reading of the Supreme Court de- 
cisions on this subject will not sustain this statement of the com- 
mittee in all its broadness and entirety. In the case of United 
States vs. E. C. Knight Company (156 U. 8.), to which, with Ad- 
dyston Pipe and Steel Company case, the committee doubtless 
refers, the court say this: 


The fact that an article is manufactured for export toanother State does 
not of itself make it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the 
manufacturer does not determine the time when the article or product passes 
from the control of the State and belongs to commerce. 


But further on in that same opinion the court say: 


It must be held that an article does not become a part of interstate com- 
merce until it is started for another State. 


And to show a still further qualification to the language last 
quoted, the court, in the Addyston pipe case, say: 


The commodity may not have commenced its journey and so may still be 
completely within the jurisdiction of the State for the purposes of State tax- 
ation, and yet at the same time the commodity may have been sold for deliy- 
ery in another State. Any combination among the dealers in that kind of 
commodity which in its direct and immediate effect forecloses all competition 
and enhances the purchase price for which such commodity would otherwise 
be delivered at its destination in another State would, in our judgment, be 
one in restraint of trade or commerce among the States,even though the article 
to be transported and delivered in another State were still taxable at its place 
of manufacture. 


Such is the language of the Supreme Court, and yet, strange to 
say, section 9, as proposed by the committee, omits all reference 
to the question of selling or putting in transit, which is the most 
important Federal question in the case! 

Further on the court say: 


A contract or combination which directly related to manufacture only, 
was not brought within the purview of the act. 


Of course not, if it related only to manufacture. 

It must, therefore, be veryap arent that the committee amend- 
ments fall far short and stand in need of further amendment. 
Congress has at present the exclusive power to regulate interstate 
commerce, Therefore no State or corporation or individual can 
have the right to do anything that amounts to a regulation 
or a restraint upon it. Now, what is meant by the term “ regu- 
late?” Here is the answer of the Supreme Court in the Addysten 
Pipe case: 

if cortain kinds of private contracts do directly, as already stated, limit or 
restrain, and hence regulate interstate commerce, why should not the power 
of Congress reach those contracts just the same as if the legislation of some 
State had enacted the provisions contained in them? 

> * ” - . > * 

Commerce is the important subject of consideration, and anything which 
directly obstructs and thus regulates that commerce which is carried on 
among the States, whether it is State legislation or private contracts between 


individuals or coe paretnes, should be subject to the power of Congress in 
the regulation of that commerce. 


That preventing competition is a restraint and therefore a regu- 
lation on trade, mark this language of the court: 

While no particular contract regarding the furnishing of pipe and the 
price for which it should be furnished was in the contemplation of the par- 
ties to the combination at the time of its formation, yet it was their intention, 
as it was the purpose of the combination, to directly and by means of such 
combination increase the price for which all contracts for the delivery of pipe 
within the territory above described should be made, and the latter result 
was to be achieved by abolishing all competition between the parties to the 
combination. The direct and immediate result of the combination was there- 
fore necessarily a restraint upon interstate commerce in respect of articles 
manufactured by any of the parties to it to be transported beyond the State 
in which they were made. 

* * * - . . * 

We have no doubt that where the direct and immediate effect of a contract 
or combination among particular dealers in a commodity ts to destroy com- 
— between them and others, so that the parties to the contract or com- 

ination may obtain increased prices for themselves, such contract or combi- 

nation amounts to a restraint of trade in the commodity, even though con- 
tracts to wey such commodity at the enhanced price are continually being 
made. Total suppression of the trade in the commodity is not necessary in 
order to render the combination one in restraint of trade. * * * 

Where the contract is for the sale of the article and for its delivery in 
another State, the transaction is one of interstate commerce, although the 
vender may have also agreed to manufacture it in order to fulfill hiscontract 
of sale. In such case a combination of thischaracter would be properly called 
a combination in restraint of interstate commerce, and not one relating only 
to manufacture. 


| American people, demanding s 
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The court also quote with approval the following language: 

Again, all the authorities agree that in order to vitiate a contract or , 
bination it is not essential that itsresult should be acomplete monopoly 
sufticient if it really tends to that end and to deprive the public of th 2 
tages which flow from free competition. 

Coming to section 7, as proposed by the committee, I offer ; 
following amendment as taken from the views of the minor: 

Amend said section 7 by inserting between the first words “ th: 
and “‘ this,” in the first line thereof, the following: 

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to apply to trade unions o» 
other labor organizations, organized for the purpose of regulating wa 
hours of labor, or other conditions under which labor is to be performed 

The pur of this amendment is perfectly plain. It is to, 
prive the sherman anti-trust law of its present operative poy 
to be used to the prejudice of laboring men in their une, 
struggle against organized rapacity and corporate oppression, a) 
to restore said law to that construction which was the original op. 
ject of its enactment. 

It is a curious commentary on a law against monopolies ani 
trusts that it has found its most numerous victims in the ranks 0; 
those who are themselves the victims of trusts and monopolies, 
I can not believe that it was the intention of Congress to have ¢})js 
law applied to laboring men, as the courts have applied, and at 
least one Federal judge, reviewing the whole history of its enact- 
ment, has ruled that it was never intended to be so applied (see 
case of United States vs. Patterson, 55 Fed. Rep., 641), and the 
United States Supreme Court, in the Debs case, expressly refuse 
to rest their decision —_ its applicability to such a case. 
other Federal judges have directly held that it was applicable, 
(See United States vs, Workingmen’s Amalgamated Council, 5: 
Fed. Rep., 994.) 

To relieve the law of such construction this amendment has 
been offered. The main amendments the committee offer to the 
Sherman law is to increase the punishment upon criminal con- 
victions; but what trust magnate, agent, or officer has ever been 
put behind the bars? We have no doubt but what every trust 
magnate, and all their officers and agents will ‘‘ tremble in their 
boots” when they learn that a Republican Congress proposes to 
increase the punishment for criminal convictions under the Sher- 
man anti-trust law. 

Having thus outlined the scope and objects of the amendments 
I have offered and the legal grounds upon which they are based 
I desire to say, in conclusion, that while they may not reach al! 
the evils of trusts, combines, and monopolies, they will at least go 
further in that direction than the bill and amendments proposed 
by the committee. 

What your committee have proposed may be a little better than 
nothing, and I have my doubts of that. At best itis but a faint 
and feeble response to the mighty outcry that has come up from the 
dy legislation against the mon 
ster trust evils that have multiplied so rapidly and waxed s) 
strong and overbearing in the last four years. 

The popular outcry is just, and the people are tired of being 
manele by pretended efforts in their favor. They ask for result 
in the shape of positive laws. You get up lengthy excuses fo1 
your lack of legislation, and then point them to a constitutional 
amendment which you know will never be adopted. You have 
run roughshod over our rights here. 

But we will meet you before another forum and in another field, 
where the power of monopolies is not entirely dominant and ' 
baleful glare of imperialism has not yet shriveled native mun- 
hood nor dried up the healthy fountains of patriotic feeling and 
freedom-loving instincts in the hearts of the American people. 
[Loud applause. } 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to my colleague on the committee, |! 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]. ° : 

Mr. LANHAM, Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to discuss | 
joint resolution now under consideration, and the possibility, pro- 
priety, and policy of its ultimate adoption, I beg to invite attention 
to two phrases—or rather the repetition of the same phrase —®s 
found at pages 1 and 14 of the report of the committee. 110 
words which I shall bring to your notice you have heard be'or 
indeed, they are destined to occupy a permanent place in the | 
litical literature and campaign parlance of this country for many 
years to come. , . 

The circumstances that gave rise to their original utteran 
the unique and notable legislative history with which they «': 
indelibly associated and inseparably connected; the administ! 
tive embarrassment to which they relate; the dilemma they co” 
spicuously mark, in which statesmen of varying degrecs | 
prominence and responsibility found themselves involved; t 
inconsistency in conduct which they serve todesignateandacce 
ate; the tergiversation they will always suggest—all these thir 
combine to make these words memorable and monumental. 7 he se 
words are: ‘‘It is the plain and imperative duty,” and ‘‘It ts | 
plain duty!” : a 

If my honored associates on the Committee on the Judiciary, 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELD] and the gentleman 
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from Ilinois [Mr. WARN=R], have fully considered and are respon- 
sip e for the use of these words, in the connection where they 
appear, I may be permitted, in the light of recent action on their 

‘art, and the courageous display of devotion to conviction which 
th ev have heretofore evinced, to indulge the belief that, in their 
conception, they mean what they say, and are an expression of 
the utmost good faith in ail they import. 

May I say that I believe these gentlemen have a fair and just 
est mate of what ‘plain duty” is, and are ready to follow 
wherever in their honest judgment it may lead, even though 
partisan | wrath oppose. I would not for one moment intimate 
that their party brethren of the committee do not understand 
what the words imply, nor that they are unobservant of the 
requirements they impose, but if I were searching among the m 
for reliable authorities on and correct expositors of ‘plain duty,” 
| would, I think, prefer to consult the gentlemen whose names I 
have called, first in order. I confess. however, to a kind of 
“timeo Danaos” feeling when “plain duty” is suggested from 
some sources I could mention. [Applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, the second section of this joint resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor- 
port ation or otherwise. The several States may continue to exercise such 
p -in any manner not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

The language employed is strong, emphatic, sweeping—perhaps 
wage so than might be supposed from a casual reading and with- 

ut stopping to weigh and measure its full significance and far- 
reaching effect. The obvious intention is to vest in C eo a 
jurisdiction which will be practically unrestrained and unlimited. 
This will be the more apparent when considered in connection 
with that provision of the Constitution which declares that— 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof * * * shall be thesupremelaw of the land; anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

if the proposed amendment were now a part of the Constitution, 
no State could pass or enforce any law on the subject of trusts, 
monopolies, or combinations not in keeping with the laws of Con- 
gress, ‘and the States would, accordingly, be entirely subordinated 
to the Federal power. Any considerate man must, it seems to me, 
hesitate long before he can obtain his consent to commit himself 
to such a proposition and be willing to confer on Congress so vast 
apower. A vote affirming the support of such a change in our 
— law is, from my standpoint, a very serious matter, and can 

. [ think, be justified on the ground of party finesse, play for 
set Boy or maneuver for party advantage on the one hand, nor 
can such a vote, on the other hand, be successfully defended bv 
one whose conscience condemns the proposition, on the ground 
that it is cast as a tactical movement in a contest of party ivsin- 
cerity. Iam one of those who believe that in politics, as well as 
everything else, ‘‘ Honesty is the best policy,” and I repose a su- 
preme reliance in the ability of the American people to recognize 
and appreciate upright motives, and to detect and censure all 
manner of deception by whomsoever practiced. 

Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee emphasizes by reit- 
eration that the proposed constitutional amendment is the only 
remedy for the evils which a!l admit to obtain, and proceeds upon 
the hypothesis that all existing constitutional authority for effect- 
ive Congressional action has been exhausted. 

With these conclusions I do not agree. I fear that if the only 
“balm in Gilead and the only physician there” are to be found in 
the final adoption and incorporation into the Constitution of the 
amendment offered as a cure for the trust evil, then, indeed, are we 
“sick unto death,” and that dissolution must result before the 
*‘physician” can be summoned and arriveand the ** balm” be ad- 
ministered, 

Mr. Speaker, we need immediate, heroic treatment and the ap- 
plication of every’possible medicament at hand. 

On a former occasion in this House, when referring to an 
amendment to the Constitution to authorize the imposition of a 
tax on incomes, I expressed these views: 

a my poor judgment, amendments to the Constitution of the United 

‘scan come, in this period of our national history, only through the proc 
ess of revolution. Hedged in and surrounded as they are by that abatis 
Which requires two-thirds of Congress to propose, and three-fourths of the 
Btat 8 to ratify, the forces of no economic contention can transcend the 
obstruction. Our comparatively recent amendments are but the outgrow th 
of 8 most terrible and destructive war. Bayonet and bullet, saber stroke and 
shot and shell, and the harsh enginery of battle can alone work amendments 
to the Federal Constitution, and the record can only be written in the blood 
ofmen., Avarice, intrenched and defiant, will never consent toa peaceable 
change of the Constitution. 

If the amendment suggested were indispensable and free from 
objection in its terms, there is, I think, no substantial foundation 
for indulging the hope that it could ever be ratified. When we 
reilect that only twelve States would be needed to ‘‘ block the 
game” of its adoption, is it to be supposed that influences would 
be found wanting to control them? or that the beneficiaries of 
the trusts would not be fully advised as to where and how it 
would be most useful to concentrate their energies and resources 
in order to defeat the amendment? 
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1 am profoundly convinced that there is an instant and pressin 
demand for antitrust legislation. The whole country is familiar 
with the troubles that afflict the people, and with painful anxiety 
is waiting and watching for their solution I but reproduce my 
former utterances when I say that it is a serious and alarming 
matter to all men who really love their nies and desire the 
perpetuity of our Government in its proper vigor and according 
to its original design, who believe in the just conservation of 
every right of every citizen, when we reflect that the time has 
come when great combinations of wealth can so employ their 
power as to practically destroy competition and crush individual 
enterprise; that ‘‘monied might can we ary out the right;” that 
trusts can ‘‘accumulate while men decay.” 


r 
i 


It shocks the American conscience to realize that these great 
aggregations of capital can not only work their havoc upon 


the business affairs of others under existing conditions, but that 
they are potential to dictate legislation and continue their ability 
to oppress the people, and to ** hold in the hollows of their hands” 
the commercial life of the individual tradesman. What well- 
informed, sensible man in all this broad land doubts that Con- 
gress was diverted from its ‘‘plain duty” toward the people of 
Porto Rico at the instance and through the behests of the sugar 
and tobacco trusts? 

What else brought about the violation of the Constitution and 
the breaking of plighted faith in dealing with the poor and suffer- 
ing people of that unfortunate island? What else caused Con- 
gress to say to them when imposing taxes upon them after the 
manner of Rehoboam of old, Spain “ chastised you with whips, 
but we will chastise you with scorpions?” If Congress be thus 
subservient to trust magnates now, what is it that might not 
happen if the States were shorn of the jurisdiction they now enjoy 
over such conspirators? ‘‘Forif they do these things in a green 
tree, what shall be done in the dry?” 

Mr. Speaker, I noticed a few days ago, in a purported interview 
with one of the great multi-millionaires of New York, a state- 
ment which, I think, is of the deepest significance and calculated 
to arouse the profoundest solicitude of all right-thinking men. 
Mr. James R,. amen who has been called the czar of Wall street, 
is reported to have said: 


The people of this country must arouse themse! 


ves. The coming election 

is of more importance, from the standpoint of a pure and true Americanism 
than any that has transpired since the second election of Lincoln. Money i 
in the saddle; itis riding down the institutions of this country with a confi 
dent insolence that tells of its firm belief in its own invincibility. It is run 
ning the Government to-day in its every branch and arm 

If money's power in molding public affairs goes forward for four years 
more as it has for four years past, the name of American liberty w ill only be 
worth a recollection as a matter of history. Money is pressing the poopl 
backward step by step. What is to be the « nd? If it go there are, as 
matters trend, but two solutions. One is socialism, and the second is revo 
lution. The American people must defe a themselves from money just as 
they once guarded their forest frontiers from the savage. Unless they ec ’ 
solidly shoulder to shoulder for their rights, a 4 com sat once, Bunker Hill 
will have been @ blunder, Ycrxtown a mistake. 


Applause. | 

Vhen such a man gives expression to such views as these, it is 
calculated to arrest attention, and it is surely a matter of wisdom 
and patriotic duty that they should be considered in the spirit of 
all soberness, and that men should reason together and contem- 
plate the gravity of the situation. 

Indulge me to say that lam not an 
Ienvy no man because of his wealth. I despise agrarianism in 
allits forms. I abhor the cormorant and the commune alike. | 
would incite no estrangement between labor and capital nor 
widen the breach between the rich and the poor, nor would I play 
the réle of the demagogue and agitator. 1! contemn all frantic 
and incendiary hortation, and have no sympathy with nor tolera- 
tion for any of those methods which spread the doctrine of hate 
and disturb the tranquillity of communities; but as sure as we 
live, | believe that Mr. Keene has not overdrawn the actual situa- 
tion, and that something must be done, and that speedily, to 
abate the seething discontent, to lighten the burden, to soften the 
yoke, to shatter the dominion of monopoly, and restore the confi- 
dence of the people in the equality and integrity of legislation, 
or direful consequences may be apprehended. 

I make no war on the legitimate corporation which is necessary 
and useful in the promotion and successful operation of the many 
worthy enterprises of the day. J recognize the fact that there are 
great interests and vast concerns beyond the compass of individual 
effort or ordinary partnership and the capital of anyoneman. A 
proper combination of the resources of wealth and skill is indis- 
pensable to the conduct of the great industrial, manfacturing, and 
commercial business of the country. No conservative man, no 
sound political economist, would impair, much less destroy, any 
proper corporation in the suitable exercise of functions not harm- 
ful to the prosperity of the people nor injurious to the common 
rights of men. No fair-minded man will object to a reasonable 
profit upon honest investment made for any lawful purpose. 

Senseless clamor against a just and normal accumulation of 
better 
There have been poor men and rich 


alarmist nora pessimist 


wea'th should meet with no encouragement among the 
elements of our civilization. 
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men from the days of Dives and Lazarus and there will be riches 
and poverty as long as time shall last. 
equalize human conditions. Some men are thrifty and prudent 
and economical; 
ful, and devoid of the energy and qualifications necessary for 
success. 


The poor we shall have always with us, but no man nor set of | 


men should have the right or the power to reduce whole masses 
to servitude and * grind the faces of the poor,” nor deprive their 
fellow-men of the privilege to earn a livelihood by the expendi- 


ture of their brawn or the employment of their brain. It is 


against the ethics of civilization, the proprieties of life, the genius | 
of our institutions, the equities of good government, and the con- | 


science of a free people that aggregated capital and the artificial 
creature—the federation of corporations—should be allowed to use 
their tremendous power to oppress mankind. Agee. i 

It is un-American that we should, like the Romans of old, be di- 
vided into two great antagonistic classes—the Rich and the Poor; 
the Possessors aud the Non-Possessors; the Optimates and the Pop- 
ulares—and it is revolting to our conception of republican insti- 
tutions that it should ever be said of us as it was of ancient Rome, 
that ‘‘ We are a commonwealth of millionaires and beggars.” 

In this great body we have heard much and differed widely 
about free trade, free ships, and free silver. We ought to have a 
common purpose and meet on common ground, when we consider 
the all-important proposition of free opportunities for free men, 
of a fair start and equal show in the race of life for each and 
every American citizen. 

Are we, as a popular Government, in the presence of the mod- 
ern consolidation of corporations into one mammoth organization, 
the rage of speculation, the supplanting of old rules by new arti- 
ficialities, the destruction of competition, the domination of con- 
centrated capital over production and prices,and the virtual 
subordination of all public utilities to its control, utterly helpless 
and without power to protect ourselves and conserve the public 
interests? Have the foundation stones of our national fabric 
given way? 

Has the trust monster assumed such formidable and prodigious 
proportions as to threaten the very integrity of the Republic, and 
can it hurl insolent defiance in our face, with no resource or 
authority on our part to meet and overcome its assaults? Are we 
compelled, in the exigent conditions which prevail, to await the 
tardy, improbable, if not practically impossible, adoption of a con- 
stitutional amendment before we can resort to vigorous and effec- 
tive measures? Is there nothing else we can do, and have we 
‘‘turned every stone” and dipped dry all thesprings of constitu- 
tional power now accessible? 

Let us see. The Constitution of the United States provides, 
among other things, that— 


The Congress shall have power— 

To lay and collect taxes; Raties, imposts,and excises * * * and provide 
for * * * the general welfare of the United States; 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the several States; 

To establish post-offices and post-roads, and 

To maxe all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 
execution the foregoing powers, * * * vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States or in any department or officer thereof. 


These are broad and comprehensive powers when considered 
in their separate and respective scope and significance; but when 
viewed in their united, combined, and correlated potentiality over 
any subject to which they may jointly and severally apply, and 
concerning which they may all be properly invoked, there would 
seem to be nothing lacking to the full measure of authority and 
jurisdiction for the exercise of Congressional action: 

If any one of them should prove to be inadequate within itself 
to justify all the legislation necessary to meet a given and appro- 
priate case, and the others can besuitably employed in supplement 
to and cooperation with either or all; for example, if the taxing 
power will warrant pertinent legislation as far as it goes, and by 
virtue of the interstate-commerce power the matter may be taken 
up where the taxing power ends, and the postal power may then 
be summoned and utilized as auxiliary to each and both of the 
others, and these different powers can be concentrated and made 
to blend to a common end, it would appear that ample authority 
may be found in the Constitution for whatever action may be re- 
quired on the part of Congress, and that nothing is wanting for 
the construction of a sufficient statute but the will of Congress to 
assert its function. 

Then if to these powers there be superadded that, ‘*To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execu- 
tion the foregoing powers, etc.,” it is difficult to conceive of a 
case to which they all may relate, that would extend beyond and 
not be embraced within the Congressional jurisdiction, already 
well-defined in the Constitution, 

if Congress can tax or exempt from taxation in the case of any 
necessity or admitted evil or oppressive condition; if Congress 
can regulate commerce in the suppression or curtailment of such 
evil or condition; if Congress can deny the use of the mails when 
employed in furtherance thereof; if Congress can still further 


No legislation can fully | 


others are without aptitude in business, waste- | 
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make any law, civil or criminal, which will aid in the execy; 
of its purpose, why is it that Congress can not fully meet 
proper demand upon its action? = 

Congress has employed its power of taxation to crush and 4 
out of existence the State banks, against oleomargarine, and 
various other instances. Can not Congress tax trusts or cor 
tions doing business in interstate commerce? Congress can | 
any article of imported merchandise which it may deem }); 


pia 


n 


n 


| on the free list and exempt whatever eae it may choos 


the payment of duties. It can lay and collect imposts and ex: 
or refrain therefrom at will. Why can not Congress bri) 
bear its full and undoubted power in respect to combin« 
thereby measurably, at least, restrain monopoly and pr. 
competition? 

The State can not impose nor remove taxes upon the im; 
tions from a foreign country, but the Federal Government 
the power to say that avarice shall not be benefited and the 
ple oppressed by the levy of imposts. If, as many believe 
tariff fosters and fattens the trusts, Congress can declare | 
such tariff shall cease and the supplies of the trusts fron 
source shall be cut off. Whatever might be the effect of su 
declaration, it seems not unworthy of trial, and if found « 
inexpedient or useless it will bea very easy matter, if it be di 
desirable, to restore the duties so taken off. The power to ju 
such action is immediately available and could, if Congress y 
so inclined, be promptly applied. 

Neither the State nor the mob can control or prevent the ti 
portation of articles of commerce among and between the 
States, but the Federal Government through Congre: 
regulate such commerce and its instrumentalities, the co: 
carriers, and prohibit restraint of interstate trade, and 
wholesome limitations upon the greed and compassings of 
monapeee extending in their operation and effect beyond t! 
boundaries of the State where he may reside. Under the inte 
state clause of the Constitution, I believe it is competent for (on- 
gress to so legislate as to prevent that destruction of competition 
in trade among and between the different States which trusts 
and monopolies seek to accomplish. 

I believe, in the language of the Supreme Court, that— 


any combination among dealers in that kind of commodity which in it 

and immediate effect forecloses all competition and enhances the purciase 
price for which such commodity would otherwise be delivered at its di: A 
tion in another State would be one in restraint of trade. 


I do not believe that all the power conferred on Congress under 
the interstate provision of the Constitution has yet been e 
hausted, nor that the Supreme Court has reached the entire limit 
of its affirmation of the scope and extent of even the existing 
trust law. 

That court has already shown its appreciation of the re 
and purpose of that law and indicated that it will never ¢i\ 
sanction to any contract or combination calculated ‘to deprive 
the public of the advantages which flow from free competition.” 
‘* If,” say the court, ‘“‘a State, with its recognized power 0 
ereignty, is impotent to obstruct interstate commerce, can 
that any mere voluntary association of individuals with 
limits of that State has a power which the State itself do 
possess?” And they further declare that ‘‘ We are unaw: 
any reason why it” (regulation or obstruction of interstat: 
merce) ‘‘is not as objectionable when attempted by individu 
by the State itself,” and ‘‘If neither Congress nor the State 
latures have such power” (over contracts in restraint o! 
between the States) ‘‘then we are brought to the somewhia 
traordinary position that there is no authority, State or national, 
which can legislate upon the subject of or prohibit such con- 
tracts.” ‘‘ This,” say the court, ‘‘can not be the case.” 

The power to reach tlie subject in all its phases and to circ 
vent the machinations of monopolistic combinations must ! 
somewhere, It can not be that we are utterly defenseless. | 
under the power to regulate commerce that Congress, in |>.\, 
passed the law entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commrce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies.” The same | 
was asserted in the act to regulate commerce (February 4, ! 
which also forbids restraint of trade. , 

The Supreme Court have had occasion to consider the su! 
in many of its bearings and to interpret the law upon cases W 
have been submitted for their adjudication, and it is du 
court to say that they have recognized and upheld the ess! 
objects and intention of the law, and I believe it may be ra 
ably assumed that the court will hereafter sustain addi 
legislation calculated to enlarge and strengthen the existing : 
utes. 

Their opinions in The Trans-Missouri Freight Association ©\s", 
decided in 1897, and the Addyston Pipe and Steel Company «* 
decided in 1899, and The Waters-Pierce Oil Company case. 
cided in 1900, and affirming the right of the State to impose ‘ 
ditions upon a corporation engaging in business within © * 
other than that of its creation, establish the validity of legis! 
already enacted, and encourage the conviction that Cols!-s 
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may properly go further than it has yet gone in the restriction 
and suppression of trusts and monopolies, and lead us to hope 
that consolidations of capital and coalitions of corporations have 
not yet reached the point where they are above and beyond the 
powers of the Government and can successfully defy the whole 
American people—and that there yet remains some means where- 
by we can prevent what Justice Brown described as the *‘sub- 
mergence of the liberties of the people in a sordid despotism of 
wealth.” [Applause.] t 

Under the power ‘To establish post-offices and post-roads,” 
Federal authority extends to every railroad, star route, and rural 

st-office throughout the length and breadth of the land. It 
eae no State lines, and is as operative in the greatest metropolis 
as it is in the obscurest country town. It can afford any and 
every postal facility it may deem proper in any community of the 
Union, and inhibit and punish any interference with its defined 
objects and the successful operation of its rules and regulations. 

Its functions are numerous and comprehensive and adaptable 
to all the conveniences and necessities of the people within its 
jurisdiction. If the humblest citizen or the princeliest merchant 
in the whole Republic shall attach a two-cent postage stamp to 
a duly superscribed and properly posted envelope, whether it con- 
tain a message of affection to a distant loved one or a bill of 
lading in the course of honest trade, and that letter be unlawfully 
detained or stopped in transitu, it is within the power, as it is the 
duty, of the Federal Government, as the guarantor of its safe and 
certain delivery, to remove the obstruction, however great it may 
be, and with whatever force that may be necessary, and speed 
that letter onward tothe destination intended by the writer, even 
to the uttermost parts and remotest limits of the United States. 

On the other hand, the same power may be ometoue’ to prevent 
the transmission through the mails of indecent literature or cor- 
respondence which the laws denounce as fraudulent. Why can 
not this power, with all its machinery and appliances, be suitably 
directed against the contracts, the correspondence, the circulars, 
and all the epistolary and advertising agencies through which 
these illegal combinations, in the form of a trust or otherwise, 
reach the individual or the public? The lawsays that— 

Every person who shall make any such contract or engage in any such 
combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
every person who shall monopolize or attempt to monopolize, or combine or 
conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part of the 
trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign nations shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

What right has such a malefactor to the use of the mails of the 
United States in the promotion and furtherance of his illicit prac- 
tices? 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that Congress should resort to the vindi- 
catory element of its power—that strong criminal laws as well as 
proper civil laws should be employed in the complete subjugation 
of these conspiracies, and to the end that competition in manu- 
facture and production, designed for interstate commerce, may be 
unrestrained. I have never seen any situation where the ‘‘ general 
welfare” clause and the power ‘‘ To make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers,” etc., were more apposite and better adapted than in 
dealing with the trusts, monopolies, and other allied associations. 

To my mind it is the highest tribute to the wisdom and fore- 
sight of the authors of the Constitution, that in that great instru- 
ment are to be found provisions, which if judiciously invoked and 
carefully applied, are sufficient to meet all the conditions which 
the evolution of the century has brought about—that even the 
phenomena of industrial amalgamation, confederation of enter- 
prises, growth and compass of corporate organization, aggrega- 
tions of wealth and formation of modern trusts, can be treated 
and made the subject of appropriate legislation under and by 
= of the authority conferred upon Congress by the Consti- 

ution. 

_ [for one am reluctant to admit that there is any casus omissus 
in our organic law, but am rather inclined to contend that there 
is in the Constitution a presence of all the authority required, if 
appropriately employed and vigorously enforced, to meet all the 
exigencies of the times. I am not sure that it was not contem- 
plated by the fathers that in the presence of a continental evil, 
working to the detriment of all the people and imperiling the 
general welfare, where the arm of the State should prove too 
short, the Federal arm should be long enough to reach out and 
meet and grapple with and subdue such evil. [Applause.] 

In suggesting these sources of Federal power and some of the 
forms in which it may be exerted, I am conscious that I have pre- 
sented nothing new or original, nor have I, by any means, indi- 
cated all the remedies that have been proposed. I have not 
mentioned the great power of eminent domain and its attributes. 

have not referred to the acquisition and Government ownership 
of railways and other means of transportation, which are now 
being advocated with unusual earnestness by many who have not 
heretofore favored so radical a departure. I myself do not con- 
cur in such a policy, and sincerely hope that it may never become 
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necessary or expedient to resort to a measure so extreme and ab- 
normal; but if matters goon from bad te worse, asthey have been 
doing—if the issue shal! reach the burning actuality where the 
people must be slaves and these corporations their masters, or the 
Government must possess and operate the instruments of com- 
merce, who can progvosticate the result? If discriminations can 
be wantonly continued and competition paralyzed. and laws pro- 
hibiting theabsorption of parallel lines can, through the ingenuity 
of modern financiers, be evaded or overcome, and ultra vires can 
be made a dead letter, and the public patience can be unceasing! y 
abused, and favoritism to monopolies can be persist: ntly indulged, 
and honest men can be ruthlessly driven from the field of enter- 
prise and deprived of the privilege of earning a livelihood for 
themselves and their dependents, who shall say that the spirit of 
American manhood “shall always strive with” the oppressor? 

Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed the digression—if my voice 
could reach the ears or touch the hearts or excite the fears of the 
rich and the grasping among us, I would admonish them to stay the 
hand of their greed and let up in their crusade against the plain 
people of the land, and urge them not to provoke that resentment 
of an outraged public nor quicken and arouse that sense of peril 
to popular safety which shall make a resort to radical measures 
possible and necessary. There are bounds to human endurance. 
There are times when popular dissatisfaction becomes unbridled 
and humanity's revolt may be difficult to restrain within norma 
limits. The conservatism of the country can, I hope, always be 
relied upon to discourage and thwart anarchy and violence; but 
it will not be easy to deny legislative intervention, however severe 
and unprecedented it may be, if not prohibited by the Constitu- 
tion, when demanded by a pronounced majority of a long-suffering 
people, in whose behalf and for whose cause all other resources 
have failed. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that it was ever intended by the 
framers of the Constitution that Congress should be permitted to 
encroach upon the reserved rights of the States—that the great 
residuary mass of authority in the States and the people should be 
invaded or disturbed by Federal legislation. The dual nature of 
our Government, State and National, was well conceived, and in- 
tended by them to be clearly defined. They did not design that 
there should be any obscuration of the line where State authority 
should end and Federal jurisdiction should begin. They contem- 
plated that the powers conferred upon Congress, when rightly 
invoked and correctly interpreted, would be sufficient for every 
purpose involved in their grant ; nor do I think they have left us 
unprovided for in any essential particular. 

The State is sovereign, and was by them intended to be, within 
its own sphere and in the exercise of jurisdiction over its internal 
concerns and local affairs. It can denounce, inhibit, and punish 
whatever is wrong within its territorial confines, subject only to 
such limitations as may exist in consequence of the powers delegat- 
ed to the General Government. It can prohibit and suppress perpe- 
tuities and monopolies when attempted to be established within its 
borders, as ‘‘contrary to the genius of a free government.” There 
has been drawn around the State the sacred circle of autonomy, 
and it may dispute the advance and encroachment of any aggres- 
sive step within its reserved dominion, 

In the assertion of their rightful authority, twenty-seven States 
of this great Union have enacted anti-monopoly laws, designed to 
meet the conditions that now obtain. The constitutions of fifteen 
States contain articles on the same subject. Regarding as they 
did the organization of trusts and the consolidation of industries 
as a menace to the prosperity of the people and calculated to 
throttle competitive energy and dangerous to the genius of free 
government, they have with remarkable unanimity, within the 
present decade, by positive enactment, exhibited with great em- 
phasis their hostility to such associations and sought to destroy 
their power for evil. Some of them—notably my own State—have 
shown their disposition to go to the full length of theirauthority, 
and to unite and cooperate to their utmostextent, with the Federal 
Government. It is truevthat notall the States have joined in this 
praiseworthy object. 

It is unfortunate and much to be deplored that many of them 
have displayed indifference to the subject, while a very few of 
them have substantially encouraged and afforded a ‘“ breeding 
ground” for the production and promotion of trusts and monop- 
olies; but if all the available and appropriate Federal power of 
legislation be fully invoked and applied, and national! statutes 
shall be rigidly enforced with all the instrumentalities at com- 
mand, the hope is not wanting that, with the cooperation of those 
States which are opposed to trusts, as shown by their legislative 
action, material relief can be en notwithstanding the 
indisposition and unfriendly attitude and conduct of the few 
States which do not sympathize with the anti-monopoly moy 
ment. 

I have too much confidence in the strength and dignity of our 
institutions, State and national, and the vigor and integrity of 
our people, to believe that, in the face of determined and united 
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opposition by the General Government and more than half the 
States of the Union in their respective capacities, one, two, or a 
half dozen States, dominated by corporate power, can defeat the 
will of the great body of the people and prevent the triumph of 
the mighty and earnest forces which are striving to promote the 
general welfare of the whole country. 

No law can be made operative and accomplish the purposes for 
which it is intended unless those charged with its enforcement 
shall fully and efficiently perform their duties. If the prosecut- 
ing officers of the Government—the agents of the Department of 
Justice—fail to observe and carry out what is required at their 
hands, and are not vigilant in the discovery and zealous in the 
prosecution of violations of the law, neither the existing statutes, 
nor any additions to them which Congress may supply, will have 
any terror to the evil doers, And if those who are ard shall be 
‘‘injured in their business or property by reason of anything for- 
bidden or declared to be unlawful” in the antitrust laws, shall 
decline to resent the aggressions of monopoly and fail to avail 
themselves of the means of redress in such case made and pro- 
vided, it will be but an encouragement to combines in the con- 
tinuation of their exactions and unjust conduct. 

With the courts open, with remedies civil and criminal at hand, 
and which may be still further enlarged, with all the agencies 
that may be brought into action and utilized, with laws, State 
and Federal, put in motion and working in unison, it is not 
apparent that the trusts and cognate organizations can not be 
outlawed and practically driven out of existence. Then why 
give to these conspiracies that continuance which the submission 
of a constitutional amendment would inevitably assure? 

The proposed amendment would, if ratified, undoubtedly confer 
upon Congress greater power than that it is now admitted to 

vossess, and which is, I think, beyond whatis necessary. It would 
1ave the effect to make Congress practically supreme and exclu- 
sive in the matter of antitrust legislation, and it will not do to 
assume that such power will in every case be well and wisely 
employed and promptly administered. That Congress might fall 
short of the mark, or that Congress might, by possibility, go too 
far in its definitions and regulations and souarel audi prohibitions 
and dissolutions, and act disastrously upon the full and repressive 
legislation of the States, and interfere with the existing jurisdic- 
tion of the States, may not unreasonably be apprehended. It is 
to be seriously doubted if it is now wise to broaden the field of 
national authority whereby the sovereignty of the State may be 
contracted, whatever may be the emergency. 

Centralization of power in the Federal Government has always 
been dreaded and resolutely resisted by those who believe in the 
rights of the States. If it can be accomplished for one purpose, 
why not for another; and who can predict where its inroads may 
stop when once begun? The power to ‘‘define, to regulate, to 
control, to prohibit, to dissolve,” as used in the amendment sug- 
gested, is a very comprehensive one, and the definitions, regula- 
tions, ete., of Congress might include or exclude many things in 
which the judgment of a State legislature might not concur. 
What it might suit Congress to do or not to do in the execution 
of such a power might prove to be in serious conflict with what 
by a State might be deemed necessary to be done or left undone. 

The States would not be allowed to conflict in any manner with 
whatever law Congress might choose to enact upon the subject. 

Mr. Speaker. I can not give my approval to any proposition that 
may deprive the States of any power they now possess—to take 
away from them any rights which the fathers thought they 
ought to retain and enjoy, or toimpair that eunomy which adorns 
the best and grandest instrument ever ‘* struck off by the hand of 
man.” Power is always aggressive. The tendency of the Fed- 
eral Government is to magnify itself and extend its dominion, 
The hope of the country rests in the vigor, the energy, the devel- 
opment, the upbuilding of the States. 

Mr. Jefferson has left on record for our guidance and for the 
instruction of generations yet to come, as an essential principle, 
**the support of the State governments in all their rights, as the 
most competent administration for our domestic concerns and the 
surest bulwarks against antirepublican tendencies.” The liber- 
ties of the people have found, and will continue to find, their best 
refuge within the “sacred circle” of the States. That refuge has 
been and will always be 

Our ready help in ages past, 
Our surest hope for years to come, 
Our shelter from oppression's blast— 
The freeman's ever welcome home. 

The indissolubility of the Union has been firmly established. 
Let the indestructibility of the States be forever maintained, anc 
may their autonomy never become less! [Loud applause. } 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committeee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
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i, 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
sale: 

H. R. 10301. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19) - 

H. R. 9083. An act to authorize the Commissioner of Genera! 
Land Office to dispose of the Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mis. 
sissippi, and to make appropriation for executing act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1898; 

H. R. 11816. An act requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen- 
sus Office to file additional bond, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 10997. An act to amend section 4414, Title LII, Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and 

H. J. Res, 238. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of ad- 
ditional copies of the annual reports upon the improvement an! 
care of public buildings and grounds. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint re 
lutions and bill of the following titles: 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of k 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

8. R. 121, Joint resolution for the appointment of first lieut 1 
ants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army; and 

S. 3055. An act to ratify an agreement between the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes and Seminole tribe of Indians, 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


_ Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following concurrent resolu- 
tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 66: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That t 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Missouri, of which 2,(K%) « 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the Hous 
Representatives— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 67: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That t) 
be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptan 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented 


a 


the State of Missouri, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of t 
Senate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the rema 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri, anit 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engraving 
of said statues to accompany said a said engravings to be paid for 


out of the appropriation for the Bureau of graving and Printing 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 72: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That t 
be printed 3,000copies of the special expert reports as perpered under t 
rection of the committee of awards of the Columbian Exposition held in ‘ 
cago in 1893, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,(\) f 
use of the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 73: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
Public Printer shall print and bind 5,000 copies of Senate Document 2 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first se:sion, one-half in cloth and one-half in paper 
covers, the same to be delivered to the superintendent of public document 
for sale under the provisions of section 61 of an act approved January 
18%, providing for the public printing, binding, and distribution of pu! 
documents. The Public Printer is also authorized to print and bind extra 
editions of not less than 1,000 copies at a time of said document on requisit 
of the superintendent of documents, when required for sale 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RAY of New York (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p.in). | 
move that the House now take a recess, pursuant to the order oi! 
the House, till 8 o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock, 
and was called to order by Mr. Capron as Speaker pro tem)! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Ray], who has control of the time, is recognized. 


REPORT ON POSTAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I shall avail mys 
at this time of the opportunity to speak upon the joint resolution 
which was passed by the House more than two years ago ‘'\ 
create a commission to examine into the postal service.” It will 
be readily seen by the provisions of the joint resolution woic) 
herewith submitted, that the subject-matters under considerat 
were much broader and more comprehensive than had been : 
ticipated at the time of the creation of the commission. 

Joint resolution to create a commission to examine into the postal serv’ 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United State 
America in Congress assembled, That a joint commission is hereby create 
consisting of four Senators, to be appointed by the President of the Sens 
and four members of the House of Representatives, to ba appointed by : 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. Said commission shal! make f 
inquiry and examination into the postal service, including rates and method 
of transportation, rental of cars, subsidies, pneumatic-tube systems, rura' 
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free delivery, etc., and also the classifications of mail matter and char 


thereon, especially second-class matter, and the rulings and practices that 
have obtained thereunder, and such other features of the postal service as 
said commission may, in the course of its duties, deem proper to subject to 


their inquiry and examination. 


Said commission is authorized to employ experts to aid in the work of 
inquiry and examination; also to employ a clerk and stenographer and such 
other Clerical assistance as may be necessary, said experts and clerks to be 


paid such compensation as the said commission may deem just and reasonable. 

The Postmaster-General shall detail, from time to time, such officers and 
employees as may be requested by said commission in its investigation. 

For the purposes of the investigation, said commission is authorized to send 

for persons and papers, and, through the chairman of the commission or the 
chairman of any subcommittee thereof, to administer oaths and to examine 
witnesses and papers respecting all matters pertaining to the duties of said 
»ommission. 
“said commission shall, on or before January 1, 1899, make report to Con- 
cress, Which report shall embrace the testimony and evidence taken in the 
course of the investigation; also the conclusions reached by said commission 
on the several subjects examined, and any recommendations said commission 
may seé proper to make by bill or otherwise with the view of correcting any 
abuses or deficiencies that may be found to exist. 

The sum of twenty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the necessary expenses of said commission, such pay- 
ments to be made on the certificate of the chairman of said commission. 

Any vacancy occurring in the membership of said commission, by resigna- 
tion or otherwise, shall be filled by the presiding officer of the Senate or 
House, respectively, according as the vacancy occurs in the Senate or House 
representation on said committee. | 

Passed the House of Representatives May 2, 1898. 


— A. McDOWELL, Clerk. 

The time designated, January 1, 1899, was altogether too soon 
in which to expect a thorough and comprehensive investigation 
of these various subjects, and a report upon the same. Accord- 
ingly the time was extended until some time during this session of 
Congress. 

I am informed that the commission has been taking testimony 
not only in this city but in other portions of the a with a 
view to intelligently investigate this whole matter, and that, asa 
result of their labors up to this time when the report is com- 
pleted, it, together with the testimony which has already been 
taken, will embrace three volumes containing at least 600 pages 
each. 

It is generally understood that the commission have employed 
the services of a very competent and skillful statistician, Pro- 
fessor Adams, of the Michigan University, to make the report. As 
a part of the recent conference in connection with the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, the time was further extended until January 
1 next for the commission to report. 

I regret that the time is extended beyond November 1, and I 
hope that the commission will make its report not later than that 
date, for the following reasons: 

There is a widespread feeling that the commission has already 
had ample time in which to take testimony and make a report. 

If the commission does not make its report before January 1, 
there will be but little time to examine the same before this Con- 
gress shall expire. 

It is generally understood that one of the members of the House 
who has been a member of this commission is to retire of his own 
volition at the close of this Congress. 

There is a further reason. An election is coming on, and no 
one knows how ar members of this commission in the House 
will be returned to the next Congress. <A purtor all of them may 
be defeated, Certainly the House and the country are entitled 
to the benefit of the views and opinions of every member of this 
commission, and it is to be hoped that before this Congress 
expires a will submit the same, 

If it shall be contended that the statistician will require a vaca- 
tion at the close of his year’s labor in connection with the Uni- 
versity, I respectfully submit that he can take until the first of 
September, and then have two months in which to carefully ex- 
amine this testimony and make his report, and by doing so he 
would be ns no greater service than many a lawyer has 
done in the examination of an equal amount of testimony and 
submitting the same in connection with a legal brief to a court 
whe = ae only the liberty but the life of an individual was 
involved, 


I comes there is no reasonable excuse for delay beyond Novem- 
er i, 

I hope and believe that this investigation will shed such light 
upon this whole subject as will enable the Government to save 
many millions of dollars a year, and place the Post-Office Depart- 
ment on a paying basis, where I believe it ought to be. I feel that 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roadsin 
the House is to be especially commended for his able and untiring 
efforts in seeking to accomplish this end. While I do not always 
agree with him, I believe him fearless, honest, and thoroughly 
competent, And I have every reason to believe that every mem- 
ber of this commission has sought in every way possible to pro- 
cure the services of every witness who could shed any light upon 
these all-important questions; and I trust that we may have the 
best efforts of all of them to bring about a report not later than 
the first of next November, so that all who have taken so deep an 
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interest in this matter may have the benefit of tle testimony and 
the report, so that they too may have ample time, before the be- 
ginning of the next session, toexamine the same and submit such 
remarks as may seem proper to them before this Congress expires. 

It is now altogether too late to expect any remedial legislation 
along these lines before the next Congress. 

The last three years, by reason of war and otherwise, have been 
periods of large expenditures, and it is only the part of wisdom 
to seek to retrench in every department of the Government, to 
the end that the Government may be wisely and economically 
administered. 
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Mr. TERRY. 
SPIGHT}. 

Mr. SPIGHT Mr. Speaker, one of the most serious problems 
that ever confronted the American people is involved in the 
rapid and unparalleled growth of what are commonly known as 
“trusts.” No patriotic citizen, who has given even casual atten- 
tion to the development of these great combinations of capital, 
and the utter disregard evinced by their promoters for any other 
than their own interests, can fail to be alarmed for the great 
masses of the people and for the safety and purity of the Govern- 
ment itself, 

These combinations have become so powerful that they not only 
rob the individual citizen but unblushingly reach out and lay 
their foul hands upon the legislative and executive departments 
of the Government. Fostered by a protective tariff, which is the 
‘*mother of trusts; grown fat by their cruel and enormous exac- 
tions from the people; arrogant and supercilious by their long un- 
restrained exercise of unbridled power, they have dared to lay 
their hands upon the Congress of the United States under threat 
to withhold the immense corruption fund which they have here- 
tofore contributed to the success of the party in power, as was 
most forcibly illustrated in their successful ‘‘ hold up” of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives in the matter of the Porto Rican 
tariff legislation, and even compelled the President of the United 
States to depart from what he had solemnly declared to be a *‘ plain 
duty,” and put this supreme executive officer of a great nation 
in the shameful and ridiculous attitude of a “‘ lightning change of 
mind” at the command of a band of public robbers operating 
under the specious guise of ‘‘industrial organizations.” Shades 
of Washington, Jefferson, and Jackson! How they must blush at 
the degeneracy and pusillanimity of the occupant of the highest 
official station ever conferred upon a man in the mightiest and 
proudest Government the sun ever shone upon! 

Another example of the power of trusts over the legislative de- 
partment of the Government is shown in the ability of the armor- 
plate factories to stifle every effort in Congress to compel them to 
sell armor: plate for our new battle ships at less than robber’s 
prices. Strangers to every sentiment of patriotism, they would 
throttle the Government, imperil the lives of our sailors, destroy 
our Navy, and endanger the very life of the Republic, unless we 
will allow them unrestricted liberty in looting the public Treasury 
and filling their own overflowing coffers at the expense of a sorely 
taxed people. 

Monopolies are always dangerous in the very nature of things 
because of the opportunity to compel consumers to buy at prices 
wholly out of proportion to the cost of production and the ability 
of the purchaser to pay. This danger becomes all the greater 
when the articles affected are of such common use and daily con- 
sumption as to become necessities to the masses of the people. 
But when these monopolies are either encouraged and protected 
by the Government or become the masters of the Government, a 
condition of incipient slavery is inaugurated more degrading and 
oppressive to the citizens of the Republic than African slavery in 
the South in antebellum days. 

It would astonish even those who have given much thought to 
this subject to know how many of the articles that enter into the 
daily consumption of the poor people of both city and country are 
cuntrolled in their production, transportation, and sale by trusts. 
It may be astonishing to some to know that the great city of New 
York is now in the throes of a mighty struggle with an “ice 
trust "—frozen water. If they had the power, some of them would 
put a tax upon the very air we breathe and upon the poor prayers 
we offer to God for deliverance from the hands of our despoilers. 

This condition of industrial slavery we are rapidly approaching, 
and no greater danger ever menaced the liberties and happiness 
of our people than the astounding growth of trusts and unholy 
combinations of capital during the three and one-half years of the 
present national Administration, for which there can be but one 
rational explanation—the friendship and protection, if not fear, 
of the Republican party toward these corporations. 

That a remedy for the evils growing out of this state of affairs is 
imperatively demanded no one who is in sympathy with the peo- 
ple and not either personally or politically in the power of these 
trusts will deny, Nor will it be denied that what the people want 


I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi { Mr. 
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and need is the most effective and speedy remedy that can be 
applied. 

: any of the States are trying to help themselves and protect 
their people by drastic laws enacted by their own legislatures, 
Missouri and Texas have won notable victories along this line. 
Arkansas is moving in the same direction, and my own State, Mis- 
sissippi, which has had an anti-trust law upon her statute books for 
several years, at a recentsession of the legislature greatly strength- 
ened and enlarged the compass of the previous law, and much good 
is expected from its rigid enforcement. The Republican State of 
Ohio has made some effort to enforce laws upon the same subject, 
and had an attorney-general, a Republican, who undertook to 
make the law effective, and it cost him his official head. At the 
very next election he was defeated by his own party, and the trusts 
have not lost any sleep on account of his successor. 

By an act of Congress approved July 2, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act 
to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies,” some good has been accomplished, but there have 
been two difficulties in the way. In the first place, the law itself 
stops far short of the requirements of the situation, which is be- 
coming more alarming every day; and in the second place, the 
efforts to enforce it have been only half-hearted, or not at all. 
Yet, when the questions have been presented to the courts, espe- 
cially in the case of Addyston Pipe and Steel Company vs. United 
States, decided December 4, 1899, they have maintained the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to enact such laws as would afford 
effective remedies for some of the evils of which we complain. 

It is conceded by all that Congress has ample and exclusive 
power under the Constitution to regulate commerce between the 
States, and this exclusive power of Congress has presented some 
of the greatest difficulties to efficient State legislation, and it has 
long been the favorite argument of those who assail State laws 
enacted for the better protection of their own citizens. Now, 
what is needed to make State legislation effective is the full exer- 
cise of the constitutional power of Congress, and I have no doubt 
that the cooperation of National and State legislatures, within 
constitutional limitations, will furnish ample remedy. 

I do not agree with those who contend t the power of Con- 
gress is so circumscribed by constitutional limitations that noth- 
ing short of a constitutional amendment will enable Co to 
enact anything effective in its dealings with trusts. In the Addys- 
ton pipe case, to which I have just referred, the Supreme Court 
of the United States say: 

All the authorities agree that in order to vitiate a contract or combination 
it is not essential that its result should be a complete monopoly; it is suffi- 
cient if it really tends to that end and to deprive the public of the advan- 
tages which flow from free competition. 

And, summarizing the facts of the case they were then consid- 
ering, and discussing the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
between the States, and what contracts and combinations are in 
restraint of trade and therefore subject to the control of Congress, 
the court say: 7 

If certain kinds of private contracts do directly, as aunty stated, limit or 
restrain and hence regulate interstate commerce, why should not the power 
of Congress reach those contracts? 

. . * 


+ . + o 
We have no doubt that when the direct and immediate effect of a contract 


or combination among particular dealers in a commodity is to destroy com- 
pet ition between them and others, so that the parties to the contract or com- 

vxination may obtain increased prices for themselves, such contract or com- 
bination amounts toe restraint of trade in the commodity, even though 
contracts to buy such commodity at the enhanced prices are continually 
being made. 

Now, if Congress has the power to regulate commerce and pro- 
hibit contracts and combinations in restraint of trade, and to 
declare unlawful and subject to penalties all contracts and com- 
binations which tend to prevent competition, why may not Con- 
gress declare that one of the penalties for such unlawful combi- 
nation shall be the removal of all import taxes upon commodities 
or articles of merchandise similar to those manufactured or 
handled by such combinations, and admit them free of any tariff 
tax, so as to bring the trust goods into competition with similar 
goods from other countries, and enable the people to buy where 
they can buy the cheapest, independent of the trusts? 

This is one of the propositions presented by the Democratic 
members of the Judiciary Committee of the House, but it will 
not be accepted by the Republicans, because it is in conflict with 
their cherished doctrine of a protective tariff, and they love pro- 
tection far more than they hate trusts. And however strenuously 
they may strive to delude the people into believing that they want 
to suppress trusts, they will be careful that no harm is done to 
the protective tariff, ‘‘the mother of trusts.” 

There can be no doubt of the power of Congress to enact such 
legislation, nor can there be any doubt that if it were done it 
would be the longest step ever taken toward the suppression of 
trusts; and if the Republicans in this House were sincere in their 
professions of opposition to trusts, they would promptly adopt 
this provision; but they will not, they dare not do it, use it 
would mean the loss of an enormous campaign fund, with which 
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they purchased the Presidency in 1896 and wish again for tho 
same purpose. 

John Sherman, for a long time an acknowledged leader of tho 
Republican party, in discussing this question in 1889, said: 

Whenever this free competition is evaded or avoided by combinations of 
individuals or corporations, the duty should be reduced and foreign compe- 
tition promptly invited. 

Sherman was right as far as he went on this proposition, but 
the danger was not so great then as now, and instead of a mere 
reduction of duty the tariff should be entirely removed and adit 
foreign products to free competion. 

Another plain proposition submitted by the Democratic minor- 
ity, and one equally within the power of Congress to enact, is to 
— the trusts the use of the United States mails in the conduct 
of their unlawful business, just as any other unlawful and fraud- 
ulent business is shut out. 

If the petty swindler who seeks to defraud you of a paltry dol- 
lar through the use of the United States mails finds himself coy- 
fronted by a “fraud order” from the Postmaster-General, why 
should these great corporations, who rob the ple of millions 
every year, be allowed a “free hand” to plunder as they please’ 
There is no answer in morals nor in law, and I am glad that this 
proposition meets the approval of the majority also. 

Another proposition submitted by the Democratic minority is 
so far-reaching in its effects that, if enacted into law and rigidly 
and honestly enforced, the death knell of trusts would be sounded, 
It provides as follows, viz: 

That every co i ion, - > . iers} 
Sevuned or made er manaphaner eaaepianon eo betes ie ohceer nee 
for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner as (. 


trol or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manufacture, prod uc- 
tion, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise, intended for ii tc; 
state commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to tho 
purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing. o. (: 
such manner as Seem competition, or of preventing competition in tho 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal and a monopoly; and all such corporat: 
associations, joint-stock companies, and partnerships, and their ofc: 
agents, managers, and attorneys are hereby forbidden and prohibited 
shipping or putting in transit any such article of commerce or mercha 

to any State, Territory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Terri! 

or place in which it was manufactured or produced, and selling or offer 

to sell any such article or merchandise to be so shipped or put into aiiy sw 
transit, unless for the private ob nes yo use of the consignee; and for airy 
lation of this provision shall be guilty of an offense against the Uni! 
States, and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than $iu) 
more than $5,000, and by imprisonment not less than thirty days nor : 
than six months. 

Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partner 
may be proceeded nst at the suit of any pa or persons, or corpora- 
tion, or association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually 
enjoined and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or forvicn 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the United 
States or the District of Columbia or any foreign country: and noarticle of 
commerce produced or manufactured or owned and dealt in by any 
corporation, association, joint-stock company, or tnership so orga: 
formed, man , or carrying on business, shall transported or car 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured or in w 
same may be, or without the District of Columbia if produced, manufact ire, 
or found therein, by any individual, corporation, or common carrier, in any 
manner whatever. Allsuch articles of commerce, shipped in violation «f the 
provisions of this act, shall be forfeited to the United States, and muy be 
seized by any marshal or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any 
person duly authorized by law to make such seizure, and when so s«ived 
shall be condemned by like proceedings as those provided by law for the for 
feiture, seizure and condemnation of property imported into the United 
States contrary to law. 


This is offered as an amendment to the bill reported by the ma- 
jority of the committee, but there is little hope that it will be 
adopted, because it means something effective and not a mere |)!\v 
for party position. It is true that if enacted into law the peo)!» 
would rise up and call you “ blessed;” but the trusts would s\y, 
“Let them be anathema;” and I fear that the curses of the laticr 
will be more potent than the blessings of the former. ri 

1 do not believe that itis the p of the present majority 'n 
Congress to enact any law that will seriously interfere wit! ‘1° 
business of the trusts. If so, why have they waited until the 
hours of the session to report any measure looking to thisen! 

Congress has been in session six months, during all of wich 
time the Republican majority have had the power of numbers ‘o 
make any law they desired; and while the bill which they 1 
propose as a remedy has some — features, yet it does not 40 
far enough, and is so carefully hedged about and so mucli is 'e | 
to a that if it should become a law it will not be cu- 
forced. 

As an apology for this weakling, they come professing to |” 
lieve and asserting that Congress has no power to do anything, 
and propose a constitutional amendment which they know w'! 
never be adopted. If it should pass the two Houses of Cons1ess 
by the requisite majority it must be ratified by three-fourths of 
the State legislatures, and before this can be accomplished the 
trusts will control and dominate a sufficient number of States to 
defeat the amendment. o> 

But aside from the delay co uent upon the submission of = 
amendment to the Constitution, the one now pending is of suc 1 
doubtful propriety and dangerous possibilities that many micl 
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who sincerely desire the most effective legislation possible will be 
afraid of the em sacrifice of State sovereignty and the concen- 
tration of such stupendous power in the General Government as 
is involved in the resolution as now presented to be inserted in 
the Constitution. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am not opposed 
to capital when legitimately employed, and I can readily see how 
combinations of capital and energy and skill, especially in manu- 
facturing enterprises, may result and have resulted in great good 
to the country at large, and as long as they stand upon their own 
merits and are satistied with reasonable profits we all welcome 
them as important factors in the development of the business in- 
terests of the country. But when by unholy combinations they 
ignore the me of justice to the public, oppress labor and for- 
get eve ing except their own selfish interests, then they be- 
come public enemies and ought to be controlled by inexorable 
law for the proteetion of the public welfare. 

It is claimed and not denied that, by combination of skill and 
capital, the cost of production and handling may be greatly re- 
duced, and if the cost to the consumer should be correspondingly, 
or even approximately, reduced, there would be no just cause 
of complaint; but our observation and experience teach us that 
in most cases where the cost of production is decreased and com- 
petition is suppressed the price to the consumer is largely in- 
creased. It is this feature of the case that has aroused public 
indignation and alarm and induced the demand for legislative con- 
trol. This appeal of the toiling millions of America who live by 
the sweat of their brows may for a time be unheeded, but not 
for always. 

A day of reckoning iscoming. [I believe that,in the providence 
of God, when the sun goes down on the evening of the 6th day of 
November there will have been registered by the poco ul methods 
of the ballot box a mighty verdict of a long-suffering people de- 
claring that henceforth and for all time this shall be a *‘ Govern- 
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people.” 

Mr. a. have endeavored to speak plainly, without rhet- 
oric and without passion, of some of the evils which threaten us. 
Coming, as I do, from the plain people, whose representative I 
am proud to be, as far as in my power lies, I make this appeal in 
the closing hours of the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress for 
the purity and honesty of our Government and economy in the 
administration of its public affairs and for justice and fair dealing 
to the individual citizen. It has appeared to me that Congress 
forgets that the money so freely appropriated for every imagin- 
able purpose is the product of the toil of the laboring masses, 
wrung from them by way of taxation. 

The utter disregard of constitutional limitations, the unblush- 
ing thievery of public officials at home and abroad, the abandon- 
ment of the time-honored principles of our republican Govern- 
ment, all indicate that the party in power, drunk with its excesses, 
is hastening to destruction; and Ihave an abiding confidence that 
on the 4th of March, 1901, there will be inaugurated as the worthy 
successor of Washington, Jefferson, and Jackson, that eminent 
statesman, incorruptible patriot, and matchless friend of the 
people, William J. Bryan. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. TERRY. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
wish to use any of his time now? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not now, if the gentleman will go 


ahead, 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON]. 


{[Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama addressed the House. 
pendix, ] 


Mr. TERRY. Lyield five minutes to the gent!eman from Texas 
[Mr. KLEBERG]. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, the trust question is still sur- 
rounded with much confusion, and must necessarily pass through 
many stages of enlightened popular discussion before it can be 
intelligently solved. Most ot the discussions in the public print 
and in so-called anti-trust conventions have been along academic 
lines, but the time is now drawing near, as the great national 
campaign approaches, when the subject will receive a more prac- 
—_ treatment, both in political platforms and in the political 
orum, 

The people are considering it as an intensely practical question 
and have long looked for an open, practical discussion of it by 
Congress and the leaders of politicalthought. They are no doubt 
growing impatient at the apparent indifference of this Congress 
in not entering upon a practical treatment of this great political 
issue; for much asour Republican friends may talk about pros- 
perity, the fact remains that industrial combination is fast shut- 
Ung out individual freedom of enterprise and is subordinating 
the natural development of economic forces to the private greed 
of capitalism, 

industrial enterprises, it is true, are unusually prosper- 
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ous and are in some instances paying higher wages, although not 
in pecpertee to the profits arising from monopolistic prices. 

On the other hand, smaller enterprises are fast disappearing and 
their owners forced into the ranks of wage-earners. The oppor- 
tunity for free enterprise and for free labor is constantly cul rap- 
idly reduced and the individual man made more and more de- 
pendent upon wage labor, which, in turn, is more and more 
reduced by machine labor and the limited production of commodi- 
ties. This, again, must inevitably produce an impoverishment of 
the masses and the enrichment of the classes, 

Temporary waves of so-called prosperity, brought about by 
natural causes and not by the alchemy of the Republican party, 
can not deceive an intelligent people who must see and do see that 
our industrial system is fast drifting into monopoly and our 
Government into a plutocracy. The ftit_of present prosperity is 
already approaching the phase of overproduction, so-called, and 
lockouts and strikes, the certain forerunners of panic, are setting 
in as usual, foreboding impending industrial depression. 

The political party which attempts to trifle with the situation 
is certain to suffer defeat at the pollsnext November. The people 
appreciate the danger of the trusts and they call for remedies 
which are both speedy and practical. Penal statutes and repres- 
sive measures are well enough in their places, and if faithfully 
executed afford gery and partial relief, but most of them 
are mere brutum fulmen, the mere sounding brass and tinkling 
cymbal, signifying nothing. Neither can the remote and prob- 
lematical attempt to amend the Federal Constitution satisfy the 
popular demand for relief. The people are beginning to under- 
stand that the trusts are the seoull of a great economic struggle 
of world-wide extent and significance; that not only the competi- 
tive principle but that civilization is on trial,and that there is no 
greater question confronting humanity in the approaching cen- 
tury. 

The American people especially are more deeply interested than 
any other people on earth, because the trust giant comes in the 
garb of imperialism and threatens not only to destroy industrial 
freedom but political freedom as well, for a people who are not 
industrially free can not long remain politically free. It is thus 
that capitalistic greed is attempting to divert the attention of the 
American people from the ills that threaten them at home to the 
problems of distant colonial possessions in the Orient and to advo- 
cate conquest, militarism, and imperialism under the guise of 
legitimate expansion. 

The constitutional amendment offered by the Republican party 
is a delusion and a snare, and is not offered in good faith. It could 
never be adopted, even if it were acceptable in other respects, and 
our friends, the Republicans, must know this, as no amendment 
to the Constitution has ever been adopted in that manner for a 
hundred years, except those forced upon the people by the arbit- 
rament of arms after the civil war. But the amendment is full 
of lurking danger to the States and concealed attempts to so con- 
strue the present Constitution as not extending over our Territo- 
ries and other parts of the United States, and thus seeks to fasten 
upon the country the false doctrine of construction of the Repub- 
lican party, that Congress can act independently of the Constitu- 
tion. 

The amendment is destructive of the States’ present constitu- 
tional power to suppress trusts within their limits, and places the 
power to define trusts absolutely in the Federal Congress, as well 
as to control, regulate, and prohibit them. This makes this power 
exclusive and takesit from the Statescompletely, notwithstanding 
the clause which seems to reservethis power. Sothat if Congress 
| is disposed to be friendly to any kind of trust the States could 
not act against the action of Congress and could not protect them- 
| selves against such trusts, as the power of Congress, by this 

amendment, is made superior to that of the States. We might 
| thus destroy all present power to be found in the Constitution of 
| the United States, as well asin the several States, to cope with 
the trusts and lodge it all in this amendment, and if Congress 
were friendly to trusts the latter would have a free hand to plunder 
| 








the people. 

The great questions of finance, taxation, and transportation are 
the live issues to which the party in power should direct 
tention, because it is here that we must look for practical meas- 
ures of relief. These are all practical subjects for legislative ac- 
tion under the Constitution of the United States as it now stands, 

Let us not theorize what we might do if we had a different (‘on- 
| stitution, but let us first exhaust the powers of the present Con- 
stitution, a Constitution which its great framers did not devise 
| for a day or generation, but for centuries, and which under proper 
| construction has over a century and a quarter stood the test of 


‘ 
its at- 


good government. 
As it would lead me too far to discuss at length all the practical 
| remedies coming under these three great heads, I must content 
myself with the partial discussion of one only—to wit, transporta- 
tion—and to simply reaffirm the Democratic faith as to the other 
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two subjects of finance and taxation. I doso for the reason that, 
in my opinion, the question of transportation, while not more im- 
portant in a wider sense than others, is yet in a practical sense of 
first importance in the present mg and maintenance of in- 
dustrial trusts. In other words, while falling prices, superinduced 
by the single gold standard, unequal taxation, and unrestricted 
and unfair competition, have been and are continuing causes of 
industrial concentration, commonly known as ‘‘ trusts,” railway 
discriminations in freight are equally strong and active factors in 
the oom of industrial combination and the growth of mo- 
nopoly. 

But like Banquo’s ghost, the trust question will not down; itmust 
be faced, and that at once. The question is not what we would 
do if we could adopt the proposed constitutional amendment, be- 
cause by the time it can be adopted, if it ever can, the trusts 
will have done their worst. 

So the trust question is much broader than a mere business 
question. It involves in a broader sense our industria] and politi- 
cal welfare, and can only be solved as far as legislation is con- 
cerned by such measures which will remove as far as it is practi- 
cable the causes which produce trusts and maintain them. Now, 
it will be seen that this involves legislation in many directions and 
uponmanysubjects. Thereisnos:ngleremedy by which a rational 
reform can be reached in our industrial life, but the question 
must be approached from many sides, all tending to a practical 
scheme of restoring equal opportunities to all clases of our people 
to earn according to their natural capacity. 

What is wanted above all other things is such prompt action on 
the part of Congress that may at least check the present trend 
toward industrial inequality and monopoly. I say again, let us 
not theorize as to what we could or might do if we had a differ- 
ent Constitution, but first exhaust the powers to check monopoly 
under the Constitution as it now stands. I refer now to the inter- 
state-commerce clause of the Constitution, which, among other 
things, involves the control of the great interstate transportation 
lines. This is a power that is not made doubtful by judicial con- 
struction, but is most clear and Leaps tg in the light of judicial 
interpretation in an unbroken line of the many decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court upon this subject. 

Again and again has this high tribunal laid down the principle 
that the railways in their capacity as public carriers are the serv- 
ants of the public and can neither lawfully charge unreasonable 
rates nor exact discriminating freight rates from shippers. That 
Congress has the powers to fix rates of freight either by direct 
legislation or by delegating this power to a commission. That it 
has likewise the power directly or by a commission to prevent dis- 
criminations, to classify freight, to compel interstate shipments 
by different railways, public accounting, and to force the rail- 
ways to comply with every reasonable right of the shipper and 
passenger as far as it relates to interstate commerce. 

It is idle to speak of breaking mf trusts and monopolies as long 
as they are built up and sustained by railway discriminations. 
venture to say that there does not exist one single so-called indus- 
trial trust to-day which is not fostered and maintained by some 
favor in the form of railway discrimination. If these favors are 
not lower freights or rebates, they consist in terminal facilities or 
some other advantage to the trust over competitors. If not in- 
direct discrimination, then these trusts are favored and main- 
tained by the advantage they have in the long over the short haul. 

As long as intermediate points along the same transportation 
line are discriminated against and the terminal points are favored 
in proportion, how is it possible to maintain fair competition be- 
tween rival concerns and to establish equal opportunity for all? 
The favored concern soon grows powerful on these discriminat- 
ing rates of freight and crowds its competitors out of the field, 
and thus places producers, consumers, and wage-workers at its 
mercy. What rival concern can compete against the Standard 
Oil Company, the big four slaughter and packing companies, the 
grain elevators, and, in fact, all the great industrial combinations, 
now formed and being formed, as long as they have terminal and 
shipping facilities and the benefit of the long haul over the short 
haul? None. 

But entire cities and sections suffer in the same way at the ex- 
pense of the favored cities and sections. We find that the entire 
States of our country, especially thoss depending on smaller 
towns and a rural population, are drained constantly to build up 
a favored few, and that an unequal distribution of wealth is 
bronght about concentrating in the hands of the few and in a 
few larger cities. Why is it that but few of our cities grow com- 
mercially and the great majority are either on a standstill or 
going backward, especially in the South and West, if it is not the 
blight of freight discrimination? If not the sole cause, it is the 
main cause. 

Transportation is a question of life and death with cities and 
States, as well as with individual business men. If one city or 
one State or one section has the advantage of freight rates over 
its competitor, that city, State, or section is going to prosper over 


CONGRESSIONAL 'RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 31, 


the others, just like an individual would over his competitor. Yet 
this is precisely the condition that is going on all the time: and 
can we wonder that the industrial combination, the trust, and the 
monopoly exist and will continue to exist and grow stronger from 
day to day, and that the unequal distribution of wealth goes on 
with it? Take the railway out of the trust problem and you haye 
left indeed those in a wider sense, such as class legislation of «)] 
kinds, unfair and unrestricted, and unfair competition, invention 
of improved machinery, and, in fact, certain cosmic forces. 

Falling prices, brought about by the single gold standard, tariff 
inequalities, unrestricted and unfair competition, especially 
among railways, the progress of machine labor, and the tendenc\ 
of natural law in the direction of cooperation, all make for con 
centration, and are in fact some of the prime causes of the grea: 
social evolution that is moving forward and gradually coming iy 
sight. I by no means ignore the great historic struggle betwee) 
the competitive principle and socialism, which is really at the 
foundation of the present industrial crisis. But in casting about 
for practical remedies, I believe thatone is the immediate contro] 
and regulation of the railways as affecting interstate commerce, 

Not that I would abandon for one moment the fight against the 
money trust, or in fact any of all the many remedies that natu- 
rally present themselves in many directions, but I wish at this 
time and on this occasion to emphasize the fact that the railroad 
trustis one of the greatest and most formidable of all trusts, and 
affects every man, woman, and child of the land directly and co: 
stantly. Thereis nothing we wear, eat, or use whichisnot affected 
by the railway freights that must be paid upon it. No business 
or enterprise can escape its demands. 

Year in and year out the Congress makes large appropriations 
for harbor improvements, and yet the railways are allowed to (is- 
criminate in the long haul, so as to drive out all water-freight 
competition. A short time ago a line of steamers plying between 
New York and Galveston was driven out of business by the rail- 
ways, who so lowered freights as to make it impossible for the 
steamship’s company to haul freight and compelled it to go out of 
the trade, when the railway put up its freight again. Of course, 
this is but an instance of discrimination that is pursued by the 
railways along our whole seacoast, and the result is that all the 
coastwise trade of the country is not controlled by water rates 
but by the railways, and our seaports are languishing instead of 
— g into large trade marts to supply the interior with cheaper 
freights. 

Again, but recently it has been discerned that the export rates 
on wheat to the seaboard are lower than export rates on flour, 
and the result is that foreign millers can sell their product cheaper 
than our millers, and thus drive them out of the field. But the 
discrimination against the small manufactories in the South and 
West, the smaller business men, and especially against our great 
farming and stock-raising community West a South, is such 
that many States in these sections are nothing but truck patclies 
to the larger cities in the East. Yet people wonder why there 
are no iarge cities in the South and along the Atlantic coast south 
of Baltimore. 

Regulate interstate traffic on the railways, fix freight rates, 
abolish the long haul and other class discrimination, and let each 
section stand on its own merits and its natural advantages and 
build them up, and you stop one cause for the unequal distribu- 
tion of wealth. The ports along our seacoast will grow in com- 
mercial importance by reason of low water rates on freight, anil 
they will supply the interior, as they naturally should do, with 
goods, wares, and merchandise upon cheaper freight rates; the 
country will grow up evenly and in proportion to the thrift of its 
citizens; there will be a more even distribution of wealth, as tle 
occupation of the trust will be gone, to a large extent at least. 

The railway in its very nature, by reason of its exclusiveness 0! 
territory and its largeness of capital, is a monopoly to which 
every individual and every business, large or small, must submit. 
and whose freight exactions no one can escape unless he can fin! 
protection in the law, which alone can prevent the railways from 
charging unreasonable freight rates and imposing discrimin- 
tions. Ordinarily the common law, by which reasonable rates are 
demanded, would be all-sufficient were it not true that the rail- 
ways have grown too powerful for the individual or even the 
State to control. 

The Federal power alone, as far as interstate traffic is concerne'|. 
can cope with the railways, and may and can control them if 1! 
would. It is idle to say that we have tried the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and that it hasfailed. It has never been given 
the full constitutional power that it could have under the inter- 
state-commerce clause of the Federal Constitution. Why is }t 
not clothed with this power? Is it the — influence of the rail- 
ways that prevents such legislation? Then let the people speak 
by adopting ~~}? platforms that will make it mandatory ‘or 
Congress toact. Here, then, is an seuettone for practical relief 
against the trusts, so called. Why isit not utilized? Bills looking 
to the strengthening of the Interstate Commerce Commission are 
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pending in both the Senate and this House, but they are not even 
considered in committee. Whois responsible but the party in 
ower? 

The truth is that the Republican party is not serious in its op- 
position against the trusts. Having a majority in both Houses 
of Congress and the President, it has not only failed to use its 
power to legislate against trusts by removing the causes which 
build them up and maintain them, but it has actually helped to 
build them up and maintain them. It has ee the money of 
the country in the hands of bank trusts; it has placed the taxes 
on those who are least able to bear them, and exempted corpora- 
tions, and syndicates, and trusts; it refuses to suspend the tariff 
in cases where it builds up trusts and monopolies; it refuses to 
regulate interstate commerce by sirengthening the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and giving it the constitutional powers 
by which the people would be protected against the exactions and 
discriminations of the railways, and which would break up the 
trusts which thrive on freight discriminations, and, lastly, it 
plunges the country into imperialism at the behest of the trusts, 
who want to exploit our island possessions. 

By their fruits ye shall know them. 

{Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. KircHIn] seven minutes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray], chairman of the Judiciary Committee, was 
arguing in favor of this amendment, I called his attention to the 
fact that in 1888 the Republican national convention adopted a 
plank in its platform against trusts, That platform was as fol- 
lows: 

We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in trusts, 
or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the conditions of trade among our citizens. 

I further called his attention to the fact that in 1892 his national 
convention adopted a stronger plank against trusts, in these words: 

TRUSTS CONDEMNED. 

We reaffirm our opposition, declared in the Republican platform of 1888, 
to all combinations of capital organized in trusts, or otherwise, to control 
arbitrarily the conditions of trade among our citizens. We heartily indorse 
the action already taken upon this subject, and ask for such further legisla- 
tion as may be required to remedy any defect in existing laws and to render 
their enforcement more complete and effectual. 

I then called his attention to the fact that in 1896, when his 
party met in convention that year, the convention that nominated 
the present President of the United States, it deliberately turned 
its back upen its platform declarations of 1888 and 1892 and 
omitted any reference to trusts. When I asked him to explain 
this change, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] said per- 
haps they overlooked it. Ah, Mr. Speaker, they did not overlook 
it. They had those previous platforms there before them, and 
in my opinion the reason they omitted any reference to trusts was 
because a different class of gentlemen controlled that convention; 
because the distinguished chairman of the Republican executive 
committee, Mr. HANNA, was there with his mighty cohorts and 
influences. 

They deliberately left out any reference to trusts. The spirit 
that guided Lincoln, Garfield, and Blaine did not influence the 
Republicans in that convention. They had demanded in 1892 
further legislation upon the subject. They have been in the full 
possession of the powers of this Government for three years and 
more, and have allowed the months and the years to go by, until 
to-day, right in the closing days of the long session of this Con- 
gress, they bring in a proposed amendment to the Constitution, 
which we denounce as insincere, as a subterfuge to mislead the 
American people, as a thing to parade before the public in this 
coming campaign. We say it has every earmark of being in- 
tended for that purpose, and for that purpose alone. 

To-day every trust in the United States pays allegiance to the 
Republican party and contributes to its campaign fund. Where 
is there a trust manager that is not Republican? Name a trust 
that does not give its support to the Republican party. 

The delegates in the oa Republican convention by omission 
repudiated their hostility to trusts, by omission published to the 
world their submission to trust influences, and at once those in- 
fluences became the support of the Republican party. If suddenly 
every trust would turn its guns upon the Republican party, that 
party would vanish ina day. The fact that the Democracy with- 
stands and boldly attacks them attests her sound principles and 
her noble efforts for the people. Where is there a trust advocate 
in all this land who is a Democrat? 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KITCHIN, I have little time, and if you will remember, 
you refused—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, if you do not desire to yield, I 
do not ask you to. 

Mr. KITCHIN. All right; what is your question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. You were taiking about what the 
Republican party had done and failed to do, I was here when 
Cleveland was President— 
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Mr, SULZER. Are you following in his footsteps? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Isee the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray} 
is not going to ask me any question pertinent to my argument. 
It appears that he wants to take my time rather than to get infor 
mation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
not? 

Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. KITCHIN. 
I am arguing. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very good. Why was it, when Cleve- 
land was President and the Democrats had the Senate and House 
both, that the Democratic party did not do something in regard 
to trusts and monopolies? 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman knows that it did take steps 
against the trusts; that prosecutions were begun; that the Wilson 
bill struck the trusts; and the gentleman also knows that we only 
had one Democratic Congress while Cleveland was President, and 
it dealt with the great money question, and, by the way, in a 
manner contrary to my will, and it also dealt with other im- 

yortant matters. But, sir, you can not answer the charge that 

make against your party by asking me a question. A gent!e- 
man who has the information and ability that ought to charac 
terize the chairman of the Judiciary Committee ought not to 
resort to any such tactics as that. 

If he can answer the charges made against his party, of its in- 
sincerity in bringing in this amendment, he ought to answer, and 
not get off by asking another question, in order to lead the House 
away from the charge that I made, that they introduced this reso- 
lution in order to mislead the,country as to their position on trusts. 
Every trust in this country is with your party; every trust man- 
ager is, as I have said, with your party. I believe every one of 
them contributes to your campaign fund. Tell me that you se- 
riously intend to do any damage to the trusts! 

If you had intended to make a fight on them that meant any- 
thing, why did you not do so three years ago instead of wait- 
ing for the beginning of a Presidential campaign? It is because 
in the last few months the newspapers have been fighting the 
trusts, and the people have been waking up to them. Your 
party has been trying to convince the people that the silver ques- 
tion will not be discussed. The gentleman knew his party had 
taken a position on imperialism that it can not defend before the 
people, and when he knew that we were going to force the fight 
on the trusts, he, to use the illustration of my good friend, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], played the cuttlefish and 
muddied the waters so as to escape from the burden of the trusts 
which bears on the shoulders of his party, and from which it can 
not escape. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask you another question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. If it is a pertinent question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It is. Will the gentleman explain to 
the House and the country about this great Democratic Tammany 
Hall ice trust up in New York? | Laughter. } 

Mr. GAINES. How about the oil trust? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, the gentleman has asked this question to 
get away from my point, and he knows it—still playing the cuitle- 
fish. [Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, I am against ice trusts, coal trusts, and all other 
trusts. The Democratic party is against trusts,and every man 
in all the country knows it. For three years the Republicans 
have known they could rely for support in a real crusade against 
trusts upon every Democrat on this side of the House. Democrats 
have introduced bill after bill against them, but those bills in 
Republican committees sleep the sleep that knows no waking. 
During these three years the trusts have constantly grown 
stronger, bolder, and more oppressive. Yet, in full control, the 
Republican party has for three years looked smilingly on, and 
now pretend to fight them by using blank cartridges. 

The Republican members of the Judiciary Committee have re- 
ported two measures; one a resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution, the other a bill under the Constitution as 
it now is. As I am informed, the minority members of that 
committee, though containing some of the ablest lawyers in this 
body, were not consulted in any manner in the preparation of 
those measures. The Committee on Rules brought in a rule 
which absolutely precluded the privilege of even offering an 
amendment to the first measure, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] tells us it is a Republican measure and must 
be voted on without the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing of a ‘‘t.”’ 

It isa Republican measure. It is, therefore, in my opinion, in- 
tended to delay hostility against trusts. Why, if that amend 
ment should by any means pass the House and Senate, and be 
submitted to the legislatures of the several States, then, while it 
was 80 pending. to every demand of the people to proceed against 
the trusts, the Republicans would reply, ‘‘ We must wait till the 
amendment is adopted, giving us more power.” The probability 
is it will not pass this House, and could not pass the Senate; but 


Do you yield for a question or do you 


Are you following in Cleveland's footsteps? 
I will yield to a question pertinent tothe point 
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should it pass, no one believes the State legislatures would ever 
ratify it, since it requires approval by the legislatures of three- 
fourths ot the States, and if it is against trusts, certainly the 
trusts and Republicans would control more than one-fourth of 
the State legislatures. 

In the meantime the trusts would be expanding. Prominent Re- 
publican newspapers like the Chicago Inter-Ocean have declared 
that ‘‘it is inconceivable that it should ever be ratified.” The 
Washi m Post shares the same opinion. But such an amend- 
ment will not pass this House. The Populist members will vote 
solidly with us who a it, and the Republican party itself is 
not solidly for it. hy this opposition? Simply because we 
know it is a piece of petty politics, not intended to harm the trusts, 
but calculated to mislead the people. 

If the Republicans wanted it passed they never would have put 
in the first section, because they knew that everyone who voted 
against taxing Porto Rican trade and believed that the Constitution 
followed the flag would be violating his convictions by voting for 
this amendment. This amendment says that its ee shall ex- 
tend to “‘all territory under the sovereignty and subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States.” Now, suppose that trust 
amendment should hereafter appear asa part of our Constitution, 
it would mean of course that that article was in force wherever 
we had jurisdiction, and the other articles, not having such a 
clause. would by the ordinary rules of construction, on the prin- 
ciple that the naming of one excludes the other, be in force only 
here in the old Uni States, as they were four years ago. This 
would be contrary to the known Se of Democrasy. Doubt- 
less this clause was inserted by the Republicans in order to 
strengthen their position that the Constitution does not extend to 
our island possessions. : 

But surely they did not expect us to stultify ourselves by vot- 
ing for it. Again, the other sections of this proposed trust 
amendment are the most dangerous words against State rights 
or local self-government that within my knowledgo have issued 
from a committee of this House. Some time ago the gentleman 
om Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], in a signed published interview, 
sald: 

I repeat what I said before: I am opposed to any interference by Con- 

essional action with the right of the States to organize, create, control, 
Gimit, and regulate their own corporations in their own way, and for Con- 
gress to impair it by limitation upon the operation of State corporations 
other than that which was enacted in the interstate-commerce law would be 
such a eee of the right of States that it is not to be thought of fora 
momen 


His consideration for the rights of the States is gratifying to 
Democrats. 

The second section of this trust amendment would practically 
blot out State lines. They give Congress power to define, regu- 
late, prohibit, or dissolve trusts, etc. Under that power Congress 
could go into any State, and although a labor organization, a 
farmers’ alliance, a partnership, or corporation might be a do- 
mestic one, and do no business outside of the State, Congress 
could regulate and dissolve them and assume complete jurisdic- 
tion, and absolutely prevent the State from dealing with its own 
native concerns not engaged in interstate or foreign commerce, 
It also says the States shall have all the powers they now have 
not in conflict with the laws of Congress. In other words, after 
taking all the power into the hands of the Federal Government, 
it says the States may have the balance. 

Never would the Republicans have offered such a resolution 
had they desired it to get Democratic support. The distinguished 
gentleman from Texas | Mr. BarLry] told them in his able speech 
against it, if they would only strike out the first section and limit 
the other sections to such corporations, Se and trusts as 
engage in interstate or foreign commerce that they would get 
every vote on this side of the House. But no; no change. We 
must take their medicineor none. If any trust amendment what- 
ever is needed, surely the proposition.made by the gentleman from 
Texasor that proposed by the istinguished gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Terry] would fully meet the situation. 

It appears that the other side deliberately prepared it’ for the 
purpose of making it so odious to Democrats and Populists that 
none could support it, and having so made it, absolutely refuse to 
allow an amendment to it to be even offered. They knew they 
would be asked about trusts, and therefore it was presented as 
something not effectual, something against which trusts would 
not rebel, but something with which in the coming campaign 
ow hope to mislead the ignorant. You can not deceive the peo- 

1c, 

The roll call will show that the overwhelming majority of those 
who follow Chairman Hanna’s policies will vote for this amend- 
—_ in order to shelve the trust question. But in this they will 

ail. 

You may this year again write into your national platform what 
you deliberately omitted four years a hostility to trusts— 
but the conduct of your party contradicts such hostility. You 
will do this from fear of the people, but they will not be deceived. 





As you wrote into your past platforms friendliness to silver and 
yet — your dagger to its heart, so the people will know that 
while you write hostility against the trusts in your platforms, you 
will be insincere, you will hug them to your bosom, worship at 
their shrine, and give them the devotion of your services. From 
them you will draw your sinews of war, with their approval make 
your nominations, and in their interests shape your policy. 

Speaking of amendments to the Federal Constitution, why do 
not the Republicans of this House report some of the Democratic 
resolutions to amend it so as to allow without any uncertainty an 
income tax? We believe it should now be held constitutional, but 
you dispute it. Letusremove the doubt. Dothat and the trusts 
will kick. You will notdoit. With your support such a resolu- 
tion would pass this House unanimously. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the other measure the Judiciary Committeo 
has reported and on which we are to vote Saturday is a bill against 
trusts, making the present laws more stringent and effective, 
This is a confession of what every one recognizes, that Congress 
now has the power to deal with trusts and monopolies engaged ia 
interstate and foreign commerce. 

We hope to have this measure improved by adding to it the 
amendments prepared by my friend from Arkansas | Mr. Terry}, 
which we think will make it sufficiently effective to destroy trusts, 
if the Administration will only enforce it. But the Republicans 
will probably defeat these amendments, for they do not want a 
law so strong against trusts as Judge TERRY’s amendments will 
make this bill. If they are against trusts, why has not the Ad- 
ministration been enforcing the present laws throughout the 
country? Yet only a stray case here and there has been instituted 
where hundreds ought to have been instituted. 

However, this pending bill against trusts, called the Littlefield 
bill, will be voted for by every Populist and every Democrat here, 
even if we fail to improve it by amendments, as it is astep, though 
not a long one, in the right direction. For any real, earnest |ill 
against trusts we will vote. However, the Republicans, in order 
not to offend the trusts during this campaign, waited till this late 
day, when, after this bill passes the House, as it will, they have 
every reason to believe it will sleep inthe Republican Senate until 
after the election. If they had wanted it to become a law before 
the campaign, why did they not report it early in this session, or 
why did they not bring it up in the last Congress? They had de- 
liberately, and doubtless for a strong purpose, omitted any refer- 
ence to trusts in their last national platform. 

So much-for thesetwo measures. Mr. Speaker, the Democratic 
party is not against wealth. It rejoices in the great enterprises of 
the country, butitis againsttrusts. Thatman who by diligence, 
industry, economy, and business ability and sagacity builds an 
honest fortune is an honor and a blessing to mankind. He lives 
here and there throughout every State in the love and admiration 
of his neighbors. The trust spirit does not shape his conduct. 
The true spirit of trusts is the real spirit of robbery, of unjust 
greed for money. 

The trust system gathers money from millions without fair con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not condemn the hundreds of thousands of 
men employed by trusts. 1 believe thousands would quit the 
trusts at once if they were assured of steady, permanent work 
elsewhere at the same prices. They sympathize with all human- 
ity, but must first provide for themselves and loved ones—coni1- 
tions confront them, and they mnst do the best for themselves. 
In my opposition to trusts, I refer to the corporations themselv:s 
and to those who direct their policies and share the true trust 
spirit. 

The capital stock, including no one knows how much water, in 
trusts and practical monopolies, without including railroa:s, 
street railways, gas and electric-light companies, which are not 
naturally of a competitive character, of 265 concerns named in 
the New York World Almanac amounts to about $5,000,000,000, or 
enough to buy the State of North Carolina, according to her tax 
books, fifteen times over. There are probably 200 trusts not 
named in thatalmanac, Many have been organized since its pub 
lication. 

Nearly everything on the great markets is controlled by trusts 
except some agricultural products, and some of those which the 
farmer does not prepare ready for consumption are controlled by 
trusts and against the interest of the farmer. 

Trusts are combinations of naturally competing concerns for to 
purpose of controlling or fixing the prices of what they buy and 
sell. It is no bad purpose for two or more concerns to consolidate 
for the honest purpose of simply running their business more ¢co- 
nomically. In many ways may wealthy men legally unite their 
capital for good purposes. But when men combine to avoid com- 
petition, and to become masters of any industry, with power and 
purpose to fix prices for their own greedy benefit at the expense 
of the public, then the evil spirit of trusts is born. When hgh 
prices for their products are dictated above the prices of fair coi 
petition, and low prices for the material they buy are set below 
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rices of honest competition, then the demon of injustice appears | 
and robbery begins. Trailic with them is no longer upon fair con- | 
tracts. 

The free judgment of two independent mindsis nolongerreguired | 
in the business. The trust fixes the price, and its price setter 
whatever his position is, alone need be consulted. The other party | 
has no voiceinit. He must pay for his necessities trust prices, for | 
he can buy from no one else. He must sell at trust prices, for 
there is no other to buy. Heis ‘‘held up” and made to deliver. 
He may have to give the value of six days’ work for what, with- 
out trusts, he could get for five days’ work, or he may have to 
sell the product of six days’ work for the price at which, without 
trusts, he could have sold the product of three days’ work; but 
this he must endure under the trust system. Trusts have ne | 


souls; and as long as the Republican party controls, it is apparent 
that they will not be answerable ‘for deeds done in the body.” 

Just as a sample of their iniquity I quote the following item, 
which was recently published, showing how, under our high | 
tariff on iron and steel manufactures, the steel and wire trust 
robbed our people: 


John W. Gates, manager of the steel and wire trust, testified before the 
Industrial Commission last fall that they were exporting their products and | 
selling them at a less price to foreigners than tous. The exact figures are: 

Wire nails—American price, per keg, $3.40. 

Wire nails—To Canadians, per keg, $2.70. 

Wire nails (to ship abroad)—Export price, per k 

Barb wire 


eg, $2.14, 
-American price, per 100 pounds, $4.13. 

Barb wire—To Canadians, per 100 pounds, $3.25. 

Barb wire—To Europeans, per 100 pounds, $2.20. 
y ao prices are furnished by ex-Congressman J. D. Warner, of New 

org. 

Doubtless in many other lines the American farmer has been 
robbed by the trusts in excess of the robbery committed upon 
Canadian and Europeans, who have not the high protective tariff. 
Every newspaper has felt the effects of trusts; every hotel and 
every livery has felt their effects; thousands of commercial trav- 
elers have felt their effects; thousands of independent business 
men have been compelled to succumb to their methods. As an 
illustration, take the conduct of the American Tobacco Company 
before it sold its plug interests to the Continental Tobacco Com- 

any. 

° It wanted to destroy competition in a certain class of medium 
plug tobacco, which cost the retailer about 25 cents per pound. 
It began making its Battle-Axe and other brands of plug tobacco, 
and put them on the market at from 12 to 14 cents per pound, this 
being understood to be much less than its actual cost to the com- 
pany. It cost the great majority of manufacturers of similar to- 
acco at least 18 cents per pound to make it and put it on the 
market and they sold it at about 25 cents per pound. 

The result was that in a short time these smaller factories, 
which were unable to compete with the Battle-Axe and other 
brands of the American Tobacco Company, which, for the purpose 
of destroying competition, was able to lose thousands of dollars, 
were driven to the wall. Hundreds saw their business wrecked by 
the methods of this company. Afterwards some of these very to- 
baccos were advanced by the tobacco trust in price to the retailer 
to more than 100 per cent, or double their price when competition | 
was being destroyed, the Battle-Axe brand going from less than 
15 cents per pound to more than 30 cents per pou” ' 

A little further on 1 shali endeavor to show t: 
bacco trust has had on the farmers. 

Mr. Chairman, in all ages a class—whether called patrician, 
royal, noble, aristocrat, or what not—embracing a minority of the 
people has sought, too often successfully, to gather toitself un- 
earned the proilits of the toil of the masses. Kings and tyrants 
have sought this by force, by conquest, by exorbitant levies of | 
taxes, but in every instance they have relied for success upon the | 
army, upon brute force back of their unjust demands. ‘The Pre- | 
torian guards and the Janizaries were fed and favored to obtain 
from the masses for the few the same fruits of toil which the trusts 
in amilder manner, but in the same spirit, wrench from the many. | 

Perhaps the force system will never return, but the Adminis- 
tration’s Philippine policy does not encourage us to hope it. The 
people of the highly civilized countries are too intelligent to ever | 
again permit armies to overrulethem, The means of communica- 
tion, the rapidity of travel, and the spirit of Americanism will 
forever prevent forcible extortion from ourselves or our children, 
unless the people's representatives idly sleep upon our watch- 


, effect the to- 


towers and allow the plundering element to gradually increase 
the Army until it becomes master of the people. 

With a progressive, intelligent population, the ancient force 
which collected tyrannous taxes would fail. Therefore, the same 
ciass of unjust plunderers of others’ toil in our country were com- 
polled to adopt a devious, winding, half-concealed, oily method, 

lear-headed men devised the trust system, and while honest leg- 
islators were off their guard, or incapable of foretelling the scope 
of their laws, secured such legislation as they saw fit. They may | 


be chartered under laws, but their result is none the less robbery | 
and extortion than if done by help of drilled soldiers, 
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The system seized many of the wealthy as if by contagion 
many of them watering stock to be palmed off on the public w 
glorious; but tothose brainier ones, who for greed put their busi 
into trusts, the power of controlling and dictating prices wa 


| preme joy, as they contemplated the unearned millions which the 
| system would for them fleece the people, who must submit to their 


saa Must they always submit to trusts? Itistrue the present 
aws against trusts are not enforced, because, in my opinion, the 
authorities charged with their enforcement sympatl 
trusts. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion it will require a hig 


ize with the 





r class o 
patriotism and a higher class of ability to destroy the « 
of trusts than it ever required to destroy the tyranny of an 
Mr, Chairman, my district, while being one of the best 1 
facturing districts of the South, is also a large tobacco-growing 
| district. I know that one is apt to underestimate his b\ 
and overestimate his troubles, but the farmers of my district think 
they do not get half for their tobacco that they got ten and fifteen 
| years ago. 
The Government's statistics show th acco 


t in 1890 the tol 
116 pounds, and 


productof the United States was 522,21 yan 
. while in 1805 


oO 


Its vaiue 


was $43,100,532, or a little over 8} cents per pound 
the product was only 403,004,520 pounds, and the price was 
$24,258,070, or just about 6 centsa pound. In other words, t 


product had decreased 24 per cent, and, contrary to all laws of 
supply and demand, assuming the demand was normal, tho 
decreased 25 per cent. 

I could get no later statistics than those for 1896, as it seems the 
Department, not being satisfied with the manner in which these 
estimates were obtained, abandoned them until the ensuing census. 
Statistics are not required to prove the great fallin tobacco prices, 
You can ascertain that fact by inquiring of any farmer in the 
golden tobacco belt of Virginia and North Carolina. Y vill 
find that other causes than supply and demand have affected 
prices of tobacco. Many will tell you the increased value of gold 
has had its effect, but that does 
fall in tobacco prices. 
another cause. 

Webster's Weekly, one of the most accurate 
State, in its issue of November 238, 189%, c 
in an editorial: 


ot fully account for the great 
All farmers, in my opinion, will tell you of 
newspapers in my 
mtained the following 


What we do assert is that the American Tobacco Company has tho power 
and does fix the price at which the grade of tobacco known as “‘cutte ’ 
sold. We have shown by the testimony of representative tobacconist \ 
the Danville, Reidsville, and Winston markets that the first year that t 


trust was formed the tobacco crop was 25 per cent short, and asa result a!! 
grades advanced an average of 25 per cent except cutters, which declined 
one-fourth in value for want of competition 

An organ of the trust having asserted in the spring of 1890 that the farm- 
ers were getting more for their cutters than they did before the combination 
was formed, we addressed the following inquiry to leading tobacco men in 
Danville, Reidsville, and Winston with the view of getting at bottom facts 

“My Dear Sik: Kindly write me if in your opinion this is a full crop 
tobacco. Li not, how much is it short? 

“Are the prices paid for all grades of toba lon your market the 
as was paid at the ber nning of the present tobacco year? 

‘Respectfully, ete., 


ot 


» se 


no 


“J. R. WEBSTER.” 


In reply to the above, the late W. N. Shelton, ry is cherished 


by all who knew him, wrote: 


whose mea 


DANVILLE, VA., May 13, 1 
DEAR SrrR: In reply to your letter of tho 10th instant, I beg to say I think 
the tobacco crop of 1889 is about 25 per cent short of an average on Since 
the commencement of the tobacco year there has been an advance of 25 per 
cent on all grades of tobacco except cutters, and on this grade there ha en 


a decline of at least 25 per cent from the highest point. 
Respectfully, 
W. N. SHELTON 





Messrs. E. G. Moseley & Co., the well-known leaf dealers, of Dany re 
plied: 

“As to prices, we have to say, since last December there has been a steady 
advance in all grades of manufacturing stock until it has reached an ad 
in price of fully 25 per cent. ‘This advance, how r, does not apply t 
grade of leaf known as ‘cutters,’ for in this grade there has been a very | 
ceptible decline since the date mentioned. We think this is tl ly grad 
of stock that has shown the least decline; in fact, the only grade that has n¢ 
advanced in price. The cause of this is too well known to the trade for us to 


refer to it in this letter.” . 
We will reproduce one other reply: 
Winston, N. C., May 1 
My DEAR Sir: We do not think this isa full 






crop of t icco, but there 
will bo as many pounds sold on our market as we ever 1. Wet % 
yresent crop lacks at least 20 per cent of beinga fullone. All grad t 
Eases sold on this market have advanced 30 per cer » the beg e 
the present tobacco year, with the exception of cutters, and they have de- 


clined from 5 to 10 cents per pound, 
Respectfully, etc., 


iccording to quality. 
THE R. J. REYNOLDS TOBACCO CO. 

I have here an article from an experienced tobacconist, Mr, 
J.F. Jordan, of Greensboro, in which he clearly shows that in the 
fall of 1889 good ‘‘ cutters” were selling for 30 cents a pound, and 
that now the same grade sells for about 12 cents a pound. ing 


ET 
ra Z 


been intimate with the tobacco trade during all this time, he at- 
tributes this great decline in price to the American Tobacco Con 
pany, which was organized in 1890. 

The question arises, How has this company effected these re- 
twas organized in 1890 in New Jersey 


l- 


sults? Its capitalization 
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is about $75,000,000. The Continental Tobacco Company was or- 
ganivel in New Jersey in 1898. As I understand, it is a plug- 
tobacco concern, with a capitalization of about $100,000,000. The 
American Tobacco Company, practically controlling the cigarette 
and smoling tobacco market, has the power to dictate the prices 
for *‘cutters.” Such tobacco must reach its factories. It can say 
to the growers of such tobacco, So much and no more shall you 
have for it. Under these circumstances independent dealers dare 
not handle such tobacco. 

On the markets men are placed by the company to buy cutters 
at prices fixed by it, without important competition. In effect it 
says to the farmer: ‘“ You may grow this tobacco, but not a pound 
shall you sell except at prices fixed by me; for am I not running 
this cutter business? Squeal when I put down prices. Icarenot; 
lam after millions. I have the power to set the price, and do not 
you forget that.I will set it so low that my greed shall be satis- 
fied. To-day I can fix the price at which you must sell your next 
crop of cutters. Where is my competitor? Have I not absorbed 
him, or bought him, or driven him tothe wall? Your children 
may suffer, but I must squeeze millions out of you. In vain may 
you pray for the return of the high prices of fifteen years ago, but 
while I hold sway they shal! not return.” 

The Continental Company closely follows the American Com- 
pany, but in other grades of tobacco. These two companies have 
undertaken to control the tobacco business, and have largely 
succeeded. They buy their material—raw tobacco—at their own 

rice. They sell their pete at prices fixed by themselves. 
Was ever tyrant in all the world’s history better equipped to en- 
force his exorbitant demands? 

The sugar trust says to the farmer, ‘‘ You may have sugar, but 
at my price; for am I not the king of sugar? Where ismy competi- 
tor? Have I not destroyed him?” The oil trust says, ‘‘ You may 
have oil, butatmy price; for whereis my competitor? Have I not 
driven him out of business?” A hundred other trusts shout, 
ocean are our competitors? Have we not bought them or slain 
them?” 

The people, year after year, especially the great agricultural 
classes, are robbed by trusts and become poorer, while the true 
wealth they earn is drawn from them to swell the fortunes of 
their oppressors. To maintain their existence the trusts can 
easily aiford to give the Republican campaign committee every 
Presidential election year $50,000,000, which is not one cent on 
the dollar per year of their watered stock. They can coerce and 
intimidate thousands of their employees to vote the Republican 
ticket. What should be done in this situation? The Republican 

yarty, in my opinion, will do nothing effectual against the trusts. 
t has in three years done nothing against them of importance. 

H. O. Havemeyer, one of the sugar-trust men, told the Industrial 
Commission that “the mother of all trusts is the customs tariff 
bill.” I think many of them are attributable to the Republican 
tariff act to a large extent, but some of them are not. However, 
the tariff that fosters trusts should be abolished; but.the Repub- 
lican party has offered no bill to modify their Dingley Act. 

The people demand a President ana Con upon whom the 
trusts Seve no strings. They want an Administration that will 
further antagonize the trusts and enforce the laws against them. 
They want a Congress that will go to the utmost lengths under 
the Constitution to destroy trusts, for when that is done trusts 
willgo. They wantan Administration that will consider the cir- 
cumstances of average men, of the great masses, and not estimate 
the prosperity of the country from the condition of its trusts and 
multimillionaires. As we are drifting to an endless eternity, let 
us for the benefit of humanity make not a sham but an honest effort 
to remove from our country the trust system of oppression. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

ir. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mir. Speaker, it has over and over in been 
declared upon this floor during this debate, by those who ought 
to know better, that Congress has ample authority to regulate 
and control all trusts and to prevent the organization of others, 
and also that any State can prevent the operations of a trust 
within its borders, either by refusing it incorporation or by ex- 
cluding it if chartered by another State. 

A little investigation will suffice to show the fallacy of both 
these positions. The existing Constitution of the United States 
confers upon Congress power ‘‘ to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes.” The Supreme Court of the United States has over and 
over again decided that that takes away from the States the 
right to regulate or interfere with, or control in any way, or 
even to tax, commerce between one State and another. 

Thus, in the case of Robbins vs. Shelby County Taxing District, 
which you will find in 120 U. 8. Reports, at 489, it was held 
that one State could not prevent drummers from selling, by sam- 
ple, goods from another State, the court holding that the negotia- 
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tion or sale of goods which are in another State for the purpose 
of introducing them into the State where the negotiation is made 

| is interstate commerce and can not be restricted by the State into 
which it is sought to introduce them. 

A similar case coming up from Texas you will find simi'arly 
decided in 128 U. 8. Reports, at page 129. F 

Again, in Crutcher vs. Kentucky, reported in 141 U.S. Reports, 
it was held that a State law forbidding a corporation of another 
State from carrying on its business of interstate commerce 
within the State of Kentucky was unconstitutional and void, 

And again, in a case coming up from my own State, Brennen 
vs. City of Titusville (153 U. 8. Reports, 289), it was held that a 
manufacturer of goods carrying on his business of manufactur 
ing in one State can not be prevented from sending his agent into 
another State to solicit orders for their sale, ; 

Two other cases that I recall from my own State are conclusive 
upon this subject. In Western Union Telegraph Company :;, 
Pennsylvania, in the first opinion written by Chief Justice Fuller, 
himself a Democrat, it was held that Pennsylvania could not pre- 
vent nor restrict nor tax the business of sending telegraphic m: 
sages from one State into another. And in Norfolk and Western 
Railroad Company vs, Pennsylvania (136 U. 8. Reports, 114 
was declared that Pennsylvania had no authority to prevent a 
railroad company of the State of Virginia from having an office 
and transacting business in Philadelphia, because that busin: 
was in aid of interstate transportation. That opinion also was 
written by a Democrat—Mr. Justice Lamar. To use the language 
of a former chief justice of Pennsylvania, I might cite, not a cur 
rent, but a perfect torrent of authorities in support of the propo- 
sition that no State can exclude the business of individuals or 
corporations of other States or countries, provided that business 
is interstate or international in character, 

On the other hand, there is a commerce wholly within the State 
over which Congress has no power whatever, as held in the Mis- 
ae case, reported in 133 U. S., 587; Grain Elevator vs. 
New York, 143 U. 8., 518, and scores of others. Thus, Congress 
can not regulate the business of mining or of manufacturing 
carried on wholly within one State. so that if.a single corpo- 
ration or trust should combine under one management all the 
manufacturing or mining industries within an entire State, Con- 

ress would be powerless to prevent, while, on the other hand, 
if that trust should seek to dispose of its products in other States, 
neither the State in which the trust exists nor the other States in 
which it sells its products can interfere, because such sale of 
products and their transportation from one State into another is 
interstate commerce, wholly within the power of Congress to 
control, 

From this it readily appears that neither Congress nor the States 
have absolute power in the premises. An act of Congress, reen- 
acted by each one of the several States, might effect a result, but 
of course such harmony of action it is absolutely impossible to 
secure. Therefore, in order to secure the complete control and 
regulation of these so-called trusts, it is found necessary to amend 
the Constitution of the United States, and the Republican mem 
bers of this House will, to-morrow at 5 o’clock, put themselves on 
record in favor of the adoption of an amendment to read thus: 

SEcTION 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend tothe several 
States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under tho 
sovereig ty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit or 
dissolve trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form 
of a corporation or otherwise. Theseveral States may continue to exer 
such power in any manner not in conflict with the laws of the United Statvs 

Sec, 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this arti 
by appropriate legislation. 

Every gentleman upon this floor must know that every great 
trust must not only transact some business wholly within one 
State, but at the same time transact business between two « 
more States. An oil trust to be successful must control the pro 
duction of oil in Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia. ani 
Ohio, and it must sell its refined product in every State in the 
Union. The great tobacco trust must operate in the States whe: 
the tobacco is produced and the States in which it is manulac- 
tured and in every State where it is consumed. 

And so with nearly all the great trusts. They must transact 
some business wholly within a State; for instance, that of mining 
or of manufacturing, over which Congress has no jurisdiction. 
At the same time, they must, in the disposition of their products, 
have dealings with the citizens of other States, over which the 
States themselves have no jurisdiction. The proposed constit 
tional amendment would give to Congress absolute power In the 
premises to correct such evils as do now, or may hereafter, exist 
as the result of these vast aggregations of capital. s 

The Republican party believes in carrying out the promise 
made in its party —. and the Republican majority in thi s 
House will vot® solidly in favor of this constitutional amendm:nt. 
but it will not carry because it requires a two-thirds vote. 1 he 
Democratic party has become so accustomed to voting against 
every wise and needful measure proposed from the Republican 
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side that its memters will vote solidly against this proposition 
and defeat it by preventing it from receiving the necessary two- 
thirds. There has scarcely been a day during my three years of 
service in this body that gentlemen upon the Democratic side 
have not declaimed against trusts. They declare against them in 
their party platforms, inveigh against them from the stump, and 
declaim against them upon this floor. 

But mere declamation will not dissolve a trust, nor regulate it, 
nor control it, nor in any way prevent it from committing the 
evils of which complaint is made, During the eight years of 
Cleveland’s Administration, during part of which time the Demo- 
crats were in absolute control of all branches of the Government, 
not a single attempt was made to put down trusts. In 1889 a 
Democratic committee of Congress investigated the subject and 
reported that trusts were so numerous and rapidly increasing 
that they could not even name them. Instead, however, of pro- 
posing any remedy, they reported that the committee was unable 
to agree and had concluded to refer the subject to a subsequent 
Congress. Now, when for the first time an opportunity is pre- 
sented to do something practical, the gentleman from Tennessee 
{ Mr. RICHARDSON], the Democratic leader upon this floor, rises 
in his place and, amid uproarious applause from the members on 
that side, declares their intention to vote solidly against this pro- 
posed constitutional amendment. . 

The Republican majority in this House has the power and pro- 
poses at 4 o’clock on Saturday of this week to pass a bill embody- 
ing all the powers possessed by Congress upon this subject of the 
control of trusts. The gentleman from Tennessee says that the 
Democratic members are opposed to that bill, but will vote for it 
in its present form if they can not secure amendments to suit 
themselves. We have all noticed, however, that even since he 
made that statement, himself and all his followers have voted 
solidly against the rule to take up that bill, which rule was neces- 
sary to secure its adoption at this session. 

The Democrats have practically abandoned hope of success on 
the 16 to 1 silverissue. Their so-called anti-expansion theories 
are not acceptable to the people, because no further expansion is 
contemplated except pe of our trade and commerce. The 
Democratic party had therefore resolved to make the trust ques- 
tion the main issue in the coming Presidential campaign. The 
hollowness of their pretenses and the insincerity of their promises 
in that regard have already been shown, and Republican per- 
formance, which the Democrats did not anticipate, almost entirely 
robs them of their last hope. Their course in opposing this con- 
stitutional amendment and in trying to prevent the consideration 
of the bill emphasizes and makes plain to the people throughout 
the land their hypocrisy, and it is no wonder that the remarks of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KircHIN], who has just 
taken his seat, sounded like the wail of a lost political soul. He 
realizes, as his remarks plainly show, the hopeless plight in which 
his party finds itself by the exposure of its insincerity and deceit. 

The gentleman from Texas {[Mr. BaiLry], the ex-Democratic 
leader upon this floor, complimented us this morning by saying 
that some gentlemen on this side were guilty of hypocrisy and 
some were rascals, but none of us were ever fools. The course of 
his own party upon this subject is such that he might well have 
confined his compliments to that side of the House without the 
qualifying limitation, for if ever there were a lot of political 
fools—if ever there was a party guilty of political folly and of 
blunder worse than crime, those political fools and that party 
stand outin plain sight upon the Democratic side of the House. 
Their crime against the people stands exposed. Notwithstanding 
all their professions of animosity, their friendship for the trust 
stands out in bold relief by their action to-day, as indeed it has 
throughout the entire session; for have we not seen them at every 
turn voting in favor of oreeenaee to aid the great sugar trust. 
precisely as they did in the adoption of the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
bill, which gave to that greatest of all trusts a clear advantage of 
over 25 per cent? 

Now, upon this subject of trusts I think it pertinent at this junce- 
ture to refer to another trust favored by the Democratic party, 


and which I think is a standing menace to the people and to the | 


prosperity of the United States, and that is the voting trust or 
monopoly, which flourishes in some sections of this country, not- 
ably in Mississippi, where 22,365 gentlemen constitute a syndicate 
which is enabled to send seven members to sit on the floor of this 
House, with a like proportion of members in the electoral college, 
in which, under our Constitution, the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States must be chosen. One or two other 
— we are told, have or are about to followthe Mississippi ex- 
ample, 

Mr. GAINES. How is it you never send acolored man to Con- 
gress from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no Congressional district in Penn- 
sylvania in which there is a preponderance of colored voters. 


The proportion is very small in our State, but every colored man | tion. ( 
is given the right to vote as he pleases and to have his vote hon- | have power to define a combination, whether existing in the form 
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estly counted, He is not, by reason of his color, excluded from 
participating in the election of Congressmen, nor from holding 
oftice himself. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. What is it? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know if the election 
laws or the laws controlling the rights of suffrage in Mississippi 
are not very similar to the act providing for and controlling the 
right of suffrage in the Territory of Hawaii? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not carefully compared— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does not the act passed by the Re- 
publican majority of this Congress provide that before a person 
can vote in Hawaii he must have paid taxes and be able to read 
and write the English language? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Thereis this difference between the provisions 
of that act and the constitution and laws of Mississippi, namely, 
that no person in Hawaii who ever had the constitutional right to 
vote has had that privilege taken away from him; and the Ha- 
waiians who are not permitted to vote will not be permitted to be 
counted in determining the representation of Hawaii on this floor 
or in the electoral college, if ever it shall become entitled to such 
representation. 

Mr, BOREING, 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. BOREING. Is it not expressly provided in the Hawaiian 
act that the election laws shall be nonpartisan? 

Mr. FINLEY. No; that was stricken out. 

Mr. BOREING. I will remind my friend that the bill was 
amended on the floor at the suggestion of the Democratic leader 
on the other side, 

Mr. FINLEY. It was stricken out in conference; and if the 
gentleman will read the bill, he will see that it is true. It was 
stricken out at the suggestion of Republicans in the House and 
Senate in conference committee. 

Mr. BOREING. It was put in at my suggestion, and I said I 
would stand byit. I was unavoidably absent at the time of the 
conference and was not aware of the action of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Iam sorry, Mr, Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Mississippi | Mr. Spicur] who opened the debate this even- 
ing in opposition to this amendment, is not in his seat now. I am 
sorry that other Representatives from Mississippi are not present 
at this session, because they, or some of them, are gentlemen who 
at all times in discussing our retention of the Philippines and 
Porto Rico, and in legislating for the government of those prov- 
inces, loudly insist that all just government derives its powers 
from the consent of the governed. I wish to call their attention 
to the extent to which ‘‘the governed” in Mississippi are per- 
mitted to express their choice in the selection of those who govern 
them. 

Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Very well. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman is from Pennsylvania. I would 
like to ask himif there are not to-day in the State of Pennsylvania 
charges and countercharges being made by various factions in the 
Republican party as to bribery, fraud, and corruption in politics 
in the city of Philadelphia to a greater extent than has ever been 
made in any other part of the United States? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No, sir; that is notthefact. The fact is that 
there were some charges made of election frauds in Philadelphia, 
Election frauds perpetrated by Republicans in Pennsylvania are 
so unusual that the charges made a great sensation. They were 
made by Republicans. The guilty parties were prosecuted by 
Republican officers before Republican jadges, and were convicted 
and sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. FINLEY. Which wing of it did the prosecuting, the reg- 
ulars or the irregulars? [Laughter on the Lemocratic side. } 

Mr. OLMSTED. Thatis a matter that does not concern the 
gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter on the Democratic side. | 
They were Republicans. Whatever difference there may be upon 
other points, all Republicans agree when it comes toa question of 
prosecuting for election frauds. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have been reading the Philadelphia North 
American and Philadelphia Inquirer, and I get my information 
from both of these papers. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If you read them both, you get both sides of 
the question and can exercise yourown judgment. {Laughteron 
the Republican side.] You will at all times derive great benefit 
from the reading of Republican newspapers. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr, OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I want to ask about the proposed resolu- 
You say that the resolution provides that Congress shall 


Mr. Speaker, J would like to ask the 


Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 


I would like to ask the gentleman this question, 
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of a corporation or not. Now, suppose that in the gentleman’s 
own State a corporation should take out a charter to mine coal, 
and, its mines being some 5 or 10 miles from amain line of railroad, 
should operate a small line of road to connect with the main line. 
Suppose your State should grant that kind of a charter, would you 


assume that this resolution would give Congress the power to | 


classify that corporation as a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED, I think it would be a corporation 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Would Congress have power to classify it 
as a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That does not necessarily follow. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. This resolution provides that Congress 


trusts, monopolies or combinations, whether existing in the form 
of a corporation or otherwise.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. A single corporation, incorporated for the 
purpose of mining coal and operating in addition 10 miles of rail- 
road necessary to get its coal out to the main line, might not be 
found a very dangerous combination. A coal company, under the 
constitution and laws of Pennsylvania, is permitted to operate a 
short line of railroad where necessary to enable it to get the prod- 
uct of its mines to market. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Lask the gentleman whether in his opinion, 
if this resolution should pass, Congress would have power to define 
that kind of a corporation as a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Congress would never under this proposed 
constitutional amendment define a case of that kind to be an inju- 
rious combination or trust—one corporation merely owning a 
single coal mine and the necessary branch railroad to get its coal 
to market; but if two or more corporations should attempt to go 
together for the purpose of controlling the entire coal output or 
the entire railroad facilities, that would be nearer what the gen- 
tleman seems to be driving at. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If such a corporation should carry on also 
the business of selling goods or dealing in merchandise, could that 
corporation be called a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I will tell the gentleman from Tennessee of 
a single corporation that might be called a trust or a combina- 
tion, and that is the Tennessee Coal and Iron Company, in his 
own State. The present Democratic governor of your own State, 
who recently retired from Congress to take that position, said 
upon the floor of this House that while a member of the State leg- 
islature he had taken great pride and pleasure in helping to incor- 
porate and form that corporation. I investigated the matter and 
found that in its present form it is the result of the merger and 
consolidation or purchase of nearly all the other coal and iron 
corporations in Tennessee and Alabama joined in one, undoubt- 
edly for the purpose of controlling the output and price of coal 
andiron. I suggest that to the gentleman as a monopoly or trust 
whose operations can not now be reached and wholly controlled by 


either the State legislature or the Federal Congress, but would be | 


made subject to the power of Congress by the pending amend- 
ment, against which you propose to vote when the froll is called at 
5 o'clock to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that this resolution says that Congress shall have power to define. 
regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve combinations. Now, I 
simply ask the gentleman's opinion whether under that power 
Congress would have the right to define as a combination a cor- 
poration engaged in mining coal and transporting it over, say, 10 
miles of railroad? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Ido not think that Congress would ever de- 
fine one corporation owning one coal mine and 10 miles of railroad 
in order to put its coal on the market—I do not think that Con- 
gress would ever define that as an injurious or harmful combina- 
tion under the terms of this resolution. But let me say that if 
you will give Congress this power, then as long as a Republican 
majority may be in control (which I hope and believe will be for 
a long time to come) you need have no doubt that the definitions 
adopted under it will be proper and the legislation such as ought 
to be passed, [Applause. ] . 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What I asked the gentleman was not 
whether Congress might or might not do a certain thing, but 
whether under the Constitution it would -have power to define 
such a corporation as a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman need not have any fear for 
such small fish as that. The pending resolution is aimed at mo- 
nopolies and trusts. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. But if this resolution shall become part of 
the organic law, will Congress then have power to declare that 
sort of a corporation a combination? 

Mr. OLMSTED. The pending resolution is not intended to con- 
vert the ConNGRESSIONAL REcoRD into a rival of Webster's Dic- 
tionary. The plain intent is not that Congress shall define the 
meaning of the word ‘combination ” or of the word “trust,” but 
that it shall define what character of combination, or of trust, or 
of corporation, and what operations conducted by them contrary 
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to the best interests of all the people shall be declared illega), »,,.) 
regulate, control, or prohibit, or, if necessary, dissolve the off, 
ing corporation, combination, or trust. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Another question, if the gentleman 
permit, This resolution declares that.‘‘the several States ; 
continue to exercise such power in any manner not in con 
with the laws of the United States.” Does the gentleman ; 
that if that provision should become a law of the land Cong 
could then pass such laws that would make it entirely im, 
ticable for States to pass any laws with reference to this sul); 

Mr. OLMSTED. This resolution is not intended to dero 


| from the powers of the States any further than may be nec 
shall have power to “ define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve | 


to enable Congress to provide for the control and regulation or 
need be, the dissolution of trusts. The intention is to confer y 

Congress power which does not now exist in any State or in ( 

zTess. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman has been so very court 
will he allow me to ask one more question? 

Mr. OLMSTED, Ican not yield much longer. 
the floor too long. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose Congress should pass a law defi: 
ing trusts or combinations and should enact that only Fe 
courts should have jurisdiction of offenses under that law 
complaint filed or authorized by the Attorney-General, woul: 
gentleman assume that it would then be competent for the 
to enact a law contrary to that? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is expressly provided in this pro; 
amendment that ‘‘the several States may continue to exer 
such power in any manner not in conflict with the laws of 
United States,” which I think is sufficient answer to the gen 
man’s question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, It is provided that the power of thes 
shall continue where not in conflict with the Federal statute. 

Re OLMSTED. Now, Mr. Speaker, if my time has n 
pired—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ited. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 


Tam occupyi 


The gentleman's time is not lim 


I wish to return for one moment to the 


| stitution and laws of the State of Mississippi with referen 


elections. The present constitution of that State, which has dis- 
franchised the great mass of voters in that Commonwealth, was 
adopted by a convention which sat with closed doors, keeping no 
records of its discussions, and the so-called constitution was never 
submitted to the people, the majority of whom were practically 
disfranchised by its provisions. Thelaws which have been passe: 
under that constitution beat anything we have ever seen or heard 
of, practically placing it in the power of the election or regisira- 
tion board to impose asort of civil-service examination upon eycry 
man whose vote they desire to exclude. 

One person, for instance, was found wanting because he was 
unable to satisfactorily answer the inguiry ** Who was (Queen 
Elizabeth’s husband?” He was not entirely certain upon that 
subject, but that he had some intelligence was shown by the fact 
that he suggested that the identity of that person could not hay 
any proper weight in determining the question of his r 
vote. Another was asked for whom he wanted to vote, and \ 


| he answered that he desired to exercise his privilege on beh 


the Republican candidate for Congress, he was asked, ‘* What 
Congress?” He answered, ‘‘Why, Congress is the people.” [1 
was then asked, ‘‘What do Congressmen do?” and he said, 
‘*Why, they play cards, drink whisky, and ride on railroad 
passes; ” and yet, with all that display of intelligence, he was ! 
fused the right to vote or to register. [Laughter.| That cons! 
tution was adopted in violation of the act of Congress of 1570, by 
which that State was restored to representation in this body. 

is claimed that that act of Congress was unconstitutional. _ 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like t 
ask the gentleman what he thinks of the Supreme Court o: th 
United States that declared that system of elections and that Stat: 
constitution valid? : 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no Supreme Court of the Uni! 
States that ever declared that, or anything of the kind. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, there is. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am perfectly familiar with the case 
which the gentleman refers, but the questions which I have ra 
were not squarely raised in that case, and some of them were 
raised at all. The question as to the adoption of that constitu! 
was not before the court, and whatever may be said of the act 
1870, it can not be denied that that act was violated on the pat 
the State of Mississippi. That State came back under that © 
It accepted that act. It adopted a constitution in comp! 
with the provisions of that act, and came back to represent«' 
here in this body upon that understanding. After being restore’ 
to representation it proceeded to violate the act of 15:0, «© 
adopted a new constitution without equal in the United Sta 
and which practically deprives the people of that State of at 
publican form of government. 
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Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman is aware that the Supreme | 
Court has held that the States were never out of the Union. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will not deny that there was | 
a time when Mississippi and other States were not entitled to rep- | 
resentation on this floor. 

Mr. KITCHIN. There was such a period. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And they came back under express conditions 
which they have not chosen to observe. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Those conditions, as the gentleman well knows, | 
were not binding in the light of what the Supreme Court has | 
held. The gentleman knows that when a State gets into the 
Union she is the equal of the State of Pennsylvania or New York 
or any other State. 

Mr.OLMSTED. At the time when the State violated that ob- 
ligation there had been no judicial dec'sion upon the subject. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The case of Williams against Mississippi, | 
think, clearly sustains the cons‘itution of Mississippi. That case | 
was decided here two years ago. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Justice McKenna delivering the opinion. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Justice McKenna delivering the opinion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I was out and have just come in, 
and I did not hear what the gentleman said about the Mississippi 
constitution. That constitution has been passed upon by the Su- 
preme Court and held to be good. 

Mr. KITCHIN. As one of the gentlemen who represents the 
State of Mississippi has come in, I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The floor is not yoursto yield. I will tell the 
gentleman from Mississippi, however, what I have said about that 
constitution. Isaid, among other things, that it was adopted with 
closed doors. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 1 deny that statement. 

Mr.OLMSTED. That they kept no journalof their proceedings, 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. They did keep a journal. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I challenge you to produce it. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I have not got it with me. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; and you can not get it, for there is none 
in existence. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
with me; one was kept. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 1 mean arecord of the discussions showing | 
why that provision was adopted. The constitution in question is | 
such that 8,278 geitlemen in your district were enabled to elect 
and send you to Congress, while your Republican opponent was 
permitted to receive but 171 votes. Think of that! Three thon- | 
sand two hundred and seventy-eight men were enabled under that 
constitution to send a member here to Congress to represent nine 
counties, having a population in 1890 of 186,692. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. 
rejuiring men to vote? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; but there is a provision in the Constita- 
tion of the United States which was intended to permit some of | 
the citizens of Mississippi to vote. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Yes; and if you or any other gen- 
tleman states that there is a man in Mississippi who can not vote | 
according to his wishes when he qualifies himself to vote, then 
you state that which you know nothing about, 

Mr. OLMSTED. ell, I have read the constitution of Missis- | 
sippi and have paid some attention to it, and the gentleman knows 
and will not deny that what they call the constitution of that 
State was never submitted to the people of that State and is with- 
out their consent, and has in effect denied the right of suffrage to 
those who previously voted and had a right to vote. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Not if they qualified. 

~ OLMSTED, You have made it impossible for them to 
qualify. 

_Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. There are a great many constitu- | 
tions that were never submitted to the people. 
Mr. OLMSTED. I believe that no State constitution can 
properly be wholly changed without submission to the people. | 
The last constitution of Mississippi which was submitted to the 
people—the one that was in force when that State was restored to | 


Of course, I have not got it here 


Is there any law or constitution | 





representation in Congress—expressly provided that it should not 
be amended even in the smallest particular without the submis- 
sion of such amendment to the people, and yet you have amended | 
it out of existence without permitting the people any right to vote | 
upon the change, 
Mr. FINLEY, 
again? 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Are you going to repeal the Mis- | 
sissippi constitution? What are you going to do about it? | 
Mr. OLMSTED. That is a question which was asked years ago | 


Will the gentleman allow me to question him | 


by a prominent Democrat in New York. 1 will tell you wre | 


might be done about it, The representation of your State in 
XXXITI——397 


| votes were counted. 


Congress might be reduced until it bears some relation to the 
number of people you permit to vote for Congressmen. 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. What has that got to do with this 
trust law. You can not give us representation based on those 
who vote. There is no compulsion of a man to vote. 


Mr. OLMSTED. 


If Mississippi had less Congressmen, there 
would be a less number of votes cast against this measure intended 
for the regulation of trusts. That is one thing that it has to do 
with it. Now, let us look at the matter. In the First Mississippi 

| district, comprising 8 counties, with a population of 145,315, the 
present genial Representative received 2,469 votes and none were 
registered against him. In the Second, comprising 9 counties and 
170,912 population, the sitting member received 2,919 votes. His 
Republican opponent received 58. Theablegentieman who repr 
sents the Third district received 2,068 votes and his Republican 
opponent 373, This district contains 10 counties and 184,297 popu 
lation. 
In the Fourth district, comprising 13 counties. with 213,236 
population, the present member had 8,431 votes. No Republican 


They seem to have been cast for the Popu- 
list, who had 1,020 votes. Theable and cour gentleman who 
upholds the interests of the Fifth district received 4,943 votes and 
his Republican opponent 142, in a district of 12 counties, with a 
population of 224,618, while the Populist was held down to 20, 
In the Sixth district the present member had 3,227 votes and his 
Republican opponent 327, in 13 counties, with 166.913 population, 
As I have already shown, my good friend from the Seventh was 
returned without any trouble by a little syndicate of 2,578 mem- 
bers, and even that was a good deal more than was necessary, as 
his Republican opponent had only 171, in 9 counties, with 186,692 
population. 

I have no objection to these gentlemen individually. They are 
able and at all times courteous and in every way attractive and 
pleasant associates. But is it fair that of a population of 1,291,983, 

‘cording to the census of 1890, 22,365 men shall do all the voting 
and be represented by seven members in Congress and in the elec- 
toral college? The gentleman says there is no law to compel a 
man to vote. The trouble is that their present constitution and 
laws render it practically impossible for a Republican, whether 
white or black, to take any active part in the elections. 

This system is already spreading and is about to be further ex- 
tended to other States. Itis unfair tothe people of the States 
concerned and unfair to the people in the other States of the 
Union, as it puts into the hands of a comparatively small voting 
trust the possible power of controlling Congress or even a Presi- 
dential election. Gentlemen argue that it is a matter for each 
State to determine how many of its people shall be permitted to 
vote and upon what conditions. But it may well be that justice 
to other States and to the whole country demands that representa- 
tion in Congress shall be based to some extent upon the voting 


eos 


| population, and that 22,000 men shall not, asin Mississippi, be 


entitled to the same representation as if they numbered ten times 
as many. 

But to return to the particular kinds of trusts sought to be 
reached by this amendment. Great aggregations of capital may 
often be used for the benefit of the public. Thus, great railroad 
enterprises can not be conducted without them. They are often 
useful in extending the markets for the products of our mines 
and manufactpries into other countries and in many other ways. 
itis only when their operations are harmful that we seek to re- 
strain them. Thus, the ice trust over in New York, which, as 
warm weather approaches, is doubling the price of ice to the poor 
consumer. 

Such a monopoly is, of course,injurious. It can not be reached 
by Congress under the Constitution as it now exists. It is no 
wonder that our Democratic friends from that State oppose this 


| amendment, for it appears that the Democratic mayor of New 


York is the owner of 4,000 shares in that trust, his brother, the 
Democratic candidate for governor against Theodore Roosevelt, 
also holds 4,000 shares, and other leading Democratic officials aro 
in it, and Tammany is back of it. The Democratic Senator, or ex- 
Senator, from Montana is one of the kings of the copper trust. 
Havemeyer, the president of the sugar trust, and the leading ofii- 
cers of most of the great trusts are Democrats. Their friends in 
Congress can hardly be expected to vote for this amendment, 

While traveling in Virginia last fall a prominent commission 
dealer in leaf tobacco told me that the business was now inju- 
riously affected by the fact that there is practically but one pur- 
chaser—the tobacco trust—which buys only when it pleases and 
upon such terms as it chooses to dictate. It not only deprives 
the tobacco grower of a fair market, but it also drives out the 
small manulacturer, and in many ways affects injuriously both 
the producer and the consumer of tobacco, fo far as its opera- 
tions are conducted wholly within a single State, it can not be 
reached by Congress. So far as they consist of transactions be- 
tween two or more States, they can not be reached by either of 
the States, 
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This amendment is necessary for the regulation of the (bacco 
trust, the oil trust, the sugar trust, and nearly every other great 
trust, bnt it will be defeated, because the Democrats in Congress 
wil vote solidly against it, and they have a sufficient number to 
prevent it from receiving the requisite two-thirds. Their action 
upon this resolution and in opposing the rule for the consideration 
of the bill relating to trusts will render it more easy for us to over- 
come them in November, and as sure as the sun rises on election 
day, so sure will the Democratic party be buried beneath the 
arctic mosses of the political tundra abutting upon the shore of 
the historic river of saline appellation. [Applause. } 

Mr. RAY of New York. We have occupied about an equal 
amount of time, and I hope that some gentleman on the other side 
will occupy some time. 
aes TERRY. Lyield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

EVY]. 

Mr. LEVY. In announcing my intention to vote against this 
amendment, I desire to state that I do so because I believe that 
the laws now in force, if vigorously executed, would remedy all 
= evils attributed to trusts. |Applause on the Democratic 
Bide. | 

This amendment gives to Congress the sole power to define, 
regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve trusts, monopolies, or com- 
binations, whether existing in the form of corporations or other- 
wise. 

Congress thus has absolute control over every business enter- 
prise in the United States and can at will define whether it isa 
trust, combination, or otherwise and this centralization of power 
infringes not only upon the rights of States to define; within their 
own boundaries what shall or shall not constitute a trust or com- 
bination, but grants it the power to interfere with individuals, | 
their business, and business connections, and however innocent a | 
combination among tradesmen may be for their own protection, 
Congress may inquire into its motive and punish the offenders, | 


notwithstanding that it is in no sense a trust in the ordinary and 

obnoxious acceptation of the word. 

_ Labor itself would not be safe from the inquisition of Congress, | 
for all combinations of labor to maintain a fair and just wage 

would be subject to the provisions of this amendment. 


Congress, if its present majority feels called upon to invest it | 


with power to correct evils which seem only now, on the eve of 
an election, to have become apparent, should amend the tariff 
law, which is the great promoter of trusts, by discriminating 
against the monopolies which in their judgment oppress the peo- 
ple, and thus correct the evils which they claim now exist. 
Publicity and the prevention by State legislation of overcap- 


in combinations of business and capital, and I am in favor of both 
of these remedies, but I am not in favor of vestin 


decision in the Addyston pipe case, is not only unnecessary, but 


which is dangerous and a menace tothe rights and property of | ; ince 
ge & ay | corporations, corporations control the elections and place the men who a: 


the individual. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 
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‘tut ing in Congress by | , vthing better, propose it 
an amendment to the Constitution a power which, in view of the | *?Y)o\"& > eo 





Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to insert just here the fol- 
lowing speech of Mr. Bryan on this subject: 


WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN AT CHICAGO TRUST CONVENTION. 


There were loud calls upon Colonel Bryan to respond to Mr. Foulke, and 
he did so, saying: 

Il would not occupy the time again but for the fact that the gentleman 
from Indiana [{Mr. Foulke] has referred to a plan which I suggested, and I 
aw afraid that he does not fully understand it. 

Just a word in regard to the plan. I want to repeat that it was not pre- 

sented as the only plan, nor is it necessarily the best plan. It is simply a 
vlan. I was sorry that when the gentleman got through destroying this plan 
1e did not suggest a better one. Political agnosticism is of no great benefit 
to the public. Not to know what to do is often a convenient tion to oc- 
cupy, but it contributes very little to the settlement of a question. 

My plan is this: First, that the State has, or should have, the right to cre- 
ate whatever private corporations the people of the State desire. 

Second, that the State , or should have, the right to impose such limita- 
tions upon an outside corporation as the le of the State may think nec- 
essary for their own protection. That protects the right of the neome of 
the State to say, first, what corporations they shall organize in their State, 
and, second, what corporations they shall permit to come from other States 
to do business in their State. 

Third, that the Federal Government has, or should have, the right to 
impose such restrictions as Congress may think rT ee any corpora- 
tion which does business outside of the State in which it is organized. 

In other words, I would preserve to the ple of the State all the rights 
that they now have, and at the same time have Congress exercise a concur- 
rent remedy to supplement the State remedy. 

When the Federal Government licenses a corporation to do business out- 
side of the State in which it was o: , it merely permits it to do busi- 
ness in any State, under the condi imposed by that State, in addition to 
the conditions imposed by the Federal Government. I would not take away 
from the people of the State any right now existing, but I would have the 
Federal Government and the State government exercise the powers that 
may be necessary to annihilate every monopoly. 

I do not agree with the gentleman that you can not annihilate a monopoly. 
I believe it is possible todo so. While the gentleman was speaking, I d 
not belp thinking of the lines of a song. ile he was SS rem- 
edy suggested, and yet presenting no other, I thought of the g 


ee ina gulf of Sopp qeeate, 


| a law, passedtwo yearsago. Tennessee 


May 


31, 

Now, it is a great deal easier to find fault with a remedy proposed than : 
propose a remedy which is faultless. Macaulay—I think he is the author 
the remark—has said that if any money was to be made by disputing the 
of gravitation, able men could be found to write articles against the trut 
that aw. I have no doubt thatany remedy that is proposed will be assau!t 
But those who believe that the trusts must go will accept the best rem, 
they can find, try it and then accept a better one, if a better one is propo 
and keep on trying until the people are protected. . 

Now, this isa conference. We have not met here to destroy the tr: 
Every law for the annihilation of the trusts must be secured through p 
ical action. We are here to discuss these questions. We are here to ; 
tribute what we can and to hear what others have tosay. We are her: 
consider the various remedies proposed. Iam not sure the remedy w} 

sropose is unconstitutional. Iam not sure that the Constitution wou'd ; 
1ibit such an act of Congress as I suggest. Suppose that Congres; ; 

say that whenever a corporation wants to do business outside of the $ 
must apply toand receive from some body, created byCongress for the 
pose, a license to do business. Suppose the law should provide three co: 
tions upon which the license could be issued. 

1. That the evidence should show that thereis no water in the stock: 

2. That the evidence should show that the corporation has not atte m) 
in the past and is not now ettempting to monopolize any branch of indy 
or any article of merchandise: and 

3. Providing for that publicity which everybody has spoken of and a 
which everybody agrees. 

Suppose that is done. Who is here to say that such a law would } 
constitutional? The Supreme Court in deciding the Knight case, did 1 
that a broader law than the present one would be unconstitutional 
true there are things in the decision which suggest that, but until that ; 
tion is presented to the court, you can not say that the court has pa 
upon it. 

It is also true that Justice Harlan, in his dissenting opinion, assumed | 
a broader Jaw would be held unconstitutional; but no one has a right 1 
that if such a law as I suggest were passed and reviewed by the S 
Court, it would be held unconstitutional. But, suppose the law is passed; 
held unconstitutional, then we can amend the Constitution. 

The gentleman suggests that it is a difficult thing to get two-thirds ot! 
Houses and three-fourths of the States to favor such an amendment 

That is true; it isa difficult thing, but if the people want to destroy t 
trusts they can control two-thirds of both Houses and three-fourths . 
States. But whatis thealternative? Sit downanddonothing? Allow: 
to trample upon you, ride roughshod over you, and then thank God tha 


| still have some life left? The people are told to be contented, but | t! 


contentment may be carried too far. 

I heard of a man once who had been taught to be contented with h 
and finally became very poor and traded off his coat for a loaf of bread. hk 
fore he had a chance to eat the bread a dog came along and snatched it away 
from him. He felt a little indignant at first, but finally that feeling of « 


| tentment came back to him, and as he watched the dog turnaround a cor 


in the road carrying the bread away, he said: ‘* Well, thank God, I stil! hay 


| my appetite left.” 


Now, there are some people who seem to think we ought to be satis! 
with anything. My friends, the American people are entitled to the |x 
that there is. The American people are entitled to the best system on every 
subject. 1 believe when these questions are presented to the American | 
ple they will select and secure the bestsystem. Idonotbelieveit necessary fo: 
us to sit down quietly and permit a great aggregation of wealth to strangle 
every competitor. 

I do not believe that it is in accordance with our dignity asa people 
accordance with the rights of the people to say that because a great cor} 


italization are the two remedies which would cure all that is bad | tion is organized, therefore, it should be permitted to go into the field a 


rival, undereellit until it bankrupts it, raising the money by higher pri 
somewhere else. I don’t think it necessary for us to do that. ° 
Ihave only suggested a plan. It may not be the best plan. If you ha 
If there is any amendment that yon can t 
of that will improve it, suggest it. Iam anxious to apply a remedy 
Let me suggest one other thing that I believe will a step in the ri 
direction. The great trouble has been that, while our platforms den 


elected to enforce the law under obligations to them. 
Let me propose a remedy—not a remedy, but astep in the right directior 


| Let the laws, State and national, make it a penal offense for any corpora 


to contribute to the campaign fund of es party. Nebraska has 
assuch a law. passedtwo years: 
Such a measure was introduced in the State of New York, but so far it | 
not become a law. 
You remember the testimony taken before a Senate committee a few yeu 


| ago, when the head of the sugar trust testified that the sugar trust :n 
| its business to contribute to campaign funds, and when asked to which « 


it contributed replied that it depended upon circumstances. . 

“To which fund do you contribute in Massachusetts?"’ was asked 
the Republicanfund.” ‘“Towhich fundin New York?" ‘“Tothe Democ: 
fund.” “To which fund in New Jersey?” and the man replied, ‘* Well, 1\ 
have to look at the books: that is a doubtful State.” 

Now, that is almost a literal reproduction of the testimony of one gr 
corporation on the subject of campaign contribution. I do not mean to sa 
that that remedy will be a completr one, but I believe that when you prev: 

a corporation from contributing to campaign funds you will make it casi 
to secure remedial 1 tion, Ceee some corporations are compelle | ' 
contribute; they are blackmailed into contributions, and such a law woud 
protect a corporation that did not want to contribute, and also prevent | 
—— from contributing that did want to contribute. 

If the people are in earnest they can destroy monopoly, and you never can 
do anything in this country until the peopleare inearnest. Whenthe Am 
ican ple understand what the monopoly question means, I believe th 
will be no power, political, financial, or otherwise, to prevent the peop!*!1 
taking possession of every branch of Government, from President to th: 
preme Court, and making the Government responsive to the people's wil! 
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But I must pass to the trust question. 

If there is one here who is opposed to an industrial trust and does not un 
derstand that the principle underlying the industrial trust is exactly the 
same as the principle underlying the money trust, I ask him to study the 
question. When a man asks me to get down on his little platform, opposins 
merely the industrial trust, I tell him to get up on our broad platform that 
opposes all trusts—the money trust, the industrial trust, and the interne 

onal land-grabbing trust. [Ap ooo : 

I want to suggest to the Republicans here that until three years ago thoy 
never heard a Republican advocate a trust; but now they can hardly hear 
Republican denounce a trust. What has made the change? Republicans, 
can you guess? [Laughter.] Let me anpgest the reason for it: For the last 
three years the blican party has nm in power, and while in powcr 
these have grown with more rapidity ever before. | 
a Republican denounces a trust now somebody asks him: “ Well, why don't 
the Republicans put them down?” And therefore the Republican has to be 


if 











1900. 


a little careful about denouncing the trust. And when you hear the Repub. 
lican speak now, he generally tells you that there are good trusts and bad 
trusts, and then he spends | word Gencuncing the bad trust and 16 words 
warning you not to hurt the good one. ane ter. } 

That is what you find today. Iam reminded of a picture that a mother 
once showed to her boy to impress upon his Sp ay mind the sufferings of 
the Christian martyrs. The picture showed the lions tearing Christians to 

»ieces in the arena. The child looked at the picture for a moment, and then, 
e he thought he had caught the idea, his face Srigptenes up, and, pointing 
down into one corner of the picture, he said, “Why, mamma, there is one 
joor little lion that is not getting a bit." [Applause and Jaughter.| You tell 
Republicans that the people are suffering from the trust, and they look at 
the picture, and then they see one trust that they think is not getting its 
share, and then all their sympathy goes out to that poor httle “hon.” 

aughter. 

(I A sk a republican why his party does not pass a law against trusts and he 
will tell you that there is a law now on the statute books. Well, then, you 
point out a trast and ask why that trust is not destroyed and he will tell you 
that the law does not quite reach that case. [{Laughter.) It reminds me of 
a little boy at the table watching his father help the plates. As his father 
helped one plate the boy asked, “What! All that for grandma?” And the 
father said: * No, my son; this plate is for you.” The boy rejoined, “Oh, 
what alittle bit!” [Laughter and applause.f 

My friends, if any Republican here believes that the Republican party is 

oing to destroy the trusts, I want to remind him of something I read over 
in Ohio. Now, if you want to find out what the Republican party is going to 
do, don’t ask a little Republican; ask that big Republican up to whom all 
little Republicans look every morning and say, “Give us this day our daily 
opinion.” [Applause.] I was over in Ohio and I ran across some speeches 
made by Mr. HANNA. [Hisses.]} : 

Gentlemen, dorm't dothat way; Mr. HANNA has himself complained that his 
Senatorial dignity is not properly respected. [Laughter.] In one speech Mr. 
HANNA said that we really don’t have any trusts, and then in another speech 
he said that the trust is a natural evolution of business, necessary for the 
manufacturing interests of the United States; and then, as if he thought pos- 
sibly he hadn't covered the entire ground, he added, “but don’t be afraid of 
the so-called trusts; if they are injurious, we will take care of them."’ [Laugh 


ter. 

rhink of it! “Don't be afraid of the so-called trusts; if they are injurious 
we will take care of them."’ I don’t like to bring an accusation against a 
great man, but, my friends, I feel it my duty to tell you that the sentiment 
contained in that assurance was borrowed from one of AZsop’s Fables. A 
farmer was building a hen house for the protection of his chickens, and a fox 
came along and said: “Don’t waste your time on hen houses; go on with 
your plowing, and we will take care of your chickens; we understand the 
chicken business.’* Don’t be afraid of foxes, we will take care of the chicken 
business. LAypeense. | 

There are three defenses: There are no trusts; trusts are good; don’t be 
afraid of so-called trusts; but if they are bad, we will take care of them. It 
reminds me of aman who was sued forreturning a kettle cracked, and he put 
up three defenses; he said he never borrowed the kettle; in the second place, 
. pH a when he got it, and third, it was good when he took it home. 

aughter. 
Is it possible that the people can be deceived by this jugglery? And yet 
there are men to-day in the Republican party who oppose the trusts and are 
confidently waiting for the Republican party to destroy them. Why, if the 
Republican party destroyed the trusts. it would destroy the hen that lays the 
golden egg in campai; ays; and the Republican party would not kill a hen 
that laid a silver « Fit could get the egg. (Laughter and applause. | 


Now, the question we have to decide is whether a monopoly in private 
hands is or bad. If it is good, then we ought not to try to destroy the 
trusts. 


ut, my friends, I do not believe that any candid man, studying this 
question, will come to the conclusion that a Sonceey in private hands is 
good. Not until God sends us angels to take charge of the monopolies will 
we dare to trust monopoly in private hands, and from our experience with 
those who have taken charge I believe that they come, not from above, but 
from below. eae 

lf they are are you going to say you can not help yourselves, that you 
must submit to the trust or to the monopoly? No, my friends; the Amer- 
ican people do not have to submit to anything that is detrimental to their 
welfare. [Applause.} In a government like ours if things are bad it is be- 
cause the people permit them to be so, and you can destroy the monopoly 
when you want to. The trouble is that the monopoly never makes an open 
warfare in its defense, but secretly controls the instrumentalities of govern- 
ment and thus protects itself from prosecution. 

I want to remind you that there is a difference between the being made by 
the Almighty and the corporation created by man. Every monoply rests 
upon a corporation, and corporations are creatures of law. They have no 
rights except those rights granted by the people, and the people who create 
the corporations have the right to place upon them such limitations as may 
be necessary for the protection of the public welfare. Let me show you the 
difference between the natural man of flesh and blood, created by the Al- 
mighty, and the fictitious person, called the “corporation,” created by man. 

hen God created man He did not make the tallest man much taller than 

the shortest; He did not make the strongest man much stronger than the 
weakest; but when man created the corporate man he made that corporate 
man a hundred, a thousand, aye, sometimes a million, times greater than the 
natural man. When God made man He placed a limit to his existence, so that 
if he was a bad man he could not be bad long; but when man created the cor- 
orate man he raised the limit on , and sometimes the corporation has 
n made perpetual. When God e man He breathed into him asoul and 
warned him that in the next world he would be held accountable for deeds 
done in the flesh; but when man made the corporate man he was careful not 


to give hima , 80 that if he can escape punishment here he need not worry 
about the hereafter. [Great applause. 
And then this man-made giant was sent out to compete with the God-made 


man. The Republican party has taken the side of the man-made giant, and 
because it will contribute liberally in the campaign, the Republican party 
protects it from tion after the campaign is over. If these great ag- 
gregations of wealth take the side of the Republican party, then it seems to 
me that the God-made men had better look out for themselves. [Applause. } 


CONGRESS HAS THE POWER NOW. 


You ask me what you can do. I do not mean to say that there is but one 
remedy, nor do I mean fo say that there is no better remedy than the one I 
ve 


suggest; but I an easy remedy that will make monopoly im- 
ble. The Constitution has given to Co control over interstate 
ecommerce. are certain t which the State can do—and I would 


not take from the State a single power that it now has—to destroy the trusts. 
{Applause.] Place upon the Sorporation from the outside deing business in 
thet oe such limi: as the pocmte of the State may think necessary for 
Titan I will go further than that. 
the State should be permitted if it pleases to exclude any outside 
difeoration from doing business in the State, for while the natural man in 
erent States may compete with one ano , 1 do not believe tbat an in- 
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dividual in one State must suffer competition with a fictitious person created 
in another State, and regulated by laws beyond the reach of people living 
outside of that State. But after the State has done all it can, I believe the 
power will not be complete over monopoly, for the State can only stop the 
monopoly at the State line, and if a monopoly has forty-four States in which 
to work, it may be able to get along without the forty-fifth; but if you will 
stop the corporation when it attempts to go out of its own State, there can 
not be any monopoly, because it is shut out of the other forty-four. 

And I believe that Congress has the power, and ought to exercise it, to say 
that no corporation organized in any State shall do business outside of that 
State until it secures permission from Congress or some body created by it, 
and that permission can be granted only when the corporation shows that 
there is no water in its stock, and that it is not attempting to monopolize 
any branch of business or the production of any article of merchandise. 
{[Applause.] Then make all the transactions of the corporation public by 
regular reports. I believe you can thus prevent the organization of a pri 
vate monopoly. But if these conditions are not sufficient, you can add con 
ditions that are sufficient, because I[ believe that monopoly in private hands 
is bad; and that being so, it can not be tolerated, and that therefore you 
must devise and enforce such remedies as will be sufficient for the protection 
of the people. 

But, my friends, there is still a newer question than the trust question 
We had the trust question in 1896. The principle was the same then as now; 
but we have more trusts now; therefore the question is more important. 
The flea question is just the same in principle, whether there is one flea or 
whether there are a million; but the Rea question becomes more important 
as the number of fleas increases. ({Laughter.| And so the question was the 
same in 1896 as it is now; but as there are more trusts to-day, the question has 
become of more importance to the people; and men who couldn't see what 
was going on in 1895 are able to see now; those who didn’t feel what was 

oing on in 1896 feel what is going on now. In the earlier campaigns in Ne 

oraska I had the aid of the traveling men; I appreciated their support 

I tell you, my friends, you can not find a body of men of higher intelligence 
than the traveling men; and I do not know of any persons who talk as much 

and as well for the money they receive for it as the traveling men Ap 
puaee] I was glad to have them with me in the earlier campaigns: I was 
sorry they were not with me in 1806. I remember that in this hall there 
were gathered many traveling men who were on our side—-men who uncer 
stood what the money trust meant to the farmer, and, by protecting the 
farmer from a money trust, were protecting themselves also from the same 
principle applied to the other industries of the nation. 

But most of the traveling men were against us in 1896,and they were 
oree hug that all we needed was Republican success; that we would then 
ave prosperity, and all men, including traveling men, would be happy 
There are many traveling men who in 190 will not travel over as much 
ground as they did in 1896, but they will speak with more earnestness Ap- 
plause.| For they have seen what monopoly means, and many of them have 
more time to study and discuss public questions now than they have had for 
many years. [Laughter and applause. } 


IMPERIALISM, 


But there are questions which are entirely new. We have had two ques- 
tions forced into the arena of politics since the war. They are new questions, 
questions which the American people have not had a chance to consider, and 

want to dwell on them fora little while to-night. The first is the size of 
our standing Army. How many soldiers did we have in the Regular Army 
in 1896? Twenty-fivethousand. Twenty-five thousand soldiers were enough 
fora Republic of 70,000,000 of people, and yet in December, 1808, the President 
asked Congress to authorize the raising of a standing army of 100,000, an 
army four times as great. 
hat does it mean? It means a gigantic step toward militarism in the 
United States. Is it possible that the people can see this step taken without 
alarm’? Heretofore we have depended upon the citizen soldier; he has been 
our anchor; we have said we would do what was right, and then, if we had 
trouble, we could call upon our citizens to defend the nation. But now we 
are to have a hired soldiery like the nations of aes an army four times 
as great as the army that we had when the Republican party came into 
ower, and this, of course, was to be made without consulting the people, 
vecause, if you look at the platform of the Republican party in 1896, you will 
find that there was no plank in there asking for an army of 100,000, or for any 
increase in the standing army. 

Why do we need a large army now? Why? They say that it is because 
of the new policy upon which the nation has entered. But have the people 
decided to enter upon a new policy? There has been no vote by the people 
since the President's policy has been declared. This message asking for 1(#), 
000 soldiers for the Regular Army was sent to Congress a month after the 
election at which the present Congress was elected, and the people have 
never decided upon the foreign policy that is relied upon to justify an army 
of 100,000. But, my friends, if we have imperialism, we shall have militarism; 
if we have a policy that reaches out by force and drags under the flag unwill 
ing subjects, it will be necessary to have a large army to keep those peoples 
from making faces as they swallow benevolent assimflation. [Applause. | 

And therefore these questions can be treated together. If wedo not have 
imperialism, they can not justify a large army. If we do have imperialism, 
you will never see the day when we have a smaller army than we have now. 

here are some who think that we have no right to discuss the Philippine 
question while the war lasts. I want to read you something on this subject. 

And before reading this to you I want to remind you that the Republican 
party is trying to adopt the policy of imperialism without first asking the 
opinion of the American people upon the subject. This Congress was elected 
in 1898, and when this Congress was elected the treaty of peace had not been 
signed. The treaty of peace between this country and Spain was signed on 
the 10th day of December, a month after the election of the present Congress, 
and _ question of imperialism has never been submitted to the American 

opie. 
~~ et Republicans tell you you dare not say a word in condemnation of the 
policy of the Administration; that you shall have this policy fastened upon 
you and that everybody who likes it shall be allowed to say amen, but that 
those who do not like it must keep still. Itis a new doctrine in the United 
States, it is a new doctrine that you can not criticise a public servant ora 
party in power. And for the benefit of those Republicans who have been 
making abusive remarks about men who protest against imperialism, I 
want to read an extract from aspeech made by Abraham Lincoln when he 

was in the Congress of the United States during the war with Mexico. 

The war had been in progress for twenty months, and yet Abranam Lin- 
coln made a speech against the policy of the President. hen I read what 
Lincoln said, I feel that I have not lived up to my opportunities in the way 
of criticism. He says, ‘*The President feels the blood of this war, like the 
blood of Baal, is crying to heaven against him.” That is pretty severe. And in 
another place, speaking of the President, he says, “‘And this shows that the 
President is in no wise satisfied with his own position. 

First he takes up one, and in trying to “argue us into it he argues himself 
out of it.” That retty harsh, it seems to me, to say against the Presi- 
dent. But then he added. “He knows not where he is; he is a bewildered, 
confounded, and miserably perplexed man; God grant that he may be able 
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to show that there is not something about his conscience more painful than 
all his mental perplexity.” 

Now, that is what Lincoln said against the President; and yet you know 
the people elected that same Lincoln President twelve yearsafterwards. And 
there are Republicans now who think that he was a great man, only that he 
did not have the benefit of these modern conditions. 

Ah, my friends, it will be a sad day when the people of this nation are not 
able to criticise their public servants. It will be a sad day when every 
act of every public servant can not be brought before the bar of public opin- 
ion. I read a speech the other day in which a man said we must not criticise 
the President here because the Filipinos do not understand free speech, that 
when they read anything said in this country against the President they sup- 
pose that the President must be ina minority or else he would not permit 
that thing to be said. [Lauglter.] Do you see the peeeccpny of it? When 
this race comes into contact with an inferior race that does not understand 
free speech, then, instead of lifting them up and making them to understand 
free speech, we are to be denied free speech because they can not understand 
it. (Applause ] 

I want to distinguish between expansion and imperialism. Republicans 
try to hide behind the word expansion. They say we have oxpante’ in the 
past. Yes, my friends, this Government has expanded. This nation has 
secured contiguous territory, territory suitable for settlement by American 
people, and that new territory has been settled and built up into States; but 
when we have expanded heretofore we have extended the limits of a repub- 
lic. Now we are asked not to expand the limits of a republic, but toaspire 
to an imperial destiny and convert a republic into an empire. [Applause.] 

Be not deceived. There is nothing in the past like that which we now are 
asked toembark upon. Heretofore we have had no expansion that separated 
citizens into two classes. Heretofore when people have come in they have 
come in to share in the destiny of this nation. This is the first time that we 
have been told that we must cross an ocean, conquer a people, drag them 
under our flag, and then tell them they are never to be citizens, but are to be 
subjects, and to be treated with kindness by our people. [Applause.] 

It is the first time it hasever been proposed. And what defenses do you 
hear made of it? Well, I have heard three defenses: First, thereis the finan 
cial argument, that there is money init; then there is the religious argument, 
that God is in it, and then there is the political argument, that we are in it 
andcan notget out. [Laughterandapplause.] I have never heard any other 
argument, and I will venture the assertion that if you will take the speech 
of an imperialist and analyze it you will find that all his arguments will come 
under one of those three heads, that there is money in it, that God is in it, 
or that we are in it and can not get out. 

Take the money argument, that there is money in it. It is the lowest 
argument ever made in defense of a public policy. The argument of dollars 
and cents, the argument that is blind to ethics and only looks for money. 
Republicans, has your party fallen to so low a state that it will attempt to 
settle a question of so great moment by the measure of dollars and cents? 
And yet the man who attempts to settle this question in that way, and who 
says that it will pay, has upon him the burden of proof to show, first, how 
much we will spend,and, secondly, how much we will get. He must show 
that we will get more than we will spend or it will not pay; and then he must 
show that the men who spend the money we spend will get the money we 
make. He can not showeither. He can not show we will get back more than 
we spend; and if he could show that, he can not show that the men who 
spend the money we spend will get back the money that comes from an im- 
perial policy. The expense will come from ali the people—the income will 
—_—— = syndicates that are organized to develop the Philippine Islands. 

Applause 

But, my friends, how is he going to show what it will cost us? Who can 
tell the cost of a war of conquest? Who can tell how much it will cost to 
conquer and hold in subjection 8,000,000 Malays 7,000 miles away from our 
shores, scattered over 1,200 islands, living under a tropical sun and fighting 
from the protection of the {unzile, and who can tell how often we will have to 
repeat the chastisement? yho can tell how long it will be before they will 
fall in love with our idea of a military government? Ah, my friends, the man 
who says it will pay must show first how much money we will spend, and 
then he must show you how many lives it will cost, and then he must tell you 
how much a life is worth. 

When he tells you it will pay, he must put a money value upon each Amer- 
ican life. Republicans, I dare you to put a money value upon an American 
life! i umalenous applause.] When a boy dies for liberty, his mother 
thanks God that she has born a son for so noble a sacrifice; but where isa 
mother who will rear sons to exchange for oriental trade at so much a head? 
[Applause.] 

I want trade. I want to expand our trade by peaceful means, but I would 
not put one American boy on the auction block and sell him for all the trade 
of the world. [Applause.}] And yet the man who says it will pay must be 
prepared to figure with pencil how much the boy is worth. 

They say that these islands will furnish homes for our surplus population. 


Think of it; 60 people to the equare mile over there now and 20 people to the 


square mile here. (Laughter.)} Furnish homes for our surplus population. 
Why, my friends, when it is possible for ple to s freely from the Phil- 
ippine Islands to the United States, and from the United States to the Phil- 
ippine Islands, there will be more Malays coming to this country to bring 
their oriental habits and compete with American labor than there will be 
Americans going over there to live in the Tropics. Other nations have tried 
it. England has the island of Jamaica southeast of here. There are 600,000 
black people alone there and less than 14,000 whites. The Netherlands have 
controled Java for three hundred years, and there are 25,000,000 of brown 
people and less than 60,000 of European blood. 

Spain has controlled the Philippines for three hundred years, and yet there 
are eas than 10,000 Spanish residents out of 10,000,000 of people. England has 
dominated India for a century and a half, and there are only 100,000 people of 
British birth out of 300,000,000 there, and it takes a British army of 70,000 to 
take care of that 100,000, and it takes a native army of 140,000 to help the Brit- 
ish army of 70,000 take care of 100,000 of ne birth who ride the 300,000,000 
people there, and if you think that the people of India love the English Gov- 
ernment just remember that when the war broke out in South Africa Eng- 
land had to call for voluntéers at home, because she dared not take the sol- 
diers out of India. [Applause. ] 

A man named Morrison has recently written a book in defense of the 
English government of India. He had been over there for nine years, and I 
was interested in reading in the book that he was surprised that although 
England has given to the people of India freedom of the press, there is not a 
native journal of influence that defends the English government; and that 
the ferocity of the people is especially marked among the educated classes. 
Why, of course the more educated a man is the more he hates foreign domi- 
nation Applause 

You tet me that we are going to the hippies Islands to educate those 
people? LI warn you that if we go there to hold them in subjection we dare 
not educate them. [Applause.}] If we go there todeny to them thedoctrine 
of self-government we dare not teach them to read and to think, because they 
will read our own Declaration of Independence as soon as they can ‘ 
[Applause.] If you think that England went to India to educate, let me tell 


you that after one hundred and fifty years of English domination less ; 
per cent of the women of India can read and write, and less than 5 per ¢ 
the entire population. If you think she went there to Christianize 

tell you that after one hundred and fifty years of gunpowder x spel le e 
1 per cent of the people profess the Christian religion. [Applause.| _ 

No, my friends, you can not advocate imperialism on the ground t} 
will pay; you can notadvocate it on the ground that we go there to eo 
but there isan argument that has been urged—lI believe it has had mor. 
ence than the money argument—and that is the religious argument t 
isin it. A Republican Senator said the other day that God opened ¢! 
of the Philippine Islands, pushed us in, and shut the door. [Laugh: 
applause. } he question that arose in my mind was, Who told | 
(Lanughter.} When a man tells me that it is God’s will. | demand t¢ 
when God told him so. [Applause.] I want to know when and w} 
revelation was made, and if he got it from somebody else,I want 
from whom in order that Imay demand that man's credentials. | A) 

I believe in God; I believe that He influences the thoughts and the p- 
of men; but I am not willing to blame God for every thought and ey: 
pose that aman may have. If I feel in my heartan impulse to do g 
trace it toGod. IfIfeel in my heart an impulse to do wrong. | 
blame him. IfI feel in my heart an impulse to put my hand into 
pocket and takemy moneyand give it to some one in distress, I wil! t; 
impulse to God: but if I feelin my heart an impulse to put my ha 
some other person's pocket and take his money, I will not lay it 
mighty; there is another old fellow that I will lay it on. 
applause. } 

I heard of a colored man once who was very fond of chicken [lq 
but not always mindful of the commandments; and he said that \ 
prayed to God tosend him a chicken God seldom did it, but that w 
prayed to God to send him after a chicken he nearly always got it 
ter and applause.} I believe that the Republicgn party has prayed t 
send it after the chicken. ([Langhter.}] I believe that it has simply } 
to temptation. ; 

Temptations will come. The Bible tells us that 1900 years ago t 
took the Savior up on a high mountain and pointed out all the kin 
the earth and their glory,and offered them to him if he would fal! 
worship him; but Christ said, “‘Get thee behind me, Satan;” but w! 
Republican leaders were taken up on a high mountain and shown t 
pine Islands, instead of saying, ‘*Get thee behind me, Satan,” they] 
the Spanish monarch and said, ‘‘ We will give you $2.50 apiece for tl. 
nos.” [Laughter and applause, long continued. | 

I want to denounces this doctrine that God has selected the Re) 
party to wage in His name a war of conquest. I say | believe in G 
not deny thatthere may be prophetsto-day. Butthetroubleistot 
prophets from the false ones. The Bible says that false prophets w 
and it tells us how to distinguish the false from thetrue. It says: ‘! 
fruits ye shall know them.” And if you want to know whether 
speaking with the voice of God when he tells you of our benevolent | 
in the Philippine Islands, see if he has acted with the spirit of G: 
treatment of the American people. [Applause.] Thére may be pr 
but you will pardon me if | express it as my deliberate opinion t! 
God gets ready to speak to the American poo he will choose some! 
sides MARK HANNA as his mouthpiece. [Laughter and applause. 

How are we tofind out God'swill? From Hisown word; and [read th 
He visited a village of Samaria, and the people refused to receive Hi 
His disciples wanted to call down fire from heaven to consume then 
rebuked them and said, ** Ye know not what manner of spirit ye are « 
Son of Man came into the world not to destroy men’s lives, but 
them.’’ That is the doctrineof theSaviour. Against the infernal doc 
conquest I want to place the words of the Master Himself, that He ca 
to destroy, but tosave. [Applause.] 

I read a sermon not long ago, delivered by a man named Brown in R 
ter, N. Y. He took for his text the words which describe the scen 
Christ was before Pilate, where Pilate said to him: ‘‘ Knowest Thou: 
I have power to release Thee or to put Thee todeath?” Taking that t 
contrasted force and love. Pilate represented force; behind him was ( 
behind Cesar was the Roman Government, and behind the Roman G 
ment were the legions of Rome. 

Before Pilate, helpless and alone, stood Christ, preaching the gos) 
love. And forcetriumphed. They nailed him to the tree, and thase w 
lieved in the triumph of force stood around and said: ‘‘ He is dead;" 
minister pointed out from that day the power of Cesar waned and the ; 
of Christ increased. He pointed out how in a few years the Roman ¢ 


[Laught 


ment was gone and its legions forgotten; while the influence of tho Mast: 
tu 


increases with each advancing year, until millions to-day take His name w 
reverence upon their lips. 

And then the minister said that in this nation Pilate and Christ sta: 
toface, and that upon the decision of this question hangs the question w 
this nation will stand before the world as the exponent of brute for 
stand as an come of the uplifting power of love. [Applause.) I 
he spoke the truth. [Applause.] I believe that to-day might and rig 
struggling for the mastery; that to-day reason and force stand face ‘ 
and that upon the decision of this question will hang the question w! 
this nation will build for eternity or sink to the low level of the natio: 
have gone to decay. Tell me that you want the glory of empire? 

Why, for a hundred years this nation has traveled the pathway that 
from the low domain of might to the loftier realm of right, and 1 wo 
trade its history for all the glory of all the empires that have risen and 
since time began. [Applause.] 

Tell me you want to bea world power? Why, for more than ten d 
this nation has been the most potent influence in the world; for more 
hundred years this nation has done more to affect the politics of the 
race than all the other nations of the world together. Here you ha 
nessed the triumph of an idea. 

During the closing years of the eighteenth century this Republi 
formed. It wasdedicated to the doctrine that all men are created equa! 
they are endowed with inalienable rights; that governments are inst 
to secure those rights, and that governments derive their just pow: 
the consent of the governed. During the nineteenth century this id 
grown. Ah, my friends, this idea has been more powerful than all the a 
and all the navies of all the monarchies of the earth. [Applause 
would not trade this idea for the results of a warfare of conquest. 5: 
build upon the doctrine laid down by the fathers, or shall we build up 
shifting sand? , 

A prominent Republican said the other day that nations may die, whe' 
they expand or not, but that only expanding nations leave a glorious! 

i protest against any such doctrine in this nation. There is no reason \ 
republic should die. A monarchy resting upon force, an empire built 
force, will disappear when some greater force arises; but a republic : 
upon the doctrine of self-government and administered according t 


Jeffersonian motto of equal rights to all and special privileges to none !\' 


never die, and will never die. 


[Applause. } 
But q can 


they say that we are in it an not get out. [Laughter.] Iw 


to remind you that the people who say we can not get out are the peo} 


ye 


} 
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who led us into the trouble. Tell me that God did it; I tell ree that the Re 
publican Administration is responsible for every act upon which every argu 

ment in favor of permanent retention is based. rhey say we must stay in 
the Philippines because Dewey destroyed a fieet at Manila. I reply that 
Schley destroyed one at Santiago. {Applause.} And yet the Republican 
President promised the Cubans that we would get out of Cuba. 

Tell me we must stay in the Philippine Islands because American blood 
was shed on Philippine soil? I reply that American blood was shed at San 
Juan Hill and El Caney, and yet the Pre: ident promised the Cubans that we 
would get out of Cuba. Tell me that our flag has been raised over the Phil 
ippine Islands and that when once raised it can never come down? I tell you 
that that flag was raised over Habanaa year ago and yet the President told 
the Cubans that he would haul it down when the flag of the Cuban republic 
was ready to rise in its place. [Applause.] You can not find an argument 
for the permanent holding of the Philippine Islands that will not apply to 

Juba. 
5 When we went into the war we said that the people of Cuba are, and of 
right ought to be, free, and I challenge you to draw a line between the rights 
of the Cubans and the rights of the Filipinos. Did God say that the Cubans 
are entitled to their freedom and that the Filipinos are not? No; my friends, 
there is only one difference between Cuba and the Philippine islands. We 
yromised independence to Cuba, we did not promise it to the Philippine 
fiands. But our promise was but the recognition of a right that would 
have existed without the promise. We said that ‘Cuba is, and of right ought 
to ba, free; and, if that was a right, then, my friends, it existed in the Phil- 
ippine Islands without the necessity of an express promise. {Applause.] 

But you ask me what could have been done. I say that if the Administra 
tion in making the treaty had _ provided for the independence of the Philip 
ines when it provided for the independence of the Cubans, there would 
cove been no trouble in the Philippine Islands. But you say that was not 
done. Isay that if the Administration had promised the Filipinos independ 
ence on the terms offered to the Cubans there would have been no trouble. 
But you say the President did not have the right to promise it. I remind 
you that Congress was in session three months, during which time he could 
have asked Congress for the authority to make the promise. He not only did 
not ask the authority, but when the Bacon resolution made the promise all 
the influence of the Republican Administration was brought to bear against 
it: and with all the influence of the Republican Admini-<tration the resoln- 
tion was a tie in the Senate, and it took the Vice-President’s vote to defeat it. 

But you say that, war having broken out, you must now whip the Filipi- 
nos before you deal with them. If they havea right to independence there 
is no humiliation in telling them our purpose in dealing with them. [Ap 
pence) You tell me you must whip them first. I tell you that if you had 
given them the promise of independence you would not have had to whip 
them at all; and that if you promise them independence now the war will 
stop. [Applause.] 

You ask me what todo. I tell you that the Democratic party for more 
than a year has been on record on this subject. We say treat the Filipinos 
as we promised to treat the Cubans; we told the Cubans that we were fight 
ing not for land but for liberty. Let us tell the Filipinos that, having driven 

he Spaniard out, they are to stand up and be free, and then say to all the 
werk, “hands off,” and let that republic live and work out its own destiny. 
[Applause. } 

The Republicans ask, Would you withdraw the soldiers before order is 
established? Ireply, that if you will tell these people that the government 
when established is to be their government and not ours, it will not take 
many soldiers to restore order. Republicans ask, Shall we turn that nation 
loose to be seized upon by other nations? I say that for nearly a century we 
have protected the Republics of Central and South America, not by govern 
ing them, but by anfouncing to the world that any interference with them 
would be considered an act of unfriendliness toward us, and so we can say in 
a broader sense that when this nation helps a republic to stand upon its feet 
the ground whereon that republic stands is holy ground, and that no king 
shall ever set foot upon that ground again. [Applause.] 

You tell me that there is a new destiny before this nation. I tell you, my 
friends, that the nation’s destiny is what the nation makesit. If it was the 
destiny of Cain to slay Abel, it was also his destiny to wear the brand of a 
murderer forever afterwards. It may be the destiny of this nation to turn 
from its high ideals down to the doctrines of kingdoms and empires; but if 
that is its destiny it can not be its destiny to be a light unto the world. 

Tell me that we are pleading the cause of the Filipinos? No, my friends; 
we are pleading the cause of the American people. If the Filipinos were to 
die to-morrow the world would go on; but if this nation ceases to be a repub- 
lic, the light of civilization goes out. [Applause.] To what nation, then. 
could struggling humanity look for hope oud inspiration? Oh, my friends, if 
you want to see the blighting influence of this doctrine upon the conscience 
of the American people, let me point you to what is going on now down in 
southern Africa-—-a republic is fighting againsta monarchy. Ineverycontest 
heretofore between monarchy and republicanism the American people have 
expressed their sympathy. 

Vhen Greece was struggling to be free Webster and Clay employed their 
eloquence in defense of a resolution pledging sympathy. When the Cubans 
were fighting for their liberty all parties declared the sympathy of the 
American people; but what do we find now’? We find that when the Eng 
lish Government is attempting to take from the people of the Boer Republic 
the right to govern themselves, the people who believe in imperialism in this 
country dare not say a word to express their sympathy with the people over 
there. This is the paralysis that is alread creeping over this nation. 

My friends, I am no hater of England. In my veins runs English blood as 
well as Irish and Scotch blood. {Applause.] 1 do not mean to say one word 
against any race or any nation; but, my friends, when you tell me that the 
English Government or any government can do anything for this nation that 
lays it under obligations to forget the principles of our Government, I tell 
you that we have lived witbout foreign aid for a century and can still livea 
thousand years without foreign assistance if we are true to our own priuci- 
ples. [Applause. ] 

If this natiou enters upon a career of imperialism, it ceases to be a moral 
factor in the world’s progress. If this nation enters upon a career of con- 
quest, it is not in position to raise its protest against that doctrine when ap- 
Plied by other nations. 

You ask me what my ideal of this nation’s destiny is. I tell you that it is 
to show to the world what self-government can doforapeople. It isto make 
this the greatest Republic on earth, the greatest Republic of history, and then 
aS we growin strength, in population, and in influence, we can raise our voico 
with increasing emphasis in behalf of truth and justice. I want this nation 
to stand erect and be able to say at all times that the people in this nation 
sympathize with anybody who is willing to die for liberty. [Applause. ] 

I Ree my friends, pardon me talking so long. [Cries of “Go on!” “Go on " 

ve not been in timore since campaign days. I do not know when 

shall be able to talk to the people of this city again. You have come out in 
such great numbers; you have listened with such attention, and you have 











encouraged me with such cordial approval, that I have talked longer than I 
tended to. I want to tell you that the fight for the great fundamental 
Principles of this Government as against plutocracy is on. No human being 
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can tell what the result willbe. I believe there is a vicious doctrine ru 
through all the Republican policies, and that that vicious doctrine is t! 
the dollar is worth more than the man 

I want, if 1 can, to help to restore a government founded upon the Dex 
tion of Independence and administered according to the doctrine of Jeff , 
a government that will stand, asit did in Jackson's days, between a bank 
aristocracy and the people Applause 





But, my friends, I can not tell you what fate has decreed. I can not tell 
you whether it is to be our lot to triumph, and in our triumph lay the foun 
dation again in the old places and raise again the ancient lan \ h 
the fathers had setup. I can not tell; but if it is fate that th to 
cease to be a republic and become an empire; if it is destiny tha ’ 
greatest republic of history, is to extinguish its light and f vy in th id 


of the monarchies of the Old World; if in the providence of God th 
has come for the pendulum to swing back toward the d 
triumph of brute force, I pray to God that the 
cown to eternal death with the Republic rather than to live wh 
trine of self-government is abandoned. A pplaus« 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gen 
expired, 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Massachu 


{[Mr. NAPHEN addressed the House. 
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tleman has 


etts, 


See Appendix, 


Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
SULZER}. 
Mr. SULZER Mr.Speaker,in my judgment the trust 


question 
is one of the most important issues in American politics. The 
Democratic party is right on this question and against the trusts 
and the Republican party is wrong on the issue and in favor of 
the trusts. I believe every intelligent man and impartial citizen 
in this country will concur in this conclusion. 

The Republican party is insincere in the position it now as- 
sumes for party purposes and political advantage. The present 
attitude of the Republican party on the trust issue, like its past, 
is too flimsy and too transparent to deceive anyone. The Repub- 
lican party has been in power for nearly four years and it has 
done nothing against the trusts. On the contrary, it has aided 
them and stood sponsor for them. 

The Republican Attorney-General, clothed with ample power, 
by your own admission, has failed and refused to bring a single 
suit against the trusts and monopolie: Why did he 
the law now on the statute books? You answer that 
ineffective. I reply, Why have you waited nearly 
amend it? 

The law now on the statute books against trusts is clear and 
plain, and the highest court in the land has passed on its validity 
and sustained the constitutionality of its provisions. ‘The anti- 
trust act of 1890 declares that every contract or combination in 
the nature of a trust in restraint of trade and commerce among 
the several States and Territories or with foreign nations is a 
conspiracy, illegal and void, and punishable by fine and impris- 
onment. 

Under this anti-trust act it seems to me every trust in the 
United States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter 
annulled, and the men behind it punished for conspiracy. Every 
trust by its very nature is in restraint of trade and commerce and 
in violation of this law. 

If you will read the anti-trust act of 1890 and the decisions of 
the United States Supreme Court in the trans-Missouri freight 
case and the Addyston Pipe Line case the conclusion will be irre- 
sistible to the logical mind that the fault is not s0 much with the 
law asit is with the men who are sworn to enforce the law. 

The law, so far as it goes, is all right—the do-nothing Attorney- 
General is all wrong. The imperative mandate of the day is, 
‘* Entorce the law and every trust in the country will dissolve.” 
Whenever the trusts have been brought before the courts and 
their true character shown, they have been declared illegal. 

In my opinion—and I say so advisedly—the Department of Jus- 
tice, under the present law, can institute and successfully main- 
tain actions against every trust doing business in the United 
States. The law is clear and plain, and the facts are within the 
knowledge of all and too obvious for controversy. 

It has been said by some unthinking persons that there are good 
trusts and bad trusts; that we should applaud and commend the 
good trusts and denounce and condemn the bad trusts. 

Under the law this specious argument is untenable, and the 
men who make it are the hired attorneys and the special pleaders 
for the trusts, or they are facetious fellows poking fun at the vic- 
tims. 

Under the law of our country trusts are criminal, and there is no 
distinction between a so-called good trust and a so-called bad 
trust—between a big trust and a little trust. Every trust is con- 
trary to both the spirit and the letter of the iaw. To seriously 
contend otherwise as a legal proposition would he preposterous. 
If we did so, by analogy, we might as consistently assert that there 
were good pirates and bad pirates. If robbery is criminal, it is 
immaterial, so far as the crime is concerned, whether the robbery 
is a big one or a little one, The violation of law is the same. 

Under the last Democratic Administration there were a num- 
ber of suits instituted against trusts by the Democratic Attorney- 
General, and carried to a successful determination. But under 
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your present Republican trust Attorney-General you have not 
begun or instituted a single suit under this anti-trust act. Now, 


what is your anewer tothat? That it isnoteffective? If you say | 


the anti-trust act is not effective against trusts and monopolies 
in restraint of trade between the States and Territories, I point 
to the decisions of the United States Supreme Court in the Addys- 
ton Pipe Line case and the Trans-Missouri freight case. 

Those two decisions demonstrate conclusively that if the Repub- 
lican Attorney-General had done his sworn duty most of the great 


trusts which have been organized since the Republican party has | 


been in control of the Government would not now be robbing the 
people, but would be out of business. 

You pretend now for political purposes that you are against 
trusts. Do you suppose anybody believes it? Do you suppose 
that you can humbug the people in regard to your position on 


trusts? You know and I know, and every other intelligent man | 


in this country knows, that the Republican party is owned and 


the trusts own and control the Republican party and the Demo- 


cratic party want the people to own and control the trusts, or | 


destroy them entirely. 

Now, during the three and one-half years you have been in 
power, if this act of 1890 was not sufficient, was not broad enough 
and strong enough to put down the trusts, why did not the Re- 
pub ican party. when they had the control of both branches of Con- 


gress and the Executive, why did it not bring in some legislation | 
to make that act more effective, so that the Republican Attorney- | 


General could enforce it? No; for three and a half years you 


have accepted favors from the trusts,and you have protected the | 


trusts. 
if 1 had the time, I would tell you something about the trusts, 
for | know something about them. I want to say now, however, 


at the eleventh hour, just as Congress is adjourning, after you | 


have received all the benefits from the trusts you can get, after 
you have done all you can for the trusts, you want to deceive the 


people and hoodwink them with this preposterous constitutional | 


amendment, 

You wait until six days before Congress adjourns, knowing this 
amendment can not pass, and then vou bring in an arbitrary rule 
to pass it, a rule that violates every parliamentary precedent, a 


rule that does gross injustice to the minority, arule that prevents | 


us from offering an amendment, a rule that prevents us from 
offering asubstitute,a rule that compels us to vote ‘‘ aye” or “‘ nay” 
on your trust deception, and you have the audacity to say you are 
against trusts. {Applause on the Democratic side. | 


Right here | want to say that I am now, always have been, and | 
always will be unalterably opposed to trusts, monopolies, and | 


combinations. Ever since [ have been in Congress I have been 


fighting trusts, but if I had my way now, you would not fool the | 
peop’e with this kind of cheap-John trust politics; I would not | 


perMit you to put the Democrats in a hole, but we would put you 
inahole. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] ; 


When you bring in this absurd constitutional amendment for | 


— buncombe, if I had been running this side of the House, 
would say, ‘** Let us all vote for it and let us show the country 
what frands and hypocrites these Republicans are.” {Laughter 


on the Democratic side.}] We would pass it and it would go to | 
the Senate, and your trust Republican Senators would bury it as | 


they buried the other resolution we passed for the election of 


United States Senators by the people. Why do not your trust | 
Republican Senators pass that resolution and give the people the | 
right toelect their Senators? [Applause on the Democratic side. } | 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party is absolutely insincere on | 
this question. Its record for the past four years proves it. It does | 


not want this amendment to pass. It is drawn in such a way and 
it is oftered in such a manner that the Republicans know before- 
hand the Democrats can not consistently vote for it. You offer 
it as you do and at this late day because you know it can not pass. 

If you thoughtit could become a law you would oppose it your- 
selves. You are trifling with the country and playing practical 

»olitics to deceive your deluded followers. The people who will 
ook into this matter will not be fooled. They know which party 

to-day favors the trusts, and they know they will receive no relief 
until this Republican trust-owned and trust-ridden Administration 
is driven from power, and a Democratic Administration, under 
the leadership of William J. Bryan, comes into control of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Let us pause here and briefly consider the facts. 

To-day about two hundred trusts control, wholly or in large 
part, every conceivable product and industry of the country. 

These gigantic conspiracies and combinations called trusts con- 
stitute, in my judgment, the greatest and the gravest menace at 
the present time to our democratic institutions. They control the 
supply, monopolize the product, and dictate the price of almost 
every necessary of life. They force outof legitimate employment 
every year thousands and thousands of honest toilers. They limit 


production, enhance prices, reduce wages, and arbitrarily write 
the terms of their own contracts. : 

They destroy successful competition, paralyze honest industry 
assassinate struggling labor, and hold the consumers of our coy}, 
try in their monopolistic grasp. They levy tribute, like rob}. 
barons of old, on every man, woman, and child in the Repub); 
They blight the poor man’s home, darken the hearthside of }); 
children, cloud the star of youth’s legitimate hope. and dest: 
equal opportunity. They control State and national legislat 
escape taxation, and evade the just burdens of the Governmen: 
while their agents construct and maintain tariffs to suit th, 
selfish ends and greedy purposes. They imperil traffic, stagna! 
trade, regulate foreign and interstate commerce, declare qu 
terly dividends on watered stock, and make fortunes every y, 
by robbing the people. ele 

Their tyrannical power, rapid growth, and centralization 


| wealth is the marvel of recent times and the saddest comment 
controlled by the trusts. The real difference between the Repub: | 
lican party and the Democratic party to-day on this issue is that | 


the future historian will make on our legislative history. 1 
practically own, run, and control the Government, and defy })1 
cution for violation of law. If their power of concentration a 
centralization is not speedily checked, and they go on for anot! 
| quarter of a century like they have in the past few years, I lx 
our free institutions will te destroyed, and instead of a vo 
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people, we will ! 

| a government of the trusts, by the trusts, and for the trusts. 

How much longer will the people consent to be robbed ar 
missively permit a continuation of this outrage? The trusts h 
their being and grow by special legislation; they live and wa 
by governmental favoritism. 

If the question is ever presented whether the trusts shall 1 
the Government and enslave humanity, or whether the 
shall own the trusts—not for the benefit of the few, but i 
| good of all and to free the industrial masses—then [ shall y 
with the people in favor of Government ownership of ti 
| They must either be destroyed or owned and conducted 
| people for the benefit of all. 

All legislation bestowing special benefits on the few is u 
| and against the masses and for the classes. It has gone on u 
less than 8 per cent of the people own more than two-thirds o 
the wealth of our country. It has been trulysaid that monarc! 
are destroyed by poverty and republics by wealth. If the er 
est republic the world has ever seen is destroyed, it will fa 
this vicious system of robbing the many for the benefit of the ! 

Let us pause again and briefly consider the situation. 

The total population of the United States is about 75,00 
The total ageregate wealth of the United States, according tot! 
best statistics that can be procured, is estimated at about $5 ,' 
000,000, and it appears, and no doubt much to the surprise of 
many, that out of a total population of 75,000,000 less than 25,000 
persons in the United States own more than one-half of the « 
tire aggregate wealth of the land. And this has all been bron 
about during the last twenty-five years by combinations and : 
| spiracies called trusts fostered by special legis!ation and nurtur 
by political favoritism. 

The centralization of wealth in the hands of the few by t! 
robbery of the many during the past quarter of a century h 
been simply enormous and the facts and figures are appalling. 
Three-quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be con- 
centrated in the hands of a very small minority of the peo} 
| aud the number of persons constituting that minority grows 
smaller and smaller every year. Impartial students of the- 
startling facts and statistics can hardly escape the irresisti) 
conclusion that a conspiracy exists, and has existed for s.1 
time, to convert the Government of the United States into a pow- 
erful oligarchy of wealth consisting of a few thousand mu! 
millionaires who will own and control all the other people. _ 

The plutocrats, the trusts, the monopolies, and the syndicates 
| seem to be supreme and legislate for their own interests, their own 
bene it, and their own protection. If it continues, the ycoman! 





of our country will soon be reduced to a condition of indusir 
serfdom more pitiable than ever existed before in the history « 
the world. 
The money power, the trusts, and the favored few of the la 
threaten the perpetuity of our free institutions by subsidizing t 
| pulpit, buying the press, seating well-paid attorneys in leg's!:! 
| halls and courts of justice, stifling free speech and the rg! 
| lawful assembly, and stretching out their tentacles to the 
leges of the land to crush professors who have the courage of their 
convictions and dare to tell the truth regarding economic anu 
social principles. 
‘The trusts must go!” should be the battle cry of the peop!e ' 
the coming campaign. : 
What is the remedy? My friends, I hear many suggestions 
some good, some bad. But let me ask what is the matter with the 
remedy we now have—the remedy of the anti-trust act of 1°" 
Whenever that remedy has been applied it has been effective. 


Whenever we have had an official courageous enough to invoke 


} 
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| 
the power of that act it has been adequate and successful to crush | 


the trust. > 7 
he people who oppose and condemn trusts will receive no en- 


»ragementfrom this trust-ridden and trust-owned Administra- 


co > . ° . 
tiv The Republican Attorney-General! is the mere creature of 
the trusts, and will take no action against them. 


The Republican partyin all its power stands fearlessly for trusts 
aud is openly and boldly supported by t rusts. Every trust in the 
country was for William McKinley for President in 1896, and 
every trust will zealously and loyally aidhim in 1900, If youask 
what for? [answer for value received, for the blessing of a pliable 
secretary of the Treasury and a derelict Attorney-General, for a 
lively sense of favors yet to come, and, above all and beyond all, 
for MARK HANNA, whorunsthe Republican machine for the bene- 
fit of the trusts,and who turned down in Ohio an honest and fear- 
less attorney-general who was brave enough to do his duty and 
courageous enough to make an attempt to enforce the law against 
the Standard Oil trust—the greatest, the most relentless, and the 
most cold-blooded monopoly of them all. 

The Republican party is the party of plutocracy. It stands to- 
day for economic errors that rob the many for the benefit of the 
few: for financial heresies that centralize wealth and paralyze 
industrial freedom: for political policies that enslave the masses. 


The Republican party spurns the people, rides roughshod over | 


the Constitution. tramples on the rights of man, turns to the wall 
the picture of the great emancipator, and laughs to scorn the 
Declaration of Independence. 

To sum it all up, the Republican party stands for HANNA, and 
the Republican party is HANNA. Whata difference between the 
party of Lincoln and the party of Hanna! 

The Democratic party is the party of the plain people. It is 
opposed to trusts, to monopolies, and to special privileges. 


stands for the supremacy of the law. It believes in freedom of 


thought, freedom of speech, freedom of action, freedom of trade, | 


and free institutions. It believes in the Constitution, in fostering 
commerce, unfettering trade, establishing industry, aiding enter- 
prise, maintaining equal opportunity, defending liberty, unshack- 


ling the mind and the conscience, and handing down unimpaired | 


to future generations the blessings of our free institutions. 
While the Republican party is in power the trusts will flourish 
like a green bay tree. 


When the Democratic party comes into power a Democratic | 


President will appoint a Democratic Attorney-General who will 
enforce the law against the trusts, and they will dissolve and dis- 
ap. ear like mist before the rising morning sun and be gone {or- 
ever. 

Now, my friends, a few words in conclusion. We are entering 
a most momentous political campaign to determine the question 
whether the trusts or the Government shall survive; whether 
the people or the plutocrats shall rule; whether this land shall 
continue to be a government of the many for the many or an 
oligarchy of the privileged and for the favored few. You ask me 
what the outcome will be? I can not tell, but I believe history 
repeats itself; that God in His infinite wisdom raises up a man 
from the plain people for every crisis, and in the pending crisis 
we have such a man, a born leader of men, whom we can all 
trust and whom we can all follow, and who will lead us to victory 
and rescue the people from the money lenders and the money 
changers, 

A hundred years ago the Democratic party—the party of the 
plain people—after a most momentous campaign, came into power 
under the matchless leadership of its famous founder, Thomas Jef- 


ferson, and the impetus his Administration gave to popular govern- | 


ment carried forward free institutions unimpaired for a century. 

We are beginning another momentous campaign, under the 
leadership of a second Thomas Jefferson—the stalwart, the fear- 
less, the gallant, and the intrepid young leader of Nebraska, Wil- 
liam J. Bryan—to test the perpetuity of popular government and 
of our free institutions, and by the grace of God and the power of 
the free men of America he will win, and the impetus his admin- 
istration will give the Government of Jefferson, of Jackson, and 
of Lincoln will carry it forward unimpaired for another century, 


It | 


| 
| 


| 








| have so much to say on the subject. 
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Mr. SULZER. The other gentleman is from New York, too. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York says 
he knows all about trusts. Heisamember of Tammany Hall, and 
1 call upon the Clerk of the House to read a description of the trust 
to which he belongs. 

Mr. KING. Iam afraid my friend from New York is thinking 
of the trust owned by the senior Senator from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read in the time 
of the gentleman from New York [| Mr. Ray}, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


{Evening Star, 


Washington, May 30, 1910.] 


rRUSTS AND POLITICS 
The difficulty in the way of making trusts a partisan question for 4 
year’s campaign purposes has just been illustrated in a very pointed way in 
New York. 
A Mr. Color, a recent graduate into local politics from a Brooklyn counting 
room, had evolved a plan for dealing with the trust evil, and had secured 
some approval of it. Chairman Jones, of the Democratic national commit 


+) 





tee, to whom it had been submitted, had spoken tavorably of it, and David 
B. Hill, it was understood, had been so much impressed that he had consented 
to its incorporation into the New York State platform. In turn it was then 
to be presented at Kansas City and made a part of the Democratic national 


platform. 
disposed of. 
But at this time 


it really looked as if one difficult feature of the situation had be: n 


a most unfortunate time—camo the disclo sin the 


case of the New York ice trust. If ever there wasa trust that iso Itisa 
monopoly; it controls prices, and it exercises its power to grind the peopl 
Upon the approach of summer it puts up prices on an article absolutely ne 
essary to health and comfort in a crowded city 1) per cent. A published 


list of stockholders shows that anumber of prominent Tammany officeholders 
are interested, and the record also shows that this trust enjoys valuable 
privileges of the water front of the city which looks suspiciously like favor 
itism. 

Of course. if there is anything of value in Mr.C 
paired on general’principles by this disclosure 
its origin, its officers,its beneficiaries, or what not; and where it is operated 
against the rights and interests of the public it should be suppressed. That 
is piain,and it likewise is the general demand. But the proposition of Mr. 
Coler and bis party friends is that trusts are not only an outcome of Repnb- 
lican policies, but that Republicans alone are in league with them and are 
benefiting by them. 

Relief, as they insist, can onlv come through Democratic agencie If the 
people would throw off this shackle and enjoy the blessings of unrestrained 
trade among themselves, they must bringin Mr. Bryan and all that he stands 
for. 

And yet here is a trust which certainly can not be traced to the protective 
tariff, and is operated largely fur the benefit of leading Democrats of Mr 
Coler’s own locality. Trusts as a party shibboleth will hardly deceive the 
people, 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman ought to remember that Gen- 
eral Alger was the president of the match combine alluded to in 
your report, The 77 Michigan case your report cites gives Gen- 
eral Alger’s evidence in that case, and he admitted it was a trust 
and one that dips down into every cabin in the land. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER| for five minutes to reply. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is a humiliating spectacle to me 
and must be to all here to see the trust lawyers of the Republican 
party, and especially the gentleman on that side of the House 
who is the chairman of the Judiciary Committee |Mr. Ray}, un- 
dertaking to justify this fraud, this humbug, this apparent de 
ception in regard to the trusts by having a newspaper clipping 
read in regard to the ice trust. 

Now, let me tell you something about the ice trust; and when 
[ get through telling you about it, I believe the gentleman will not 
[| want to say that | am op- 
posed to the ice trust and to all other monopolies. Now,abont the 
ice trust. There are more Republicans in the ice trust than Demo- 
crats. On tbe books of the ice trust in New York you will find 
that seven-tenths of the stockholders are Republican machine men. 

Mr. MERCER. Whydo younotfreezethem out? |Laughter. | 
Mr. SULZER. They will be frozen out. It seems to be true 
there are some Democrats stockholders in the ice trust; but I 
want to say that the Democratic party in the city and State of 
New York is opposed to the ice trust, and to all trusts, and is 
doing all it can to drive them out of business. That is the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party. I want to say that the Democratic 


yler’s remedy it is not im 
A trust is a trust, nomatter 


| officials in the city of New York are opposed to the ice trust, and 


and generations yet unborn will sing the gladsome song that the | 


Government of the people, by the people, and for the people shall 
not perish from the earth. [Loud applause on Democratic side. | 
ahd pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, 
Mr. SULZER. I would like to have twenty minutes more. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I thought the time of the gentleman 
from New York had expired. 
Mr. SULZER. Will you yield me ten minutes of your time to 
Pepa afew questions? I will answer your questions, and I will 
you—— 
_ the SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired, and he will take his seat. 
Mr. SULZER. Which gentleman? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York, 


are doing all they can to drive it out of business. I want to say 
to you that the Republican party in the State of New York is 
doing all it can to prevent the prosecution of the ice trust. I ask 
you why your Republican attorney-general of the State of New 
York does not prosecute the ice trust? 

Mr. Ray of New York rose. 

Mr. SULZER. Youcan answer in yourown time, 
mean you would not give me any of your time, and now you want 
to take the little time Ihave. |Laugbter. | 

I want to say to you, and I want to say to the American people, 
that the Democrats are opposed to the ice trust just as much as 
they are to the coal trust, to the Standard Oil trust; just as 
much as they are to all the other trusts—the sugar trust, the to- 
bacco trust, the lead trust, the copper trust, and the steel! trust. 

The Democratic party is opposed tothe ice trust, without regard 
to the fact that there are a few Democrats in it. Why, lask you, 


You are so 


° 


a 
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do you not go for all the other trusts, composed almost exclusively | 
of Republicans? Take every trust to-day, look at its list of stock- | 
holders, and you will find that nine-tenths of them are Repub- | 
licans. Take the officials at the head of all the great trusts in this | 
country and you will find that they are all Republican leaders, | 
from Mark Hanna down. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Take the ice trust. The president of the trust is a Republican, a 
machine leader, a follower of your leader, PLatt, You do just 
what he says, because he is your ‘‘ boss.” If PLATT should send 
word over here for you to quit on this trust business, you would 
quit right away. He is the head of the Republican trust in New 
York, and you belong to that trust. 

You talk about Tammany Hall. The most corrupt machine 
that has ever been instituted in the politics of this country is the | 
Platt machine in the State of New York, and you knowit. You 
know that you have to obey your ‘‘boss.” If you did not you 
would not be here. Do you think the people believe in your sin- 
cerity when you declaim against trusts? Look at the canal frauds. 
Your present governor said that if he should be elected, he would 
prosecute the canal thieves. Has he dared to doit? No; Piatt | 
told him not to do it; and he quit, likea good little boy. And you | 
do just what the ‘‘ boss” tells vou—do you not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the gentleman | 
from New York to address his colleague in a parliamentary | 
manner. 

Mr. SULZER. You stand up here and—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the gentleman 
to address his colleague in a parliamentary manner. 

Mr. SULZER. lam doing so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman should not ad- 
dress another member in the second person. 

Mr. Ray of New York rose. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield. The gentleman 
refused to yield to me; he refused to give me time; and now he 
wants to prevent me from telling the truth about him and his 
party. Il want to say that in the State of New York we have an 
anti-trust act; it was put on the statute book by the Democratic 
legislature and a Democratic governor. I want to say that the 
Republican attorney-general, as you know, put in power by 
PLATT—I want to say that the Republican attorney-general and 
your whole Republican machine in New York refuse to do any- 
thing against the trusts. And how humiliating a spectacle you 
now present! 
if that were the only trust in the world. 





You stand up here and talk against the ice trust as | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. I understand from my friend from Alabama that the 
gentleman from New York said I was a stcckholder in the ice 
trust. Is that true? Did you say that [addressing Mr, Ray of 
New York]? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please not 
address any member in the second person. 

Mr. SULZER, I ask the Chair whether the gentleman from 
New York said that I was a stockholder in the ice trust? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; I said nothing of the kind. 

SEVERAL MemBeEerRs. Yes; you did. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask the gentleman to say whether or not he 
made that remark. It is absolutely false. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have just stated that I did not say 
the gentleman was a member of the ice trust or stockholder either. 

Mr. SULZER. I will accept your apology. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, what I did say was that 


the gentleman from New York, my colleague | Mr. SULZER], who | 


has just taken his seat, was a member of Tammany Hall. Am I 
iwnistaken in that? 

Mr. SULZER. I ama member of the Democratic organization 
in New York, and I am proud of it. Are you ashamed of being 
a member of the Republican machine? Answer that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Allright. ThenIsaid that Tammany 
Hall was the father and the mother and the captain and the king 
bee of the ice trust. 

Mr. SULZER. And I deny it, and I say that the Republican 
party is the sponsor for the trusts. I say that the president and 
most of the officers and seven-tenths of the stockholders of all the 
trusts are Republicans, You know that, and I challenge you to 
gainsay it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I knew I would stir up 
that Tammany tiger when I had that article read. I knew it 
would how! and lash its sides in fury. 

; — SULZER. Well, they do not look as bad as the elephant’s 
sides. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman has been declaiming 
against trusts every time he has obtained the floor since this Con- 
gress came together. 

Mr. SULZER. And I will keep at it, too, until the trusts are 
destroyed. 


| 


May 31, 


Mr. RAY of New York. But the gentleman will vote for t}9 
trusts. He does not dare vote against them. That gallant hero 
of Santiago, the present governor of the State of New York, Theo. 
dore Roosevelt, the other day made an order directing that +),js 
Tammany Hall ice trust be prosecuted. They failed to get any 
prosecution started under the authorities of New York City, helg 
and controlled by Democrats. . 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York, The governor has taken hold of it 
and—— 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. And now they are feeling the I 
of the law. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman has control of the time. l 
he yield to me? I dare him to give me time. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield to my friend from Michivan 
{[Mr. Henry C. Smit}. 

Mr. SULZER. Before you yield will you please tell us y 
your hero of Santiago failed to prosecute the canal thieves: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman yields to the « 
tleman from Michigan | Mr, Henry C. Smirn}. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. Mr, Speaker, I have not been lon< in 
politics, but I have been long enough to observe that when 
Democratic party is in power there is no clamor for legis! a: jon 
in the nature of an eight-hour labor law. When the Demo 
party is in power the question is not a short day, but the | 
bility of getting a day's work to do. 

In the fall of 1894—those good old Democratic days—I ha 


wer 


Wi 


y 


| humiliation to see 500 strong, able-bodied men sleeping on 


floor of the city hall in Chicago, fed by public charity; men w} 
were anxious to get something todo. Last fall I went th: 
my beloved Michigan, and not a hamlet or village did | 
through, not a fence did I pass by hardly, that there was nu 
sign out, ‘‘ Help wanted.” 

But just the minute that the Republican party gets into power 
then there is a clamor for an eight-hour law. Another thi 
you never hear of the trusts when the Democrats are in pow: 

Mr. SULZER. There were not any trusts then. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Money is never belligerent; money 
never comes from its hiding place when the Democrats are in cou 
trol; but the very minute that the Republican party gets in control 
then capital comes out from hiding, and it becomes so ager 
so belligerent, that you must pass resolutionsin your conventions, 
which you never carry out, and you must insist upon restraining 
that power. 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Lyield tonoman [applause and lanch- 
ter] in my opposition to the wrongful power of corporate greed 
that controls our money and many other of our affairs, becuse 
the tendency_of the centralization of the great money power is to 
place the power in large cities, while the village, the smal! town 
and city,and the hamlet perish. But there is another reason that 
rises, in my judgment, far above all these. 

Mr. LENTZ. Is that the reason the villages have the sign out 
‘*Help wanted.” 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. No; that sign refers to the help that 
the Democrats in Michigan will want in the next campaign. 
| Laughter on the Republican side. } 

Mr. LENTZ. They will get it. 

Mr. HENRY C.SMITH. The most harmful thing in the trusts 
that I see is that trusts destroy the man. The tendency of com- 
binations of this kind is to build up a generation of servaiis. a 
generation of hired men, a generation of clerks; and the man who 
has nothing to look forward to but just his job, no hope ever to 
be a merchant or ever to be a real man, the man himself 
stroyed—the thinking, planning, responsible man—and that, in 
my judgment, is the great harm of the trusts. 

a i hoped that in this matter gentlemen on the other side 
would do just what was done when the Maine was destroy: 
that you would put aside party strife, party hatred, and party 
following; that you would follow the lead of your gallant lealer, 
William J. Bryan, a man who has made more of his talent, 1 th nk, 
than any man on your side of the House. If you can not pass tho 
law you want, let us passthis one. 1 introduced a bill here which I 
think is better than all of them, and I think that you men who 
introduce bills think so, too, that yours are the best. 

My bill is along the line of giving to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the power that for ten years we thought they 1a, 
the power that the railrcad companies submitted to, a jadcias 
power—the power to fix rates. My idea was that that commission 
could be clothed with more power—the power to define wicn 
corporation was a trust, when it was harmful, when it stiic 
competition, when it destroyed the man; and when it did Iw: yald 
give that commission the power to regulate that trust. Bui if 
that law can not be passed, then let us pass this resolution. ni 
when we have done that, when we have passed this resolution, 


1S die- 
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which, as I understand, had Democratic origin, then let us pass 
the Littlefield bill, and then pass a still better one. 

Mr. LENTZ. Why do you not get your bill reported out? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, If you are on the committee, I will 
ask you to help get it done. 

A nation, Mr. Chairman, is not great in her possessions alone, 
in her extent of territory alone, in the triumph of her arms on 
land and on sea alone, in her commercial strength alone, but in 
her manhood, in her men and her women is a nation great. 

We learn from history that when the people are alone given 


over to the greed of gain, to gold and to silver, to trading and to | 


getting gain, when the people think of nothing better, then is that 
people and the nation of that people in peril. 

There is a thing in this world that rises way above greed and 
gain and material advantage, and that thing is manhood. What 
matters it that the wages of toil be high and things be cheap, if 
this planning, thinking, responsible man be lost? 

In our strife for empire, for a place among men and among 
nations, let us have a care that our men.and our women are not 
left without hope of a better day and a better fate, 


It can never be right in this land of equity and equality, in this | 


land of equal opportunity to all who dwell beneath the flag, that 
corporate and combined wealth should stunt and dwarf the man. 
This land, rescued by soldiers brave from England’s cruel sway, 
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this land cemented into one common Union by the blood of our | 


best sons, this land expanded and extended by the triumph of 


fully combined wealth, which stifles competition and controls the | 


necessaries of life, and leaves the man of small means without 
fair hope to win in the race of life. 

Not competition in the marts of trade alone, but competition in 
the field of intellect. 
this world—the aristocracy of mind and of virtue. 

Il am content that the flag may wave in triumph above our new 
possessions; that men in armed rebellion against our authority — 
men with guns in their hands and threats on their tongues—-may 
even be compelled to bow in humble submission to our sway, but 
Iam not content that Old Glory shall spread her ample folds in 
protecting cling about the rich man’s trust. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is so important, the impor- 
tance of action is so urgent, in the interests of our common 
humanity, that we ought not to hamper legislation by party ad- 
vantage or party disadvantage. We ought on this occasion to 
rise above party and partisan politics. Weought only to con- 
sider the common good of our commoncountry. Let us rise once 
above the consideration of the victory of tie hour to consider the 
good of the coming days. Let us doa good day’s work for the 
country we love and serve. 

Itis charged that this resolution and this bill are not in good 
faith urged; that this is a mere political trick to put a great po- 
litical party in a hole, as it has been termed, to gain some tem- 
porary advantage for the apprvaching campaign. 

1 can not think such claims are seriously made. Such state- 
ments and claims are not worthy of the men on the other side of 
this chamber, not worthy the grand men of the great Democratic 
party, which the Great Ruler for some unfathomable reason has 
seen fit to preserve. 

Such a proceeding would not be worthy the party of the great 
Lincoln; the party which was born of the oppression of the weak 
by the strong; the party that has ever fought the battles of the 
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the statute books in enduring form by the Republican party. And 
then, after four years of power, evidently feeling that the scepter 
was to pass from you because of your failure to keep faith with 
the people, you demanded in 1892 the enforcement by the Repub- 
lican party of the law you had not changed, or tried to change, 
Here is your declaration: 
We recognize in the trusts and co: it 


ns, which are designed to enable 













capital to secure more than its just share of the joint product of capital a 
labor, a natural ccusequence of the prohibitive t s which prevent the f1 
competition which the life of honest trade t we believe their wo1 
evils can be abated by law, and we demand the rigid enforcement of the laws 


made to prevent and itrol them, tor 
restraint of their abuses as experien 


ether with 
© may sl 


uch further k 


»w to be nece 


gislation in 
sary 

Then, in 1896, in the platform upon which Mr. Bryan stood, and 
upon which he asserts he will stand again, you declared fo1 
trol of the trusts by the lederal Government. Here again is 


on- 


| your declaration: 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our leading ra 
road systems, and the formation of trustsand poois require a stricter « trol 
by the Federal Government of th mmerce 

Later Mr. Bryan, in his speech at the Chicago antitrust me 
ing, spoke for a constitutional amendment similar to the one 
under consideration. 

You repudiate his position simply because you fear that such 
an amendment would curtail some of the cherished ‘* State rights” 
of some of the States of the Union, which, in the judgment of 


© arteries of « 


; | some gentlemen on the other side, are of more importance than 
battle, ought not to be now dominated by the power of wrong- 


the Union itself. 
The trouble with your party is that there are so many inharmo- 
nious and discordant elements within it that you could not carry 


| out your purposes if you, in good faith, desired todoso. And your 








weak against the wrongsof the powerful. The party that took the | 
chains from the bondmen of dusky hue can not now have turned | 


to the aid of oppression. 
This may not be the best law the House, in the plenitude of its 
wisdom and genius, might conceive, but it is the best law at hand. 


1 | only answer to the people is that the Republicans, too, are follow- 
There ought to be only one aristocracy in | 


ing your example of holding out false hopes to 

‘* Judge not lest ye be also judged,” my frien 

limplore gentlemen of the other side to forget for the moment 
all party hatred, party strife, and party fealty; torise above party 
and cast one vote for the good of all. Let usrise to the old heroic 
heights, rise to the level of our common manhood, and declare 
and show that we will not be slaves to trusts or combines: that 
we will not be unjust to capital and labor or to any interests; that 
we will not be slaves to any power. Let us rise in our might, in 
the strength of our manhood, and break asunder the fetters that 
would bind and dwarf the hopes and the future of the youth of 
America. |Applause. | 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Maron}. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I want torefer the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. SULZER} to the leading Democratic Bryan paper 
of the State of New Yor, the New York Journal, and to the 
edition published this evening: 

Van Wyck, in ice case. haled to the bar! 

The mayor and city officials face Journal's exposures. 

The ice trust and its political allies were again haled to the bar to 


+} } 
tne peopie, 





Before Supreme Court Justice Gaynor, in Brooklyn, there were ed 
the bandits of the frozen monopoly and their political accomp the 
continuation of the action brought by five municipal assembiymen, conse- 
quent upon the disclosures made by the Journa 

Mayor Robert A. Van Wyck, 4,000 shares; his brother, Augustus, 4,000 
shares. 


He was the Democratic nominee for governor, beaten by Roose- 
velt, in the last gubernatorial campaign. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MAHON, Wait unti) l am through. 


| John 8. Carroll, 5,000 shares: president of the dock commission, J. Ser- 
| geant Cram, 400 shares; Dock Commissioner Peter F. Meyer and President 
Charles W. Morse, the ice king. were complied to be on hand 
On bebaif of t ayor, his lawyer made a frantic appeal to the justice, 
and ceclared that he had counseled the wayor under no circumstances to 


It will strike a blow at the trust; a blow, it is said, that will not | 


hit or hurt; a blow a long way off, it is said. 

And yet if the other side will join with this, the moral effect 
will be potent, If the trust is that menace to our future which 
it is claimed to be, this law will at least be a discouragement; and 
if you will join with us the force of the blow will, in my judg- 
ment, be effectual. 


subm 


The Democracy in its platforms and through its leaders has | 


asked for such legislation. 


I call your attention tothe platform of your partyin 1888, This | 
was made when Grover Cleveland was President, and is as fol- | 


lows: 


Judged by Democratic principles, the interests of the people are betrayed 
when by unnecessary taxation trusts and combinations are permitted and 
fostered, which, while unduly enriching the few that combine, rob the body 


of our citizens by depriving them as purchasers of the benefits of natural | 


competition, 


This was simply a declaration. No remedy was suggested. 
In 1892 your party went still further and demanded a rigid en- 
forcement of the law, the Sherman law, a Republican law. You 


passed no law; you did not even attempt to pass one; you did not | 
even introduce a bill. You were content with the law put upon | cratic paper, the New York Journal, and a Democratic judge, 


it to examination. 
There are the city officials of the great city of New York and 
Brooklyn-—— 
Mr. LENTZ. 
Mr. MAHON. 


Is it not a fact—— 
Wait until [ get through. 


These officials are 


| shown by Democratic anthority, by a Democratic journal, to own 


ice-trust shares. 

Mr. LENTZ. And they are prosecuted by a Democratic judge 
and a Democratic paper. 

Mr. DRIGGS. You can always rely upon the Democrats of 
New York to punish the Democrats, and you can not rely on 
Pennsylvania Republicans to punish any Republican, 

Mr. MAHON. Iam answering the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SULZER] when he says that Tammany and the Democratic 
party have nothing to do with the ice trust, this great monopoly, 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MAHON, Yes. 

Mr. LENTZ. I want to ask if it is not a fact that this Demo- 
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Judge Gaynor, have demonstrated that it is unnecessary to wait 
for a constitutional amendment to get at the trusts? 

Mr. MAHON. This is a State affair entirely and you know it, 
and you are lawyer enough to know it, and this Congress has no 
contro] over it. 

Mr. LENTZ. This resolution proposes to take thecontrol from 
the States, does it not? 

Mr. MAHON. The Congress of the United States can not con- 
trol that trust, because it is a State affair. 

Mr. LENTZ. But if you pass your amendment here, it would 
control the States and take the power away from them. 

Mr. MAHON, If they wanted to carry it out of the State it 
would, but not otherwise. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MAHON, With great pleasure. I should like to have the 
gentleman explain this article. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if Mr. Van Wyck, whose name you have used here in an 
offensive way, has not got a right to buy stock if he sees fit? 

Mr. MAHON. I did not use it in an offensive way. 
simply read from the New York Journal. 

Mr. SULZER. You must remember that he isthe mayor of the 
greatest city on the Western Hemisphere, and I do not propose 
that anyone shalltraducehim here, [Laughter and derisive jeers 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MAHON. Does the gentleman from New York say that the 
Democratic party in New York City had nothing to do with this 
ice trust? 

Mr. SULZER, 
Mr. MAHON. 
as owning stock, 

Mr. SULZER, 
is not true. 

Mr. MAHON. That is what the New York Journal says. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
must use parliamentary language, 
person in addressing a member. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that what he says—that all the officials of the 
city of New York are interested—knows himself is not true, and 
he has no— 

Mr. MAHON, 1 did not say so, 

Mr. SULZER, You did. 

Mr. MAHON, No; I did not. 

Mr. SULZER, 
sylvania 

Mr. MAHON, Will you allow me there? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield two minutes more. 

Mr. MAHON, The gentleman from New York said the mayor 
was endeavoring to break up this ice trust. 

Mr. DRIGGS, He never said the mayor. He said .the people 
of New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yvania has the floor. 

Mr. MAHON, I simply say that the New York Journal says 
that the mayor of New York and his brother, who was defeated 
for governor, and a large number of other Democratic officials in 
New York had large blocks of stock in this ice monopoly. 

Mr. SULZER, How many Republicans own that stock? Do 


you deny it? 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not know. 

Mr. SULZEh. Why do you not find out? 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not care. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Gentlemen will bein order. The 
House will be in order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor, and will proceed without interruption. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
me a question? . 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not know whether there are any Republic- 
ans in this ice trust. I know that every scoundrel that has been 
unearthed in it so far has been a prominent Democratic official of 
the city of New York. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Pennsy!vania has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I hope the other side will use some 
time. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Driegs}. 


[Mr. DRIGGS addressed the House. See Appendix. 


Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. Manon) when Mr. Quay is going to shake the plum 
tree again. [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 


I do most emphatically. 
Here areall those who are on the official list given 


That is a mistake, and you know what you say 
York 


and must not use the second 


[Great laughter. } 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 


The gentleman from Pennsyl- 


I have 
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Mr. TERRY. I now yield to the gentleman from Virginia | Mr, 
LASSITER]. 


{Mr. LASSITER addressed the House. 


Mr. TERRY. 
| RipGevy}. 


[Mr. RIDGELY addressed the House, See Appendix. ] 
Mr. TERRY. [I yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr. Kiya}, 
[Mr. KING addressed the House. See Appendix. } 


| Mr. TERRY, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 
| WiLLiAM E. WILLIAMs] five minutes. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
| only has three minutes remaining. 
Mr. TERRY. Well, I will give him two minutes out of to- 

morrow’s time, if that is satisfactory to the gentleman from New 
| York [Mr. Ray]. 
| Mr. RAY of New York, Oh, you must use your time as you 
see fit. 
| Mr. TERRY. Three minutes are all I have remaining, and | 
| yield that time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W1iLLia™ &, 
| WILLIAMS]. 


[Mr. WILLIAM E, WILLIAMS addressed the House. 
Appendix, | 


Mr. RAY of New York. 
consin [Mr. BARNEY]. 


[Mr. BARNEY addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that when the House adjourns this evening it adjourn to 
| meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 
| Mr. TERRY. That is what we agreed upon. 
| Mr. SULZER. I object. 
| Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 
| vision of the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SULZER. I withdraw the objection at the request o 
| gentlemen on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, unless there is 
some other Republican here who desires to be heard to-night, | 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman does not desire to occupy the 
remaining time himself, will he not yield to gentlemen on th 
side whomay wish to occupy the time until 10.30? I imagine th 
are others here who wish to speak. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, you ought to use your ov 


me. 
Mr. TERRY. I will state to my friend from North Carolina 
Mr. Kircutn] that we have used haif the time to-night. If an 
further time is used by gentlemen on this side, I wish it to be 
with _ understanding that it is not to come out of the time 
anybody. 
Mr. ITCHIN. I ask the gentleman to yield the remaining 
time to gentlemen on this side, the remaining time not to be 
, charged to anybody. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Have you any gentlemen on your side 

| who have not spoken this evening who desire to speak? 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman will agree that those who speak 
now will have the time given to them in such a way that we shi! 
be considered as having broken even to-night, that will be all rig! 
Mr. RAY of New York. May I inquire how the time stands’ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

as fifteen minutes remaining. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Be liberal, and give us that fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. We have fifteon minutes that belons 
to us, up to 10.30. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Just give it to us. , 

Mr. RAY of New York. Please listen to me, and we will see if 
we can make an arrangement. Is there any gentleman on tle 
Democratic side of this House who has not spoken this evening 
| and who desires to ? 
| Mr. TERRY. They will have to answer for themselves. 

Mr. RAY of NewYork. I make that inquiry, if there is a Dem- 


See Appendix. } 


I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas | Mr, 





- { , 


I yield to the gentleman from Wis- 


Our side will have an equal d 


| 


¢ 


The Chair hears no objection, 


3 


ra 


| 
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i 


t 


| 
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ocrat present who desires to speak, who has not spoken? If he 
will signify his desire to speak, I will try to take care of him. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I would not have made any such request if I 
had not supposed that there were gentlemen here who wished to 
occupy the time. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Is there any member of the Demo- 
cratic side of this House present this evening who has not spoken 
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who desires to speak? 
to him out of my time. 

Mr. SULZER. How much time? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I will determine that when I 
see who itis. [Laughter.] I donot wish that any of my oppo- 
nents kill themselves by overtalking. 

Mr. BREAZEALE, Mr. Speaker, I feel very grateful to my 
friend from New York [Mr. Ray], and wish to say to him that I 
appreciate it, and possibly some time or other my friends on this 
side will return the courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not agree to vote for this amendment. 
lieve,on my soul, that there is now sufficient authority in the Con- 
stitution of the United States, together with the power given to 
the States, to break up these trusts. We have the evidence of it 
here in the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
Manon] who read the Journal editorial on the floor of the House 
thisevening. It shows that at least one State, New York, under 
a law put upon the statute books by a Democratic legislature, as 
I understand it, has sufficient power to break up the ice trust in 
the city of New York. 

If that be so, why destroy the power of the States and invest 
power in the Congress of the United States to break them up by 
the passage of laws which will invade the rights of the States to 
suppress them? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. If it is pertinent. 

Mr. MANN. Do i understand the gentleman to say there is 
sufficient legislation now to break up and control the trusts? 

Mr, BREAZEALE. I did not understand you. 

Mr. MANN. What I understood the gentleman to say was 
that he thought there was sufficient legislation now. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Sufficient power under the Constitution of 
the United States now, with the reserved rights to the States un- 
der that Constitution, which this amendment will invade and 
break down if it is passed. 

Mr. MANN, Il understood the gentleman tosay that if the laws 


If he will announce the fact, I will yield 


now in existence were enforced, there were sufficient laws now to | 


break up trusts. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. In several of the States, yes: notably the 
States of New York and Texas; and the very fact that they are 


proceeding in New York to break down the ice trust is evidence | 


of that fact. as I believe the gentleman in candor will admit. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that that state of 
affairs exists in all the States? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Ido not. 

Mr. MANN. Doés not the gentleman think authority ought to 
be given so as to enforce it? 


Mr. BREAZEALE. There is ample authority in several of the 


States. In my own State we have ample authority to break down 
the trusts; but we do not have trustsin Louisiana—at least, not to 
my knowledge—that we can not break up if the laws are enforced. 
I know the attorney-general of our State, in an interview a few 
months ago, cited the law and showed that it gave him power to 
break down any trust or any combination that existed there. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if we pass this amendment, if it be 
placed upon the statute books as a part and parcel of the Consti- 
tution of these United States, there will be no effort made by the 
Republican party, should it ever be in power after this term of 
Congress, toenforceit. I believe we are justified in that belief by 
the experience of the past. I challenge you to deny that, or show 
when at any time thut you have been in power you have endeavored 
to break down the trusts; and you have been in power for the last 
three years. 

Mr. MAHON, 
question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. Will you tell me at any time and place where 
the Democratic party when in power for four years attempted to 
suppress trusts by Congressional action? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I concede that, and I concede, further, that 
Mr. Cleveland recommended some action by Congress in a mes- 
sege, either special or general in its character. 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] has to-night 
answered that question to the satisfaction of any candid, reason- 
able, and honest man. But I do not care whether they did or not. 
The sins of the Democratic party of five or six years ago is no 
justification for the sins of the Republican party to-day in the 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a polite 


effort to befog the issue and to fool and humbug the American | 
people, as they seek to do in this amendment proposed tothis House. | 


Mr. MAHON, 
question? 
Mr. BREAZEALE. I will. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for another 


Mr. MAHON. If you failed in the four years you were in power | 


to enact such legislation, what reason have the American people 
to expect any legislation of that character if you should happen 
to be put in power again? 

Mr. BREAZ In the simple reason that we do not retro- 


I be- | 


But I believethat | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 








| the remark 


| the conditions imposed by the Federal Government. 
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cede, but progress. So far as I know and believe, and I be‘ieve I 
can say without fear of successful contradiction, I state that the 
Democratic party has been the only party in the whole histor 
this country that has ever tried to protect the interests of the 
ple against the oppressive corporate wealih of trusts and co 
binations and things of that character and kind, oppressive a 
tyrannous in their character. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question? We will give him time. 

Mr. BREAZEALE, My time is about to expire. 

Mr. MAHON. Did not Mr. Bryan, not long ago, in an inte: 
view, recommend that Congress should pass an amendment as the 
only way to reach this question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. He did not. The speechis now inthe 
session of gentlemen on the floor of this House, who will hav 
published in the Recorp, to show that he has been misconstra 
purposely, in my judgment, by the Republican party. 

Mr. MAHON. But rightly reported? 

Mr. BREAZEALE, No, sir. 

Mr. GAINES. Here is what he said in part. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I will read it, or I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] to read it. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman has not got the floor. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Let me read it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to quote the 
public statement of Mr. Bryan touching this matter in order that 
there may be no excuse hereafter to misquote and misconstrue 
his utterances. 


nd 


WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN AT CHICAGO TRUST CONVENTION, 


There were loud calls upon Colonel Bryan to respond to Mr. Foulke, and 
he did so, saying: 

I would not occupy the time again but for the fact that the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Foulke) has referred toa plan which I suggested, and | 
am afraid that he does not fully understand 

Just a word in regard tothe plan. I want to repeat that it was not pre- 
sented as the only plan, nor is it necessarily the best plan. It is simply a 
plan. I was sorry that when the gentleman got through destroying this plan 
he did not suggest a better one. Political agnosticism is of no great benefit 
tothe public. Not to know what to do is often a convenient position to oc- 
ae, 7, but it contributes very little to the settlement of a question 

My plan is this: First, that the State has, or should have, the right to 
ate whatever private corporations the people of the State desire 

Second, that the State has, or should have, the right to impose such limita- 
tions upon an outside corporation as the people of the State may think nec 
essary for their own protection. That protects the right of the people of the 
State to say, first, what corporations they shall organize in their State, and 
second, what corporations they shall permit to come from other States to do 
business in their State. 

Third, that the Federal Government has, or should have, the right to 
impose such restrictions as Congress may think necessary upon any corpora- 
tion which does business outside of the State in which it is organized 

In other words, 1 would preserve to the people of the State all the rights 
that they now have, and at the same time have Congress exercise a concur 
rent remedy to supplement the State remedy. 

When the Federal Government icenses a corporation to do business out- 
side of the State in which it was organized, it merely permits it to do busi 
ness in any State, under the conditions imposed by that State, in addition to 


cre- 


I would not take away 
from the people of the State any right now existing, but I would have the 
Federal Government and the State government exercise the powers that 
may be necessary to annibilate every monopoly. 

I do not agree with the gentleman that you can not annihilate a monopoly. 
I believe it is possible to doso. While the gentleman was speaking, I could 
not help thinking of the lines of asong. While he was destroying every rem- 
edy suggested, and yet presenting no other, I thought of the lines: 

“Plunged in a gulf of deep despair, 
Ye wretched sinners lie."’ 

Now, it is a great deal easier to find fault with a remedy proposed than to 
propose a remedy which isfaultless. Macaulay—I think he is the author of 
has said that if any money was to be made by disputing the law 
of gravitation, able men could be found to write articies against the truth of 
thatlaw. I havenodoubt that any remedy that is proposed will be assaulted, 
But those who believe that the trusts must go will accept the best remedy 
they can find, try it, and then accept a better one, if a better one is proposed, 
and keep on trying until the people are protected. 


Speech of W. J. Bryan at Baltimore January 20, 1900: 


But I must pass to the trust question. 
. * * “ 


poly 


CONGRESS HAS THE POWER NOW. 

You ask me what youcan do. Ido not mean to say that there is but one 
remedy, nor do I mean to say that there is no better remedy than the one I 
suggest; but I believe there is an easy remedy that will make monopoly im- 
possible. The Constitution has given to Congress control over interstate 
commerce. There are certain things which the State can do—and I would 
not take from the Statea single power that it now has—to destroy the trusts. 
[Applause.] Piace upon the corporation from the outside doing business in 
the State such limitations as the poamnect the State may think necessary for 
their protection. I will go further than that. 

I believe the State should be permitted, if it pleases, to exclude any outside 


| corporation from doing business in the State, for while the natural man in 


different States may compete with one another, I do not believe that an in 
dividual in one State must suffer competition with a fictitious person created 
in another State and regulated by laws beyond the reach of people li 
outside of that State. But after the State has done all it can, I believe 
power will not be complete over monopoly, for the State can only sto; 
monopoly at the State line, and if a monopoly has forty-four States in which 
to work it may be able to get along without the forty-fifth: but if you will 
stop the corporation when it attempts to go out of its own State, there can 
not be any monopoly, because it is shut out of the other forty-four. 


, 
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And I believe that Congress has the power, and ought to exercise it, to say 
that no corporation organized in any State shall do business outside of that 
State until it secures permission from Congress or some body created by it, 
and that permission can be granted only when the corporation shows that 
there is no water in its stock, and that it is not attempting to monopolize 
any branch of business or the production of any article of merchandise. 
{Applause.] Then make all the transactions of the corporation public by 
regular reports. I believe you can thus prevent the organization of a pri- 
vate monopoly. But if these conditions are not sufficient, you can add con- 
ditions that are sufficient, because I believe that monopoly in private hands 
is bad; and that being so, it can not be tolerated, and that therefore you 
must devise and enforce such remedies as will be sufficient for the protection 
of the people 

But, my friends, there is still a newer question than the trust question; 
We had tbe trust question in 1896. The principle was the same then as now. 
but we have more trusts now; therefore the question is more important. 
The flea question 1s just the same in principle, whether there is one flea or 
whether there are a million; but the flea question becomes more important 
as the number of fleas increases. [Laughter.] And so the question was the 
same in 1896 as it is now; but as there are more trusts to-day, the question has 
become of more importance to the people; and men who couldn't see what 
was going on in 189 are able to see now; those who didn't feel what was 
roing on in 1806 feel what is going on now. In the earlier campaigns in Ne- 
fraska i had the aid of the traveling men; I appreciated their support. 

I tell you, my friends, you can not find a body of men of higher intelligence 
than the traveling men; and I do not know of any persons who talk as much 
and as well for the money they receive for it as the traveling men. [Ap 
plause.} I was glad to have them with me in the earlier campaigns: I was 
sorry they were not with me in 189. I remember that in this hall there 
were gathered many traveling men who were on our side—men who under- 
stood what the money trust meant to the farmer, and, by protecting the 
farmer from a money trust, were protecting themselves also from the same 
principle applied to the other industries of the nation. 

But most of the traveling men were against us in 1896, and they were 

yreaching that all we needed was a success; that we would then 
cove prosperity, and all men, including traveling men, would be happy. 
There are many traveling men who in 1900 will not travel over as much 
ground as they did in 1896, but they will speak with moreearnestness. [Ap- 
plause.] For they have seen what monopoly means, and many of them have 
more time to study and discuss public questions now than they have had for 
many years. (Laughter and applause.) 


I hope this effectually disposes of this trust lie against Mr. Bryan. 
It will be seen that Mr. Bryan expressly affirms his belief that 
Congress has the power now to enact legislation that will effectu- 
ally annihilate the trusts. This belief is shared in by the most 
eminent constitutional lawyers on the floor of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been twitted with the charge that when the 
Democratic party a few years ago controlled this Government it 
made no effort to suppress this great evil, and the gentlemen on 
the other side of this aisle appear to find in that fact a justification 
of their failure to propose a remedy during the three and a half 
years of the Administration of President McKinley, who has had 
during all that time a plastic and subservient Congress to carry 
out his wishes. 

I do not think that the criticism of the Democratic party in that 
particular is either just or merited. I believe that it should have 
enacted legislation which would have strangled these gigantic 
industrial monopolies, but when that party came in power in 
1893 these trusts had not grown to their present formidable pro- 
portions; but little thought was given to the matter in the public 
prints or otherwise. The then grave and important questions of 
tariff reform and currency occupied the full attention of the pub- 
lic. The Democratic party was pledged to relieve the country 
from the tyrannous oppression of the McKinley tariff act and to 
wipe from the statute books the hideous currency legislation 
placed there by the Republican party. 

These grave questions, I say, occupied the attention of the pub- 
lic tothe exclusion of the trust question, and might serve as some 
excuse for the failure of the Democratic ty to legislate on that 
subject; but, sir, however derelict the Democratic party was in 
that particular, however much they merit the loud and boisterous 
condemnation of the trust-hating Rapeblions on the floor of this 
House, yet, Mr. Speaker, it must be said, to its lasting honor and 
credit, that it did not attempt with hypocrisy and deceit to fool 
the American people by the introduction of any such monstrosity 
as this Republican amendment to the Constitution, and however 
guilty the Democratic party may have been of negligence and fail- 
ure to perform their full duty, yet I glory in the fact that it is 
free from the charge of hypocrisy and deceit now leveled against 
the Republican majority in this House and which charge is estab- 
lished by the record. 

Let us see how the record stands on this charge. For nearly 
four years this Government has been in the hands of the Repub- 
lican party. During all that time not a line of legislation has been 
adopted affecting trusts. Only within the past comparatively few 
days has a bill been considered by the Judiciary Committee in any 
way proposing legislation on the subject. Why this long delay if 
you are honest and sincere in your professions? Why not have 
enacted proper legislation at the two sessions of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress? If you be honest, answer, and let your answer be 
honest. 

In the early days of the present session of the House Mr, CLARK 
of Missouri introduced a bill designed to strike down the infamous 
paper trust, a combination in restraint of trade that in effect in- 
creases the cost of education. I went to considerable trouble in 
procuring from the various newspapers of my district valuable 
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evidence of the increased cost of printing paper, due to the mac} 
nations of the paper trust and designed to be used in advocacy 
the Clark resolution. Did the Republican Ways and Means C 
mittee report that measure? Not only did they fail to report 
but refused to consider it. No opportunity was given for de} 
or for the submission of evidence. Why? If you are hon 
your professions, why did you not consider that bill, or at Je: 
hear the evidence in support of it? 

Instead of considering the many meritorious bills designed {5 
prohibit and strike down the many trusts now thriving in ; 
trust-ridden country under Republican rule, you content y: 
selves with criminally waiting until the closing days of the < 
sion, when there is no earthly chance of its final passage by | 
Senate, to bring in this bill. You report the monstrosity, and 
doing so you gag the minority by surrounding it with an iron 
rule which prohibits amendment and limits discussion to a 
hours. This alone is sufficient evidence to convict you of dec; 
The idea that the Constitution of the United States should 
amended in this hasty, arbitrary manner is an insult to the nat 
and suflicient to utterly damn a party so utterly reckless of ; 
cerity and decency. 

A political trick, a measly little nasty political trick? You] 
to fool the American people by this plain and palpable trick. \ 
mean to cry from the hustings in the approaching campaign t 
you sought to annihilate trusts and the Democratic minority | 
vented it. With great unction you will point to this constitut 
amendment, to be known as amendment 16 to the Constitution 
the United States, as an evidence of your great desire to legis! 
against trusts, forgetting to tell the people that you had no inte 
tion of its becoming law; that you knew it could not pass | 
Senate at this session, even if it could pass the House; that o\ en 
if it did pass Congress there was no earthly hope that it would ever 
be ratified by three-fourths of the States. 

Forget to tell them that in your inner souls not one of you on 
this floor believes it possible to amend the Constitution. For 
ting to tell them that under no circumstances could it be pos 
to finally procure ratification of this amendment during the ordi- 
nary lifetime of the youngest member on the floor of this House, 
Aye, with oily unction you will defame the Democratic party, 
andinatruly Pecksniffian manner you will holdaloft your bastard 
child of deceit and hypocrisy and say, ‘‘ We are the proud fathers 
of this beautiful babe, which the Democratic party killed at its 
birth.” 

Forget to tell them that you paid the money sharks the debt 
that you contracted in the election of 1896 by the passage of the 
infamous financial bill, and that you are now paying your debt to 
the trusts by this cowardly makeshift, which you never intended 
should become law. 

But let me say to you that you misjudge the American people. 
They are as wise in their generation as you are. They will sce 
through this thin veneer of sincerity with a clear vision, and, 1n- 
masked and degraded, you will receive their merited scorn and 
contempt. The American ple are an honest and sincere peo- 
ple. They love honesty and sincerity, and abhor deceit and fraud. 
And I know, as well as I know the sun will rise on the morrow, 
that your fraud and deceit will recoil upon you and you will re- 
ceive the just punishment of your crime on the day of election 
next November. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no necessity for the adoption of this con- 
stitutional amendment. The Constitution as it now exists, as n- 
terpreted by the Supreme Court, confers ample authority uj on 
Congress to enact legislation amply sufficient, if enforced, to not 
only regulate and control, but to annihilate and wipe from the 
face of the country every trust now existing or which may here- 
after exist. I will not pause to discuss these combinations and 
monopolies called trusts. 

No man dare lift his voice in defense of trusts. But many emi- 
nent Republicans find excuse for their being and are endowed 
with a most tolerant spirit as to their continued existence. ‘T!at 
they are slowly sapping the foundations and eating into the vita's 
of this Republic no candid, honest man will deny. That they «re 
oppressive and tyrannical is admitted. That they strangle snd 
kill individual independence and suppress healthful competit.on 
is not denied. 

Let us examine the law of the case. Let us take a hasty glance 
at the jurisprudence of the nation as shown by the decisions 01 10 
anes Court of the United States, and let us see if there 1s 10% 
to be found within the ample folds of the Constitution sufficient 
authority to legislate trusts out of existence without the adoption 
of the pending amendment, which I will endeavor to show later «0 
strikes at the most sacred right cherished by every patriotic mau— 
the right of the State to regulate and control its internal affairs. 

Perhaps the first leading case defining the powers of Congr:ss 
and State legislatures is found in 4 Wheaton, 316, decided by the 
Supreme Court in 1819, McCulloch vs. Maryland. The State 
of Maryland passed an aet to ‘‘impose a tax on all banks ot 
branches thereof in the State of Maryland not chartered by the 


n 





1900. 





legislature.” The Bank of the United States, a corporation organ- 
jzed by an act of Congress, had a branch in Maryland, which it 
was sought to tax under the act above mentioned, Two main 
questions were raised: 

First. Was the act incorporating the bank constitutional? 

Second. Could a State tax a corporation created by Congress? 

The opinion of that great jurist, Chief Justice Marshall, as the 
organ of the court, construes the article of the Constitution in 
language so plain and lucid that even a blind man could see it. 
The constitutionality of the act incorporating the bank was main- 
tained, and it was denied to the State governments the right to 
tax any of the means employed by the United States Government 
to execute its constitutional powers. 

This construction of the article of the Constitution which so 
clearly establishes the rights and powers of the Federal Govern- 
ment and so distinctly marks the extent of the sovereignty of the 
States required no further judicial consideration for many years. 

In 9 Wheaton, I, in the Gibbons vs, Ogden case, the same emi- 
nent jurist denied to the States the right to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States while Congress 
was regulating it. This case, construing the plain letter of sec- 
tion 2 of Article VI of the Constitution, that ‘‘the laws of the 
United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof [the Con- 
stitution} shall be the supreme law of the land,” effectually settled 
the disputed question of supremacy of the law between the Fed- 
eral Government and the several States. And it was held in that 
case that when the laws of Congress enacted under the Constitu- 
tion and State laws conflict, the State laws must yield. A long 
line of decisions of the Supreme Court, from the date of the Mc- 
Culloch case, in 1819, to the final determination of the Nicol vs, 
Ames case, in April, 1899, clearly defines the respective powers of 
Congress and State legislatures as adjudged and determined by 
the highest court in the land. 

I will not pause to comment on these many adjudications. It 
is unnecessary and will only consume time; and I only refer to 
them for a proper consideration of the pending amendment. 

It now becomes interesting and important to discuss, analyze, 
and mark the history of jurisprudence in the construction and in- 
terpretation of the several statutes, Federal and State, in order 
that we may determine the powers of Congress and the powers 
of the respective States in the premises, so as to determine 
whether or not Congress has power under the Constiution, as in- 
terpreted by the circuit and Supreme courts, to enact such legis- 
lation as will effectually control, regulate, and destroy industrial 
or commercial combinations, commonly called trusts. 

The courts wereapparently actuated by great caution in their 
first construction of the Sherman anti-trust act, considered by 
many eminent lawyers at the time of its passage as an experiment 
and of doubtful wisdom, and in the preliminary hearing in the 
Jellico Mountain Coal and Coke Company case, reported in 43 
Fed. , 898, and 46 Fed., 432, the court denied a preliminary injunc- 
tion to the United States which sought to prohibit the coal-mine 
owners of Kentucky and the coal dealers of Tennessee, who had 
formed a combination whereby all the Nashville dealers should 
sell coal at the same price, such price to be fixed by the combina- 
tion. The suit was brought by the United States under the trust 
act of 1890. 

On final hearing, however, the court revoked their preliminary 
order and perpetually enjoined defendants, holding that it was, to 
all intents and purposes, commerce between States, and as it is 
clear that it was a combination in restraint of trade, it falls 
within the trust act. 

This decision was rendered in 1891 and is followed by many 
cases reported in 51 Fed., 52 Fed., 54 Fed., 55 Fed., 64 Fed., 69 
Fed., 78 Fed., 156 U, S., and by the latest important case, United 
States vs, Addyston Pipe and Steel Company et al., decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in 1899. 

_ This latter case, in my judgment, is by far the most important 
interpretation of the trust act yet made. A careful analysis of 
the principles involved discloses a broad and far-reaching vesture 
of power in Congress in the enactment of legislation under the 
broader constitutional warrant to ‘regulate commerce.” It was 
held lawful that m the power thus granted Congress it could re- 


strain individual contracts, The court say: 

Under this nt of power to Congress that body, in our judgment, may 
enact such legislation as shall declare void and prohibit the performance of 
= such contract between individuals or corporations where the natural 
and direct effect of such a contract will be, when carried out, to directly and 
not as a mere incident to other and innocent purposes regulate to any sub- 
stantial extent interstate commerce. We do not assent to the correctness of 
the proposition that the constitutional guaranty of liberty to the individual 
to enter into private contracts limits the power of Congress and prevents it 
rom legislating upon the subject of contracts of the class mentioned. 

ante rer to regulate interstate commerce is, as stated by Chief Justice 
Mai l, full and complete in Congress, and there is no limitation in the 
grant of power which excludes private contracts of the nature in question 
rom the jurisdiction of that y: 


Does not this opinion of the present court, affirming the judg- 
mentof Chief Justice Marshall, ‘‘ that the power to regulate inter- 
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state commerce is full and complete in Congress,” completely, 
absolutely deny the necessity of vesting additional power in Con- 
gress by the process of amending the Constitution as contemplated 
by the pending resolution? And that the Republican majority of 
the Judiciary Committee in their inner conscience believes thi 
to be so, I am thoroughly convinced, else why did the committee 
supplement the pending constitutional amendment resolution by 
the bill H. R. No. 10539, known as the Littlefield bill? 

And here I desire to say a word touching that measure. I will 
have no opportunity of discussing that measure when it comes up 
for consideration by this House to-morrow. And I desire now to 
say that in my judgment it is not broad or far-reaching enough 
to accomplish all I desire in the way of legislation for the suppr 
sion of trusts, but it at least enlarges the scope of the present 
anti-trust statute, and I believe if vigorously enforced will afford 
much relief to a suffering public. 

I believe if the amendments to that bill prepared and to bo 
offered by the Democratic minority are adopted full, comp! 
and absolute authority will be conferred on this Republican Ad 
ministration to absolutely destroy the many infernal trusts which 
live, flourish, and grow all-powerful under Republican rule. I 
shall vote on the morrow for every amendment offered by the 
Democratic minority, and if they fail to carry, which I have no 
doubt will be the case, because the Republican majority do not 
desire effectual trust legislation, I shall vote for the Littlefie!d 
bill. 

Returning now to the consideration of the pending measure, m 
objections to it are threefold. It is unnecessary, as | have shown, 
Congress having ample power under the Constitution for the 
enactment of all needful legislation. 

It is impractical by reason of the long delay necessarily inci- 
dent to its final ratification by three-fourths of the States. While 
we are waiting the trusts will have control of the Republic. 

It violates a fundamental principle of the Government in the 
surrender by the States, should it become a part of the Constitu- 
tion, of their right to manage and control and regulate their do- 
mestic affairs free from Federal interference. 

This is the language of section 2 of the joint resolution: 


Congress shall have the power to define, regulate, control 
dissolve trusts, mononolies, or combinations, whether exist 
of a corporation or otherwise. 


, prohibit, or 
ing’ in the form 


No restriction of any character or kind, remote or contingent, 
is placed on Congress. Under the limitless power herein con- 
ferred Congress could invade the States and, in a simple act defin- 
ing trusts, etc., regulate or control or prohibit or dissolve eve 
species and kind of business, ‘‘ whether existing in the form of a 
corporation or otherwise.” 

It is no argument to say, as some of you have, that Congress 
would never avail itself of the authority granted. The question 
is one of principle and not of expediency. I believe it is, or should 
be, a maxim of statesmanship that expediency should not control 
principle. Congress was vested with certain broad powers by the 
fifteenth amendment, and it availed itseif of that power to enact 
legislation that any honest and self-respecting man now blushes 
to contemplate. Thesad experience of reconstruction days is suf- 
ficient reason to oppose this amendment. The rights and powers 
reserved to the individual State under the Constitution should be 
preserved intact and guarded with jealous care. 

The whole tendency of the Republican party is toward cen- 
tralization and imperialistic government. The mission of the 
Democratic party is to resist this tendency, 

The proposed pending amendment is along these lines: It 
would invest in Congress unlimited power to strike down the 
most sacred rights of the States—tho right guaranteed by the 
Constitution to control, regulate, and govern their domestic 
affairs. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for the pending bill to amend the 
Constitution. 

It is unnecessary, unwise, vicious, violative of the inherent 
rights of the States, and, in my judgment, submitted by the Re- 


publican party only in a vain attempt to deceive the American 
people. 

Conceived in hypocrisy and born of deceit, I will assist by my 
vote in strangling it at its birth. 

Ah! I want you just to give me a few minutes, as I would like 
to read it for the benefit of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


who has been very courteous. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You can do it to-morrow. 

When John M, Sheetz was elected attorney-general of the State 
of Ohio, it was publicly charged by the Democratic press, and has 
been charged since, that he was elected by the trusts, that he was 
the tool of the trust. He is now engaged in prosecuting them, 
and I call upon the Clerk to read as a part of my remarks what I 
have sent to the desk. 

Mr. GAINES. What did you turn out Monett for, then? 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 


Mr. SULZER, What is the date of that, please? 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Thursday, May 31, 1900. 

Mr. MAHON. The date is all right, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


|The Ashtabula Sentinel.] 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL ON TRUSTS. 

A dispatch from Columbus, Ohio, May 24, says: “*No more stirring and 
complete refutation of the charge spread broadcast by the Democrats in 
the last campaign that the Standard Oil Company had been instrumental in 
securing the nomination of the Republican candidate for attorney-general 
could be conceived than the speech made by Attorney-General John M. 
Sheets before the supreme court yesterday. fn the hearing of the Standard 
Oil Company contempt proceedings, the attorney-general closed for the 
State. He did not confine himself to the legal phases of the case, but 
eee in stigmatization of the moral turpitude of lawbreaking by 
rich men.” : 

“T have some sympathy,” he said, “‘ with the wretch who filches a loaf of 
bread because he is Gonarr. but I have no sympathy for the rich man who, 
impelled only by cupidity, breaks the law. Possessing so much that if they 
lost nine-tenths of their wealth they would never know it. except in figures, 
yet their souls are so wrapped up in the business of getting more that they 
tempt Providence by straining a legal point. These men are sowing the 
wind, and they will reap the whirlwind. 

“A spirit of unrest pervades the wholecountry. Blatherskites point to one 
rich man and say he doesn't have to obey the law, and so the seed of unrest 
issown. I should like to preach asermon to rich men. I should like to tell 
them that if it is to anyoue’s interest to be a model citizen, it is preeminently 
the interest of the wealthy man that he should. It is these men especially 
who should obey the law to the last letter. 

“ Through everything the people have clung to the courts as an anchor of 
hope. Even when a few years ago a great political party sought to impair 
confidence in the courts that attempt failed. The people should be brought 
to a complete understanding of the fact that the courts will mete ont swift 
punishment to law breakers, though they have the riches of Crassus. This 
defendant could pay the ordinary fine of the statute every day and not feel 
it. N 
tempt. The punishment in this case should be condign.” 

The proceeding was brought to determine the question whetber the Stand- 
ard bas violated or continues to violate a decree of the court of March 2, 1892, 
declaring it the parent of a trust and ousting it from its charter. 


Mr. GAINES. 
Monett in Ohio? 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
question. 

Mr. GAINES, 
did not renominate General Monett, and why they did not indorse 


I did not understand the gentleman’s 


No legislature has the power to limit the court's power to punish in con- | 


Tell me why you turned down Attorney-General | 


I ask why it was the Republican party in Ohio | 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ANp 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fo). 
lowing titles were severally reported from com mittees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named 
as follows: F 

Mr, HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Agricy|- 
| ture, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3717) 
| to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products su)})- 
| ject to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are trans. 
ported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, reported the saine 
| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1854); whi. 
| said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Wh 
Houes on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whic}, 
| was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4462) to amend an act e), 
| titled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and contin 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treat 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year endin, 
| June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 14\)\;. 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re} 
(No. 1858); which said bill and report were referred to the Cou 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 323) granting home- 
steaders on the abandoned Fort Fetterman Military Reservation 
in Wyoming the right to enter one quarter section of public land 
on said reservation as pasture or grazing land, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1859); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
| on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bil! of the House (H. R. 9141) to autho: 
| the entry and patenting of lands containing salt, and chiefly va 
| able therefor, under the placer-mining laws of the United States, 
| reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1862): which said bill and report were referred to the Com 
| mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


l 





his splendid and patriotic record against trusts, but left it to the | 


Democrats to indorse it, which they did, and went down in defeat? | 


Mr. RAY of New York. Monett had had two terms. 

Mr. GAINES. Even if that is true, why did they not indorse 
his anti-trust record? 

Mr. KITCHIN. No; he had not. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Monett had had two terms. 

Mr. GAINES. He only had one, and you did not indorse his 
record. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Monetthad hadtwoterms. The Dem- 
ocrats fought Monett. and this other man was the better lawyer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; 1 do not. 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
man from New York if he has any more time to spare to yield 
to me. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Standard Oil trust, Mr. Speaker, 
had a Senator and a great number of officials—in fact, it is con- 
trolled and owned by Democrats, a‘ways has been and always 
will be, undoubtedly. because nobody can cet it away from Dem- 
ocratic control. I did not yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
but I was compelled to bow down to the hurricane of wind that 
swept over the House when he got on his feet. 
ing been read, I want to say that Mr. Sheets has been a common 
pleas judge, and is a man of the highost character, of the highest 
standing, and is a Republican and a representative Republican. 

Mr. SULZER, Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
question? 


Mr. RAY of New York. What is it the gentleman desires to | 


ask me? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the House, under the rules and its previous order, stands adjeurned 
until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. 


SXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the cases re- 
lating to ship Concord, John Thompson, master, against the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 

_mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to ship Caroline, Charles Treadwell, 
master. against the United States—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


I would like to ask the gentle. | 


This article hay- | 


The hour of 10.30 having arrived, | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
| following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv- 
| ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House, as follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
/ was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6168) for the relief o! 

Henry Beck, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

by a report (No. 1855); which said bill and report were referred 
| to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAY, from the Committes on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12005) to correct the 
| military record of the late E. D. Scott, reported the same without 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1857); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8174) 

| to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
| Gustavus Adolphus Thompson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1860); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3651) placing James \W. 
Long, late a captain, United States Army, on the retired list. r 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
| 1861); which said bill and report were referred tu the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5898) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George F. White, reported the same with 
' amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1863); which said bill 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 4441) granting an 

| increase of pension to Gertrude B. Wilkinson, reported the same 
, with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1864); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7024), granting a pension to Sarah Herri- 
man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No, 1865); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. : ; 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8415) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse F. Gates, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1866); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2816) granting a 
yension to Annie C. Collier, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 1867); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9177) to grant an increase 
of pension to Luke P. Allpin, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1868); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2834) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ann E, Cluke, reported the same withont 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1869); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BORELNG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 


referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9903) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Shell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1870); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VREELAND, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9382) granting a pension 
to Adella M. Anthony, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1871); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2430) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary C. Williams, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1872); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9874) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna F. Johnson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1873); which said bill 
and report were referred tothe Private Calendar. 

Mr. DE GRAFFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10521) grantinga 
pension to Charlotte W. Drew, reported the same with amend- 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1874); which said bill and | 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 4054) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth W. Eldridge, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1875); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9672) 
toincrease the pension of Mrs. M. M. McGlensey, widow of Capt. 
John F. MeGlensey, of the United States Navy, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 1876); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 296) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Mattie Otis Dickinson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1877); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 191) granting a pension 
to Laura P, Lee, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1878); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2399) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward McDuffey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1879); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Emily Wilcox, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1880); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2, of Rule XIII, Mr. JETT, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 9571) for the relief of William W. Armstrong, reported it 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1856); which said bill 
and report were ordered to lie on the table. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= os following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 


By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 12020) providing for leaves 
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of absence to certain employes of the Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12042) to provide rewards for officers 
and men of the Navy and Marine Corps—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 120143) for the better control 
of and to promote the safety of national banks—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12047) to regulate the hours of 
service and compensation of attendants at the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane, in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 55) for the printing of a catalogue, books, and articles 
on the subject of trusts and combinations—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. McALEER: A memorial of the State of Pennsylvania, 
explanatory of the bills S. 2947 and H. R. 1066—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12021) granting a pension 


| to Henrietta Gottweis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12022) granting a pension to Mary Worack— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROREING: A bill (H. R. 12023) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Huddleston—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12024) granting a pension to Martha Mon- 
rce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12025) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12026) granting a pension to Hannah Gil- 
bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12027) granting a pension to Jasper Willis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12028) to remove the charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to Amasa Hodge—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12029) to correct the military 
record of Evan D, Dunlap—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 12080) forthe 
relief of the legal representatives of H. W. Rookwood, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12031) grant- 


| ing a pension to William McCloud—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12032) granting a pension to 
Mary Allice Wiggins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12038) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin R. Kelsey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12034) granting a pension to Matthew W. 
Lincoln—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12035) for the relief of Albert F, 
May—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R, 12036) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Methodist Episcopai Church South, at Sudley, Prince 
William County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12027) to amend the 
record of Company I, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cay- 
alry. by including the name of John H. Thurston therein, with 
the date of his enlistment and date of his discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12038) granting anincrease 
of pension to Levi H, Winslow—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12039) for the relief 
of William Morley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 12040) granting an increase 
of pension to Charlotte E. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R, 12041) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Neafie & Levy—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 12044) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C, Parham—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12045) granting a site for the 
erection and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city of 
Biloxi, Miss.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 12046) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





6352 


By ae GARDNER of New Jersey : A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 264) authorizing the President > restore Clayton J. Bailey 
to his Pp osition and rank as a first lieutenant in Twenty-eighth 
Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
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Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid = the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. I 30OREING: 
relief of Jasper Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: 
ing to the claim of Howard & Spivey, of the State of Arkansas— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: 
ing a pension to Moses Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: 
gists of Taylor, Tex., 
cines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the University of Texas, urging the establish- 
ment of a national standards bureau—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

“Also, petition of the Ex-Slave Mutual Relief, Bounty, and Pen- 
sion Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 1176, to pension ex- 
slaves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petitions of the California Club and citizens 
of the State of California, urging the acquisition of the Calaveras 
Grove of Sequoias, and the preservation of the big trees, to ac- 


| 


Paper to accompany House bill for the | 


JUNE ] 


, 


for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines- 

Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the reli 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sy 
Prince William County, Va.—to the Committee on War (’: 

3y Mr. SIBLEY: Petitions of certain churches and societ 
Poti stown, Bradford,and Bloomsburg, Pa., asking for the Da 
of the anti-canteen bill, prohibiting the sale of liqu rs on pr 
ises used for military ‘purposes—to the Committee on Mili 
Affairs. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to acc ompany House bill for t! 


| lief of Charlotte E. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


Paper to accompany House bill relat- | 
Papers to accompanying House bill grant- | 
Petition of J. J. Thames and other drug- | 


for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 


| phia, Pa 


By Mr. TONGUE: Petitions of the Christian Church and « 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Cottage Grove, Lane ( 
Oreg., urging the enactment of the Bowerzock anti-canteen 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. WATERS: Petition of the First Baptist Church, of 
lands, Cal., asking for the passage of the anti-canteen bill. 
hibiting ' the sale “of i qnors on premises used for military ) 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs, os 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of John Lucas & Co., of P) 
for the reclamation of arid lands and increasi: 
appropr iation to the Hydrographic and Geological Survey—to 1 


| Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 


company House bill No. 11000—to the Committee on the Public | 


Lands. 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the twenty-ninth session of 


the Illinois Association of Mexican War Veterans, Taylorsville, 
Ill., for increase of pension for services in war with Mexico—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Wheeler Post, No. 98, of 
Versailles, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the es- 


tablishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn. — | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Presbyterian Church of Hanover, and the 
Baptist Church of Levi, Ind., urging the enactment of the anti- 
canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACK: Paper to accompany House bi!l No. 5147, to cor- 
rect the military record of John A, White—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of retail druggists of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos- 
metics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By. Mr. MCALEER: Petition of the Philadelphia (Pa. ) Produce 
Exchange, urging the repeal of the tax of 2 cents on checks—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of German-American 
societies in Cleveland, Ohio, urging the Government to use its 
friendly offices to bring about a cessation of hostilities between 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1900. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read oe Journal of yes‘erday’s ; 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scor7, and by unanimous 
sent, the further reading was disp ensed wiih. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, withou 
jection, stand approved. 

LEGISLATION AFFECTING PORTO RICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a comm 
nication from the Secretary of State, stating that the gover 
Porto Rico has communicated to the President a suggestion t 
pending legislation in Congress affecting matters in that is! 
should at once be referred therein order that the civil government 
may advise the lawmaking branch as to the possible bearing 
such legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pa 


| Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 


| nication from the Secretary of the Interior, callin; 


Great Britain and the South African Republics—to the Committee | 


on Foreign Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of Branch No. 157, of Philadelphia, National | 


Association of Letter Carriers, asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 4911, equalizing the salaries of letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of J. W. Dampman, in behalf of Maj. Gen. Alex- 
ander 8S. Webb, of New York, for his reinstatement on the mili- 
tary retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, in favor of Senate amendments to House bill No. $347, 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
rz attention to 
the very great importance of having legislative action upon the 
agreement between the Commission to the Five Civilized Triles 
and the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and also upon the agreement 
nezotiated between the Commission to the Five Civilized Triles 
and the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, etc.; which was te- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians, and ordered to be printed. 
MAJ, W. L. FISK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commn- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter fron 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, submitting a com- 
munication from Maj. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, presenting 
certain facts pertaining to disallowances by the Auditor for t 
War Department in the seitiement of his accounts, aggregating 
$116.15; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 


| the Committee-on Appropriations, 


restoring the appropriations for the maintenance of the Hydro- | 


graphic Office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Also, resolutions of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, Brotherhood of | 


Locomotive Firemen, Cleveland, Ohio, against any legislation in- 
creasing the tax on oleomurgarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the Sea Gull Specialty Company, of Baltimore, 


CONFEDERATE CEMETERY AT CAMP CHASE, OHIO. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 1! 
the @uartermaster-General of the Army, submitting a comin 


| cation from Capt. R. B. Turner, Sixth Infantry, qu: rtern. ast 


i Colu 
; wall 


Md., protesting against the passage of section 7 of the pure-food | 
| referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winchester, Mass., 
canteen bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolation of the Commercial Club of South 
Omaha, Nebr., in reference to House bill No. 887, relating to the 


in favor of the Bowersock anti- | 


Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Committee on Interstate and | _ 


Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. OGRADY: Petition of G. Manuel and other druggists 


of Rochester, N. Y., for the repeal of the tax on medicires, per- | 


fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. OTEY: Pape rs relating to the claim of Albert F. May, 
of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr, POWERS: Petition of druggists of Burlington, Vt., 


mbus Barracks, Ohio, relative to the rebuilding ot 
and iron gate inclosing the Confederate burial g: 
Camp Chase, Ohio; which, with the accompanying pape! 


WILLIAM L, DUGGER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tr: 
ting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
of William L. Dugger vs. The U nited States; which, with t 

companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Cla 
and ordered to be printed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFFRRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill Ge R. 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, 
formerly Rosa G. Edwards; 


and 
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A bill (H. R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. A bill (H. R. 


aber; 
= bill (H. R. 487) granting a pension to Mary E, Reynolds; 
A bill (HL. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Lowry; 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (4. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
Pond; 
A pill (H. R. 
Hartley; 


1204) granting a pension to Martha McSwain; 


1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; 
1803) granting a pension to Julia E, G. Lewis; 
1990) granting a pension to Julia A, Heath; 

2362) granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted; 
2398) granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 
2849) granting a pension to Mary A. Hanson; 
3089) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 


3767) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


A bill (H. R. 8861) granting an increase of pension to Jesse | Friend: 


Millard; 
A bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension to Julia A. Kinkead; 
A bill (A. R. 4650) granting a pension to Sarah Parrish; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 
A bill (H. R, 4800) granting a pension to Joseph Crawford; 


1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; | 
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A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus | 


Holdridge; 


A bill (H. R. 4986) granting an increase of pension to William | O'Connor; 


P, Aylesworth; 

A bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Miner; 

A bill (HI. R. 

A bill (A. R. 
Coggeshall; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
W. Brush; 

A bill (H. R. 
Alfred De Arnaud; 

A bill (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Mary B. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Townsend; 

A bill (H. R. 
Everly; 

A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
W. Kirkendall; 


5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 
5120) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 


5150) granting a pension to William Love; 


5208) granting a pension to Mary E. Dickey; 
5444) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


5944) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 


5644) granting an increase of pension to Charles | 


| 


| 
} 
} 
{ 
{ 
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La Mott; 


635: 


9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon 


A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines Harri- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 9378) granting a pension to Irving Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 9502) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. 


A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


Briggeman; 


A bill (H.R. 


9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felker; 
A bill (H. 


. 9783) granting an increase of pension to Benjam 


R. 


in 


F, Dennis; 


A bill (H. 9839) granting an increase of pension to Emily H, 


Wood; 


A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer; 

A bill (H. R, 10062) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Crotsenburg; 

A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to George 

A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pension to Gideon 


W. T. Ridlon; 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Riden; 

A bill (HL. R. 
Disbrow; 

A bill (H.R. 


10524) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


10607) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
A bill (A. 
man; 
A bill (H. R. 


A bill (H. R. 


R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W, Tester- 
10749) granting 
10750) granting 


a pension to Henry L. White; 
a pension to James H. Rainey; 


A bill (H. R, 10758) granting a pension to Sallie B. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 10761) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 


H. Cram; 

A bill (H. R. 
V. B. Winkler; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H, R. 
Dempsey; 

A bill (H.R. 
A. Summers; 

A bill (H. R. 
A. Robinson; 

A bill (H. R, 10872) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Buehler; 

A bill (H. R. 10873) granting an increase of pension to Ida J, 


10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
10815) 


10834) 


granting 
granting 


a pension to Lucius K. Smalling; 
an increase of pension to Michael 


10847) granting an increase of pension to Betsey 


10856) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


A bill (H. R. 6407) granting an increase of pension to Michael Peixotte; 


8. Brockett; 
A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Annie Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R, 6854) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Kellogg; 
A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Lydia A. Tryon; 
A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo C, 
Rembaugh; 
A bill (H. R, 7012) granting a pension to Emma C, Stephenson; 
ae bill (H, R. 7158) granting an increase of pension to Levi 8. 
arrott; 
A bill (H, R. 7159) granting an increase of pension to Wesley C. 
Sawyer: 
A bill ¢H. R, 7179) granting a pension to Clarence 8S. Hall; 
‘ bill (H. R. 7190) granting an increase of pension to George O. 
Cole; 
: A bill (H. R. 7327) granting an increase of pension to Charles N. 
-aines 
x bill (H, R, 7328) granting an increase of pension to John 
Nicklin; 
A bill (H. R. 7329) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Swenson; 
ohne (H. R, 7553) granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. 
inn; 
_f bill (H. R. 7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
aussen ; 
A bill (H, R. 7621) granting a pension to William H. Chapman; 
A bill (H. R. 7714) granting a pension to Sarah M. Leslie; 
A bill (H, R. 8141) granting a pension to Sarah J. Peddycoart; 
A bill (H, R. 8207) granting a pension to Joseph Quinn; 
A bill (H, R. 8218) granting a pension to Mary E., Lacey; 
A bill (H. R. 8254) granting an increase of pension to Marie L. 


pgar; 
A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Lydia J. De Silva; 
A bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 


oyt; 

A bill (H. R, 8735) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 

harrard; 

A bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to Charles A, 
Westfield; 

A bill (H. R, 9048) granting an increase of pension to David 8. 
Snyder; 
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——— as 


A bilk (H. R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to John 
Whitmore; 

A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 
H, Eastman; and 

A bill (H. R. 11145) granting a pension to William C, Chandler, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3598) to amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals 
Power Company right to erect and construct canal and power 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing 
and requiring certain extensions to be made to the lines of tho 
Capital Traction Company of the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the House insists wpon 
its amendments to the bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the National 
White Cross of America, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Mupp, Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH, and Mr. Simms mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend 
to certain publications the privileges of second-class mail matter 
as to admission to the mails, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, Loup, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey.and Mr, Grigus 
managers at the conference on the part of the House, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 
win bill (S. 4108) granting an increase of pension to Enos H, 

irk; 

A bill (H. R. 6230) for the relief of Robert Smalls: and 

A bill (H. R. 11288) to establish Calais, in the State of Maine, 
as a subport of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act ap- 

roved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the 
tate of Maine. 
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RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN INDIA, 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a petition signed by the chief justice 
of the supreme court of California, the president of the Chamber 
of Commerce, a member of the University of California, the 
chairman of the committee on organization of the Oakland Peace 
Society, and many other representative citizens of California, 
praying that an appropriation be made by Congress of a large 
sum of money for the relief of the famishing people of India. 

1] ask that the petition be printed in the Recorp and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, for the reason that 
I am not in the possession of sufficient data whereby I may pre- 
pare a preamble and joint resolution providing that Congress shall 
make this appropriation. 

Some two years ago, February 13, 1897, I think, at the request 
of the people west of the Missouri River, from the States of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Nebraska, Kansas, and Iowa, I asked 
the Government to provide a ship for transporting some three or 
four thousand tons of breadstuffs that had been contributed by 
the people of those States to the famishing people of India. The 
Government transported the provisions free of charge, and tke 
good people of the States named made those donations. 

No official acknowledgment of which I have any information 
has ever been presented to Congress or to the President. There- 
fore I should hesitate in pressing such a measure at this time, 
thinking it possible, perhaps, that Great Britain might not look 
with favor upon our action in sending unsolicited donations to 
India, as she did not look with favor upon our proffer of friend- 
ship as a peace mediator in South Africa. 

Mr. HALE, Will the Senator let me right there ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I think the world has been horrified, almost stupe- 
fied, by the suffering that is now being endured in India, the chief 
and greatest of England’s colonies, Phe ravage of the pestilence 
and the famine there is something that appalls the imagination. 
Whole families are found dead, the babe lying by its dead mother; 
whole districts are devastated. 

Now, the Senator comes in here, as he has a right to do, with a 
proposition to invoke assistance from the United States for those 
starving people. That is a worthy and merciful end. But I rose 
to ask the Senator what the great British Government has done 
for those people. That Government is spending tens and hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in breaking down and destroying re- 

yublics. The premier himself in his last speech declared that the 
fast shred of independence must be taken from the South African 
Republics. It is the most brutal manifesto of tyranny and 
strength against liberty and weakness that the world ha§ seen. 

I am moved, under these conditions, to ask the Senator what 
England is doing to relieve her own subjects? I do not see in all 
the meetings and all the demonstrations in Great Britain, which 
are all in relation to the suppression of the Boer Republic and the 
other South African Republic, any mcation of the terrible suffer- 
ings that the subjects of England are enduring in India. There- 
fore I ask the Senator what he has in the way of information as 
to what Great Britain is doing when she is spending hundreds of 
millions of dollars in her war? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr, President, what is the subject before the 
Senate? 

Mr, PERKINS. I have presented a petition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I raise a question of order. 
ular order, whatever it is. 

Nr. PERKINS. I wish to answer the question asked by the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very strange that we can not have a pe- 
tition presented without two or three political speeches upon it. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator call a political speech? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course that is a question of taste between 
the Senator from Maine and myself, perhaps. He will select what 
he considers a political speech, and I will determine what I regard 
as a political speech. 

Mr. HALE, It has come toa 
comments upon a thing of this 
making a political speech. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not seem necessary, I will say to the 
Senator from Maine, that upon the presentation of a petition and 
upon every possible subject that is brought before the Senate a 
pro-Boer or some speech of a similar nature shall be made. I do 
not think the Senate or the country needs enlightenment to that 
extent. 

Mr. HALE. My remarks were called out by those of the Sen- 
ator from California who proposed that this Government should 
intervene for the relief of the sufferers in India. I asked a clear 
and direct question. I want the Senator from California to an- 
swer it. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is much force in the question of the 
Senator from Maine and the argument which he presents. There- 
fore, realizing the force of his question, instead of asking the Sen- 
ate to take action upon this measure at this time, I ask that the 


I ask for the reg- 


reat pass if a man can not make 
ind without being charged with 
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a be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, of whic) 
e is a member, for their consideration, that the committee yp 
take such action as it may deem expedient and advisable, 

In answer to the Senator from Rhode Island, I desire to say t! 
this petition coming here—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
land has objected to further debate. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have a right to do so under the rule. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Appropriatio: 
and ordered to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., May 31, 1 
Hon. GeorGce C. PERKINS, United States Senator. 

GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned, realizing the urgent necessity 
prompt action on the part of this and other Christian nations in ord, 
avoid the destruction by famine of a large proportion of the inhabitan: 
India, earnestly request you to introduce in the Senate and House the 
lowing bill or such other measure of similar purport as may commend it 
to your best judgment: 

An act making appropriations to supply the needs of the famine sufferer 
ndia. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Untted S! 
of America in Congress assembled, That the sum of —— millions of dollar 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
otherwise appropriated, to supply the needs of the famine sufferers in India 
the same to be expended at the discretion of the President, and to reiajy, 
available until January 1, 1901. 


lay 


The Senator from Rhode [<- 


W. H. BEATTY, 
Chief Justice Supreme Court of California. 

CHARLES NELSON, 

The Chamber of Comm: 

EDWARD B. CLAPP 
University of Califo, 

A. A. DENISON, 

Chairman of Committee on Organization Oakland Peace Socic! 

J.G. WRIGHT. 

J. G. MoGUIRE. 

G. W. MoNAIR. 

H. HUNTINGTON. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, presented a petition of Eureka 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lyons, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation placing a tax upon oleomargarine and all 
kindred dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Building Trades Council 
of New York, remonstrating against the inferior class of work- 
men employed by the Government at Ellis Island, New York 
Harbor; the inferior rate of wages paid them; and also against 
the employment of noncitizens of the United States by the con- 
tractors for the work; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners of Schenectady; of the Trades Assembly 
of Schenectady; of the American Federation of Labor of James 
town; of the Collar, Shirt, and Waist Cutters’ Union No. 6305, of 
Troy, allin the State of New York; of the International Wood 
Carvers’ Association of America, and of the Journeymen Bakers 
and Confectioners’ International Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily 
service of laborers and workmen employed upon the public works 
of the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. WETMORE R esented a petition of the Hancock Relief 
Corps of Westerly, R. L., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER ee a petition of Iron Molders’ Union No. 
180, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lic 
on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of sundry citizens o! 
Trenton, N.J., praying for the enactment of legislation for the pr 
vention of the denial or abridgment of the right of citizens of tl 
United States to vote on account of color; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregation of thie 
Grant Street Chapel, of Berwick; the Woman's Christian Tempcr- 
ance Union of Waynesburg; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
Somerset; the congregations of the Free Methodist Churcl., ' 
African Methodist Episco 1 Church, the First Baptist Church, the 
First Presbyterian Church, and the Methodist Episcopal Chi 
and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of Bradtfor 
the First Presbyterian Church of Mount Carmel; of Colone! Jolin 
B. Clark Post, No. 152, Grand Army of the Republic, of A'° 
gheny; of the Central Presbyterian Church, of Allegheny: t 

oman’s Christian Temperance Union of Linwood, and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bellrun, all in the Sta‘e 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to })") 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; wlic) 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ae 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 626, United 
Mine Workers, of Desire, Pa., and a petition of Local Union No. 
1833, United Mine Workers, of Mahanoy City, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily service 
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aborers and workmen employed upon the public works of the 
nited States; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 


» and Labor. 


] 
| 
: PORT OF WILMINGTON, N. ©. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 present a letter, in the nature of a petition, 
stating some further facts about the port at Wilmington, N. C. 
~ 1 call attention to the fact that the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army, Gen. John M, Wilson, states in this letter 
Wilmington is a better harbor than Charleston, He says that at 
Charieston low water is 19 feet and high water only 24.3 feet, while 
at Wilmington low water is 20} feet and high water 25 feet. It 
has taken enormous and constant dredging to get that much 
water at Charleston. Only a few years ago there was only 17 feet 
of water there. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that General Wil- 
son, in this letter, sustains the statements I made a few days ago, 
when the question of moving the dry dock from Port Royal to 
Charleston was before the Senate. Senators will see now that 


they made a great mistake when they limited the investigation of | 


asite for this dry dock to Charleston. 
done yet to open up this matter. 

Inasmuch as that question is not now before the Senate, I ask 
that this letter be put in the REcoRD without reading. Senators 
can read it in the RECORD. 


I hope something can be 


There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed | 


in the REcoRD, as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., May 19, 1900 
Sin: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your request of the 15th instant, 
and in reply to furnish the information then Qeaired, as follows: 


Port Royal, S. C.—Depth of entrance channel at mean low water, about 19 | 


feet; depth of entrance channel at mean high water, about 25.3 feet. From 
the entrance to the docks at Port Royal the least channel depth is about 21 
feet at mean low water, and about 28 feet at mean high water. 

Charleston, S. C.—Depth of entrance channel at mean low water, 19 feet 3 
inches: depth of entrance channel at mean high water, 24.3 feet. After pass- 
ing within the entrance there is a comparatively narrow channel for about 
2) miles, with a least depth of 21 feet at mean low water and 26 feet at mean 
high water; thence to the city docks, on the eastern water front of Charles- 
ton. the channel depth at mean low water is at least 30 feet, and at mean high 
water, 25 feet. 

Congress has entered upon a further project for securing a depth of 
feet at low water from the ocean to deep water inside Charleston Harbor. 

iVilmington, N. C.—From the ocean to good anchorage at Southport, 24 
miles below Wilmington, the least low-water depth is 20} feet, and the least 
high-water depth is 25 feet. Between Southport and Wilmington the least 
low-water depth is 18 feet, and the least high-water depth 20}; feet. 

The least depth of 18 feet exists on two shoals only, and it is expected that 
the channel through t 
of the present fiscal year.* The least low-water depth will then be 20 feet, 
and the least high-watcr depth, 224 feet. 

Savannah, Ga.—The latest information available shows a least depth of 
17; feet at mean low water from Tybee to the wharf at the city of Savannah; 
mean tides at wharfs. 6} feet. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


26 


JOHN M. WILSON, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 
Hon. Joun D. BELLAMY, 
United States House of Representatives. 
JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION AGREEMENT, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask to have printed the usual number of a 
document which I hold in my hand, being a hearing before the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce of the United States Senate 
in re‘ation to the agreement of the Joint Traffic Association. It 
is the only copy left, and it is sought after by many persons. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered, 

REPORT OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to ask for the present consideration of the concurrent 
resolution reported from that committee on the 2ist ultimo. It 
went on the Calendar on account of an objection. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to ask my friend from New York a ques- 
tion. What does the phrase ‘‘ the remaining volumes” signify? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. This is one volume. 

Mr. HOAR, Already printed? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. One is printed and one will be 
ready after the adjournment. The concurrent resolution was 
submitted by the colleague of the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. It would be better to say second and third volume, 
but | will not aoe 

The PRESIDEN protempore. Theconcurrent resolution was 
reported from the Committee on Printing with amendments, 
Which will be stated. 

The amendments of the committee were: 


On line 4 strike out all after the word “ bound” down toand including the 
Word “ Representatives,” on line 6. 
On line {strike out the words ‘that, in addition thereto, there be printed.” 
On line 12, after the word “and,” insert **500 copies of the second and sub- 
Sequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, uniform with the first volume, 
for distribution by the Department of State.” 
ided, That the printing 


inding of the report of the Philippine Commission under the concurrent 
ution of February 23, 1900, shall not include this supplement.” 


ook : tine 16, after the word “morocco,” add “ Prov 
” 


resol 
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So as to make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That « 
each of the remaining volumes of the Philippine Commission's report there 
shall be printed pry Ame 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Commission; 

That, for the special use of the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on 70-pound paper and bound in half morocco; and 
500 copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in brown cloth, 
uniform with the first volume, for distribution by the Department of State: 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be ;rinted, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1.500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of the Report of the 
Philippine Commission under the concurrent resolution of February 23, 1900, 
shall not include this supplement. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 50, 51, 52,53, and to the bill 
(H. R. 1045) making appropriations for the naval service for the al year 
ending June 50, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have been unable to agree. 


e 


» 


tis 


EUGENE HALE, 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 

ALSTON G. DAYTON, 

AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. HALE. I move the adoption of the report, and that the 
Senate insist upon its amendments, and disagree to the amend- 
ments thereto of the House of Representatives, and ask for a fur- 
ther conference, the conferees to be appointed by the Chair. 

I may state here for the benefit of the Senate that in this con- 
troversy the first conference had to deal with all the Senate 
amendments and cut down the items disagreed to to the three 
propositions, the surveys, the course of study for the cadets, and 
armor plate. When that conference report was presented to the 
House the House amended the Senate proposition, which was $445 
per ton or an armor-plant proposition, by substituting for it the 
following-—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 

Mr. HALE. In the House. 


That the Secrefary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by con- 


In the House? 


| tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to, pro- 


hese shoals will be deepened to 20 feet before the end | 


vided such contracts can be made at a price which in his judgment is rea 
sonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to make contracts for armor 
under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to pro- 
cure a site for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor, 
and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said 
factory. 

Now, in the conference, the report of which I have just pre- 
sented, the conferees found themselves ata Ceadlock. The Senate 


| conferees insisted upon the proposition of the Senate, $445 a ton 
| or an armor-plate manufactory, which was made inandatory, di- 
| recting the Secretary of the Navy, if he cou!d not get the contract 


at $445, to go on atonce, and giving him, to start it, $2,000,000 for 
the Government armor plant. The Liouse antagonized that with 


| @ proposition which left it all discretionary with the Secretary of 


| proposition. 


the Navy, leaving the contract discretionary with him, and even 
if he should fail, leaving the building of the armor plant discre- 
tionary with him. 

The Senate conferees felt that the proposition was so distinc- 
tively opposed in every respect to what the Senate, after full dis- 
cussion and debate, had adopted that we could not agree to their 
We found the House conferees equally firm. They 


| would not agree to the proposition of $445 a ton or an armor plant. 


eres ce 


The other subjects-matter were not agreed to; we could not come 
to a point of agreement upon them, but they did not consume the 
time of the committee as the other did. I want Senators to un- 
derstand that the whole subject is hung up now in this way, that 
the House wants the whole matter left discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HALE. I shall be very glad to answer any question. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Wil! the Senator read the last 
clause of the amendment or instruction of the House to its con 
ferees with regard to the Secretary of the Navy establishing an 
armor plant? 

Mr. HALE. The House did not give instructions upon this 
item, The House amended it. But upon another item—the sur- 
veys—the House went further than it usually does, toa point that, 
I think, has not been done in the Senate, and not only rejected the 
Senate proposition, but directed its conferees toinsist. Wedonot 
do that in the Senate, because it is plain that that prevents hav- 
ing a fair conference. The instructions did not apply to this 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. To what amendment did they apply it? 

Mr. HALE. To surveys. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The-point I was trying to get at 
is whether under the House plan the building of an armor plant 
is left discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy. I wanted to 
hear the language. 


’ 
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Mr. HALE. I will read that clause again. this matter have stood squarely on the Senate propositi: 
But in case he— have declined any arrangement, and the House conterees «| 
The Secretary— same. Supposing this conference—— 


. Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President—— 

s unable to make contracts fo nC e § § % — > . > . ‘ a 
hereby wuthorized, in bis diseretion, to procure asiteforand toerect thereon | _ Mr. BUTLER. | Will the Senator from South Carolina 
a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby | finish my statement? 
appropriated toward the erection of said factory. Mr.HALE. Howcan you prevent the conference being | 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the status of that clause? Did the | out? 

House attempt to put it in the bill? Mr. BUTLER. I will explain just what I meant, and | 

Mr. HALE. The Senate put in its clause at $445 or an armor | going to proceed to doit. In my opinion, if the House co, 
plant. The House amended it on the floor by striking out the | understood that we were in earnest, that we had already oo 
$445 proposition or an armor plant and substituting for it what 1/| far, and that we were not going any further, this thing 
have just read. | soon be settled, because the proposition in the Senate amen 

Mr. CHANDLER. They accepted the Senate amendment with | is outrageously high, and nothing but excessive greed wou 
an amendment of their own? | the companies from being satisfied with it. The profit i 

Mr. HALE. With an amendment of their own; and therefore | than any legitimate business could ask under any condit 
i have moved that the Senate not only insist on its amendments, Mr. President, there is no one in this Senate more anxio 
but disagree to the amendments of the House thereto, in order | I am, for reasons I shall not state, for an early adjourn: 
that a new conference may be had. Congress; but unless the day is fixed to adjourn, we can 1 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Would it make any difference in | journ soon with this House amendment brought to us in t 
the minds of the Senate conferees if thatamendmentof the House| Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator another questi 
were changed so as to make it mandatory upon the Secretary of | says if the House conferees'thought the Senate was in ear: 
the Navy to establish the armor plant if he could not get the con- | matter would soon besettled. We debated this proposition 
tracts upon terms which he thought just and equitable? | than any proposition that I have ever known, in my ex) 

Mr. HALE, Icannotsay; nobodycansay. Thematteris hung | debated on the naval appropriation bill; and the Senate ; 
up, and is to be submitted toa future conference. I can not say | not by a large majority, but adopted it as against the othe: 
how, in a future conference, that might strike the Senate con- | osition, which was lower. 
ferees, It would, in my judgment, be a better amendment with Mr. TILLMAN. Therefore, if the Senator will permit 
that provision in than it is now. situation is this: A majority of the body are in favor of t 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— ate amendment, and thé rest of the Senate are in favor « 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maire | and an armor plant. Therefore, you might say that the : 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? Senate is either for this amendment or something better 0: 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. down, and that the House can not expect such a condition 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like to | to be overridden by a majority of 10 on that side, for th 
say in connection with the suggestion made by the Senator from | all they had on the last vote. So if we will adhere now \ 
Connecticut that I trust the conferees will not agree tosuch an | instructions to the Senate conferees as to what we intend 
amendment of the House provision, because I should feel yyself | the House will have to recede. That is all there is about 
constrained to antagonize it just as vigorously as in its prc sent | there are enough men over there who will yield. 
shape, for it would be in effect the same thing. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from Mai: 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘There is no difference. low me? 

Mr. BUTLER. The difficulty in the House psoposition is in| Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 
the first part of their amendment and not in the last part. Itis| Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1do not propose to discuss 
in that part which leaves the discretion open and unrestricted to | question, as it has been heretofore before the Senate—that i 
the Secretary of the Navy. It makes no difference who is Secre- | the merits of it—but I realize the fact that when the Sena! 
tary of the Navy, that is improper legislation, in my judgment. | the House come to a deadlock on a proposition, neither par) 

It is a bad precedent. Then. we should not abdicate our functions | have their way entirely; that is to say, if any legislation i 
and turn them over to any official, if he was perfection itself. accomplished, there must be a compromise, I do not sp: 

Mr. HALE. Let me tell the Senator that the Senate conferees | anybody but myself. 
took that ground. 1 have had no consultation with anyone, but for myself I v 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Maine to say be content to agree to the present proposition of the Ho 
that that would be an improvement. | amended thatin case the Secretary of the Navy could noto! 

Mr. HALE. I think it would. armor at prices which to him seemed just and reasonable, h 

Mr. BUTLER. Why so? | be compelled to start an armor plant. I want to say with: 

Mr. HALE. Because I think that then there would be the same | to that matter, that 1 believe the Senate and the country ca: 
feature in it that there is in our bill, the manufacturers knowing | the Secretary of the Navy. He, of course, is conversant wit! al! 
that if they did not submit a reasonable proposition the armor | of these debates; he has seen that the utmost limit to whi 

lant would be built. As it stands now, there is no obligation to | Senate is willing to go is $445 a ton for armor, and that th 
build the armor plant at all. | only by a narrow majority, while a minority almost equal tot 

Mr. TILLMAN, What is a reasonable proposition, if I may | votes of the majority thought the price,should be $300 a to: 
ask? | that an armor plant should be built anyway. I am satistic 

Mr. HALE. I will not argue the subject. | neither the present Secretary of the Navy nor any other ¢ 

Mr. BUTLER, When Congress will not say itself what is a | of the Navy would, under these circumstances, ever consent | 
rernsonable price, when Congress itself abdicates its functions, the | purchase armor plate at more than $445 a ton, and that he woul 
Se ietary of the Navy will do what we all know he will do. He | get it at a less price if he could. 
will simply say, ‘‘I will pay what they ask.” Thatis whatevery| I donot quite like the statement made, that if this provision is 
Government official has done when Congress abdicated and did | passed, the Secretary of the Navy will give just what the: 
not have the courage to say itself what ought to be paid. They | facturers of armor plate may ask, I feel very sure—— 
take the view that Congress has simply surrendered and tells Mr. BUTLER, ill the Senator from Connecticut allow! 
them to get the armor, and they will proceed to get it and will pay Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me finish the sentence. 
whatever is asked. I feel very sure and very confident that the Secretary 0! 

Mr. President, it is childish. I hope Congress will not be put | Navy would never pay more than the amount which has been pu 
in that position; and I for one will not agree that it ever shall be | into the Senate bill by amendment. nae 
put in that position. It seems to me that this is a way out of the dilemma ani | 

Now, one word further, if the Senator will pardon me, while I | under it the Government will never be compelled to pay any 1.0"? 
am on the floor. than the amount which the Senate by a majority put into the !1! 

Mr. HALE, I do not object to this discussion; in fact,I rather; Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Connecticut has no ! r 
invite it. regard for the personal integrity of the Secretary of the Navy | \n 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— I have; but the very fact that the other House is stubbornly tr! '*- 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me to | ing to agree to limit the price of armor to $445 a ton disproves *'° 
finish my statement, I will then yield to him. Senator's statement, because the very forces and influences | 

Mr. President, one word further. I trust that this conference | make them stand out for not agreeing to that limit will moon 
between the two Houses will not be drawn out indefinitely and | that we will not get armor plate at $445 a ton unless we lim'( 1 
have this conference report brought in just on the eve of final | to that amount. " 
adjournment. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator from North (sr 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. He says he | lina were Secretary of the Navy, or if I were, or if any other 1 
trusts this conference will fot be drawn out. Now, what force | berof this Senate were, and the bill were left in the shape in w''"3 
is there anywhere that will prevent this being drawn out if one | it is proposed to be left by the House, amended as have sug 
side or the other does not yield? Here the Senate conferees in | gested, neither he nor I norany othermember of the Senate wou 
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ever think of contracting at a higher rate than $445 « 
pe mistaken, Mr. President, in my confidence . 

Mr. BUTLER. If the House thought that way with the Sen- 
ator, then the House would agree to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to say a word? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
more words myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is upon this precise point, 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only want to call the attention of the 
Senator tothe fact—not to make an argument—that the combined 
armor-plate factories insisted upon $545 a ton for the armor for 
the Kearsarge and the Kentucky, and compelled the Secretary of 
the Navy to giveit. Soin every case, where the Secretary has 
made a contract without being limited by Congress, he has given 
exactly the price which the combined manufacturers have de- 
manded, and there was no competition, 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I want to say this,and that is all: 
I do not put my confidence solely upon my understanding of the 
character of the present Secretary ot the Navy; but if the Admin- 
istration should be entirely reversed next November, and any 
other man should be appointed to the position of Secretary of the 
Navy, I can not for a moment believe, and I do not for a moment 
believe, that any Secretary of the Navy would contract for armor 
plate at a sum exceeding $445 a ton. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the vice of the House amend- 
ment is this: In the first place, we give to the Secretary of the 
Navy entire discretion as to what he shall pay for armor plate. 
Then we say to him, ‘‘If you think you have paid too much for 
it, you may build an armor plant,” 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator’s pardon. We 
say to him, “If you can not get it at a sum which you think just 
and reasonable, then you can build an armor plant,” 

Mr. TELLER. We leave it to him to say what is just and rea- 
sonable, Just and reasonable whyandhow? Under an arbitrary 
direction we have given him to buy this armor plate. That is 
what we have told him to do; and he has got to do that, and that 
is the condition under which he buys it. 

The suggestion by the Senator from Connecticut, that is, if you 
could amend the last clause and provide that it should be in his 
discretion, would absolutely amount to nothing at all. Instead 
of being in his discretion, it should be made imperative on him, 
provided he can not get the plate at what he thinks he ought to 
get it for; but, under the circumstances, when he has bought it, 
he will think he ought to have paid that for it; and that is all 
there is of it. 

As suggested by the Senator from North Carolina, if the House 
committee believed that we would get this armor plate at a fair 
price and that this company would take a fair price for it, they 
would not be so tenacious about their amendment. 

I want to make a prediction, Mr. President. We declared by 
this Senate unanimously that these armor-plate companies were 
robbing the Government, and every Senator who got up here and 
made a speech onit sc declared. Every vote that was given was 
with the intent to prevent them from robbing the Government 
further. Nearly one-half of the Senate was in favor of limiting 
the price to a figure very much below what a slight majority 


vton. I may 


I will; but I want to say a few 


favored, but the sentiment of the Senate, taking both sides, those | 


who favored $300 a ton for armor plate and those who were willing 
to go up to $540, or whatever it might be, ail said this: I predict 
that we shall back out, that we shall give to these armor-plate fac- 
tories just exactly what they demand, nor will we provide for an 
armor plant. 

This bill came here from the House of Representatives with cer- 
tain provisions in it that were objectionable, but not so objec- 
tionable as the feature which is now thrust uponus. They were 


nothing like so objectionable as this proposition which comes to | 


us from the House, which is an absolute surrender to this com- 
bine. 


I want the Senator who has this bill in charge to take the vote | 
of the Senate on the conference report; and if he does not, Iam | 


going to call for a vote. I want to know whether the Senate is 
going to back out or not. 

Mr. HALE, 
know. I make a report in which the Senate conferees stand 
ey | against any amendment of the Senate proposition. [ 
want the Senate by a vote to back up and accept the report, 
That is all we can do. 

Mr, TELLER. That is what I want the Senate to do. 

Mr. HALE. And I have no doubt the Senate will do that. 

Mr. TELLER. I want them to do that so as to strengthen the 
hands of the committee. I do not want this conference report to 
g0 in the way suggested by the Senator from Connecticut. I 


would rather it came here as it came originally from the House of | 
> | favor of reducing the price of armor to $400 a ton er 
itismow, So I hope the proposition will be put to a yea-and-nay | only 2 majority before in fixing the price at $445 instead of $400 a 


Representatives when it was not as objectionable in its features as 


Mr. President, that is precisely what I want to | 
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vote, and let us di vhether we ar t ) 
this combine or whether we are willing to figh 
So far as lam concerned, bef L wou r to 
would not ] a single pound of at r pl ’ L« 
know but th ve may be invol iin a war with , 
though I « t think th any danger of it. At 
| would l pa » havir 1 n ( 
| the Government of United S t 
} this kind. [| would infinitely px tt ips W L 
| thei ocks than that we should hat | 
can people. The time has been reached, ) | 
least th > combin hould not 1 al 
by the throat, even if they take the } © by t 
Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, bef vy 1 
this question, I should like to ascertain, if the Sen 
will give me his attention, whether ther ny Way 
| Senate can get the bill back into this body and red t 
| ber of ships? We authorized 2 battle ships, 3 armored cr rs, 
jan 13 protected cruisers, There are 8 ships, which will cost 
| or fifty million dollars. Is there any parliamentary way in whi 
| the Senate can get control of the bill and limit the num 
| ships to be built? Could we reconsider the vote by which the Dill 
was passed? 
Mr. HALE. No; Ido not know how that can be done. That 
is a subject which has been passed and which has been agreed to 








| that I had in mind, 


| by both Houses. 


Mr. CHANDLER, But it seems to me there ought to be somo 
way, if, in the progress of conferences between the two Hou 


| either House wishes to take back some portion of what it has done, 


that it may do that thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Isee the Senator from New Hampshire is bold 
enough to make an inquiry, which encourages me to make one 
I do not wish to see this bill back in the Sen- 
ate in order that we may reduce the number of ships, but I should 
like to see it back here, if there is any parliamentary way by 
which it can be brought back, so that we may reduce the price of 
armor plate from $445 a ton to $400 a ton, I voted against fixing 
the price at $400 a ton because I wanted to follow the judgment 
of the committee and support the committee, but I did so against 
my own judgment. 

I shall be glad, in view of what has occurred, if we can have a 
chance to undo the proposition to pay $445 a ton, if that will be 
accepted, and to putit at $400 a ton, which, according to the judg- 
mentof everybody, it seems.to me isenough forusto pay; andif we 
can not get the armor plate for that sum, then build an armor- 
plate factory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
to answer the question of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr.HALE. That is a subject that is unlike the building of the 
ships, which has been agreed to by both Houses; it is still in the 


| discretion of the Senate, but not upon this conference report unless 
| it is voted down. 


But if atany time any proposition of agreement 
between the conferees is presented, either fixing the rate at which 
the contracts shall be made or leavingit in the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, then that proposition tan be amended by the 
Senate, just as the House has amended our proposition by putting 
in this clause. 

So I can say to the Senator from Ohio that all the discretion that 
is needed and all that is required is left inthis subject-matter to the 


| Senate finally. 


Mr. FORAKER. I want to say now that at the proper time, if 
it become necessary, that proposition will be made; and I can say 


| also, if it is worth anything to the conferees on behalf of the Sen- 
| ate, that quite a number of Senators who voted for § 
| change their votes and vote for $400 a ton as the maximum, and, 


i 
145 a ton will 
in the event of that not being accepted, then to peremptorily 
command the building of an armor-plate factory by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad the Senator from Ohio has stated his 
proposition. My object in this matter was to elicit discussion, in 
order to get at the views of Senators, because the conferees 
to represent the body so farastkey can; and the discussion throws 
light upon the present feeling of the Senate, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the chairman of the committee allow 
to ask him a question before he yields the floor? 

Mr.HALE, TheSenatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. CoanpLer] 
has the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


want 


me 


I will yield to the Senator for a question. 


I will ask the Senator, or rather I will ask the 





| Chair, would it not be in order now, in view of the statement 
| just made by the Senator from Ohio | Mr. Foraker], for himself 
and others, that a clear majority of the Senate right now is in 


and there was 


6358 


ton—would it not 
ment and reduce the amount from $445 to $400, and let the conferees 
zo back with that instraction from the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think that is in order now, because the 
committee reports a complete disagreement. It is not pro d 
to change or amend at all, but that we disagree on the whole sub- 
ject matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want our conferees to go back with instruc- 
tions for $400 a ton instead of $145. Therefore, I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate passed this bill and put in the 
item of $445, and that it be reduced to $400. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can not do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it in order to move a reconsideration of the 
action of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. It was passed ten days ago, and has been in con- 
ference since that time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then what is the parliamentary status? Jn 
what way can it be reached? Can the conferees themselves 
reach it? 

Mr. HALE. I have just said to the Senator from Ohio that this 
is a report of an absolute disagreement. We do not agree at all 
to the House amendment, and they do not agree to our proposi- 
tion, 
Houses on this proposition, and, unless the Senate votes down and 
refuses to accept the conference report, nothing further can be 
done except to go into another conference. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


in order? 

Mr. HALE. It would not be in order for the Senator to move 
to reconsider the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, 
report, how do we improve the parliamentary status, then? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think I will resume now, 
if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the Senator has not informed me how we 
can reach this matter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate can not reach it now, but if a propo- 
sition should come in at any future time for adjusting this upon 
any basis, then the subject-matter will be entirely in the control 
of the Senate so far as it is concerned. It can change the $445 to 
$400 or $425, or put it up to $455, or can make it discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BUTLER. When can the Senate do that? 

Mr. HALE. When any proposition of that kind comes in, 

Mr. BUTLER. Comes in from where? 

Mr. HALE, From the conference committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the conference report here now? 

Mr. HALE. The conference report is that we disagree abso- 
lutely. That includes everything. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is nothing for the Senate to do ex- 
cept to agree or to disagree. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, what kind of a conference report would 
have to be made? 

Mr. HALE. When the conference committee agree upon some- 
thing and present it, that is anagreement. Then the whole thing 
will be in the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If my colleague will permit me, does the 
Senator hold that when a conference report comes here upon 
agreement the Senate can amend it on motion? 

Mr. HALE. I think so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is palpable that that can not be 
done, 
the report. 

Mr. HALE, Of course, that isa preliminary. For instance, if 
the conferees brought ina op a ge of discretion and the Sen- 
ate was against it. they could vote down the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Then the matter woul 
ference. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it would go back to conference. 

Mr. LODGE. Could not the Senate amend or disagree, with 
instructions to its conferees? 

Mr. HALE. That is the same thing. 
Senate. . 

Mr. HOAR. I shonld like to say one word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like tosay a word on the parliamentary 
question. Practically the only way, when there is really a seri- 
ous disagreement between the two Houses, is to disagree and send 
the matter back to a new conference. It is in order undoubtedly 
to instruct your conferees in the new conterence—— / 

Mr. GALLINGER. But that does not amend the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. That, of course, does not amend the bill. Such 
an instruction is almost never desirable, because it is to that 
extent a limitation of the freedom of the conferees. It is very 


go back to con- 


It is in the power of the 
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be in order now to amend the Senate amend- | apt to make the other House, with whom you are conferring, per- 


It is a square, plump clash, a deadlock between the two | 


Now, let me ask the Senator, suppose the Sen- | 
ate votes down the conference report, then would my motion be | 


Well, when we vote down the conference | 


The only vote we can take is on agreeing or disagreeing to | 
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sist in their position also and give instructions on their side if 
they really differ. Of course you can instruct the conferees ¢ 
yield to the other side; that is a different thing; but practical], 
we have always found that our way of working out these dis 

agreements and getting, so far as we could, what we want is to let 
the conferees go back uninstructed and to let them get at the tru. 
sense of their body by debate and expressions of Senators, just as 
| the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKER] a few moments ago said 
| to the Senate that in his judgment the Senate would come to , 
certain opinion in the future different from that which has bee) 
| exhibited by its past vote. That is avery significant and impo: 

tant and valuable statement, which will be read and understoo:) 
by the House conferees, and it will have much more effect j; 
bringing about a concurrence than it would if we should yote to 
adhere or vote to instruct, which is almost as bad. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this discussion has grow) 
out of the inquiry I made as to whether there was any way | 
which the Senate could get possession of this bill and reconside 
its passage. I believe there is such a way. It may be that am 
tion to reconsider would be late; but we passed the bill with ce 
tain Senate amendments. Why can not we reconsider? The }j!! 
is here in the Senate, in the possession of the Senate, and we can 1 
There ought to be a way in which t 
We want to 


| consider, in my judgment. 
Senate can say, *‘ We are sorry we passed that bill. 
| reconsider it, and try it again.” 
Now, Mr. President, the reason I wanted to be informed on that 
int is this: The Senator from Maine [Mr. Ha.Ler] very well 
nows that this bill never would have passed the Senate with pro 
vision for two great battle ships, three armored cruisers, and three 
SS cruisers, costing forty or fifty million dollars, if it had 
een supposed that by any possibility a provision would be in 
serted in the bill giving the Secretary of the Navy unlimited power 
| to buy and fix the price of armor. It is now proposed by this 
House amendment that he may pay $550 a ton for armor plate; h 
may pay $600 or $700. He is absolutely at themercy of the armo: 
| plate combine, unless he decides not to build the ships, but to go 
| on and build an armor-plate factory, which, according to the pr 
diction of the Senator from Iowa [Mr, ALLIson], will not giv: 
| an armor plate in four years. 
Mr. President, what ented té getat was this: Whether there 
| is any possibility that the Senate can recede from its decision t 
adopt this great naval programme for armored vessels, because | 
| am alarmed at the proposition which the House of Representatives 
made, that at the end of four or five years’ investigation and dis- 
cussion we are to end it all, quit the controversy with the armor 
plate people, and the differences of opinion between the two 
Houses, and say to the Secretary of the Navy, ‘“‘ Weend it all her 
now; pay just what you choose; and when you have decided 
| what you will choose to pay, if you can not get the armor for that 
| sum, then do not build these ships; take the responsibility as one 
| man of stopping this whole naval programme of national arma 
| ment, and go to work and build an armor factory.” It would be 
; the most foolish and the most preposterous thing that could be 
‘ conceived of for us to do that thing. 
The foundation principle of the course of the Committee on 
| Appropriations is to make specific appropriations; to know whi! 
they are doing when they authorize the expenditure of the (oy 
|ernment’smoney. Undoubtedly,if anything can be bought in open 
market by advertisement and competition, you can wisely sive 
the head of a Department unlimited authority to procure the art 
cle, to get the service, to get the work done; but Congress ha- 
been confronted these half dozen years by a condition of things 
showing that there was no competition whatever, and we have 
been obliged at every step in the business to pay exactly what the 
— armor manufacturersof the United States and of Euro) 
| demand. 


; 








| 
1 


I say, Mr. President, that if there is any danger of committi! 


| this discretion to the Secretary of the Navy, there ought to be 

| some way to get the bill back into the Senate and reduce the nu! 

| ber of ships, if not to decide that there shall be no additio: 
ships authorized by this bill, but that the Secretary of the Nay) 

| Shall go on and at any price the combine will give him put 

| armor upon the ships already built and which need the armor 

} and then stop until Congress can find out what is the price « 
armor. as it has been trying to find out all these years. E 

Mr. TILLMAN. [I call the attention of the Senator from Now 

| Hampshire, if he will permit me, to the fact that the ships pro 
vided in this bill, which he is now seeking to get back in order t 

cut them out, arenothing like so much as are those already autho! 
ized in previous bills “a held up. We have 5 other battle ship: 

authorized and 3 armored cruisers and 3 battle a now on t! 

stocks to provide armor for, besides the 8 in this bill. ; 

| Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that very well; and the Gov 
ernment will submit to this extortion as to the -_—_ we have al- 


‘ 


| ready authorized if the House of Representatives, the members 0! 
which—— rr 
Mr. SCOTT, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question: 
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Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. It will submit to it if the 
House, the members of which are to go before their constituents 
for reelection or defeat in November, insist upon it. We might 
submit to the extortion as to the ships already authorized, but we 
do not want to authorize eight more ships. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wanted to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire how he knows that this is an extortion. I want to know 
whether or not he is an expert on the cost of manufacturing armor 

plate. 
Ptr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, thoroughly expert. I have 
studied this subject for six years, and the Senator from West Vir- 
nia has not studied it for five minutes, 

Mr. SCOTT. Twenty-eight years. I want to say to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that I grew up in a manufacturing 
city; that I am interested in a number of steel plants and differ- 
ent manufacturing concerns, and I think I know more in a day 
about manufacturing than he ever knew in his life. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from West Virginia manufac- 
tures glass. That is his business, and I do not know but that we 
had better armor the ships with glass—— 

Mr. SCOTT. That would be good. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If wecan get it from his establishment in 
West Virginia. It would be a most unwise and injudicious and 
unseemingly thing for us in Congress to put this responsibility 
upon the Secretary of the Navy. All the naval officers about him 
want him to pay the largest sum. I have had occasion to say 
hitherto that the naval officers are not economical. They have no 
idea of how money is raised by taxation, and they will always ad- 
vise him to pay the largest sum. 

The Secretary of the Navy is an ambitious man. He may in 
time reach higher honors than those to which he has already at- 
tained, and by the aid of New England I hope he may go on to 
higher honors than those of the Secretary of the Navy. Do we 
want to single him out and say to him, ‘‘Stop the building of these 
ships unless you can get armor for what you think is a fair price,” 
when the Congress of the United States is too cowardly to fix the 

rice? 

. We ought not to do anything of the kind. The Secretary of 
the Navy will not take the responsibility of arresting the construc- 
tion of theseships. He willsubmit. He will not take the respon- 
sibility of waiting one, two, three, or four years, whatever the 
time may be, until the armor can be manufactured at a Govern- 
ment factory. He will build the ships, and this contest against 
the combined monopoly of these great establishments will come 
toanend. If it does so come to anend,I shall certainly wash my 
hands of the subject and hereafter take lessons from the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me that the matter 
would be simplified if we discussed simply what we can do. The 
ob‘ect of a conference of course is to bring the two Houses to- 
gether, A bill that has once gone into conference is no longer in 
the possession of either House. It is in the possession of both 
Houses. On the proposition of the authorization of ships, the 
minds of the Houses have met, and it has passed beyond the con- 
trol of either House. One House can not touch a proposition that 
the two Houses have agreed on. Wecan deal <= with the propo- 
sition in regard to armor plate. Thatisopen. ‘There has been an 
absolate disagreementon that. On that we can either recede and 
accept the House proposition, or we can insist on our disagree- 
ment and have a further conference, or wecan vote to adhere and 
lose the bill if the other House also votes to adhere; but we can 
not bring into it a proposition to amend other parts of the bill on 
which the House have already agreed. Nothing is open but the 
matters in disagreement between the Houses. 


gi 


Now, this armor-plate business to.me is simply a question as to 


how we shall get the ships. That is the main thing—get the 


ships. 1 am ready to stand for the building of an armor plant | 
iven while it is going on to | 
I believe the 


absolutely, if the autnority is 
buy armor at a proper price and build the ships. 
figures suggested by the Senator from Ohio would absolutely 
stop the building of ships. 1 think at $445 we could go on, but if 
we simply provide for the building of an armor plant and give no 
ama to buy armor, it means to stop the construction of the 
Navy. I hope, Mr. President, that we shall take the natural 
course. The conferees who represent the views of the Senate 
have made this disagreement. They are prepared to go in and 
still further press our views, and they know what the views of 
the Senate are. As I say, I hope we will take the natural course 
and insist on our disagreement, and send the conferees back to 
try toreach an agreement with the other House. 

Mr. President, I rose also to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question in regard to another point in disagreement. I want to 
know what has been done in regard to surveys, and I shall be 
very much obliged if the Senator will tell me just where we are 


on ‘eo 

Mr. . Iam glad the Senator has asked me that question, 
because that ought to be before the Senate. Perhaps the great 
importance of the armor question has submerged this subject. 
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The Navy Department, under its most excellently managed Hy 
drographic Office, is doing surveys in the ocean and to a limited 
extent on the lakes, although mostly done there by the War De- 
ae. and about the Philippines and about Cuba, because it 
1as ships, it has trained officers, it can make charts and maps, and 
can do the work well. The Senate gave it a hundred thousand 
dollars, with authority to go on and continue the surveys which 
the Department is now making. The House originally cut it 
down to $10,000. 

In its action upon the last conference report the House cut down 
the jurisdiction of this survey by limiting the kind of work it 
should do—by limiting it geographically—and gave it only $20,000, 
The Senate conferees could notagreetothat. The Houseconferees 
would submit no proposition of amendment, but the vote in the 
House was square anddirectupon it. Thereforeon this matter the 
conferees are again at deadlock, and it is for the reason applying to 
this and wpplying to the armor-plate matter and the other sub‘ects 
of dispute that the conference committee has reported—I made 
the report this morning—an actual disagreement. The Senate 
conferees do not believe in yielding on this matter: and that is in- 
cluded in the report. On all the subjects-matter, I will say to the 
Senator, as I have said about armor plate, we may controvert and 
we may discuss—and it is a good thing to do, and I have invited 
this discussion because I want to get at the minds of Senators 
but in the end one side or the other has to yield something or the 
bill will fail. I am not prepared to yield. I think the Senate 
sroposition is just and fair, both on surveys and on armor plate. 

Ve find the House in like condition. 

Now, what will come out of it on the matter of surveys I can 
not tell*the Senator. Lonly know that at present the Senate is 
not inclined to yield, and 1 am not at all inclined to yield. Ido 
not want to see that service crippled. 

Mr. LODGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator for his 
statement in regard to the surveys. I think nothing more mis- 
chievous could possibly ke done than that which is proposed by 
the House amendment. As I understand, it did not come from 





their Naval Committee. It is part of the bad practice which 
was discussed here the other day in regard to surveys. It is an 


attempt to take from the Navy its hydrographic surveys and throw 
them into the Coast Survey, building up another great depart- 
ment with, as the Senator from New Hampshire said, another 
little navy. I have had a great many letters from large shipping 
firms, expressing great dissatisfaction with the Coast Survey maps, 
and urging in the strongest terms the importance of the hydro- 
graphic surveys. There is no economy in increasing the appro- 
riation to the Coast Survey and building that up and trying to 

reak down the naval service. The Navy is goingon. We have 
the officers there under our pay. You make no reduction. You 
simply pour more money into one of these multifold surveys 
which the Government is carrying forward, 

It would be a great injury to navigation, in my judgment, to 
break down the Hydrographic Office: and I am delighted to hear 
that the conferees on the part of the Senate propose to stand with 
absolute firmness on that point, for 1 believe that is the judgment 
of the Senate, and [ believe it is sound judgment in the way of 
administration and in the way of getting the best results. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a mo- 
ment. In this discussion a number of Senators have taken occa- 
sion to say that the price charged for armor plate is exorbitant, 
that it is robbery, etc. Ido not believe that a manufacturer of 
armor plate to-day could himself tell what it is going to cost him. 
They may press one, and it may break down. They may get one 
good plate, and then they get twenty bad ones that have to be re- 
melted, Iam only saying that the manufacturers themselves are 
unable to determine definitely the cost of the plate. Thecrane that 
lifts the immense plates may break. When gentlemen assert here 
that it is robbery and extortion, practically, I say that such lan- 
guage should not be used against those manufacturers, because [ 
am satisfied that the cost of armor plate is greater than a great 
many of the Senators have any idea. 

The gentlemen who make armor plates and prepare them for 
the Navy have butone customer. When they make tool steel, for 
which, as I said the other day, we pay $851 a ton—and you are 
talking about robbery in paying $445 for armor plate—they can 
sell the tool steel to hundreds and thousandsof consumers all over 
the country. I desired simply to offer these few suggestions in 
defense of these much-abused, as I believe, manufacturersof armor 
plate. They are not so black as they are painted, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has evidently paid no attention whatever to the investiga- 
tion before the Committee on Naval Affairs. He has not read 
either the fraud report by the Naval Committee of the House, in 
which investigation employees of the Carnegie Company testified 
that they had put on the Government fraudulent armor, armor 
with blowholes in it, armor that had not been tempered, and a 
great many other things which were dishonorable and dishonest. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator that I have read that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then how can the Senator get up here and 
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Mr. HANNA, 
through, 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
Mr. HANNA, 
he had concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As has been pointed out this morning, the 
Senate is practically unanimous on the proposition of $445 or less. 
A majority of 2 voted for $445 or an armor-plate factory. All the 
remainder of the Senate voted for $300 and an armor-plate fac- 
tory. This bill can failif the House is obdurate. If it is so set in 
its affection for this trust, so subservient to it that there can be 
no loosening of the grasp that it has on that end of the Capitol, 
we can let the naval appropriation bill fail, or we can strike out 
all these provisions—the Senate amendment and everything else— 
and agree to the bill just as it came from the House. I for one 

vould rather see the bill fail than to have us go before the coun- 

try this year acknowledging that the United States, a great and 
powerful nation as it is, stands and submits to robbery and extor- 
tion. 

The chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee said, ‘‘ They put 
the knife in us when they got us in their power.” There is no 
man on this floor, except the Senator from West Virginia, who 
pretends to defend this combine. That is the situation; and, as I 
said, I would rather see the bill fail entirely and have no ships 
built at all, and let the blame fall on the House of Representa- 
tives, who stand there bolstering up and voting for acontinuation 
of this monopoly and its unholy and unrighteous robbery of the 

eople, 
, Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I have had the honor to be a mem- 
ber of the Naval Affairs Committee since I have been in this body, 
besides having had some littleexperience with manufacturing in- 
dustries before I came here; and although I have not had the five 
years of investigation and experience that some of my colleagues 
have, I pretend to know something about the manufacturing busi- 
ness and something about the manufacture of armor plate, from 
investigation and absolute personal knowledge. I have refrained 
from taking any part in this discussion, because I believed it to be 
the prerogative of a Senator to hear the arguments frankly ex- 
pressed and then to judge for himself upon the merits of the propo- 
sition. ‘ 

This contest on armor plate began several years ago, and, as 
has been stated by the Senator from South Carolina and the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, the construction of ships provided by 
Congress has been delayed, owing to the failure on the part of the 
House or the Senate, or both, to reach an agreement on the price of 
armor plate. Isay,asaresult of my cbservation, that the responsi- 
bility for the failure of the construction of those ships rests upon 
the individual efforts of those two Senators in placing the price 
of armor plate below what any concern in the United States or 
Europe, or the United States Government itself, could manufac- 
ture if for. That is the whole trouble with this matter, and the 
Senator from South Carolina has given to you the animus of the 
whole situation when he says that he would rather see the bill fail— 
and conseguently a failure of the progress of our Navy and the 
development of our marine eaten ee to be defeated upon a 
proposition which is untenable—entirely so—from a manufactur- 
ing standpoint. 

Iam not here to defend or uphold any manufacturer or any 
corporation, but I say upon my own responsibility that $445 a 
ton is a reasonable price, yea, a low price, for this material under 
present conditions. It is a price below what any nation on earth 
is paying to-day, a price which nobody here yet has stated upon 
knowledge of facts and figures is a high price. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 
I have avery distinct recollection that in the House of Repre- 
sentatives not only was it proved by investigation that armor plate 
could be made for $240 a ton, but the Illinois Steel Company of- 
fered to make it for $260 a ton. 

Mr. HANNA. I believe that testimony was produced in some 
investigation. I happened to know something about that investi- 
gation, and I know that that proposition was a pure bluff. The 
then president of the Illinois Steel Company made the offer in 
personal pique against other manufacturers of armor plate, just 
as hehas since been guilty of other transactions of the same nature, 
It was a pure bluff, 
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Mr, PENROSE, I should like to interrogate the Senator 
| should like to ask him whether that bid was not 
upon the guaranty on the part of the Government that o 
some 6,000 tons annually should be furnished to the « 
ment? 

Mr. HANNA. Yes; but he had no ideaof getting the 
and did not want it. 

Mr. PENROSE. 


It was a bluff, as the Senator 
addition to that, the stipulation was inserted in the | 
Government should guarantee, for a series of years, 
6,000 tons annually. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator ever read the report 1 
testimony taken before the Naval Committee, in which M) 
derman and Mr. Schwab testified that if we would giv: 
contract for 6,000 tons they would give us a rebate of $10 
on it? 

Mr. HANNA. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Showing that the magnitude of th 
cuts a big figure in the price, 

Mr, HANNA. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator ought to state that the 
embraced in the proposition a provision that we should giy 
a contract for 6,000 tons a year for twenty years. 

Mr. TILLMAN, There wasno limitation; just 6,000 tonsa 

Mr. HANNA. For aterm of years, 

Mr. TILLMAN. No term of years. 

Mr. HANNA. That was the intention. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not know what their intention w 
am certain it was not good. 

Mr. HANNA, 1 do not want to take up any time in ad 
on this matter. Isimply desire to state the facts as I know | 
and I propose to present them fairly. 

The cost of making armor, of course, depends largely upon the 
cost of the raw materialandlabor. There has been an advance of 
fully 25 per cent in both since the question was under discuss on 
before, and particularly in labor, which amounts in these wo1 
I am told, to over 30 per cent. Therefore the conditions are 1 
quite so favorable now for regulating the prices as they have | 
While I have not fully considered and do not know what is 
best basis upon which to compromise this, I do know and I do 
that under those conditions some discretion given to a man « 
ability and integrity of our Secretary of the Navy would be 1 
to the advantage of the United States in watching his opportun 
as he makes contracts, not perhaps in gross tonnage, but {1 
time to time as he sees that it is for the best advantage of the 
ernment to do so. 

1 want to know whether the character and integrity of that 
officer are any less to-day than they were when the United States 
— at his disposal $22,000,000 for expenditure during the war 

want to know whether the political ambition of a man o! 
character can interfere with his judgment and his integrity in the 
discharge of his public duty. I resent any such imputation upon 
=. member of this Government. 

r. President, it has been stated here by several Senators, with 
respect to the ability of the Government to build an armor | 
that it can be done in a year and a half or two years. It ca: 
be built and completed and prepared to furnish armor to the Gov- 
ernment in five years. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is right. 

Mr. HANNA. These immense compressors or presses are only 
made in two places in the whole world. It would take three 
years before one of them could be built. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has the Senator read the testimony of \r. 
Carnegie before the committee, in which he stated that after hav- 
ing built his addition to his steel works he was able to make «1 
and deliver it within nine months from the date when he rec 
the contract? 

Mr. HANNA. Yes; but the Senator—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senator is so reckless in his | 
sonal opinions I must call his attention to the facts. 

Mr. HANNA. If I ever grow to be as reckless in my a 
tions as is the Senator from South Carolina, I shall feel very ba 
aboutit. Of course, if Mr. Carnegie had his works complet 
his machinery prepared and ready for production, he could: 
armor plate or any other material inside of nine months; but | 
and I repeat it, thatno man and no corporation and no amou 
money can produce one of these compressors inside of three )« 
because it can not be made in a shorter time. The immense ! 
chinery connected with the whole outfit of armor-plate mani 
ture is of the same nature. = 

It so happens that at this time the whole world is busy. /'° 
manufacturing industries in this country are driven to their | 
most. You can hardly buy an engine of a thousand horsepower 
short of a year to a year and a half delivery. When you state 
that this Government ean build and complete an armor p.ant in 
a year or a year and a half or two years, you are stating what |s 
not true, It is not so, 








1900. 


Mr. TILLMAN. In view of his statement a moment ago, the 
Senator will recall the fact that several steel mills have been shut 
down because of want of work. 

Mr. HANNA. That is the same man who made the offer of 
9945 a ton, who is said to have shut down the mills to influence 
the stock market. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It shows how unscrupulous men get 
when they get to be millionaires through trusts.. 
eet to be liars, but thieves, 
~ Mr. HANNA. The Senator d 


liat c 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not calling 
only speaking in general language. 

Mr. HANNA, I donot propose to go into that branch of the 
subject, either. 

[have no hesitancy in saying, and I repeat what I said, th: 
an armor plant can not be built and completed in five years; and 
[ have no hesitancy in making a further prophecy, that no matter 
when it is built or completed, the Government of the United 
States can not manufacture armor plate within 50 per cent of 
what it can buy it for. I know how these things are conducted. 
I know what it means. The bare, naked armor plant is nothing 
compared with the entirety of such an organization. If you are 
going into anything economically, you have to commence at the 
base—the raw material; you have to make your pig iron and your 
steel, and through all the ramifications of manufacture you have 
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to absorb every profit to the Government in order to economize. | 


Mr, HOAR. 
Mr, HANNA, 


You must have a trained corps of men, 
You must have your experts; and then I want 
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to know where you are going to get your knowledge by which | 


you can manufacture the Krupp patent armor, 
stated several times during this discussion that the United States 
Government could secure that. 


I have heard it | 
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Mr. HANNA, No; I have not 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean outside of political armor pla 

Mr. HANNA, No, sir; but Il have found \ 
[Lau hter., | 

Mi L\LLEN. Wit I ! ved } ! 
Ohio in } l | | © 2 ( i 
it £0, 

Mr. HANNA, Thank ‘ : 

Now, Mr. President, | ] { t 1 i f 
my remar I did 
and I think I know what [am t t | 
concerns that have been manufact 
try had devoted the same ai it « ) 

ther branch of their manuf 
madetwodollars wherethey have made oneint! 
they have done. Thereis not any brat f tl 
what, if they had devoted the same an it of «¢ | 
in its construction, would have brot ta better ‘ 
The amount manufactured up to this time has avera t] 
2,000 tons to a plant, and on the cost of that manu 
the returns that they have received, they have n I im \ 
more than 6 and 10 per cent on their investiment na t 


a manufacturer's profit; it should not 

Now, with reference to the situation of this bill, I 
to abler hands and more experienced ones the managem« 8 
affairs of the Naval Committee. I have been willing to: 


| the majority of the Senate and leave it for our conferees to 
tempt at least a settlement of this important question without 
personal feeling or prejudice in this matter. But I protest tha 


when it descends to a personal matter and when the Senate has 
settled this question by a unanimous vote, that question should 


| rest there and go where it belongs for a final settlement. to the 


Mr. TILLMAN. We only have the testimony of Admiral | 


O'Neil. 
Mr. HANNA. Ido not care whose testimony the Senator has. 
Iam stating my proposition. 
Mr. TILLMAN. ‘The Senator first appealed 





Mr. HANNA, Iam stating my own proposition upon my re- | 


sponsibility. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator first appealed to us not to im- 
peach the honor and integrity of John D. Long, in which I agree 
with him, and then he turns around and repudiates the admiral 
in charge of the Ordnance Bureau as unworthy of belief. 

Mr. HANNA, Iappeal to the Senator, as 1 am a tyro here, to 
give me half a chance. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 1 will not interrupt the Senator from Ohio 
any more. 


Mr. HANNA. Ithank you. 


The cost of armor plate depends on the iron ore, and so through | 


all the ramifications of its manufacture, in every step and process 
of which labor is involved to the extent of 90 per centof it. That 
is the proposition you are obliged to confront to-day. Then there 
is the advanced price of skilled labor in this country. When you 
talk about taking anybody and everybody into such a manufac- 
turing establishment, men who know nothing about the processes, 
you would be running a risk that the United States Government 
could not afford and would not take. You have got to have 
skilled mechanics, you have got to have men who have been 
trained from the beginning of this operation, or else every plate 
you manufacture will be a failure. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if the 
Government can not get that skilled labor? 

Mr. HANNA, They can get it if they hire it 
who have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. HANNA, 
way, probably. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


from other people 


Very well. Why not do that? 
If you would pay higher, you could get it in that 


Why not do that? 

Mr, HANNA, I thought you were studying economics. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam studying economics. I assume that when 
the recent Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Herbert, reported that this 
plate could be made for $192 a ton, and a great profit made on it, 
he was sufficiently near the truth, and that between that margin 
and $445 a ton the Government might be able to make some money. 

Mr. HANNA, Ido not believe that plate could ever be made 
for $192 a ton. 


Mr. ALLEN, Mr. Herbert made the statement, and it ison file | 


here, 

Mr. HANNA, I am not disputing Mr. Herbert; I am stating 
my opinion; and I think I know as much about the subject as ex- 
Secretary Herbert. 

Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator own armor plate? 

Mr. HANNA. No; butI have been in the manufacturing busi- 
ness, and I have been connected with a steel plant for a great 
many years. 

Mr. ALLEN, Has the Senator ever manufactured armor plate? 


conferees. I do protest further that the individual effort by par- 
ties who would rather see this bill fail than that they should yield 
should not be the governing influence in the decision of this im- 
portant question. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, the Senator asks me not to in- 
terfere with a tyro, and I would not do it if his remarks were not 
now in the direction of personal remarks. 

Mr. HANNA. I will waive it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, TheSenator afew moments ago took occasion 
to say that it was owing to the efforts or to the work of the Sen- 


| ator from New Hampshire and myself that we were in this con- 





dition. While that is one of the highest compliments I have ever 
had paid me, I leave it to Senators here, who have been convinced 
by arguments and facts presented in this discussion before the 
Senator came into this body and since he bas been here by which 
the Senate has voted once, the first time, by a vote of three to one 
and every time since by a vote of two to one that we were right, 
to decide as between his assertion that it is a personal matter, a 
personal triumph, or whether Senators here are independent and 
act upon their responsibility after they have received proper in- 
formation. 


Mr. HANNA. Ihave nothing to take back, nor do I intend to 


drift into any personalities in this discussion. { have not been 
here as long as either of the other Senators, but during the time 


I have been in the Senate I have been on the Naval Committ 
and as far as my intelligence and perception would carry me | 
have studied this question, and I think I understand it. 

I have risen to say what I have said only because I saw th 
drift of things and what the intention was, to try to get the bill 


back from the control of the majority who have decided this 
question. I stand with the chairman of my committee. [ am 
| willing to trust to him and his colleagues on the conference to 
bring about a fair settlement of this question, a settlement with 





which the Government ought well to be satisfied. lam in favor 
of the growth and development of our Navy and of our maritime 
power in every direction, and therefore I do not want to see any 
misstatements or misleading facts, ignorantly perhaps, brought to 
bear upon members in this Chamber to influence them to change 
their votes if they have voted as their conscience and their judg- 
ment dictated in the first instance. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I feel some hesitancy in speaking 
before a Senate with somany able experts on the subject of build- 


ing war vessels and manufacturing armor plate. 1 confess my 
utter ignorance of the armor-plate question and what it c and 
what it ought to cost to make it. I make this confession because 


I do not want the Senate to find out that I am as ignorant after I 
have spoken as some of the Senate experts who have spoken on the 
subject, and studied it five or six years, have shown how ignorant 
they are and utterly without accurate information, or such as can 
can enlighten Senators and tell them how to vote. 

It is easy to talk about establishing a great armor-plate factory, 
as if it could be done in a short time without difficulty or embars 
rassment and with a certainty of success. But let me ask S 
tors if they know what it would cost? The statement is made 


hae 
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that one can be built for $4,000,000, Mr. President, it may cost 
$10,000,000, and then be a failure. 

There is one factor that enters into the building and operating 
of an armor-plate plant that has not been mentioned and has been 
overlooked. The armor-plate factories pay, I am told, some of 
them, a salury of $40,000, some of $50,000, per annum to experts, 
and then a number of them who receive from ten to twenty-five 
thousand perannum. If the United States Government employed 
aman as an expert, though he might be better than the Sena- 
torial experts, and paid him $40,000 or $50,000 a year for his 
services, how long would it be before there would be an investiga- 
tion on account of the waste and extravagance of the people's 
money? Then, again, owing to the limited number of skilled ex- 
perts in the world, can the United States calculate with certainty 
on getting them when and as they may want them? The idea of 
the Senators who are so learned on this subject is to pay a man 
about $2,000 or $3,000, and the country is full of them at that 
price, but it is not true that there are many experts whose 
services can be had at even $40,000 or $50,000 per annum. If the 
armor-plate combine is so wicked and dangerous, it might hire 
all such talent. In that event, how could the Government go on 
in building and operating an armor-plate factory? 

Again, the United States would be confronted with the use of 
patents. It would have to go through all the experimental stages 
that take place in building up an armor-plate factory. It can 
not be done in a few years. It is not an established industry: at 
best, it is experimental in the United States and elsewhere. The 
Senator from Ohio and my colleague have called attention to the 
fact that the making of armor plate is largely experimental. 
Some new method, machine, or process may cost a million dollars 
and then be discarded. If the United States should find itself in 
this situation, it would be a great loss without any return and be 
discouraging; while if it is a loss to the manufacturer, it is his 
risk, and he is supposed to base his calculations upon such con- 
tingency. 

Now, Mr. President, under private ownership the Government 
is not responsible for any loss or failure in making experiments, 

Mr. President, I oppose building an armor-plate factory by the 
Government for another reason. It is another step toward pater- 
nalism on the part of the Government on a large scale and the 
Government ownership of public works. 

We well remember that the Populist convention the other day 
in Nebraska putin its platform a plank directly advocating the 
ownership of railroads, telegraphs, telephones, and other plants, 
as well as the right to print paper money limited according to pop- 
ulation. Very soon we will find the Democratic party in its con- 
vention at Kansas City on the 4th of July, indorsing this Populist 

jlatform and nominating the same man for President that the 
Populists havenominated. The factis, the Populist party already 
dominates the Democratic party by furnishing them the only live 
issues they have, although they are revolutionary and reactionary. 

Mr. President, we might as well resist the beginning of these 
things here and nowif it ispossible. I object to the Government 
owning railroads, telegraph and telephone lines, and an armor- 
plate factory or engaging in any business that the citizens of the 
country can legitimately engage in. 

The Senator from South Carolina claims to be accurate, and 
reads from reports he has studied for five years to show his vast 
information and how accurate he is on so technical a question as 
manufacturing armor plate. Now, let us test his accuracy bythe 
Recorp. He said the vote in the House was only 10 majority—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Fifteen. 

Mr. ELKINS. Eighteen. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Fifteen. 

Mr. ELKINS. Ihave in my hand the Recorp. The vote was 
107 yeas and 125 nays. The majority was 18. Why did you say 
10? And then correct it by another mistake and declare it was 
15, when the RECORD says it was 18? If the Senator's information 
about armor plate is as inaccurate as his information about the 
proceedings of the House, with the RecorpD before him, he should 
not be trusted, though he claims to be an expert and well informed 
on armor plate. How can we believe the Senator's expert knowl- 
edge, though aided by the Senator from New Hampshire, another 
— on this subject? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is such a magnificent discovery that in 
glancing at the figures I did not make the subtraction correctly 
in my head, that I leave the Senator from West Virginia all the 
honor and glory he can get out of it. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator said at first the majority was 10, 
and the Rrcorp says 18. That is a very wide difference; it is 
nearly deuble. Now, ciscounting what the Senator said about 
armor plate that much. | think you will bring the price up to $450 
per ton that the Senator opposes so much, The Senator says 
armor plate should cos: only $300 per ton. Now, if he is out of 
the way and mistaken only 50 per cent, this would bring the price 
up to $4/0 per ton. In the matter of the House vote he was out 
of range nearly 100 per cent. Too bad for an expert. 
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Mr. President, business men do these things upon business 
principles. The proper and businesslike way woul be to leave 
the price, not to exceed a given amount, to the Secretary of ‘h 
Navy. In England the British Government votes its budget an 
nually for the navy and the other great departments of the Goy- 
ernment in bulk and holds the ministers responsible under a erj)))- 
inal statute for the ———. of the money, putting no limita 
tion upon them: The British Parliament trusts the Governme) 
ministers. 
tegrity. 

Senators can afford to trust the Secretary of the Navy and hol\ 
him responsible. He is under oath, as we are. Having the ad 
vantage of the advice of the best experts on the subject, he is fa) 
less liable to make a mistake than Senators who are mere layne) 
and have no expert knowledge on making armor plate and wh, 
it should cost. 

The Senate not only wants to place alimitation on the Secretary, 
but it wants to fix the price absolutely that he shall pay for armor 
plate. The Senate is withoutexpert knowledge. TheSecretary 
the Navy has at hiselbowssome of the ablestexperts in the world | 
advice him upon this question. When he comes to invite bids for 
armor plate, he can call his experts and he can say to them, ‘‘Are 
the bids fair or not? Are they too high?” And if he is advise: 
that the price is too high he can and will reject all bids and report 
to Congress. Does anyone believe that the Secretary of the Nay) 
would do the Government of the United States any injustice 
that he would lend himself to any combine or any trust any more 
than Senators? It is impossible. 

Mr. President, I think we should trust the executive department 
of the nation. I think we should intrust it with the expenditure 
ofthe public money. In thisinstance, since there has been so muc) 
discussion, I am willing to place a limit on the amount to be paid 
and let the Secretary of the Navy act within his discretion, and it 
he can not get the price that he thinks armor plate ought to be fu 
nished for, stop the building of ships and report to Congress at it: 
next session for its action. We can decide then about building 
an armor-plate factory. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire says 
that in every instance the Secretary of the Navy has been obliged 
to pay the price demanded by the armor-plate factories, This 
may be true, but in no instance has the Secretary of the Navy ever 
had the power to pay a certain price or build a factory, as is pro 
posed by the House in the proposition brought forward in 
conference report. Secretary Herbert, when retiring from power 
at the end of Cleveland's Administration, recommended precisely 
this proposition. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand the Senator to say that in the 
House proposition a certain price is limited or in the alternative 
we are to build an armor factory? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I much misapprehend the reading of the r 
port if the House conference amendment does not leave to th 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy the price to be paid. 

Mr. ELKINS. A reasonable price. It says a reasonable pric 
or he is to build an armor-plate factory. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator call the price fixed by the 
House any price left to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy: 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I would be willing to trust tl. 
Senator from Louisiana to fix a reasonable price upon anything 
in the administration of any office he might hold under the Go, 
ernment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam willing to trust the Secretary of the Navy 
advised by great experts, as to what price he should pay up to a 
given sum named as a limit. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If I were Secretary of the Navy I would de 
cline that imperial crown. 

Mr. ELKINS. The Secretary of the Navy, the executive, can 
not shrink from responsibility. There are $15,000,000 involved in 
this question, I understand. We vote $115,000,000 to the Pos! 
master-General to expend in one year. We place no limit upon 
what he shall pay. We vote to the Secretary of War, to carr) 
out a river and harbor act, sixty and seventy million dollars, ani 
he is not bound to spend nor does he often spend all of the appro 
priation in any given case. He advertises for bids and he takes 
the lowest responsible bidder, and in many cases saves 20 ani! 
sometimes 30 per cent on the amount appropriated. Now, why 
is it that in this armor-plate question, involving as it does a large 
sum in one way, but not as large as other Departments expend, 
we can not trust $15,000,000 to the Secretary of the Navy and let 
the responsibility rest upon him? 

You can not administer government without trusting to some- 
body. Responsibility must fall npon somebody, and if it falls in 
this case upon the Secretary of the Navy, who is an able, honest, 


It reposes confidencein their judgment, ability, and iy,- 
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and fearless man, as all admit and no one questions it, and ad- 
vised by a great staff, I think, Mr. President, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States will not be despoiled, robbed, and 
cheated, as some imagine. I am sure it will not be. 

Now, I do not understand all this talk about the great dangers 
ef a combine. I do not see the Senator from Colorado {Mr. 
TreLLER] in his seat. He thinks that the armor-plate people are 
going to take the Government by the throat, and if they can not 
vet the Government by the throat they must take 75,000,000 peo- 
ple by the throat. I do not know why the Senator is so appre- 
hensive or fears that possibly he may be robbed before he gets 
home after: this session by armor-plate people or some trust or 
combine. Ido not think the people of the United States are in 
danger of the trusts and combines to the extent that the Senator 
seems to feel. ’ 

We can pay or not pay the price asked by any trust or combine. 
We are atentire liberty to pay for armor plate just what we think 
it is worth, and what the officers of the Government think it is 
worth and not one dollar more, and the combine can not force the 
Government, when the discretion rests with the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay areasonable or a just price, to pay more than this price. 
The armor-plate combine can not oblige the Secretary of the Navy 
to pay more for armor plate than he honestly thinks he should 

ay. All this talk about the combine taking 75,000,000 people by 

the throat and forcing them to give up the public funds is purely 
for campaign purposes, and should have no place in a proper ef- 
fort to dispose of purely a business question upon business princi- 
eS. 


Mr. President, the position of the House, as I said before, is pre- 
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cisely the position of ex-Secretary Herbert; and why should it be | 


attacked here in the Senate? 
to the same consideration and respect for its opinion as the Senate. 
Now, Mr. President, Iam willing to leave this matter to the 


just and one we can sustain. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this discussion has brought out 
the fact that the friends of the trusts and combinations are in the 
saddle, 
Senate during the winter eeecers our foreign relations and 
other important matters, they have not been of sufficient impor- 
tance to bring out any remarks from the junior Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. HANNA] or the senior Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
ELKiINs]. But when we touch one of the great industrial trusts 
that threatens to rob the Government of millions of dollars, and 
an attempt is made to destroy its influence, that moment these 
gentlemen appear upon the floor as the advocates of this great 
octopus and undertake to persuade Senators that the Government 
ought not to engage in the occupation of manufacturing armor 
plate, but should stand up and be rifled at the will of this organ- 
ization. 


The Senator from Ohio asserts with considerable strength and | 
Although he is | 


vehemence that he knows all about armor plate. 
not engaged in manufacturing the kind we want to buy, yet he 
asseverates with great strength that his knowledge of its cost and 
of the profit is accurate and indisputable. I infer that he means 
to imply at least that those of us who disagree with him are mere 
pigmies in this field of knowledge, and that whatever we may say 
should be whistled down the wind without any attention, while 
the greatest attention and the greatest consideration should be 
given to his assertions. 

The Senator from Ohio will not be able, in my judgment, to 
brush aside with a wave of his hand and a strong assertion the 
history that has been formed within the last few years respecting 
this very interesting subject. 

Mr. Secretary Herbert, of the Navy Department, a few years 
ago made a lengthy report covering a great many pages anda 
very careful report on the sub<ect of the frauds in the manufac- 
ture and sale of armor plate and the cost of armor plate. It was 
not a loosely drawn document. It was carefully prepared by that 
able man after an exhaustive research into all the facts that were 
obtainable at that time. He asserts in that report that armor 
plate, the harveyized plate, can be manufactured and sold to the 
Government at a profit at $192 a ton. 
and this careful investigation by Secretary Herbert we have the 
me of the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from West 

irginia, 

lam rather inclined to believe that if the Government could 
not save some money by the erection of an armor plant, if it were 
a profit-losing rather than a profit-making transaction, these pro- 
tests would not come so thick and fierce and fast, and the Govern- 
meat would be permitted without any objection to undertake the 
enterprise. 

One of the arguments used by the Senator from Ohio in sup- 
port of his position is that somebody has cast some reflection or 


It is an independent body, entitled | 
| sire torun into party politics. 
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believe there is a Senator in this Chamber who would so belitt'e 
himself and so minimize his influence among his associates as to 
assert or imply that there is anything questionable about the hon- 
esty and capacity of that eminent officer. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the question. That is not the 
question before the Senate. Thisis a Congressional duty. It is 
the duty of Congress to legislate, and not the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to legislate. It is our duty to authorize the 
construction of vessels and to determine the class of vessels we 
will have constructed. It is our duty to fix the amount of money 
that shall be used in the construction of vessels and, if we see fit, 
to limit the price that shall be paid for vessels and that shall be 
paid for the material that goes into their construction. And be- 
cause we do not see fit to abandon this plain, constitutional, im- 
perative duty and turn it over to an executive officer, where it 
does not properly belong, it dces not follow that any imputation 
is placed upon the capacity or character of that officer. 

But, Mr. President, I am led to believe that the Senator from 
Ohio was not conscious of any charge that had been made against 
this officer, or any imputation against him, but that thisargument 
Was used as a mere specious sort of argument to whip into line 
those who might be reluctant otherwise to turn over this far- 
reaching and dangerous power to him. 

The Senator from West Virginia, of course, follows in the wake 
of th» Senator from Ohio. He, too, knows all about the price of 
armor pate. The Senators seem to think that no other person, 
however skilled he may be in reading or investigating facts, can 
know anything about this particularly interesting subject but 
themselves. Great is knowledge, Mr. President, and great is the 
man who possesses a monopoly of it. 

But the Senator from West Virginia could not restrain his de- 
Directing his attention to this side 


| of the Chamber, and to a few of us who are Populists and not 
conferees, and I believe they will bring in a report that will be | 


Of all the interesting questions that have been before the | 


| 


| 





Republicans or Democrats, he said he saw a few days ago that 
the Populists in my State had putin their platform something 
about the Government ownership of railroads. Mr. President, 
the Populists of my State have not met in State convention thus 
far. So the Senator was either mistaken about the State in which 


| he saw this doctrine announced, or he had been reading the plat- 


form which was adopted by the national Populist convention nine 
years ago. 

Indeed, the Senator from West Virginia spoke as though he 
thought this was a novel doctrine. I have no doubt he was en 
tirely honest, and entirely ignorant, too, of the fact that 85 per 
cent of the nations own and operate their own railroads and 
have done so since railroads came into existence. The United 
States and England, to which he referred as an example for us to 
follow, are the only two nations upon the face of the globe where 


; the railroads are owned and operated exclusively by private indi- 


viduals or private corporations. Yet I have no doubt the Senator 
from West Virginia, in the fullness of his knowledge, has never 
discovered that fact. 

So it is not a new thing, Mr. President. The State of Georgia 
built and owns and operates arailroad, unless she sold it recently. 
Railroads were built in the State of Michigan and owned and 
operated by that State. and in half a dozen other States of the 
Union; and that, too, Mr. President, long before the Senator from 
Ohio or the Senator from West Virginia or myself opened our 
eyes to the light of the world. Itis not a very novel doctrine. 
This Government owns a ship canal. It owns canals of different 
kinds and properties that are used as semiprivate property. 
There is nothing new or startling in this doctrine, except that the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from West Virginia would 
have the Government stand and deliver to these private organiza- 
tions whenever they see fit to demand revenues at our hands, 

I will not be unkind enough to say or to intimate that the 
Carnegie Steel Company and the Bethlehem Works have made 


| and intend to make the political armor of the Republican party in 


| ture. 


politics by their contributions. I leave that question to the fu- 
Therefore, there is some interest, of course, in protecting 


their rights or protecting them in their demands upon this Goy- 


| ernment. 


Against this careful report | 


| sources, can not build and operate an armor p'ant 
| armor plate more cheaply than any private insticution. 


Mr. President, it is idle to say, it would be a foolish thing to 
say before children 10 years of age, not to mention men of large 
experience in the world, that this Government, with all its re- 
and build 

I ask the 


| Senator from Ohio if we do not to-day manufacture the best parts 


may cast some re“ection upon the honorable Secretary of the | 
Navy. I have never heard a breath of suspicion against that | 
eminent man in my life, neither here nor elsewhere, and | do not } ton. 


of our cannon, whether for use on land or on sea, 
yards? 

Mr. HANNA. 
allow me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HANNA. All the United States Government do in the 
manufacture of cannon is to put the steel together, which is man- 
ufactured at Bethlehem for them at an expense of about $700 a 


at our navy- 


I will answer that question if the Senator will 
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| 
ALLEN. We manufacture at Government expense and 
r Governu li yn the very best armament for naval or 
{ red upon the face of the earth. 
r finish 1 
hi , we can beg 
1d it is idle t 


he assertic 


ani not here 


his duty; Lam no 


man it lam here to qu 
— works and the Bethle- 
come here through their agents and friends 
ay Government entering upon the manufac- 
ture of armor plat ich as we must have for the use of the Gcov- 
ernment, and thus we will avoid these frauds and scandals and 
we will avoid these exorbitant prices. lf the Government can not 
manufacture these things as cheaply as can these corporations 
they ought to be willing that we test the question. A yearor two 
years will demonstrate the fact; and then we shall know whether 
we can do the work successfully or not, or whether we must turn | 
the business over to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Piatt in the chair), The 
question is on agreeing to the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not careto delay the Sen- 
ate any length of time in the discussion of this question, but after 
what has been said here I am disposed to express my opinion 
about this case. 

As usual, those of us who do not agree with certain members 
of this body or certain people in the country are charged with 
some ulterior purpose. We are now, because we are not willing 
that the Government should pay an unreasonable sum for armor 
late, charged with a desire to prevent the increase of the Navy. 
Vhy, Mr. President, long before the Senator from Ohio came 
into this Senate, or, so far as I know, had any influence in political 
or public affairs, I stood here advocating the increase of the Navy 
There never has been such a bill proposed here that I did not vote 
for if it contained a provision for an increase of the Navy, nor 
such an amendment proposed which I did not support with my 

voice as well as my vote. 

But, Mr. President, this is now the new method: If you do not 
agree with the Administration of public affairs as now carried on 
you are either guilty of treason or of some other crime; if you donot 
quite subscribe to the imperialistic ideas which are now abroad, 
you are guilty of treason; and if you are not willing the Govern- 
ment shall be robbed—I repeat the term, though it is objection- 
able to the Senator from West Virginia, and probably to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio—if you are not willing the Government shall be 
robbed by the armor-plate combine, then, of course, you are 
against the Navy. 

I said—and | repeat it—I would rather the Navy would stand 
still for the next five years, while we were building an armor plant, 
than that the Government should submit to be Shela up by these 
combines. If I thought the Government would suffer seriously, I 
should not be willing that should be done; but I believe, in the 
condition of the world’s affairs, we can safely suspend operations 
for a time. 

Mr. President, I am not frightened by the declaration made by 
the Senator from Ohio that we can not build an armor plant in 
five years. I never engaged in the business of making iron; I do 
not pretend to any special knowledge of it; but Ido know that 
Carnegie, not taking his old plant, as the Senator said, but begin- 
ning from the ground up, made an entire plant for armor plate 
and had it in full operation inside of a year. Mr. Carnegie may 
do some things that the Government of the United States can not 
do, but when it comes to an enterprise of that kind there is no 
- ivate concern that can beat the Government if the Government 

;in proper hands, If it takes five years to build an armor plant 
in this country, it will be because those who are in charge of the 
executive department of the Government want to give these com- 
bines five years more to make us pay extortionate sums for armor 

late. 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please suspend 
fora moment. It is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business which is the bill (S. 2855) in relation 
to the supp! ession of insurrection in, and to the government of, 
the Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by 
the treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. LODGE, Iaskthat the unfinished business may be tempo- 
rarily laid ¢ side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Inthe absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, there is another thing as to 
which I have some complaint. When we decline to put into the 
hands of an exexcutive officer power that we think he ought not 
to exercise, it is no reflection — him, although the Senator 
from Connecticut seemed to think that it wassome refiection upon 
the Secretary of the Navy because we were not willing to grant 





him unlimited power. Our whole Government 


| theory that we do not grant unlimited power to 


our 


1 the fathers of the ( onstitution provide t 


‘appropriations determine what the pub! 
it was not because the ' 
partment of the Gov 
ise the executive 
as does the legislative departme: 
ic that they should, Mr. "Pp res 
t is to execute the law which the 
1as registered 
In these modern days, Mr. President, the legis: 
of the Government is being sunk into insignific 
utive department elevated. That is the tender 


was the tendency under a late Administration pres 


ided ove 


Democrat; and that is the tendency intensified under this A: 


| istration. Every time we say we would like to restrict th 


of the Executive, then we are charged with abuse or with 
cism or with suggesting that the Secretary of the Navy ma 


or on it the President may commit some crime. 


P resident, that does notfrighten me. I believe in the: 
b the origi: 
of this system of government of ours, put upon affairs in 


il cakensed that the fathers of the Constitution, 


country. It is not our place to turn over to the Secret 


ary « 


Navy and make him take the responsibility which belongs 
The Senator from New ee spoke of that : 


performance; and so I think 
seems to me to be acowardly performance. Whe 
a difficult question,” the reply is, ‘‘ You havegot to 
combines; they will be heard in the next electio1 


perhaps on the whole you had better turn this over 
| Secretary of the Navy wrestle with it; he is but one man 


nh we sa 


Coy 


shall be justified in saying 


v, * 


meet thes 
1; and we 


and le 


will escape the responsibility.” I do not propose to do it. 
lieve it is the duty of this Congress to fix the price we are willing 
to pay for armor plate, and I am willing, so far as I can, to tak 


the responsibility in that matter. 


The Senator from West Virginia seemed to think that the t 
“taking the Government by the throat” and ‘‘taking the 


by the throat” were terms not to be used in this | 


ody. 


Mr. } 


ident, if there ever was in the history of this country a case w! 
the Government of the United States has been taken by the thr 
by corporate power it isin this case of armor plate. 
Why have we not built an armor-plate plant, Mr. President? 
it not because these corporations have taken the legislative bran: 
as well as the executive branch, practically, by the throat? 
because they have made the legislative department feel that 
not safe to take this step and interfere with their opportunities 
of compelling the Government to pay an extortionate price. ‘The 
Senator from Ohio says that he knows that the price is not extor- 
tionate. I prefer to rely upon the committee of this Senate and 
the committee of the House of Representatives, which looked into 
thisaffair, when there was at the head of the Navy Department 
Mr. HANNA. May I ask the Senator a question at that ). 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 


Mr. HANNA. I should like to know when that investiga 


was made by that committee? 
Mr. TELLER. It was made a few years ago. 
Mr. HANNA, How many years ago? 
Mr. TELLER. Four or five years ago, I thin 
member - ec isely. 


k. Ido not 


Mr. HANNA, Is the Senator aware of the marked chan; 


conditions since that time? 
Mr. TELLER. Iam. I understand it. 


An investigation was made when there was at the head of t! 
Navy Department a man whose character was equal to that 
the present Secretary. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam not speaking about the character 0 ( : I 

Mr. TELLER. I will come to the point the Senator w: 
to come to. I will tell him why, perhaps, there is a differ: 


conditions, and particularly why prices are up. 


But, 


Mr. 


dent, after careful consideration and a nonpartisan considera 
ton armor | 
me 1 be made at a profit; and they were buttressed and supp 


the committee declared that for $300 or less per 


by the fact that these concerns were selling armor 


plate 


to ik 


powers and carrying it across the sea, with freight p: Y and 
ing it at $50 or $60 a ton less than $300. I suppose t 
wants the country to believe that these armor companies 


carrying plate to Russia and selling itat a loss. 
that, not even the Senator from Ohio. 


Nobot 


he Sei 


\ 


ly be 


There are other conditions. Not only is the Democratic }: 
not in power, but there are other conditions to which the Se! 
wants to attract my attention; and that is that prices have 1 
he says, 25 per cent. So prices have risen in this country. | 
not know, but I will venture the assertion that they will fal 

er cent in the course of the next year. Why did prices r 
Bec ‘ause of the combination of the great industrial concerns of 


this country who manufacture iron and steel. 


When 


one man 
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fixed the price or any number of men have congregated together 
and fixed the price of iron and steel, the price rose, When there 
was no longer that guardian of trade and commerce—competi- 
tion— when these combinations determined what the output should 


be, and when they determined what the price should be, then | 


prices went up. ' | 
The price of iron and steel went up, Mr. President, not on a just 
and righteous demand. 


them an additional price. Within thirty days they added 15 cents 
more on the hundred pounds. Here were 65 cents and 15 cents 
more added, making 80 cents on a hundred pounds. Cut nails, 
which had been sold in the community in which I live at re- 
tail for $2 a keg, went to $8 akeg. Does anybody believe that 


it cost any more to make those nails when they sold for $8 a | 


keg than when they sold for $2? If they did, it was because 
there was some fault in the method of making nails, for they had 
not increased the pay of labor to any considerable extent in those 
concerns, certainly not to an extent which would justify an in- 
crease of 5 per cent. 

Mr. HANNA, If the Senator will allow me, I will state to him 
that it is a fact that those concerns advanced the wages of their 
men 30 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. 
they had paid them in the great panic. When the panic came they 
put the wages down, and when the panic was over they put them 
up. It cost as much in labor to make nails that were sold at $1.90 
a keg as it cost when they sent them out at $6 and $7 a keg, and 
when they compelled every retail dealer in the United States to 


sell their product at the figure they fixed, which they had done all | 


over the country; and what is true of nails is true of iron gener- 
ally. 

1 know there is a different condition, and I know if the Govern- 
ment of the United States goes into the manufacture of armor 
plates they have got to pay an additional price for them, or they 


have got to buy the pig iron or steel, or they have got to go to | 


work in the ground and manufacture it from the crude ore—one 
or the other. 

Mr. President, I do not like to engage in any political discus- 
sion here. I think I have been as clear of that as anybody. 1 
have said very little about politics in the last year or two, and I 
do not intend to say very much upon that subject now; but when 
the chief representative of the Republican party in the United 


States on this floor—and I speak advisedly when I say that—comes | 
| or whether we do not. 


here and defends what has been said by many of his own polit- 
ical friends here was ‘a robbery, I think I am justified in saying 
that the Republican party expect to repeat in 1900 what they did 
in 1896, when they made an assessment upon every manufactur- 
ing concern in the United States to sustain their candidate, 

Mr, HANNA. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER, Yes. 

Mr. HANNA. I want to deny any such insinuation or state- 
ment as that, for it is not true. 

Mr. TELLER. 
puteit. Perhaps one can not say teclinically that it was an assess- 
ment. Of course there was no power in the national Republican 
committee to make such an assessment; but I do say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that there was not a national bank in the United States, not 
one, not even in my own State, that did not receive a demand for 
a contribution to the Republican campaign fund, 

Mr. HANNA, Allow me to answer that. 

Mr, TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr.HANNA. The First National Bank of Denver, Colo., was 
the recipient of all the contributions; the president of that bank 
was the solicitor-general of the contributions that were made in 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER, 

Mr. HANNA, 

Mr. TELLER. 
inconsequential. 

Mr.HANNA. A few hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir; it was not $200,000. I myself know 
every dollar that went through that bank. 

Mr, HANNA, So dol. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator knows that $200,000 never 
went through it, He knows that $100,000 never went through it. 

Mr. HANNA. I know there was over $100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. No, sir; there was not over $100,000. I know 
as much about that as the Senator can know, and a great deal 
more, 

Mr. HANNA, I have authority for the statement. 

Mr. TELLER. I repeat that demands were made upon bank 
after bank in my State, as well as in the State of Illinois and other 
States, as I have been told by their officers. Of course you can 
not say that technically they were a:sessments. 
was not a great concern in the United States that was producing 
articles for sale but what was called upon by that committee for 


For whom? 
For the Democratic party. 
I understand that, but the amount raised was 
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One day we were notified that cut nails 
had gone up 65 cents a hundred, because the trust had fixed upon | 


| lic interview, which was telegraphed all over the w 


.s , rt 
| had anything to do with this armor-plate matter. | 


They advanced the wages of the men over what | 


| buy armor plate for all these ships 


I knew, of course, that the Senator would dis- | 





lrepeat. there | 
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| contributions; and they generally got them, and generally 


them from the banks, and | suppose that will be done again. ‘T) 


| may account for some of the interest in these people who 


making armor plate and who fix the price. 

The other day when we were discussing the question it was said 
here that one of these great manufacturers, ‘* Mr. Carnegie, is a 
Bryan man; he is supporting Bryan.” I challenged that state- 
ment, Mr, President. Ido not believe that he had ever said at any 
time that he was going to support Mr. Bryan. If he had, he made 
it very clear when he reached the other side of the water in a pub 
rld, that ! 
ose that 
am not 
going to make such a claim, because Mr. Carnegie was support 
ing Mr. McKinley in 1896. [do not know that he ever made 
utterances indicated, that he was not going to support Mr. } 
Kinley in 1900; but I know more than that. I know that 
class of men to which he belongs felt it to be to their intere: 
elect McKinley in 1896, and they feel that it is to their interest 
reelect him in 1900. It may be that it is; but I do not believ 
is if they are honestly producing articles and expect to su 
the legitimate rules of ¢ e and trade. 

I did not mean to say all this, Mr, President—1 
is true, and there is agrea deal more that might be cl 
statement of the condition of the campaign in 1896, and a 
knowledge by the American people of the methods and means 
used, would, I think, upset this Administration in an hour, 


was against Bryan : 
1 


nd was for McKinley. Ido not su; 


mimer 


| there was a method to upset it here such as they have in Gr 


Britain. 
Mr. President, on this conference report I do not care abont 


| speaking of the inconsistencies of this Administration, then or 
| now; but I want to enter my protest, so far as I am concerned, 


against this matter even having a suggestion of politics init. | 
believe we can build an armor-plate plant and that we can put it 
in full operation and can be making plates inside of fifteen months. 
If we can not do it now, | propose that we shall wait six months 
longer or a year longer. 

I want to say another thing. I think the provision that came 
here originally from the House was a very much better proposi- 
tion for us than the proposition that is now being insisted upon 
by the House. Let us stop and buy armor plate and submit to 
the extortion that may be necessary for the three ships that are 
now ready for the armor plate to be prt on them. The others, 
which are not ready, can wait, whether we build an armor plant 
if we come here next winter and find that 
the Secretary of the Navy has been compelled to pay an extor- 
tionate sum—I am speaking now upon the theory that the House 
will not consent to building an armor plant now—we can build it 


| then, 


But I object to allowing the Secretary of the Navy authority to 
those ordered in this bill and 
those that arein the course of construction—and not place any limit 
or restriction whatever upon him, authorizing or requiring him 
to buy, and then coming here next winter and finding fault, per- 
haps, with the exercise of discretion on his part. Let us deter- 


| mine what we will do in the matter, or else say to the Secretary, 


‘* Buy armor plate only for the three ships that are now needing 
it, and wait until we get ready to put the armor plate upon the 
other ships, which we will not be ready to do for the next year 
or two.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Will the Senator from Maine 
please state what is the motion made by him? 

Mr. HALE. The first motion is that the report of the confer- 
ence committee be accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
to accept the report of the conference committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
state his next proposition? 

Mr. HALE. The next proposition is that the Senate insist on 
its amendment, which is a distinctive proposition, and disagree to 
the amendment of the House thereto, and ask for a further con- 
ference. 

Mr, CHANDLER. 
nays, Mr, President. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator ask for the yeas and nays on the 
entire proposition? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed the Senator would move to ad- 
here to the Senate amendment and disagree to the House amend- 
ment. That is what I want the yeas and nays upon. 

Mr. FORAKER. The proposition on which the yeas and nays 
are now called for, as I understand, covers all three points of dif- 
ference; that is, it covers the Question as to the course of instruc- 
tion of the nava! cadets—that is, the two years’ course at sea before 
a cadet can be commissioned—— 

Mr. HALE. It includes all of those. 

Mr. FORAKER, I would ask that that might be omitted, for 


Will the Senator from Maine 


On that question I ask for the yeas and 
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I do not want that we shall insist upon a six years’ course at the 
Naval Academy. I should like to have that omitted; but if there 
is no way to separate it, of course we must deal with the entire 
question. 

Mr. HALE. Of course there is no way to separate these ques- 
tions. |! will make the motions in detail, and will first move that 
the Senate insist on its amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion now made is that 
the Senate insist—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Can we not havea vote upon the amendments 
separately? I do not understand why we can not take a separate 
vote on each one of these amendments about which there is a dif- 
ference between the Houses. 

I do not want to instruct the conferees to insist upon the three 
amendments, two of which I favor and to one of which I am op- 
posed, if I can avoid it. The result may be the same, and I sup- 
pose it will be; but I do not want to be put into the attitude of 
voting against my own view on two of these matters. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate was very strong upon that matter 
after full discussion and it was decided by a vote of more than 
two to one. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it will help now to take 
another vote on that question? 

Mr. FORAKER. I say I do not want to be put in the attitude 
of having to yield the opinion I have on the extension of the 
course at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HALE. But we have to do such things every day. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suppose so. 

Mr. HALE, Let the vote be taken on the motion that the Senate 
insist on its amendments, and then I shall be ready for a vote on 
disagreeing to the House amendment, on which the yeas and nays 
can be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Senate insist on its amendments to the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Is there to be a motion to reject the House 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I have stated that I will make that motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER, That is the question I want the yeas and 
nays upon. : 

Mr. HALE, 
wards. 


The Senator can have the yeas and nays after- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of | 


the Senator from Maine — HALE}. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I move that the Senate dis- 
agree to the House amendment to the amendment of the Senate, 
and upon that Senators desire that the yeas and nays be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves 
that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives made to the amendment of the Senate, and upon that 
motion the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, CHANDLER] has 
demanded the yeas and yeas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not know that I par- 
ticularly care to discuss this question at this time; but it seems to 
me entirely appropriate, under the circumstances, that we should 
rehearse that which has been often stated—the admitted facts in 
this connection. In the first place, it has been admitted time and 
again that the two existing armor-plate factories in this country 
were built out of the profits of armor plate which they furnished 
the United States; it has been admitted that these two factories 
are in collusion; that there is no competition between them, but 
that they divide the quantity of armor plate furnished; that they 
divide the profits, agreeing in advance upon the prices they will 
charge the Government. It has been admitted that these armor- 
plate factories sold armor plate in Europe for $250 a ton in 1895. 

Now, these are the admitted facts. In the face of these facts 

Mr. HANNA. I should like to ask the Senator a question for 
information. Does he know how much the Russian Government 
is paying the United States manufacturers for Krupp armor? 

r. PETTIGREW. I donot know. Neither do I care what 
they are paying. They paid in 1895 $250 a ton. 
r. HANNA, I will tell the Senator that they are paying $565 


a ton. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Within a week it has been stated upon 
this floor and admitted that every armor-plate factory in the 
world is in a combination to rob the governments to which they 
furnish plate. So the Russian Government, according to the 
statement of the Senator from Ohio, is to-day paying $545 a ton, 
that being the international price, or $300 a ton more than the 
price at which our manufacturers furnished it to them before the 
combination was made. 

In the face of these facts how can we refuse to build an armor- 
plate factory? What argumentcan be presented? Who disputes 
the facts? Noone. We are told about the difficulty of getting 
experts. If we build an armor-plate factory there will be no other 
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customer but the Government, and we will have command, at 
reasonable wages, at our own prices, of every armor-plate expert 
in the United States. If we build a plant and make our own 
armor, the factories having no other customer, will have no use 
for the armor-plate experts, and we can employthem. Why is it 
that we are now asked to recede? Why is it we are asked to 
adopt the House amendment? Is it because we believe if we leave 
it to the Secretary of the Navy we will get armor plate for less 
than $445 a ton? 

Mr. HALE, The Senator understands that the committee does 
not ask the Senate to recede, but asks it to insist and not to agree, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand; but what called forth the 
speeches from the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Wes 
Virginia except to make preparation for the Senate to recede? 
Do you think those gentlemen advocated it because they thought 
the Secretary of the Navy would get a less price than $445 a ton? 
No. They certainly advocated it because they believed they 
would get a higher price. ; 

Mr. HANNA. ow does the Senator know? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I know because I learn something from 
observation and experience. I know because in 1892 the Repu)b- 
lican party collec from the Cramp Company and from Cramp 
$400.000 in cash to make their campaign, on the promise that he 
should recoup the money out of the ships he was to build. Of 
course if the Secretary of the Navy lets the contract and we pay 
$545 instead of $445 a ton on 35,000 tons the difference is three 
millions and a half, and the contributions, instead of being 
$400,000, can run into the million. 

No wonder, then, that the men who collected the funds for the 
campaign of 1896 stand upon this floor and champion this, because 
it will be easier to secure the contributions; this is the source. 

Yet we are charged with delaying the construction of the Navy. 
Have we not advocated—those of us who objected to this com)i- 
nation price, to this hold-up of the Government of the United 
States—from the beginning of this controversy the construction 
of an armor-plate factory? Is not that proof conclusive that we 
are not trying to prevent the building of a navy, and rather that 
we were trying to prevent a combination from plundering the 
Treasury? Suppose we had begun the construction of the plant 
four years ago, when this controversy first commenced? It would 
have been completed long ago, and the armor-plate controversy 
would have been eliminated from our politics. But it was not 
the purpose of those who could gain contributions from this com- 
bination to have the controversy eliminated. So long as they can 
continue this policy just so long can they get the funds—just so 
long can they secure the contributions. 

I think the conferees ought to be instructed by this body to 
agree to nothing but the immediate construction of an armor- 
plate plant. Let us pay what we have to pay for the plates we 
must get before we construct a plant, and let us make the appro 
priation necessary to construct and makeitat once. There ought 
to be no compromise upon any other foundation. If westart now, 
within one year we will have the plant, and in my opinion it wil! 
not cost half the profit that we will be compelled to pay upon the 
present needs of the Government, even at $445 a ton. 

It is said that experts only shall be allowed to testify or to ex- 
press an opinion upon this subject; but a man who is not an 
expert, a man who has not been engaged in the manufacture o! 
steel or of steals, a man who has not made wire nails or wire, ° 
man who is not engaged in the production of iron, can weigh 
dence; and when the testimony comes to us from our own Na\ 
Department that the plates can be made at a cost of $200 a ton, 
when our manufacturers, who are now holding us up, have soli! 
the plate to European governments at $250 a ton, it seems to me 
we have a right to pass judgment upon this evidence, and ther 
no occasion for our deferring our judgment to the men who hav: 
been engaged in the steal industry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on disagreein 
to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. MORGAN, Ido not understand the parliamentary situ: 
tion here. The Senate has voted to insist on its amendments t 
this bill and to return it to the conferees, ; 

Mr. HALE. No. Following that I moved that the Senate di 
agree to the House amendment to our amendment, and that is 
the question which is now before the Senate, and upon it the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Notwithstanding that the Senate has agree 
and has voted to insist on its amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. And refers the subject back to the conferees, 
so far as our vote is concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not yet. 

Mr. HALE. That has not been done. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the necessary effect. y 

Mr. HALE. It is when we complete the proceeding. When 
we disagree to their amendmént and accede to the request for 4 
further conference, then it goes to the conferees. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Ihave never before heard of the Senate taking 
. a House amendment or a House proposed amendment and dis- 
I understand the proper procedure to be this 

1 do not think it is customary, but undoubtedly it 


ul a 

agreeing to it. 
“Mr. HALE. 

can be done. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
tarv,in my judgment—a poor one, I confess: but at the same time 
I think I understand it to my own satisfaction. The proper pro- 
ceeding in this case has been accomplished—that is to say, we in- 
sisted upon the amendments of the Senate, and the next motion 
would be to refer it back to the committee. The effect of the 
motion as it is now presented to the Senate, to disagree to the 
House amendment, is simply an adherence to what the Senate 
has done. In the parliamentary usage in regard to matters of 
this kind there is first a conference, a free conference, and after 
the report comes in, if the Senate insists upon its amendment, it 
is sent back for full and free conference. If the two Houses still 
disagree and the matter comes before the Senate, we can either 
further insist or we can adhere. 

If we vote to adhere to our amendment, that loses the bill, un- 
less the House concursin our amendment. That is all of it. That 
is the true parliamentary situation. Wehave got the two motions 
mixed here, the effect of one of which is to adhere and the other 
to insist. 

Mr. HALE. By no means, if the Senator will allow me, The 
motion to adhere is a formal, specific, well-recognized, and con- 
clusive motion. Itends the matter. It puts a stop to the confer- 
ence. There isno further conference where either body votes to 
adhere. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave so stated. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing of that kind is done. Only the motion 
which is customary, to insist on the Senate amendment and to 
disagree to the House amendment thereto, has been divided, and 
at Senators’ request it is madein two motions. But it hasnosuch 
effect as the Senator apprehends, of putting a stop to the confer- 
ence or the effect of passing a vote to adhere. It goes back to the 
conference at once, and the other side sees what the feeling of the 
Senate is with regard to their amendment. It seemed tome, when 
the suggestion was made that the motion should be divided, that 
it was a fair suggestion; that it was parliamentary, because it 
did not take away any rights; and it does not in any way foreclose, 
I can assure the Senator, a further conference. It has no such 
effect, and I think the Chair would so rule upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Maine confesses that it is 
rather a novel proceeding. 


Mr. HALE. I have said I do not think it is customary. 


Mr. MORGAN, Ido not think the Senator ever heard of it be- | 


fore. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that it has been done before. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think he did. 

Mr. HALE. Idonot know that ithas been done before, and yet 
I see no objection to it. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ido not think anybody else ever heard of it. 
If we get through this proceeding to-day, if this proposition is 
passed in the affirmative, we shall notify the House that we ad- 
here to our amendment and therefore adhere to our disagreement 


to the amendment of the House, and that will be the effect of it. | 


So we are proceeding—I am not objecting to it—in a way that 
will kill this bill unless the House recedes from its amendment to 
ouramendment. The bill will go by the board, 

Mr, ALLISON, Although I am not familiar with the rule, I 
think the parliamentary situation as respects this bill is this: We 


have now voted to insist upon our amendments in dispute, but | 


we have not yet dealt with the House amendments to our amend- 
ments. Unless we take some action in respect to those amend- 
ments, the conferees will not have the whole subject-matter before 
them. Although, as the Senator from Maine says, it is not the 
usual proceeding, it is a necessary proceeding; and whenever it 
has been necessary, it has been passed upon by the Senate, but 
usually inone motion. I have made several motions of this char- 
acter, when the House has amended an amendment of the Senate, 
and I have always asked that it be put in the form of insisting 
= the Senate amendment and disagreeing to the House amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HALE. One motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; it has usually gone in one motion. 
would myself very much have preferred that the motion should 
have been taken as a whole, because for myself I should be glad to 
concur in one of the amendments we are now voting to disagree 
to. That is the amendment relating to the surveys. I do not be- 


lieve we should settle that question on an appropriation bill in | 


this form. But inasmuch as the vote is to be taken upon both 
amendments, I am willing, in a proforma way, to vote upon them 
as a disagreement, expressing my own views. SolIdo not think 


It is not customary, and itis not parliamen- | 


I) 
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and-nay vote upon the proposition of disagreeing to the House 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Alabama Allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. MORGAN, In insisting upon the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as we have done by a vote, we disagree to their amendment. 
The bill came over here. It originated there. The Senate 
amended it, andit has gone back, and the House has amended 
not only our amendment, but their own bill at the same time. 
In insisting upon our amendment, we disagree to the House amend- 
ment. That isclearand plain. That is the necessary effect. 

Mr. HALE. The form is always the other way. We deal with 
both, first insisting upon our own amendments and disagreeing 
to their amendments théreto; but it has always been, as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa says, put in one motion. We always incorporate 
the two. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator allow me to say a word, 
as I called for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes. ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER, I called for the yeas and nays simply in 
order to get an expression of the Senate to guide the conferees. 
The point I wanted the expression on was whether the Senate 
would be willing to give unlimited discretion to the Secretary of 
the Navy to make a price for armor. I should have been content 
to call the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator as one mo 
tion—a motion to insist npon the Senate amendment and to disa- 


| 





gree to the House amendment to the Senate amendment—but the 
Senatur from Maine suggested that it could be divided. There- 


forelI yieldedtohim. I will be perfectly satisfied, if that will suit 
the Senator from Alabama any better, to have the yeas and nays 
taken on the motion to insist upon the Senate amendment and 
disagree to the House amendment to that amendment. That will 
be only one motion. We can have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, I am not making any technical 
question about it at all. I merely wanted to state that in my 
opinion, and that is the view on which I shall give my vote on it, 
when we now, after insisting upon our own amendment, by a vote 
go further and say we disagree to the amendment of the House to 
the amendment of the Senate, it is an adherence, and that that 
ends the bill, And so I shall vote. 

One other matter. I am not prepared to vote intelligently on 
this subject without asking some questions from the chairman of 
the committee, which I do in perfect sincerity and in order to get 
from that enlightened and proper source of knowledve certain 
facts about this business. I will ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee what is now the cost per ton of steel for armor plate? 

Mr. HALE. At what stage of manufacture? 

Mr. MORGAN. Steel; steel ingots, of course, 

Mr. HALE. Steel ingots? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 





Mr. HALE, Ican not tell the Senator, 
Mr. MORGAN. He can not state it? 
Mr. HALE. It is very small; I suppose about a cent and a half 


a pound; something like that. 
r. MORGAN. About thirty-seven and a half dollars a ton? 

Mr. HALE. Acent and three-quarters per pound. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
| Mr. HALE. I do not know; I can not tell exactly. 
| Mr, TILLMAN, That would beafter you had added the nickel, 
The crude steel, ordinary steel, Bessemer steel, could hardly be 
worth anything like that. That would be after you had added 
| nickel. You would have to add nickel to make it $37 a ton. 

Mr. MORGAN. The next question I desire information on is 
this: What is the cost per ton of the nickel or chrome or other 
foreign material that is used in the Harvey process and also in the 
Krupp process? 

Mr. HALE. In the Krupp processI think they claim it is some- 
thing more than $20. 

Mr. MORGAN. How about the Harvey process? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator doesnot know. Inmaking armor 
| plate at this date I understand it is not considered safe to make it 
unless you use the Harvey process and also the Krupp process or 
one or the other, the Krupp process being probably preferable. I 
understand that is true. 
| Mr. HALE. It is claimed that the Krupp process, of course 
| hardens it more—hardens it deeper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. It carries the hardening process farther into the 

late. 
Mr. BUTLER. But at the same time the Senator should state 
| that the weight of the sheet of armor by the Krupp process is less 
than the weight by the Harvey process, they claim, and a thinner 
| sheet will have the same res'stance. 
Mr. HALE. The last statement is true. 





at all, if the Senator from Alabama will allow mo, that the par- | 


liamentary situation is in the slightest degree changed by a yea-| Mr. BUTLER. Therefore the difference in weight would make 
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up the difference in extra cost, as they claim, because for a hun-! the purpose of making the steel, and then we harveyire 


dred dollars you get more pounds. 
Mr. MORGAN. . The next question I wish to ask the Senator is 
this: What is the royalty on the Harvey process? 
Mr. HALE. ‘That has been disputed. Itis half a cent a pound. 
Mr. MORGAN. Half acent a pound? 
Mr. HALE. Yes; about $11 per ton. 
Mr. MORGAN. Eleven dollars per ton. 
on the Krupp process? 
Mr. HALE. It is claimed to be from forty-five to fifty dollars. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
into armor plate. We have everything but the labor, the skill, 
the special information of persons who are supposed to be wiser 


What is the royalty 


| 


We have now got all the material that goes | 
| the Senator from Alabama, to have the Senate reconsider th), 


than all the balance of the world in the manufacture of armor 


plate. 


The object of my questions is to justify the statement made in 
1897 in the report of the Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, then Secretary | 


of the Navy. 
and one of great reputation for his conservatism and his integrity 


Mr. Herbert, as | am proud tosay, isan Alabamian | 


and his good sense and practical wisdom in the conduct of the | 


aah Departinent. 
in which he adopted the highest figures that had been submitted 
to him by experts, persons of full knowledge on the subject in 


chairman of the committee some questions. 
what the chairman said. Now, Mr. Herbert says, quoting from 
the Rohrer board, which examined into this subject: 
The items constituting the heads under which the calculations of the 
Rohrer board were made are summarized as follows: 
Materials in ingot ....- de cninbetetnetnencess GED 
Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. MORGAN, 


Sinbentens In Bate a. cncncncne cnnqneccesnapuadoesounese 
Materials consumed in manufacture 4 . 
I abor. . a ° 

Keeping plant ready for use ._........ ab ellenss deeds tiededegbtidanentned 
Shop expenses « 

Office expenses and contingencies................-- 
Administration, superintendence, and engineering 


A ton? 
A ton: 
$30.13 
56. 75 
43.50 


9.80 


3.34 


That is the total cost now of manufactured armor plate. 

Mr. HANNA. What kind of plate? 

Mr. MORGAN. The harveyized. 
1897.. Mr. Herbert added a very slight increase upon certain 


He made a report here, a very excellent one, | 


| Treasury of the United States against this combinat 


kruppize them and we put our other material into them accord 
to the scientific requirements of the occasion, we will hay, 
greater difficulty in executing that matter than we have hi 
this gun factory. 

It is exactly a parallel case. We have there the object | 
by which we can measure all of our dangers and al! of 
responsibilities and also the vast amount of profits saved 
rh 


} 


ot 


ion, 
all I desire to say about if. 
Mr. HALE. lamentirely willing, if the point of order tr: 


by which it insisted on its amendments, and then have the 
on the whole propositiqn, which we can clearly do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from M 
make that request? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Main 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the Senate furt| 
sisted upon its amendments may be reconsidered. Is there « 
tion? TheChair hearsnone. Now theSenator from Maine x 


| his motion that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
x] , ) | gree to the House amendments to the amendments of the S 
regard to this same matter about which I have been asking the | 


You have heard | 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs in this matter. 


2.38 | 


Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreei: 
the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CHANDLER, On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to say one \ 
before the question is put. I intend to vote with the chairman o 
do so not 
I have any sympathy with the attitude taken by many Se: 
upon this question to-day in their disagreement with the Hi 
but in the sincere hope that another conference may bring a 
a practical, businesslike, sensible adjustment of this most im 
tant and most complicated question. I therefore shall vote \ 
him, not as any evidence of my conviction upon the question, 


| that the matter may again be got into conference, and per 
| solved in a satisfactory manner. 


The report is dated June 8, | 


items in that statement, bringing the whole total cost of a ton to | 


$197.78. The statement made by the chairman of the committee 
to us to-day shows the cost as he understands it of this same ma- 


terial, including the royalty on the Harvey patent and also under | 


the Krupp patent, and putting in every item of cost in this matter, 


of the material and of the patent royalty, which Mr. Herbert in- | 
cluded, without noticing the labor that is necessary to be per- | 
formed and the skill that is necessary to employ for the purpose of | 


manufacturing this armor plate. 


So Mr. Herbert is fully justified, | 


more than justified, making allowance for the increase through | 
the prosperity of the country of the prices of this material and | 
the price of labor, and making an allowanceof three or four hun- | 
dred per cent upon these prices, he is still, according to the state- | 


ment of the chairman of the committee, justified in the estimates 
he made in 1897. 

I can not see it in any other light than that it is an abuse of the 
United States, through a combination of armor-plate producers, 
which we ought to resent and resist, and if they have got the 
power over us to prevent us from building ships, if they can stop 
us, let them do it and take the responsibility. I think we have 
got ships enough now to fight all the battles in which we shall 


engage in the next seven or eight years, and whenever they make | 


up their minds that they intend to force the United States to the 


j 
| 


| 
| 


establishment of an armor-plate factory, then they will find out | 


and we will find out that we are independent of them, and that 
we have the power to conduct all the necessary operations of this 
Government without the assistance of a combination of corpora- 
tions in this country. . 

The Senator from Connecticut was chairman of a committee of 
this body, called the ‘‘ committee on war ships and ordnance,” of 
which I had the honor to be amember also, and it was his sug- 
gestion that we should take the old navy-yard here and convert it 
into a gun factory. It was considered at that time to be a dan- 
gerous proposition and one wherein the Government of the 
United States would be exposed to great cost and peril in estab- 
lishing it, but it was established. The guns have been made. 
They have fought the battles of the Spanish war. Better guns 
were never made in the world than are made right here in this 
gun factory in Washington. That isa perfect demonstration of 
the capacity of the Government of the United States safely and 
economically and successfully to conduct an establishment of this 
kind. And if we have to buy the steel billets from factories 
about over the United States, without putting up furnaces for 


I desire again to call attention to the amendment whic! 
unanimous consent,1 offered yesterday, which was laid on th: 
tab!e and which is printed to-day, and of which I have a copy. 
My amendment is that weshall adhere to the action of the Senate 
in adopting the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, which 
committee adopted what is commonly known as the Vandiv 
amendment. That amendment provides that the Government of 
the United States shall contract at $545 a ton for the armor 
the three ships at present being constructed, and the remainder 
the armor reguired by the Government shall be contracted for at 
the figure of $445 per ton; and if the Secretary of the Navy i 
able to get-the armor at that figure, then he shall proceed to build 
an armor plant, and the appropriation of some $2,000,000 is made 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say to the Senator that I think h« 
stated a little incorrectly the effect of the amendment. It was 
that the Secretary of the Navy should attempt to get a contract a 
$445, and that if he could not make a contract for all of it at 5!4, 
then he should be permitted to pay as high as $545 for the | 


| ships now being constructed and proceed ut once to build an 


armor factory. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a correct statement. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is correct. I perhaps did | 
state the amendment as plainly as I might have done. 

Now, Mr. President, in the opinion of most of the member: 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, that amendment was consid:re 
to be most ingeniously constructed to place the Government 
command of the situation and at the same time to place a reason- 
able limitation upon the price of armor. 

It has further been maintained by the Senator from New Iamp- 
shire and the Senator from South Carolina that the Krupp provvss 
is only a fiction and a pretext for further basis of extortion on 
the part of these companies, and that no royalty can be lega 
fairly exacted in themanufacture of thisimproved armor. | 
fore my amendment provides that the Government shall pay ‘''° 
royalty. I make no other alteration in the Vandiver amendment 
already adopted by the Senate but to alter the word ‘‘inclusiv« 
and insert the word ‘‘exclusive,” apd to make two other ver: 
amendments. The amendment is closely in line with the action 
of the Senate; it is closely in line with what was thought wise «nd 
exedient by the Committee on Naval Affairs. I have also in- 
serted an amendment which will doubtless meet the full appr val 
of the Senator from South Carolina, and that is that in case au 
armor plané is considered necessary and expedient it shall be lo 
cated in the District of Columbia. es 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I understand and I insist that 
an amendment at this stage of the proceedings is out of order. 





1900. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not under- 
stand that anyone has off The question is 





fered an amendment. 


on the motion of the Senator from Maine | Mr. HALE], that the | 
Senate further insist on its amendments and disagree to the House | 
amendments to the amendments of the Senate, on which the yeas 


and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HEITFELD (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLatr}, 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I bave a general 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [|Mr. Spooner}; but I 
understand that if he were present he would vote ‘“‘ yea,” and I 
will accordingly vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WA RREN (when his name was called). 
ator from Washington |[Mr. TURNER| has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted. 

Mr. WARREN. 
my vote, 

The roll call was concluded, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (after Mr. Fryr had voted in 
the affirmative). ‘The junior Senator from Maine is paired with 


I ask if the Sen- 


Iam paired with that Senator, and withhold 


the junior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Berry], but the junior | 


Senator from Maine will allow his vote to stand. 
Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
uire if the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Linpsay! has voted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 63, nays’0; as follows: 
YEAS—63. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


If he were | 


The Chair is informed that he | 


Aldrich, Davis, Kyle, Quarles, 
Allen, Deboe, McBride, Rawlins, 
Allison, Fairbanks, McComas, Ross, 
Bacon, Foraker, Mc('umber, Scott, 
Baker, Foster, McEnery, Sewell, 
Bate, Frye, McLaurin, Shoup, 
Beveridge, Gallinger, Mallory, Simon, 
Burrows, Gear, Martin, Sullivan, 
Butler, Hale, Mason, Taliaferro, 
Caffery, Hanna, Morgan, Teller, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Penrose, Thurston, 
Clay, Harris, Perkins, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettigrew, Turley, 
Culberson, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Wellington, 
Cullom, Kean, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Daniel, Kenney, Proctor, 
NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Bard, Elkins, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Berry, pawiey, Money, Turner, 
Carter, Heitfeld, Nelson, Vest, 
Chilton, Jones, Ney. Platt, Conn. Warren, 
Clark, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. . Wolcott. 
Depew, Lodge, Spooner, 


So Mr, Har’s motion that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and disagree to the House amendments to the amendments of the 
Senate was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference; and Mr. HALE, Mr, PERKINs, and Mr, TILLMAN 
were appointed, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 

PrupeN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 


on the 31st ultimo approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution: 


An act (S. 4615) to facilitate the entry of steamships engaged in | 


the coasting trade between Porto Rico and the Territory of Ha- 
waii and the United States; and 
_ A joint resolution (S. R. 76) withdrawing certain lands on the 
island of Oahu, Hawaii, from the public domain. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the West 
Point Academ appropriation bill, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call attention to the fact that there was 
& unanimous-consent agreement, made on the 28th day of May, 
that after the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill 
thirty minutes should be given to the Committee on Pensions for 
unobjected pension cases. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. That is true; unanimous con- 
caiie was given that thirty minutes shall be allowed for pension 
8, 


Mr, SEWELL. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire. 
© have two appropriation bills not yet passed; and if we are 


Solng to adjourn in any reasonable time, those bills ought to be 


XXXITI— 399 


6369 





| passed in order to go into conference. There will be no trouble 
about passing the pension bills after the appropriation bills are 
out of the way. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I wish to make an appeal in my behalf, 
and then perhaps we can make an adjustment. 

I will say to the Senator that there are 200 pension bills on the 
Calendar and at least six Senators have brought bills to me to-day 
| Which have just passed the House, urging that they be reported. 
Alnost every Senator and about one-half the Members of the 
| House of Representatives are pursuing me about the Capitol and 
urging that these pension bills shall be passed in the near future; 
and in self-defense I have got to insist upon some consideration 
for this order. 

Iam quite willing to make an adjustment if I can get my time 
| some time in the near future, but it will be remembered that when 
the sundry civil bill was under consideration the suggestion was 
made that it would take one day, and I think it took four days. 1 
am willing to come here this evening, if the Senate will give me 
that privilege. 

Mr. SEWELL. There are only two bills that ought to have 
preference above everything else—the Military Academy bill and 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
nize that fact. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam willing that the Senate shall fix a time 
for the consideration of pension bills. In fact, | am anxious that 
it shall do so, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that at fifteen 
minutes past 5 o’clock this afternoon unobjected pension cases 
shall be considered for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. SEWELL. I agree to that. 

Mr. HALE, I do not want to object to that request, but what 
| is very desirable to-day, as I said last night, in order to arrange 
conferences, is that not only the Military Academy appropriation 
bill shall be passed to-day, but the deficiency appropriation bill. 
If the Senator comes in and breaks up the afternoon, that will 
destroy the chance of passing the deficiency bill to-night. 

Mr. GALLINGER. L will ask fora change of the unanimous- 
consent agreement so that one hour shall be given for the consid- 
| eration of unobjected pension bills after the Military Academy 
appropriation bill and the deficiency appropriation bill shall have 
been considered, but I want to couple that with the suggestion 
that probably the pension bills that will then be passed will not 
become laws. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate consent to 
this request of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say something before consenting, if I 
may be permitted, as other Senators have been allowed. There is 
a measure from the Judiciary Committee in regard to the extra- 
dition of criminals who have committed offenses in Cuba and 
have fled to the United States. Weareall of us responsible, with 
scarcely an exception, for the condition of things in Cuba. We 
all of us, with scarcely an exception, heartily approved the war 
| and the policy which have driven Spain out of Cubaand which have 
put the United States in that island temporarily. I do not sup- 
pose there is any member of this body who does not consider that 
it would be a public scandal if American criminals, high or low, 
are to go to that island and plunder the people and, if they can 
| get two or three hours ahead of detection, make their escape to 

this country as to an Alsatia. 

Now, there is no hurry about the final adjournment. If we do 
not adjourn on Wednesday, we can adjourn on Thursday, It is 
not a session like the one when the 4th of March ends our con- 

| stitutional power. It seems to me that the appropriation bills 
| themselves ought to wait an hour or two until we can make an 


There is no question about that. I recog- 








| arrangement by which thesecriminals shall be sent back to Cuba, 

Now, I shall not object to the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which is to substitute, by unanimous consent, for a 
time already agreed on for the pension bills another time, which 
will be more convenient. But I do insist that the extradition bill 
ought to be pressed on the attention of the Senate, adjournment 
or no adjournment, appropriation bill or no appropriation bill, and 
passed at an early date. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is possible that I can 
make a suggestion that will better suit the convenience of the 
Senate. It is that a recess be taken at the close of this afternoon's 
session until & o'clock this evening, and that the time from 8 
until 9 o’clock this evening be given to the consideration of un- 
objected pension bills, no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. HALE. I would not object to that except that I may have 
to ask the Senate, as I shall, to stay here until 7 or 8 o'clock in 
order to pass the deficiency bill to-night. There will be no chance 
for a recess, 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Very well; there is objection, and I will 
leave it as formerly stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator make any 
request now? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Maine ask to have 
a session to-night? 

Mr. MASON. lI call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Hampshire make a request? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I made a request, which I understand is 
not agreed to. I ask that the unanimous-consent agreement be 





changed so that the Pension Calendar shall be taken up for one | 


hour at the conclusion of the consideration of the Military Acad- 
emy bill and the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator to include the emergency 
river and harbor bill, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
bills through. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be plenty of time for that bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the unobjected pension cases 
may be considered after the West Point bill and the deficiency 
bill are disposed of. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For one hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. I ob‘ect. I call for the regular order. 1 ob- 
jected twice. There has been unanimous consent given to take 
thirty minutes now for the pension bills, and they are more im- 
portant than some other measures that are being pressed. Thirty 
minutes will not injure business, and we have agreed upon it, and 
I object to a change of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON, I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the regular order? 

Mr. MASON. Theregularorder is the unanimousconsent given 
to take up the pension bills at this hour, as I understand it. 

Mr. HALE. Not at this hour, 

Mr. SEWELL. The regular order is the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. MASON. The pension bills were to be taken up immedi- 
ately after finishing the appropriation bill that has just been 
finished. 

Mr. HALE, That appropriation bill was finished last night. 
That order has lapsed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall not concede that. 
an casy way of disposing of parliamentary matters. 
evening-— 

Several Senators. Let the agreement be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read. Of course if we are going 
to be technical, somebody can make a motion. 

Mr. KYLE. Have we finished the morning business yet? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morning business is not in 
order now. It can only be received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KYLE. Lask for unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Secretary will read the unanimous-consent agreement that was 
given touching pension bills. The Chair does not make any ruling 
about unanimous-consent agreements, 
do it. The Senate determines it. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from New Hampshire go on with 
the pension bills now. We have already spent thirty minutes. 

Mr, CULLOM, Yes; go on now. 

Mr, HALE. Let the Senator go on now, 
New Jersey get his bill up and then yield. 

Mr. SEWELL, The appropriation bill has been taken up, I 
understand. 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on with the pension bills for thirty 
minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the West 
Point appropriation bill is before the Senate. The Senator from 
New Jersey yields to the unanimous-consent order of the Senate 
given for the consideration for thirty minutes of pension bills on 
the Calendar. Will the Senator from New Hampshire consent 
that morning business may be received? If it is not now received, 
it will be dribbling all day long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, if it is not taken out of the 
thirty minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reportsof committees are first 


in order. 


For one hour, Is there objec- 


The Senator has 
I stated last 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10899) to restore to the public 
domain a small tract of the White Mountain Apache Indian Res- 
ervation, in the Territory of Arizona, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report therecn. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9889) to authorize the Seneca Telephone Company to 


Does the Senator from New | c 
| of John Boyle, deceased, reported it without amendment, and su}) 
| mitted a report thereon. 
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Let the Senator from | 


} 
} 


JUNE 1, 


Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was ro- 
ferred the bill (S. 4834) granting a pension to Otto Haltnort)). 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there) 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was r 
ferred the bill (S. 1930) for the relief of the legal representatives 


Mr. PROCTOR. lam directed by the Committee on the D 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9047) +5 
incorporate the Washington Telephone Company and to permit jt 
to install, maintain, and operate a telephone plant and exchan 
in the District of Columbia, to report it without expression 0; 


| opinion, 
If I do that I will never get the pension | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9701) granting a pension to Jona) 
Duncan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re; 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4587) granting an increase of pension to Cora Van |), 
Chenoweth, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Mary E. (irit 
fiths, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


The bill will be placed on { 


| thereon. 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4208) for the relief of George K. Bowen, 
“ rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

le also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2214) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Thomas H. Thorp and William Mullally, submitted an 


| adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 


postponed indefinitely. 
EXCLUSION FROM SUFFRAGE. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I report from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections aresolution, andask for its immediate consideration, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instruct 


| 
| inquire and report whether an enactment, by constitution or otherw 
| any State which confers the right to vote upon any of its citizens beca 


their descent from certain persons or classes of persons, and excludes ot 
citizens because they are not descended from such persons or classes 0! 


| sons, the persors so excluded having all other qualifications poprcrthed 


| law, is in violation of the Constitution of the United States anc 


| resolution, 
By unanimous consent the | 


| of a majority of the committee. 
It is not in his power to | 





} 


of the fur 
mental principle of our republican form of government; and also whet! 
citizens so excluded can lawfully be reckoned in determining the numer o 
Representatives from any State in the House of Representatives of t 
United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. TURLEY. I object to the present consideration of the 
It i8 not a report of the entire committee, and | ask 
that it go over or go on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I ought to have stated that it is the report 
In view of the statement made by 
the Senator from Tennessee, if there is objection, I will ask that 
the resolution may go upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes to thie 
Calendar, 


Is there objection to the pres- 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4916) for the relief of Wiliiaim 
Wheeler Hubbell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4917) for the relief of George 
T. Sampson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 ask leave to introduce a bill with an accom 
panying document. I desire to say that I introduce it by request 
simply, and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Relations 
with Cuba. 

The bill (S, 4918) to authorize the Secretary of War to consti- 
tute a department of marine in the insular government o! | 
island of Cuba, and to reopen to commerce the arsenal at Havana 
under the charge of a competent insular officer, was read twice |)y 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba. — 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 4919) for the relief 0! 
Lytle A. Rather, administrator of the estate of William B. Lump- 
kin, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4920) for the relief of W. A. San- 
ford, administrator of the estate of H. B. Bloxam, deceased; whic! 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S, 4921) for the relief of 
W. &. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


construct and maintain lines in the Indian Territory, reported it | the Committee on Claims. 


without amendment, 


Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S, 4922) to establish a standard 











of wages for women employed by the Government; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. > : ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4923) granting a pension to Alonzo 
Sabin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4924) granting a pension to Adella 
M. Anthony; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin perere, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 4925) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin Contal; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 11881) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

M r, McCENERY submitted an amendment relative to an appro- 
priation to pay the claim of Nehemiah Harvey and others, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropri- 
ation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $220,674.24 to pay amounts found by commissioners of the 
Court of Claims to be due to letter carriers under the act of May 
24, 1888, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DISPOSITION OF THE RENAULT GRANT, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to inform the Senate if there is any money in the Treasury, the pro- 
ceeds in whole or in part of the sale to Lynn and Pratt, or any other person 
or persons, of the Mine LaMott, in the State of Missouri, embracing about 
23.040 acres, and the Little Marame tract of land in the State of Illinois, em- 
bracing about 11,529 acres and, ifjso, how much, when and under what cir- 
cumstances it was deposited. And the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, further directed to inform the Senate of the full history of the 
grants, transfers, and sale or sales of said tracts of land, respectively, to 
date, said lands having originally been granted about the year 1740 to one 
Phillip Francis Renault. 


CHARLES GALLAGHER, 
Mr. CHANDLER. At the suggestion of the Committee on 


Claims, I offer a resolution, and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed | 


to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 1623) entitled “For the relief of Charles Galla- 
gher, of New York, and to refer his claims tothe Court of Claims,” now pend 
ing in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same 
is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Gov 
ernment of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. 


and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION TESTIMONY, 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, inasmuch as there has been con- | 


siderable criticism of the action of the Indu&strial Commission 
With reference to the so-called Lockwood testimony, I should like 
to have incorporated in the RecorpD, in addition to what 1 incor- 
ytates the other day, a letter from Professor Jenks, of Cornell 

niversity. He is the expert agent of the Industrial Commission 
touching the trust question and has written a letter covering the 
wholeof the question. He had been instructed by the commission 
to go over this testimony, by line and by paragraph, with Mr. 
Lockwood, This he did, and this is his letter explaining the whole 
situation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator re- 
quest? 

Mr. KYLE&. I should like to have it printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the RecorD, as follows: 

Irwaca, N. Y., May 31, 1900. 


DEAR SENATOR: I see in the papers of yesterday and to-day some state- 
ments regarding the alleged suppression of Mr. Lockwood's testimony. I 
edited all that testimony myself, went through it very carefully indeed two 
or three times, and discussed the whole matter thoroughly with Mr. Lock- 
wood. accounts in the paper are very decidedly mistaken. In the first 
place, the only thing that was suppressed at all was the direct attack upon 

niet Bains of the court of appeals of the State of"New York. Lockwood 
had pi cally ed that ht had been bought by the Standard Oil 
Company, and that election to the court of appeals had been brought 


. And the said court | 
shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such aot, | 
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about through the corrupt influences of the Standard OilCompany. When he 
was asked if he had any facts on which to base this charge, he acknowledged 
that the opinion was based simply upon general rumor and the general 
charges made at the time of the campaign. He had no specific knowledge 
whatever of a personal nature. 

Under those circumstances the commission thoughtit wrongtocirculate, at 
the Government's expense, what was presumably an actionable libel as long 
as Mr. Lockwood himself distinctly acknowledged that he had no definite in 
formation on the subject. He was told repeatedly that if he had definite 
information it would be printed. On the other hand, he was allowed to make 
statements, in general, to the effect that the Standard Oil Company had, in 
his judgment, bribed the courts and secured the election of judges to the 
higher courts. (Page 389.) 

The statement in the New York Times of May 30 that everything relating 
to the case of Matthews was stricken out isa mistake. The whole story of 
Matthews is retained in the testimony on page 389, with the exception of the 
specific reference to Judge Haight. 

It is also stated in this same paper that ‘‘ Lockwood argued that the Stand 
ard Oil Company could not be attacked so long as it had the cooperation of 
the railroads. and that therefore the only remedy against trusts was Govern 
ment ownership of the railroads. Every allusion of Lockwood to this remedy 
was stricken out.”’ This statement is distinctly nottrue. Allusions of Lock 
wood to this remedy are in the testimony on pages 391, 392, 394. Every allu 
sion that Lockwood himseif made to that remedy or to any other remains 
still in the testimony. 

Itis possible that Lockwood's own report of his testimony shows one or 
two of these minor matters that are apparently stricken out. The explana 
tion of thatis this: That Lockwood's own report of his testimony is an incor 
rect one, or, at any rate, itis one that differs from the report given by our 
stenographers. Mr. Lockwood, I presume, published his report as that paper 
was written. On the other hand, all of those who heard Mr. Lockwood give 
his testimony know that he read his paper in what he would call, I suppose, 
a decidedly oratorical style, frequently raising his eyes, making elaborate 
gestures, inserting remarks not in the paper, or replying to questions, and 
then afterwards going back to his manuscript. In more than one instance 
where he said that words or expressions had been omitted, [ not merely com 
pared the stenographers’ report very carefully and found from that that the 
words had never been uttered, but [ took especial pains to have the stenog 
raphers bring me their original notes and read those parts over again so as 
to be certain that Lockwood had never used those expressions in the pres 
ence of the commission. The fact is plainly this: That in his oratorical ef 
forts in addressing the commission and the public at large he looked away 
from his manuscript, and when he returned to the manuscript he inadvert 
ently skipped a sentence or so. I did not feel at liberty to insert matter that 
did not appear at all in the stenographers’ notes 

On the other band, there was nothing of that kind that was of any conse 
quence omitted, nor anything that in the least affected the full expression of 
his opinions. The parts omitted on that ground may possil iv have been 
rather more emphatic statements than some that he put in, but there was 
absolutely nothing new in the idea. A statement is made again inthe Times 
in the following words: * Another evidence of discrimination was shown in 
the editing of the following: *Whatisthe remedy?’ ‘The control of the public 
highways is the most important duty of the Government.’ The commission 
left the question standing and struck out the answer.” That is wrong. On 
page 391 of the testimony this passage appears as follows: “ What is the rem 
edy?” ‘Take the railroads away from the corporations; make them public 
property; let the Government own and run them; make them highways over 
which the people can go to market upon even terms.” 7 

Whatever Mr. Lockwood says that he said in answer to the question, this 
is what he really did say, according to the stenographers, and this is all re 
ported. In another place, where he asks the same question, the report ap 
pears as follows (page 388): ‘Now, what is the remedy?" ‘There is practi- 
cally no remedy in the courts; they are too slow andexpensive. These great 
railway combinations in cooperation with the trust organizations can ‘ razoo’ 
aman up and down through the courts from one to another for ten long 
years, until he is financially exhausted and his business ruined.” The simple 
fact in the matter is this: The only thing that was suppressed in Mr. Lock 
wood's testimony was an actionable libel against one of the members of the 
court of appeals of the State of New York, which Mr. Lockwood himself he 
fore he lett the stand confessed was uttered without any knowledge on his 
own part, but was a mere repetition of a campaign rumor 

There were two or three other places where mere repetitions of his were 
shortened; presumably others were slightly changed where grammatical 
errors occurred owing to carelessness in utterance as he was speaking ex 
temporaneously, but there is absolutely no other case where there is the 
slightest change in meaning of anything that Mr. Lockwood said. Knowing 
Mr. Lockwood's disposition on this subject, and having reason to believe the 
fact that even contrary to what was apparently his judgment after I had 
talked the matter over with him, he was being pushed forward to make this 
trouble by Mr. Martin, who had failed of an appointment by the commis 
sion which he had wished to secure, and by some others apparently who had 
presumably political partisan ends to serve, I retained every scrap of the 
original notes of the testimony, retained Mr. Lockwood'sown copy of the re 
port us printed, with all of the changes made in it. I am positive that in 
fifteen minutes I can convinceany committee of che Senate or any fair minded 
Senator to whatever party he belongs, that Mr. Lockwood's testimony was 
edited in an absolutely fair way. 

The only failure of the Industrial Commission in the trust investigation 
was not a failure that was due in any sense to any partisan feelings, but was 
due to the fact that Congress had apparently not given the commission suf 
ficient power as regards the summoning of witnesses. It was a matter of 
doubt as to whether, if witnesses refused to appear, they could be punished 
for contempt. On that account, as well as from courtesy, the commission 
invited witnesses, and in no case issuedasupcna. In two or three cases wit 
nesses refused to come, and the commission thought it unwise to attempt to 
force them when their counsel advised them that it might be impossible to 
compel their attendance. Two witnesses who did not come were J. Pierpont 
Morgan and Mr. Henry Seligman. 

Their testimony was wanted in connection with the financiering of the 
Federal Steel Company and of the American Steel and Wire Company. The 
commission did not push the matter to an issue, because it did not wish to 
take any risk of failure inso doing. It would be wise if the commission is 
extended to make this question of its power over witnesses an absolutely 
sure one. The chances are that it has some power that way now, beyond the 
mere reporting to Congress, but thatis not certain. [should like to say that 
I know that in no case did partisanship have anything whatever to do with 
determining the witnesses that should be summoned, or with their examina- 
tion. lknow this, because, generally speaking, the witnesses were summoned 
whom I recommended. In most cases I did not know what their party affilia 
tions were, and in no case did I care. 

If you will have Mr. Durand or Mr. Edgerton look up the original notes on 
Lockwood's ocean. you will find these statements that I have made borne 
out; or I could myself come to Washington and straighten the matter up, if 
it were necessary. I think, however, that the material is in such shape that 
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Durand could do it just as well, and it is very difficult for me to get away 


just at examination time fae 
Very sincerely, yours, JEREMIAH W. JENKS, 
Expert Agent, 
Senator James H. Ky se, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
EXTRADITION WITH CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first pension case on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from New Hampshire, the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions |Mr. GALLINGER], will 
allow me, I wish to give notice that after the Senate has concluded 
the consideration of the Military Academy appropriation bill, in 


charge of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], I shall ask | 


unanimous consent for the consideration of House bill 11719, being 
the extradition bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS subsequently said: A few moments ago I 
gave notice that after the conclusion of the consideration of the 
Military Academy appropriation bill I would ask for the consider- 
ation of the extradition bill. I understand that the Senator from 
Maine desires to bring before the Senate the general deficiency 
appropriation bill as soon as the Military Academy bill is con- 
cluded. I will ask unanimous consent that the extradition bill 
may be the regular order—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. To be taken up. 

Mr. HALE. That it be taken up. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. lask unanimous consent that it be taken 
up after the general deficiency bill is passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLuinGEerin the chair). Is 
there objection to the request made by the Senator from Indiana? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PENSIONS TO EX-CONFEDERATES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
Business 608, being the bill (S. 2500) for the repeal of section 4716 
of the Revised Statutes, may be included in the order just made. 
It is a pension bill. If any debate is precipitated, I will withdraw 
it. It has been reported by the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator want that 
bill considered now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have it included in the 
order and considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2500) for the repeal of section 
4716 of the Revised Statutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr.STEWART. I do not object, but I want to know what it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER, There is an amendment reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read, and then I 
shall make a brief explanation regarding the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by 
the Committee on Pensions will be stated. 

The Seeretary read the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Pensions, which was, after the word *‘ repealed,” at the end of 
the bill, to add: 

Provided, however, That no name of any pensioner which may have been 
dropped from the rolis under the provisions of this section shall be restored 
thereto, nor that of any person whose application for pension has been re- 


jected, or who may hereafter apply for pension, shall be placed thereon prior 
to the date of filing an application after the passage of act. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 4716, Revised Statutes, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed: Provided, however, That no name of any 
pensioner which may have been dropped from the rolls under the provisions 
of this section shall be restored thereto, nor that of any person whose appli- 
cation for pension has been rejected, or who may hereafter apply for pension, 
shall be placed thereon prior to the date of filing an application after the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I intend to briefly explain 
the bill, which, [ think, will not take many minutes. If there 
shall be objection to it, I shall withdraw it. 

Section 4716 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to the 
widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner volun- 
tarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States. 

On March 8, 1877, that enactment was amended so as to provide 
that those who voluntarily left the Confederate service and came 
tothe Union service should beexempt. We have passed through 
the Senate at this session an act exempting the dependent chil- 
dren of soldiers of the Confederate army. This simply repeals 
that statute, but provides that as to those who might have had a 
pension under the laws had this statute not existed, and who shall 
make a new appiication, the pension shall commence from the 
time of filing that application, 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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Mr. SULLIVAN, I should like to have that bill go over gp 
that I may have an opportunity to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on ; 
Calendar, 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: The Senator from } js. 
sissippi [Mr. SULLIVAN] has withdrawn his objection to Sey; 
bill 2500, and I ask that its consideration be resumed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee o/ 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read, 
also the amendment reported by the Committee on Pens; 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to amend the amendment of {})9 
committee by striking out the word ‘‘ this,” at the end of lin 
and inserting ‘‘such;” so as to read: 

Dropped from the rolls under the provisions of such section shal] 
stored, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reqq 


| the third time, and passed. 


I ask unanimous consent that Order of | 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, when this unanimous consent 
was given to the consideration of peusion bills at a certain ‘ 
I gave notice that I should object to the consideration of al! H 
bills, simply because I felt aggrieved at the action of the House on 
a bill increasing the pension of an old Mexican veteran who lost 
an arm in 1847, upon which I have been unable to get any favor- 
able action in the body sitting at the other end of the Capitol, 
After maturely considering the matter—and I have had the tooth- 
ache this week, so that I have had a great many sleepless hours 
and full opportunity to think over my sins and those of other 
ple [laughter]—I decided that such action on my part would be 


ye O- 
} 


| unwarranted, for this reason: 


| 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


The committee which has charge of the bill which I had sent to 
the other end of the Capitol is not the committee which sends 
these bills here; it is an entirely different committee from the one 
against which I have @ grievance, if there be one. I have decided, 
further, that by refusing to allow these bills to go through I 
would be working an injury or a wrong, perhaps, to persons who 
were meritorious and deserving of an increase of pension. More- 
over, it occurred to me that I would be trying to wreak vengeance 
on innocent —. As I never did admire the dog in the manger, 
I have concluded that I would withdraw my opposition and let 
the bills go through, and depend on the good sense and the : 
of fairnessand justice of the House in dealing with these questions 
when they get a chance, and I am sure they will get a chance at 
some time, 


ense 


JOSEPH B. M’GAHAN. 


The bill (H. R. 10581) granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. McGahan. late of 
Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, 
and to pay him a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RUSSELL L. MOORE, 


. The bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of pension to Russell 
L. Moore was considered-as in Committee of the Who!e. pro- 
—— to place on the pension roll the name of Russell L. 
ate first lieutenant and adjutant, Seventh Regiment Wis 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK O'DONNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 6990) granting a pension to Patrick O'Donnell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Patrick O'Donnell, late o! 
Company K, Fifth United States Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


CHARLES F. WINCH. 


The bill (H. R. 538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

F. Winch was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It »r- 

s to place on the pension roll the name of Charlies F. Winc) 

ate first lieutenant Company K, Sixth Regiment New Hamps:.'° 

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in 

lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1+ 
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DAVID H, INGERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 5549) granting an increase of pension to David 
fl. Ingerson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David H. Inger- 
son, late of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LIZZIE B, LEITCH. 


The bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch | 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Lizzie B. Leitch, widow of | 
Robert Rose Leitch, late chief engineer, United States Navy, and | 
to pay ber a pension of $25 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT PATTERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to Robert Patterson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Robert Patterson, late a nurse in 
the Medical Department, United States Volunteers, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


i 

! 

| 

i 

MARGARET J. KIBBLE, | 
| 


The bill (H. R. 8992) granting a pension to Margaret J. Kibble 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roH the name of Margaret J. Kibble, widow of 
Joseph A. Kibble, late of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


GEORGE B, ABBOTT, 


The bill (H. R. 10412) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Abbott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George B. 
Abbott, late of Company G, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HERBERT J. GRAFF, 


The bill (H. R. 10870) granting a pension to Herbert J. Graff 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Herbert J. Graff, late of 
Company E, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry; Company IF’, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment ! 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, One hundred and | 
fifty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. SPARKS, 


The bill (H. R. 3082) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Sparks was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
ey to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Sparks, 
ate of Company K, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BYRON F, DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 5804) granting a pension to Byron F. Davis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘ twenty-four” and insert “twelve;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Byron F. Davis, late first 
lieutenant and adjutant, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl_ 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
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TIMOTHY A. LEWIS, 

The bill (H. R. 8404) granting an increase of pension to Timothy 
A. Lewis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Timothy A. Lewis, 
late of Company EF’, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CHRISTOPHER COSTELLO, 

The bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Christopher Costello 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Christopher Costello, late 
ordinary seaman, United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
rated according to the degree of his disability from injury of head 
and epilepsy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STELLA B, ARMSTRONG, 

The bill (H. R. 9175) granting an increase of pension to Stella 
B. Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Stella B. Arm- 
strong, widow of Maj. Frank C. Armstrong, Thirty-second United 


| States Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $35 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ARIANA F, WILLS, 
The bill (S. 3669) granting an increase of pension to Ariana F, 
Wills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word ‘‘late,” to strike ont the 


| article ‘“‘a;” in line 7, after the word “lieutenant,” to strike out 


‘‘of the;” and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Twenty-second,” 
to insert ‘‘ Regiment;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ariana F. Wills, widow of 
John Howard Wills, late first lieutenant, Twenty-second Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 8, before the word ‘dollars,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ thirty-six” and insert ‘* twenty-five;” and in 
line 9, after the word ‘‘month,” to insert the words ‘‘and $2 per 
month additional for the minor child of said John Howard Wills 
until said child reaches the age of 16 years,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH J. FIELDS, 

The bill (H. R. 8592) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Fields 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth J. Fields, depend- 
ent mother of Robert J. Fields, late private, Company D, One 
hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE F, GATES, 

The bill (S. 4742) granting an increase of pension to Jesse F, 
Gates was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Battery,” to strike out 
‘private, Light” and insert ‘‘ of:” in line7, before the word ‘* Ar- 
tillery,” to insert ‘‘ Regiment United States;” andin the same 
line, after the word * Artillery,” to strike out ‘‘ United States 
Army;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse fF’. Gates, late of 
Battery A, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M, BARRETT, 

The bill (H. R, 8044) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Parrett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to p!ace on the pension roll the name of James M. Var- 
rett, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York 
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Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hima pension of $50 per month in | amendments, in line 6, before the name ‘‘Childs,” to strike . 
lieu of that he is now receiving. | the initial ‘‘S.” and insert * E.;” in the same line, before the pn») 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | ‘‘ Jonathan,” to strike out ‘‘ Colonel,” and in line 7, after the wor, 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘‘late,” to strike out ‘‘of the” and insert *‘colonel;” so as to ina 
WILLIAM A, HEMPSTEAD, the bill read: " 


The hill ( Qr7* . : an ine 7 3 T2713. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is }y 
he bill H. R. Yifo) granting an anc rease of pension to William authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
A. Hempstead was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Childs, wi 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William A, | Jonathan W. Childs, late colonel Fourth Regiment Michigan Voluntec: 
Hempstead, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment Connecti- | f!*ry. and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of th 
, . . . o is now recelving. 
cut Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 7 - 
in li ; : Apert te The amendments were agreed to. 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill w: soft hn ten Menate en amended: and the at, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered aie Tea anan a ee Sn aN, S80 the am 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. cae ; : 
os : a The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ; 
ALICE WORTHINGTON WINTHROP, | the third time, and passed. 
The bill (S, 4259) granting an increase of pension to Alice | The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an i; 
Worthington Winthrop was considered as in Committee of the | crease of pension to Frances E. Childs.” 
Whole. 
: : : . : . ES H, ADAMS, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an see S. Sa 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: The bill (H. R. 602) granting an increase of pension to C) 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- | H. Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
a ted to place e the pens on - enneee po Se provensne sp8 — 2: | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 
oft the pension iaws, the name of Alice orthington intarop, Widow oO ~ > . > P > se ¢ ” ¢ 
William Winthrop, late colonel and assistant judge-advocate-general, United | amendme nt, in line 6, befor the name ‘‘Adams,” to insert 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of | initial ‘‘H.;” so as to make the bill read: 
that she is now receiving. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
The amendment was agreed to. authorized and directed to place on the pension eat, gabiess to the pi 
The ve anarte, Se _ | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles H. Adam 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | (o,nany C. First Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and p. 
ment ill —— in. 1 lf : | pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivir 
y 1 "as ere r - > or reas 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read The amendment was agreed to. 


the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the «1 
ANNA E, LITTLEFIELD, ment was concurred in. 

The bill (S. 4191) granting a pension to Anna E. Littlefield was The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill { 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. , read a third time. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and : : . ‘ 
directed to piace om pe pension roll, subjert $0 the wovisions $d Hanttaticns The bill (H. R. 3513) granting a pension to Edwin Hu 
tlefick “vate colonel Twenty-first Regiment United States Colored Volunteer was considered = Committee of the Whole. It re 
Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay | place on the ps nsion roll the name of Edwin Hurlburt, late cay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. | tain Company C, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 

The amendment was agreed to. | teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $12 per mont}. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamend-| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
ment was concurred in. | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. Tho bill (H. R. 9236 : i: 
roe 10 bi . R, 9236) granting an increase of pension to Hern 
ALBERT 4. ROBERTS. S. Soules was omael as in Committee of the Whole. It 
The bill (S. 4548) granting an increase of pension to Albert A. | poses to place on the pension roll the name of Herman 8. “: 
Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. late of Company F, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York Vo! 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out | he is now receiving. 
‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘twelve;” so as to make the bill read: | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert A. Roberts, late of ELIZABETH 8S. SEYMOUR, 
Company C, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him | aa i Pe ‘ . . i 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 10719) granting an increase of pension to |! 
The amendment was agreed to. beth S. Seymour was considered as in Committee of the W! 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 5 
ment was concurred in. Seymour, widow of George W. Seymour, late of Companys 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, au | 
the third time, and passed. | pay her a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 
: s receiving. 
ALVIN BN. SABIN, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
The bill (S. 2202) granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. | toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Sabin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. . as i 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with AREA CASE. 
amendments, iu line 6, after the word ‘‘late,” to strike out ‘‘ cap- The bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Clarissa Ca 
tain” and insert “‘ first lieutenant Company K, and captain Com- | was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propos 
pany ©;” in line 7, after the word * Volunteer,” to strike out | place on the pension roll the name of Clarissa Carruth, widow 
**Infantry ” and insert ‘‘Cavalry;” and in line 9, before the word | Sumner Carruth, late lieutenant-colonel Thirty-fifth Regiu 
* dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as | Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 0! 
to make the bill read: $30 per month. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ore! 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions i in > > i j ssed. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alvin .N. Sabin, late first | to a third reading, send the third time, and passe: 
lieutenant Company K, and captain Company C, Fifth Regiment Michigan BERTHA G, KIMBALL. 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in The bill (H. R. 10455) granting an increase of pension to Bertha 


‘lieu of that he is now receiving. 4 : : . ’ t 
‘ ‘ . f the Whol: lt 

The amendments were agreed to | G. Kimball was considered as in Committee o ee 

; ; _ | proposes to piace on the pension roll the name of Bertha G. hin 

sata a er the Senate as amended, and the amend- | }..)/, widow of Frederick C. Kimball, late first lieutenant «nd 


7, : : regimental quartermaster of the Fifth United States Infantry, 

Pa ad Pe a engrossed for a third reading, read | 114 to pay her a pension of $22 per month in lieu of that sv 

: P | now receiving, and $2 per month additional on account of eac!: ¢ 

FRANCES E, CHILDS. | the minor children of said Frederick C. Kimball until they reac? 

The bill (S. 4296) granting an increase of pension to Frances S. | the age of 16 years. is 

Childs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported -to the Senate without amendment, orders 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





EDWIN HURLBURT. 


HERMAN 8, SOULES, 


i 
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ISAAC N, JENNINGS, 


The bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the Poco roll the name of Isaac N. Jennings, late of 
Company E, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ROBERT ANDERSON, JR. 


The bill (H. R. 8536) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Anderson, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Ander- 
son, jr., late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALICE DE VECCHJ. 


The bill (H. R. 8475) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
de Vecchj was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the name ‘‘ de Vecchj,” to strike out 
“Archille” and insert ‘‘Achille;” so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice de Vecchj, widow 
of Achille de Vecchj, late captain, Ninth Battery Massachusetts Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamend- 
ment was concurred-in. . 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | 


read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
FRANKLIN KERSTING, 
The bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Franklin Kersting was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments,in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out ‘‘a 


member;” in line 7, before the word ‘‘Ohio,” to insert “ Rezgi- | 


ment;” and after the word ‘*Ohio” to strike out ‘‘ Volunteers” and 
insert “* Volunteer Infantry;” and in line 9, after the word “ of,” 


to strike out ‘‘the pension” and insert ‘‘that;” so as to make the | 


bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pooton laws, the name of Franklin Kersting, late of 
Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


‘The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ments were concurred in, 


‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so astoread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Kersting.” 


ELIJAH BIDDLE, 


The bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to Elijah | 


Biddle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to piace on the pension roll the name of Elijah Biddle, late 


private, Company E, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy | 


Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 a month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY O’CONNOR, 


The bill (H., R. 8888) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
O'Connor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
posts to place on the pension roll the name of Henry O'Connor, 
ate major Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 a month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving, 

The bill 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN V, M’CLEERY, 


The bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen V. McCleery, widow 
of Samuel McGill, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Penn- 


— Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
onth, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


It pro- | 


l was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
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WILLIAM FE, FERRER. 

The bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Willia 
Ferree was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William E. Ferree, late 
of Company M, Fourth Regiment Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL Z, MURPHY, 

The bill (S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Z, 
Murphy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel! Z. Murphy, 
ate of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS A. B. FOX, 

The bill (S. 63) granting a pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here} 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus A. B, Fox, late of Company H,1 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a peusion at the ra 
of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so asto read: ‘A bill granting an increaso 
of pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox.” 


1. 


m fy 


vy, authorized and 


by 


THOMAS WHITE, 


The bill (S. 4178) granting a pension to Thomas White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Thomas White. late of Company F, Nine- 
tieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and United States Signal Corps, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 
JAMES COOPER, 

The bill (H. R. 852) granting an increase of pension to James 
Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Cooper, late 
of Company B, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that 
ho is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
| read the third time, and passed. 

SYLVESTER DOSS. 

The bill (H. R. 7186) grunting an increase of pension toSylv 
ter Doss, alias Harry S. Doss, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of Sylvester Doss, alias Harry S. Doss, late pilot of the ram Lan 
| caster, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and to pay him a pension of 

$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MARY A. FULLERTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6091) granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton 
| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
| place on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Fullerton, widow 
| of Hugh S. Fullerton, late first lientenant Company C, First Reg- 
iment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pension 
of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


HENRIETTA P, COTTER, 


| The bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

| place on the pension roll the name of Henrietta P. Cotter, widow 
of John 8. Cotter, late captain Company K, One hundred and 

| twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of §20 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OLIVER M,. BROWN, 


The bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
M. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Oliver M. Brown, 
late major Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATILDA REEVES, 


The bill (H. R. 5695) granting a pension to Matilda Reeves was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Matilda Reeves, widow of Manas- 


seh Reeves, late of Company I, Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois | 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM H, WENDELL. 
The bill (H. R. 6425) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wendell, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H. | 
Wendell, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States | 
Volunteers, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL METCALF. 


The bill (H. R. 8235) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Metcalf was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel Metcalf, late 
of Company B, Sixtieth Regiment Ohio Voltunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M, DENNISON, 


The bill (H. R. 8236) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Dennison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M, Den- 
nison, Jate of Company F’, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Voiunteer 
Infantry, and to pay bim a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. MILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 8885) granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 
M. Miley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sara H. M. Miley, 
widow of John D. Miley, late lieutenant-colonel and inspector- 
general, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month 
additional on account of each of the minor children of said John 
D. Miley until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARA H, 


ANNA C, WHITE, 


The bill (H. R. 10443) granting a pension to Anna C. White 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Anna C. White, widow of 
Thornton F. White, late acting assistant surgeon, United States 
Army, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H, HAMRICK AND ELLA G, HAMRICK, 


The bill (H. R. 3869) granting ape to Joseph H. Hamrick 
and Ella G. Hamrick was considered as in Committee of the W hole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the names of Joseph H. 
Hamrick and Ella G. Hamrick, the blind and helpless children of 
Thomas H. Hamrick, late of Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay them each a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET THORNBERRY. 

The bill (H. R. 9752) granting a pension to Margaret Thorn- 
berry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Thornberry, 
widow of Samuel Milligan, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month. 
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The bill was reported to theSenate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the time, and passed. 


JAMES A. ROOT, 


The bill (H. R. 2726) granting a pension to James A. Root wag 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of James A. Root, late a member of 
Company K, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI G. WILGUS. 
The bill (H. R. 3495) granting an increase of pension to Levi G, 
as considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Levi G. Wilzus, 
late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of §30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
BARTON ACUFF, 

The bill (H. R. 5929) granting an increase of pension to Barton 
Acuff, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Barton Acuff, late mem- 
ber of Company G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteers in the 
Mexican war, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SHULMIRE, 

The bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to Wi!liam 
Shulmire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Shulmire, 
late of Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD HARDEN, 


| 

The bill (H. R. 10612) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 
ard Harden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Richard Harden, 
| late of Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
| fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
| he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| 


pro- 





to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EVA CLARK, 


The bill (S- 1588) granting a pension to Eva Clark was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions witli an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Eva Clark, former widow of Jo-eph 
L. C. Hill, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer I[n- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


JULIA TRAYNOR, 


The bill (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Julia Traynor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Julia Traynor, widow of Law- 
rence Traynor, late of the Quartermaster’s Department, United 
States Army, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

Thé bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE SLAYTON, 


The bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to Catharine Slayton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
| place on the pension roll the name of Catharine Slayton, wicow 
| of Cary A. Slayton, late of Company K, Fifty-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 314 
per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLIS P, PHIPPS. 


The bill (S. 1978) granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. 
Phipps was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 








1900. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ellis P. Phipps, late second and first lieuten- 
ant, Company A, Twelfth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BLANCHARD, 


The bill (H. R. 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Blanchard, late 
of Company D, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $17 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSIE MARGARITE LANDRUM, 


The bill (H. R. 1570) granting a pension to Susie Margarite 
Landrum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to place on the pension roll the name of Susie Margarite 
Fandram., widow of John J. Landrum, late lieutenant-colonel 
Eighteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HUTCHENS, 


The bill (S. 8941) granting an increase of pension to John 
Hutchins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
direcied to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John Hutchens, late of Captain Baker's 
company, Second Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian 
war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soastoread: ‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John Hutchens.” 


GENEVIEVE LAIGHTON, 


The bill (H.R. 6559) granting an increase of pension to Gene- 
vieve Laighton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Genevieve 
Laighton, widow of Samuel Laighton, late captain Company A, 
Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISE ADAMS, 


The bill (H, R. 5192) granting a pension to Louise Adams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Louise Adams, widow of Henry 
F, Adams, late assistant surgeon, Tenth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH ELVIRA C, UPHAM, 


The bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to Sarah Elvira C. 
Upham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pees to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah Elvira C. 

Jpham, widow of Frank K. Upham, late captain, First Cavalry, 
United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ANNA M, STARR, 


The bill (H. R. 6464) granting a pension to Anna M. Starr was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Anna M. Starr, widow of William C. 
Starr, late lientenant-colonel Ninth Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 





GEORGE CRONK, 

The bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase of pension to George 
Cronk was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to piace on the pension roll the name of George Cronk, late of 
Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Wiscensin Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now recelving,. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MADISON T. TRENT, 

The bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Madison T, Trent 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Madison T, Trent, late of 
Company C, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
Company E, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE LUCAS. 

-The bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Jane Lucas was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments,in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,’ to strike out 
“eight” and insert ‘‘ twelve; and in the same line, after the word 
‘dollars,’ to strike out the article ‘‘a” and insert ‘‘ per;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Lucas, dependent 
mother of Charles Lucas, late seaman, United States Navy, and pay hera 
pension at the rate of $12 per month 


Mr. GALLINGER,. Iask that the committee a 
disagreed to. 

The amendments were rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H, CAPEHART. 

The bill (H. R. 2126) granting anincrease of pension to William 
H. Capehart was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H, 
Capehart, late of Company A, First Battalion Alabama Volun- 
teers, war with Mexico, and topay him a pension of $16 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SOPHIA A, LANE. 

The bill (H. R. 9740) granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roil the name of Sophia A. Lane, widow of JamesSter- 
ling Lane, late private in Capt. John J. Floyd’s company of Geor- 
gia Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

THOMAS J, JACKSON, 

The bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


’ 


mendments be 


amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*seventy-two” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Thomas J. Jackson, of Newton, Kans., Jate 
lieutenant-colonel Eleventh Regiment United States Colored Troops (Infan- 


try), a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move, in line 5, to strike out the words 
‘“‘of Newton, Kans.;” and in line 7 to strike out the word “ pen- 
sion” and insert ‘‘ that.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

F, W. BAKER, 


The bill (S. 1278) granting an increase of pension to F. W, 
Baker was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Regiment,” to strike out 
**Tennessee Cavalry, and pay him a pension according to the de- 
gree of his disability,” and insert ‘‘ Tennessee Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing;” so as to make the bill read: 

be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of F. W. Baker, late of Com- 
pany I, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry, and pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of t he is now receiving. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move to insert the words “‘at the rate” 
before the word ‘‘of” in line 9. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


MARY IRENE ROSENTHAL, 


The bill (8.1736) granting an increase of pension to Mary Irene 
Rosenthal was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Guard,” to strike out 
** Volunteers ” and insert ‘‘ Volunteer Artillery;” in the same line, 
after the word * pension,” to insert ‘‘at the rate,” and in line 10, 
before the word ‘' she,” to strike out “‘ pension ” and insert “ that; ” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Lrene Rosenthal, widow 
of Levi Rosenthal, late of Company F, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Na 
tional Guard Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The blil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed tor a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NANCY J. DUNAWAY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o'clock and 3 minutes 
p. in.). The time allotted to pension bills has expired. 

Mr. 
ered. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The next bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The next bill. 

The bill (S. 1269) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway, of 
Garnett, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words *‘ widow of,” to strike out 
‘the late;” in line 7, before the word “ Forty-eighth,” to strike 
out ‘‘ who was a private in the” and insert ‘‘ late of Company D;” 
and in line 8, after the word “ Militia,” to insert ‘‘and pay her a 
pension at $12 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy J. Dunaway. widow 
of John H. Dunaway, late of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri 
Enrolled Militia, and pay her a pension at $12 per month. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move, in line 9, after the word “at,” to 


insert ‘‘ the rate of.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway.” 


PRIVILEGES OF SECOND-CLASS MAIL, 


Mr. BUTLER, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on House bill 10308, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to theamendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend to certain publications 
the privileges of second-class mail matter as to admission to the 
mails, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CHANDLER, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BUTLER were appointed, 

' CHOCTAW LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 9083) to authorize the Com- 
missioner of General Land Office to dispose of Choctaw orphan 
Indian lands in Mississippi, and to make appropriation for execut- 
ing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, was i, and also 
move that the House be requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, , 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 49) to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
giving Congress the Ps to lay and collect income taxes, and 
the joint resolution (8. R. 47) proposing amendments to the Con- 


GALLINGER. I ask that one other bill may be consid- 
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stitution of the United States providing for the election of the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court by the qualified electors o{ 
the United States and for the election of other Federal judges jy 
the votes of the qualified electors of the respective judicial ci; 
cuits and districts, both of which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and unfavorably reported, may be put on the 
Calendar. I was not in the Chamber at the time, and the Chair 
announced that they were indefinitely postponed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask that they may go on the Calendar, 

Mr. ALDRICH. With the adverse reports? 

Mr. PETTUS. Did those joint resolutions come from the com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, GALLINGER in the chair), 
The Chair will explain to the Senate that they were reported from 
the committee adversely andindefinitely postponed. The Senator 
from North Carolina asks unanimous consent that the votes post- 
poning them be reconsidered and that they be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse reports. 

Mr. PETTUS. When was the postponement made? 

Mr. BUTLER. On the 28th. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PETTUS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
that he see the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary ani 
make some arrangement with him, so that the joint resolutions 
may be put on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wiil do that. I do not wish to interfere with 
other business, but I understand that a motion is in order to do 
that at any time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in this case. 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from North Carolina that the time has passed within 
which such a motion can be made. 

Mr. BUTLER, I will see the chairman of the committee. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 11538) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
1801, and for other purposes, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iask that the formal reading of the bill may 
be dispensed with and that the amendments of the committee 
a be first acted upon as they are reached in the reading of tle 
vi). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that course will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 4, line 3, to in- 
crease the salary of 12 enlisted musicians from $20 per month to 
$25 per month, and, in line 4, to increase the appropriation for the 
salaries of 12 enlisted musicians from $2,880 to $3,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 12, after the word 
‘fat,” to insert *‘the rate of;” in the same line, after the word 
**day,” to insert ‘‘ of eight hours;” in line 13, before the word *‘ (\o!- 
lars,” to strike out *‘ twenty-seven” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,” and 
in line 14, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-five ” 
and insert ‘‘ sixty-five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as watchman, at the rat 
35 cents per day of eight hours, $175.65. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 25, after the wor 
*‘regulations,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, further, That the allowance of extra pay, as provided fpr in the 
acts of February 10, 1897 (29 Stat L., 518), March 5, 1898 (30 Stat. L., pa 
255), and February 27, 1899 (30 Stat. L., page 295), and of extra-duty pay | 
enlisted men of the Army stationed at the Military Academy, who hive 
been placed on extra duty in obedience to the orders of the superintendent, 
is hereby authorized and its payment directed, less the 20 per cent wa: 
crease already paid, the said payment being excepted from the operation | 
section 3601 of the Revised Statutes and section 6 of the act approved Apru 
26, 1898 (30 Stat. L., page 365). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 18, before the wor d 
** Military,” to insert “of;” in line 22, before the word * thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-seven ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-elg')' 
in the same line, before the word “* hundred,” to strike out ** fiv« 
and insert ‘‘ three;” in line 28, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to str: ke 
out “eighty-five” and insert “‘fifty-three;” and in line 24, before 
the word ‘* cents,” to strike out ninety-seven ” and insert ‘‘sixty- 
nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, for pay of Military Academy Band, field musicians, general army 
service, cavalry detachment, artillery detachment, enlisted men on detach: 
service and extra pay of enlisted men on special duty at the Military Acad: 
emy, $78,353.69. ; 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The Chair 


] 








1900. 





The next amendment was, on page 10, line 3, before the word 
« hundred,” to strike out five” and insert ‘‘six;” and in the same 
line, after the word dollars,” to insert: 

And section 1338 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

"SEO. 1338. The master of the sword shall hereafter act as the instructor 


of military gymnastics and physical culture at the Military Academy, and | 


shall have the relative rank and shall be entitled to the pay, allowances, and 


emoluments of a first lientenant mounted: Provided, however, that whenever | 


a vacancy shall occur in the office of master of the sword and instructor of 
military gymnastics and physical culture the said office shall cease and de- 
termine, and the duties thereunto pertaining shall thereafter be performed 
by an officer of the line of the Army to be selected for that purpose by the 
Secretary of War.” 

So as to make the clause read: 

For pay of the master of the sword, $1,600; and section 1338 of the Revised 
Statutes is hereby amended to read as follows: 

** Suc. 1338. The master of the sword shall hereafter act as the instructor 
of military gymnastics,” etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 17, before the word 
‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ and eighty” and insert ‘‘four hundred,” 
and, in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 


Section 1278 of the Revised Statutes and sections 2and 3 of the act approved 
March 3, 1877 (19 Statutes at Large, page 380), are hereby repealed, and sec- 
tion 1111 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Spo. 1111. The Military Academy Band shall hereafter consist of one 
teacher of music, who shall be the leader of the band, and of 40 enlisted musi- 
cians. The teacher of music shall have the relative rank and shall receive 
the pay, allowances, and emoluments of a second lieutenant dismounted; and 
of the enlisted musicians of the band 12 shal! each receive $34 per month, 12 
shall each receive $25 per month, and the remaining 16 shall each receive $17 
per month; and each of the aforesaid enlisted men shall also be entitled to 
the clothing, fuel, rations, and other allowances of musicians of cavalry; and 
the said teacher of music and the enlisted musicians of the band shall be en- 
titled to the same benefits in respect to pay, emoluments, and retirement 
arising from longevity, reenlistment, and fength of service as are, or may 
hereafter become, applicable to other officers and enlisted men of the Army.” 


So as to make the clause read: 
For pay of one teacher of music, $1,400; section 1278 of the Revised Statutes 
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and sections 2 and 3 of the act approved March 3, 1877 (19 Stat. L., page 380), | 


are hereby repealed, and section 1111 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 
amended to read as follows, etc. 


Mr. SEWELL. I move, in line 17, page 10, after the word 
‘ dollars,” to insert the word ‘‘and;” so as to read “and section 
1278,” ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire toamend the amendment further by 
striking out, in line 2, page 11, the words “ have the relative rank 
and shall;” in line 3, after the word ‘‘pay,” to add the word 
‘and,” and in the same line to strike out the words ‘‘and emolu- 
ments,” 

The amendment to*the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 9, to increase the ap- 
propriation for pay of keeper of post cemetery from $700 to $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 18, before the word 
* hundred,” to insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

In all, to civilians employed at Military Academy, $31,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Miscellaneous 
items and incidental expenses,” on page 
the following proviso: 


Provided, That all technical and scientific supplies for the departments of | 


instruction of the Military Academy shall be purchased by contracts or 
otherwise, as the Secretary of War may deem best. 

The amendment was agreed to. f ’ 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert: 

For a sea wall at river front, $8,130. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for buildings and grounds from $200,043 to 
$208,178. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 19, to insert as 
& new section the following: 

Sec. 2. That the senior major-general commanding the Army shall have 
the rank, pay, and allowances of a lieutenant-general, and his personal staff 
shall have the rank, pay, and allowances authorized for the staff of a lieu- 
tenant-general. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 24, to insert as 
& new section the following: 

Sec. 3. That the Adjutant-General of the Army shall have the rank, pay, 
and allowances of a major-general in the Army of the United States, and on 
his retirement shall receive the retired pay of that rank: Provided, That 
whenever a vacancy shall occur in the office of Adjutant-General on the ex- 
piration of the service of the present incumbent the Adjutant-General shall 
thereafter have the rank, pay, and aliowances of a brigadier-general. 

The amendment was agreed to. f . 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 6, to insert as 
& new section the following: 


Sec. 4. That the corps of cadets shall consist of 1 from each Congressional 
district, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, and 50 from 


99 af oT i ‘ i 5 
22, after line 2, to insert | order. 
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the United States at large. They shall be appointed by the President, and 
shall, with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed from the United States at 
large, be actual residents of the Congressional or Territorial district 

the District of Columbia, or of the States, respectively, from which they } 
port to be appointed 

Mr. PROCTOR, I submit an amendment in lieu of section 4, 
which has just been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
offers an amendment as a substitute for section 4, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the corps of cadets shall consist of 1 from each Congressional dis 
trict, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District of Columbia, 2 from each 
State at large, and 30 from the United States at large. They shall be ap 
pointed by the President, and shall, with the exception of the 30 cadets 
appointed from the United States at large, be actual residents of the Con 
gressional or Territorial districts. or of the District of Columbia, or of the 
States, respectively, from which they purport to bs appointed. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is identical with the provision which 
was passed by the Senate in the reorganization bill some three 
weeks since. It provides for 90 additional cadets—2 from each 
State at large, and it adds 10 to—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. By whom are they appointed from each 
State? 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are all appointed by the President. 

Mr. HALE. They are Senatorial appointments, of course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam trying to get at the actual facts. They 
are all appointed nominally by the President, but it is simply giv- 
ing each Senator an appointment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I presume they will be appointed on the rec- 


A committee amendment? 


| ommendation of Senators. 


Mr. HALE. Does the committee report this provision? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; it was not put by the committee on this 
bill, and [I shall make a point of order against it at the proper time. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iwill state that the committee did report it on 


| another bill, after full discussion, and when we came to put it on 
| this bill, knowing that the other bill would not pass at the pres- 


| ent session, the committee declined to report it. 


It authorized 
me to report 50, which would be an addition of 20 to the Presi- 
dent’s appointees. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator insists on this amendment, 1 shall 
make a point of order against the whole section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And I hope the point of order will be sus- 
tained. 

Mr. SEWELL, I trust the Senator from Vermont will not 
insist on the amendment under the circumstances. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Mr. President, if I may be allowed to say a 
word, I hope if we legislate on this subject at all we will provide 


| not that the President shall appoint 50, as the committee amend- 


ment provides, but that there shall be the same provision that 


| was in the Army appropriation bill, which contemplated two from 





each State as | understood it. 
bution of the cadets. 

Mr. SEWELL. It wasin the organization bill, which has not 
passed the House, and is not likely to pass at this session. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be constrained then to make the point of 


I think that would secure a distri- 


Mr. FORAKER. There is no parliamentary objection I hope 
to putting it in the same form here that we had it in the Army 


| organization bill. 


Mr. SEWELL, Ifthe Senator from Maine is going to make a 
point of order we had better not try to put it in. 

Mr, FORAKER. I would rather have the point of order made 
than to have 50 appointed by the President in the way provided 
here, 

Mr. SEWELL. It is absolutely essential that we shall have 
some increase in the number of cadets at West Point. We have 
room for them there, and we have places for them in the Army 
which we can not otherwise fill. I wish to read a statement in 
relation to the matter. 

There are at present 2 vacancies in the Engineer Corps, 27 in the cavalry, 
17 in the artillery, 74 in the infantry, making a total of 120. The graduating 
class numbers 54 cadets. Examining boards have been ordered in every de 
partment of the Army, so that enlisted men entitled to compete for promo 
tion shall be examined June 1. It is not known how many this will produce, 
but it is not expected to provide anything like the number required, 

The remainder will be drawn from civil life. The provision in the bill 
which recently passed the Senate for increasing the artillery and which will 
probably be passed again early in the next session creates at once 38 vacan 
cies if 2) per cent of the increase takes place the first year. This would be 
repeated each succeeding year until the total number are appointed. 

aken in connection with the other vacancies arising from retirements, 
deaths, and resignations, the present corps of cadets will not be able to fur 
nish a sufficient number of graduates to fill the engineers, ordnance, and 
artillery— 

Leaving the question of infantry and cavalry entirely out, and 
they form the largest body of the Army. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, my only purpose in proposing 
this amendment was the great need of the Army for more educated 
officers, I wasinformeda few days since at the Adjutant-General’s 
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office that there had been 369 appointments to second lieutenancies | 
in the Regular Army within the last two years. I was hastily | 
running over the different regiments, and I find that in the artil- | 
lery (andthat is the branch which graduates especially seek) there | 
were 42 appointments in that branch, which should be specially 
scientific, from civil life in the last two years. 

In the infantry I did not have time to go through the list, but 
there is about the average, perhaps some more than that, of from 
i0 to 15 in each regiment, and of course there are many vacan- 
cies. The existing vacancies which can not be filled from West 
Point should be added to the appointments that are already made, | 
and the appointiaents have been so great that quite a number of | 
those are already first lieutenants. 

In the First Infantry there are 6 first lieutenants; in the Second, 
5; in the Third, 3; in the Fourth, 6; in the Fifth, 3; in the Sixth, 
8: in the Seventh, 3; in the Eighth, 4; in the Ninth, 2; in the 
Tenth, 4; in the Eleventh, 2; and in the Twelfth, 5. That was as 
tar as I had time to goin the hurry. There is that number who | 
are already first lieutenants and who have been appointed from | 
civil life within the last two years, since the war broke out. It | 
seems to me very clear that there is an urgent necessity for more | 
educated officers in the Army, 

| do not wish for patronage; I should give it to an examining | 
competitive committee; but I think there is excellent reason for 
favoring this method by States rather than by the President at | 
large, for this reason: It distributes them all over the country. 
The common custom is for Congressmen to appoint them by com- | 
petitive examination, which the appointments at large could not 
wellbe. It seems to me itis a better system, and the need of more | 
is certainly very evident. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Vermont has stated what | 
I want toemphasize. I do not wish any patronage; I do not wish 
any responsibility with respect to theseappointments; but I recog- 
nize, as the committee has evidently recognized, that there is an 
urgent necessity for increasing the number of educated officers 
for the Army. I think the number ought to be increased. | do | 
not think the increase, in view of all the circumstances, provided | 
by the amendment now offered by the Senator from Vermont too | 
large; and I think it much better to adopt a provision that looks | 
to the distribution of these cadets all over the country than to put | 
it in the way that is proposed now, which might not secure that 
distribution. 

Iam as heartily in favor of increasing the number of officers as 
the Senator is. think the number ought to be increased beyond 
what the committee amendment provides. I do not think the 
increase provided by the Senator trom Vermont is more than it | 
should be. I think the distribution is highly important, not in | 
the sense of giving patronage, for I do not think anybody would 
care for that; everybody certainly would be glad to be rid of it; | 
but as a matter of securing equity and justice for all the States in 
this recognition with respect to the Army. 

Mr. HA LE. 
Vermont has given showing appointments from civil life to the 
Army show that things are going wrong, We are in conditions 
where we by a kind of necessity have largely increased the Regu- 
lar Army. Where it was twenty and odd thousand it is likely to 


be 100,000, and it has got to be built up from the ranks of the | 


people. That there have been within the last two or three years 
340 civilian appointments, selected carefully as they have been, is 
to mea merit. It helps in a degree to reconcile me tothe increase 
of the Army. Ido not believe in going on and increasing West 
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| not in favor of Senatorial cadets. 


| Army for more educated officers. 


I do not think the figures which the Senator from | 





Point to a point commensurate with the increase of the Regular 
Army. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to | 


interrupt him? 

Mr. HALE, Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR, I wishto inform the Senator that the Re 
Army has only been increased a trifle over 2,000 men since I 
been in Washington. 

Mr. HALE, Oh, well; the Senator, of course, understands that, 
as allofusdo. I should like to keep the Regular Army down to 
25,000 men. I have no hope of doing that. : 

Mr. PROCTOR, These appointments are inthe Regular Army 
of 42 regiments. 

Mr. HALE. It can not be done. An increase of the Regular 
Army is a part of the events we are living in. I shall join with 
anybody to keep it down, so far as we can: but if it is to be in- 
creased—and it is to be; there is no doubt about that—I am in 
favor of these civilian appointments. 

Now, the committee that has this matter in charge has not re- 
ported in favor of Senatorial cadets. It has reported a system 
changing the law absolutely—new legislation, providing for the 
Presidential appointment of 50. Iam willing to concede that. I 
am willing to take the judgment of the committee. But now 
another change in the existing law is proposed, not from the | 
committee, but by the Senator from Vermont individually. Not 
content with the action of the committee of which he is a mem- 
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ber, he seeks to obtrude on the Senate this feature of Senatorial 
appointments. 

If the Senator insists upon that, or if any Senator insists upon 
it, I shall make the point of order. There is no doubt, I take 
about the section itself to which this amendment is moved. I am 
1 do not want Senators to have 
anything to do with them. 

The Senator from Ohio says he does not want the patronave, 
He can not help it. He will be beset; I know what Ohio is, It is 


a modest State, but there are men in Ohio who want office; there 
are men in Ohio who want cadet appointments; there are men in 
Ohio who will turn up unexpectedly. 

Ohio is iike Maine in that respect. 

The Senator will find to his disap- 


Mr. FORAKER., 
Mr. HALE, Undoubtedly. 
poiutment he will be beset. 
Mr. FORAKER., If the Senator will allow me, I have no doubt 
I will have to meet applications of that kind, and 1 am willing to 
do it as a matter of duty, not as a matter of preference or choice, 
Mr. HALE. The Senator isa busy man, doing a great deal of 
valuable work, and I do not want his time taken up in that way. 
Mr. FORAKER. It does not take a man very long to make a 


| choice when the applicant comes from Ohio. 


Mr. HALE, Ido not want either him or any Senator to be | 
deviled by Senatorial appointments. I simply say that Iam wi 
ing to take the section and I will not make the point of order on it; 
but if it is sought to be extended, as the committee has not ex- 
tended it, soas to embrace this feature of Senatorial cadets, I shall 


| make the point of order that it is general legislation. 


Mr. PROCTOR. As I said, it is only the urgent need of the 
The last regiment that I looked 
at here is the Twelfth Infantry, which has not a single graduate 
among the second lieutenants and there is a small number ain 
the first lieutenants. Very soon they will be without a solitary 
educated officer in the higher ranks. 

Mr. HALE. Why did not the committee then report this pr 
osition? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Thecommittee did report exactly this amend- 
ment on the organization bill, and the Senate passed it. I do not 
know of any stronger indorsement. 

Mr. HALE. Why did not the committee report it on this bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ican not say. I was out of town when the 
committee met. I know that a strong portion of the committeo 
favored it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that I tried to have it reported, but 
the argument on the other side was that if we did not pass tho 
Army increase bill we could well wait for an increase of cadets 
until next winter. Therefore I gave way, with an increase for 
the present from twenty to fifty, and agreed to leave out the otier 
feature. Ido not want the point of order made against it, be- 
cause we want to have what is provided in the bill any way. 

Mr. HALE. The point of order will not be made if the pro- 
vision is left alone, but if individual members seek to come in and 
extend the scope of the provision the point of order will certainly 
be made. It does not rest with me. 

Mr. SEWELL. Under those circumstances, I wish the Senator 
from Vermont would withdraw hisamendment. Does the Senator 
desire to press his amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If he does it may kill the whole section. 

Mr. FORAKER. The inquiry is not addressed to me, I trust, 
although the Senator is looking at me as he makes the inquiry. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I would be pleased to have the Senator from 
Ohio answer the inquiry, 

Mr. FORAKER. I would simply say that I would not be co- 
erced about it. Ido not like the attitude of the Senator from 
Maine altogether. Of course, it is his privilege to make the point 
of order or not make it. I do not mean to use the word in any 
offensive sense. But the Senator says, ‘‘ Unless you accept a cer- 
tain number I will make the point of order,” which he can make 
against this number just as well. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not say ‘“‘ unless the Senate consents to a cer- 
tain number.” I have not selected the number; the committee 
has, I find a provision in the bill and I am willing to take it, but 
Iam not willing that it should be extended, I did not select the 
number. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is true the Senator did not, but he says 
unless we accept the number the committee have reported. Now, 
the committee made a former report in connection with another 
bill, and the report they then made was for the larger number 

rovided for by the amendment now offered by the Senator from 

Jermont. It certainly is conceded here—the committee before it 
reported to the Senate so voted, and the letter just read by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sewriv] shows the truth of it— 
that the Army needs all the educated officers provided for by the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont. I think that 
is the provision that ought to be adopted, and I hope the Senator 
from Maine will not press a point of order and will not tell us that 
unless we yield to the view he entertains, he will make a point 0! 
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order and make it impossible for us to legislate on the subject at | 
all; for if the point of order is made in the one case, it may be made 
in the other, and we will have then to resort to original legislation | 
providing just what the Senate wants or we will not have any- 
ning. 

' Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not know whether the point 
of order has been made or not, but this is a bill providing for the 
pay and education of cadets, It seems to me thatit is strictly in 
order on the bill making the appropriation for cadets to increase 
or diminish the number. The whole bill is for them. It is a 
change of existing law, it is true, but asthe Chair pointed out the 
other day, that is the rule of the House, not of the Senate. The 
rule of the Senate is general legislation. Certainly if there is 
anything appropriate to a bill for the West Point Academy, it is 
an amendment relating to the number of cadets to be educated 
and paid for, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I make the point of order, or shall 
make it, that it is general legislation. If there was not a general 
law on the general statutes fixing the number of cadets, my point 
of order would be good for nothing. It is just as good a point of 
order as it would be if the committee should come in whan the 
law declares that the Regular Army shall consist of 25,000 men 
and report an amendment making it 100,000 men. Would there 
be any doubt that that was general legislation? Is not the size 
of the Army general legislation? Is not the number of cadets 
already fixed by law general legislation? Itis not like a matter 
of a naval appropriation, where there is no law fixing the number 
of ships, but the statute fixing the number of cadets—it is just as 
clearly general legislation as any general provision of law that 
there is on the statute book. I make the point of order, if I am 
constrained to make it by the Senator from Vermont, that it is 
general legislation. . . 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we have changed the numbers of 
the Army on appropriation bills. We have changed the numbers 
of the Navy on appropriation bills. The Navy is fixed by an ap- 
propriation bill just as much as by any other law. An appropri- 
ation bill itself isalaw, If one appropriation bill fixes a navy 
to be 20,000 men, that is the law fixing the number of the Navy, 
and the next appropriation bill amends it; and we have amended 
the Army in the same way. 

Mr. HALE, The point of order has been raised; and we have 
never on the Army appropriation bill raised the numbers of the 
Regular Army that are fixed by law. 

Mr, SEWELL. But we have in the case of West Point. We 
have chan everything there by an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Because nobody has objected. 

Mr, SEWELL. We have not had general legislation there for | 


years, 

Mr. HALE. It was done because nobody objected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Someof us have been taught that we never 
have general legislation on appropriation bills, and so the point of 
order was not made. 

Mr. SEWELL. The West Point Academy bill has been unique 
in character. It has all been done by the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Vermont insists on his amend- 
ment I must make the point of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to add to the point of order another 
item or objection. This is a clause proposed to an appropriation 
bill that will increase necessarily the expenditures, and it has not | 





been estimated for by the head of any Department or reported by 
any committee. 
. HALE. Is that true? 

Mr. COCKRELL (reading): 

And no amendments shall be received to any general a 
effect of which will be to increase an appropriation al 
bill or toadd a new item of appropriation. 

As a matter of course, necessarily if we have additional cadets 
we have got to have an additional appropriation. 

_, HALE. Has not this been estimated for by the Depart- | 
ment? 

Mr, COCKRELL, It has not, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What was the Senator read- 
ing from? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I was reading from Rule XVL 

Mr. FORAKER,. It has been reported by the committee and it 
has been adopted once by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not on an appropriation bill. That wasin- 
dependent legislation. 

r. PR OR. It has been recommended by the Secretary of | 
War and acted upon by the entire Military Committee, without | 
objection, and the Senate without a division. 

rt, HALE, Has it passed the other House? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; it is still pending in the committee in | 

© House, not having been reported to the House, 

Mr, COCKRELL. I did not understand the Senator from Ver- 
mont to say that the Committee on Military Affairs had recom- 
mended this as an amendment to this appropriation bill, 


ropriation bill the 
y contained in the 
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that it is not necessary that an amendment shall be 
an amendment to a particular bill. 


| move to amenda committee amendment. 


| 








Oss 


Mr. FORAKER. No; nobody has said that, but it is contended 


reported as 
The purpose of the rule, as 
some of us at least understand it, is to secure a consideration by 
a committee of a certain proposition—to wit, the proposition in- 
volved in the amendment—and that proposition has been consid- 


ered in the committee and reported favorably to the Senate, and 
it has ae the Senate by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. HALE, That does not make it general legislation. 

Mr. FORAKER. lam not talking as to that point now. Iam 


talking as to the question of the amendment haying been consid- 
ered by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not see any force 
proposition of the Senator from Missouri, 


in the 


Clause 2 of Rule XVI 


reads: 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 


shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations. 


That amendment, which was reported from the committee, has 
met all those propositions, because the Committee on Military 
Affairs is now a committee on appropriations. ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That applies tothe committee's 
amendment, but not to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely. I was speaking solely of the amend- 
ment of the committee, which I hold to be in order. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly, it is competent for any Senator to 
The committee propose 
an amendment, and the Senator from Vermont moves to amend 


| that amendment by substituting another provision for the amend- 
| ment. 


Surely that is in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an independent proposition, not re- 
ported from any committee, and amenable to the objection that it 
is general legislation and contrary to the provisions of the rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. In answer to that, I desire to say that it has 
been reported by a committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But not as an amendment to this bill. The 
Military Committee never recommended this amendment to go on 
this Dill. 

Mr. HALE. The point has not been reached yet, Even if the 
amendment is in order, I donot think it is general legislation; but 


| the amendment of the Senator from Vermont is not in order, be- 
| cause it increases an amendment already reported, 


That is spe- 


cifically provided for in the rule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the point of order been 
made inst the amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
| mont [Mr. Proctor]? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes,sir; Imake the point of order against it. 

Mr. HALE. I made the point of order against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. ALLEN, I desire to offer an amendment, in section 4, on 
page 32, line 9, after the word ‘‘ from,” where it occurs the second 
time, to insert the words ‘ the several States of;” in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘ States,” to strike out ‘‘ at large;” and in the same line, 
after the word “ President,” to insert ‘“‘on selection and recom- 
mendation of the Senators of the respective States.” 

That does not increase the number, and it does not increase the 
appropriation to carry out the provisions of this act, but puts the 
selection of these cadets in the hands of the Senators of the sev- 
eral States. Under this amendment as it now stands the Presi- 
dent of the United States can take every one of these 50 persons 
from the District of Columbia or from any State or Territory; he 
can take them all from Massachusetts, if he wants to, or all from 
Rhode Island, if he wants to, and ignore every other foot of terri- 
tory in the United States, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask the Senator if he would provide 
any method of distributing them? 

Mr. ALLEN, I would, 

Mr.HAWLEY. Youcan not distribute 50 among 90 very well. 

Mr, ALLEN, The appointments can be divided properly, and 
even better in that case than they are now. 

The real animus of this amendment is to establish an aristoc- 
racy in the Regular Army. Thatisits purpose. The purpose of 
this amendment is to permit the sons of officers in the Regular 
Army to succeed their fathers in the Army by appointment 
through the agency of the President. That has been the tendency 
of affairs heretofore; and, indeed, that has gone so far that less 
than three years ago an officer of the Regular Army, in this city, 


| said that he thought the time had come when the rank held by 


the father in the Regular Army ought to become hereditary in 
this country and pass to the son by virtue of that fact. 
Mr. SEWELL. Dol understand the Senator to say that, the 


father holding the rank, it would not be proper to appoint the son 
if the father had been killed in battle? 
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Mr. ALLEN. If the son is competent and fitted for it, all right. 


Mr. SEWELL. Appointments in the Army and the Navy have 
always been given to the President, but they are limited in their 
number and are generally given as a reward for gallantry in the 
field or for distinguished service. 

Mr. ALLEN. The son has no right to receive an appointment 
on account of his father. 

Mr. SEWELL. These appointments are made in this manner 
because the sons of officers can not otherwise secure an appoint- 
ment by reason of not having any Congressional district and be- 
cause of their livingin the Army. Therefore it is perfectly proper 
that the President should have the right to reward the sons of 
distinguished and gallant officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Jersey reveals wane 
what I said just now, that this is true as to the sons of officersregard- 
less of the question oi their fitness. What is the use of taking a 
pine stick and appointing him in the Army or to any other place 
simply because his father was an officer of the Army? 

r. SEWELL. You might say the same as to appointments 
from civil life. It is supposed the son of a captain in the Navy or 
the son of a colonel in the Army is likely to be just as good as any 
other boy in the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. You propose toshut out by thisamendment every 
worthy and competent boy in the United States who does not de- 
rive his parentage from an officer in the Army or in the Navy. 

Mr. SEWELL. I donot. I was in favor of giving 90 appoint- 
ments to the States at-large. I voted for it, and we reported a bill 
for it; but it has not passed the House. When we came to goover 
the question again, a majority of the Senate committee was op- 
posed to it on the ground of not having passed the artillery bill, 
which would require more cadets than any other branch of the 
Army. and that we had better wait until next winter. I shall 
be in favor of it next winter on the general reorganization bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. As to men who have risen to eminent distinction 
in the Army and Navy of the United States, I do not know of a 
single instance where they were the sons of eminent men, includ- 
ing my distinguished friend in charge of this bill. I call upon 
him or any other Senator to point to an instance in all the history 
of this great Republic of ours—there may be a single, isolated in- 
stance—where the son of a man who had become eminent in the 
Army or in the Navy ever himself became eminent or even efficient. 

Mr. SEWELL. 1 deny that proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to give the Senator one case. 
He says there may be a solitary instance. I presume there are a 
great many cases. I instance the case in the Navy of the Self- 
ridges. Admiral Selfridge, who is now at the age of 95 years, is 
on the retired list, and his son, who is also an admiral, is on the 
retired list. There are these two Selfridges on the retired list and 
a son in the service, all splendid officers. 

Does not the Senator believe that the sons of Army and Navy 
officers are just as likely to be efficient and to make good officers 
in the Army and Navy as the sons of civilians? 

Mr. LODGE, There is another most conspicuous instance of 
Admiral Porter, whose father was Commodore Porter in the war 
of 1812. 

Mr. ALLEN. From Paul Jones down to Dewey, Farragut, 
Perry, and all of them, and there is not a single instance where 
the father was eminent in military or naval life. So you may take 
our Army from George Washington to the present distinguished 
Commander in Chief, and there is not a single instance in which 
the father was an eminent man in military life—not one. The 
reverse is true. They were all the sons of humble men who had 
no distinction in military life at all. Now you propose to follow 
out this namby-pamby idea that the Regular Army and the Navy 
must be pandered to and the son appointed by virtue of his birth, 
and not in consequence of his merit; he must pass into the ranks 
occupied by his father, when all the meritorious boys all over this 
country, ae natural military and naval instincts and aptitude, 
are to be denied by this provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. hat makes the Senator say that these ap- 
papal are to be made from the sons of Army and Navy 
officers? 

Mr. ALLEN. Because I know that is the way it has been done 
heretofore. That is the animus or purpose of this amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Could not Mr. Bryan be trusted to do jus- 
tice by the sons of the prairies of Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not pro to engage in any discussion 
with the Senator from New pshire about Mr. Bryan. I 
think the Senator belittles himself, and every other Senator on 
that side of the Chamber belittles himself, when, on every pretext, 
specious as it is, he undertakes to force the name of Mr. Bryan 
into the discussion here in this Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw Mr. Bryan. 

Mr. ALLEN, I have spoken of the President of the United 
States with t—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; you may have two words, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator argues as if there was some. 
thing in the law to compel the President of the United States t 
give these appointments to the sons of Army and Navy officers. 
The President does it in certain cases, because the Army and Nayy 
officers generally are not able to get their sons in from the Con. 
gressional districts; but there is no law to that effect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why should they? 

Mr. CHANDLER. And any President ought to be trusted to 
make these selections. The Senator seems to be creating the iim- 
pression that.the law requires this to be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not create any impression of that kind, 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I wi!! 
merely say that in the absence of law the custom is precisely xs 
the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN] states it; and I have no 
doubt that if the number to be appointed by the President is j;- 
creased, they will be appointed from the sons of distinguished 
military and naval officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest doubt about it. That 
is the purpose. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. StweE | ad- 
mits it; and there is no controversy about it. 

I want to say once for all that this constant running the name 
of Mr. Bryan into discussion here belittles Senators who do it. 
Mr. Bryan is a private citizen of the United States; he is denied 
the privileges of this floor; he is not here to answer for himself, 
If he were, Senators would hesitate a little, perhaps, more than 
they now do, in speaking his name as they do. 

I am not the political friend of the President of the United 
States. He does not believe in the policy in which I believe. | 
will do everything in my power to defeat him at the polls this fall, 
and will do it honestly and conscientiously; and yet, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have never mentioned in this Chamber the name of tho 
distinguished gentleman who occupies the White House, except 
in the most kindly terms, and I would not suffer myself to do it. 
I have never brought his name into a discussion in this Cham)ecr, 
and I shall not do so now. I trust that self-respect and the or- 
dinary decencies and proprieties and amenities of life will induce 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to refrain from 
throwing Mr. wg rola name into discussion here as if they were 
kicking a football into the arena. 

The Senator from New Hampshire who was last on his feet 
[Mr. GALLINGER], with his usual candor and his usual truthful- 
ness, admits that the purpose of this amendment is to put this 
power into the hands of the President of the United States; I care 
not who he may be. The present occupant of the White House 
is not like She, who must obeyed, as written by Haggard; ho 
can not live two thousand years; he can not always be President 
of the United States. In the course of time that distinguished 
gentleman will retire to private life and another man will be 
President of the United States. We can not take it for granted 
that this provision will not be abused at some time if it becomes 
a permanent law of the United States. 

ask again, Why do zee desire to build up an aristocracy in the 
Navy or the Army of the United States? 

Are not thousands and millions of poor boys scattered through 
the workshops and farms of this country entitled as much to tie 
consideration of Congress, and as much entitled to admission to 
the Military and Naval Academies, if they show themselves com- 
petent, as the boys who reg A eweeg the fortune, or the mis!or- 
tune, whichever it may be, of being the sons of men who have 
occupied or who do occupy official position in these branches of 
the public service? Why should the little boy raised on the farm, 
with good health and good education, with military aptitudes or 
naval aptitudes, pao all the qualifications that a boy con‘! 
possess for one of these lines of service, be denied it because hie 's 
the son of a peasant, perhaps, and the son of some man wii is 
loaded from head to foot with gold lace, by reason of that fact, be 
permitted to take his place? 

We have reached a period, Mr. President, when it is but aste), 
and a short one, from modern republicanism to a crown; and tls 
is one of the steps that is being taken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend the amendment propos! 
by the committee by inserting, on page 32, in section 4, line |, 
after the words “‘at large,” the following: 

Not more than two of whom shall be appointed from the same State. 


So that the sentence will read: 

That the corps of cadets shall consist of one from each Congressional «'s- 
trict, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and fi!() 
from the United States at large, not more than two of whom shall be «)- 
pointed from the same State. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will accept that suggestion. ; 

Mr. FORAKER, The purpose of that amendment is to secure 
the distribution of these appointments all over the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator to say ‘“‘ not more than 
two 2. whom shall be appointed from any State, Territory, © 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will observe the language of 
the section, it already provides that there shall be ‘‘ one from each 
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Territory, one from the District of Columbia, and fifty from the | 


United States at large.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator accept an amendment that 
these appointments shall be made upon the recommendation of 
the Senators from the States? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not care for that. That would look as 
though we were trying to get the appointments into our hands. 
I do not care for that, and 1 do not want to bother with it. What 
J am trying to do is to secure an equitable distribution of these 
appointments. 

Mr. ALLEN. We do that as respects the others, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Not at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is another matter altogether. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would not the same practice be followed in the 
selection of these cadets? 

Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to say that I will accept the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Ohio, provided that it does 
not include the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] about somebody recommending the appointments to the 
President. 


Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to have a fair understanding | 


about this matter. I am not going to object to this capriciously; 


but if this amendment of the Senator from Ohio is accepted and | 
becomes the law, is it the understanding of the committee that | 


the same rule will be followed, so far as it can be, in the selection 


of these fifty cadets, that is followed in the selection of those from | 


the Congressional districts? 
Mr. FORAKER, 
concerned about that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I protest against any understanding of that 
kind. The Constitution of our country vests in the President the 


sole appointing power. -lt is not right that the Senate should un- | 


dertake to encroach upon the appointing power by grabbing at a 
little patronage for each Senator, so as to have a cadet at West 
Point. I think it is small business for the Senate to engage in, 
seeking to have the privilege of designating some one to attend 
the West Point Academy. 

Mr. FORA.KER. I hope the Senator from Missouri does not 
apply any of that remark to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not apply it to anybody. 
Senate. 


I say the 


Mr. FORAKER. The Senator must imagine that there is a | 


necessity for saying it. 


Mr. COCKRELL, There is a necessity because of this propo- | 


sition. 
Mr. FORAKER, I have said from the beginning that I do not 
want to have anything to do with these appointments, except 


only as it may be necessary to discharge a responsible duty; but | 


Ido think that the number of cadets to be educated at West Point 


ought to be increased, and I do think that they ought to be | 


equitably distributed, when it comes to the making of the ap- 
ointments, over the whole country. That is the only purpose I 
ave in view. I shall be glad to turn over to somebody else the 
selection of the appointments coming to Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is claimed that there is a great demand 
for additional cadets and that three or four hundred junior of- 
ficers have been appointed. What harm has been done? 
did they come? From the walks of civil life. 

Mr. FORAKER, If the Senator will allow me, I would say, in 
answer to the inquiry he has made as to what harm has come 


from the appointments, that I am not on the Military Committee 
and do not have as accurate information as the members of that | 
committee 


number of the appointees from civil life, especially in the artillery 
corps, have been compelled—or rather it has been found necessary, 
I will say, to send them to technical schools to be educated before 
they could satisfactorily discharge the duties of officers. 

Mr, COCKRELL, 
Point. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not, except only as they are given a post- 
graduate course, which is provided for, 
that the cadets receive at West Point. I believe it is an efficient 
education. I believe they turn out good officers there, I do not 
believe, however, that they there learn everything necessary to a 
thorough understanding of the art of war, and therefore | believe 
in the propriety of providing the post-graduate course, to which 
the Senator from Missouri must have reference; but I do not be- 
lieve that we ought to a from civil life officers to take charge 
of these guns, that are of fine, delicate, and difficult mechanism, 
and then find it necessary to send them off to be educated before 
they can the "duties of officers. I think it is our duty 
here and now to provide for a proper education of the men who 
are to command the soldiers of the Republic. 

‘ = COCKRELL, Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me 
ow 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
[Mr. CockRELL] is recognized, 


The Senator from Missouri 





I have no doubt it would be, but I am not. 


Whence | 


ot have; but it has come to me that a great | 


hat is done with the graduates of West | 


I believe in the education | 
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see COCKRELL. I want to get permission of the Senator from 
| Ohio, 
| Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 

| souri yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not if the Senator wishes to make another 
speech. He can make that after I get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wanted to ask the Senator a question, I 
had the floor and was addressing the Senate when the Senator in- 
terrupted me. I did not yield the floor to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not so understand it; but, however, I 
ask if I may proceed now? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have nothing to do with your privileges in 
the Senate, and I do not appreciate the inquiry. I think it is en- 
tirely unnecessary and gratuitous, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not believe there is any 
urgent necessity just at this time that there should be such an 
enormous increase in the appointments at West Point. What 
have we to-day? We have over 100,000 men, and we have some 
of the brightest and most reliable young men in this whole nation 
now in the ranks of the Army as sergeants and as first lieutenants. 
They are in the volunteer service, which expires on the Ist of July, 
1901. When that time comes they will want appointments in the 
Army; they will have the practical education for it, and an expe- 
| rience that is worth more than an education at West Point. They 
will be expecting appointments. 

Then what will your appointments of cadets do to supply defi 
ciencies? It will take four years before one of them can be grad- 
uated; and if he is appointed now it will be five years before he 
| can go out as a graduate from West Point. So there is no press- 
| ing necessity now for this amendment, and I do not believe that 
under the Constitution and our system of government the Senate 
ought to attempt to control these appointments. I believe that 
belongs to the appointing power. We do not control the appoint- 
ments of the cadets from the Congressional districts. The Presi- 
dent appoints them. It is simply a matter of discretion with him 
as to whether he appoints the cadet who is recommended by the 
Representative of a particular district or not. There is no law 
requiring him to doit. Ido not know what the President would 
| do if this amendment were adopted, whether he would consult 
| Senators or not. 1 do not think heoughttodoso. So far as lam 
concerned, I do not want to be consulted in such a caseasthat. I 
believe it is better that no such consultation should be had, and 
I would oppose anything that would be recognized and could be 
presented to the President as the understanding of the Senate that 
we were to name these appointees, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there would have been no friction 
about this matter, and the bill would have passed an hour ago just 
as the committee intrusted with it reported it; but there are cer- 
tain Senators here who do not believe in the feature of Senatorial 
cadets. They think it is unseemly, whether it is done directly or 
in the form of an amendment, that the Senate should scramble 
for patronage. We have wasted an hour here simply because the 
committee amendments reported by the Senator from New Jersey 
| Mr. SEWELL} who has charge of the bill were not let alone, I did 
not touch them; the Senator from Missouri {Mr.CocKRrELL] did not 
touch them; the Senator from New Jersey in charge of the bill 
did not touch them. 

We were willing to take the action of the committee as con- 
servative action, which it is, of course, to a certain extent; and if 
it had not been interfered with and the committee amendments 
sought to be changed, there would have been no discussion and 
no friction. I must object, for one, whether voted down or not, 
against the spectacle of the Senate seeming to scramble for the 
appointment of a cadet or two cadets for each Senator. It is not 
seemly. We ought to acquiesce in the action of the Senate com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who is scrambling for patronage here? 

Mr. HALE. Any man, | do not care in what form he puts it, 
who wants to take away these appointments from the President 
and provide for two cadets at large from each State or one from 
| each State, knows what it means is that they shall be Senatorial 

appointments. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Maine is doing himself 
an injustice by undertaking to put our view of this matter upon 
some selfish claim of patronage. 1know, so far asl am concerned, 
I would not appoint one of these fellows if I had an opportunity 
to do so. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator would have to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not a worshiper of West Point, as the Sen- 
ator from Maine is. 

Mr. HALE. If the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont is insisted upon and passes, the Senator will have to ap- 
point cadets. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not doso. 

Mr. HALE, If the President should consult the Senator about 
the matter, he could not help it, 
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Mr. ALLEN. I would not do so. Mr. HALE. Iam not criticising the Senator from Ohio. Wa 

Mr. HALE. There would be so many applications, I want to | is not a man who unduly uses up the time of the Senate or ma}o< 
say to the Senator, that he would not be able to avoid it, unduly long speeches. But I certainly had a right to feel as | qj, 

Mr. ALLEN. The President of the United States is not big | particularly when the amendment which arrested the progress 
enough to compel me to do what I do not want to do. the bill and used the hour that has been well taken, I will say. 

Mr. HALE. If the bill is insisted upon just as it was reported, | stead of wasted, clearly meant Senatorial appointments. I hai 
there will not be a word against it. right to call attention to that, and to say that I did not think 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment submitted by | was a seemly thing for the Senate, I did not mean to say t),: 
the Senator from Uhio will be stated. any Senator could not favor that and make a speech for it, by 

Mr. FORAKER. 1 want to say a word in answer to the re- | thought it was an unseemly thing for the Senate to seem { 
marks just made by the Senator from Maine. scrambling for these appointments. That does not cut off | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator allow the | Senator from Ohio or the Senator from Vermont, and it was » 
amendment to be first stated? very proper and a very suitable remark for me to make and | 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. still hold to that opinion. 

TheSecrRETARY. On page 32, in section 4, line 10, after the Mr. FORAKER. I stated at the outset of this debate tha: 
words ‘at large,” it is proposed to insert *‘not more than two of | had no such intention and no such desire; but that does not » 
whom shall be appointed from the same State.” to satisfy the Senator from Maine. He wants to go on insisti, 

Mr. FORAKER. I donot know exactly what the purpose of | upon a suggestion as to motive that he knows is offensive to other 
the Senator from Maine was in attributing to Senators motives | Senators. I do not think the Senator ought to do it. 
which they have disclaimed. Certainly it is no offense for a Sen- Mr. GALLINGER, Will the Senator from Ohio permit me ; 
ator to differ with another Senator as to a proposition that comes | moment? 
before this body for consideration, and it ought not to be any Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 
offense for Senators to dissent to a proposition emanating from a Mr, GALLINGER, A while ago there were a hundred or tw 
committee. Weare all here, I take it, to act upon our sense of | hundred second lieutenants to be appointed in the Army, | hap- 
responsibility and our sense of duty; and when Senators impute | pen to know that a good many Senators who are imputing wr 
to others an improper motive or unworthy motive, as that we are | motives to certain other Senators and talking about Senato 
scrambling for patronage, I can only say that such a thought | patronage traveled to the White House quite as often as I did t. 
could originate only with a man who is capable of doing it him- | see that they got some of those appointments. 
self. Ihave nosuch purpose. I have hadnosuchthought. Ido Mr. FORAKER. Yes. I think a good many Senators here, and 
not want to send anybody to West Point. I have no candidates | some of them speaking in opposition, have been to the Whi! 
applying to me, and I have nobody I want to favor. House a good deal oftener than I have been there. I am | 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask—— troubled about patronage. I am not scrambling for anything, | 

Mr. FORAKER. And I repudiate and resent the idea that we | trust. But Ido a in West Point education for the officers of 
can not be allowed to express our own opinions here without being | our Army, and I do believe that we need more educated officers 
made the subject of remarks of that character. | in the Army than this bill providesfor. I should like to see the 

Mr. HALE. Oh, Mr. President, my remarks have not been se- | whole number provided, and I am perfectly willing that it may 
vere. I could have made them a great deal more severe. be provided here that Senators shall not recommend at all or have 

Mr. PROCTOR, Suppose you try it? anything to do with it,so faras I am concerned. That is not 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator what reason he has for | what I want. I want to see enough officers educated to meet the 
this? If the President in his discretion should choose to appoint | demands of the Army, and I want to get rid of the condition of 
more than two of these from one State, what reason is there why | things which we witness now of appointees to official positions 
he should not do so? from civil life being relieved from duty in order that they may go 

Mr. FORAKER, I have stated it several times. to aschool of instruction and become instructed, so that they may 

Mr. HALE. I have not heard the Senator. |; command the men whom they have been appointed to command 

Mr. FORAKER. It was urged here, in opposition to the amend- | and do the duties they ought to be qualified to doas officers. That 
ment proposed by the committee, that an undue number might | is the only purpose I have in view. I think ita commendable pur- 
be taken froma particular State. 1t occurred to me—I may be in | pose, and I insist upon it. 
error about it, but certainly I am entitled to my opinion and to Mr. SEWELL, I hope we may now dispose of the bill. 
present it to the Senate—that it would be better to have these ap- Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I will take only a moment, 

intments distributed over the whole of the 45 States of the | My disposition would be to answer the Senator from Maine more 

Jnion, and therefore it seemed to me that it would be an appro- | forcibly, if it were possible, than the Senator from Ohio did, but 
priate amendment to submit, and I submitted it in good faith, as itis not in my power, lam glad to leave him to the tender 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly mercies of that Senator. I disclaim any purpose of seeking pat- 

Mr. FORAKER. It was to avoid the taking of an undue num- | ronage in proposing this amendment. i considered it perfectly 
ber from any particular State, and to distribute them over all the | proper onl legitimate to propose an amendment identical with 
States. It can not be possible that you can not find at least one 
man in each of the forty-five States who would make a competent 
and worthy cadet at West Point. I believe in giving every State 
an opportunity. 

Mr. HALE. Is not the President likely to do that? 





that which has been recommended unanimonsly from the Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee and which passed the Senate, and know- 
ing the urgent need of the Army for more educated officers. 
The system of distributing them among the States is in accord- 
ance with the policy of the present law. The law, to be sure, 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senator, no. gives the appointment of all to the President, but custom lias 
Mr. FORAKER. I donot know whether the President is likely | given one to each Representative. The recommendation comes 
to do itor not. He can or can not do it, just as he sees fit; but I | from each Representative. It is merely carrying out the preset 
do not believe in intrusting it to the President to select from | theory and custom to give two at large. So far as I may have 
where he pleases, except subject to proper limitations. to do with the patronage, the custom in my State, which I should 
I did not think of the matter until it was suggested here, on | certainly carry out, is to have a competitive examination. | 
the floor of the Senate, in this debate. I thought it was a good | think it is a much better system to distribute these appointments 
suggestion. I thought it was one we might with propriety incor- | through the different States, and I think we would get better ap- 
porate in this bill, and that we might do it without being charged | pointments than to have them all at large. 
with having unnecessarily taken an hour of time. I notice that Appointments to cadetships are sought for even more than an 
the Senator from Maine, when other people differ with him and | appointment to high rank in the Army. There will be hundre«s 
take a little time, is always ready to talk about a waste of time | of applications for these positions. Everybody who has no chance 
and to say it might have been avoided if we had accepted the | to get it from his own State will apply to the President. | ‘or 
— of the committee and had adopted his particular views | one think the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is a 
about it. wise one. 
Mr. HALE. I have not suggested any views. I am in fa- | Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not propose,so far as | am 
vor—— concerned, to be shaken aside and to rest under the imputation 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Maine stated that we had | expressed by the Senatorfrom Maine. It is to be regretted that a 
wasted an hour, which might have been saved if we had accepted | Senator can not differ with that Senator or his associates without 
the action of the committee, but that Senators had insisted upon | being classified as a man of sordid purposes and aims. The Se 
differing with the committee and upon differing with the distin- 
guished Senator from Maine, I shall differ with the Senator from | 
Maine when I see fit. 


ator says that the bill could have passed here long ago if thse 
amendments had not been proposed. What is the bill here ! r 
| Is it here to be passed exactly as the commiitee recommends 1°, 
Mr. HALE. I do not think I stated that I thought the time | regardless of the wishes of a majority of this Chamber? Are © 
be wasted, but I have a grave feeling that it has been. of us who do not serve upon the Committee on Military Affairs 1 
r. FORAKER. I have not yielded to the Senator, and I have | sit down and fold our hands and witness the passage of t ae = 
not heard what he said, I will hear him. literally as reported, without protest and without vote, or isit he! 
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for the purpose of being analyzed by Senators, and for the purpose 
of being amended if,in their best judgment, its provisions as re- 
ported are not right? — . : i 

The number of Presidential appointees have been increased, I 
think, some 20 to 30, In the first place, there is no excuse offered 
for that increase, No man has offered a reason. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Nebraska is mistaken. 
number is 20 now. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say 20 to 30. Noman has offered a reason why 


The 


the increase should be 150 per cent in these Presidential appointees, | 


As a matter of fact, there is no reason, in my judgment, except 
that reason which has been disclosed -here of providing soft jobs 
for the sons of officers, 

Mr. SEWELL. I donot want the Senator from Nebraska to 
make such a mistake, I gave the reason forthe increase, I gave 
the Department reasons, that with this increase it would not do 
for more than one or two branche: of the service; that the cavalry 
and infantry would still be without a cadet next year. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam perfectly willing to take the Senator’s state- 
ment as expressive of his views, and I have no doubt he expresses 
his views honestly and conscientiously, as he always does intelli- 
gently, but the suspicion is upon my mind, and it amounts to a 
conviction to me, that underlying this provision of the law is the 
purpose of transferring almost one-half of the membership of 

Vest Point into the hands of the sons of officers of the Regular 
Army. I want to protest against it as unrepublican and un- 
American. It is proposed to build up an aristocracy here that 
will smell to heaven, so that the man in the moon as he passes 
over here will have to hold his nose. 

Mr.SEWELL. The Senator also knows that the appointees to 
West Point come from the Representatives of the districts and 
the Delegates—850 or more. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. The be&t soldiers this country ever had, or ever 
will have, are the volunteer soldiers from the different States and 
Territories. Who made more blunders during the civil war than 
the graduates of West Point? Who left more gaps in their 
armies, of two and three hundred yards, a quarter of a mile, so 
that the enemy might pour through unrestricted, on a dozen 
battlefields, than the graduates of West Point? Good, fair, in- 
telligent citizens put upon a horse in command of an army would 
not be guilty of such a blunder. Iam not going to call names, 
but I could stand here and call those names, if it were proper to 
do so. 

Iam not an enemy of this academy. I believe in the necessity 
of educating young men and forming the nucleus for a great 
army. I believe that yearly a certain number of students should 
be educated at this acadefmy and the Naval Academy, but I do 
not believe in educating one man more at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment than is necessary to go out in time of war and become 
an instrument in drilling and educating an army. 

No man has ever yet pointed out a reason why the President 
should have this power except that he desired the power. Itis a 
power that belongs to the people. They have a right, through 
their representatives, to say who shall represent them in the 
Military and Naval academies, as they have a right to say who 
shall represent them in the Executive Mansion and in the branches 
of Congress and in other branches of the public service. If the 
Senator from New Jersey will accept the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio I shall have nothing further to say. 

Mr.SEWELL, Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatorfrom New Jersey 
accepts the modified committee amendment by. accepting that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I understand that section 
4is not necessary or essential to the bill. The law as it stands to- 
day provides for the number of cadets at West Point and the man- 
ner in which they shall be appointed. Therefore this must be gen- 
eral legislation, and I make the point of order against section 4 of 
the bill that it proposes general legislation and is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the committee which had charge of the West Point appropria- 
tion bill were authorized to report such an amendment as this, 
and that it is not open to the objection that it is general legisla- 
tion. Itis open to the objection, if it were in the House, that it 
changes existing law. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am opposed to the paragraph largely 
for the reasons given by the Senator from Nebraska. I have been 
amember of the Senate about eleven years, and I was for two 
years a member of the House of Representatives, and no person 
Was ever appointed either to West Point or to the Naval Academy 
at Annapolis upon my recommendation. I never had or sought 
any patronage whatever in that direction. Yet believe that the 
cadets should be chosen from the different States and from the 
body of our people. 1 do not believe we ought to build up in this 
country a military class. I believe it is contrary to the genius of 
our institutions and absolutely unnecessary, 

The soldiers of a republic should fight only for the defense of 
their homes and the defense of their country, The soldiers of a 
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|} as men were never handled before. 
| world teaches us that it is not necessary that a republic should 





United States, and the history of the United States, 
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republic should never be enlisted for conquest or for the subjec- 
tion of any other people in the world. Therefore, the necessity 
with us for a standing army does not exist, except the skeleton, 


| perhaps, of a standing army or a small body of troops to do the 


police duty of the country. The volunteers can do all the fight- 
ing a republic should ever do. That they can do better fighting 
than any other class of men in the world is proved by the won- 
derful exploits of the farmer soldiers of the South African Re- 
public, 

If England had outnumbered them but two to one, they would 
have destroyed England's army before this, and if there was any- 
thing left of it driven it into the sea. They have only been over- 
come by mustering an army of over tentoone. It did notrequire 
military training for those men to fight, not only with unparalleled 
courage, but with great ability and great skill, handling their men 
So I say the history of the 


maintain a standing army; neither is a military education neces- 


sary to military success and military fame. 
Under this provision we add 50 men each year to the cadets a 
West Point, selected by the President, and they will be from the 


military classes. 

Mr.SEWELL. Willthe Senator allow me to correct him? 
do not add 50 every year, but 50 every four years, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Well, 50 every four years. 

Mr. SEWELL. Let me say that that is only twelve and a half 
a year, and nota half of those graduate—only about 6 a year. 
it adds very few officers to the Army. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Wezgive this power of appointment to the 
President, and they will be selected from the military classes. I 
object to building up a military class in this country. Therefore 
I am opposed to increasing the number of men the President shall 
select. Iam not opposed to it because I want any patronage, I 
am not opposed to it because I would have the patronage if it were 
in my reach, for | would leave it to somebody else to bestow. 


Mr. HALE, Mr. President, what is the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
been agreed to, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I wish the committee in charge of the bill 
would allow section 1319 of the Revised Statutes to remain as it is, 

Mr. FORAKER. Will theSenator from New Hampshire allow 
me, before we pass to'any other matter? There are a few words, 
now that the amendment’! have offered has been adopted, which 
should be stricken out, in order to make the bill harmonious. I 
call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill to the fact, 
now that my amendment has been adopted, that the words, in 
line 11, ‘with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed from 
the United States at large” should be stricken out. The elimina- 
tion of those words will make it harmonious and consistent, I 
move that they be stricken out, 

Mr. SEWELL. That is quite satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, after the word “shall,” itis pro- 
posed to strike out “ with the exception of the 50 cadets appointed 
trom the United States at large.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, | wish the committee would 
leave out section 5. Cadets now have to be well versed in reading, 
writing, and arithmetic, to have a knowledge of the elements of 
English grammar, descriptive geography, particularly that of the 
That isa 
well-worded statute, and té substitute for it a discretionary exam- 
ination by the Secretary of War it seems to me is no improve- 
ment, I wish the committee would omit that section, unless they 
have some very good reason for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from New Hampshire speak? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Section 5, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Section 4 has not been agreed 
to. The question is on agreeing to section 4 as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON, Did I understand the Chair to put the question 
on agreeing to section 4? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On section 4. 

Mr. BACON, On the question of the adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As amended. 

Mr, BACON, I hope we may have a vote on that, but beforea 
vote is taken I desire to say a word. Am | in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will regard it asan 
open question, 

Mr. BACON, 


W 0 


Oo 


The amendment has already 


To what section does the Sen- 


Mr. President, I do not desire to take any part 


in the discussion of the abstract question of the propriety of the 
appointment of these additional cadets or of the particular man- 
ner in which they shall be appointed. 


In the course of a short 


6386 


time. after the conclusion of the term of service now running to 
a close, the soldiers in the Philippine Islands will return to this 
country. I think there is a great deal in the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri with respect to the very large number of 
young men who are now actively engaged in military service in 
the Philippine Islands. No one will question the fact that the 
schooling which they are now receiving will eminently qualify 
them to fill the positions of lieutenantsin the Regular Army when 
their term of service shall expire. They are coming home next 
summer, and a very large proportion of them will desire to remain 
in the Army. 

A very large proportion of those who are now holding commis- 
sions, as well as those who are noncomsaissioned officers, will 
naturally think that they should be preferred when the Govern- 
ment comes to increase the number of second lieutenants in the 
Army. They will be applicants for the positions. They have won 
the right to the consideration of the Government in the selection 
of those who shall be sppointed to second lieutenancies, 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator think that such appointees 
should be required to stand an examination? 

Mr. BACON. That is a matter to be determined hereafter 
when we come to deal directly with it. 

Mr. HARRIS, I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that be- 
fore these cadets can be available for service four or five years 
will elapse. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. And in the meantime these lieutenants now in 
the service will have ample opportunities to be provided for with- 
out any interference. 

Mr. BACON. That may be, but at the same time the number 
of those who will be seeking positions in the Army will be very 
large. I think we can very safely leave this uutil we come next 
winter to the qrestion, as we undoubtedly will come to it, in re- 
spect to what sha!l be the size of the Army, how many commis- 
sioned officers we are going to have, how many lieutenants will 
be required. I am in favor of so shaping this matter as to give 
these young men, when they come back from the Philippines, the 

reference, Let them be appointed lieutenants, and there will 

e sufficient time, after they are provided for, to make provision 
for such increase in the number of cadets as may be necessary to 
supply the needs that may thereafter arise. 

As to the question of examination, which the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] suggests to me, I have not considered 
it, and I do not propose to express an opinion on it at this time. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 

Mr, BACON. eer. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to 
state—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from South Dakota has asked me 
to yield, which I have done. After that I shall be glad to yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator expects to take these young men 
into the Army as lieutenants, I think his hopes will be disap- 
pointed, because not one of them could pass the examination re- 
quired at the present time. 

Mr. BACON, Ido not understand that there is any intention 
to make any provision in this bill with reference to that matter. 
This is not a proper bill for that; it is a bill which relates to the 
Military Academy; but we will have before us next winter bills 
in which it will be proper to make provisions for it. I now yield 
to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire tosay to thé Senator that this is a very 
small increase in the number of cadets. It will not materially 
affect the number of officers. We did presenta bill here, and had 
it passed through the Senate unanimously, to appoint a hundred 
and ten, This is an increase of only thirty. I read a paper here 
from the Adjutant-General’s Department, stating that the require- 
ments of the Army next year will be short, leaving out entirely 
the cavalry and infantry, which are the largest branches of the 
service. 

I have no doubt that even with this little increase, which will 
not affect us for four years, we will require next year from a 
hundred to a hundred and fifty young men, to be taken from the 
Army or from civil life. I have always been a believer in pro- 
motion from the ranks. A great many good young men, some of 
them graduates of colleges, have gone into the Army in the last 
two years to get commissions, as they are getting them gradually. 
I believe in that class of material. At the same time there are 
branches of the service like the engineer, the artillery, the ord- 
nance corps, which require a higher state of technical knowledge 
than is likely to be acquired in the Army in the ranks, and for 
those we need an increase of cadets at West Point. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desired to give my reasons why I shall 
vote against the amendment; and 1 hope we may have a vote 
upon it, 
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Mr. HAWLEY. What is the amendment pending? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The committee amendment, 

Mr. SEWELL. The committee amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreej;, 
to the amendment as amended, F 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 4? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 4, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs \ 
on page 32, after line 15, to insert as a new section the followin, 


Sec. 5. That section 1319, chapter 4, Title XTV, of the Revised Statut: 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1319. Appointees shall be examined under regulations to be fra; 
by the Secretary of War before they shall be admitted to the Academy 
shall be required to be well versed in such subjects as he may from ti 
time prescribe.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the committee on an 
appropriation bill ought not to change section 1319 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to strike out these very sensible requirements for 
admission to West Point: 

Shall be required to be well versed in reading, writing, and arith: 
and to have a knowledge of the elements of English grammar, of descriptive 

eography, particularly that of the United States, and of the history 0: the 
Jnited States— 
and put the authority wholly with the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe such requisites for admission as he sees fit. Section 1319 
as it stands is a very wholesome section, and I hope the amend- 
iment may be withdrawn by the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not see that it makes much difference. It 
modifies somewhat the requisites for admission, so that the Secre 
tary of War may take advantage of that modification. At the 
same time it is not of sufficient importance to make any contest 
over it, and I will agree that section 5 may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 5 goes out. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the b 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (8S. 28) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James H. Waters; 

A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 

A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Samuel W. Childs; 

A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Critzer; 

A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
Wilber; 

A bill = 169) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 

A bill (5S. 258) granting an increase of pension to Coryden Bevans; 
— bill (S. 806) granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 

aton; 

A bill (S. 314) granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 

A bill (S. 410) granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. 
Gridley; 

A bill (S. 539) granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 
Rutherford; 

A bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck: 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 

A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B 


ill to 


oons; 
A bill (8. 847) granting an increase of pension to James B. 


ogan; 
A bill (S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Levi Chand 


ler; 
A bill (S. 
Pyl 


1274) granting an increase of pension to Augustus ©. 


yle: 

A bill (S. 1364) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Blockson; 

A bill (5S. 1441) granting an increase of pension to James & 
Hartzell; 

A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings 

A bill (8. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll; 

A bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pens'on toJames Byrt 

A bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters 

A bill (8. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 

nt; 


A bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantiia 

rnes; 

A bill (S. 1569) granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestley: | 

A bill (8. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Clara H. ine 

A bill (8. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 

A bill (S. 1734) granting a pension to Mary 8S. Belding: : 

A bill (S. 1758) granting an increase of pension to Farnham /. 
Eastman; 
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A bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to John Carr; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Shup: 

A ‘hill (8. 
Lewis; L 

A bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; 

A bill (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Paulding Meade; 

A bill (S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Consolacion 
Victoria Kirkland; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting an increase of pension to Annie D, M. 
Wood; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (5. 


1831) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 


2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 
2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 


A Lill (8, 2101) granting an increase of pension to George E. | 


Scott: 

A bill (S, 2142) for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; 

A bill (S. 2208) granting an increase of pension to William 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2215) granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 
Koonce; 

A bill (S, 2276) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Ragland; 

A bill (8, 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 

A bill (S, 2286) granting an increase of pension to John W. Craig; 

A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to John J. Sears; 

A bill (S, 2483) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Beard; 

A bill (S, 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 


A bill (S, 2539) granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 


Daniels; 

A bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Hobart; ‘ 

A bill (8. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill: 


A bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Christina Noll; | 


A bill (S. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 


A bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


Longmire; 
A bill (S, 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 
ble; jr 


Lochard; 

A bill (S, 2962) granting an increase of pension to William 
Blades; 

A bill (S. 28977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher; 


A bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Edward | 


Madden; 

A bill (8S, 8047) granting an increase of pension to William 
Mullevy; 

A bill (S. 8058) granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 
Mey-ert; 

A bill (8. 3082) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 

A bill (8. 3154) granting an increase of pension to Kate Cad- 
well; 

A bill (S. 8183) granting a pension to George W. Newell: 

A bill (S, 8234) granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; 
ae bill (S. 8268) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F. 

arton; 


A bill (8. 8277) granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; | 


A bill (S, 8289) granting a pension to Isabel'a Underwood; 

A bill (8, 3293) granting an increase of pension to Helen Harlow; 

A bill (8, 3294) granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 

A bill (8. 8800) granting an increase of pension to Luke H. Mon- 
80n; 

A bill (8. 8814) granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 

A bill (8. 8329) granting an increase of pension to Kate B. War- 
ren; 


A bill (8. 8337) granting an increase of pension to Buren R. 


Sherman; 
- ee S. 8418) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade- 
aide Ball: 
A bill (8. 3467) granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 
A bill (8. 8527) granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; 
_A bill (8, 8549) granting an increase of pension to, William A. 
eyes; 
A bill (8. 8634) granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter; 
. A bill (8. 8662) granting an increase of pension to Louise D. 
mith: 
A bill (8. 8708) granting a pension to John H. Harrison; 
' A bill (8. 8788) granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
ams: 
A bill (8, 3899) granting a pension to James Cook; 
A bl (8, 3900) granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 
© A ae (8S. 4006) granting an increase of pension to Edward M. 
ucker; 
ne bill (S. 4007) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
unnj 
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A bill (S, 2961) granting an increase of pension to Michael | 
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| A bill (S. 4040) granting an increase of pension to Mary C 
)} Gage; 
A bill (S. 4077) granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; 
| A bill (S. 4087) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
Mansur; 
A bill (8, 42 
A bill (S. - 
| and 
| A bill (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 














granting a pension to Belle Bean; 
granting an increase of pension to Abert Brown; 


Dyhrenfurth. 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the general deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE, I will say to Senators that if Senators, perhaps at 
some expense of their personal convenience, will stay here for a 
couple of hours we can pass this bill. It is the last appropriation 
bill. The members of that committee will then go into confer- 
ence rooms and be out of the way, and other business of the Sen- 
ate can come up. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. TELLER and others. 

Mr. HALE. I hope not, 

Mr. PETTUS. We have had no session for executive business 
for some time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I appeal to the Senator from Ala- 
| bama not to interfere with the consideration of this appropriation 
| bill. Let us consider it, and after that the Senate can take up 
| executive business. 1am as much in favor of it as the Senator, 
Mr, PETTUS. At what time? 
| Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Whenever we dispose of this appro- 

priation bill. 
| Mr. HALE. Iam very much in favor of getting the appropri- 
| ation bills out of the way. I have two or three matters on the 
| Calendar 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
bama withdraw the motion? 

Mr. PETTUS. No, sir; I will let it go to a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not debatable. The ques- 
| tion is on the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Maine moves 
| that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11537) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations with amendments. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to have an understanding that no 
other legislative business shall be considered to-night after this 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is right. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisright. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the Senator's propo- 
sition? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That noother legis!ative business shall be 

| considered to-day but this deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that no other 
legislative business shall be considered to-day but the general de- 
ficiency appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that no other business shall Le con- 
sidered to-day other than the general deficiency appropriation bill, 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. TELLER. No other legislative busi- 
ness. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
| Is there objection? 

Mr. MORGAN. How long does that order last? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-day. 

Mr. HALE. Only to-day. 

| The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
| The Secretary will proceed to read the bill. 

| Mr. HALE. Llask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
| pensed with and that the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
| priations be first considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. that it be 
read for amendment, and that the committee amendments be 


Oh, no. 





Does the Senator from Ala- 


No other legislative business, 
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first considered in the reading. 
hears none, 

Mr. HALE. I hope that Senators, as I said before, perhaps at 
some expense of personal convenience, will remain here so that 
we may pass this bill to-night. Wecan doit in two hours. But 
if Senators leave the Chamber and leave us without a quorum, any 
single Senator can stop the bill; and I have just been admonished 
that a Senator will call for a quorum, if a quorum disappears, 
So lam not asking too much or trespassing too much on Senators 
when I ask them to stay here until the bill is passed, 

Mr. ALLEN, I should like to know what is the necessity for 
passing the bill to-night. It is now after 5 o'clock. What is the 
urgent necessity? 

Mr. HALE, I will tell the Senator. 

. Mr. HAWLEY, That we may beable to adjourn next Wednes- 
day. 

Mr. HALE. Just as I stated last night, there is a great pres- 
sure in the Senate for other business. If we can pass this bill to- 
night, it will gointo conference, and then all the appropriation bills, 
including this measure, will be out of the way of the Senate, and 
other business, important bills and all other bills, will come up, 
the Committee on Appropriations and the appropriation bills be- 
ing out of the way. 

We thought it was a good thing for the general business, be- 
cause there are a good many measures that ought to pass outside 
of this bill, and as soon as we are out of the way, as two or three 
days will be needed for conferences, that time will be taken with 
other bills. If the bill goes over to-day, it will come up to-mor- 
row, and it may take half of the day to-morrow. It is not amat- 
ter affecting me, but I am willing to stay and pass the bill to-night, 
so that we will be out of the way. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator is opening the way for 
political action? 

Mr. HALE. No; not for political action. 

Mr.ALLEN. TheSenator from RhodeIslandsaysto me, ‘‘ Yes.” 

Mr. ALDRICH, For any kind of action. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to leave that to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam rather under the impression that the other 
side has the floor preempted for the balance of the session, if we 
are to adjourn on Wednesday next. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think so. 
a fair chance. 

Mr, TELLER. 
can not hold it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not knowabout that. 
tenacity of purpose on the other side. 

Mr. HALE. Seriously, there are a good many important meas- 
ures on the Calendar that ought to be taken up, and we want to 
get this appropriation bill out of their way. 

Mr. ALLEN. Four days of the time of the Senate within the 
last week or the last ten days have been consumed by the other 
side of the Chamber in making partisan ‘political speeches for dis- 
tribution this fall for campaign purposes. They were made for 
no other purpose except to deceive and mislead unsuspecting 
voters, and I think those speeches need a careful analysis and an 
explanation given before the Senate adjourns. 

f do not think it is a matter of life and death that we shall ad- 
journ on Wednesday next. While I do not propose to obstruct 
this bill or any other bill, I do not feel that it should be railroaded 
through the Senate to-night or at any other time for the mere ac- 
commodation of the political claptrap that is tofollow. Wehave 
stayed here now until after 5 o'clock, and there is no reason why 
we should not meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning and take up 
this bill and read it through and pass it. I do not suppose it will 
lead to much debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us go on to-night. 

Mr. HALE. We can finish it to-night very easily. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope there will be no objection to 
going on with this bill to-night. It is in theinterest of the public 
business that the bill shall be disposedof, As the Senator from 
Maine has suggested, it may be of some personal inconvenience to 
Senators t> remain here for an hour or two, but I hope by general 
consent it may be done, and to-morrowand Monday and Tuesday 
can be devoted to the consideration of measures on the Calendar 
that ought to be considered before we adjourn. I think we can 
adjourn easily by the middle of the week, and it is a good thing 
to have anearly adjournmentif possible. I hope that nobody will 
object, and I trust my friend from Nebraska will not interpose 
any objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN, I am very much gratified to know the views of 
the Senator from Arkansas, but very sorry indeed to di 
with him. Ido not think there is any necessity for adjourning 
this session of Congress on Wednesday next. hile I do not pro- 
pose to do anything to lengthen the session, while I am extremely 
anxious to get home and to get away from this climate, I do not 
think the public business should be whistled down the wind with- 
out consideration simply to meet the convenience of Senators. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


I think the Senator will have 
If they have, we will give them notice that they 


I think there is great 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 1, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator any objection to our sta;+- 
ing on the bill now and going as far as we can with it to-day 

Mr. ALLEN. It is started now, and it is after 5 o'clock. © W 
a adjourn and come here to-morrow morning at 11 and take 
the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Wecan probably take it up to-morrow and 
it in an hour or two, and why should we stay here until 7 0; 
o'clock in the evening to-day? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is an old legislator here, and of « 
he knows how these things run at the end of a session. I thi 
must feel that it is not unreasonable. We have avery ful! s 
here and we can utilize a couple of hours now and dispose « 
bill. Of course the Senator can stop it, and nobody knows 
much time will be used up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is a bill embracing appropriations to 
amount of $10,000,000 

Mr. HALE. It is a very small deficiency bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator proposes to run it throug) 
Senate, I suppose, skipping half of it in the reading, as is t! 
tom here, within an hour. ° 

Mr. HALE. Let me tell the Senator that there has not bee 
small a deficiency bill reported for ten years as is the ca: 
year. It is almost the smallest deficiency appropriation bi!! 

I have ever reported. There are no big items in it. It i 
cleaning up debts and audited accounts from the Depart 
that citizens have been waiting for, and that they are waitin 
now, and it is paying the debts of the Government in a 
way. There is less controversy in the bill than any deficien: 
[ever saw passed. Hundreds of men, humble men, are waitin 
for the payment of their audited accounts that have come in fro) 
the Treasury, and those comprehend nineteen-twentieths o 
items in this bill, I hope the Senator will not interfer 
course he can test the sense of the Senate by moving to ad) 
but I hope he will not do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot want to interfere, and I am not going t 


interfere—— 
Mr. CULLOM. Then let us go ahead with the bill. 
If the Senator will permit me to make ano! 


Mr. ALLEN. 
tion, the Senator seems to favor the necessity of the pass 
the bill on the ground that it provides for the payment of a it 
many little accounts. Thatistrue. We have a great many mil- 
lions of dollars of accounts that are equally as meritorious as the 
items in this bill, and no provision whatever has been made for 
an appropriation to pay them. 

I think, Mr. President, I am safe in saying that thé Government 
owes $100,000,000 of honest claims that no steps have been taken 
to pay, and I dare sayif a Senator should rise here and offer f 
those claims as an amendment to this bill the Senator from Maine 
would be upon his feet with lightning-like speed to raise an C- 
tion under Rule XVI and prevent it from being incorporated in 
the bill. 

Now, I do not want to obstruct this measure, and I shall 1 
so. I want to appeal to the Senator from Maine not to pre 
bill to-night. It camein here only yesterday. Nobody h vd 
an opportunity to read it, other measures being before the Sc nate. 
Let us adjourn until 11 o'clock in the morning, and haviny had 
an opportunity in the meantime to read all the provisions of the 
bill, we will then take it up and finish it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say, in answer to that appeal, I can not 
do that. I should be running counter to the sentiments o/ the 


L 
y + 


} 


t do 


this 


| Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN. I have seen the Senator in that attitude before. 

Mr. HALE. This matter came up last night, and it was stated 
here on the floor that if we could have to-day—and all Sen:tors 
understood we could have to-day—we would pass the only two re- 
maining epproptiation bills. This is the last one. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose we do pass it, then what? 

Mr. HALE. Then we are out of the way. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then what have you got to do? 

Mr. HALE. Weare out of the way. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ont of the way of what? 

Mr. HALE. Wecan take up the Calendar and take up impor 
tant bills; take up everything the Senator from Nebraska or any 
other Senator is interested in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Or make speeches. 

Mr. HALE. Or Senators can make speeches if they choose. I 
am trying to get out of the way. Of course if the Senator wants 
he can test the sense of the Senate. I will submit to that. He 
can make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator knows very well that there is scarcely 
a bill on the Calendar that can be passed at this hour that will 
pass the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. Senators have bills on the Calendar that they ex- 
pect to get through. : 

Mr. ALLEN. “That has been the experience heretofore. 


Mr. HALE, Then let us take the sense of the Senate. I hope 
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the Senator will let us go along with the bill at this time, because 
certainly that is the feeling of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no power to obstruct the bill, I suppose. | 
Whatever the committee in charge of the bill may say about it 
I suppose is a finality, and nobody has a right to open his mouth | 
in protest without incurring the disp easure of that august organ- | 
ivation. It has been my pleasure, Mr. President, through my life 
to incur the ridicule and the offense of a great many good people, | 
a creat many organizations, and I do not know but that | can | 
stand this in addition to what | have already received. 

There is not a modicum of good sense in pushing this bill to- 
night. There is no reason why we should sit here until 7 or 8 
o'clock or later than that and push through a bill that carries with | 
it millions of dollars of public money, when Senators have not had 
an opportunity to read it and will hear it when read in an imper- | 
fect and disjointed way for the first time at the Clerk’sdesk. We | 
know what the custom is here. There is no use of secreting the 
fact. The reading clerk on his own volition or on the suggestion 
of some person is in the habit of jumping and skipping paragraphs 
and pages of appropriation bills carrying millions of dollars, and 
they are never read, never considered, and I presume the same | 
practice will be followed in the reading of this bill. 

Now, after a session lasting from 11 o'clock until, practically, | 
half past 5 o’clock, without an opportunity to read or study this 
bill or its provisions, the committee propose to take it up and | 
push it through within an hour, that the way may be cleared for | 
the consideration of other business that may be called up from 
the Calendar. I say to the Senator from Maine he can not make 
any progress in pushing this bill to-night. The bill can not pass 
to-night and be given the consideration that itisentitledto. Why | 
not save time and adjourn at this hour until 11 o’clock to-morrow | 
morning, giving every Senator an opportuyity to take a copy of | 
the bill to his office or his house and study its provisions and come 
in in the morning and determine what ought to be done? There 
is no reason why we should not do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
this bill largely consists of audited accounts of the different De- | 
partments, It is rather a matter of routine, with the exception 
of two or three items. Why not see if we can not make some | 
progress to-night? And if we get too tired, after a while we can 
adjourn. 

Mr, ALLEN, For myself,I should like to have some oppor- 
tunity to look into the bill. I observe in glancing through it, as 
I could divide my attention between it and the bill which has 
just passed, that there are several provisions which, in my judg- 
ment, ought to be modified materiaily before they are permitted to 
pass. Yet the Senator in charge of the bill does not propose to | 
give any person the slightest opportunity to examine it, 

Mr.HALE. This bill has been here for days. When I reported 
it days and days ago I announced that as soon as thy sundry civil | 
bill was passed I would call it a. 

Mr, ALLEN, It was reported only a few days ago. 

Mr. HALE. Now the Senator is declaring that he will not let 
the public business proceed. I hope the Senate will stand by this 
proposition, and let the Senator, if he wants, make a motion to 
adjourn; test the sense of the Senate as to how it feels about this 








matter. Of course that is his right. Heand I are fellow-mem- 
bers of the Senate. It is not a question of my bill that 1 want to 


have passed; I am seeking to pass a bill that is not thrust upon 
the Senate. It has been here tora week. Everybody has had an 
opportunity to examine it. 
Mr. ALLEN, I want tocorrect the Senator from Maine. 
bill was reported on the 29th day of May. 
Mr. HALE. That is almost a legislative week. 
Mr, ALLEN, Two or three days ago. 
Mr. HALE, It was reported on Tuesday, and now it is Friday. 
I am seeking its passage not for my own convenience. I sacri- 
ficed some matters that have been of great personal comfort to 
me to be here and have this bill passed to-day. Now, if the Senate 
wants to adjourn, the bill will go over until to-morrow morning. 
Let the Senator make a motion to adjourn and see how Senators 
feel about it. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to make a motion of that kind. 
want the Senator from Maine to make the motion. 
Mr. HALE. Ican not. I want to go on with the bill. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not want—— 
4 Mr. HALE, The Senator can keep on talking, of course, if he 
esires, 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is protesting. I shall stand by him, 
and possibly this side may, until a later hour. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator does not know how interesting 
this bill is. Itisimportant. Let me read a few items as a sample: 
For vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings, $19.51. 


For suppressin: counterfeiting and other crimes, $1.05. 
For repairs an preservation of public buildings, $46.58. 


The 


I 


For contingent expenses, Independent Treasury, 10 cents. 
For con 
For su 


nt expenses, office of Director of the Mint, 60 cents. 
of Crows—subsistence, $3,381.61. 
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I suppose those are Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the amounts just read by the Senator 
represent about the value of his remarks, but possibly that valua- 
tion is a little high. 

Mr. TURNER. I hope the Senator from Maine will not go he- 
yond the reading of the bill to-d any rate. I have some 


lew ot 
iny, at 


matters that I should like to present in the way of amendment. 
Mr. HALE. 1 can do nothing 
Mr. TURNER. Iam not prepared to present them to-night 
Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing, if the Senator will per 
| mit me, that after the conclusion of the reading of the bill it shall 
goover. That course will be satisfactory to me. 
Mr. TURNER. I wish to make a statement. Understan r 
that the bill is of the character indicated by the Senator from 
Maine, providing for the payment of just claims, I offered 


amendment providing for the payment of three just claims 
State, which were favorably reported to the Committee on Appro 
priations by the Committee on Public Lands. I do not find that 
the Appropriations Committee has taken any notice of them. I 
desire to have an opportunity to offer evidence in favor of their 
justice. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will have that opportunity. 
are a great many amendments, concerning some 
papers did not appear before the committee, that are not in the 
bill. If the Senator or any other Senators have amendments 
offer, there will be ample Op] ortunity ° 
will not take more than an hour. 

Mr. TURNER. Ifthe amendments I offered are to be contested 
by the committee, it will be necessary for me to have some data. 

Mr. HALE. 1do not suppose they will be contested if they 
are not subject to a point of order, Certainly I would not under- 
take to contest them if they come in from the Department. It is 
always the case on a deficiency bill that there are a great many 
things that do not get to the committee and yet are brought in 
from the Department,and perhaps after the committee has had 
time to consider them they are put on the bill afterwards. 

I feel about this matter that itis nota question as to what Ishall 
A single Senator appeals tome to give way and to let the bill go 
over, when for the last twenty-four hourseverybody has understood 
that we would take the bill up and try to get it through to-day, 
Iam appealed to now by every Senator about me here and by 
Senators on the other side to goon with the bill. It must rest 
with the Senator himself whether he will let the bill go on, 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not obstructing the bill. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator can make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to do that. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can do it if he chooses, 
help that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to do that. I want to appeal to 
the reason of the Senator from Maine that, under the circum- 
stances, we shall adjourn now until 11 o'clock to-morrow, 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. And take up this bill in regular order to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that, because of the general 
understanding in theSenate. We can go on to-night, and we can 
finish the bill We could have finished it by this time if the Sen- 
ator had not intervened, 

Mr. ALLEN. That may have been the understanding with four 
or five Senators. Ido not know to what extent it was the under- 
standing. It has not reached this corner of the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can test that by a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like to test the sense of the Senate by a 
motion to adjourn. I knowof several ways by which I could pre- 
vent the passage of this bill if I wanted todoso. I donot want 
to prevent the passage of the bill. I do not like to be forced into 
this proceeding. I donot like this idea of coercion, 1 donot like 
this assumption of superiority and dictatorial methods and the 
manner in which these measures are presented, The Senator from 
Maine seems to think that if he wants anything it is an offense, if 
it does not amount to the dignity of a crime, for any man to pro- 
test against it, and that that man is to be visited with his dis- 
pleasure. 

There are important items on this bill that I do not want to see 
adopted to-nigiit, before I have had an opportunity to look into 
them. Ihave not had that opportunity. I am not asking to- 
night that which has not been uniformly accorded to a Senator 
asking it in this Chainber at this hour of the night, that we shall 
pass over ameasure until the next legislative day, especially when 
I ain perfectly willing to concede that the Senate shall meet, as it 
has done for the last few days, one hour earlier than usual. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will consent to let the bill 
be read, and then, if necessary, we can come to an agreement to 
adjourn without any final action, but simply to get through with 
that much. 

Mr. ALLEN. If we get through with the reading, we will be 
no nearer a conclusion than now, 

Mr. TILLMAN, We will have saved at least an hour, 


The 
of which 


t 
oO 


The reading of the bill 


I can not 
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Mr. ALLEN. You are then confronted with the same diffi- 
culty, whether you adjourn or not. If the Senate will agree, 
after the reading of the bill, to adjourn until to-morrow mornin 
at 11 o'clock, I think we can reach an understanding that it shall 
go over without action upon the amendments that are contested. 
I submit that proposition to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In view of the request of the Senator from 
Washington {Mr. TURNER], in regard to having some amend- 
ments that he wishes to propose and that are not contested, I sup- 
pose there will be no occasion for any further postponement of a 
vote, unless discussion arises on some of the other amendments 
that may be proposed. 

Mr. HALE, | have no objection if we can go through with the 
bill and take up the committee amendments and consider amend- 
ments as they are offered, so that we shall get through with the 
main substance of the bill, which we can do in a short time. 
Then if a Senator has any matters that he wants reserved, and 
wants the bill to go over until to-morrow, I will consent to that, 
because that will practically do the business the Senate has in 
hand, and we shall not take up any time to-morrow. I am en- 
tirely willing to agree to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator agree after the bill has been 
read and the Senate committee amendments that are uncontested 
have been adopted, he will then move to adjourn until to-morrow 
morning at 11 o'clock, without taking the bill out of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I should like to consider amendments that 
Senators now are ready to propose; and in view of something 
being in the bill that the Senator bem nme to contest, and 
from which he does not want to be shut off by final action to-night, 
I am entirely willing that when we get through with the reading 
of the bill and the consideration of the committees amendments, 
the bill shall go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. And there shall be action on amendments that 
are not contested. 

Mr. HALE. And any other amendments that are ready to be 
offered. Then I shall be entirely willing that the bill shall go 
over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is going altogether too far. After 
we act on amendments that are not contested, amendments that 
are acceptable, why not adjourn then? 

Mr. HALE, All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, I suppose, there is a distinct understand- 
ing that we shall go through the bill now, read it through, and if 


there are contested amendments they are to be passed over, and | 


when we reach the end of the bill and the committee amend- 
ments that are not contested, we shall adjourn until 11 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HALE. That is not very bad, because that disposes of the 
large part of the bill. If there are any contested amendments, I 
am entirely willing that they shall go over until to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed | 


with the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 9 on 
age 2. 

Mr. HALE. There are some corrections that, as committee 
amendments, | want to make as we go along. On page 2, line 7, 
1 move to strike out ‘* $24,928.26” and insert ‘* $25,053.21.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. 
amount named, ‘‘ $34,444.49 ” and insert ‘* $34,968.10,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end | 


of line 23 on page 2. 

Mr. HALE, 
946.78” and insert ** $24,497.21.” 

The amendment was a d to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 3 on page 3. 

Mr. HALE. I move the amendment, in line 2on page 3, which 
I send to the desk. ; 

The SecrETARY. On page 3, line 2, after the date ‘‘1898,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘* 35,053.15,” and insert “‘$5,119.71;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for ‘‘Contingent expenses, United States con- 
sulates,”’ for the fiscal year 1898, $5,119.71. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment re- 
pom by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the sub- 

ead ‘‘ Foreign intercourse,” on page 3, after line 17, to insert: 

To pay Edward Bedloe, late consul-general at Canton, China, the amount 
of salary still unpaid from December 8, 1898, to January 15, 1900, at the rate 
of $3,500 per annum, $3,097.41. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 23, to insert: 

To pay Ramon O. Williams, late consul-general at Havana, the amounts 


necessarily expended by him for clerk hire in excess of his allowances be- 
tween July 1, fsez, and June 5, 1896, $2,222.08. 


On page 2, lines 12 and 13, I move to strike out the | 


In line 22 on page 2 I move to strike out ‘$21,- | 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to insert: 

To pay Joseph A. Springer, vice-consul-general at Havana, the amounts 
necessarily expended by him for clerk hire in excess of his allowances })« 
tween October, 1892, and June 30, 1895, $200.54. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to carry into effect the act approved 
August 3, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act for the disposal of the accretions of the \j; 
ginius indemnity fund,” $2,288.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 5, line 4, the amount there should be 
changed to ‘* $1,432.82.” . ¥ 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
** $1,032.15” and insert ‘'$1,432.82;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the fiscal year 1900, $1,432.82. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 13 on page 5 I move the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. GALLINGER in the chair}, 
The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 13, after the date ‘190),” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘$1,997.98,” and insert ‘ $3,152.73.” 
| so as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
| account of the appropriation “Contingent expenses, Treasury Department 
| File holders and cases,” for the fiscal year 190), $3,152.78. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of *' Treas- 
ury Department,” on page 5, after line 14, to insert: 

For purchase of file holders and file cases, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 16, to insert: 


Distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper, including trans 
portation, salaries of register, two counters, five watchmen, one laborer. and 
expenses of officer detailed from the Treasury as superintendent, $14,353.20. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 11, to insert: 


Vaults, safes, and locks for public buildings: For vaults, safes, and locks, 
and repairs to the same, for all public buildings under control of the Treas 
ury Department, exclusive of personal services, except for work done by 
contract, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 9, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘one ” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as to mak: 
the clause read: 


Collecting the revenue from customs: Todefray the expenses of collecting 
the revenue from customs, being additional to the permanent appropriation 
for this purpose, for the fiscal year 1900, $<00,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 18, to insert: 


Refund to John W. Bero: To refund to John W. Bero, deputy collector 
customs, port of Plattsburg, N. Y.,the amount of certain public money 
forwarded by him August 1, 1899, by registered mail from Hogansburz. \. \ 
to Piattsburg, N. Y., which money was taken from the safe in the post 
office at Rouse Point, N. Y., on the occasion of a burglary committed therein 
on the night of August 2, 1899, the sum so stolen having been made gov | 
the United States by said John W. Bero, $23.60, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 4, to insert: 


Refund of fine, steamer Palatia: To refund to the collector of custon 
New York, N. Y., for payment by him to the person or persons entitled t 
receive the same, the sum of $50, being the amount of a fine imposed in t 
case of Scheine Gluckmann, a passenger on the Hamburg-American ste 
Palatia on or about January 14, 1900, since remitted by the Secretary o! 
Treasury, the original amount having been covered into the Treasury })! 
to said remission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 19, to insert 


Payment to Capt. B. Tellefsen: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury ' 
ay Capt. B. Tellefsen, master of the Norwegian steamer Albert, for exp 
| incurred by him in consequence of a violation of Article XIII of the treat 
commerce and navigation of the year 1827, between the United states 
America and the Kingdom of Sweden and Norway, by an officer of the cit) 
of Boston, Mass., on the 18th day of July, 1892, $993.96. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 4, to insert: 


Payment to owners of schooner J. R. Carroll: For payment to the ow! 
or owners of the schooner J. R. Carroll as compensation for damages 








; tained by said schooner in consequence of a collision with the steam lau! 


attached to the U. 8. 8. A. D. Bache in Eastern Bay on the night of October ! 
and 5, 1899, $100. 
The amendment was agreed to. : : 
The next amendment ‘was, on page 12, after line 11, to insert: 


Payment to heirs of Diedney Read: To enable the Secretary of the Treas 
ury to pay to the legal representatives of Diedney Read, a , $450, being 
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the amount appropriated to said Diedney Read under the name of Dildeny 
Read by the “Act makin <p, ay for the payment of claims reported 
iiowed te the Commissioners of Claims under the act of Congress of March 
3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof,” approved June 14, 1880, and still re- 
maining in the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. é 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 17, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘‘Capt. H. C. Newcomer, $246.88;” in line 22, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “ten” and insert ‘‘six- 
teen;” in line 25, after the word “cents,” to insert ‘Maj. W.H. 
Bixby, $168.56; Maj. Charles F. Powell, $56.30; Lieut, Col. Charles 
J. Allen, $9.88;” and on page 14, line 7, before the word “cents,” 
to strike out ‘fone hundred and sixty-six dollars and forty” and 
insert ‘‘six hundred and forty-seven dollars and two;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Credit in accounts of certain officers, Corps of pngineers: Authority is 
hereby granted to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to allow 
and credit in the accounts of certain officers of the Corps of Engineers of the 
United States Army amounts coos, against them on the books of the 
Treasury as follows: Capt. William E. Craighill, $16.30; Capt. C. H. McKins- 
try. $45; Capt. H. C. Newcomer, $246.88; Maj. Charles W. Raymond, $61.48; 
Maj. Thomas L. Casey, $21.32; Maj. H. M. Adams, $2,616.40; Maj. E. H. Ruffner, 
$40.80; Maj. R. L. Hoxie, $44.67; Maj. C. McD. Townsend, $31.92; Maj. W. H. 
Bix by, $168.56; Maj. Charles F. Powell, $56.30; Lieut. Col..Charles J. Allen, 


$9.88; and Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, $288.51; in all, $3,647.02. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing,” on page 15, after line 20, to insert: 

For rent of office now occupied by agent of the Post-Office Department to 
supervise the distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing, at a rental of $50 per month, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead of ‘‘ Public build- 
ings,” on page 19, after line 9, to insert: 

Public building, Sioux City, Iowa: The sum of $3,000 of the unexpended 
balance of the appropriations for said building is hereby authorized to be 
used for the installation therein of a tower clock. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Fish Commis- 
sion.” on page 20, line 18, to increase the appropriation for com- 
pletion of the fish-cultural station of the United States Commission 
of Fish and Fisheries at Edenton, N. C., from $6,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 17, after the word 
“balance,” to insert ‘‘amounting to $1,275.17;” so as to read: 

That the unéxpended balance, amounting to $1,275.17, of the appro sriation 
of $195,300 for “* Miscellaneous expenses, Fish Commission, 1899," made in the 
sundry civil act approved July 1, 1898, is rey made available for payment 
of liabilities incurred during the fiscal year 1899, etc. 

Mr. HALE. On page 23, line 19, I wish to offer an amendment, 
and I will state that these changes are in consequence of addi- 
tional estimates which have come in since the bill has been re- 
ported by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, after line 19, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For completing an index of the laws respecting the municipal government 
of the District of Columbia, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of “ Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” on page 24, after line 24, to insert: 

To pay W. B. Moses & Sons the difference in price between bill as ren- 
dered and d, for blueboards for the Western High School, and that for 
which bill should have been rendered, $175. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move an amendment on page 26, line 17, which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The SEORETARY. On page 26, line 17, after the word “session,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘and on page 3 of Senate Document No. 
413;" and in the same line to strike out ‘$10,572.33” and insert 
“$10,592.48; so as to make the clause read: 


Judgments: For the payments of judgments, including costs, against the 
District of Columbia, set forth on page 9, House Document No. 642, of this 
Session, and on page 3 of Senate Document No. 413, $10,592.48. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 6, on 
page 27, 

Mr. HALE. On page 27, after line 6, I move to insert what I 
send totheSecretary’sdesk. These are additional estimates which 
have come in since the bill was reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
‘ = SEcRETARY. On page 27, after line 6, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Writs of lunacy: For amount required to pay the clerk of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia fees in lunacy cases, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

, The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 18, page 37. 
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Mr. HALE. After line 18, on page 27, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk, 
_ The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

For repairs to buildings, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead ** Mili- 
tary establishment,” on page 31, after line 7, to insert: 

For the reimbursement of necessary transportation and traveling expenses, 
including railroad fare, sleeping-car fare, transfers, meals, and lodgings en 
route or during necessary delays, of nurses employed by the Medical | epart- 
ment of the Army since April 30, 1898, incurred in traveling upon public bus 
ness from their homes to the places of service and subsequently on changes 
of station and return to their homes, whose claims may have heretofore been 
disallowed by the accounting officers of the Trvasury on the ground that the 
terms of the written contracts made with the j.urses did not entitle them to 
the allowances in question, excepting the 218 claims forwarded by the Quar 
termaster-General to the Auditor for the War Department on or about Feb 
ruary 27, 1499, which have been otherwise provided for, $4,000: Provided, That 
all other such claims now pending or that may hereafter be presented shall 
be allowed and paid from the regular appropriations applicable to the pay 
ment of transportation and traveling expenses of civilian employees of the 
Army, in like manner as if the terms of the written contracts entitled the 
nurses to such allowances; but the amounts allowed shall in no case exceed 
the amounts authorized by the War Department in regulations governing 
the matter, nor the amounts stipulated in the written contracts if the latter 
expressly provide therefor: And provided further, That disbursing officers of 
the Quartermaster’s Department who have paid or shall hereafter pay a 
counts for such expenses shall be given credit for ali such payments upon 
proper vouchers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 31, at the end of line 7, 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 31, at the end of line 7, it is proposed 
to insert: 

To pay the amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
on account of the re “Transportation of the Army and its sup- 
plies for the fiscal year 1898,"’ $720.96. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 15, on page 37, in the clause making appropriations for the 
pay of the Navy. 

r. HALE. On page 37, line 15, I move to strike out ‘ Habana” 
and insert ‘‘ Havana.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 6 on pase 40, : 

Mr. HALE, I move an amendment in line 5, which I send to 
the desk, 

The Secretary. In line 5 on page 40, after the date “1900,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ $765.33” and insert ‘‘ $3,046.45; ” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For transportation, recruiting, and contingent, Bureau of Navigation, 
1900, $3,046.45, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend, on page 40, line 9, by inserting 
what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 40, after line 9, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For outfits for naval apprentices, Bureau of Navigation, 1898 and 1899, 
$8,153.98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After line 140n the same page I move to insert 
the three clauses which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. After line 14, on page 40, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, 1898 and 1899, $528 

For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1808, $411.55, 

For repairs of barracks, Marine Corps, 1898 and 1899, $297.51. 


or 
my 


After line 18, on page it is proposed to 


1 offer the amend- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The total in line 17, on page 40, should be corrected 
so as to read ‘‘ $17,749.19.” 

The SEcRETARY. In line 17, on page 40, it is proposed to in- 
crease the total appropriation for ‘‘ General account of advances ” 
from ‘*$6,082.03 ” to * $17,749.19.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end 
of line 16, on page 41. 

Mr. HALE. After line 16,0n page 41,I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY, 
insert: 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation “ Transportation, recruiting, and contingent, 
Bureau of Navigation,” $4,819.77. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2, 
page 45. 

Mr. HALE. On page 45, at the end of line 2, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk, 


On page 41,after line 16,it is proposed to 
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The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


damages done to the mer- 
rigan, on October 15, 1899, by 


To pay to the ¢ 
chant steamer M 
means of a colli 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, 


veland Recngeetip Senaeay 
A. Hanna by the U. 5.8. Mix 


"eer 


on with said steamer, $627.57. 


The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead ‘“ Mis- 
cellaneous, Navy,” on page 45, after line 2, to insert: 
To reimburse Theodore J. Arms, assistant paymaster in the United States 
\ for the loss which occurred by reason of the robbery of his safe at the 
nited States naval station, San Juan, Porto Rico, March 10, 1899, he having 


‘ 
made the same good to the United States, and the said loss having occurred 
through no fault or negligence on his part, $2,479.03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 11, to insert: 

Repairs of buildings, Interior Department: For repairs of Interior Depart- 
ment and Pension buildings and of the old Post-Office Department building 
oceupied by the Interior Department, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 15, to insert: 

For removal of offices of the Interior Department to the old Post-Office 
Department building, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 17, to insert: 

Contingent expenses, Interior Department: For postage stamps for the 
Department of the Interior and its bureaus, as required under the Postal 
Union, to prepay postage on matter addressed to Postal Union countries, $629. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 22, to insert: 

Reimbursement of George W. Evans: To reimburse George W. Evans, 
disbursing clerk, Department of the Interior, the amount disallowed iu the 
settlement of his account Repairs of buildings, Department of the Interior, 
1889, quarter ended March 31, 1899, on account of payments made by him by 
direction of the woenetney < the interior, for cleaning snow from the side- 
walks around the several buildings of the Interior Department during the 
winter of 1899, $166.75. 

Mr. HALE. In line 1, page 46, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘ 1889” and inserting ‘‘ 1899.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of the line 11, 
page 46. 

Mr. HALE. On page 46, after line 11, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, ahd agreed to, as follows: 

To pay for electric chandeliers for the corridors and committee rooms of 
the Senate wing, to replace worn-out and obsolete gas fixtures, $1,500. 

Mr. HALE. After the amendment just adopted, I move to in- 
sert what I send to the desk, 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

To pay for mahogany doors for the Marble Room, President's Room, and 
room of the Committee on Finance, $049. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 46, after the 
amendment just adopted, to insert: 

Steam heating and machinery, Senate wing: To pay the Otis Elevator 
Company for special repairs to Senate elevators, $202. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 16, before the word 
‘Electric,” to strike out ‘‘ Washington” and insert ‘‘ Westing- 
house;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Lighting Capitol grounds: To pay the Westinghouse Electric and Manu- 
facturing Company for additions and repairs to the switchboard dynamo 
rooms of the Senate and House, $1,716.24. 

The amendment was agreed to. , , 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 2, to strike out: 

To pay to Albert F. Easley, Sogety surveyor, for surveying and establish- 
ing the exterior and connecting lines of the “Galisteo grant allotments” in 
Santa Fe County, N. Mex., under contract of November 28, 1896, $96.88. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 8, 
page 47. ‘ 

Mr. HALE, After line 8 on page 47 I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. : 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

To pay the necessary expenses of printing the transcript in the case of 
J.F. Manning & Co. against the Chesapeake and Ohio Telephone Company, 
No, 19558, in equity, on appeal from the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lum bia to the court of appeals of said District and to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, said sum 
to be paid by the Treasurer of the United States upon the certificate of the 
clerk of the court of appeals and of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
respectively, certifying that the amount or amounts so to be paid is the actual 
amount due for such printing. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. , 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 47, after the amendment just adopted, to insert: 

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 


Government Hospital for the Insane: For current expenses of the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane: For support, clothing, and treatment in the 
Government Hospital for the Insane of the insane from the Army and Navy, 
Marine Corps, Revenue-Cutter Service, and inmates of the National Home for 


Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged with or convicted of crimes 
against the United States, who are insane, all persons who have become i; 
sane since their entry into the military or naval service of the United States 
who have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent, $2,276.53 , 
_ Mr. HALE. After the word “indigent,” in line 20, I move to 
insert ‘‘ for the fiscal year 1899.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 2, to insert: 
_ To pay to Albert F. Easley, deputy surveyor, for surveying and esta))|; 
ing the exterior and connecting lines of the “Galisteo grant allotments 
Santa Fe County, N. Mex., under contract of November 28, 1896, $06.88. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 25, to insert: 

To pay to George E. Boos, manager of the Missoula Publishing Compa 
Missoula, Mont., for publishing advertisements of three mineral-land list 
30 issues of said journal from June 7 to July 12, 1888, this amount having been 
heretofore suspended, but now allowed, $450.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 6; to insert: 

For payment to John McMurray, manager of the Recorder, a news; 
published at Anaconda, Mont., as additional allowance for publishing 1i 
classified mineral lands, such additional allowance being based upon the 1 
provided for by Department circular of April 13, 1895, $126.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 13, to insert 

To pay the 12 members of the boards of mineral-land commissioner 
the States of Montana and Idaho the balance due them for services du 
the month of October, 1890, $216.67 each; in all, $2,600.04. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 19, to insert: 


For payments and reimbursements to the parties named, and in the 
amounts specified, respectively, on pages 6 and 7 of House Document No. % 
of the present session, under the title, ** General Land Office,” $327.07. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 50, to insert: 

To reimburse William A. Richards, late United States surveyor-gen 
for Wyoming, for losses incurred by him through a cloud-burst upon July 6 
1891, near Fort Washakie, upon the Shoshone Indian Reservation, in tho 
State of Wyoming, while in the discharge of his duties as surveyor-general 
examining a public survey, under section 2223 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States and the special instructions of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, $318. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 50,after line 10,I move to insert what I 
send to the desk, 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the es “Appraisal and sale of abandoned military res- 
ervations” for the fiscal year 1895, $25.09. 


Mr. HALE, After the amendment just adopted I move to in- 
sert what I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1900, $1.66. 


The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 9 on 
page 52. 

Mr. HALE, At the bottom of page 51, line 23, the sum should 
be struck out and the words “two thousand one hundred and 
twenty-nine dollars and nine cents” inserted. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out $185.98 in line 
23, page 51, and insert $2,129.09, so as to read: 

For the fiscal year 1900, $2,129.09. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. At the top of the next page the amount in line 1 
should be struck out and the words ‘‘ three thousand two hundred 
and twelve dollars and seventy-three cents” inserted. 

The SrecrEEARY. It is proposed to strike out, on page 5, 
line 1, the words ‘‘ two thousand nine hundred and eighty-three 
dollars and eighteen cents,” and insert ‘‘ three thousand two hun- 
dred and twelve dollars and seventy-three cents,” so as to read: 

For the fiscal year 1899, $3,212.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 4, page 52, I move to strike out the amount 
and insert ‘‘ $1,025.86.” 

The Secretary. It is proposed, in line 4, page 52, to strike out 
‘*$913.67” and insert ‘‘ $1,025.86; ” so as to read. 

For the fiscal year 1898, $1,025.86.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After line 9 on page 52 I move to insert what I 
send to the desk, 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 02 
account of the appropriation “ vaccination of Indians,” $58. 


Mr. HALE. After the amendment just adopted I move to in- 
sert what I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation.“ support of Quapaws, education,” $12. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


1 
a 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 54, after line 2, to 
insert: 

To pay to the estate of Hopiahtubby, deceased, the amount of claim allowed 
as indemnity under treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws of 1855 on 
account of horses stolen by Comanche Indians in 1866, as per award of the 
secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and decision of 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, dated November 2, 1809, $2,081.25. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 2, to insert: 


For the following, as fully set forth in House Document No. 677 of the 
pre sent session, namely: : 

lo pay for water rent at the Indian school, Flandrean, S. Dak., $250 

The proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to 
readjust the accounts of the special disbursing agent of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes for the first fractional third quarter, 1899, and allow 
so much of youcher No. 3l in said quarter as may have been paid for adver- 
tising, not to exceed $53.17. : 

For support and civilization of the Makah Indians, Weshington, including 
pay of employees, $600. — . ; } 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Klamaths, Modocs, and 
other Indians of the Klamath Agency, Oreg., including pay of employees, 
$1000. 

i For support and civilization of the confederated tribes and bands in mid- 
dle Oregon, and for pay of employees, $500. 

For support and civilization of the Walla Walla, Cayuse,and Umatilla 
tribes, Oregon, including pay of employees, $200. 

For support and civilization of the Yakimas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employees, $350. . , : 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in Utah, including 
traveling expenses of agents, support and civilization of Indians at the Uin- 
tah Valley and Ouray agencies, 300. 

To pay for lands purchased for Seminoles in Florida, $205.75, to be paid 
from a balance on the books of the Treasury, under the title of ‘‘ Homesteads 
for Seminoles in Floriga.” 

To pay those Indians who served the United States under Gen. O. O. How- 
ard in the late war with Joseph's band of the Nez Perces tribe of Indians as 
scouts, couriers, and messengers, referred to in article 10 of the agreement 
of May 10, 1893, with the Nez Perces Indians, ratified by the act of Congress 
approved August 15, 1894, which claims are fully enumerated in House Doc- 
ument No. 552, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, $4,752. 


Oe, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was; under the head of “‘ Twelfth Census,” 
on page 57, after line 7, to insert: 
To pay, Mrs. Ella M. Shell, widow of G. W. Shell, deceased, for services 


rendered by her husband as census supervisor for the fourth census district 
of South Carolina, $500. 


| read one 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 10, 

age 60. 
. Mr. HALE. On page 60, line 8, I move to strike out ‘‘five” 
and insert *‘ eight.” 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, line 8, it is proposed to strike out 
“five” and insert ‘‘ eight;” so as to read: 


For the fiscal year 1899, $849.06. 


The antendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 60, after line 10, 
to insert: 

Compromise of suit: To enable the Attorney-General to make settlement 
ofa suit of T. F. Townsley against the United States pending in the circuit 
court for the district of Washington for damages claimed for alleged breach 
of contract for carrying reindeer between certain Siberian and Alaskan 
ports, $1,718.88, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 14, to strike 
out: 

To pay Frank D. Allen, late United States district attorney for the dis- 
trict of Massachusetts, for services rendered the United States in the United 
States circuit court of appeals, $1,900. ® 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow the 
amendment to be disagreed to. It has been twice put on in the 
Senate and lost in conference with the House. Now the House | 
has putitin, Itis an entirely just claim, and I hope the Senator 
will agree that we may disagree to it. 

Mr, HALE. We struck it out because the report of the Comp- 
troller—the last report we had—reported against it on the ground 
that it was above the maximum compensation. I think the Sena- 
tor’s colleague—I have not had an opportunity—has looked the 
matter up and has the subsequent action. 

Mr. HOAR. I have here a letter from the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, stating that it wasa mistake. This isaclaim on the 
part of the district attorney of Massachusetts for service in the 
court of appeals, rendered before 1896, by direction of the Attorney- 
General. In 1836 a law was passed providing that these services | 
pov be rendered as a part of the district-attorney’s ordinary 

uties, 

But the committee, as I understand, recommended striking out 
this clause under the impression that these services had been ren- 
dered since that time. The Comptroller, however, writes that they 
were rendered before. Then the question came up whether they 
were to be included in the district attorney's maximum, but the 
Attorney-General and the Supreme Court of the United States 





have both held that they are not included in this maximum, The 
Comptroller, who had disallowed the claim, now writes a letter to | 
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the Secretary saying that his decision was erroneous and it o1 

to have been allowed. I will read one sentence from his le 
This constructior ] ; 7 

the circuit courts of appeal i rroneous (decisions abk 
That is the decision of the Attorney-General 

anda large nur f 1s not finally s« ed at th 

of the decision 

General exactly a 

paid, without refer 

not received his ma 
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» time 


So the Comptroller says it ought to be paid. 

In addition to the decision of the Attorney-General. t 
has gone to the Supreme Court of the United ¢ 
sentence from Mr. Justice Brewer's opinion, and i 
opinion of the court: 

Whenever the Attorne 
for the Government inac 
ing him in the discharg 
employing him as special counsel. The duti 
formed by him as district attorney, but by virtue of t 
and employment by the Attorney-General, and t 
may receive is not a part of his mpensation as district attorne 
by the maximum prescribed therefor. It seems to us th: 
import of the statutes, and we have no difficulty in agre« 
of appeals in its n upon this question 

Now, all the other district attorneys have been paid in 
ance with that provision, and Mr, Allen has not been paid, ‘I 
Senate has twice passed a special bill for paying him. The 
put it into the deficiency appropriation bill, and 1 hope the com- 
mittee will allow the provision to stand. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the committee amendment 1 
to, which will leave the clause in the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 61, after line 18, to insert: 

Court of appeals, District of Columbia: For additional amount as salary of 
the reporter of said court, $500, one-half of which shall be paid from the rx 
nues of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 3, after the word 
‘*for,” to insert *‘ all compensation of counsel and;” in line 4, be- 
fore the word “‘ prosecution,” to strike out ‘‘ further,” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ prosecution,” to insert ‘‘ to final con- 
clusion;” so as to make the clause read: 

Weil and La Abra cases: To enable the Attorney-General to give any addi- 
tional compensation he may deem proper to counsel for services in the cause 
of the United States against La Abra Silver Mining Company, finally d& 
mined by the Supreme Court of the United States at the present term of said 
court, and for all compensation of counsel and fees and expenses in the prose 
cution to final conclusion of the suit of the United States against Alice Weil 
and others, in which an appeal has been allowed by the Court of Claims to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from the judgment of that court in 
favor of the United States, $10,000, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 23 on page 65. 

Mr. HALE, On page 65, after line 23, I move to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation * Fees of district attorney for southern district 
of New York, United States courts,"’ $2,441.24. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of ‘‘ United States courts,” on page 66, line 12, 
after the word “ bailiffs,” to insert ‘‘and criers;” and in line 13, 
before the word ‘‘in,” to insert “ bailiffs and one crier;” 
make the clause read: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, except in the southern district of New York: Provided, That all 
persons employed under section 715 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed 
to be in actual attendance when they attend upon the order of the courts: 
And provided further, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 14, to insert: 

For the support of the United States Penitentiary at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans.: For subsistence, including supplies for prisoners, warden, deputy 
warden, and superintendent of industries, tobacco for prisoners, kitchen and 
dining-room furniture and utensils; and for farm and garden seeds and im 
plements, and for purchase of ice, if necessary, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 14 on page 69. 

Mr. HALE. On page 6%, lines 13 and 14, I move to strike out 
*¢ $9,222.41” and insert ‘* $10,574.01.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 13 on page 70. 

Mr. HALE. On page 70, in line 12, after the words “‘ six hun- 
dred and forty-two,” | move to insert ‘‘and Senate Document 
numbered 413.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike out ‘ $159,038.13” and in 
*€ $159,061.03,” on page 70, line 15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to page 71, line 7. 

Mr. HALE. In line 7, after the words *‘ six hundred and forty- 
two,” I move to insert *‘ and Senate Document numbered 413,” 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. HALE. I move to change the amount in line 9 by striking 
out ‘* $47,767.49” and inserting “ $47,833.41.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Inline 12 I move to insert, after the words “six 
hundred and forty-two,” the words ‘‘and Senate Document num- 
bered 413.” These are subsequent estimates. 

The amendment was agr to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to change the total by striking out 
** $6,085.39” and inserting ‘‘ $6,102.43,” in line 16, on page 71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to line 25. 

Mr. HALE, In line 22, after the words “‘ six hundred and forty- 
two,” I move to insert ‘‘ and Senate Document No. 413.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In lines 24 and 25 I move to strike out 
** $1 478,328.12 ”.and insert ‘‘$1,478,532.77.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, On page 72, line 2, I move to strike out ‘‘ $1,062.83” 
and insert ‘*$1,072,85.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 72, after line 2, to insert: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


For additional amount for rent of building occupied by the Bureau of 
Animal Industry, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 5, to insert: 

For additional amount for rent of building occupied by the Division of 
Chemistry, $1,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Legislative,” on 
page 72, after line 9, to insert: 

SENATE. 


To reimburse NATHAN B. Scort, a Senator from the State of West Vir- 
ginia,as full and final compensation for all expenses necessarily incurred 
by him in defense of his title to his seat in the Senate, $2,850. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 15, to insert: 

To reimburse John T. McGraw and other remonstrants contesting the 
seat of NATHAN B. Scort, as a Senator from the State of West Virginia, for 
all expenses in full and final payment thereof incurred by them in such con- 
test, $2,850 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 20, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Jennie Pelton Hayward, widow of the late Hon. Monroe L. 
Hayward, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 23, to insert: 

To pay Horace C. Reed, clerk to the Committee on Rules of the Senate,@or 
preparing, under the resolution of the Senate of March 2, 1899, an edition of 
the Senate Manual, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 2, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the persons who performed 
the work of preparing and arranging the indexes to all the reports of the 
Secretaries of the Senate, under resolution of March 3, 1899, $2,000, which sum 
may be expended as additional pay or compensation to any officer or em- 
ployee of the United States, and to be paid only upon vouchers to be ap- 
proved by the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay for services rendered to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico in preparing the decument entitled “‘Organic Acts for the Terri- 
tories of the United States, with notes thereon: also appendixes comprising 
other matters relating to the pte ee ee of the Territories,’ compiled by 
direction of said committee and authorized by Senate resolution of February 
2, 1900, $300, to be paid to the persons designated by the chairman of said 
committee to do said work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 20, to insert: 

To pay Hawkins Taylor, assistant clerk to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, for extra services, including compilation of the reports of ssikeom 
mittee, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 23, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to pay to William Hay- 


n 
‘ 


ward, as clerk to Hon. M. L. Hayward, deceased, latea Senator from the State | 


of Nebraska. from March ¥ to December 5, 1899, from the appropriations for 
salaries of officers, clerks, and employees of the Senate for the fiscal years 
1899 and 1900. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 6, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized to pay to William T. 
Bauskett. as clerk to Hon. JaAmEs P. TALIAFERRO, a Senator from the State of 
Florida, from April 25, to December 3, 1899, from the appropriations for 
salaries of officers, clerks, and employees of the Senate for the fiscal years 
1899 and 1900, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 13, to insert: 


To reimburse the official reporters of the proceedings and debates of the 
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Senate for expenses incurred from March 4, 1899, to March 4, 1900, for clor 
hire and other extra clerical services, $3,990. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 18, to insert: 


To pay to the persons who performed the work of arranging and pre; 
ing the [Index of Private Claims introduced during the Fifty-second, Fi:; 
third, Fifty-fourth, and Fifty-fifth Congresses, under Senate resolution 
June 10, 1898, $3.660, being the balance due under said resolution, to be | 
only upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the Committee on Clain 
the Senate of the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 2, to insert 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the officers and employ 
of the Senate who were borne on the rolls of the Senate, including the p 
rolls, December 31, 1899, and who were not borne on said rolls at the clos 
the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, a sum equal to one month's | 
at the rate of compensation paid to them at the time of their resignation 
discharge, and a sufficient sum for this purpose is hereby appropriated 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, Tha 
no payment shall be made hereunder toany officer or employee who wa 
employed in the service of the Senate within the period named. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee and of the Senate to an amendment that ougit 
to be put into that clause of the bill for the purpose of rendering 
equal justice to the gentlemen who were discharged from the 
service of the Senate. The gentlemen came here, of course, under 
the appointment they had, and they expected naturally that they 
would be retained until the end of the session; but at all events 
they were finally discharged, some of them from the service 0! 
the Senate and others who were discharged in like manner haye 
been reappointed not to the same places butto placesof an inferior 
salary and inferior grade, and some of them to places of a very 
low grade. I suppose these gentlemen do not want to have their 
poverty advertised, but I know the names of a number of them 
who are very necessitous, 

I propose, in line 8, to insert the words ‘‘ at the same or a larger 
rate of pay or salary;” so that the paragraph will read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay—— 

Mr.HALE. I see no objection to that; at any rate, it will carry 
it into conference. I will accept that amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. The same amendment would have to come in 
on line 13, after the word ‘‘ reemployed.” 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator state the words to the clerks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Ala- 
bama state his first amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. In line 8, after the word ‘‘ Congress,” I move 
to insert: 

At the same or a larger rate of pay or salary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. In line 13, after the word ‘‘ reemployed,” | 
move to insert the same words: 

At the same or a larger rate of pay or salary. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amencment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 75, after line 14, to insert: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, $34.95. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 17, to insert 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1899, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 75, gfter line 20, I move to insert: 


For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was. 
on page 75, after line 20, to insert: | 

For folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding §1 per t! 
sand, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 22, to insert: 

For repairing and furnishing Senate committee rooms, $4,709. 


Mr. HALE. Inline 231 move to strike out “ For” and to i! 
sert the words: 

To pay A. H. Davenport for. 

So as to read: 

To pay A. H. Davenport for repairing and furnishing Senate commit 
rooms, $4,709. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 75, after line 24, to insert: 

To reimburse L. P. Seibold, custom-house broker, for money expended ! 


him in withdrawing from the custom-house at Washington, D. C., the pi +a I 
of Pocahontas, which was subsequently presented to and accepted by t! 


Senate of the United States, $11. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘House of Rep- 
resentatives,” on page 77, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay the legal representatives of James Gill amount due him for services 
as clerk to the late Representative Evan E. Settle from November 1 to No- 
vember 16, 1899, $52.17. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 14, to insert: 

To A. C. Latimer, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 15, to insert: 

To R. R. Tolbert, jr., $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for allowances of contestants and contestees for 
expenses incurred by them in contested-election cases, as audited 
and recommended by the Committees on Elections, from $37,355.76 
to $41 355.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 9, to insert: 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


For printing and binding for the Supreme Court of the United States, 
$2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 87, line 16, after the word “in,” I move 
to insert the word ** House;” so as to read: ‘‘House Document.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In line 17, after the words “‘ six hundred and sev- | 
enty-six,” I move to insert the words ‘and Senate Document 
No. 416.” | 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr. HALE. I move tochange the amount to ‘‘ $466,379,” strik- 
ing out *'$276,655,” in line 17, page 87. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading was continued to page 88, line 20. 

Mr. HALE. On page 83, line 20, after the words ‘‘six hundred 
and sixty-seven,” I move to insert ‘‘ and Senate Document No. 417.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 838, line 21, after the word ‘‘ appealed,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five thousand three hundred and fifty- 
one dollars and seventy cents,” and insert ‘‘twenty-seven thou- 
sand two dollars and eighty-nine cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In the next item, on page 89, line 6, after the words 
“six hundred and thirty-eight,” I move to insert the words ‘‘and 
Senate Document No. 414.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 89, line 6, after the amendment just in- 
serted, I move tostrike out ‘‘ $94,658.59” and insert ‘* $181,734.92.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at section 2, on 
page 89, line 11, and continued the reading to the end of the fol- 
lowing provision, on page 94, from line 9 to line 17: 

For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $2,017.38: 

_ Provided, That no part or any one of the claims to which this appropria- 
tion is applicable shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six years 
prior to the filing of the petition in the Court of Claims upon which the judg- 
ment was rendered, which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine to what appropriation this proviso applies—whether to the | 
whole four, or only to this appropriation for the Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts? 

Mr. HALE. It applies to provisions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a statute of limitations. 
intended to apply to more than provisions? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can change it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know how to change it, because I 
do not know whether it is intended to apply to all the claims in 
this bill or not. I know it is a useful provision, and that the 
Senator has drafted it on several occasions, but it is very difficult 
to determine to what appropriations the proviso applies. 

_ Mr. HALE. I will move to amend, in line 11, on page 94, by 
inserting, after the word ‘‘claims,” the words ‘‘allowed by the 
Auditor for the Navy Department in this bill.” That will cover it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Skoretary. On page 94, line 11, after the word ‘‘claims,” | 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ allowed by the Auditor for the Navy De- 
partment in this bill,” so as to make the clause read: 

Provided, That no part or any one of the claims allowed by the Auditor for 
the Navy tment in this bill to which this appropriation is applicable 
shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six years prior to the filing 
of the petition in the Court of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered, 
which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been adopted by the ac- 
counting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 





Was it not 
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which covers certain audited claims sent in by the Departments 
since the bill was reported to the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 99, after line 4, it is proposed to in 
sert: 


Sec. 3. That for the payment of the following claims, certified to be due 
by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro 
priations the balances of which have been qubanshedl or carried to the sur 
plus fund, under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1897 and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which 
have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 184, as 
fully set forth in Senate Document No. 41), Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, 
there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
kor contingent expenses, Treasury Department: Freight, telegrams, ete., 
34.11. 


For contingent expenses, Treasury Department: Staiionery, fiscal year 
1808, $1,117.41. 
For detection and prevention of frauds upon the customs revenue, 52 cents. 
For repayment to importers, excess of deposits, $4.20. 
For expenses of Revenue-Cutter Service, 28 cents. 
For Lite Saving Service, 6 cents. 
For repairs and incidental expenses of light-houses, $390. 
* CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For pay, etc., of the Army, $1,048.69. 
For pay of two and three year volunteers, $381.51 
For bounties to volunteers, their widows, and legal heirs, $421.67. 
For bounty under act of July 28, 1866, $200. 
For bounty under act of July 11, 1862, $100. 
For pay of volunteers, $35.86. 
For contingencies of the Army, $68.18. 
For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, $1,132.80. 
For headstones for graves of soldiers, $28.33 
_ For construction of military posts on the Yellowstone and Muscleshell 
rivers, $25.23. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
For pay of the Navy, $47.18. 
For pay of the Marine Corps, $1.92. 
For contingent, Marine Corps, $15.65. 
For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, $5 
For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $9.90. 
For bounty for destruction of enemies’ vessels, $1.63. 
For indemnity for lost clothing, $2,065.56. 
For destruction of clothing and bedding for sanitary reasons, $132.42 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE 
For contingent expenses of land offices, $12.65. 
For surveying the public lands, $15,007.83. 
Indians: For surveying and allotting Indian reservations, $20.73 
For surveying a portion of Blackfeet Reservation in Montana, $10 
Pensions: For Army pensions, $30. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DEPART- 
MENTS. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
For salaries, consular service, $32.50. 
For relief and protection of American seamen, $16.30. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
For salaries and expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry, $1.09. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
For pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, $18 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE 
For clerk hire, $37.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Under the arrangement which was made the com- 
mittee amendments are completed. Before moving to adjourn, | 
give notice that I shall call the bill up at the end of the routine 
morning business to-morrow, and hope that it can be compieted 
in a very short time. 

I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, June 2, 
1900, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


DEPARTMENT. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10308) to 
extend to certain publications the privileges of second-class mail 


| matter as to admission to the mail with Senate amendments. 


The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the House to disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and ask for 
aconference. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair 
hears none. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. Loup, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey, and Mr. Griaas, 
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TRUSTS. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky {Mr. BoreinG]. 

Mr. BOREING. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the opposi- 
tion of our Democratic friends to the proposed amendment is 
more a matter of habit or custom than a difference of opinion as 
to trusts. For forty years the Republican party has done the 
thinking and legislating for the people. The growth and devel- 
opment of the country and the advancement of our civilization 
are complete vindications of the wisdom of the legislation and th 
integrity of the purposes of the Republican party. Their first 
act was the destruction of the most wicked and degrading trust 
that was ever authorized or provided for by the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. In this destruction the Republican 
party not only emancipated labor, but the human mind and con- 
science as well. This was the first and, in fact, the one great 
advancement our country has made since the adoption of the 
Constitution in 1789. The Democratic party for these forty years 
have been the wilderness. Their chief occupation has been that 
of complaining. They have made issue with the Republicans in 
every Presidential campaign since 1860 and opposed every pro- 
gressive step that a Republican Congress or Republican Admin- 
istration has taken, but to-day they are unwilling to go before 
the country and ask for restoration to power on any issue they 
have heretofore made, but now seek to make an issue upon trusts, 
a subject upon which they have never gone on record in a legisla- 
tive enactment, notwithstanding their party was in full control 
of ail branches of the Government from 1892 to 1896, 

But, since they are not able to make an issue on trusts, they 
undertake to raise the issue of sincerity upon the part of the 
Republican party in its opposition to trusts, and claim that the 
pending measure is a trick and a fraud to deceive the people and 
a scheme to put the Democratic partyin a hole. But why should 
the Democratic party allow us to putthemin ahole? If thisside of 
the House is insincere, why does not the other side take advantage 
of their opportunity to test oursincerity by voting unanimously for 
the pending bill, giving it the required two-thirds majority, then 
have the legislature of every Democratic State inthe Union ratify 
this amendment; andif the Republican States fail to do the same, 
then the Republicans and not the Democrats will be in the hole. 
Mr. Speaker, I take a more charitable view of the Democratic 
party thanthey doof us. I believe they are sincere in their oppo- 
sition to trusts. But their distrust of the Republican party and 
their habits of opposition to Republican legislation are so 
thoroughly developed that they would rather have trusts than to 
help the Republican party destroy them. They have now wan- 
dered in the wilderness as long as Moses lead the children of Israel, 
forty years, They have many times been bitten by the fiery ser- 
pent. But still, with their eyes turned toward the past, they long 
for the fleshpots of Egypt rather than go into the land of Canaan 
along with the Republicans. 

In Kentucky we have had the whisky and the tobacco trusts. 
Both are controlled by Democrats and but little is said in politics 
about either. But we have one new trust down there that I am 
glad to say has aroused both Republicans and Democrats, and 
that is known as the Goebel trust. This trust involves the civil 
liberty of the people. It has been so skillfully gotten up that it 
is above the law and out of the reach of the courts, but the people 
of Kentucky have made up their minds to put it down. So faras 
Kentucky is concerned, it matters very little what is written in 
the platforms in Philadelphia and Kansas City, the one issue will 
be the destruction of the Goebel trust. Upon this issue the Re- 
publicans are united and the Democrats are divided. Some of 
my Democratic colleagues on the floor say that this monster will 
stand, Senator Blackburn, in a recent deliverance, says it must 
zo; but while these machine Democrats are discussing the subject 
as a matter of expediency and policy, there are thousands of Free- 
Silver Democrats and Confederate soldiersin Kentucky who stand 
pledged to vote with the Republican party or any other party 
which opposes Goebelism until this office-stealing trust is de- 
stroyed, [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 


MUSCLE SHOALS POWER COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House Senate bill 
$598, which the Clerk will report. A House bill similar in pur- 
port has been favorably reported from the appropriate House 
committee and is now on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8.3598) to amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals Power Vom- 
pany right to erect and construct canal and power stations at Muscle 
Shoals, Alabama. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2of an act entitled “An act granting to the 
Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect and construct Suualemteneer 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama,” approved March 3, 1889, be, and the 
game is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That unless the work herein authorized be commenced within 
two ye and completed within four years from the date hereof, the privi- 
leges hereby granted shall cease and be determined."’ 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bil] bo 
put on its passage. It calls for no appropriation, and, ashas |. 
stated by the Chair, a similar bill has been reported by the Ho. 
committee and is now on the Calendar. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, read thr 
times, and passed, 

House bill 9542, of similar purport, was, by unanimous cons 
laid on the table. 


i 


EXTENSION OF RAILROAD LINES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUM 


The bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring certain e 
sions to be made to the lines of the Capital Traction Compa 
the District of Columbia was laid before the House with a1 
ments of the Senate; which were read. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the House concur in the § 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider ti 
vote was laid on the table. 

TRUSTS. 


Mr. TERRY. I yield to my colleague on the committe 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LEMMING], for ten minutes, 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I have no prepared speech; 


| in the short time allowed me it will be my purpose to state ; 


of the conclusions at which I have arrived rather than to elabo: 
an argument in support of them. 

If an impartial observer were to examine into the present s 
tion in the House to-day, no matter how averse he might | 
attributing insincere motives to either party to this controy: 
he could not avoid the conclusion that the pending joint r 
tion to amend the Constitution on the subject of trusts and the 
bill carrying into operation powers that Congress now has on t)it 
subject are not intended to become laws at this session of Con- 
gress. 

I do not undertake to read the mind of any gentleman on th 
other side who has charge of this measure; but I do say ther 
certain facts to which we can not shut our eyes which forc 
to that conclusion. In the first place, I call attention tothe delay 
in bringing both of these measures before the House for its con- 
sideration. This Congress met last December; and now, here in 
the latter part of May, we have the committee bringing in a res- 
olution which, in its substantive part at least, does not comprise 
more than four or five lines. Can gentlemen tell us that it re- 
quired the action and study of the Judiciary Committee for six 
months to evolve a resolution of four lines? 

If that resolution could by any possibility pass the House to-day, 
the Republican members and managers know that it can not pass 
the Senate at this session. Sol say, in the first place, the de'ay 
in introducing this measure shows that the Republican authorit es 
who have it in charge never intended it to become operative until 
after the ensuing national campaign. 

In the next place, it has been the deliberate purpose of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, supported by the majority vote on that side of 
the House, to prevent any amendment whatever being attache: to 
the resolution to amend the Constitution. That fact of itselt 
shows conclusively that the gentlemen in charge of this measure 
did not expect it to passand, I may say further, did not waut it 
to pass. 

it is idle toclaim, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor| 
did yesterday, that this is a measure of the majority, that they are 
responsible for it, and if the minority do not choose to acce)t it 
wecan simply refuse, and the majority takes the responsibility be- 
fore the country. The gentleman from Ohio knows, as every 
member in this House knows, that it requires a two-thirds vote to 
pass this resolution through the House, and that a mere majority 
vote can not have any effect whatever in reaching the object 
which he professes to desire. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. Ray of New York] and the chuir- 
man of the Committee on Rules [Mr. DauzeL], who have put tlie 
whole subject in this attitude, knew all along that it required a 
two-thirds vote, and that this two-thirds vote could not be fur- 
nished by the Republican party alone, but that they must rely 
upon the Democratic side of the Chamber to give sufficient votes 
to make the two-thirds. If you had desired to pass this bill, you 
would have shown some consideration for the wishes and views 
of the minority in the House, from whom you are obliged to draw 
your strength in order to be successful. p 

But instead of offering any compromise measure—instead of 
allowing us the usual parliamentary courtesies—the Judiciary 
Committee and the Committee on Rules, backed by the majority 
on that side of the Chamber, have absolutely denied us an oppor 
tunity of altering one word—of crossing a ‘‘t” or dotting an ‘1 — 
in this amendment which you try to force us toaccept. That fact 
in the hands of such successful politicians as are managing this 





1900. 


pill is evidence—overwhelming and irresistible—that gentlemen 
on that side of the House do not want enough votes from this side 
of the House to enable them to pass this resolution. 

But in the third pluce, Mr. Speaker, if anything else were lack- 
ing to prove to an impartial observer that this resolution is not 
intended to pass the House and Senate, we find that evidence in 
the fact that there are no lobbyists around Congress to-day and 
have been none since this resolution was taken up seeking to pre- 
vent its passage. Can anyone for an instant believe that if the 
trusts of this country had not some sort of underground under- 
standing that this resolution is not to be passed through both 
Houses of Congress, they would be here in force working and lob- 
bying against its passage? 

“But if there has been one lobbyist opposing its passage, I have 
vet to hear it. I did not expect, of course, to see him; for no lob- 
bvist has ever paid me the compliment to try to get my vote in 
one way or another—either because he knew he could not get it, 
or because he did not consider it worth having. ButI have made 
inquiries, and these inquiries have been extended to my Repub- 
lican friends, and they, who ought to know and who would know, 
tell me that no lobbyist representing the trust interests has been 
hereseeking to oppose the passageof thisresolution. What greater 
proof, what more overwhelming testimony does the country want 
that the Republican managers do not intend it to pass? If they 
did intend it to pass, the trusts’ lobbyists would be here to prevent 
its passage. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on the wild assumption that this resolution 
could pass this House, what would be the effect of it? Suppose, 
on @ further wild assumption, it could pass the Senate at this 
session of Congress. What would be the efiect of it before the 
country? The Republican party in the House and in the Senate 
would be besought by these agents and lobbyists of the trusts not 
to go to work to break-down their interests until after the people 
had spoken on the question, and every bill exercising the power 
which Congress now has to throttle these trusts would be held in 
abeyance at their request or at their behest until the people had 
the opportunity at least to say whether they wished this consti- 
tutional amendment adopted. That would be the argument. 
Everybody knows it. And that would be the excuse of this 
House or the excuse of the Senate, where it could be worked per- 
haps to better advantage than it could here, to pass no trust legis- 
lation at all, 

You have a bill, introduced concurrently, I might say, with this 
resolution, which will, in my judgment, if honestly enforced, 
throttle every trust in the United States, especially if the States 
themselves will come forward and do their own duty. And yet 
you do not expect to pass that bill. You have already fixed the 
time of adjournment for the 6th day of June. You are not going 


will reach the Senate on Monday. What man in this House be- 
lieves that the Senate of the United States is going to act upon 
such a question as that in so short a time, and take it up and rush 
it through? No, Mr. Speaker, the immediate, the necessary effect 
of passing the resolution which is now before the House will be 
the postponement of all legislation against the trusts that can be 
of any avail until after the Presidential campaign. 

Why is it that these trusts are so silent? Why is it they are 
making no protest? I have not even seen protesting editorials in 
the newspapers that certainly can be controlled by these instru- 
mentalities—have been in the past and will bein the future. I 
have heard no fears expressed by them. I have heard of no 
threats of commercial disaster scattered through the country by 
them. What does it all mean? It means that they know that for 
the time being the trusts are perfectly safe. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that they have some cause 
to rest in security upon this question. 

For would it not be the basest ingratitude for the Republican 
party after receiving the immense contributions which the trusts 
made to their campaign fund of 1896 to now turn upon and de- 
stroy their benefacturs? Such ingratitude is not to be expected, 
and evidently is not anticipated by the magnates of the trusts, 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I would call attention to this significant 
fact, that while fifteen amendments have been adopted to our 
Constitution, not one of the fifteen confers any additional power 
whatever upon Congress. If this amendment should be adopted, 
it will be the first time since the foundation of the Constitution 
was laid and the balance of power between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the State governments adjusted that the States have 
ever been willing to part with any more of their reserve power in 
order to bestow it upon the Federal Congress. 

_ The first section of the resolution now before the House is en- 
tirely unnecessary and irrelevant to the subject-matter of this 
legislation. It is a covert attempt to inject into the Constitution 
the recognition of an imperialistic doctrine that the Constitution 


does not extend to all the territory under the sovereignty of the | 


United States, 
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The second section, which embodies the substance o 
lution, reads as follows: 

Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, ord 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of ac 
tion or otherwise 

Under other terms of that section, also, any State law will be 
voil which may come in conflict with any act of Congress passed 
under cover of the broad provisionsof thisresolugon. I donot like 
the language in which this power is granted to Congress. 
language involves some Very suspicious on We all kne 
that the basis of anti-trust legislation in this country was 
what is genererally known as the Sherman anti-trust law « 

In that act the word ‘‘ combination” is qualified and rest 
the following words: ‘‘ In restraint of trade or commerce 

Why should the Republican majority of the Judiviary Co 
tee see fit to blot out those restricting words in this constitut 
amendment? It was not an unintentional omission. Ith 
purpose. Thecountry is crying out against the oppression of com- 
binations in restraint of trade or commerce, but this proj 
amendment is not aimed at such combinations alone, but 
to the constructionof being aimed at all combinations, whet 
labor; of capital, orotherwise. Whodoubts that under thi 
language Congress will be clothed with the power to declare i 
gal every labor organization in the United States, and to infli 
penalty on those who join such organizations? 

Who doubts that Congress would have power to declare ever 
strike illegal and place a penalty on every laborer who engaged in 
a strike? 

This construction is not far fetched, bocause the Sherman Act, 
which the country supposed at first was aimed against combina- 
tions of capital, was in the celebrated Debs case made to apply 
directly and immediately to combinations of workingmen seeking 
to redress their wrongs as they understood them. The United 
States circuit court judge who tried that case expressly based his 
decision upon the language of the Sherman Act: **Combination 
in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of 
trade or commerce;” and the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in reviewing that decision, while they placed their opinion upon 
broader grounds, stated expressly that it was not to be understood 
that they disapproved the position taken by the court below. 

Are the people of the States ready to pass over to Congress such 
unlimited power and in doing so tie their own hands in the mat- 
ter of future legislation? 

I have another objection to the language of this resolution. By 
bringing together the word ‘‘ regulate” and the word ‘ monopo- 
lies * you will perceive that Congress will be clothed with the 


A 
power to regulate a monopoly. Now, under the common law all 


ssions. 


; monopolies are absolutely illegal and our courts have held that 
to vote upon that bill until the 2d day of June—to-morrow. It | 


such monopolies could be restrained and prohibited whenever 
they were brought into court with sufficient evidence to make 
legal proof. Yet under this new amendment Congress would ab- 
solutely have the power to permit the existence of a monopoly 
and choose their own method to regulate it. What necessity is 
there for the States to surrender such authority to Congress? 
Furthermore, under the broad language of this amendment, why 


would Congress not have power to make it unlawful for the pro- 


| ducers of any agricultural commodity to get together and endeavor 
| to protect themselves by combined action looking toward a re- 
| striction in the quantity of their output? 
|of the South, impoverished for years by the low price of their 


The cotton producers 


cotton, caused in part by excessive production, met a year or 1m 
ago and sought to combine their influence so as to restrict the 
acreage to be planted in the future. 


Do the people intend that Congress shall have the power to de- 


| clare that these men who work the soil and produce their crops by 
| the sweat of their faces shall not make a combination for the pur- 


pose of restricting their own output? Shall any power be given 
to Congress to compel them directly or indirectly to continue to 
produce an overplus of cotton in order that other peopie may profit 
by the low prices? 

It is no answer to these objections for a member to say that 
Congress would not exercise its power inan oppressive way. No 
man can tell what Congress will do when lashed into fury by 
party spirit and hate. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Daze}, in his re- 
marks to the House on yesterday, sought to make it appear that 
the position of the Democrats in ‘opposition to this amendment 
was a repudiation of the declaration of Mr. Bryan on this sub- 
ject. The gentleman used these words: *“ But when we come 
here to-day and offer you the remedy suggested by your own 
leader,” etc., we refused to accept it. They have never offered us 
Mr, Bryan’s remedy. There is no antagonism whatever between 
the position announced by Mr. Bryan and that taken by the Dem- 
ocratic members on this resolution. 

Mr. Bryan, before the Chicago trust conference, suggested a 
line of Congressional action for the controlof trusts. Heexpressly 
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stated that in the event such a law as proposed by him should | 


be declared unconstitutional, then he was ‘‘in favor of so amend- 


ing the Federal Constitution as to give Congress the power to | 


destroy every trust in the country.” Or, in other words, his posi- 
tion was that we should exhaust the powers which Congress now 
possesses to remedy the evil; and if we fail in our purpose after 
such exhaustive legislation, then we should seek by constitutional 
amendment to give power to Congress to destroy every trust. 

The aes have not exhausted that constitutional power. 
The proof of that fact is that they have abill now pending and to be 
voted on to-morrow which contains an enlarged exercise of Con- 
gressional power and which, in my judgment, ought to, if hon- 
estly enforced, meet in large measure the difficulties of tht situa- 
tion. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not fair in saying 
that he offers us the remedy proposed by Mr. Bryan. He has not 
accepted Mr. Bryan's Congressional legislative remedy, nor can 
anyone believe that Mr. Bryan would indorse the resolution now 
before the House seeking to amend the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, a great dea] has been said and written on this trust 
— Much wisdom and much nonsense have been uttered. I 
do not take the position that under no circumstances would I vote 
for a proper constitutional amendment to control trusts if it were 
necessary; but I do take the position that Congress has power yet 
unexercised to meet the emergencies. If, when that power has 
been honestly used and enforced, we still fail to protect the rights 
of the people, then, sir, I would hold myself in readiness to vote 
for a properly drawn amendment to the Constitution. Under the 
interstate-commerce act we can control the transportation of trust 
articles from one State to another in such manner and to such 
extent as to prevent the financial success of any trust depending 
upon interstate commerce. 

It is true Congress has no power to interfere with the manufac- 
ture and production of trust articles within a State, but I venture 
the assertion that there is not a trust in the entire country to-day 
that could live for twelve months if its interstate commerce were 
shut off. Furthermore, if a trust operates solely within any State, 
then it is within the power of that State to control or crush it. 
Theoretically speaking, there ought to be no real difficulty in de- 
stroying every trust in the United States if this power of Con- 
gress over interstate commerce is fully exerted against them in 
cooperation with the power of the State within its own territory. 

The difficulty seems to lie in the practical details of operation. 
What the country needs now more than anything else is an Execu- 
tive in the White House who is sincerely and honestly opposed to 
trusts and who will put the machinery of the Government to 
work against them. 

I believe such power as we now have is sufficient; but when- 
ever in the future, after honest effort, we find that power insuffi- 
cient, we can still amend the Constitution, and I trust that when 
that time comes we will have a membership on this floor and in 
the Judiciary Committee which will exercise more wisdom and 
discretion in formulating the amendment which they propose to 
add to the Constitution. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. | 


DISPOSITION OF WASTE PAPER. 


The SPEAKER announced as members on the part of the House 
on the Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless Paper in the 
Post-Office Department, Mr. BouTELu of Illinois and Mr, Firz- 
GERALD of Massachusetts, 

TRUSTS. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr, HaMILTon}. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, human nature is selfish. and 
it is never less selfish when organized into corporations, and cor- 
porations are never less selfish when organized into trusts and 
trust combines, 

The Bible enjoins diligence in business. Be ‘not slothful in 
business—fervent in spirit serving the'Lord.” The man in the par- 
able of the talents who “‘ went and traded” with his talent and 
returned 100 per cent on the amount left with him, was made 
*“‘ruler over many things;” while the man who pinched nobody, 
took no bonuses, conducted no foreclosures, never cornered the 
market nor wrecked a railroad, but digged in the earth and hid 
his talent away against his master's return, lost even that which 
he had. 

Afterwards, no doubt, he sat at the gates of the city and railed 
against capital, while the “rulers over many things ” rode by in 
their chariots on state occasions. 

There are many asses in gold harness. Thereis much “ vacuity 
trimmed with lace,” and every once in a while it marries some de- 
generate descendant of so-called foreign nobility and advertises its 
wardrobe. 

And many people, by reason of their gilded and ruffied asinin- 
ity and vacuity, provoke indiscriminate revilings. 

There are some wealthy people who breed discontent by the in- 
considerate way in which they flaunt their well-fed and well- 
dressed prosperity in the faces of the less fortunate. 


JUNE 1, 


There is no doubt but the dust from the wheels of some peop); 
carriages is more annoying than that of others. 

But there are always men greater than wealth and greater th» 
poverty, and it takes about as much greatness to be great uni 
one condition as it does under the other. [Applause. | 

Human nature is about the same in its fundamental outli; 
from a dollar a day to too much. 

Let us not be self-righteous because we are hard up. Ther 
really no piety in being poor. 

Let us not be seduced by demagogues into class prejudice. 
pull down and destroy business enterprise gives no man a day s 
work except the agitator and the demagogue. 

Many people mistake envy for political economy. It is very 
easy for the man of moderate income to see that a millionaire 
ought to be disciplined. [Applause. ] 

But if by a sudden turn of fortune’s wheel the strong and the 
rich should be cast down and the poor and the lowly should be 
lifted up, does anyone suppose that the insolence of the suddenly 
enriched would be less irritating than the arrogance of established 
position? 

LEGISLATION AND REGENERATION. 

As Mr. Lecky has remarked, ‘‘ There is a constant tendency in 
the human mind to expect too much of government.” 

There will probably never come a time when the moral regen- 
eration of mankind can be accomplished by legislation. 

Nothing short of a moral regeneration as great as that with 
which Nehemiah electrified the Jews at the rebuilding of Jerusa- 
lem can even approximately even things up. 

A Bible class and a Committee of Ways and Means have few 
points of resemblance. 

A Government like ours is run by citizens with temporarily 
delegated powers. 

A legislator is not transformed by change of residence from the 
office or farm to the State or National Capital. 

The legislative oath of office actually performs no supernatural 
function, confers no mantle of wisdom or prophecy, although 
some gentlemen seem to suspect this of themselves. 

Congress theoretically is composed of gentlemen fairly repre- 
sentative of the average intelligence of the communities which 
they purport to represent. 

Therefore no Congress is wise enough to goahead and macadam 
ize a highway over which the rest of humanity shall travel to the 
millennium. 

Congress does well if it is fairly responsive to the best public 
opinion. 

INDUSTRIAL TRANSITION, 

In the language of Edmund Burke, “It is one of the finest 
problems of legislation what the state ought to take upon itself 
to direct by the public wisdom and what it ought to leave with as 
little interference as possible to individual discretion.” 

The trust problem is a part of our commercial life — part of our 
national life. 

It is important beyond the present and is intimately associated 
with the future organization of economic life. 

We are in the midst of another transition period in human 
history. 

We are passing from individual to corporate enterprise nec:s- 
sarily. Weare passing from individualism to centralization 

The huge business machine, with all its machine ramifications, 
is driving out the small workshop. 

You can not shoe a horse by machinery, so the blacksmith shop 
remains; but a horseshoe trust sells the horseshoes cheap, and 4 
horse nail trust sells the horse nails cheap, and a hammer trus! 
sells the hammers cheap that drive the horse nails home. 

The village cobbler lingers, but his business is confined to nail- 
ing half soles, sold cheap by a trust, onto trust-made shoes, sold 
cheap. 

The rest of the iron and leather workers have themselves become 
parts ofa huge machine, and stand all day long superintending 
another machine for making wheels or heels. 

This is not new. England passed through an analogous phase 
near the close of the last century when Watt discovered steam. 
and the discoveries of Whitney, Arkwright, Cartwright, and 
Hargreaves revolutionized the cotton industry. 

But let us be fair. The laborer never received higher wages {oT 
shorter days than now; never went home to a better home than 
the American home, and never was better fed and better cloth! 
than now, and never had more time and opportunity for read ny 
and mental development than now. [ Applause. | : 

Neither can it be denied that everything in our markets, from 
a pin to a locomotive, from a pair of shoes to a suit of clot! 
has more of grace and is more scientifically fitted to human ni''s 
than ever before. 

By combination business in most industries is being reduce t> 
a few large units, run by a few large units. 

This is an age of commercial giants, working with perfect accu- 
racy with machines perfectly designed to do their work without 
deviation. 




















1900. 





If flesh and blood are caught in the cogs, the machine grinds on. 
However, let us be fair again. There never was a time when 
ereater scientific consideration was given to the amelioration of 
the condition of all classes than now; but charity even has its 
machine attributes and there has developed such a thing as char- 
itable brokerage. 

The machine and the management thereof have become identi- 


fied, and the management has become in a measure subordinate | 


to the machine. 
It is conceivable that God himself—I say it reverently—found 
- less trouble in managing a Bible universe, with Abraham and 
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| one point vibrate in every part, sothat the electric flash of an event 
| last night, somewhere along the lonely song of a telegraph wire far 


| type and becomes news by sunrise 


Sarah as central figures, than a Roman Empire or a French Revo- | 


lution, 
SELLERS AND BUYERS. 


Neither indiscriminate malediction nor spasms of political ora- 
tory will contribute to better understanding of these colossal re- 
suits of modern industrial evolution. 


Conditions can only be understood and abuses can only be reme- | 


died after careful, unbiased, scientific investigation. 

This Government does not belong to a few of us. 
all of us, and we are many. 

Every citizen is a seller as well as a buyer. 

He is a seller of his own labor or its product, and he is a buyer 
of the labor of others and its products. 


It belongs to 


As aseller, he wants to sell high; as a buyer, he wants to buy | 


low; and heis no more entitled to arbitrary artificial aid from the 
law in one capacity than in the other. 

If the law Teall wadertale to keep prices down for the benefit 
of buyers, it ought to keep them up for the benefit of sellers: and 
inasmuch as every citizen is a seller as well as a buyer, he illus- 
trates in his own proper person the impossibility of such law. 

The ownership of property implies the rightof free use and free 
sale, whether the property be Jabor or merchandise and whether 
the owner’s will be exercised separately or in combination with 
others. 

THE RIGHT TO ACQUIRE PROPERTY. 

Any scheme of correction which overlooks the right of every 

citizen, morally and legally, through diligence in business, to bet- 


| the employer who wants to pay fair wages. 


ter his condition in material things subverts the natural law of | 


our being and must fail. 

No matter how much some peonss may think Dives oughi to be 
punished for setting a good table, Dives and Lazarus are equally 
entitled to protection under the law. 

The law can not obliterate the natural differences in men. 

God made man different here, and hereafter we are told the 
difference will be still more marked. 

Dives and Lazarus leff many descendants, and in the whirling 
years the rich have begged and beggars have become rich, and 
care can never be legislated out of the world nor happiness be leg- 
islated into the world. 

Theman with 40 acres wants 160; and when he gets 160, he wants 
more. 

It is more than a hundred miles between the fashionable and 
the unfashionable sides of a brick wall. 

There is also the engineer at the throttle, the capitalist in the 
coach, and the tramp on the track seeking a dry culvert to sleep in. 

There is blazing wealth and abject poverty side by side. 

There are churches and jails; homes vf wealth and homes of 
the friendless. There is too much to eat and too much hunger; 


too much clothing and too many people in rags; too much coal | 


and too many shivering firesides; and it has been so ever since 
pasturage grew scarce for the joint flocks of Abraham and Lot. 
| Applause, 

MODERN INDUSTRIAL METHODS. 

The thousands of steamboats and steam engines, fleets, facto- 
ries, and railroads that lay dormant in the discovery of Watt un- 
der the lid of the teakettle, the electric possibilities that flashed 
from the clouds down Franklin's kite string, have brought evil as 
Well as good and pushed humanity into more complex conditions. 

The tremendous and tireless physical and mental energy of 
mankind is constantly tending toward results. 

The human brain must think; we can not stand still. 

Labor and capital, working together in inexhaustible material, 
have so perfected methods and machinery that means of produc: 
tion have been increased beyond computation. 

_ A modern blast furnace running full blast yields 700 tons of pig 
iron a day IL am told. 

A modern cotton factory runs 2,000spindles at the rate of 10,000 
ats lutions a minute under the supervision of two operatives 1 am 

Oid, 

Typesetting and presswork were formerly done by hand. Now 
typesetting machines do five times the work of asingle compositor, 
and presses are perfected to the capacity of from fifty to one hun- 
dred thousand copies per hour. 

The 26 letters and 10 figures with which the story of the world’s 
events is daily told have become the nucleus of incorporated pub- 
lishing companies, with appurtenances of electricity flashing along 
Wires that girdle the globe like nerves, and receiving a shock at 





out upon a Western plain orin the heart of Asia, is trans!ated into 
appurtenances of night edi 
tors and day editors and all kinds of editors, night reporters and 
day reporters and a'l kinds of reporters, who chronicle the social 
round of clothes and conversation; the birth and the obituary, the 
pulpit and the prize fight; who sit above the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the President of the Senate and number 
the hairs of their heads; who are deep in Government secrets; 
who make and unmake political careers and reputations, 

So that there are graveyards of press-murdered ambitions and 
there are passing shows of press-made statesmen who. editorially 
and reportorially swelled, strut briefly in the public glare. 

Modern industrial operations are conducted upon the theory of 
production upon the largestscale—of many sales withsmall profits, 
large in the aggregate. 

So close is alarge business frequently run that the difference 
between profit and loss lies within the scope of the decimal part 
of a cent. 

And it has come to pass that practically unlimited means of 
production is confronted by limited consumption. 


COMPETITION, 


Obviously, when supply is steadily in excess of demand, prices 
must tend downward to the point where only the strongest can 
survive and the weak must go to the wall. 

The struggle to live and to sell is competition. 

When the boom is on, the mill runs full time. When reaction 
comes, the mill slacks down to half time or no time, and men are 
thrown out of employment, while interest and rust eat on. 

Competition means liberty, it is said, and it is true; but it means 
also liberty to the sweater and the bloodsucker to compete with 

* 


It means also liberty to the tricky merchant who fails often and 
grows rich to compete with the merchant who pays his debts 

There is no doubt that one of the causes impelling business into 
combinations is disgust and revulsion against certain phases of 
competition. 

COMMERQCIAL EVOLUTION AND DEMAGOGISM. 

Producers have sought in vain to bring about steady prices by 
adjusting output to demand, 

First there was the so-called ‘‘agreement among gentlemen.” 

Next there was the trust combine, which took alarm at court 


| decisions and accepted the statutory invitations of New Jersey 


and West Virginia to incorporate under their laws. 

The modern incorporated trust is a development of commercial 
evolution. 

To say that trusts are due to party is cheapest demagogism. 

However, there is seldom an important phase of national exist- 
ence that is not taken advantage of by demagogues as a means of 
getting themselves elected to office. 

Generation after generation has set its stakes on the road to 
progress and the world has moved up, moved by, and moved on 


| and set cther stakes, but crime and disease and the demagogue 
| are still in the procession. 


Short crops, destructive storms, a dry time in summer, a flood 
in harvest, or an unseasonable frost are the demagogue’s opportu- 
nities. 

He appeals to class cupidity and jealousy. He magnifies and in- 
flames all class differences and urges that the State shall ‘‘ consti- 
tute itself a kind of providence to break contracts and regulate 
anew the conditions of industry.” 

When bankruptcy sits on the ledger of business failure and the 
receiver is busier than the promoter, money is hidden away in 
fear. builds up no enterprise, and employs no labor. 

When business booms, banks are burdened with deposits and 
money is seeking investment; times are good for everybody. 

If good for individuals, they are good for combinations of in- 
dividuals. 

It would be a singular sort of political economy that would pre- 
vent everybody from making a living in order to prevent a few 
from getting rich. 

The trust belongs to a group of modern phenomena. It is one 
of the most conspicuous results of a strong modern tendency to 
centralization. 

Trusts have been forming so rapidly within the last few years 
as to rouse the serious concern of students and statesmen. 

The newspapers assert that more than ten hundred million dol- 
lars went into trusts in 1898 and that in the first three months of 
1899 more than twice that sum was incorporated. 

The formation of a million-dollar corporation has been for some 
time a matter of frequent chronicle. 

LAWS SEEKING TO REGULATE LABOR, TRADE, AND COMMERCE 

Monopoly is not a new thing under the sun, and laws attempt- 
ing to regulate mankind in labor, trade, and commerce are not new. 

In the reign of Edward III (1349) was passed ‘‘the statute of 
laborers,” which provided that whereas in the recent pestilence 


o 
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many workmen and servants had died, and whereas many, seeing 


the necessities of masters, would not serve except for excessive | 


wages, therefore every able-bodied person under the age of 60, | 


not having wherewith to live, on being required, should serve 


him that did require him at the wages that had preVailed in the | 


twentieth year of that reign. 

It provided, too, that victuals should be sold at reasonable prices. 

Ly subsequent laws in the same reign it was sought to define 
and declare what men should eat and what they should wear. 

In the reign of Elizabeth (1562) a law was made whereby it 
was intended to rate the wages of artificers, laborers, and other 
persons *‘ according to the plenty, scarcity, necessity, and respect 
of the time.” 


‘*the length and breadth of cloth to be sold.” 
Later, when divers persons did begin to make ‘‘ untrue wares” 


’ 


The mighty enterprises which have exalted and embellis 
human existence would not have been possible without com 
tions of capital. 

But there is such a thing as too much combination. For) 
competition meant competition. Lately, however, it has co; 


| mean a job for some expert in combination. 


The purpose of combination is to suspend competition in 
of a few. 

In the natural evolution, out of the fierce contest for co 
cial supremacy, a condition has been brought about wh. 
aggregations operating against the law of supply and deman 


| destroying competition, by combination and unfair meth 
| order to secure control of both product and market, and thy 
In the reign of Edward IV statutes were also passed defining | 


not of ‘‘good stuff and right making,” wardens were created, | 


whose duty it was to ‘‘survey the workmanship of artificers.” 

Laws were also passed in the reign of Edward III creating and 
punishing offenses known as engrossing, forestalling, regrating, 
and badgering. 

By these laws buying and selling at wholesale and holding for 
a subsequent rise was made a crime. 

In the reign of George III (1772) they were repealed because it 
was said such laws had a tendency to discourage growth and to 
enhance the price of commodities. (Stickney, 33-39.) 

In the reign of Edward VI, because it was said victualers had 
conspired to sell their victuals at unreasonable prices and artifi- 
cers, handicraftsmen, and laborers had confederated in respect to 

heir work, it was provided that all such persons should be pun- 
ished and all such brotherhoods should be dissolved. 

All these laws had become an obsolete antiquity by Blackstone's 
time and were never observed to any extent. 

The weight of authority is that these ancient English statutes 
did not come to usas part of the Englishcommonlaw. (Common- 


wealth vs. Hunt, 4 Metcalf, 121; 2 Bishop Crim, Law, section 233, ) | 
Attempts were made during the period of our Revolutionary 


war to control prices by statute, 

‘The Continental Congress, under date November 22, 1777, among 
other things, recommended that commissioners be appointed by 
the different States to convene— 


In order to regulate and ascertain the price of labor, manufactures, inter- | 


nal produce, and commodities imported from foreign parts; * * * also to 
regulate the charges of innholders. 

Thereupon many of the States passed laws ‘‘to regulate the 
wages of mechanics and laborers, the prices of goods and commod- 
ities, and the charges of innholders,” and then promptly repealed 
them. 

The attempt by the State to fix arbitrary prices had, as stated by 
the governor of Rhode Island, resulted in ‘an almost entire stop 
of vending the necessary articles of life.” 

These attempts to regulate prices by law were colonial war 
measures, and failed even as war measures. 


PROGRESS AND COMBINATION, 


On the night of October 23, 1781, the watchmen of Philadelphia, 
going their nightly rounds, uttered the welcome cry, ‘10 o’clock; 
starlight night; Cornwallis is taken.” 

Independence had passed from a declaration to a fact. 

From thirteen colonies we have grown to forty-five States, grid- 
ironed with railroads, lighted by electricity, and occupied by the 


most progressive people on earth, and we have been recently adding | 


to our possessions. 


We have passed rapidly out of the period of a few moderate | 


but conspicuous fortunes into a time of complex business activity 


where millionaires are common and Croesus would be only well | 


to do, 

Invention and capital have harnessed steam, electricity, and 
gravitation. 

Human labor has been replaced by machinery, the ultimate ef- 
fect of which has been to greatly increase human employment. 

It is said that ‘‘in England, before the invention‘of the spin- 
ning jenny, there were 5,200 spinners and 2,700 weavers, Ten 
years later there were 105,000 spinners and 247,000 weavers, In 
1883 there were 487,000 spinners and weavers. To-day, taking the 


collateral industries dependent upon the cotton, woolen, and flax | 
industries, not less than 2,000,000 persons are employed instead of | 


the 8,000 employed at the time the spinners and weavers broke the 
machines because they destroyed labor.” 

In 1800 the weaver could buy 10 yards of cloth with a week's 
wages. In 1890 he could buy 150 yards and work thirty hours less 
per week, 

The railroads displaced stagecoaches and freight wagons, and 
men complained because they were thrown out of employment. 
Now, the railroads of the United States alone give employment to 
750,000 men, not including the army engaged in collateral indus- 
tries, 


| has been moving with the natural law of supply and deman: 


lic is being brought under the thrall of an industrial oligar 
DISTINCTION BETWEEN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE EMPLOYMENTS, 


In any discussion of governmental control of industry a 
danental distinction between public and private employ: 
must be remembered, 

l'rom a very early period the state has exercised contro] 
common carriers and innkeepers because of their quasi- 
employment and because state control was deemed necessa 
pu lie protection. 

Resort having been had more frequently since the discov 
steam to the law of eminent domain, additional reasons for 
control of common carriers have appeared. 

Theoretically they are public servants, occupying the 
highways, subject to public control. 

‘The case of telegraph, telephone, gas, and electric comp 
analogous in that they use the streets and perform quasi-y 
functions. 

Then, too, public employment, being local in its service, « 
easily within municipal and state control. 

MONOPOLY, 

Emerson has said: 

If ~« man can write a better book, preach a better sermon, or makea1 
trap better than his neighbor, the whole world will make a path to 


It is the natural ambition of every industry to control the 
est possible scope of trade. The more successful the busiac 
more trade it monopolizes. 

Such control, when obtained either by arbitrary capitalistic 
might, by merit of the thing sold, or by both, is a mono} 

Monopolies are: 

1. Natural—that is, dependent upon ownership of some : 
of supply, like coal or iron. 

2. Quasi natural—that is, dependent upon public franchis: 
railroads and kindred employments performing quasi-public f 
tions. 

3. Legal—that is, patent and copyright, designed to ‘‘s 
late genius and give due reward to the promoters of hi 
progress.” 

1, Capitalistic, which depend wholly upon the use of ca; 

5. A monopoly may be based upon any or all of these con: 

The trust is organized for the purpose of extending and m 
lizing trade. 

Objection to trusts can not extend to all forms of comm 
combination. If that were so, partnerships and corpora 
would come within the scope of trust denunciation. 

Combinations can not justly be condemned simply becaus 


| are combinations, 


When A goes into the business of refining sugar, he is a! 
mate dealer. 

When A and B combine as partners in the sugar refining | 
ness, they are a legitimate partnership engaged in a legitiuia 
business. 

When A and B and others organize themselves into a cor 
tion engaged in the business of refining sugar, such corpo! 
is legal and legitimate. 

But when the corporation so organized, which up to that tim 
cause not strong enough of itself to control the law of supp!) 
demand, enters into combination with other corporations en: 
in the same business, the object of which combination is to « 
inate the natural law of supply and demand in its re/ation 

wrices; 
' When the combination so organized is able to destroy com 
tion, to control the price to the producer of the raw material 
goes into the hopper, and to control the price of the finished p 
uct as it comes out of the hopper; : 

When the combination so organized is able-to set up its tr 
mill at the crossroads of human necessity in the great thorou+! 
fares of trade and levy tribute on all who pass, coming and go! 

When the combination so organized, having seduced or destroy 
all competition, is able to fix prices for all sellers of raw mater!:', 
from which there can be no appeal, because there is no one else |! 
tosell to: and tofix prices to all consumers of the finished produ 
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from which there can be no appeal because there is no one else left 
to buy from; then the public which gives the franchise which en- 
ables the mill to exist, suffers at both ends of the hopper, both as 
producer and consumer, and is at the mercy of its own creation. 
| Applause. ] aie sais : 

‘Then, inasmuch as a corporation is an artificial person, owing 
its existence and the manner of its existence to the law, the duty 
devolves upon the law to modify and regulate its own creation in 
the interest of the people who make the law and for whom all law 
is made, 

SOME INCIDENTS OF TRANSITION FROM COMPETITION TO COMBINATION. 


It is said that, as a rule, the power to control prices has been 
discreetly used by combinations, But the American citizen does 
not want to be controlled without his consent. 

Left to his own devices, a man might never think of traveling 
outside his own country, but if some arbitrary power compelled 
him to stay here, he would chafe under the restraint. 

Most people would rather trust toopen competition than to trust 
to the conscience of any trust. 

Under the old condition of competition, factories multiplied. 
The factory made all the difference between the village and the 


city. 

The more labor employed the bigger the town, the bigger the 
town the more consumers, the more consumers the better the 
market for the farmer, the better the market for the farmer the 
more valuable the farm. [Applause. | 

By combination factories are reduced in number and business 
is centralized in a few large towns. 

The transition from competition to combination profoundly af- 
fects the social life of our people and has distinct relation to our 
form of government. 

When the factory is shut down, the means of home support is 
gone and change of residence in search of employment becomes 
necessary. 

Small homes are sold cheap at forcedsales. Childrenare shifted 
from school toschoolor noschool. Their educationis interrupted 
or permanently suspended. 

he massing of congested population in large cities is to the 
detriment of humanity. The number of unemployed becomes a 
menace to order. 

Individuality is dwarfed. The horizon of aspiration is narrowed 
to a struggle for mere maintenance. 

The lines of cast become stratified. 

The young man must stand longer and longer, hat in hand, atthe 
outer door of corporate opportunity, waiting to be invited in and 
given a job,and former ‘“‘captains of industry” in middle and 
old age, when incapable of proficiency in new employment, are 
passe oy 

But while it is true that many situations are closed, it is also 
true that proficiency was never better rewarded than now. 

In commenting upon conditions at the close of the eighteenth 
century incident to England’s transition from hand loom to fac- 
tory, Mr, Lecky says: 

The system which is rapidly spreading through all industry of vast under- 
takings, supplied by small profits on an immense sale, inevitably tends to 
widen divisions of c s and greater contrasts of wealth and poverty. 

Trusts are not the cause of combinations; they are simply the 
result of combination. 

Combination frequently assumes compulsory form. 

Industries doing a healthy business, entirely satisfactory to 
themselves, are compelled to join a consolidation, 

The penalty of refusal is made plain to them. 

They are made to realize that they can not separately resist the 
colossus of which they are invited to become a part. 

They must consent to benevolent assimilation or be ground to 
death in unequal competition. 

EVOLUTION OF THE TRUST CORPORATION. 

The poppin of the trust was— 

1, The so-called ‘‘agreement among gentlemen,” by which 
producers came to an agreement among themselves as to how 
much they should produce and at what prices they should sell, 
each producer, however, running his own business. 

But gentlemen failed to keep their agreement, and prices had 
their way with some exceptions. 

It is said that the cattle and meat market of the United States 
is ruled by a few Chicago, Kansas City, and Omaha purchasing 
agents, representing well-known packers who, by agreement, 
never overbid each other. 

It is said that if the seller refuses to take the first bid he takes 
less if he sells, 

Intependent butchers no longer exist, and the influence of this 
hog and cattle oligarchy extends to the remotest hogpen. 

*. The next step was the formation of the so-called trust. 

The word “trust’’ was first used to mean an agreement between many 
stockholders in many corporations to place all their stock in the hands of 


trustees and to receive therefor trust certificates from the trustees.—1 Cook 
on Stock and Stockholders, section 503, 
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The trustee held the stock, voted it, managed the business, and 
apportioned dividends upon the trust certificates. 

3. The interstate-commerce act became a law in 1887, This act 
was an by a Congressional investigation which led to a de- 
mand for governmental action. 

Newspapers aroused public opinion. Bills were introduced in 
every State legislature aiming to forbid all manner of combina- 
tion in restraint of competition. 

By the end of 1894 the Federal Government, twenty-two St ates, 
and one Territory had enacted anti-trust laws, and “courts have 
held with great unanimity that combinations are illegal if their 
purpose is to restrict production, raise prices, or restrain trade,” 
and that they are contrary to public policy and void. [Applause. | 

In 1890 the New York court of appeals, in the case of The Peo- 
ple vs. The North River Sugar Refining Company (121 N. Y., 
082), held that at the instance of the attorney-general the State 
would forfeit the charter of a corporation whose stockholders had 
entered into a trust with the stockholders of competing corpora- 
tions for the purpose of forming a monopoly. 

The present corporate form of trust combines was compelled by 
statutes and court decisions. 


Most of the great trusts have been driven from their original mode of or- 
ganization and have reorganized by conveying their property to a corpora- 
tion organized for the purpose of taking over the property. * * * The 
result has been that trusts for the most part have reorganized and reap- 


peared in the form of gigantic corporations. 


1 Cook on Stock and Stockholders, 
section 503. 


But while many States were formulating severe laws against 
trusts other States were facilitating their formation by laws 
especially framed for that purpose, intending thereby to increase 
their own revenues. 

Citizens of one State may— 
incorporate a company in another State, even for the purpose of carrying on 
the entire corporate business in the State where they live.—Cook on Stock 
and Stockholders, sections 237, 934; Demarest vs. Flack, 128 N. Y., 205. 

And a stock company, by reason of State comity, is free to 
transact business all over the country, with the exception of quasi 
public corporations. 

New Jersey has drawn over the river nearly all the corporations 
doing business in New York, ‘‘and now runs the State covern- 
ment very largely on revenues derived from New York enter- 
prises,” 

New Jersey makes incorporation easy, and West Virginia makes 
it easier. Between them they have practically monopolized the 
business of making monopolies. Lately, too, Delaware has pub- 
lished its bid for the business of making corporations, alleging spe- 
cifically its claims of advantages over New Jersey. 


METHOD OF TRANSITION FROM TRUST TO CORPORATION, 


When a trust wants to legalize itself by becoming a corporation 
it— 

1. Appoints a steering committee. 

2. A charter is taken out under the laws of New Jersey, West 
Virginia, or Delaware. 

3. The trustees under the trust become the directors of the cor- 
poration. 

4, The officers of the trust become the officers of the corpora- 
tion. 

5. Trust certificates are exchanged for shares of stock. 

6. An enormous capitalization is represented by paper shares, 
which are distributed to the public through stock speculation. 

7. The board of directors is divided into two chief departments, 
one having charge of the financial side, the other of the technical 
side of the business. 

8. The board is further divided into committees on sales, pur- 
chases, supervision of special branches, and such other committees 
as may be necessary. 

9. A system of factors’ agreements is established whereby con- 
signees of the commodity agree not to sell for less than a prescribed 
price plus freight as fixed by a so-called equality rate book and 
not to change the schedule of prices except as directed by the cor- 
poration. If consignees keep their agreements for a prescribed 
time, say three months, they receive a rebate. 

10, A corporation so organized has its own legal department, 
central counting department, with a comptroller, an auditor, and 
a statistician. It has a central laboratory if the business requires 
it. It has departments of sale, transportation, insurance, and 
advertising. 

It controls many State companies operating mills for converting 
the raw product, with many other factories and branches for fur- 
ther utilization of its products and by-products. It owns ocean 
steamers and railroads and has foreign branches. It runs its mills 
in ren so that in case of breakdown work will not be inter- 
rupted. 

t buys its raw material by shiploads and trainloads and whole 
crops. Itself being the only market for such raw material, it fixes 
the price thereof, so as to obtain such material at the lowest price 
that will induce its production, 
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ltcelf being the only source of supply of the finished product, it 
fires the price thereof, so as to obtain the highest price consistent 
with a steady demand and the prevention of competition. 

Having the field, it keeps it. No smaller enterprise can live 
without its consent. Occasionally, for the sake of appearances, 
it allows some smaller parasitic enterprise to exist so as to deceive 
the public with the idea that there is competition. 

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST TRUSTS. 
3urke says: 

The market settles and alone can settle the price. Market is the meeting 
and conference of the consumer and producer where they mutually discover 
each other's wants. 

3ut the modern incorporated trust itself becomes the market, 
and dictates prices to buyers and sellers. 

The aim of the trust is to produce the largest amount with a 
steadily decreasing amount of labor and the smallest amount of 
material. 

It is said that large investments make large economies; 

That the more there is produced the cheaper it can be produced; 

That the cheaper it can be produced the cheaper it can be sold; 

That the cheaper it can be sold the more can be sold; and 

That cheap plenty makes large‘consumption. 

The advantages urged in behalf of combination are: 

1. Economy in production, therefore lower prices to consumers. 
But it is alleged that the consumer does not receive the benefit of 
trust economy in this respect to which he is equitably entitled. 

If the incorporated milling company in your town buys your 
wheat at its own price and sells you flour at its own price, there 
being no other mill, it always buys your wheat as low as it can 
and sells you flour as high asitcan. It pursues the plan of buy- 
ing as cheap as it can and selling as high as it can, ause it is 
good business, and applies its profits to improving its plant so as 
to pay large dividends. 

It is easy tosay that the consumer gets the benefit, but the pro- 
ducer and the consumer generally get more benefit when another 
miller comes to town and begins to do business in competition. 

But when the new miller and the old milling company combine 
the last state of the producer and consumer is worse than the 
first, for the new miller and the old milling company must make 
up for the indiscretion of competition. 

2. Another advantage is said to be that of a more perfect product. 

This may be true theoretically, but in practice it is said that 
control of the market permits economy in quality, which is often 
taken advantage of so far as control of the market will permit. 

3. Another advantage is alleged to be better wages and more 
constant employment. 

This is demied. It is said that profits arising from admitted 
economies and resulting in large dividends on watered stock do 
not reach labor in the form of high wages as a rule, 

it is true that wages are generally higher than ever before, but 
wages paid by trusts are not as a rule higher than “‘ going wages,” 
and it is said are not as high as trust profits might seem to war- 
rant. 

While labor has its unions, it can not control the law of supply 
and demand of labor as the trust controls the law of supply and 
demand of commodities. 

As to constant een it can scarcely be said that a policy 
which closes and obliterates factories gives constant employment 
to labor. 

It is probably true that it gives more steady employment to the 
persons employed, but one of the objects of combinations is econ- 
omy of labor among other economies. 

4. Stability of price to the consumer is urged as another advan- 
tage, but whether thisis an advantage or not depends on the price. 

A price gauged just low enough to prevent public discontent 
and just high enough to prevent competition does not appeal to 
the public as an indispensable advantage. 


OVERCAPITALIZATION. 


In urging advantages by reason of combination, nothing is said 
of the custom of overcapitalization. 

A committee was appointed by the New York assembly in 1897 
to investigate trusts, and in that partof their report bearing upon 
overcapitalization they say: 

In one case corporate assets acquired by an officer of the combination for 
the sum of $350,000 were capitalized overnlaht in the new combination by the 
issue of certificates of a nominal value of twice that amount less 15 per cent. 

Other corporations organized for the distinct purpose of a tion by the 
combination on the basis of a stock issue of a value of ,000 were 
simultaneously recapitalized in the combination by an issue of a nominal 
share valine of about $14,000,000. 

Corporations representing in the share issues of less than 

7,000,000 were recapitalized in the combination by a nominal share issue of 
5,000,000, less rebate of 15 per cent. 

In another case live assets were valned at about $5,000,000 and made the 
basis of an issue of about $25,000,000 of stock, the difference being made up in 
the assumed value of “good will,” * brands,” and “ trade-marks.” 


Such stock issues in many instances represent capitalized de- 
struction and absorpion of competing industries, 
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Capitalized centralization. 

Capitalized “ prospective earning capacity.” 

Capitalized wind and capitalized water. 

Capitalized live capital and capitalized dead capital. 

The preferred stock pays dividends. The common stock in m, 
cases seesaws up and ix from day to day, subject to mar! 
caprice, till it drops below zero and is past resurrection. 

It is perfectly apparent that if a man draws profit upon half . 
a pie he need not care into how many shares the pie is divid 
If each slice or share is labeled with a value which it does not | 
sess, but upon which he draws dividends, so much the bet; 
for him. 

The stock-issuing business consists in labeling the pie as i; 
were stuffed with diamonds and dividing it into shares, The), 
is only so much pie no matter how many shares you divide it int 


FEDERAL AND STATE AUTHORITY. 


1, There are those who regard trusts as rapacious monsters 

2. Others who look upon them as unavoidable and as part 
our national organic development, believing that they are the 
sult of natural forces, and, unchecked, will regulate themse! 

3. Others approve of them as results of a general tendenc\ 
toward centralization, but think they ought to be controlled by leg- 
islation, 

4, The radical socialist favors trusts in so far as they tend 
toward the nationalization of private property. 

5, And the anarchist is against all organization and all capital. 

On the whole, regulation by legislation within reasonable bounis 
ought to be possible. 

Corporations are creatures of law, and legislatures which make 
and courts which construe laws, it would seem, ought to be able 
to restrict, control, or annihilate creatures of law. 

This sounds reasonable, but we are forty-five States, and at } 
ent where one State prohibits another invites, and so long as a sin- 
gle State exists from which, by virtue of interstate comity, trust 
combinations can trade over the rest of the Union the States can 
not control combination except by combination among themselves, 
The Supreme Court has quite clearly defined the scope of the Fed- 
eral anti-trust law by deciding that— 

The fact that an article is manufactured for export to another State does 
not of itself make it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the 
manufacturer does not determine the time when the article or prod 
eee from the control of the State and belongs to commerce. (U.§ 

night Co., 156 U. 8.) 

To the same effect is Hopkins vs, United States (71 U.S., 57s). 

The Federal Government therefore can not control under tho 
present law. 

Since the fourteenth amendment declares that— 

No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privilez 
and immunities of citizens of the United States, nor shall any State deprive 


any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law, nor 
to any person within its ju iction, the equal protection of the laws— 


and since this provision has been repeatedly held to restrict the 
authority of the several States in dealing directly with trusts, we 
are confronted with this situation: 
1. The States can not control except by unanimous agreement. 
2. The Federal Government can not control under present law. 
3. The Federal Constitution restricts States in dealing with this 
question, even if they should unanimously agree. 


THE RIGHT OF MAN TO USE HIS FACULTIES IN LAWFUL WAYS. 


In a decision of Judge Swayne, of the Federal court, in annu!- 
ing the Texas anti-trust lawin 1897, in discussing the relation of tho 
—— amendment to the question of State control of trusts, 

© Says: 


The right of liberty embraces the right of man to exercise his faculti 
follow any lawful avocation for the support of life, 

Liberty, in its b sense, 2s unders in this country, means ther 
not only of freedom from servitude, imprisonment, or restraint, but ther 
of one to use his faculties in all lawful ways, to live and work where ho ' 
to earn his livelihood in any lawful calling, and to pursue any lawful tra 
avocation. * * * The right to combine to form partnerships and 
stock associati the r to agree as to prices and production, the: 
to fix prices, to raise and lower them as business may require, is not op] 
sive to the public nor unjust to the individuai nor contrary to public poicy. 
It is an essential yo as of the liberty of the citizen of which no leg)s 
lature can deprive him. (In re Grice, 79 Fed. Rep., 627.) 


In considering this subject the question presents itself, Where 
shall the line be drawn, and by what authority shall a legis!ative 
body attempt to say to ns—artificial and natural—thus far 
shall you goin theacquisition of wealth and power and no farther: 

Tiedman, in his work on Limitation of Police Power, says: 

Combinations are beneficial as well as injurious according to the motives 
and aims with which they are formed. It is, therefore, impossitie to Pro- 


hibit all combinations. The prohibition must rest upon the objectiouabio 


character of the object of combination. 
Objection must rest, then, not upon the fact of combination, 
but upon the object of combination, 
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The question, then, is whether acts done lawfully on asmall scale 

may be erase and against public policy when done upona 
arge scaie. 

la Whether what A and B may lawfully doin a small way may 
become illegal when done in a large way. 

Whether a series of lawful acts tending to an object which, by 
the very magnitude of it, may be “ prejudicial to public inter- 
ests” may be declared unlawful. 

And finally, whether a combination for the control of ‘‘ a prime 
necessity ” of life or a ‘‘staple commodity,” thereby annihilating 
competition and limiting production, is an object ‘‘ prejudicial to 
public interests” and therefore unlawful. 

CONCLUSION. 


This, then, appears to be the conclusion of the whole matter: 

1. The States can not control because of lack of unanimity. 

2, The Federal Government can not control by interference 
with matters which belong to State control under present law. 

8, Therefore, inasmuch as trade constantly flows beyond State 
boundaries, there ought to be a Federal law for the control of in- 
dustrial corporations, which can follow and regulate them always 
and everywhere, 

To this end an amendment to the Federal Constitution is neces- 
_- RESTRAINT SHOULD BE FOR GROWTH, NOT REPRESSION. 

This is not a subject to be discussed in blind hostility or par- 
tiality. 

Regalation and control by Government must not be construed 
to mean restraint of progress. 

In its preventive police it ought to be sparing of its efforts, and to employ 
means rather few, unfrequent, and strong than many and frequent.— Burke, 
yolume IT, 192. 

There is such a thing as governing too much. 

Progress is constant evolution, constant conflict, and ‘‘rarely 
means more than a surplus of advantages over evils.” 

American pride was never better founded than now. 

The United States to-day is foremost among the living, advanc- 
ing powers of the world, “the heir of all the ages in the foremost 
files of time.” 

It is the best national illustration of all time of what human 
liberty grouping itself under the heads of statesmanship, art, in- 
vention, capital, and labor can do. 

Iron ore is worth in the ground perhaps 40 cents a ton. 

The locomotive standing looking down the long track that 
finally spans a continent is worth in dollars twenty thousand, but 
its benefits to civilization are incalculable, and the difference be- 
tween the slumbering Ore and the marvelous mechanism on the 
track is invention, labor, and capital. Here invention, labor, and 
capital stand typified and illustrated, and when they pull together 
the freight of the world moves, and when they do not there is an 
a go [ Applause. ] 

3ut the greatest gains of nations can not be presented in the 
form of a balance sheet. 

Every man-made material thing must first take shape in the 
human brain, 

The necessities of widening business inspire the dreams of in- 
ventors, One thing accomplished, suggests another thing to be 
done or overcome. 

The quality of the human brain, then, which means the quality 
ofthe manhood and womanhood of a nation, determines the quality 
of the nation. 

Keep the people brave, strong, manly, clean, and independent, 
and no human power can set limits to American achievement. 
[Applause. } 

To this end, then, let every tendency that gives to a few repres- 
sive control over the many and restrains the upward bent of 
human endeavor be curbed with malice toward none and with 
charity to all. 

Macaulay, in his essay on Mill, says: 

The peeve the inequality of conditions the stronger are the motives 
which impel the populace to spoliation. As for America, we appeal to the 
twentieth century. 

We, too, mepeat to the twentieth century, and may the Omnipo- 
tent Ruler of the destinies of men and nations so mix and fuse, 
guide and direct the elements which make America that the 
years of the twentieth century shall witness a continuance of the 
splendid evolution of the nineteenth century, [Loud and con- 
tinned a lause, | 

_Mr. TERR Y. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Nevada (Mr. NewLanps] fifteen minutes. 


[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. =wares) 
_ Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, it may be well to consider for 
Just a moment what the subject-matter is concerning which this 
resolve relates. What, then, is a trust? 
A trust is a combination of several or many competing con- 


| cerns under one general management, which controls the 


| article dealt in is sold to the consumer. 
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mount 
of production and generally increases the price for which 1! 
The trust is always a 
monopoly or seeks to be one. This it accomplishes by presenti 
to competitors the alternative of joining hands with it or being 
utterly destroyed—to sell out or to fail. The trustis a monument 
to business nerve and audacity, and the most perfect symbol of 
commercial greed, falsely characterized by the great director, 
dictator, and backbone of the present willing and supple Admin- 
istration to be the embodiment and result of the “ great business 
evolution ” at the close of the nineteenth century. 

Mr. HANNA may apologize, explain, excuse, or characterize. if 
he pleases, in behalf of the new lights in, and leaders of, the Re 
publican party, but can not palm off this business bastard upon 
the intelligent people of the American Republic as the legitimate 
heir of the thrift, push, development, and fair dealing which has 
ever attended thecommercial and business enterprise of the Amer- 
ican people. It is under the present Administration, more than 
any other and all others combined, that the heartless and soulless 
trusts have sprung up, thrived, and prospered. This hydra-headed 
monster stalks the streetsof our great commercial centers as inde- 
——- as a lord and as fearless and arrogant as the arch fiend 
1imself, and well it may, for it is conscious that underthe present 
régime it is not only safe, but will be protected and cared for; jails 
and judgments are foreign to its thoughts; sheriffs and Adminis- 
tration prosecuting attorneys give way to the right and left and 
run to cover as the mighty giant, with an air of ‘‘ What are you 
going to do about it?” unimpeded and unchallenged, swells down 
commercial Broadway. 

During this present Administration six billions of property and 
‘* water” have been capitalized by different corporations, trusts, 
and combines. Why, Mr. Speaker, in the single State of New 
Jersey the fees and charges alone for recording and issuing certifi- 
cates for the incorporation of these concerns have been sufficient 
to defray the entire expense of maintaining the public schools of 
the whole State of New Jersey. 

Not only the luxuries but most of the necessaries of life in this 
country are to-day within the grasp of some multimillionaire 
trust or combine. From your infant's baby carriage to your 
father’s coffin and shroud—all pay tribute to some mighty trust. 
{ a) 

Mr. Speaker, the conflict is now on; it is before us and with us. 
On the one side are immense capital and corporate power in tho 
hands of comparatively few; on the other hand public interest 
and the people’s rights. Labor is most seriously affected by tho 
general method of concentration. The avenues to diversified in- 
dustries are closed, the opportunities for employment reduced and 
controlled, honest and active competition prevented and destroyed, 
and individual industrial enterprise seriously menaced and threat- 
ened with extermination. 

The evil effects of the trust monopoly are most apparent in those 
localities and trade circles where the trust has male itself master 
of production, quality, and price. 

If the corporations are to continue and to control, a popular 
government, supposed to grant a fair field and unrestrained com- 

vetition to all its citizens, can not long continue, any more than 
fiberty can exist under the rule of absolutism. 

This resolve, Mr. Speaker, so far as it will furnish any relief to 
the people to extract and release them from their present grievous 
situation, is wholly inadequate and powerless. It was not intended 
to correct and assist, but to befog and allure, and is well adapted 
for the purposes intended. It was conceived and brought forth 
for altogether another purpose. The scheme was carefully con- 
sidered and bears the earmarks of Mr. HANNA and lesser satellites 
who circulate around this great statesman—gentlemen who be- 
lieve that destiny has decreed them to be the great conservators 
of theinterests of the American people and incidentally protectors 
of the Republican Administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I refer to that same destiny which has been made 
responsible by this Administration for the bloodshed and blunders 
of this un-American policy toward the Philippine Islands. ‘Tho 
Committee on the Judiciary, and other statesmen and politicians 
in touch with it, are not unmindful of the fact that there is a 
feeling of dissatisfaction and unrest all over this broad land 
against corporate power and trust dominion. This feeling and 
sentiment give forth no uncertain sound, From the first day of 
the session of this Congress until this blessed hour it has been 
demanded that the majority party should make good its claim of 
willingness to enact into law some provisions which should con- 
trol the power and remedy the evils of the great combines and 
give relief to the throttled industries of individual enterprise not 
yet extinct, but fearing extermination. 

The people cry aloud for redress at our hands. We hear tho 
prayer of despair coming up from the 60,000 middlemen, commer- 
cial salesmen, popularly known as ‘‘drummers,” and that of their 
families dependent upon them for support. We have seen this 
army of the unemployed looking to Congress for relief, and have 
heard their plaintive story, how they have spent the best years 
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of their existence fitting themselves for their honorable calling in 
life with all the care, study, and fidelity that any gentleman of 
this House has fitted himself for his chosen profession. We are 
mainfully aware that their employment is gone, and gone forever 
if the trusts survive; the opportunity for honest labor is denied 
them, and they are now tooold to begin to fit themselves for a 
new calling in life. 

This committee has seen and heard all this and has concluded 
to make a pretext of vane something to satisfy, if possible, the 
public and fool it into the belief that the present Administration 
is really serious, honest, and earnest in its opposition to trusts. 

Sir, this committee may have thought that some forgiving but 
benighted soul might construe this resolve as a warning at least 
to the evil tendencies of corporate greed. The lamented Lincoln 
once said you could fool a part of the people some of the time, 
and it appears to me that this resolve is introduced to test the 

yractical truth and applicationof thestatement. It isa harmless 
ittle resolve, a tender plant, and one intended for present use 
and effect. It will be taken in out of the cold, cold world and 
housed as soon as the frosts appear early in November next, and 
even if it should become frost-bitten and not winter well, still it 
will have served its purpose. If, however, it withstands the cold 
blasts of the bleak winter and the heartless test of a national 
campaign, still it remains a plant of slow growth and develop- 
ment. It will not fructify until in the ‘‘sweet by and by,” after 
the mischief shall have been consummated; not until long after 
individual industry, enterprise, and competition, now struggling 
in the iron grip of trust monopoly and dictatorship, shall have 
been vanquished and destroyed. [Applause. ] 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the majority of this House is about to give 
further evidence of its magnanimity and respect for the Consti- 
tution by generously permitting it to be in force where it was in- 
tended by its foundersand wheréall the illustrious, unbroken line 
of its propounders and interpreters for the last hundred years 
down to this year of grace 1900 have declared with one accord it did 
extend, namely, over the United States and Territories. This 
generosity on the part of our Republican friends needs and should 
receive that recognition it deserves. 

And, fellow-Democrats, it is not the first time this session that 
these profound constitutionalists across the aisle have permitted 
the Constitution to perform some of its accustomed and well- 
defined functions. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it would at least be unkind of us to attempt 
to thwart our Republican friends in their laudable purpose of not 


Santrng the Constitution of its powers as applicable to this re- 


solve or to detract one whit from the credit and magnanimity due 
our Republican friends for this heroic act of concession. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this is a very harmless and impo- 
tent measure; it can do no serious harm, and, unless I am much 
mistaken, no serious good. It is not introduced as a gastric meas- 
ure of present vital force or effect. This resolve is of the homeo- 
y»athic order—to be applied in mild cases, not in great emergencies. 

t is intended for weak and simple-minded persons afflicted with 

a mild form of business bilious colic, and might well ve designated 
as a sort of ‘‘ Marm Winslow's soothing sirup resolve ”—a specific 
for gullible ple and for those who want a little something, but 
are not particular what it is, so long as it is prescribed and labeled 
‘perfectly safe.” Yet, if in any event it will serve to repress and 
restrain a single trust or combine, and correspondingly encourage 
aud give hope to a single individual enterprise, I shall be well 
paid for voting for it. Somes 

I am actuated to this end somewhat as General Butler was in 
his reply to Seward. As the story goes, he and Secretary Seward 
were walking down Pennsylvania avenue one day and alittle col- 
ored boy came u 
Butler's heels. 
don’t you sto 
sponded the 
injure me,” 

So with this resolve. It will serve to amuse our Republican 
friends on the other side and can do the ple no harm, even if 
it confers no material benefit, and with this view I shall vote for 
it. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio oa GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR Mr. Speaker, I shall not indulge in any 
extended discussion of the question involved here, but I want to 
restate a fact or two. I know it will make no difference, I know 
at the earliest my | the tleman from Tennessee, or 
somebody else on the side of our friends over there, will make the 
same statement exactly. It has already been tedly denied 
and explained in this House, but I think the time come when 
I can wisely and a put into the RecorpD one more denial 
of the statement that somebody in Ohio has indicated that the 
a party is not sound on the trust question because they 
did not nominate somebody for some office out there, 


that boy treading on your heels?” ‘* Why,” re- 
eneral, “it amuses the little fellow and does not 





behind them and began stepping on General | 
. Seward, turning to the General, said: ‘‘ Why | 
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I read from the RecorpD: 
oun Gaines. Tell me why you turned down Attorney-General Monnet; 

nio? E 

Mr. Ray of New York. I do not understand the gentleman's question. 

Mr. Gatnes. I ask why it was the Republican party in Ohio did not po 
nominate General Monnett, and why they did not indorse his splendid a 
patriotic record against trusts, but left it to the Democrats to indorse ;. 
which they did, and went down in defeat? ii 

Mr. Ray of New York. Monett had had two terms. 

eae Even if that is true, why did they not indorse his antitry.<; 
record? 

Mr. Kircutn. No; he had not. 

Mr. Ray of New York. Monnett had had two terms. 

Mr. GAINnges. He only had one, and you did not indorse his record 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this very thing came up here before, and 
the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. GAINES] had the whole state. 
ment of the case made tohim. I can not understand why a fair- 
minded man should again repeat that statement. 

Mr. GAINES. What statement does the gentleman refer to° 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have only five minutes; you will find jt 
all in the Recorp. 

Mr. GAINES. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The Republican parm Ohio was formeed 
in 1854, From that day to this, so far as I am able to recollect, ana 
I have a pretty good memory of every one of the conventions. 
there never was an attorney-general nominated for but two terms 
in that State. It is as much the unwritten law in the State of 
Ohio that that office shall revolve out and in at every second terin 
as it is the unwritten law of the people of the United States that 
no man shall be President three times in succession, Mr. Monnett 
was not in any sense of the termacandidate. He did not want to 
be nominated. He did discuss with his friends, and it was widely 
discussed in the papers, that he would be acandidate for governor, 
but he never announced himself, nor did anybody for him, that he 
would be a candidate for attorney-general. 

There were some seven, or eight, or nine candidates for attor- 
ney-general, all in the field because of the well-known fact that 
Mr. Monnett would not be a candidate. In the convention Mon- 
nett’s name, asI recollect it, was not announced. Others were, and 
there was one ballot, and then a second ballot, and a very able 
lawyer, avery able lawyer, with long experience and great success 
at the bar, with a character as high as any lawyer in Ohio for 
honesty, uprightness, and a man wholly disconnected with trusts 
or combinations, or anything of that character, was nominated 
and triumphantly elected. He had been elected in a judicial sub- 
division giving over 5,000 Democratic majority, and had served 
with great credit on the bench. And now Mr. Sheets, the attor- 
ney-general, has prosecuted not only every case that Monnett left 
him that had not been disposed of, but he is prosecuting new cases 
under the laws of Ohio. I say now, without disparaging Mr. 
Monnett, that the record of success and defeat will very favorably 
show in favor of the able attorney-general of Ohio. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if I was or was not correct when I asserted that Mr. Monnett had 
two terms?- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You were certainly right; I have twice 
voted for him myself and we have twice elected him. Another 
fact, there is no such thing in Ohio as the Standard Oi! Trust. 
The organization was prosecuted in the supreme court of Ohio— 
the time I can not give, but something like three years ago. A 
judgment was rendered absolutely revoking all its authority, and 
the practical effect of it was to drive it out of the State of Oho 
absolutely. The only thing that is being carried on in the Stato 
of Ohio are the operations of the Standard Oil Company, ® cor- 
poration under the laws of another State, which is carrying on the 
gigantic work of developing the oil fields of Ohio; and while | am 
as bitterly opposed to unlawful and injurious combinations as any 
man, I am bound to say that there is no organization for business 
purposes that pays so much money for wages, and so high wages 
for like services in the State of Ohio, as this same Standard i! 
Company, and it is developing our territory and bringing our 
State into first-class prominence as an oil-producing State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Bourget of Illinois). the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio has expired. a 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will avail myself of the privilege o 
extending my remarks in the RecorD. 

Mr. G INES. It would appear from the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the Republican party has done its pis! 
7 in one respect—— 

r. GROSVENOR. It always does. : 

Mr. GAINES. But it was mighty late in doing it. 

Later on Mr, GROSVENOR spoke as follows: ar 

Mr. GROSVENOR ( ing from the Democratic side of the 
House). Mr. Speaker, I have assurance that I shall be c: rdially 
received on this sideof the Chamber. [Laughter and applause a 
the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to hear my 
colleague from Ohio give assurance to the country that mmc 
diately following the 4th day of next March a Democratic I vse 
dent—with just a single “if,” if he is elected—will at once proc’ 
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to destroy and smash the trusts; for it brings, and couples with 
the suggestion, the fact of just what I have been claiming all the 
time. First, that every law on the statute book of the United 
States that assails the trusts was put there by a Republican 
majority over a Democratic battle. |Applause on the Republican 
side.| That every act, every step that has been taken toward this 
consummation has come from Republican officeholders, attorneys- 
general, and all the rest. 

The gentleman from Arkansas a TERRY] stated yesterday, 
and I was amazed at it, that the laws now on the statute book 
were worthless. And now comes my distinguished colleague 
from Ohio i. LENTz]—I do not know how good a lawyer the 
gentleman from Arkansas is, but I do know that my friend from 
Ohio is something of a lawyer, and I am going to take him for 
authority, and the gentleman from Arkansas is ruled off the track 
for misrepresenting the value of the Republican power on the 
statute book. 

Now, a word ortwoabout Ohio. My friend is ingenious, but not 
ingenuous. He knows that from the adoption of the present con- 
stitution of Ohio no governor was ever elected three times in 
succession. 

Mr. LENTZ. They tried to, though. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I was just about to say, he knows further 
that one of the ablest gentlemen, one of the most popular that 
was ever nominated in Ohio, was defeated, and in my opinion 


solely and alone upon the unwritten law of the State that no man | 


should be three times elected. Every other man on the ticket was 
elected, and my friend here (pointing to Hon. E. L. Lampson) 
from Ohio was elected lieutenant-governor, but he fared about 
the same as some other men who have been elected governor—he 
was hustled out by the Democratic senate. 

Mr. LENTZ. He wasn’t murdered, was he? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR, He wasn’t murdered, and nobody ever 
put up $100,000 to furnish somebody who was not guilty there. 

Now, then, my friend knows, as well as I know, and as well as 
everybody else knows, that when he insinuates that Monnett was 
defeated for attorney-general because of his attitude toward the 
trusts he is quite mistaken in his utterance. 

More than that, what do you suppose the trusts of Ohio would 
prefer to have if there is any such question there. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] I mean any question pending in the courts, 
Which would the trusts of Ohio rather have, a man of the abilit 
of Attorney-General Sheetz, with his powerful mind, his thoroug 
legal training, his unquestioned honesty, to prosecute them in the 
courts. of Ohio, or a young man who brought to the attorney- 

eneral’s office very little experience at the bar of Ohio. So there 
is absolutely nothing in the Monnett business—nothing whatever. 

Now let me tell the gentleman something which possibly he 
has not ‘‘caught on” to. He says we have not broughtin a bill 
to repeal the duty on paper. Does the gentleman know what the 
duty on paper is—how much? Fifteen per cent; the least duty 
of any manufactured article that enters into any considerable 
consumption in the United States. Ona fullinvestigation by the 
commiittes the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDs], as he 
“— you, discovered himself that there was nothing whatever 

n the cry. 

Now let me tell you something about which there was a cry, 
We had collected nearly $2,000,000 upon imports from Porto Rico 
under the Dingley law after the treaty, and when we under- 
= to pay the money back what did we meet? We meta propo- 
sition —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Ohio nenergiee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
give me time enough to finish. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
more, 

Mr.GROSVENOR. We meta proposition from the chairman 
of the National Democratic Committee to give that money back 
to the men who had paid it. Who were they? Nineteen times 
out of every twenty that money had been paid by two trusts— 
the sugar trust and the tobacco trust. 

What next followed? The gentleman has spoken about my 
genial friend here, the leader of the Democratic side of the House, 
who had brought in a resolution he says on one question—the 
pulp question. Let me tell you what that gentleman brought in. 

e brought in a joint resolution to repeal all tariffs upon all 
sugar, molasses, and everything else that entered into the manu- 
facture of sugar coming from Cuba and Porto Rico, and to put 
them on the free list. What would have been the effect of that if 
enacted? To give $14,000,000 ina —_ year to the sugar trust— 
the American Refining Company of New York. That resolution 
was solemnly introduced in this House and was reported unfa- 
vorably from the committee. So my friend must not limit the 
genius of the gentleman from Tennessee wholly to the question 
of free paper. He is in favor of free sugar, free molasses, and 
everything else that goes into the manufacture of sugar. 


The time of the gentleman from 
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Now, let me discuss for a moment this idea of taking off the 
tariff on an article because it has gone into a trust. My friend 
(we will suppose for illustration) is the manager of a manu- 
facturing Sam producing a single article. We will 
suppose that I am the representative of a trust dealing in the 
same article. Congress repeals the duty upon the products of my 
trust manufacture. What becomes of my friend? Where is he? 
That is the only statement that need be made to show how utterly 
impotent for good such a proposition as that would be. It would 
simply put the trust possibly at a disadvantage to the extent of 
the tariff; but they could manufacture more cheaply than the 
private manufacturer could, so that the reduction of the tariff 
would destroy the small manufacturer, and leave the larger 
manufacturer the sole occupant of the field. There is all there is 
about it. 

Now, I shall not attempt to reply to the indictment that my 
friend has seen fit to file over again—the old indictment which he 
has filed in nearly every city of the United States—a very able in- 
dictment without a shadow of truthinany part of it. [Laughter. | 
I like to hear it when it comes; I like to hear him speak. I have 
only one objection. He speaks so mildly and so gently—so free 
from exaggeration—so utterly devoid of personalities—his argu- 
ment so evidently comes flowing from the genuine spirit of hnman- 
ity and love for his fellow-men—that I always feel as if he were 
going to undermine the foundation on which I stand. Sometimes 
when he assails the President of the United States in that gentle, 
mellifluous voice of his, with such agonizing regrets at the misfor- 
tunes, the foibles, and the failures of the Administration, I feel 
as though I should havetoturnand run. I get almost in the con- 
dition of Peter, and if somebody did not play the damsel and tell 


| me not to go, I do not know but that he would almost persuade 


me to beasinner. [Laughter and applause. | 

But I shall not further occupy this valuable time. This time 
is valuable, for we have brought to the Democratic party of this 
country an issue. They have been in power; four years ago they 
had in their control all the branches of this Government. Did 
they legislate on trusts? Notatall. Did they agonize about the 
labor of the country—did they? Or did they stand helpless and 
powerless while labor sank to a position which it never before 
occupied in all the history of the United States? Did they attack 
any combination of capital—did they? For four long years they 
stood here and wrangled with each other and produced at last an 
abortion of a tariff bill that their own President said was a record 
of infamy and outrage. 

Mr. HEDGE. They attacked trusts with their mouths. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; they attacked them with their vo- 
cabulary, but in no other way. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
fr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Iam greatly surprised that 

my colleague, Mr. LENTZ, should have been mislead into making 
the statement which he has. I want to read from the official notes 
and then give the exact facts in the case. 


Mr. Lentz. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that Mr. Finck 
overcame 5,500 of year majority, and yet he did not come here either. He 
ran 5,500 ahead of his ticket in your district. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg the gentleman's pardon 

Mr. Lentz. Mr. Finck ran 5,500 ahead of his ticket in your district, but 
that does not prove that you are a bad man. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He did not run 100 ahead of his ticket. 

Mr. LENTZ. You got a majority of but 4,500 in a district that has a normal 


— majority of 10,000. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the gentleman does not want to stand up here and 


make such a statement as that. 
Mr. LENTZ. I will prove it. 


Bear in mind now that this controversy does not arise over the 
normal majority in the district ; it arises over the cold statement 
that Finck ran ‘5,500 ahead of his ticket.” I desire simply to 
state that I was first nominated in the present district in 1892, 
again in 1894, again in 1896, and again in 1898, and following are 
the figures of the vote for Harrison and Cleveland, Grosvenor, 
Peoples, Cooley, Taylor, etc., and running clear through, the vote 
is given upon the head of the Republican and Democratic tickets 
and upon myself and those who ran against me. 


Election of 1892. 








Harrison. Cleveland, 


SNe ininadedaed 60seue eencnee seses Wacsenseneesoces ' 2,509 
BROOME oon c ccccce ccccwe cocccs cocccs esvccccccseececces 2,034 2,522 
Rp ddetiweoesed casenccccs ccnsessseeccesenezesnceece 3,950 2 415 
PE o wobwen osecns cccews pncccecenese cascsn ecncs’ weeces 3, 359 8, 430 
REN Goin pubinweccdus caunce cosredecusbbosneewessesece 4, 632 4,485 
FRO a ccccncccnnectsecescccscccsocnenencseues conses | 1,710 1, 748 
I bihaed Speiidiinetaennsuntndioameidieienteda 20,152 17,199 

17, 199 

Majority ......... aa aiteiani 5 2, 053 
ee aid meneame 





Total vote cast, 37,351. 
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EE ccctecccncecsse wesceee oupentees same 19, 905 
Peoples ....... ---- -----22-00 --+- eo nenn enna ene e nnn n nnn ennneenenneesnne anne 17, 254 
SE ledccantws e © e péassousceneanainen axintab 575 
Taglor....-..-.-----<0 - — cece nen e enn teens OBS 

CeSsVER WR occsctecsccocstarentatatbecestting ccdtiinn elas 2, 651 

Grosvenor’s majority ciate taateiaatncati tC aie i 

IIE « ccsntchtuimninistemeain tied aliiastivainthentintaebieiitelieeiatiedien maeedenbain "$8, 717 

Election of 1894. 
Secretary of State. 
R. D. 

DEERE . con ccccecccncs coccas coeses c0ncse seieseesecesn« 4,445 1,163 
TIGOR .nacce coccenencens cusese poscesecocoussoncocess 2,188 1,806 
Meigs. pedapedtnattd a RES 3, 936 1,244 
Perry ain euceenwesanpassena eapesscoose 3, 550 2,726 
Ross.......- ounauné on waneuniitil 5, 101 3, 786 
WEED « ecece cn coencnccesscenensucennnessounsesocsoen 1,924 1,338 

ee ee | 21,144 12, 063 

12, 063 
DIO oc cs viicere conecdiraniens sosenccentcunnedl 9,081 
Total vote cast,33,20. |. 
CONGRESSMAN. 

INT call tess odessa alae iit nen einnaiiiiabingaiathaedmegin 
TEs aout eeeepmtnannnemtaneunatniaenrnaipamuiinonhetpebianinnnmnrahaue oni 1, 601 
EL...) pmesepmnanenhosdeeiatinevestinatadaertesebenaahedehin Gin sates 3,115 
SII sc: ssivinserecehceibaceetchdenstnei-chbnbateg timnaincbteat ales iiitinishciacndnatnsinansisdiinibiniaahitinancapineia ae 

gf EC 9,130 


Grosvenor’s majority -.- iil tia a tanith aisles A 


ae et Oe pale eA nd tt a eed . 36,447 
Election of 1896. 








McKinley. Bryan. 

















ensue Rent ms —-H 
Athens wie ‘ isncintilekaiiel 5, 429 3, 272 
DOGG... .asemuereoniapnginpenennisethanempil 2,746 8, 160 
Meigs 4, 696 2,521 
r 3, 989 4,092 
5, 562 4, 960 
TIIIIN . s.c: ceeteiiadmenenmemmebtmnudts -| 2,085 1,812 
felis os Cea ere itt ee 24, 457 19,817 
19, 817 
OIL DIAS TROT SEN 4, 640 
Total vote cast, “24 en b 
CONG RESSMAN. 
CE. sito bccn wttindndicnenndbbanitiiis white senndoltencatindiinke ee 
 cncctecntinanctnsensaustiniiemeadstuiemnint mnniousaliincnideemtnngaieniiniiiin 19, 850 
Grosvenor's majority -.......- ae ions G68 
Total vote cast, 44,183. 
Election of 1898. 
| Secretary of State. 


Republican. | Democrat. 
| aati nodal atilieeaite 


= 
3 


























DEORS, .. congo nenscccdncenbbsens cdeseunetehcabtnauses] 
BORGER cccoccnccncccesscocsebocssnsnsscnesesssésnscesl 2, 398 
BROEBR.. .. none ccoccceccocnssie cencsescustasenscaassocsee 1,996 
POSED encase vecccccenndeteunscce eesesesengeccocscess- 3, 081 
a eS ea ee 4,645 
WERE ceangesctnesintbneneventens pepuoneeane eopiiiibies | 1,524 
a | 15, 532 
IE cg ccpantinenenmintetpaiipaseseumeninn 
‘Total vote cast,35,915. waren 
CONGRESSMAN. 
GEEEREE cncanemnnsntenreccmtee nibandétipatunrdianbotaniauanetneaumitietbbint 19, 806 
BRRGIIED .. onan cunsnndmorensdemnnpaniateindnancmtnentnaamatenamdnenieageels Ee 
Qerewvahnsr wennhewGly .q. «2... .~ ncn ccnivsccsecsscocecsecsesecsssacepescs OER 
Total vote cast, 36,240. 
RECAPITULATION. —__ se 
Repub- Demo- Grosve- Demo- 
lican. cratic. | nor. cratic, |Others. 
1802 _. ficient 20, 152 19, 905 17,254 1,558 
ans a 21,144 20, 731 11, 601 4,115 
scan: eepnaeelidhiaeiiamaaduieal 24, 457 24, 333 9,850 
1sy8 nite , 383 19, 806 
tl i ceed £86,138 84,775 | 65,190| 65,673 
64, 611 65, 139 & 
otal. ...n.------- (a) 21,525 (b) 19, 638 
13, O6 5, 673 
Difference .......- 7,562 13, 963 
a Majority. bPlurality. 
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It will be seen that in 1898 my majority was 3,372, but it wil! 
also be seen that the total vote cast in that year was 36,240, agains: 
44,274 in the election two years before, making a difference of up- 
ward of 8,000 in the aggregate vote. So itis presumable that if 
the full vote had been cast I would have received even a greater 
majority than I did two years before, and I may state that in 
1891, the year before my first nomination, the majority for 
McKinley over Campbell in the district was only 3,142. This is 
the starting and is the true basis on which to gauge the effect o; 
my several nominations upon the district which I haye the honor 
to represent. The result as to county officers is quite as striking 
as upon the head of the ticket. 

The present normal majority in the district is just about 4,50 
votes, an increase of fully 1,500 over its normal majority when | 
was first nominated. I am content with these figures; but Mr. 
Speaker, what have they to do with this whole business? What 
has the question of whether or not I am a popular candidate got t 
do with the subject-matter of the discussion which we are now 
engaged in. It is sufficient for me to say that I would not ha, 
made any mention of it or in anywise indulged in it had not my 
colleague himself introduced the subject. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the following titles: 

S. 3662. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise D. 
Smith; 

S. 2938. 
mire; 

S. 1975. 

5S. 1593. 
and 

S. 2941. 
ble, jr. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 351) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel S. White, had asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. Kny- 
NEY as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on theamendment of the Senate to the bill (1. Rk. 
8366) to amend section 953 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sun- 

| dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 

| June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; in which the concurre: 
of the House was requested. 

| ‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed tho fol- 

| lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

| Senate concurrent resolution No. 62: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That of 
each of the remaining volumes of the Philippine Commission’s report the 
shall be printed and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philip 


Commission. 
hat for the special use of the Department of State there be printed 0! 

full report 200 copies, on_70-pound paper,and bound in half morocco; ani » 
copies of the second and su uent volumes, to be bound in brown clot 
uniform with the first volume, for distribution by the Department of Stat: 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be printed, | 
the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in sre octavo and bound | 
half morocco; Provided, That the printing and binding of the report of tho 
Philippine Commissio: concurrent resolution of February 23, 1), 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long- 


An act granting a pension to Annie D. M. Wood; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. Inch; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 


nm under 
shall not include this supplement. 


WHITE CROSS SOCIETY OF AMERICA. 


The bill (S. 2581) to incorporate the National White Cross * 
ciety of America, and for other purposes, was laid before the Hous» 
with the information that the Senate had disagreed to the ame 
ments of the House and asked a conference. 

Mr. MUDD. I move that the House insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
Mupp, Mr. Samvurt W. Smiru, and Mr. Sms as conferees on tho 
part of the House. 

TRUSTS. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I yield ten minutes to the gentlema» 
from Illinois [Mr. REEvEs]. ; 

Mr. REEV. Mr. Speaker, I take it there is littie disagr 
ment here or elsewhere upon one proposition, and that is that 1) 
common consensus of judgment of the people is that these trus'> 
are deleterious to the best interests of the whole people. 1!» 

uestion of a remedy is a most difficult one. In my jadgncn', 

e matter under consideration at this time is of as much 1m)" 
tance, if not more, than any question that has come before Con 
gress since the declaration of war with Spain. 

There is one element in trusts, and, so far as I know, only one, 
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Mr. CANNON. No; I think it can not be printed and num- 
bered so as to get at it to-day. 








that is an injurious element. The element of monopoly in the 
trusts is, so far as [ am able to discern, the only dangerous ele- 
ment. That element in and of itself has been a factor in the tl 
affairs of men as long as history reaches back. rRUSTS. 

But only in these modern days has it come about in this form. Mr. RAY of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from 
During the reign of Elizabeth, of England, monopoly in trade was | Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 
expressly given by franchise; and the courtsof England sustained | Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I take advantage of the liber- 
such franchises as constitutional. Later, and upon the death of | ality of the House, granting leave to print in this general debate, by 
Elizabeth, the evils of those monopolies having become apparent, | referring to a speech relating to the wool question, made by the 
the courts of England reversed themselves and declare those | Hon. James D. Ricnaxpson of Tennessee, leader of the Democratic 
franchises unconstitutional. By so doing they prohibited the | minority on this floor, which he delivered on the 31st day of last 
granting of further franchises in this line and undid what had | March. ; 
been granted. From that day to this the sentiment has been| In replying to the speech of my colleague, Mr. Suarrvc, Mr. Ricu- 
growing, not only in European nations, but in our own country as | arpson said, among other things: 
well, against special privileges of any kind or character being 
granted to anybody. ae 

Many of the State constitutions of the various States of this | I want to refer to one particular point, in answer to the gentleman's conten- 
Union prohibit special legislation. The object of this prohibition | tion as TY the advantage to the country derived from the passage « f the Ding 

; iwi > ki sone | tariff bill in 1897. want to show by a few figures which I have here that that 

was — special privileges of any kind = character being | bill has had a very injurious effect upon one great industry in this untry on 
granted to any person or persons. It was discovered, however, | in which the genileman’s own State is profoundly interested, the industry of 
by keen, shrewd business men that by enlarging the scope of a woolgrowing. I think I can show by the figures that the Dingley bill has been 

= ‘ : : isast ; is effe » price o ool in this country 
given business, by the aggregating of great volumes of capital, | “!ysjrous in its effect upon the price of wool in this country. snot advanced 
manufacturing institutions of the same line, spread over @ dozen since 1897 or 1898, I will disappoint him, because there has been an increas: 
or more States, could be put together and the entire business | the price of wool; but if we are to judge of the results by what has taken pla 
involved in these manufactures could be controlled and monopo- | We will observe that the Dingley bill, or something else that has operated locally 


| 

} 

. s . ’ 
lized as =, and completely as though a monopoly had been has been disastrous to the price of wool in our country as against wo growers 

| 


| 

| Mr. RICHARDSON, 

| o + - = . . > 
| 


i 


‘ abroad. There must be some reason forit. If we are going to attribute a . 
granted by an act of the legislature. trolling effect to the tariff, I can establish by the figures that the Dingley bill has 
This new form of aggregated capital in such volume as to create ae the wool ame = this country; a in order to do that, I want tocom- 
. . % = sa 3 pare the prices of wool in this country with the prices of wool abroad. 
pure mono ly 13 the thing we call to day a trust, and it is that Mr. Chairman, if it can be shown that the price of wool abroad, in all classes, 
element y that is the dangerous one. Take, for example, the | fine as well as common, has increased far more than in the United States, why 
State of Illinois. The constitution of our State expressly prohibits | then, it must be that we a -_ local aa for its failure to increase to so 
. * : : great an extent in the United States. The gentleman, I say, insists that the 
special legislation of any kind or character. In our State we can Republican tariff controls the price of wool. 
not take hold of an evil that has arisen and exists under the namo Now, I have here a circular from a leading firm of wool commission merchants, 
of a trust and legislate specifically ainst it, because the consti- | one of the leading firms in the United States, if not the leading firm, Justice, 
tutional prohibition of special legislation forbids it. Tho same 
prohibition, operating in the same way, prevails in a majority of 
the States of this Union. If, then, it is to be left to the States to 





Bateman & Co.,of Philadelphia. I wish tosubmit some of the figures which I get 
from this circular. I shall ask to insert the whole circular in the Recorp, or so 
much of it as relates to the price of wool, as a part of my remarks, and I want to 
; : i 4 alt comment briefly upon these figures. I shall call the attention of the committee 
control, and if it be true, as I contend it is, that special legislation 
: : eas We have here a comparison of the prices of the different grades of wool, in this 
is required to meet the conditions of a trust, the States are abso- | circular issued by this firm, first, of seventy-two grades of wool quoted in the cir 
lutely helpless without first amending their own constitutions. | cular. It shows that the average price on January 1, 1899, was 18 cents a pound, as 
If this be the remedy and the only one, then it will require against an average of 24} cents at this date, an advance of 36 per cent in one year. 
4 This shows a upon seventy-two different grades there has been an increase of 
: . 36 per cent in the price in one year in the United States. This statement shows 
Union; and that will mean as many different methods of con- 
trolling a trust as there are States in which to attempt the con- | smd while this advance of 36 per cent in the United States in this one year has 
trol oom a it — considerably exceeded by the increase in the out- 
’ side markets of the world. The percent of increase outside of the markets in the 
On the other hand, if the proposed amendment to the Federal | United States has been 54 percent. Now, if the Dingley bill and the Republican 
Constitution is adopted, Con can by one simple act create a | tariff control the price, Iam justified in the contention in the beginning, that 
uniform method of control of these trusts that all prevail all | the Dingley bill has actually depressed the price of wool in the United States, 
Mr. WM. ALDEN Satu. I should like to ask my friend a question. 
be tested in one lawsuit, if that should be required, while, on the | The Cuarrman. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to the gentleman 
other hand, it would mean endless litigation, endless legislation, | 9m Michigan? 
a . alti : i babili in fail A Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 
an endless vexation, resu ng, in ali pro 7 1 ity, In auure. | Mr. WM. ALDEN SmirH. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it is not 
illustration of this condition may be found in the condition in Ire- | a fact that the value of sheep has very largely increased under the Dingley law? 
. “ : | Mr. WM. ALDEN SmrtH. Will you answer the question? 
by relatively a few ple. Only a few years ago extortionate Mr. Ricuarpson. I am giving you the figures on wool, and the gentlemar 
rentals were char by the landlords of Ireland, resulting in | trom Michigan may put in his statement in his own time as to the price of sheep 
almost open rebellion. I have not those figures at ne , . ; ; 
Gladstone was premier of England, and it fell to his lot to con- | _.™" WM. ALDEN SmiTH. I ask if the value of sheep has not largely increased 
under the Dingley lew? 
among other things, it was provided that if a landlord and tenant — — ae, 5 ee Se aia, a Tens mee if the price of 
; ; sheep has not in € € n 1ead to a head? 
disagreed as to © amount of rent that should be paid, either | Myr. RicHARDsON. Do you attribute that to the Dingley bill? 
party could take the uestion into court, which would hear evi- Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I attribute it to this, that there has been an extraor- 
ence and determine the fairrental value. This wasspecial legis- | dinary demand for wool in the American markets for American wools, and a 
lation, made possible there because of the powers of the unwritten | !esened demand for foreign wool 
ity, but with authority to actin this matter vested in Congress by | increased. 
the proposed constitutional amendment, Congress will have tho | ,, Mr Rictsnnsox. How do you account for the figures tat nave given you 
. $ ¢ re, le < Ps sy CO lve no pt pose in 
power to do as Parliament did in that case—deal directly and Spe- misleading or deceiving—how can you account for the fact that the increas 
cifically with the question. | abroad within the year has been 54 per cent in the price, while it has been only 
Any legislation which does not provide ultimately that the | 36 per cent in this country on those 72 grades? 
. : Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, taking finer wools, on merino wool the adyan 
it out of business will not be sufficient. abroad has been greater than on the other grades to which I have referred 
Here the hammer fell. | | Messrs. Buxton, Ronald & Co., in “= London wool report, show the advance to 
‘ : ow } have been 60 per cent on merinos and 48 per cent on crossbreds. In the United 
fift a TERRY. i yield to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LE} TZ] States the advance on merino and medium wools has only been 34 percent. On 
teen minutes. nearly all grades the domestic prices are still below the importing point, the 


more particularly to the contention I am making. 
amendments to at least a majority of the State constitutions of this 

that on merino wool the advance abroad has been greater than on other grad 

. : ; | and there is no escape from this conclusion. 
over the country. It can be speedy, it can be effective, and it can | “Mr wm oka A like to. 
land. All of us are well aware of the fact that Ireland isowned | ™®. Ricitanpson. I am not on that point now. 
trol it, and he passed the Irish land laws, by the terms of which, Mr. FITZGERALD, of Massachusetts. How much tariff was placed on sheep? 
. . . cas Mr. RrcHaRDsoNn. How do you account for the figures? 

constitution of England. Hereit would be an absolute impossibil- Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH (continuing). And the value of sheep has greatly 
courts may dissolve a corporation in the form of a trust and drive Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not undertake—— 





: margin increasing as the grades progress from coarse to fine. 
(Mr, LENTZ addressed the House. See Appendix. ] Iask consent to put the entire article into my remarks, in order that it may 
. not be contended that I have garbled their statement in any respect. 
SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous consent to 


. insert in his remarks the article referred to. Is there objection? 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman from New York to | “There was no objection. 7 
ye to me to ask unanimous consent to have the sundry civil | The matter referred to is as follows: 





ill as amended and returned by the Senate printed, and the | nem weet, eenennen. 
g dmen : 
Sanaa ts numbered, and that it lie on the table for the | ** At no previous time has the home market been more completely in the p 
P : s | session of the domestic woolen manufacturer than it is at present, nor has t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request | woo! situation ever before appeared to rest upon a more solid foundat 
of the gentleman from Illinois will be granted. | “Almost without exception manufacturers have sold their output for months 
was ecti ahead, and having bought sufficient wool with which to make the goods required 
no obj on. by these contracts, their interest in domestic wool at the advanced prices, even 


Mr. MoRAE, Is it the purpose to call up this bill to-day? though below the cost of foreign, has perceptibly slackened. 
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“This does not seem to have affected prices, however, for they continue 
remarkably firm, nor has the recent financial stringency developed any weak 
spots in the wool market 

“A comparison of the 72 grades quoted in our circular shows that the average 
price was 18 cents on January 1, 1599, as against an average of 24} cents at this 
date, an advance of 36 per cent in one year. 

“While this advance has been remarkable, it has been exceeded by that in the 
outside markets of the world, where the average advance since this time last 
year has been 54 per cent. 

‘On merino wool the advance abroad has been greater than on other grades. 
Messrs. Buxton, Ronald & Co.’s London wool report just issued shows the advance 
to have been 60 per cent on merinos and 48 per cent on crossbreds. 

“In the United States the advance on merino (taking XX Ohio as a basis) and 
medium wools has been only 84 per cent. 

“On nearly all grades of domestic wools prices are still below the importing 
point, the margin increasing as the grades progress from coarse to fine. 

‘The present consumption of wool in the United States is estimated at 600,000,- 
000 pounds per annum, and it seems as near certain as anything can be that the 
home supply will be inadequate for the requirements of manufacturers for this 
year, thus necessitating extensive importations. 

“According to the Wool and Cotton Reporter the amount of wool on hand at the 
present time, exclusive of that in manufacturers’ hands, and of foreign wools 
still in bond with the duties unpaid, is more than 50 per cent less than it was a 
year ago. 

“It is evidently in view of these facts that already in many wool-growing sec- 
tions buyers are contracting for the next clip in the belief that wool on the sheep’s 
back at prices current to-day will show a handsome profit before the end of the 
year. 


“WILL PRESENT FOREIGN PRICES BE MAINTAINED? 


* Measured by No. 60's Botany To) 
er cent since January 1, 1899, whic 
or over thirty years. 

“The nearest approach to it wasin 1870. Then, as now, the advance was caused 

by an abnormal mortality among sheep in the Southern Hemisphere, but as the 
vercentage of losses then was less than halfasgreatas it is now, itseems almost 
nevitable that the effect upon prices at this period will be proportionately greater. 

‘Prices advanced without interruption from December, 1870, until February, 
1872, and although there was a slight temporary reaction in the early part of 
wy petoss closed higher in December of that year than in any previous part of 
the period. 

* The advance was practically continuous for two years from December, 1870, to 
ocenaies, 1872, and wool values remained on a high plane for several years 
aiterwards. 

‘The diagram [not supplied] in the next column shows the course of prices 
at that time, and as history frequently repeats itself, and especially as the present 
advance (instead of lacking any element of a pes by the former 
one) seems to be based on an even more solid foundation, from every point of 
view the indications are for a continuance of a higher plane of wool prices all 
over the world during the next few years. 

‘It has been argued that consumers can not afford to pay the advance in the 
cost of clothing necessitated by higher wool prices; but if foreigners can buy 
clothing made of fine wool 60 per cent dearer than a year ago, surely the wealthier 
American masses can afford to wear clothing made of similar wool which has 
advanced only 34 per cent. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut. With the gentleman’s permission, I will ask if 
in your opinion the fact that there was a disastrous drought in Australia, where 
most of the fine wool used in England and in this country comes from, did not 
affect the price of wool? 

Mr. RicHarpson. I think not. This article makes no estimate of that,and 
Jam not undertaking to account for it. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut. But it is a fact that sheep in Australia died by 
hundreds of thousands on account of that drought. 

Mr. Ricuarpson. The gentleman must mean by that that the Dingley bill 
kept the sheep from dying here in this country? 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut. We know that hundreds of thousands of sheep 
in Australia were a 

Mr. RICHARDSON (reading) — 

** Measured by Nobo’s Botany to 
er cent since January 1, 1899, whic 
or over thirty years. The nearest approac it was in 1870.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will publish that. I want to add to my remarks an 
extract from a letter from another firm of wool merchants, Louis 8. Fiske & Co., 
of Philadelphia, addressed to a large wool grower in the West: 

“DEAR Str: We see by the a reports that the wers of your State 
are contracting their wool now and tying themselves up for next season. This 
would seem to be unwise, with such a market as you are assured of having next 
season and a sanseeniy advancing market abroad. From the statements of the 
best authorities, there isa shortage of fine wools the world over. Domestic wools 
are still below the price of foreign wools, and it is expected at the January sale 
that there will be a still further advance abroad.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing more to say except to emphasize the fact 
that if the Republican tariff has controlled the price of wool, it has controlled 
it injuriously in the United States, and has put down the price of wool as com- 
pared with the price of that article abroad. It has grownin price more rapidly 
and higher, and the per cent of increase has been far greater, abroad than in the 
United States, as shown by this authority. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SmirH. I would like to ask the ore a question. He 
means to be fair about this, I have no doubt. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee if it is not a fact that during the last year of the Wilson law, 
when we had free wool, our wool market was overcrowded with foreign wool 
from Australia, New Zealand, and other countries; and if it was not a fact that 
for over a year after the pessage of the we bill few of the fruits of that act 
could be realized by the American farmer use of excessive importations of 
foreign wool? But the gentleman from Tennessee knows and must admit that 
the value of sheep has very largely increased under the Dingley law; with the 
tariff, the valuation of wool to the woolgrower will be increased. 

Mr. RicHarpson, I propose to conclude my remarks, and I will yield then 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN Situ. I want to ask you if that is not true, that we had a 
large excess and oversupply of foreign wool here when the Dingley law went into 
effect? 

Mr, Ricwarpson. There may have been. I have not the figures before me, 
and I would not undertake to reply without them. The gentleman can produce 
his figures if he chooses. But that was not the line of argument that I was pur- 
suing. If it be conceded that the answer would be along the line of the gentle- 
man’s inquiry, that will not controvert the fact that I have produced here, and 
that is that under the pepehten. tariff the price of wool has increased every- 
where more than in the United States, and the gentleman will be at ee to 
produce the facts to show that the Wilson tariff affected the price of sheep if he 
can do so, 


I have published substantially the entire remarks of the gentleman 


, merino wools in Europe have advanced 59 
is the greatest advance in foreign markets 


, merino wools in Europe have advanced 59 
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in order that there may be no compla’nt that injustice has been 
done or that anything he said has been in anywise garbled. 

That which he was apparently aiming to show was the fact, as he 
claimed, that the advance in the price of wool in this country was 
caused by some extraordinary and unusual conditions in the foreign 
markets. 

In order that I might have the benefit of the opinion of Mr. Theo- 
dore Justice, to whom Mr. Ricuarpson has referred with approba- 
tion, I sent Mr. Rrcnarpson’s speech to that gentleman, and ibortiy 
afterwards received from him a letter, which I will now publish, 
And in this connection I may say with propriety, following up the 
indorsement of Mr. Ricnarpson, that there is probably no man in 
the United States who has more thoroughly mastered the whole su})- 
ect of wool prices, wool markets, and wool conditions than has 
Mr. Theodore Justice. But I here reproduce his letter: 


[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, 122 South Front Sir 
PHILADELPHIA, April 7, 1900 

Dear Sir: I have yours of the 3d instant, and am surprised that Mr. Richard 
should have quoted our circular proving, by its first paragraph, the inest 
benefits being received by our people from the Dingley tariff act, and especially 
benefits to the woolgrower. In the very first paragraph in that part of the circu 
lar quoted by Mr. Richardson we state “ that at no previous time has the home 
market been more completely in the possession of the domestic woolen manu- 
facturer than it is at present, nor has the wool situation ever appeared to rest on 
a more solid foundation.” 

These conditions as compared with those of the Wilson tariff act, when our 
home market had been surrendered to.the monopoly of foreigners, and when 
our machinery was running only half time, and when wages were falling, as 
against advancing wages under the Dingley tariff act, were contrasts so over 
wheliningly in favor of the present as to cause wonder at Mr. RICHARDSON’s use 
of these facts. 

On the Ist of January of this year, owing to the Dingiey tariff act, 200,000 
factory operatives received an advance in wages, and to-day, owing to full c 
ployment brought to them by the Dingley tariff act, the average earnings of 
adults engaged in the manufacture of woolens is $11 per week as against $5 under 
the Wilson tariff act. Now they are employed sixty hours a week as against 
thirty hours a week during the period of the Wilson tariff act, and they now get 
10 per cent more pay for each hour employed. 

It is true that merino wools on the Ist of January had not advanced here as 
much as they did abroad, for the reason that during the free-wool period the 
markets of the world were stripped of their free-wool surplus, and relieving those 
foreign markets by sending here what was equal to a three years’ supply for Us, 
brought into the United States in anticipation of the Dingley tariff act, thus 
handicapping us with the world’s surplus wool. The effect of this tremendous 
free-wool handicap has been to prevent the advance in wool in the American 
markets from being quite as great as the advance in the outside markets of the 
world, which latter, instead of being smothered with it, as we have been, haye 
been benefited by the scarcity of wool. That American wools have advanced 
as much as they have, in spite of the crushing avalanche of free wool imported 
under the Wilson tariff act, is the strongest testimony in favor of the wisdom 
and beneficence of the ew tariff act, which, by April 1 of this year, has 
raised domestic prices, in spite of the free-wool handicap, to a higher degree 
than anyone could have anticipated. On on geene of American woo! prices 
are now on a parity with foreign with the dut ded, and on all grades domestic 
is nearly up to the cost of foreign with duty added. 

Quite recently coarse wool clipped from American sheep of the Shropshire 

de was selling at 80 cents in the unwashed condition in the markets of the 

Jnited States, the clean-scoured cost of that wool to the manufacturer being 53 
cents. Owing toa recent decline in London, wool bought there to-day can pay 
the Dingley duty of 11 cents per pound, plus 1 cent per pound expenses for 
bringing the wool to the United States, and can be sold to the American manu- 
facturer to-day at less than 47 cents clean, which, of course, has compelled the 
American woolgrower to lower his price on Shropshire unwashed wool from 30 
cents in January to 27 cents now. e Dingley tariff act on this grade of wool 
is in full operation, and raises the American price to the full extent of the tariff. 
The American woolgrower will realize how much the Dingley tariff act has 
done for him when he reflects that this same American Shropshire woo! which is 
bringing 27 cents in the Philadelphia market if sold in the London market 
would fetch 12 cents less per pound than it brings here, so that its London value 
would be 15 cents, and if the Dingley tariff act was repealed and the Wilson 
law substituted the London price of 15 cents would be the American price, 
instead of the latter being 27 cents, as it is. 

The following table in parallel] black lines illustrates in the first place by the 
imports under the Wilson tariff act how we were swam with foreign free 
wool. The tables under 1898 and 1899 show how the Dingley tariff act has kept 
out this foreign wool. The long black line opposite the year 1897 represents tle 
surplus of class 1 and class 2 wool, of which Europe was relieved in anticipation 
of the Dingley tariff act, and which was imported under the Wilson tariff act, 
and is the handicap that has up to this time prevented the advance in America 
from being in every grade of wool quite up to the cost of foreign with the Ding!cy 
tariff duties added. 

The inclosed diagram, marked A, illustrates the course of foreign as compar: d 
with domestic prices for wool of the same kind from January 1 to April 1. Line 
B, in the middle of the diagram, illustrates the course of prices of XX Ohio in the 
United States. Under the es, tariff act this e of wool in the | nited 
States since January 1 has declined 5} per cent, because of the influence of the 
17} per cent decline in the same qase in the London market, which is illusirate: 
in line C. If you will examine line Cin the diagram from 1892 to the present 
time you will see the prices which the American woolgrower would have received 
in the London market if he had sent his wool there to be sold. Line B, just above, 
shows the course of prices in the United States. ea 

You will notice that in 1892, under the McKinley Act, XX Ohio was selling in 
the United States at an average price of 29} cents, and yet if it had been sold in 
London it would have brought only 19} cents, In 1896 (Wilson law), uncer fr 
wool, XX Ohio was worth cents in the London market, and yet it was wort! 
only 18 cents, or § cent } n the American market. On April 1, 1900, uncer 
the Dingley tariff act, XX Ohio in the United States averaged 34} cents, Will’ 
if itis sold in the London market it would fetch only 25} cents. What better 
evidence could there be than this that the Dingley tariff act raised the Ame! ican 

rice of XX Ohio 35 per cent above its London value, whereas the Wilson tart! 
aw lowered the American price of XX Ohio to nearly 8 per cent under its valu 
in London. 

Nineteen grades of wool on April 1, 1900, averaged 32 , roan 
they were on April 1 one year ago, while nineteen similar grades of foreign W "I Sa 
April 1, 1900, are only recent higher than they were one year ago. °" = 
you will observe that the Dingley tariff act has caused an advance in ninctee! 





rit 





per cent higher than 








1900. 
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grades of 5} per cent greater than the advance in the markets of the world on 
the same number of similar grades of wool. 

The American Economist of New York has sent out postal cards to the wool 
growers in the United States asking them to fill out the blank form on the postal 
cards with the comparative value of sheep per head under the Wilson law in 
1896, and the Dingley tariff act in 1900. I have written to the secretary, as you 
will see by the inclosed copy of letter, to forward the same to you. 

Very truly, yours, 
THEODORE JUSTICE. 
Hon. C. H. GROSVENOR, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

It would seem that there was nothing more to be said or that 
need be said on this subject, but I will say more. 

Here is published a Treasury report of May 15, 1900: 

[Financial article from the New York Evening Post, May 15, 1900.] 

The Treasury published to-day its report on the country’s foreign trade for 
April, and the figures again throw highly interesting light on the problem of the 
foreign exchanges, Briefly, the showing is, that although imports of merchan- 
dise rose last month to the largest volume ever but once recorded for the period, 
our export trade was so enormous that the excess of exports runs beyond any 
corresponding month in the country’s history. It even exceeds, by a small 
amount, the trade balance of April, 1898, when paeys famine demand was 
crowding every available ocean ship with wheat and corn. Comparison with 
that interesting period, two years ago, will show very strikingly how the com- 
position of oyr ers trade has changed. 

In 1898, the April exports were made up of $62,000,000 agricultural merchandise, 
comprising $14,000,000 cotton, and of $37,000,000 other products, chiefly manufac- 
tures. In 1899, $64 500,000 agricultural exports, of which cotton made up $24,600,000, 
are supplemented by $54,400,000 nonagricultural commodities. In other words, 
while cereal exports, which were the backbone of our export trade two years ago, 
have subsequently decreased 30 per cent—were needed at home by our better em- 
ployed people, who, under Dingley Act, can now afford to buy lavishly—cotton 
sent out to other countries has ex nded in value 71 per cent and manufactured 
goods no less than 46 per cent. This extraordinary shifting about in the volume 
of our exports—the offsetting by shipment of other goods the normal contraction 
of our breadstuffs trade—is the-secret of our marvelously persistent export bal- 
ance. Nothing like this occurred after the foreign famine and American trade 
revival of 1879 and 1880. The export trade of that epoch reached high level in 
the second year of foreign grain shortage, ending with June, 1881. 

The volume of exports from this country during the twelve months before 
that date was never approached again in the succee@ing decade; in most years 
it was a hundred million dollars less. In the present decade the foreign crop 
shortage ended with 1898, and cereal shipments since then have decreased at the 
rate of $40,000,000 annually. Yet our total outward trade for the ten months end- 
ing April 30—already in 1898 exceeding a billion dollars—increased $€6,000,000 in 
the fiscal year 1899, and $135,000,000 more in 1900. Despite the gold export move- 
ment, the peculiar nature of which is well enough understood, it is hard toimagine, 
in the light of any precedent, what is to be the outcome of this situation. The 
nation grows rich under the policy of protection to our home industries. The 
home market is our best market. 

THEODORE JUSTICE. 


Following that here is a statement of the wool imports into this 
country for the various years, showing first that after the accession 
of Cleveland to power in 1893 but 55,000,000 pounds of wool were 
imported into this country, but that under Cleveland and Wilson 
free-trade bill we imported nearly 800,000,000 pounds, and so utterly 
overstocked the market that no such impression was made by the 
Dingley bill at first as we had a right to have expected. 

WOOL IMPORTS, 


The history of wool imports into the United States should be conclusive proof 
to every owner of sheep in this country that free trade means the use of foreign 
wool in American factories, while protection means the use of American wool. 
Study the following figures: 

Wool imported. 











Fiscal year. Pounds, Tariff period. 
1893 ....cccceccecccceses+| 172,433,838 | McKinley tariff. 
55, 152,585 | Waiting for free wool. 
206, 033, 906 
230, 911,473 |>}Cleveland and free trade, 
350, 852, 026 
6 798 208 yMcKinley and protection to farmers. 











Under the McKinley tariff in 1893 we imported 172,433,838 pounds of foreign wool. 

In 1894, while buyers were waiting for the free-trade Wilson bill to become law, 
we imported only 55,152,585 pounds. 

_ In the free-trade years, when American sheep were being slaughtered because 
it didn’t pay our farmers to sell their wool for a few cents a pound, the foreign 
wool came flooding into our markets by shiploads—more and more of it each year. 

In 1897 we bought, under the free-trade Wilson bil! , 350,852,026 pounds of foreign 
wool, This was 175,426 tons of it—enough to load 58 British merchant vessels, 
each carrying 3,000 tons of wool wn mostly in British colonies, This is the 
sort of pro-British treaty that the Democrats make. 

Last year, under the protection of the Dingley tariff, we only imported 76,786,209 
pounds of foreign wool—nearly 300,000,000 pounds less than in 1897. 

Last year American wool was used in making American cloth in American 
mills, American sheep were worth $1.85 each more than in 1895, and American 
Wool sold at from 10 to 18 cents a pound higher than in 1895, sheep and woo! hay- 
ing practically doubled in value. 


Here is also published from the American Economist, that very 
ably and carefully edited and compiled source of information, a sheet 
showing a great deal that would be useful to my friend from Ten- 
nessee if he would carefully study it: 


WOOL—CURSES THAT, LIKE CHICKENS, MAY COME HOME TO ROOST. 


“D—n the tariff and all its fools!” Such is the message of the Field and Farm, 
an agricultural journal published in Denver, Colo., in response to a request by 
The American Protective Tariff League for information concerning the industry 
of sheep ne. The inquiry sent out by the Tariff League was as follows: 

“Dear Sir: We are anxious to show by reliable reports the actual effect of the 
Dingley tariff upon the industry of sheep raising. Wool was upon the free list 


under the Wilson free-trade tariff and is now adequately protected by the pro- 
Visions of the Dingley tariff. 
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‘Kindly fill out the blank spaces on the reverse side of this card ar 


lr rm 
the same to us at your earliest convenience. 

* The information asked for will be held strictly confidential, and in no case w 
the figures furnished be used otherwise than making up the totals upon wh 
general percentages are to be computed, 

“Yours, very truly, 
“THE AMERICAN PROTECTIVE TARIFF LEAGUE 

“Summarized returns of this investigation will be printed in the American 
Economist, and a copy mailed free to persons furnishing reports.”’ 

Accompanying this inquiry was a leaflet showing the effects of protection and 
free trade on woolgrowing and sheep raising. For example, from 1878 to 1882, 

| inclusive, under the Morrill tariff the number of sheep throughout the country 
increased by over eleven millions. Under, the tariff of 1883, in which the duties 
on wool products were materially reduced, the number of sheep decreased by 
about six millions. With restored protection to wool through the McKinley 


tariff of 1890 the number of sheep increased by nearly four millions. The Wilson 
tariff, with free trade in wool, practically went into effect when Mr. Cleveland 
was elected, and immediately the flocks throughout the country began to 


decrease, and from 1893 to 1896 decreased b 
tariff reimposed the scientific schedules o 

poe of protection through the election of William McKinley and a Repub 
ican Congress the sheep industry immediately began to advance. From 189 
to and including 1898 the number of sheep advanced by about one million three 
hundred thousand. 

The effect of protection and free-trade in regard to the number of sheep owned 
throughout the country is not more impressive than the effect as to values. Un 
der the Morrill tariff the lowest price per head was $2, and the highest $2.55. 
Under the tariff of 1883 the lowest price per head was $1.09, and the highest price 
was $2.27. Under the McKinley tariff the lowest price was $2.49, and the highest 

rice $2.66. Under free-trade the lowest price was $1.58, and the highest price 
Ei oe. Under the Dingley tariff the highest price in the history of the nation is 
recorded—namely, $2.75. 

These facts of vital interest to the sheep raisers of Colorado and adjoining 
States seem to have had an inflammatory effect upon the editor of ‘ Field and 
Farm.” Hence his objurgatory response: ‘‘D—n the tariff and all its fools!” 
Why? We do not know. We could not possibly have supposed that the citation 
of facts like those gleaned from official statistics and quoted above would operate 
on the mind of the editor of “ Field and Farm ”’ as a red rag operates on the 
sensibilities of a bull, and cause him (the editor) to lose his temper and fall to 
cursing like a drab. 

We hardly think the sheep raisers of his section will join this Bryanite in 
‘*d—ning the tariff... Over the border in Utah they will not be likely to echo 
his profane sentiment. A sheep raiser in Utah County, for example, will not 
‘‘d—n the tariff,’ for he reports that whereas in 1896 (Wilson free-wool tariff) 
he owned 8,000 sheep of an average value of $2 per head, he owned in March, 
1900 (Dingley protective tariff), 11,000, of an average value of $4.25 per head. 

Sheep raisers in Choteau County, Mont., do not ‘‘d—n the tariff." One of 
them reports that his flock has increased from 4,000 in 1896 to 6,500 in 1900, and 
that the value per head has increased from $2.25 in 1896 to $5 in 1900. 

From Bingham County,in Idaho, comes the statement of a farmer who owned 
2,900 sheep in 1896 and now owns 6,000; market value in 1896, $2.50 per head; 
market value in 1900, $5 per head. 

Reports from Colorado are even more impressive. A Trinidad man now has 
8,000 sheep against 6,000 four years ago, and their present value is $4.50 per head 
against a value of $2.50 per head in 1896. Another Trinidad man has increased 
his flock from $,500 to 5,000, and quotes value at $4 per head instead of $1.25 per 
head in 1896. A Trinchera flock owner has 4,200 sheep, or 2,700 more than he had 
in 1896, with value at $4 per head, or just double the value of 1896. 

These are fair samples of the large number of oe received from the locali- 
ties from which (presumably) the major portion of the reading patronage of the 
Field and Farm of Denver is forthcoming. Do these prosperous farmers, who 
are in the aggregate many millions of dollars richer because of the change from 
free wool to protection, ‘‘'d—n the tariff?’ We should think not. It is much 
more reasonable to suppose that their profane expletives, if they use any such, 
will be applied to an ealtor who, while publishing a paper for farmers, has so little 
sense as to shower curses upon an economic policy through whose operations, 
directly and indirectly, the farmers of the United States have in the past three 
years been able to recoup in great measure the frightful losses—estimated at up- 
ward of five billion dollars—which they suffered during four years of Cleveland 


and free trade, ‘‘D—n the editor’ the farmers might, and with just cause, but 
not the tariff. 


y about nine millions. The Dingley 
the McKinley tariff, and with the 
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TARIFFS AND WOOL PRICES—WHAT THE FARMERS OF WOOL-GROWING STATES 
HAVE AT STAKE IN PROTECTION, 


After an abnormal boom all over the world, wool prices are again declining, 
and, of course, the Bryan prophets of calamity, who in the East arraign the 
tariff for keeping up prices, in the West are vehemently assuring the wool growers 
that protection fails to protect them. 

But the Boston Commercial Bulletin, in a careful editorial article, makes short 
work of this misrepresentation. It shows, first, that though the speculators have 

been disappointed, the fall in wool prices has not been excessive. These are the 
figures: 


Fine 


Port Ken- 

Philip, as Terry. tucky, 

60's |Ohio XX. ee delaine, one- 

comb, , clean, fourth 

clean. blood, 

clean. 

Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents Cents. 
EE Regnanenoseccccenacsesé 90 38 30 75 | 50 
Tt Ancpstcdaceaeeuteceues 83 35 27 50 
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This is small fluctuation, and even the Territory wool, which seems to have 
suffered worst, stands now at a better value than the best attained under the 
McKinley tariff, as the Commercial Bulletin proves: 








Fine 
Ken- 
Port 

; Terry. tucky, 

ee Ohio xx,|Mic von staple, one- 

clean. : clean. fourth 

P blood, 

clean, 

Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. |” Cents. 
January 1, 1892 .......ccccceess 73 30 264) 64 48 
| eee 83 35 7 67 50 


2/ 
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That the wool growers may realize how much more fortunate they are now and 
have been than they were in the old Democratic calamity days, the Commercial 
Bulletin reminds them that ‘‘ before the present drop—that is to say, on January 
1, 1900—wool sold for more than twice as much as it did when Mr. Cleveland had 
given us free trade and Mr. Bryan threatened to add free silver.” Here is the 
full measure of the increase in wool prices to January 1, as compared with the 
ruling rates in the Bryan campaign of 1896, as this authority gives it: 





- 




















Fine 
| Philig T jaa 
*hilip, nal erry. | tucky, 
"aoe ~- — 3 dslains. om 
| comb, - 1 *| clean. | fourth 
clean, | blood, 
| clean. 
i } i } 
| Cente, | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
Bept.1,1886..| 42 17 14| 30 25 
Jan. 1, 1900...) 90 38 29 | 75 50 
48 21 15 | 45 25 | Cents per pound higher 
under the Dingley Act 
| than under the Wilson 
Acts; average, 30 4-5 
cents. 
114 128 107 150 100 | Percent higher under the 


Dingley Act than under 
the Wilson Act;average, 
118 4-5 per cent. 


| 





This is powerful argument, surely, why the Western woolgrowers should let 
well enough alone. Protection and sound money are, of course, not the only 
factors in their recent ty, but they are elements of tremendous importance. 
The farmers of the middle West, the Mississippi Valley, and the far West have 
— as much at stake in the maintenance of tariff and gold standard as have the 

ern people whom Bryanite demagogues try to persuade them to envy and 
hate.—Boston Journal. 


The following letter transmitting the foregoing is self-explanatory, 
and on the whole answers Mr. Ricwarpson’s point: 
(Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, 122 South Front street.] 
PHILADELPHIA, April 16, 1900. 


Deak Str: The inclosed, taken from the American Economist of this week, 
will give you some additional facts for use in your speech, which will show that 
the Dingley tariff law has raised prices for American wool above prices current 
at the time of the free-wool Wilson Act. If you make use of the facts furnished 
herein, you may be asked if, during the periods compared, there was not an 
advance in the markets of the world on wooils of the same kind and quality. It 
is true that there was, but the maximum advance in the markets of the world 
was not over 66¢ per cent between September, 1896, and January 1, 1900, as against 
a maximum advance of 150 per cent in wool of the same kind in the United States, 
viz, Michigan X. The av advance in the United States was about 118$ per 
cent, as against an average advance in the markets of the world of but little over 
50 per cent. 

Very truly, yours, 
THEODORE JUSTICE. 
Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


In this connection is reproduced another wool circular of Justice, 
Bateman & Co., with their letter of transmittal. 


DIAGRAM SHOWING THE INFLUENCE OF TARIFF UPON PRICES. 


In order that those interested in the wool industry may compare prices of wool 
in the United States under a ve tariff with prices when wool was free of 
duty, and also to show both the London value of American wool and the influ- 
ence of the tariff upon it, we ngs the accompanying showing 
the course of prices from 1892 to Botany Tops in London, and XX Ohio in 
the United States, as well as what would have been the value of XX Ohio in 
London. The figures in the right-hand column show values to-day. 

Taking No. 60's Botany Tops in the London market as the basis of value for 
merino wool, we find that, owing to the McKinicy tariff act, XX Ohio was worth 
29} cents in the United States, and 19} cents at the same time in London. 

In 1895, under free wool, XX Ohio was worth 17} cents in the United States as 
well as in London, while in 1896, also under free wool, it was actually worth 1 
cent = pound less in the United States than it was in London. 

In 1897, when the Dingley tariff act was passed, although the American mar 
ket was weighted down with an enormous wool supply urchased abroad on the 
free-wool basis, XX Ohio, which was worth 18 cents in London, rose to 23} cents 
in the United States, and in 1898, when this enormous handicap of free wool 
began to be reduced, XX Ohio, which was worth only 19} cents in London, was 


worth 29 cents in the United States. 

In 1899, owing to the boom a eee greater in London than in the United 
States, XX Ohio was worth 25) cents in that market, while it averaged 29} cents 
here; but the London boom having collapsed since then, the value there of XX 
Ohio has fallen over 11 per cent to 22) cents to-day, while its value here is 31 cents, 
or 5 per cent above the average of last year. See m. 

But for the Dingley tariff, prices in the United States would have been as low 
or lower than they were in London during these years, just as they had been 
under free wool in 1895 and 1896. 


[Justice, Bateman & Co., wool commission merchants, 122 South Front street.] 
PHILADELPHIA, May 14, 1900, 


Hon. C. H. Grosvenor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Drak Sir: Iam ata ses under separate cover a chart which will show you 
how to answer Representative RrcHaRDsoN, of Tennessee. 

You recollect he quoted our circular some time ago, showing that wool had 
advanced more in the markets of the world than in the United States. That was 
because London was having a boom, and in spite of the of a three years’ 
free wool supply we were following after them in the up trend of prices; 
but owing to this free-wool handicap we did not advance as rapidly as they did. 

In anticipation of our tariff in 1897 the United States relieved the markets of 
the world of the surplus wool, which came in here free of duty. We have had 
this great load to carry, so that we hardly kept e with the markets of the 
world in the upward rush of prices. The London m, however, has collapsed, 
as you will see by the chart. 


Line A, in comparison with the average price of last year, shows that the London 
market for merino wool has declined about 12 per cent (the actual figures are 
over Tl 
as you 
last year, 


; cent), while XX Ohio, which is the same grade in American woo 
witese by Line B, is 5 per cent higher to-day than the average price o 
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The position now is just the reverse of that quoted by Mr. Richardson, and 
he quoted us and our circular, thinking he had made a great discovery in f. 
of an argument against protection for wool, itis only fair that you should a; 
_— our circular when it is — him and in favor of protection to w 
that we inclose our circular of May 1, which exhibits the changed condit 
Any Ohio wool grower can see what his wool would have brought in Londo; 
any year since 1892 by referring to Line C in the diagram, which shows that if x 
Ohio wool was sold in London to-day it would bring about 12 per cent less | 
the average price of last year, whereas in the United States under the pi; 
tariff act it is bringing 5 per cent above the average price of last year. 

Very truly, yours, 
JUSTICE, BATEMAN & \ 

Following are the prices of Ohio fleece wool from Manger & Ay, 
of Boston, a most reliable house: 

WHAT FREE WOOL MEANS. 

“‘T am for free wool,” said Hon. William J. Bryan in Congress when hy; 
member of the House of Representatives. Now, let us see what free woo! py 
to the American farmer. Let us take a standard grade, like Ohio fleec 
Here are the prices at which it sold in the month of January of each year 
1890 to 1900, inclusive: 

OHIO FLEECE-WOOL PRICES, 
[From Manger & Avery, Boston.] 


| January. 


Fine. |Medium.| « 


Cents. Cents. 
hb asntee ssededeqbedenddnaakbatdneacnstnnesnseécsnel 33 37 
Ph :cdenabeceetusrdndseuntsbdeihestdcpees vneseveses | 33 37 
Dicubkbone badedunddrbeuns seas baseptnbdspnasccniecs | 30 a) 
Bs 6.06000 6001000 0000 00000500000014000essecesen ctecce 29 33 
Plnedhabandtehbdhttastdina pamendbate sabhe wee vita 23 a4 
Dh paundséccnancccncscstrenheséescccchtnsteesonenss | 17% 20 
TE 6acmnnes pedercembbodocnccnasnesssesousnacceeoecs 19 21 
nedchbtpn tbbn0botsadeees cnbeeoun ent bagieesencees 19 21 
Pe Scececcecencerveseccenesscotereestebeennses sce | 29 30 
Be ccccccccescsencensescccsnadbgsecencesoccesoosses } 264 29 
FE 0606000 cnc cccbnccnchnapeese $ecceggesbdsonccences] 35 36 


These figures are very interesting. Note the high prices paid for © 
during the Republican Administration of President Harrison from 1890 tv \s 
Then note the decline of 10 to 12 cents per pound between the 183 and 
January prices during the free-trade administration of Grover Cleveland 
Note once more the sharp advance in wool values in 1898 to 1900. It is mn 
to say this was under a protective tariff and a Republican Administratio: 
ing McKinley prosperity. 

Western farmers will see to it that the high price of wool is maint 
another four years by voting for McKinley and electing only Repub ( 
gressmen. 

Every farmer should cut this out and paste it up by his fireside for re{vr 
the first few days of next November. 

Mr. Speaker, as the hour approaches when we shall ceas: 
legislative labors and go before the country on the questi 
have been passed upon thus far in the life of the present Co: 
beg the indulgence of the House in offering some remark 
a somewhat trite topic, “American tariffs and American 
‘That subject is worn threadbare,” I expect to hear som: 

Is it? Ithink not. Within the past few hours facts have : 
my notice which seem to me to freshen up the fabric and make it 
look like new; facts which are of such strong import and suc! 
consequence that they should obtain dissemination through 
possible channel. I am going to talk a little while about tli 
can sheep and of the varied and varying fortunes of the n 
owns him; of the sheep’s ups and downs; of his ‘‘decline 2: 
off;’’ of his rise and progress, all by reason of and in direct connec- 
tion with the shifting policies that have controlled his condi 
standing among the farm animals of our big country. The: 
better barometer of progress and prosperity, or otherwise, tli 
same American sheep. Tell me howstands your sheep in re 
value and productiveness and I will tell you how the countr) 

in the same t. oe 

Not long the Fairfield (Iowa) Register printed a litt! 
dote that goes straight to the point of illustrating the great | 
that has taken place in the productive value and market \ 
sheep. It appears that last fall, in making a sale of a |v 
sheep at $3 per head, F. C. Hollister, of Buchanan Towns!:\| 
one ewe rejected because she did not come up to the standar | 
cared for her during the winter, and is as well satisfied as if +!) 
been taken when sold. She had twin lambs in January 
we 90 at three months and sold at 6 cents per p 
or $5.40. ewe herself w 140 pounds, and brough 
while she sheared 8 pounds of wool which sold for 23} ce! 
pound, or $1.88. Here is a return from this animal of $12.1* 

Commenting on this episode of the rejected sheep, the Des \! 
Register said: 

Sheep are about the most profitable and useful animals on the farms, if (! 
well cared for; and they constitute about the best property barometer to 


the condition of the Government and the people. Many farmers insist that 
pay for themselves in weed killing and enriching the soil, and that all th: 
come 


4 
\ 


\“ 


from sheep is clear profit—a profit that will average more than 
cent annually as bos as American labor receives the protection it should | 
The income that scrub sheep would not have paid for the sheep's ! 


ing any six months of the free-trade and free-silver agitation hard times 


1893 to 1897. Compare the ae that scrub sheep with any of the spec’ 
an § theory.” » Gad you have proof of the difference between princ!): 
an i 3 
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Colonel Bryan assisted with his vote in the passage of the Wilson 
tariff of 1894, with its abominable free-wool clause, and we have his 
own word for it that he stands to-day where he stood six years ago— 
in favor of the removal of all protective duties from imported wool. 

Farmers in Oregon have had the same experience with their 
flocks of sheep as has resulted elsewhere through the Democratic 
slaughter of the protective tariff. Sheep were worth almost $6,000,- 
000 to Oregon farmers in 1893, having increased in value from $2.12 
in 1891 to $2.40 a head in 1893. But then came the policy of 
destruction by the Democratic Administration. Sheep that were 
worth $2.40 each just before the inauguration of President Cleveland 
were only worth $1.16 two years later—a drop of more than 50 per 
cent. 

setter times came in 1896 when President McKinley was elected, 
with a Republican Senate and House of Representatives. The sheep 
of Oregon began to pick up a little. In March, 1896, eight months 
rior to the election of that year, the average value per head had 
increased to $1.44. The price began to go up directly following the 
restoration to power of the party of protection. In 1898 Oregon 
sheep had advanced to a value of $1.66 each. In the year following 
the figure had gone upward to $2.49, and had passed the mark of 
1893. A year later, after thirty-two months of restored protection, 
and after the demands of manufacture had worked down the enor- 
mous oversupply of foreign wools that had been dumped on the 
American market in the closing months of the ‘‘open-door”’ policy 
of the Cleveland-Wilson tariff, sheep in Oregon had leaped from a 
value of $1.16 in 1895 to an average value of $3.87 in March, 1900, 
an increase of more than 200 per cent, and a gain of about $4,000,000 
in the cash assets of the sheep owners of the State of Oregon. That 
represents a single State of the Union, and this by no means one of 
the leading sheep States, the cash value of protection for American 
wool as against free trade in wool. 
Kven the goats of Oregon have felt the inspiring effects of pro- 
tection and have taken upon themselves an added sense of dignity 
and self-respect. I learn from the Salem Statesman of a recent 
date that there has been a great increase in the number and value 
of Oregon’s fiock of goats, as well as in the value of their fleeces. 
Mohair, you know, enjoys the same measure of protection as the 
finer grades of wool, and needs it quite as much. There is scarcely 
an acre of ground in Oregon, from the sage brush plains and the 
fertile valleys to the tops of the highest mountains, that is not suit- 
able for either sheep or goats. And the same is true of many other 
regions of the United States—regions by nature wholly unfitted for 
any form of agricultural enterprise save that of grazing sheep and 
roats. 
: A remarkable illustration of the difference in the value of sheep 
under free trade and protection occurred in connection with an 
assignee’s sale of the estate of a farmer in Jefferson County, Ohio, in 
October, 1894, a few weeks after the passage of the Wilson bill with 
its free-wool clause. The animals sold were all fine black-topped 
Merinos. The files of the Ohio State Journal show that 40 ewes 
sold at this sale for 69 cents each, 30 lambs for 30 cents each, and a 
registered buck was knocked down for 50 cents. Other lots chosen 
from the same flock sold at similar prices, and all were fine Merino 
sheep. 
It is recorded that a farmer in Fulton County, Ohio, recently sold 
125 head of sheep for $800, being $6.40 per head. The farmer of 
Fulton County will tell you that under the Wilson law that number 
of sheep would not have produced $125, perhaps less, and that owners 
would have had to look around a long time for a purchaser at any 
rice. 
: Let us devote a moment’s attention to a section of the country 
seldom considered save in connection with its mineral productions, 
and usually left out of the reckoning of agricultural possibilities. I 
refer to the mountainous little State of Nevada, where sheep raising, 
under fair and favorable conditions, is assuming proportions of 
marked importance in relation to the wealth and prosperity of the 
pee nle. Among the letters received by the American Protective 

ariff League in response to its cards of inquiry regarding relative 
sheep values in March, 1896, and in March, 1900, I am permitted to 
quote the following: ' 


The American Protective Tariff ne—Gentlemen: Nevada has seen a won- 
derful change for the better since 1896, from almost starvation and insolvenc 
to good comfortable homes and fat bank accounts. When the Wilson bill passe 
everything seemed to stop. It crushed rich and r alike, and men with large 
flocks were no better off than the poor sheep herder, as wool was raised at a loss. 

Wool sold in San Francisco as low as 6} cents per pound, Deduct 2; cents for 
railroad freight and § cent for commission, and that left the sheep man but 3} 
cents per pound for wool on the ranch. His flock would average about 6} pounds, 
and this would amount to 22} cents per head. 

Now, I sold wool in son. 1900, near Battle Mountain at 153 cents. That, with 
the same average, would make ew per head. That is the difference between 
the Dingley bill and the Wilson bill or free trade. Under the Wilson bill in 
18%, 1895, and 1896 I paid herders $25 and $80 per month. In 1894, 1895, and 1896 
I sold wethers for $1.25 and $1.50 per head, in 1897 at $3 per head, in 1898 at $3.20, 
and in 1899 at $3.50 per head. 

Farmers have done as well with their cattle—from 2 cents gross in 1894, 1895, and 
1896 to 3) cents in 1897, 1898, and 1899. There are no idle men in the country. 
Money is plentiful at 6 per cent per annum, against 10 and 12 per cent per annum 
in 1894, 1826, and 1896, 


All the Republicans in Nevada are praying for is four more prosperous yeq; 
and the only way is to reelect President McKinley November 6, 1900. In him w. 
recognize a true statesman, a man who knows no North, no South, no East. p, 
West. We have passed through the silver craze, and I hope, and have «tr, 
reason to believe, that this fall Nevada will be found in McKinley’s coli) 
election day. 

W. W. WILLIAMS 

ALPINE, NEV., May 2, 1900. 

After listening to this testimony from a practical sheep raiser anq 
a reliable witness, can anyone wonder that the sheep owners of No. 
vada have pushed ‘‘16 to 1’’ into the background, and now regard 
the protective tariff as the paramount issue in the campaign of 1:00? 

The same kind of a story is told in the experiences of the she p 
raisers of Idaho. As told lately by the senior Senator of that Stat 
the story goes that— 


Under the Harrison administration, when wool was protected by the McKinley 
tariff, Idaho sheep were worth from $2.25 to $2.50 perhead. When Cleveland was 
inaugurated they commenced to godown and down until, when the Wilson tarig 
bill was , they were worth $1.27 per head. % 

When McKinley was inaugurated in 1897 they at once advanced 45 cents, Ip 
1899 they had advanced to $2.88, and this year, according to the estimates of tha 
Agricultural Department, the average value of every sheepin Idaho on January] 
last was $2.80, as compared with $1.27 at the time McKinley was inaugurated. © 

In order that you may appreciate the force of this argument, there are over 
2,600,000 sheep in the State that have ed more than 200 per cent in value 
since McKinley was elected, because of Republican tariff legislation. Can you 
blame the sheep farmers, who mostly voted the Democratic ticket in 1896 |ocayse 
they believed that the free coinage of silver would restore the value of th, 
sheep, for wanting to keep the Republican party in power? Are they govir 
take any chances? Take the price of wool, for example, which sold at 13 cents ; 
pound under the McKinley tariff law during the Harrison Administratio: 

While Cleveland was President it drop to 6 cents a pound, and now, und 
the Dingley tariff, it is selling for from 18 to 25 cents apound. Catt) 
advanced an average of $10 a head since McKinley was elected, and horses a: 
worth from $5 to $10 per head more than a yearago. Our people are not fools 
They know what is good for them, and with these facts bulging out of every 
man’s pocket do you sagpene he is going to vote for the restoration of Dem 
supremacy and free trade again? 


Commenting upon these statements the American Economi 
June 1 says: 

What Senator SHovur of Idaho says is true of every one of the so-call: 
States. Miners and farmers alike have seen a great light since 1896. Thx 
easily swayed then by Mr. Bryan’s demag 
—: Then they trailed along behind a 

Truly, it should be so in each and all of the sheep-raising States 
which in 1896 were cajoled into support of the “16 to1”’ candi- 
date in the belief that therein lay their hope for better times. Bet- 
ter times have come to the ple of these localities as they have 
come to the people of every State of the Union, but not by reason 
of Bryan and free coinage. What wrought better times to the 
sheep raisers of all the States I shall endeavor to show by facts and 
figures. above and beyond dispute. For these facts and figures, 
which demonstrate the vast change of conditions in the sheep- 
raising industry of the United States, I am indebted to the very 
thorough and reliable census work instituted by the American Pro- 
tective Tariff League, an organization which has gained a just 
renown for the energy, thoroughness, and accuracy of the methods 
which it employs in all matters pertaining to economic facts and 
statistics. 

An interesting story touching the difference in wool values under 
free trade and protective periods is told concerning a gentleman 
who at the present time entertains confident expectations of being 
once more at the head of his party after the Kansas City convention. 
It is related that when this gentleman was speeding across New 
Mexico on the Santa Fe road, a great crowd greeted him at a little 
town along the line. The celebrated orator from Nebraska stepped 
out on the platform, and after bowing his profuse thanks to the 
enthusiastic audience, delivered one of those eloquent speeclies 80 
justly renowned. The people yelled until they were hoarse, and 
when they had subsided, the mayor of the town climbed up to the 
train platform and presented the speaker with a magnificent Navajo 
blanket. The orator was greatly pleased with the gift and gave the 
crowd an additional treat of a few more words as the train pulled 
out. 

A little later the great man exhibited his blanket before the eyes 
of his admiring friends and a few newspaper men who were making 
the trip with him. As he did so he noticed a slip of paper pinned 
to the blanket which contained, as he supposed, an allusion to the 
“Terrible crime of 1873.” On the contrary, as the gifted orator 
read aloud the contents of the little note, this is what met his eye: 


My DEAR MR. BRYAN: Under the Republican administration the woo! in this 
blanket sold for 22 cents per pound. 


1 silver 
y were 
c appeals, but it will not be so this 
eory; now they have facts to guide 


Inder the Democratic administration 
sold for 6 cents per pound, Please tell this to your constituents. 


An impressive silence followed the reading of this note, 20! 
narrated that when the great man next opened his lips it 4 
speak of the weather and the scenery. s _—— 

Let us hope that this famous Navajo blanket will remain in ‘ : 

ssession of Nebraska’s spellbinder; that it may bring him « — 
in the dreary days following next November's election and s! = 
him well in the cold, sad period which is in store for him. |" . 
hope, moreover, that the blanket may serve as a lasting © rr 
lesson that shall teach him the folly of his course in 1894, when »¢ 


it is 
s to 
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Wilson tariff, and more recently, no longer ago than last January, 
when in a public speech he declared that his views on the subject 
of free wool had undergone no change. _ 

Beginning in 1888 and continuing practically to the present time, 
the free trade and mugwump press have taken the position that 
woolen manufacturers were in favor of free wool. Whenever some 
individual manufacturer expressed himself in favor of free wool, the 
Democratic and free-trade press would cry out that all manufacturers 
were in favor of free wool. I contend that the representative woolen 
manufacturers of the country have never advocated the destruction 
of the woolgrowing industry. Even during the consideration of the 
Wilson bill, the most prominent manufacturers in this country 
urged that adequate protection should be granted to the woolgrower 
and to the manufacturer. In support of this contention, I beg to 
quote from a letter under date of May 29, 1900, from Hon. William L. 
Strong, ex-mayor of the city of New York, — of the Ameri- 
can Protective Tariff League, and one of the most representative 
woolen manufacturers in this country. He says: 


I thank you for your inquiry regarding the position of woolen manufacturers 
as to the tariff upon wool and woolens. Having been identified with the manu- 
facture of woolens for more than forty years, and being personally acquainted with 
the representative woolen manufacturers all through the country, I know of their 
position. Woolen manufacturers, asa rule, have never advocated free trade in 
wool, but they have believed in adequate protection to both the wool growerand 
manufacturer. It is true that during and previous to the campaign of 1892 there 
were a few manufacturers—not broad protectionists—who were willing to see the 
woolgrower sacrificed and the woolen manufacturer prosperous, but Iam glad to 
say there were only a few such manufacturers. They obtained their wish in the 
Wilson tariff, and no industry—I speak now of the manufacturers of woolens— 
suffered so seriously during the hard times of 1893 to 1896 as this very class. I do 
not know of any organization or body of woolen manufacturers which has ever 
declared itself in favor of free wool, and to-day I do not know of an individual 
manufacturer in this country who would advocate this theory. The manufactur- 
ers of woolens are in favor of adequate protection to the woolgrower and the 
woolen manufacturer, recognizing that in this great country there is no reason 
why we should not grow all the wool that our people Will consume and produce 
all the mutton that our markets may demand, providing adequate protection is 
continued to the woolgrower. 


Inquiry cards were sent out by the American Protective Tariff 
League early this year to sheep raisers throughout the United States, 
asking for information on the following points: 

Number of sheep owned in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool 
yeriod) . 

Gonker of sheep owned in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protected- 
wool period). 

Average value per head in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool 

riod. ) 

P avernae value per head in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protected- 
wool period). 

Up to June 4 a total of.964 replies had been received from sheep 
raisers in thirty-nine States. Their reports present some startling 
contrasts between conditions prevailing after two years and eight 
months of restored protection on domestic wool and the conditions 
which prevailed three years and four months after the election of a 
free-trade President of the United States. If anything were now 
needed to condemn to everlasting obloquy the destructive régime 
installed by the electoral vote of 1892, these sheep census figures 
furnish the materials for such condemnation. History records few 
meaner atrocities than that which was perpetrated upon the sheep 
and wool industry of the American farmer when the free-trade 
satraps decreed the free-wool clause of the tariff law of 1894. 

I have already given some instances of the fearful blight which 
fell upon American sheep and wool in consequence of the change 
from the wise protection granted by the McKinley tariff to the free 
trade of the Wilson tariff. How ruthlessly the sheep and wool 
industry was slaughtered as a result of ‘The crime of 1894” is 
already a matter of history. My task now is to show the obverse 
side of the picture, to show how splendidly that deserving industry, 
involving as it does the welfare of so many thousands of American 
farmers, has been regenerated and restored through the enactment 
of the protective tariff of 1897. 

Sup we begin with a section of the country where for a time 
the belief was strong that if you would see prosperity you must look 
through silver spectacles. Take Montana, for example, which in 
April, 1899, had 3,218,802 sheep. Seventy-two reports from Mon- 
tana show that in March, 1896, the persons reporting owned 304,374 
sheep, with an average market value of $2.12 per head; whereas in 
March, 1900, these same persons had increased their flocks to 525,434, 
and the ave value per head had grown to $4.15, or only 9 cents 
less than double the value in 1896. For 1900 Montana will show 
flocks numbering fully 5,000,000, and protection will be worth to 
the sheep raisers more than $10,000,000 as compared with free trade, 
to say nothing of an increase of more than $2,000,000 in the value 
of each year’s wool clip. Silver spectacles did not enable the farm- 
ers of Montana to see this immense gain in their wealth. 

Fifteen Utah farmers state that in 1896 their flocks numbered 
58,070, valued at $1.81 per head, and that four years later this num- 
ber had inereased to 72,600, and the value per head was now $3.89. 
With a present total of more than 3,000,000 it ought not to be very 
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difficult to convince Utah sheep raisers that the country made a 
good choice when it rejected free silver and free wool for protection 
and a 100-cent dollar. 

In Colorado, according to the reports from 33 owners, the flocks 
have increased from 154,039 in 1896 to 185,524 in March, 1900, and 
the average value per head has been increased from $2.03 to $3.94. 
It would take the combined profits of a good many silver mines 
under a ‘16 to 1” ratio to equal the gain which Colorado has 
realized on her sheep and her wool. : 

Idaho’s showing is still more impressive. Forty of her sheep 
farmers report 156,358 head in March, 1896, and 275,161 in March, 
1900; and they state that the value per head has advanced from 
$1.76 to $4.10. This year will see more than 3,000,000 sheep and a 
clip of about 20,000,000 pounds of wool in Idaho. Can Mr. Bryan 
and his free-wool propaganda offer Idaho anything equal to what 
protection has done for sheep and their fleeces? 

Now let us turn our steps toward the banner State of bourbonism 
and free trade, a State which a year ago had 2,383,650 sheep and 
sheared about 15,500,000 pounds of wool, but which will this year 
show over 3,000,000 sheep and over 18,000,000 pounds of wool. 
From Texas we have 60 reports, and they tell us that in March, 
1896, under the Administration to which Texas gave such a tremen- 
dous majority, these owners had 100,953 sheep, worth to them $1.45 
each; and that in March, 1900, under an Administration whose suec- 
cess at the polls Texas did so much to prevent, these same 60 owners 
had 124,125 sheep, and their average market value was $2.75 per head. 
Would you think that Texas farmers would next November sit up 
all night and stand in line waiting for a chance to put in a ballot for 
Bryan and free wool? There are sheep owners enough in Texas, 
not to turn the scale from Democracy to Republicanism, for that is 
too much to hope for just now, but enough to at least cut down the 
big majority of 1896, and show that Texas has some appreciation of 
what has been done for her by McKinley protection and prosperity. 

How was it in Nebraska, the home of him who is at once the hope 
and despair of his party? From that State 28 reports have thus far 
been received. They show that under the provisions of the law of 
1894, which the Boy Orator of the Platte heied to pass, the parties 
reporting owned 23,568 sheep, worth $1.69 per head, while in March, 
1900, these same parties owned 75,730 sheep, marketable in cash at 
an average of $4.77 per head. Nebraska, remembering who it was 
that said, ‘‘I was for free wool in 1894, when I voted for the Wilson 
free-wool tariff, and I am for free wool now, in 1900’’—remember- 
ing this, I say, will the sheep raisers of Nebraska feel like paying 
the fearful price involyed in furthering the Presidential ambitions 
of their favorite son? 

And so the figures go throughout this splendid sheep census of the 
American Protective Tariff League, from which I am quoting. They 
tell of an increase in Ohio of 50 per cent in the numbers and of 
more than 200 per cent in the values of sheep since free wool went 
out and protection came in. North Dakota shows very much the 
same state of things; so do Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Washington, West 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. There is not a State in the 
Union which has not shared in this wonderful blessing youchsafed 
through protection to its wool and sheep industry. Read the figures 
for yourselves. Read them carefully, for they will interest and 
inform you concerning a matter of high importance to one industry 
in particular and to the whole people as well. 

A glance at the recapitulation of the sheep census, and I have 


done. The 964 reports received show the following facts: 

NNO Wis cued wevcoccsscncecsaes sSccovedeeverguesebectenacseee 4 
Sheep owned in March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool period) ............ 1, 458, 804 
Sheep owned in March, 1900 (Dingley law, protection period) .......... 2,501, 215 
ee eee oe de averab badass shamnese deteteuncadcene 1, 042, 411 
i i S. + inks ace cidanenes eesdreutens 6nteseesoenedocesnes 71.44 
Average value per head March, 1896 (Wilson law, free-wool period) .... o1. 76 
Average value per head March, 1900 (Dingley law, protection period) .. $3. 90 
Increase of value per head for 1900....... niakbaseabannens nywieeenae $2.14 
Percentage of gain in value per head for 1900.................-..ceeenee 121.59 


At this rate of increase in flocks—and the rate will go higher here- 
after, for it must be remembered that the lambs of 1897 had only 
just begun to reproduce in 1900—nevertheless, allowing for nogreate: 
increase than that herein shown, how long will it be before American 
sheep will yield every pound of wool required by American woolen 
manufacturers to supply American consumers? Not more than ten 
years, according to the most conservative estimate, will elapse before 
America ceases to offer a market for a single pound of foreign wool. 
Ten years of protection for domestic wool will bring about this 
result, 

It is only fair to say that the extraordinary increase of prosperity 
which has come to pass since the country repudiated free trade and 
cheap dollars has in some measure acted as a bar to the more rapid 
increase of American flocks of sheep. Having more money to spend 
our people have eaten sheep at an unprecedented rate in the }: 
two years. For this reason the consumption of lambs has increase 
enormously. Lamb is a gastronomic luxury, and so great has been 
the demand and so high the price in the early months of this year 
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that sheep raisers have yielded to the temptation and sent to market 
vast soles of lambs which should have been kept at home for 
breeding purposes. Only a few days ago I was told of a sheep owner 
in one of the Western States who sold to a Chicago packing company 
40,000 lambs of this year’s produce. ‘‘ Why did you do it?” he was 
asked; ‘‘how could you afford to so curtail your increase?’ ‘‘ Be- 
cause the offer of $7 per head in spot cash was too tempting to 
resist,’’ was the reply. 

Four years ago, with tariff reform in the saddle, mutton sheep sold 
in Gmaha and Kansas City at $2 to $3.50 per head, and lambs seld 
at $3.50 to $4.30 per head. In March of this year, with McKinley 
and protection, eas for mutton sold in Omaha and Kansas City at 
$3.50 to $6.25 and lambs at $5 to $7.10 per head. 

The detailed figures of the sheep census of the American Protective 
Tariff League, ending with June 4, 1900, are as follows: 


Number of sheep 
owned in— 


Average value 
per head— 
March, | March,| March, 
1900. 1896. 1900. 


ii 
02 
. 32 
Ot 
.10 


Number 
State or Territory. of 
reports. 


March, 
1896. 


70,500; §¢ 
4,130 
69, 707 
185, 524 
275, 161 
1,563 
3, 624 
14, 973 
5, 845 
11, 009 
4,168 
10 
608 
568 
652 
2,160 
8,717 
525, 434 
75, 730 
156,724 
160, 228 
1, 656 
610 
$1, 326 
9, 657 
8,050 
170, 219 
80 
231 
47,044 
405 
124, 125 
72, 600 
420 
45 135 
56, 708 98, 753 
4, 399 8,3 
210 
125, 103 
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Montana 
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Vermont 


Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
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2,501,215 
1, 458” 804 


Gain for March, 1900 

Percentage of gain ......|.......... 
Average for March, 1900 .|.......... 
Average for March, 1896 . 


Gain for March, 1900.....}...ccecces|eccecccseees 
Percentage of gain ...... 
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CAUSE AND EFFECT. 


Mr. Speaker, perhaps no industry has been more discussed in 
connection with the consideration of the tariff than that of wool 
growing and sheep raising. It is unquestionably true that no indus- 
try better illustrates the benefits of protection and the injurious 
effects of free trade. The farmers throughout the country know 
whether they can better their condition by raising sheep either for 
mutton or wool. The official reports of the United States Govern- 
ment upon the subject of sheep raising and sheep values, which I 
will present, teach a wonderful lesson. 

From 1878 to 1882, inclusive, the Morrill tariff (protection) was 
in force, and the number of sheep throughout the country increased 
by over 11,000,000 during this period. 

The tariff of 1883 was in force from 1883 to 1889, inclusive. The 
duties imposed by this tariff upon raw wool amounted to no more 
than a revenue tariff on yarns and some other goods produced from 
wool; consequently the result of this tariff as a whole was not pro- 
tective. Under its operation the number of sheep throughout the 
United States decreased by about 6,000,000. 

The McKinley tariff, passed in 1890, was a scientific tariff as 
applied to wool growing, with the result that the number of sheep 
throughout the country increased by nearly 4,000,000 before the free- 
trade election of 1892. 

The Wilson tariff, with free trade in wool, practically went into 
effect when Mr. Cleveland was elected, and immediately the flocks 
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throughout the country began to decrease, and from 1893 to 1 
decreased by about 9,000,000. 

The Dingley tariff reimposed the scientific schedules of the McK} 
ley tariff, and with the promise of protection through the elect 
of William McKinley and a Republican Congress the sheep-ra 
industry immediately began to prosper. From 1896 to and in 
ing 1900 the number of sheep increased by 1,042,411. 

The effect of protection and free trade in regard to the num} 
sheep owned throughout the country is not more impressive { 
the effect as to value. Under the Morrill tariff the lowest pric: 
head was $2.09 and the highest $2.55. Under the tariff of 1883 | 
lowest price per head was $1.91 and the highest price was $2 
Under the McKinley tariff the lowest price was $2.49 and the hi; 

rice $2.66. Under free trade the lowest price was $1.58 and : 
highest price $1.92. Under the Dingley tariff the lowest pric 
$2.75 per head, and now the value has advanced to $3.90 per | 
the highest average price in the history of the nation. 

Report of the United States Government on sheep raising from 1878 to 1898, i 


and report for 1900, based upon the sheep-raising census of the American P 
Tarig League, 


. Average | 
Number of price | 3 
per head.| 


The Morrill tariff: 


44, 759, 314 
43, 544, 755 
42, 599, 079 
bb OOSOOS SOO RS OOCD CONS BEOOecesebenesesses 44, 336, 072 
The McKinley tariff: 
43, 431, 136 


44, 938, 365 

47, 278, 553 

| 45,048,017 

42, 294, 064 
a a akidveas epetebvstosseenbestevse’ 88, 298, 783 
86, 818, 643 


.-| 89, 114, 453 ; 
BD dnc codecs ctcsnctescocnccedocesbotewsosenepeneéeeséedioeece ccece|.e..- ‘ 
| 68, 121, 681 $.90 | 246, 1 


a United States Government report for 1899 not yet published. 


In 1896 we had arrived at the lowest stage of the wool-g1 
industry since the rebellion, and possessed 36,818,643 sheep, 
under the fostering care of protection, were increased to 63,121,551. 

The value of our sheep in 1896 was $67,020,942, and under the 
fostering care of protection has reached the enormous value o! 
$246,175,335. In the history of industrial and economic condi 
of the world no more wonderful result can be shown. 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, the candidate already nominated by t! 
Populists, and soon to be nominated by the Democrats, voted in 1S!4 
for the Wilson tariff law with its free-wool clause, and to-day 
stands where he stood then, in favor of free wool. Is not thi I 
enough for bringing to notice at this time the facts and figur: 
ing to ‘‘ American tariffs and American sheep?” If ever ti: 
when these eloquent statistics should be made known to the | 
of the United States, this is the time. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Bryan inherited from Mr. (!e\ 
land a deadly hostility to the tariff on wool. He seems to 
cherished the idea that the woolgrowers of the country 
enemies, and I guess by this time he has reached about the ! 
conclusion. Wherever he has gone he has assailed the woo! i! 
try. He voted for the Wilson bill; he did what he could to dis) 

and dishonor the production of wool in the United Stat 
aided to bring about free wool and broke up the industry, and w! 
the consummation of his efforts came ruin and disaster. The: 
mate put upon the value of sheep in the country that we find | 
books is erroneous. These same Ohio sheep producing the fine 0 
XX wool could not have been sold under the hammer in 15: 
1896 for 75 cents a head, and to-day they are worth $3 and $42! 

So I protest that, if for no other reason than the results that 
come from Republican legislation upon the wool question, the p."') 
is entitled to the indorsement of the American ye 

Mr. TERRY, I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lr‘) 
for ten minutes, [Applause.] 


[Mr. LENTZ addressed the House, See Appendix.) 


Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York 
CLAYTON] five minutes. 


Mr 
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Mr, CLAYTON of New York. Mr. Speaker, judging from the 
remarks that have been made here to-day, the desire to enact 
legislation to remedy the evils of the trusts must be very general; 
bat during my short experience here in the House I have learned 
that sometimes when there is the most earnestness in discussion 
there is the least intention of taking any action on the subject. 
That there are now existing evils due to the large combinations 
of capital which have been formed in the country in recent years 
seems to be generally admitted. 

Now, these evils, it seems to me, are chiefly of two kinds. The 
first, and perhaps the greatest evil, is that of stifling competition. 
When all or a great part of the capital that is engaged in any 
particular business comes under the control of one man or one set 
of men, it is used to regulate prices so as to crowd ont the small 
dealers and make it im ible for any independent man to carry 
on such a business. The old idea about ‘‘competition being the 
life of trade” becomes stifled, and the people are soon at the mercy 
of the combination that controls prices. 

The second evil to which I desire to call attention is one which 
I have not heard much about, but which, I think, is almost as 
serious as the first. This is the secret manipulation of stocks 
which is carried on under our present laws, and which allows a 
corporation to water their stocks and to raise and lower the price 
at the expense of the small investors. 

Mr. Speaker, recognizing that these evils do exist as a result of 
these combinations, it is necessary then for us, the legislators of 
the country, to enact some measure which will mitigate those 
evils, and I believe, sir, that the —— way to do that is for the 
National Con to pass acts which will regulate all business 
transactions that pertain to the country as a whole, or trade be- 
tween the States, or between this country and some other, and to 
leave to the States those matters which are entirely local. 

But even believing, as I do, in preserving our right of local self- 
government in matters which do not affect other parts of the 
country, 1 might come to the belief that it was a good thing to 
yote for this amendment if it were pro here as a practical 
anda possible measure. But Ido not believe, sir, that we should 
yote herein favor of aconstitutional amendment when we know not 
only that there is no possibility of that amendment being made a 
part of the Constitution, or even passing both Houses of Congress 
at the present session, but also that it is not even proposed here 
seriously and in good faith. 

It is merely introduced here for political effect, and without 
any prospect or desire for its enactment. I say this freely, Mr. 
Speaker, because I have found occasion during my short service 
in the House to vote for several measures peemer by the Repub- 
lican party, and I stand ready now tovote for any measure, wher- 
ever it may come from, if-I believe it is demanded by the best 
interests of the whole country, and is proposed in good faith, and 
is a practical measure. 

But I would not advocate or assist in passing any law that 
wouldinjure legitimate business or prevent combinations, whether 
of men or of capital, for honest and proper purposes. We must 
protect capital when used to develop our resources, to establish 
and carry on our manufacturing establishments, our railroads, 
our various industrial enterprises, and our commercial business. 
It is only necessary that laws should be passed to prevent the 
abuse of the power that comes from the combinations of large 
interests and to remedy those evils that now exist. 

That much can be accomplished by the proper amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law is admitted. That this proposed 
amendment is offered here as a convenient way of shelving the 
whole question is well known. I am therefore in favor of voting 
down this proposition to amend the Constitution and proceed- 
ing at once toSenact such amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law as will make that law effective. [Applause. ] 

Icall attention to the following practical suggestions of Hon. 
Bird 8. Coler, the very able and successful comptroller of New 
York City, the head of a finance department second only to the 
United States Treasury Department: 

MR. COLER ON TRUSTS. 


Whatever the State creates it should either supervise or control. Govern- 
ment was created for the protection of all and not that the representatives 
of the people should barter away the public rightsand utilitiesin perpetuity. 
Every corporation should have a definite period of existence and the right of 
renewal should rest with the State and not with those in interest. Business 
that requires omery. of management and manipulation of securities is not en- 
titled to the protection of the State and should be refused corporate powers. 


No co tion should be allowed to issue securities except for actual 
value, and these should not be placed upon the public market until the end 
at least of one actual business year,and then onlyafter public reports by cer- 


tifled accountants under employment of the State and bearing its seal. This 
to check stock sobbing and to foster legitimate business and investment, and 
= ne provide definite information upon which to base assessment and tax- 

The commercialism in politics and the corruption of legislatures by these 
concerns that threaten the existence of free government will receive a most 
serious blow through this system. The disbursement of stock and money 


for so-called legal expenses can be readily shown. Publicity of disburse- 
ments for such rpoues is the surest remedy. 
Places of ess and location of factories should be named at time of in- 


and no removal of same should be allowed without consent of 
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the State. This to prevent the destruction of communities, and for the pro- 
tection of employees who have invested their savings in homes contingent 
to factories, and in many cases upon the recommendation of employers 

Popular clamor and political agitation against a recognized evil that stops 
short of effective and intelligent action is as senseless as it is useless. Tho 
adoption of a sound political platform does not make good government, and 
general denunciation, no matter how well founded, will never destroy a trust 
or reform a public abuse. 

_ The existence of a corporation is prima facie evidence of the grant of spe- 
cial powers and privileges that are not enjoyed by the people as individuals. 
Companies are formed and charters obtained in order that a combination 
may do something that can not be done by one citizen working alone 

he same power that creates that privilege by the grant of a charter toa 
number of persons to do business with advantage over the individual is in 
duty bound to protect the rights of those who have not 
favors, that all may enjoy the equal rights guaranteed by 
of the nation and the organic laws of the States. , 





received similar 
the Constitution 


INSPECTION OF CORPORATION ACCOUNTS ADVOCATED. 


Krom its beginning the accounts of every corporation obtaining a charter 
privilege from a State government should be open at all times to examina- 
tion and regulation by properly appointed public officers. One of the most 
intelligent and plausible defenders of trusts recently said that such concerns 
were of great advantage tothe people because they divided up their capital 
into small shares in which the poor could invest their savings. 

Assuming that such might be the fact, the argument advanced at once be 
comes an imperative reason why such corporations should be subject to 
Government inspection and regulation. If they receive charters conferring 
exceptional privileges, such grants become a part of their assets or capita 
and give them a financial and commercial standing in the business world, 
amounting to an advantage over each and every individual competitor. In 
addition, the charter conveys to them a semipublic or government indorse 
ment, that may materially affect the market value of their stock or bonds 

They have obtained a privilege that enables them to bid for the surplus 
capital of the public by the ofter of interest-bearing securities. The Govern 
ment, having made it possible for a few citizens to obtain the capital of the 
many for investment, should exert all its power to protect that capital and 
confine the use of it to legitimate business and the employment of labor 

t may be urged that such a system would extend the functions of State 
government to the regulation of private business. If that be so, no business 
that requires secret manipulation should receive the privileges of a charter 
from the people. The United States Government charters national banks 
reserving the right to inspect the methods and examine into the condition of 
such institutions at any time. 

This system has never been classed as usurpation of extraordinary func- 
tions of government, nor has it retarded the proper and safe development of 
the banking business. The State of New York has for many years exercised, 
without question, the right to license and examine the business of life, fire, 
and marine insurance. Depositors rely upon the State wholly for protection 
of savings banks. 

Every chartered corporation that offers its securities to the people as an 
investment becomes a semipublic institution, and should be inspected and 
regulated by the same power that created it. Such control would not in any 
way oppress or retard legitimate business. Chartered companies should be 
compelled to confine their investments and development to the legal and 
proper conduct of the business for which they were created and for the prose 
cution of which they have received from the government special privileges 
and powers. 

Under existing conditions there is no safety and little protection for out- 
side investors who buy the securities of great corporations. ‘They musttrust 
largely to the reputation of acompany or that of its officers, and recent events 
in Wall street show how confidence is often misplaced and abused. 


PRESENT LAWS PUT A PREMIUM ON STOCKJOBBING, 


Our present system of laws puts a premium upon stockjobbing. 
developments in trust stocks put cumiatin emphasis on this danger, so long 
pointed out by political economists. We have had many instances of late 
where officials of trusts, holding only a small interest, have run the business 
of their concerns in the interest of stock speculation instead of legitimate 
development. Mills have been shut down and men thrown out of work sim- 
ply to affect prices on the exchange. 

The encroachments of these great combinations on constitutional rights, 
their disregard of the plainest dictates of commercial honor, and their ruth- 
less violation of the vested rights of labor in their grasping for monopolistic 
eevente make it imperative that measures shall be inaugurated to correct 
the evil. 

Corporations seeking legitimate business ends by honest methods and ob- 
serving the time-honored principles that insure success in private enter- 
prises invariably possess public confidence and are entitled to the protection 
of the State from which they derive their corporate power. Corporations of 
this class will gladly welcome legislation that will further safeguard and pro- 
tect them in the enjoyment of their rights. They donotshun publicity; they 
court it. 

On the other hand, these irresponsible cliques of individuals, for selfish 
ends and by doubtful methods, have secretly grasped chartered rights, and, 
by juggling manipulation of stocks and bonds in their merciless pursuit of 

in, brought commercial ruin to thousands. The aggregation of their com- 

xined interests threaten the existence of free government. They dread more 

than anything the light of day, knowing publicity would be their downfall. 
They pursue their designs secretly. The vast fortunes thus acquired are 
largely—in fact, almost entirely—due totheir corrupt control of legislatures. 
The sworn representatives of the people themselves, in State and municipal 
bodies, have venally yielded to them, one by one, the people’s rights. 

The power thus obtained has been used solely to augment the fortunes of 
a few insiders and their political allies. It is not the enormous size of these 
fortunes, but the fact that they were dishonorably obtained, that has proved 


a demoralizing example to our youth and a menace to our institutions, 


Recent 


STATE CONTROL AS A REMEDY. 


Any combiration that has sought and secured by incorporation the advan- 
tage of charter rights and is organized for legitimate purposes has nothing to 
fear from quasi State control. On the other hand, they know it insures sta 
bility and public confidence. It seems monstrous that any corporation or 
combination of corporations should deny this inherent right of the power 
that created them or try toevade wholesome regulation. A disintegration of 
such blind pools should be speedily enforced. The sovereign States of the 
Union, each for itself and each for all, recognizing the gravity of the evi! that 
threatens all alike,and honestly seeking a remedy, will solve this difficulty. 

Uniform laws compelling publicity of important matters of management, 
frequent examinations by State officials prescribing honest systems of keep- 
ing accounts, and such other restrictions as exigencies may require for tho 
good of all, including the protection of such communities as have been built 
up by the establishment of business concerns and the forbidding of their 
abandonment without the consent of the State authorities and for adequate 
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reasons shown, should be immediately enacted throughout the Union. Such 
action will go far, if it does not absolutely destroy, the power of such com- 
bination to work further injury. It will simplify taxation and nullify at- 
tempts at its evasion. 

7 o + * . * * 


The sovereign State has the power to grant charter privileges for pur- 
poses that are in consonance with the general welfare and not in violation 
of the constitutional rightsof the individual. The power of regulation is im- 
plied in the act of creation. 

The abuse of the privileges derived from the ee le by these favored com- 
bines merits severe punishment, and necessary legislation for such purpose 
is clearly within the scope of the legislative power of the State. The opinion 
that Congress is powerless to remedy this evil without constitutional change 
~amees - 2 eee but the right of the sovereign State in the premises is 

The different sections of our country having varying industries, such as 
cotton and its products in the South, know best how to controlthem. The 
nominal attempt to turn over this power to the Federal Government by the 
Republican party is an evasion, because they know that the power of creat- 
ing, regulating, and, where public interest demands it, of destroying these 
corporate creatures is a State right that will never be yielded to the General 
Government with the consent of the Democratic party, which from Jeffer- 
son to Tilden has steadily opposed such centralizing tendencies. 

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, in the time allowed me I can not 
discuss this amendment, but I want to say that I fully appreciate 
the high ground and pure statesmanship of my worthy colleagues 
on this side of the House, but that I differ with them as to what 
should be our action upon this question. We all know the pur- 
pose of the majority in submitting to this House a constitutional 
amendment so obnoxious as this, and I say we should disappoint 
them by voting for it en masse, 1 would fill them to the throat 
with their buncombe cant. 

Why did not the majority of the committee consult with the 
minority in the preparation of this amendment? Why do they 
offer to this House an amendment whose very first section con- 
tains a theory against which every Democrat in this House, as 
well as some Republicans, has declared himself during the pres- 
ent session? Why did they place in the second section a clause 
abridging the powers of the States, ores that Democrats are 
strong adherents to State rights? Why did they delay in bring- 
ing the matter up for consideration until this late day? Why has 
the majority passed an arbitrary, despotic, tyrannical, imperial- 
istic rule preventing the offering of an amendment to this article 
or a substitute therefor? These are some of the hard questions 
the majority party of this House will have to answer to the people. 

I want to say to the proponents of this measure that the com- 
mon people are not such fools as you assume them to be. They 
are long-suffering and confiding, but they are feeling the shock of 
concentrated power and limited o —— and the brighter 
light is breaking upon them; and lieve before next November 
their eyes and their reason will be opened, as were those of Saul 
of Tarsus, after his experience on his way to Damascus, and they 
will see and distinguish the true from the false, the real from the 
pretended. 

Mr. TERRY. I hope the gentleman will use some of his time. 
One of the gentlemen who is to speak on this side is absent. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday and at the 
evening session I took the floor in my own right, and after mak- 
ing a few remarks I sent to the Clerk’s desk and had read from 
the desk a clipping from the Evening Star, published in this city. 
It was then delivered to the Reporters of this House, and went to 
their room, as I have learned. Another gentleman on the Demo- 
cratic side, whose name I will not give at this time, followed with 
remarks in his own time, and referred to the subject-matter of 
that newspaper Soyhe. This morning my remarks made at the 
time did not appear in the REcorp; neither did the article or clip- 
ping appear intheRecorp. They were absent from the REcorp. 
On application to the Reporters of this House I learned the gen- 
— referred to had possession of that article and those re- 
marks, 

I have requested that gentleman personally, and several times 
through the employees of this House, to return that article and 
those remarks, which are a part of the records of this House, and 
contain nothing said by him or with which he has anything to do, 
excepting as he referred to my remarks and the statements of the 
clipping immediately after. I do not rise to a question of personal 
privilege now. I do not mention the gentleman's name; but I 
give fair notice that unless that article or clipping, with those 
remarks of mine, a part of the records of this House, and which 
were taken in that manner and retained in that manner, are re- 
turned to the a depository, that I shall rise not to a question 
of a only, but shall ask this House, if there be such athing 
as ipline for acts of that character, to exercise its power. 

. I now state that I reserve all the balance of the time upon our 
side for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], who will 
close the debate, and I understand that the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will make the same reservation for the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dz Armonp], who is to close debate on their side. 

Mr, TERRY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ten- 
nesses [Mr. Puinct} 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, in the time allotted 
to me I can have little tosay. I think I can not put the time to 
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better use than by reading a published interview from the dis: in- 
guished gentleman from Ohio, Gen. CHARLES H. GROSVENor, a: d 
— by him in regard totrusts. He told us that this legis|atio, 
which is here brought in is a Republican measure and that jt jc 
necessary. Now, here is what he said, and it is signed by him anq 
was published some time ago: 
A REPUBLICAN VIEW. 
(By CHARLEs H. GROSVENOR.] 

The Fifty-sixth Congress comes together under peculiar circums: 

The Republican majority is commissioned by the voice of the peo))) 
certain things in any event, and to do certain other things if found ; 
wise and ae. 

as tothe things which the Republican majority has been com» 

to do: 

First, and most conspicuous of all, it has been delegated to revise : 

utory financial condition of the country; that is to say, it has been 

by the people of the country, in the election of McKinley and the uu)! 

ot the platform at St. Louis, that the unwritten law of the Treasury. y, 

for twenty years has paid gold upon every obligation of the Gover 

shall be now ordered by statute to continue that process. This is 7 

enact into law the declaration of the Republican platform, which ordajno, 

the existing gold standard. F 
When Congress shall have approved of this measure, either in the form 

comes to the Senate or in such form as may afterwards be agreed un; 1era 

will be no free and unlimited coinage of silver in this country for the next 

eight years in any event, because the Senate is absolutely sure to be ayains: 

it during that period of time. rr 

While the Dingley bill has produced a great and gratifying return eve 

nue to the Treasury, there is yet, nevertheless, a demand that mus: ho 
heeded, that there shall be economy in the public expenditures, need\ess ox 

penditures must not be made, and many needful things must be postponed 
to a later and future cor. 

As to trusts and combinations: It is my judgment, and I so said to; 

porter of this paper some days ago, that the Sherman law of 189), which was 
a Republican measure and which has now been put into full force and effect. 
iveness by the Republican Administration, gives all the remedy neodfu] in 
the control and overthrow of illegal trusts and harmful trusts, which can be 
made by the action of Congress. 

This legislation, thus upheld by the Supreme Court, covers the whole 
round of Congressional action, and all other laws should be enacted by 
egislatures of the several States. I repeat whatI said before: I am opposed 

to any interference by Congressional action with the right of the States to 
organize, create, control, limit, and regulate their own corporatio: their 
own way, and for Congress to impair it by limitation upon the op 10f 
State corporations other than that which was enacted in the i 5 
commerce law would be such a violation of the right of States tha 

to be thought of for a moment. 

Our insular possessions: They will, of course, receive the attention of Con- 
ress, and the action which will come of Congress will be along the lines of 
rst, as to Cuba—the establishment of her independence 80 soon as she man- 

ifests capability for self-government, and along the lines of what is best for 
the people of Porto Rico and the Philippines, coupled with a constant eye as 
to what is most profitable, most wise and patriotic in the eyes of the Ameri- 
can people and for their interest. 


That is a legal exposition of this question by the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR}. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Buteven Presidents can change their minds. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. In accordance with what has 
the history of the Republican party in this Congress upon every 
public question that has been presented, your leaders have taken 
position and you have then repudiated it, as we find the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio has done upon the proposition which 
has been brought in here by the Judiciary Committee. Ho said 
we had no use for it, and that Congress already had the power, 
and that this Administration had the necessary authority to sup- 
press trusts under the Sherman law, as expressed in the decisions 
of the Supreme Court and which this Administration projosed to 
enforce and carry out. 

Now, what position are you placed in? I want this to go to 
thecountry. Who better can speak for that side of the House 
than the mouthpiece of the Administration, the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio? [Laughter on the Democratic side.) _ 

And in this connection I desire to allude briefly to another let- 
ter of his in the public press, one which we all remember and! 
have no doubt every member on this floor will recall, when the 
newspaper controversy arose in reference to the fact that Mr. 
Quay had been refused a seat in the Senate. Interviewers stated 
that Senator Hanna and Mr. Grosvenor shook hands in Olio 
during the State convention, and congratulated each other upon 
the fact that Mr. Quay had been refused a seat in the Umit d 
States Senate. General GrosvENoR denied it. He said it was 
untrue. He said that what carried him to see the distinguished 
chairman of the Republican national committee was that he had 
heard that the Senator from Ohio had said some kind things about 
him, and that he had gone to the distingaished Senator to thank 
him for it. That at the time they were not talking about Quay, 
but when he approached him he took the Senator by the hand, 
and that his emotions overcame him and that he turned his! ad 
away and could not speak. [Laughter.] My God! Think about 
the mouthpiece of the Republican party having reached the pnt 
that it would not go off. [Laughter on the Democratic sice.| 

Now, then, just think about it. What an enormous calamity 
was about to fall on the Republican party. Think of Gen ral 
GRoSVENOR when he shook hands with Hanna being too full for 
utterance! [Renewed laughter.] He could not speak. That is 
what he says over his own signature. oe 

Now, I want to warn that side of the House of the danger they 
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are in. Do not you let Senator HANNA say another kind word 
about General GROSVENOR. If you do, you are in danger of hav- 
ing the mathematical lightning machine of the Republican party 
stop working and close for the rest of the campaign as the mouth- 
piece of the Administration. [Laughter on the Democratic side. } 
What a calamity would befall the country if such a thing wereto 
ha Le lause on the Democratic side. ] 

eT A I now yield the balance of the time to the gen- 
tleman ~— Missouri [Mr. De ARMoND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND., Mr. Speaker, how much time is there re- 
maining? 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore. 
“ Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr.Speaker, I suppose, speaking in a gen- 
eral way, that there are two points from which this proposed con- 
stitutional amendment might be viewed—one looking to the trust 
question and the other to the a fertahent Presidential election. 
Our Republican brethren have determined for themselves and by 
themselves from which point of view they will observe it. Itis 
evident from what they have been doing here in the course of 
this debate, evident from what they did and what they did not do 
in this session up to this hour, that their sole object and aim in 
and by this amendment is to make some political capital if they 
may. I shall not take them to task for this. I shall concede that 
from appearances they have need of all the political capital they 
can accumulate for the election next November. 

When this Congress met, the Republican party proceeded very 
promptly to do what its leaders called ‘‘ redeeming their pledges 
on the Seaneial question.” A financial bill, carefully prepared 
to suit the wishes and serve the ends of the special classes to be 
beneficially affected by it, was put through this House and the 
Senate in the early days of the session. The Republican party 
desired (and accomplished its desire) to place that bill upon the 

statute book. Late in the session, after months had flown, when 
adjournment day had approached and was almost here, the same 
party exploits itself upon the trust question. 

These two facts of the record, placed side by side, speak for 
themselves, and, if there were nothing else, make it clear enough, 
I think, to the average unbiased observer and student of current 
events that the Republican party took the course which was nat- 
ural in order to put upon the statute book the measure which it 
desired to put there—the financial bill—and has taken also the 
course natural to leave off the statute book its pretended trust leg- 
islation, and to keep out of the Constitution its pretended consti- 
tutional remedy for trusts. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] in speaking upon 
the gag rule under which we are eee: now, said with a frank- 
ness not entirely common to him, that his party submitted its 
own plan for amending the Constitution, that this amendment is 
a Republican amendment, that they did not intend to permit the 
least interference with it. He says that he thinks there are good 
reasons for what he admits and proclaims as an extraordinary 
course with reference to such matters--the denial of all right or 
opportunity to amend—the denial of the usual right, very seldom 
denied, to submit a motion to recommit—that the party has taken 
its course and has determined what it will do, that not an ‘'i” 
shall be dotted and not a ‘‘t” crossed in that amendment; that 
we can vote for it or vote against it, but that amendment and that 
amendment alone shall be the matter for consideration and the 

matter to be voted upon in this House. 

That frank statement, accidentally or otherwise, truthfully por- 
trays what the Republican arty has done thus far with reference 
to this subject. It is entirely in harmony with the genesis of the 
amendment itself. I betray no confidence, I think, and make no 
improper disclosure, I believe, when I say that this amendment 
was fashioned by Republicans for Republicans, is exploited by 
the — in its own interest to serve its own interest. The mi- 
nority of the committee which reported it had no option in com- 
mittee but to vote for it or to vote against it, and that option is 
now extended to the members of the House. 

The ee then arises—indeed, that is the question at present 
beforethe House for discussion—whatis the proper thing to doin the 
condition which these gentlemen have purposely made for their 
own advantage, made for political profit, made with reference to 
gaining in the Presidential campaign, made with a view to deluding 
the people as to their real purposes, and to push to one side, if 
they may, the trust question, now so great and prominent in the 
public mind? For me, the course is plain and easy. I find no 
difficulty in declaring now, and declaring by my vote later on, 
that I am opposed to this amendment and opposed to the mockery, 
zemes to the false pretense, of submitting it, or going through 

e form of trying to submit it, to the American people, 

This is not a case where to ‘gratify some sentiment of a few 
sentimental people or to please some folks with whims, this or 
that proposition may be submitted to popular vote, with only a 
fraction of the community caring anything about the ‘subject, and 
with no danger that the people will be befogged concerning it, or 
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that the public will suffer by the submission. The question be- 
fore us now upon this side of the Chamber is whether we shall 
deal seriously and honestly, according to our judgment, with a 
grave impending problem, or whether we shall emulate our Re- 
publican brethren in trying to play a game of deceit, playing with 
precisely the same cards and throwing bev m precisely in the way 
that they have appointed. That is the plain business proposition 
before us to day, 

I will not take time to dilate upon the evils, manifold and ever 
increasing, of the trust. The sre are but few here to defend it in 
words; and the people, I think, understand, not merely by wordy 
descriptions of it, but by experiences in their daily lives Ww what the 
trust in fact is; how it is growing; how it is enterin; w fie lds; 
howit is sweeping aside the indivi dual man; how it is crushi ng in- 
dividual enterprise; how itis destroying independence; h Ww it is 
turning the individual operator, the self-res specting American citi- 
zen, hiring himself and doing his own business into the emp! oyee, 
the small cog in a mighty w heel turned by the trust. 

Shall we deal frankly with our constituents and with the gre at 
American public on this question, or shall we deal otherwise 
For one, whatever others may do, however timidity m ay influ- 
ence some or ideas of policy may sway others, I shall take w hat 
seems to me to be the course at once politic and right. I believe 
that when the appeal is made to the great intelligent Amer ‘rican 
public the course which is right is the course also which is 
politic. 

If this amendment is not good, if it ought not to be put into the 
Constitution, what reason is there, what excuse can there be, for 
going through the mockery of submitting it to the American peo- 
ple as though it were worth something? Suppose the amendment 
were submitted. Have gentlemen considered what their attitude 
respecting it would be before the people in the next campaign? 

Would you go before the people of your district, the people of 
your State, the people of this great American nation, and advocate 
the patting of this amendment into the Constitution? If you 
would, if you believe it ought to go there, then I understand how, 
conscientiously and with regard to the highest politics, whic h 
rests upon intelligence and conscientiousness, you can support the 
amendment and favor the submission of it to the people. If, upon 
the contrary, were the amendment submitted, you would advise 
your fellow-citizens to reject it, would say to them that it was 
intended to trap them, that it was and is a delusion and a snare, 
carefully planned and carefully laid, what reason will you givo 
them for a vote to submit such a proposition to them? 

The people are not fanciful in these matters. The people are 
not dreaming of the trust and speculating concerning it as some 
interesting thing. It is not a mere farce; it is not a thing to 
amuse them; it is not a thing for the idle speculation of an idle 
hour, It is a vital thing—something that goes into their homes, 
breaks into their business, dominates their lives. Itis the shadow 
over them that obscures the brightness of the sun, destroys the 
twilight, and brings on the depth and blackness of the night be- 
fore its time, and prolongs it after the dawn should come. It is 
areal thing. Who denies it? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. REEves] said this morning 
that these great moneyed organizations are bad only when they 
amount to combinations and monopolies. That is what we are 
talking about; those things that constitute monopolies we should 
deal with, those things we wish to see dealt with, those things we 
wish to curb and. if need be, to eradicate. 

Some people affect to sneer at what they call State rights. 
“State rights” is a phrase used in some localities to express what 
is meant by ‘‘home rule” or by ‘‘local self-government” in others; 
but whatever the terms employed, whatever the phraseology 
used, the idea expressed is the same. It is the rule of the seaahe. 
It is the government of the people by themselves, 

It is the management by the people of their own concerns, ac- 
cording to their own judgment and devices, according to their 
own necessities, as developed and illustrated by experience. And 
who is it here that decries local self-government? Who is ‘it that 
decries home rule? Who is it that decries State rights, to pre- 
serve the liberties of the people and give them c ontrol over their 
affairs? 

Gentlemen need not expect to evoke the political prejudice of 
past years and to shelter themselves behind a phrase. When you 
strike down thé power of the States; when you rob the States of 
their ability to control their own domestic affairs, to create cor- 
porations, to regulate corporations, to destroy corporations, if 
need be, within “their own borders, you strike ata fond: amental 
principle of American liberty; you strike at the c itizen; you strike 
at the home; you strike at everything that is worth preserving in 
this land, because the larger power, the greater exploitation in 
larger fields all depend upon the preservation of individual rights 
at home. 

Will this amendment do that? Whodoubtsit? Whodquestions 
it? What is it for if it will not do that? Why do you exploit 
the amendment if it be not to take power from the States and 
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concentrate it in the nation? That is the avowed object of it, and 
the pretended reservation of power to the Statesisasham. And 
no man who will do himself the credit of being frank, and who, 
if he has reason enough to discuss it, will employ that reason in 
honestly dealing with it, will or can deny that the inevitable 
effect of the amendment must be to rob the States of power and 
to give to the National Congress an absolute arbitrary control; 
not wholesome, not needful, a power the extent or the limits 
of which no man here can define. It is a power that would 
sweep away State lines in effect and concentrate everything at 
the national capital, leaving those who dwell in the most distant 
hamlet in the land dependent, as to their own local affairs, upon 
the course of events here in Washington, instead of reserving to 
them what proudly and tenaciously for more than a hundred 
years the people have reserved and defended—the right to govern 
themselves at home in their local affairs in their own way. 

This amendment is full of peculiarities. This amendment is an 
extraordinary production. This amendment bears upon its face 
and in every line of it evidence conclusive, irrefutable, that it 
was not designed for a place in the Constitution to cohtrol trusts, 
but that it was designed for a place in the campaign to delude the 
people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Notwithstanding what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvrE- 
NOR] said, are there good and snfficient reasons why no opportu- 
nity should be given to amend this amendment? hat are they? 
The only one that the gentleman gave was that the Republican 
party is in power here, that the Republican party is satisfied with 
it, and that the minority party must vote for it or must vote 
against it. Is that a reason from the standpoint of American 
citizenship? Is that a reason that can find lodgment or support 
in American patriotism for exploiting an amendment here ach, 
I venture to say, no man who will Togically consider it can de- 
fend in its entirety or support in its several particulars? 

Some say that power has not been taken away from the States; 
that they do not mean to take away power from the States. 


tell me where is the objection to the a of language 
clear and explicit expressing that purpose? here is it and why 
is it? Is it a sufficient answer to say, as the gentleman from Ohio 
said, that this is a Republican measure, and that the Republican 
party is in power here? 

Is that a sufficient reason? If this Republican partyin control 
here designs to leave with the people of the States the power 
which some of them say is left by this amendment, why hesitate 
to phrase clearly the particular part of the amendment in which 
they say resides the assurance of that reservation? I repeat the 
question. Why object to making clear language which is more 
than doubtful? on object to stating plainly what at best now 
is doubtful? Why object to stating plainly what you are leaving 
at the best, from your own standpoint, to implication and con- 
struction? Why? 

The only answer which can truthfully be given for pressing this 
amendment in its present form is that you design, in your parti- 
sanship, in your narrowness, to try to carry the election again by 
false pretenses, to gain a pomen advantage in exploiting here an 
amendment which you know, and had a right to know, a large 
number of those upon this side never would vote for and the 
States never would ratify. The course that you takein respect to 
this amendment is at variance with the course heretofore taken 
upon such questions. 

{ doubt whether ever before in the history of Congress—I think 
I may say that never before in the history of the American Con- 
gress—was such a rule applied to a constitutional amendment. 
Will those of you who have looked up history anew please tell us 
if ever before in the history of this Government there was an in- 
stance where a constitutional amendment was brought in and 
hedged in as this is, forced to be voted for just as it was exploited, 
or voted against just as it was exploited, with no op ity to 
amend, with no opportunity to move to recommit? en was it 
and why was it? This arbitrary rule is the pioneer in the field of 
constitutional amendments. 

Can there be good reason for this? Can this action rest in a de- 
sire to reach the trustevil? Can it be promoted by interest in the 
American public, or is it promoted and directed solely by interest 
in the Republican as an 0 ization and the trust as its 
ally? I do not see how there can be doubt as to what the answer 
should be, or how there can be two answers to the question. In 
lieu of this vague language which means nothing and was in- 
tended to mean nothing, but which some gentlemen say preserves 
the right of the States to deal with this subject within their bor- 
ders, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] proposed some- 
thing real. He proposed to strike out the words— 

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States— 

And insert— 

Nothing in this article nor ony ont of Consens in pursuance thereof shall 
<pperate to or im any of the 
rere eto pair any of the rights and powers held by the several 


If | 
that be true, if that declaration be candid and honest, will you 
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Now, if you wish to leave the powers of the States infact, te]! , 
what is the objection to that. Tell me, in the first place, wh, 
| render impossible such a thing as the consideration of that 
ofan amendment. Is there an answer to that? Do any o 
still contend that you mean to leave with the States power to 
with trusts? What is there in the words that you have | 
except what is already in the Constitution? 

It is an absolute fact that the States have the right to leg 
upon any subject in any way not in conflict with the Cons 
tion of the United States, treaties with foreign nations, or ; 
laws of the United States. Is notthattrue? Is not that now 
solutely fixed in the Constitution? Would youputanything ; 
into it upon that subject by this jumble and mumble of w. 
Did you design to putanything more into it? You know y 
not. 

Purposely you refused to allow the subject to be consid 
and we know why yourefused. The country knows why you 
fused. Experience has shown you that there are, or at least ha) 
been, some men upon your side conscientious enough and in 
pendent enough upon great constitutional questions to raise ¢! 
voices and to record their votes against the boss system w! 
prevails there. Even now you dare not submit these quest 
you dared not submit them at any time in this Congress—so ¢ 
and so far-reaching are they—to the individual judgment of , 
own members. 

You propose under the party whip and spur, by the for 
party organization, by the iron discipline which you maintain. 
which has one boss and many servitors, to drive this proposed 
amendment to a vote, just asit is, bad as itis. You dare not ; 
mit it to the judgment of your own people and you know it. 
That is one of the reasons which the gentleman from Ohio did not 
give, why there is no opportunity to consider amendments, no 
opportunity to make the motion to recommit. You are distrus: 
ful of yourselves. You are afraid that the better judgment and 
the better conscience of individuals among you will spurn, wil 
spit upon, this attempt to delude the people, this cheap effort t 
make capital for the campaign at the expense of judgment 
iad and frankness, and the interest of the Americ 
public. 

There is another provision in this amendment of yours, with its 
sacred i’s and t’s, that certainly is not here for amusement, 1 
here simply as an introduction, not here merely for light reading 
in an idle moment. It has an object and a purpose, I refer | 
what is called section 1: 

All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several Sta 
Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the so 
and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. One moment, please, My attenti 
distracted, but I thought I heard the gentleman state what he 
would suggest as an amendment, but I did not catch the 
ment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. To that particular clause? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND., I read from what has been suggested by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], of the Judiciar) 
Committee; read that part of it with reference to what some ge1 
tlemen say preserves the power to the several States. I hop: t 
soutien tele Maine [Mr, LitTLEFIELD] will be frank enoug! 
and I know his intelligence will help him to the conclusion if he 
will use it—to enlighten us on that subject. I referto these wo 
in the proposed aniendment: 

Tho several States may continue to exercise such power in any mu 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

The gentleman from Arkansas, I say, proposed in lieu of that 
these words: 

Nothing in this article nor in any act of Congress in pursuance t! 
shall operate to abridge or impair any of the rights and powers held 
several States prior to its adoption. 

That is part of what would be offered if there could be any 
opportunity here. 

Mr. TERRY. And that is what was ruled out by the Spea 


ee 
Mr. DEARMOND, That is what the gentleman from Ark 
sas had suggested as a means of making clear and certain t 
proposition that the powers of the States would not be tii 
away by this amendment; but that could not even be conside! 
That is what I said. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In other words, that would result in 
current power. I want to get the gentleman's idea; that is a''. 


Mr. DE ARMOND., It would result in concurrent power ‘ 
certainextent. Later I will discussthat feature. I was right) 
upon section 1: “‘All powers conferred by this article shall exten 
to theseveral States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, «1! 
all — under the sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction 0! 
the United States.” There is a novelty for you, Mr. Speaker; 
there is an exploitation of the new theory of tne constitutio” 
makers; there is something that finds no model in the making «* 
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a constitution by the fathers or by any of their sons, until there 
come these sons, if they be sons of the fathers [laughter and ap- 
slause], exploiting their theories here. 

Prior to the episode now upon us, it never entered the minds of 
men, even for political purposes only, to exploit anything like 
that section 1. Is that a,thing to put into the Constitution, that 
mighty instrument which has challenged the admiration of the 
wise men of the world, by which we have conserved the liberties 
of millions and millions of people here in this land, blessed by its 
shadow and its protection? But these gentlemen insincerely pro- 

ose to do that, They propose it with so much firmness in their 
hypocrisy, they are so tenacious about it, they regard it as so dis- 
tinctively a Republican policy, that here not an ‘‘i” shall be dotted 
and not a *“*t” crossed. You must take it or reject it just as it is. 

How simple and how easy, my brethren upon this side, ought 
the choice to be! How plain is the plain duty, as it seems to me, 
that now confronts us; not a ‘plain duty” to be exploited at one 
time and repudiated at another. [Laughter and applause.| A 
“plain duty ” to be followed as consistently as the judgment and 
the rights of the American public demands. Whatisthisfor? I 
have no doubtthat the gentleman from Maine [Mr, LitrLrerizLpD], 
who closes this debate, will tell us; and I admit now that I shail 
be a most attentive auditor while he is telling it. 

I recollect well how a short time ago, when this question of 
where the Constitution might go and how it might be restrained, 
what might be the medium of the conveyance of it—when these 
questions were up, I remember well how that gentleman thrilled 
this House, how his speech and his logic sounded and resounded 
throughout the United States. I remember how a new hero was 
born, how a man from Maine was covered with plaudits of ‘‘ Well 
done, good and faithful servant,” for being at once able, brave, 
and conscientious. 

I have not forgotten how that man arose above his party when 
his party was wrong; how that man pleaded with his party when 
his party in its blindness would not choose the right; how that 
man, with courage to determine his course by the chart of judg- 
ment and conscience, won fame. An able man, with an eye for 
the national life, he rose high in the estimation of the American 
people at a time when others were ready to throw the Constitution 
away, and after offering pitiful little arguments and excuses con- 
tinued to shrink and shrivel until the public no longer could see 
them. [Applause. ] 

I remember that, the House remembers it, the country remem- 
bers it. The great question then was whether this old Constitu- 
tion of ours, this time-honored Constitution, this venerated Con- 
stitution possesses power over Congress or whether Congress pos- 
sesses power over it. Then there was that effort to determine for 
the guidance of Congress whether the Constitution is mightier 
than Congress or Congressmightier than the Constitution; whether 
the Constitution dominates and controls Congress or Congress dom- 
nates and controls the Constitution. 

In other words, whether the Constitution is still to be the su- 
preme law of the land or be dropped into the minor position of a 
local law for the guidance of the justices of the peace, while Con- 
gress swells into omnipotent power over many lands. When that 
great question was up, and when connected with it was the other 
great question of justice and humanity to the Porto Ricans—the 
honor of the American people in dealing fairly with those who 
had come without bloodshed under the protection of the Ameri- 
can flag; those who had gathered around our soldiers, not in hos- 
tility, butin hope and in friendship; those who had thrown boquets 
and had not hurled shot and shell at the starry flag; those who 
put garlands about our soldiers and not chains; those who wel- 
comed us and repelled us not; those who relied upon American 
honor, not dreading American perfidy—then it was refreshing to 
behold LitTLEFIELD, of Maine, as he left Republican partisanship 
for American statesmanship, ° 

Refreshing not only to us, but refreshing to the whole land, was it 
to find this man from Maine refusing to be gagged and bound, re- 
fusing to lie in chains, refusing to be dictated to, bold enough to 
think, honest enough to follow his convictions, conscientious 
enough to see the right and to distinguish it from wrong—it was 
a beautiful scene in American politics. 

I am merely saying what everybody knows, that all those who 
offered excuses or essayed to present arguments for the course 
contrary to that advocated by the eloquent gentleman from Maine 
and his confréres on the Republican side, who stood by the Con- 
stitution, ali of them welded into one, could not occupy as much 
space in the estimation of the intelligent American public, could 
not tower as high or look as noble or present a picture as fine and 
as attractive to the American vision as the seven or eight Repub- 
licans who stood out alone, distinguished for ability and honesty 
and courage, defying the boss, rising above the low level where 
mere politicians grovel and breathing the air where statesmen 
dwell. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, , fresh from that picture, still enraptured with that 
scene, drinking in still that American sentiment which knew no 
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party, no section, no race, I am waiting and I shall be watchful 
to hear from the gentleman from Maine how it is that there should 
be put into the Constitution of the United States, or submitted to 
the people for putting into it this provision: ‘‘All powers « 
ferred by this article shall extend to the several States, the Terri- 
tories, the District of Columbia, and ali territory under the sov- 
ereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States.” I 
wait for the revelation upon that point. {Laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side. | 

I do not know, but L have had a kind of a suspicion (I hope it 
will not prove to be well founded) that our eloquent and distin 
guished friend from Maine who will close the debate has been 
buncoed, That, unable to bear him down when the Porto Rican 
question was up, his Republican brethren whom he chastised then 
have now circumvented him, I think I can see the grin of ma 
licious mischief spread over tho faces of these men, the men 
who trembled when the gentleman from Maino had the floor on 
the Porto Rican tariff bill, who shrank away when he towered 
above them; I think I can see the smile of satisfaction broadening 
into shouts of exultation as they contemplate the gentleman from 
Maine laboring at the task they have set for him, that of trying 
to explain how it is advisable or necessary to send this articlo 
abroad. {Laughter onthe Democratic side. | 

That performance is something to which we, too, look forward 
with lively anticipation. If explanation of the inexplicable can 
be found, if reason for the unreasonable can be discovered, if ex- 
cuse for the inexcusable can be invented, I have not a particle of 
doubt that the very best that can be done will be furnished by the 
gentleman from Maine, who is undoubtedly capable of doing all 
that it is possible for a largeman inasmalltrap todo. We heard 
him in a good cause, when he stood for the Constitution, when he 
stood as great men of his own State and great men of this nation 
stood many a time. 

Then, as we heard the echo of his powerful voice in this room, 
we were charmed by his logic, we admired his courage, we abso- 
lutely pitied and yet enjoyed the shrinking timidity with which 
the smaller men on his side dropped away from him. We ob- 
served how bold he was, how he challenged them to the conte 
almost invited them by name, how he paused and waited for 
them to come to the front and break a lance with him. It was 
at once gratifying, and yet nearly heartrending, to behold how 
they shrank away and how they shriveled in the superior pr 
ence. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, I have no doubt that when I conclude my remarks this 
afternoon, and the gentleman rises, these same men will gatl 
into their seats—they are not all here now, some are enjoying the 
open fresh air [laughter ]—how they will gather into their seats, 
and how they will rejoice to hear from the lips of the eloquent 
gentleman from Maine a defense and justification of their course 
and arepudiation of hisown. [Laughteron the Democratic side. } 

As I said before, this will be done as well as anybody could do 
it; and while it is done, and after it is done, we shall have an op- 
portunity to observe and determine whether the man from Maine 
is most powerful, rising above his party upon a great question 
and standing for the right, the eternal right, standing in the ranks 
of statesmen who stood for the Constitution in the years that are 
gone, standing where he will be noted in years to come, or whether 
he will be amore powerful and more conspicuous figure in the réle 
of defender and apologist, for the policy that his party has brought 
upon him, even beyond the possibility of voting for an amend- 
ment to change it. Defending the Constitution will, I believe, 
prove a nobler work than apologizing for this sham amendment. 

Now, what do you mean by this? My notion—I submit it to 
the gentleman from Maine, because if I am wrong about it he 
will correct me I know—my notion is something lke this: Here 
is a declaration by those who may vote for the submission of this 
amendment, that the Constitution at present does not reach where 
Congressional legislation may go; in other words, we here have 
an illustration of what the gentleman who supported the Porto 
Rican tariff bill—the gentlemen who were in favor of following 
the path of ‘‘our plain duty” backward [laughter and applause} 
characterized as the infirmity of the Constitution, 

lf it isnot a recognition of that, what is it? Either this propo- 
sition, independently of this provision, will go to the remotest 

arts of the earth to which our power extends, to which our legis- 
ation reaches; or it will not. hat must be true. We must take 
one or the other side of a proposition which has only two sides, 
Suppose this provision were left out of this constitutional amend- 
ment, and suppose in that form the amendment should go into 
the Constitution, would this new power extend as far as tho 
power of legislation goes, or would it not? It would not do both; 
it would not at the same time go and remain behind. 

If I had before me the most forceful and eloquent and convinc- 
ing speech of the gentleman from Maine, and if time would per- 
mit the reading of it, I would prove conclusively to any donbter 
that the Constitution does not need to be carried anywhere by 
Congressional legislation; that wherever Congressional legislation 
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goes there will be also the mighty, supervising, ever-controliing 
Constitution, to guard the rights of the people and curb the power 
of the Congress. I could prove that far more conclusively by 
quoting from that gentleman than I could by any words or argu- 
ments of my own. 

I do not know whether or not any change has come over the 
spirit of his dreams. If this amendment, with this first section 
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left out, would extend without Congressional aid, why is the first | 


section put in? I have no doubt the gentleman from Maine will 
tell us why, if there is areason for it which he cares to give. Upon 
the Republican theory, the power of Congress over ‘‘our new 
possessions” is unlimited, unrestrained by the Constitution or 
anything else. Upon that theory Congress would have no greater 
power in ‘‘our new possessions ” with this section 1 in the Con- 
stitution than it would have without it. Then it is clear that sec- 
tion 1 is put forward for the double purpose of forcing gentlemen 
like the gentleman from Maine to vote for an interpretation of 
the Constitution which they have repudiated, and to invite gen- 
tlemen upon this side to vote against a doctrine that is false and a 
proposition that isa fraud. Section 1 is but a sorry trap, except 
for those who wish to be caught. 

Now, if you vote for the submission of this constitutional 
amendment with this provision in it, how will it lie in your 
mouth or the mouth of any man to say that in your or his belief 
the Constitution possesses a power of its own to go as far as Con- 
gressional legislation can extend? This provision did not drop in 
here by accident. This amendment was shaped and put together 
in the secret recesses of the Republican council chamber. 

It was put in to catch somebody, and I am sorry to say that one 
of the people they designed to catch—I hope somehow or other he 
will get out of it—is my friend LITTLEFIELD from Maine. It was 
put in with the purpose of catching Brother LITTLEFIELD and his 
confréres and also for the purpose of catching, if we may be caught, 
if we are ready to be taken with chaff, anybody on this side of the 
House who may persuade himself that he is supporting the Demo- 
cratic party and standing by the Constitution in voting for this 
bogus Republican amendment. 

What other effect does this provision have? Does it not amount 
to a declaration that independently of it this proposed constitu- 
tional amendment would not extend to those outlying posses- 
sions, as some gentlemen wish to call them—those possessions 
left in Cuba, not yet stolen by Neely and his confréres [laughter], 
what has not yet been gobbled up in Porto Rico, and the little 
strips here and there, ever varying, of what we control in the 
Philippines. [Laughter and applause. | 

Now, when we legislate with reference to any of these things 
independently of this provision, independently of this section 1-- 
if the remainder of this proposed amendment were in the Consti- 
tution—would it be necessary, in order to get it in force some- 
where, to specially exploit this provision? I will wait for a reply 
from the eloquent gentleman from Maine. If it is the old reply, 
he will say, ‘‘No; this Constitution of our fathers, by decisions, 
unvarying and unbroken, of our Supreme Court, by the consensus 
of opinion and solemn declarations of the wise and great men of 
all parties in our land, is a mighty instrument that goes as far as 
American legislative power ever can extend.” If he does not say 
that, then I have nothing to do with harmonizing what he does 
say with what he did say. [Laughter and applause. | 

it it is necessary to put in this provision, why was it not broad- 
ened so as to extend to the old, decrepit, helpless Constitution? 
Why was it that you would carry by this section 1 the pow- 
ers conferred by this proposed Article XVI, and none other— 
why is it that these powers only shall extend so far and operate 
automatically to so great an extent, if the Constitution does not 
extend by its own vigor wherever American law can extend, 
wherever American legislation can be, wherever American civil 
rule can exist? Why did you not, while you were about it, try to 
give a little more force to the Constitution itself? 

I may well dwell upon this extraordinary section 1, this novel 

thing, this curio in constitutional amendments; and I am antici- 
pating, as far as I can, what is going to be said for it. 
. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Ray], in his remarks yes- 
terday, said that if it should be held that the Constitution does 
not extend to these outlying provinces, section 1 will carry there 
this article 16. That I presume is true; but what about the re- 
mainder of the Constitution? 

If you take this extraordinary precaution about Article XVI, 
which you never expect to get into the Constitution, why not 
take a little precaution about the remainder of the Constitution? 
If it should be held that the Constitution does not extend, why 
not have a provision in here to extend it? What a Constitution 
we should have if this provision should go in and that contention 
were held to be true! Then we would have the whole original 
Constitution circumscribed and limited and its provisions under 
Congressional control, while we would have this amendment, this 
Article X VI, appointed to range the wide world over, wherever the 
flag might fly, wherever an American gun might be heard, wher- 
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ever the American soldier might kill or be killed, in the Philip. 
pinesor elsewhere, This constitutional amendment, presumab!y 
would go to shelter and protect and encourage—the rest of {)\. 
Constitution far behind—seas between, the nations intervening 

Now, gentlemen, in all sincerity, what do you think of this 
amendment, so sacred that nothing shall be offered to better it. 
distinctly Republican, according to the gentleman from Ohio 
who seems to know what is Republican, that you must vote fo: 
it or vote against it? 

Ought any great question of difficulty to be presented at ¢) 
point? Ought there to be any trouble about voting against ¢| 
amendment? 

Now, there we haveit. There it is. Gentlemen, again I as; 
Why do you refuse to allow an amendment to be considered })er? 
Is it because you think that just this amendment and nothing ejeo 
is for the people the best that can be put into the Constitution 
No. I venture to say thereis hardly a man here—I do not belieye 
there is one; let me think better of the House, let me think better 
of my political opponents than to suspect that there isa man to 
be found in this body who will have the hardihood and the ef- 
frontery to say that you desire to have this amendment just this 
way, because you consider that in just this form it would be best 
for the eens. 

You do not even make pretense of that. You do not even dis. 
guise your purpose. You are trying to carry yourselves throuch 
acampaign. You are trying to make the people believe that you 
can not do anything unless you have a constitutional amendment. 
You are trying to make the people believe that you have gone to 
the limit; that when the bill which is reported and which will be 
acted > to-morrow has passed into law or the Senate tomb, 
you will have gone to the limit beyond which there is no consti- 
tutional possibility of going. 

And then when the people point to the mighty trusts that have 

rown up since March 4, 1897; when they call to your attention the 
act that these trusts have grown up under the shelter of your 
laws and that the men in them, in many instances, are the men 
who control the destinies of your party, who control your con- 
ventions and buy your elections, you are going to say, ‘‘ Why, 
my good fellow; why, my dear sir, we have gone just as far as we 
could go until we get increased power by a constitutional amend- 
ment.” Your object is to shelve the trust question. Your object 
is to delude the people into the belief that you can not do any- 
thing more than you are about to do, than you will do to-morrow, 
unless you have a constitutional amendment. 

Considering what a monster the trust is; considering how men, 
women, and children are perishing before it; considering how 
liberty is going out in individual instances, how individual enter- 
prises are blighted and crushed and individual lives wrecked and 
ruined by the mighty trusts, would it not be well enough to see 
how far ,constitutional power does go? Suppose in your eager- 
ness to reach the trusts, if you had any eagerness, suppose in your 
desire to curb the trusts, if you possessed that desire, you were to 
pass a law that in some of its features shou!d prove unconstitu- 
tional. What then? 

It at least would stand in evidence, it at least would stand es- 
tablished, that you had not only gone as far as you could go, but 
that in your eagerness to meet a growing evil and to correcta 
great wrong, toproduce great good, you had gone even further— 
you had pressed the Constitution to its utmost bounds, you had 
used your legislative power even beyond the point where you have 
a constitutional warrant for its employment upon this question. 
Oh, no; you have no such idea as that. oa 

How many trusts are sheltered behind the protective tarill’ 
How many trusts are created by it? How many trusts could not 
live independent of it? Are you ready to pick out a single art cle 
upon which there is a heavy duty, which is controlled by a trust 
and by the sale oramonopoly of which the American people are 
al, and take that protective tariff duty off of it? No; notone. 

You have been asked in this Congress; you have been asked by 
the press of the country; you have been asked upon the hustines: 
you have been asked over and over to do that, and you will not 
do it. What is your reason? Is ita good one? You talk abont 
a ‘“‘protective system.” Do you wish to be understood that the 

rotective system is designed to build up and maintain trusts: 

s that what you wish to be understood as talking about when 
you talk about your protective system? If that be true, proclaim 
your purpose boldly. Say that you love the tariff for the trusts 
it makes. [Applause on the Democratic side.| Say that you re 
tain the high protective tariff for the trusts it shelters and }ro- 
tects. Say that you love the tree for the fruit it bears, and that 
you water and cultivate it for what may be gathered from it. 

If that is not what you mean by the protective system how 
can you deny that the trust isa false growth? And yet you w'’’ 

reserve and protect it, and yet the people shall have no rei! 
Soom its blight. How, gentlemen, are you going to account t 
the American people for that? What account do you give °° 
yourselves? It will not do in this dav and hour; it will not co 
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when this trust evil is sremaeooe throughout the land and when 
millions are in its grasp, soulless, cruel, inexorable—it will not do 
then—to prate about the beauties of the protective tariff system 
asasystem. It will not do even to dignify it by calling it an 
American system. 

Can you deny that there are trusts sheltered under it? Do you 


know that those trusts would thrive as well if they were not pro- | 


tected by it? If you do not, it is your duty to lower the tariff wall 
to smite the trusts behind it. It is not even necessary that you 
know that if you remove the tariff from some of these trust arti- 
cles relief would come to the people, but unless you absolutely 
know it would not it is your duty to remove the high protective 
tariff and try the experiment. You will not doit. Why? Isit 
because you are looking so carefully after the interests of the 
people? Thatreason, it seems to me, is not satisfactory. If there 
is any other, let us have it. Indeed, we know what it is. 

Now, that is one means of dealing with the trusts. You will 
notresort toit. Youcan notclaim that that is not constitutional. 
You can not claim that there is any constitutional trouble in the 
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I understand, the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary say 
that. Why would it be unconstitutional? They have not told, 
and they can not tell. They rejected amendments to that effect 
The trusts must not be hampered thus. The postal system must 
be useful to them and the Neeleys. 

Take the monopoly of the patent law. How easy it would be 
| while legis!ating against trusts to fixa shorter term during which 
| the patentee shall have the exclusive use and control of his pat- 
| ent, and then Congress can easily fix an additional term during 
| which the patentee shall have complete control, subject to the 
limitation that he shall, upon reasonable terms, permit the use of 
| the patented article and grant the right to manufacture it on a 

reasonable royalty. Wouldthat be unconstitutional? I think not. 
| Who says it would be? Is there not a remedy there? 

Then we have demonstrated under the law how another power 
can be used and how effective it is. Once there were in this 
country State banks of issue. It was thought advisable to destroy 
these State banks as banks of issue and have none but national 
banks of issue. The Congress of the United States placed upon 


way of taking off a high protective tariff when a trust shelters | the issue of State banks a tax of 10 per cent. Of course no State 


behind it, when a trust robs behind it, almost murders behind it. 
Youcan not claim there is any constitutional trouble in the way. 
All there is of it, you will not relieve where you may; you will not 
lift the ban where you have the unquestioned power to lift it. 

You will not give the people relief when the way to relief is 
plain and distinct. You will not even try the experiment, if you 
doubt whether relief will come. How can you doubt it? How 
can you doubt that if there is a heavy protective tariff duty upon 
a particular article, excluding foreign articles of the same kind, 
and that article here is manufactured and controlled and mar- 
keted by a trust—how can you doubt that the taking off of that 
duty and the opening of the —_ of the country to the free im- 
portation of that article will destroy your home trust? 

But it is suggested, wisely and sagely, in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee, that if you destroy the trusts here at 

ome by lifting the duty you simply invite a world-wide trust. 
That logic is fine, that prospect is delightful, that assurance is re- 
freshing. The trust is here, strangling the American citizen, 
robbing his wife and children, doubling and trebling prices, shel- 
tered behind a a tariff, supported by it, defended by it, 
andin the final analysis, upon the last call, in giving your ulti- 
mate reason, you say, ‘‘ We will not take off that duty, because 
if ve do we invite the formation of a world trust upon the same 
article.’ 

Gentlemen, do consider that a good reason? Do you hope 
that anybody will consider it a good reason? Do you hope that 
the reason, which is no reason and which you know is no reason, 
will be accepted by the intelligent American public as a reason? 
Now, what a nice little time we might have in the case that is 
supposed, in the case that you yourselves admit in the report, if 
we were to remove the high protective tariff duty and get rid of 
the trust that is! Why, there would be a breathing spell at least. 
This world-wide trust would not be formed in an hour, would it? 
No adverse elements, no difficulties about it, no huge thing that 
might break of its own weight? 

Ah, the world-wide trust, the trust that is to be, the trust that 
is to goas far as this consiitutional amendment is to be sent by 
section 1; the trust that is to go farther; the world-wide trust that, 
according to your philosophy, is to go farther than the Constitu- 
tion can go; that is a dream, a specter. That is merely a scare- 
crow which you set up to frighten away the blackbirds. It will 
not answer for reasoning men; it will not answer in the light of 
a It will not answer for the intelligent American 
public, 

Get rid of the trust that is, give us freedom now, give us ex- 
emption from robbery here; and until the world-wide trust is 
formed, if it ever is, we at least will fare better; and when your 
world-wide trust is formed, if ever it is, we will fare no worse, 
Relieve us from the robbery now, strike down the oppressor that 
is at the throat of the independent American citizen, and we will 
take the chances upon the oppressor who is to come by and by 
from somewhere in the wide, wide world. Do not fear, my 
friends, about that combination that is to come, if you break up 
the combinations that have come. 

Now, there is a little device known and tried in this country for 
years with considerable success, that of excluding from the mails 
certain matter, such as lottery tickets and correspondence about 
lottery tickets and various things that may go through the mails 
with reference to lottery tickets. Could not that be applied to 
— pe wennence and trust business carried on through the 

ails 

Would it be unconstitutional to extend that to trusts, to de- 
nominate them robbers when they are robbers, to call crime 
crime when it is crime? Would it be unconstitutional to extend 
the provisions of the anti-lottery law, of the anti-swindling and 
anti-green goods and anti-bogus operator law, to the operator of 
the trusts? Who says that would be unconstitutional? Why, as 


| bank could pay 10 per cent for the issue of notes and do business. 
The result was that from the hour that law took effect not another 
State bank note was issued, and if that law remains in force not 
another State bank note will be issued between now and judg- 
ment day. 

Could not that power be applied to the monstrous abuse that 
constitutes thetrusts? Could not the taxing power reach them? 
Surely it could, but you will not apply it. For another example, 
consider the oleomargarine law. 

Control over the traffic in intoxicating liquors has been given 
to the States. A bill was passed by the House a few days ago to 
put convict-made goods under State control. Why not trust- 
made goods also? Simply because the party in power will not 
pass any law that might be effective against trusts. 

These are some of the means that might be employed constitu- 
tionally, without doubt, because they have been sustained by the 
decisions of the courts on laws now in operation, and effective 
operation, inmany instances beneficently operating; yet with this 
greatest of evils, with the hideous oppression of the grossest of 
despoilers, you will not deal effectively. Instead of honest effort 
to reach the trusts by approved legal methods, you pretend that 
you must have a constitutional amendment, and try todelude the 
people into the belief that they can have no relief except through 
a constitutional amendment, saying to them that relief must be 
denied because the power to extend it does not exist. 

You gentlemen may have supposed when you fabricated this 
amendment that you would reap some political advantage in the 
House, and in the country when you go from the House to the 
country. You may think it would be some embarrassment to 
somebody upon this side to vote against this monstrosity; to vote 
against an amendment to destroy the power of the States; to vote 
against an amendment which would put upon the Constitution 
the most pernicious construction. 

You may think it would be some embarrassment to vote against 
such a constitutional amendment. For one, I find no embarrass- 
ment in it. Suppose the amendment be submitted to the people, 
what would be the condition of things? Then you would proclaim, 
and you would have the action of the House for justification, that 
nothing could be done until thirty-four of the States should ratify 
the constitutional amendment. Then the question before the 
American people would be whether this amendment ought to be 
ratified by the several States and what would the States do about 
it? What would you do? Would you ask your poopie to vote for 
this amendment to the Constitution? I for one would not. 

I would scorn to go before the people who sent me here and ad- 
vocateanysuch policy. [Applause.] Iwouldscorntosay tothem, 
the humblest and most insignificant one of them even, ‘‘Try to 
elect men to the legislature who will vote to ratify this amendment 
to the Constitution, who will suffer this miserable proposition, 
this sham and bogus proposition, this mean little Republican 

olitical proposition, to prevail in the mighty sovereign State of 

issouri.” 1 would scorn to start it,and I do not propose to start 
it by voting for it here. 

Now, there is the amendment, with whatever of politics is gath- 
ered about it. It was born of political need, as 1 said before. I 
do not criticise you gentlemen for trying to make political capital, 
though you really ought not to try to play with both the Constitu- 
tionand the people. There isa kind of yearning in human nature, 
a kind of instinct—perhaps an instinct of self-preservation—that 
causes people to reach out and grab for that which they think they 
need, causes a drowning man to catch even at a straw, causes a 
man who has a disease that is mortal, if he feels better to-day, to 
persuade himself that he will be still better to-morrow and has 
long years of life beforehim. No; I donot blame you for striving 
to lay up something for the rainy day that is coming for you. 

Your whole course is tainted with scandal. The American citi- 
zen who walks through your charnel house is forced to hold his 
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nose, because the stenches are many and allof them bad. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] No wonder you are trying to get 
some political capital. You legislated about Porto Rico. What 
did you do? Passed an un-American actestablishing a despotism 
down there, treating the people worse than Spain ever treated 


them, disgracing the American name, violating the American 
honor, bringing the blush of shame to the cheek of American 
citizenship. 


You stifled your own committees. You muzzled the honest 
men of your own household. You continue the burdens of the 
wartaxes. Yourappropriations arerecklessandenormous, Your 
pupils in imperialism have plundered like the minions of tyrants. 
To what chapter of your republican rae can you turn 
and hope for the approval of the people? I do not chide you, I do 
not find fault with you, for this last desperate effort to get some- 
thing out of this constitutional amendment. If you get anything 
out of it, it will be because the American people are far more 
stupid than I think they are, and because delusion is much more 
attractive to them than plain conduct and honest acts. 

Can there be anything in the proposition that because you label 
this “‘ anti-trust” we shall not look beyond the name, beyond the 
label? You have labeled many things other than what they are. 
{Laughter.] You have been guilty of false pretenses. There is 
not a a of your political nostrums that will bear inspection. 
{Laughter.| It may be taken by label, but it can not be by sample, 
much less by test of reasonable quantities. Here is the label: 
“Anti-trust Compound.” Why the trusts would be more powerful, 
the chancesof the trusts would be better, the power of the _ to 
meet and overcome them would be less, if this amendment of 
yours were in the Constitution to-day. Put this into the Consti- 
tution, and the power of the Statesis gone. Surely you draw 
your power from nowhere else. All the gain in the power of 
Congress would be at the expense of the State. 

The gentleman from Maine (Mr. LitTLEriELD) asked me about 
**concurrent”  ——_ The jurisdiction I am in favor of is 
that which will insure ample power to the United States if they 
lack it. Iam willing to vote for an amendment to make sure of 
it and to put the power clearly above and beyond the quibbles 
that you make and which you urge in the courts. To put it 
beyond your quibbles, to get clear of all criticism as to the want 
of power, I am willing to amend; but Iam not willing to amend 
so as to take from forty-five States the power that they now pos- 
a. Each creates corporations at present; each may control 

em. 

In my own State and in many other States they are created by 
general law. Any body of people wanting to do something law- 
ful and proper, by complying with the requirements of the law 
may be incorporated. You ry to wipe that away, do you? 
You propose to take control of these State corporations? You 
propose to say which one of them you will denounce and destroy, 
if you destroy any of them, which ones you will shelter and pro- 
tect. Iam — to that kind of legislation. Talk about con- 
current jurisdiction! I am not talking about that jurisdiction 
which is concurrent until the greater power of the United States 
is exercised. 

It is sible by constitutional amendment, it is feasible and 
right, if you are going to attempt a constitutional amendment at 
all, to provide that in the Federal realm where the powers of the 
General Government are supreme, the power over trusts shall be 
complete and ample—as I believe it is now—that there shall be no 
room for question about that—and in the smaller realm where the 
State has control, where affairs are more a under the 
jurisdiction of the people, there too power shall be unquestioned. 

With power in the Federal Government, full and ample, to deal 
with trusts in the national domain as the Constitution has fixed it, 
and with full and ample power remaining in the States to deal, 
each in its own realm, with such tions, where will you 
find shelter for the trusts, providing (and that provision must 
always be made) that the le elect to make and to execute 
their laws men who will be honest and courageous and faithful? 

Trusts have wn within the last three years as they never 

w before. They are mightier, they have invaded more new 
ields, conquered more new provinces, made more new blaves than 
ever before. And yet you bid the people wait until you get a 
constitutional amendmen*. And such a constitutional amend- 
ment! Wait until we get this, not something else; notsomethin 

better; not something that can be sup by the judgment o 
men; notsomething that is in the interest of the American citizen. 
Wait until you can get this partisan measure; wait until you can 
get something stamped “‘republican;” wait until you can get this 
ratified as a republican measure; wait until the Republican 
controls three-fourths of the States of the American nation; wait 
until the Repnblican ae what it has not now under its 
present leaders—a sincere desire to cure the trust evil. 

Put your amendment into the Constitution, and then 
would have a monopoly of corporation making. It would create 
them by special acts, and in making many corporations the trusts 
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which it would create would not be few. And if you do) 
whether these law-created trusts would have the power to ms 
tain themselves and stifle competition, note that there is bu} 
railroad road bridge over the Potomac at Washington, and ¢} 
many efforts to get Congressional leave to build others have })-. 
defeated, to perpetuate a monopoly. Note how corporati 
which Congress has fastened upon the District of Columbi, 
influential enough to prevent competing companiesfrom secu) 
eee to compete. This amendment would pro) 
breeder of trusts. 

That is putting off the resurrection a long while; that is pro! 
ing imprisonment through life; that is inflicting the death , 
alty without benefit of clergy. ‘‘ Wait until you get this am: 
ment!” When? Who believes you are ever going to get 
None of you—none of you. What in the meantime? To ey, 
attack made upon you, to every appeal directed to you, to. 
cry for relief from those in distress, the one answer, stereoty, 
will come: “‘My God, dear people! Wecan not do anything | 
we get this constitutional amendment;” and then aside, “ whj, 
thank God, we never will get.” (Laughter and applause on 
Democratic side. ) 

Now, do you suppose that the American people merely way) 
something spectacular in the coming campaign? Do you sup 
that the American people are interested in the trust as a show 
Do you suppose the trust does not go farther and deeper, does no: 
strike harder and afflict longer, than the trivial little passing 
things of the hour? You have the opportunity to learn what tho 
American people think and determine. 

I am not going into the businessof prophecy. Itisnot prophecy, 
it is demonstration, to say that the American people feel }) 
foundly 6n this subject, that they will scorn the man or the pa: 
of men who in the hour of their extremity—who in their distress 
who, when they are suffering from mighty wrong, will si, | 
them ‘‘Be patient; wait until we give you a distinctive Republica: 
constitutional amendment; wait until we force into the Constitu- 
tion of the United States an amendment which never wil! ge: 
there—which we do not design to put there.” Gentlemen, do not 
trifle too long with the American people. They have been pati: 
with you. 

You have referred to the war, and talked about saving t 
Union. You have had “ the old flag” swung in the air, and ha) 
talked about the flag as though it were your flag and not « 
also. You have talked about never hauling it down; you have 
said ‘‘ where the flag has once been raised, there it shall float ani 
float forever.” You have attached to you certain blocks of voter 
—some through ignorance, dense, and dark, and deep—some 
through interest and cupidity ; you have them secure [ presu 
but there is a great intelligent body of American citizens who 
constitute the majority of the American people. 

You are presuming to mislead them; you are presuming to 
ain their votes by false pretenses and to lull them into a sen 
of security where there is no security. But this is notall. If you 

should sucteed in your schemes the condition of the people. i 
stead of remaining the same, with deliverance delayed, wil! be 
much worse. The trust, like most evils, is a progressive ev! 
disease is contagious and infectious, Trust breeds trust; robbe: 
encourages and excuses robbery. 

Pretense, hypocrisy, successful delusion of the people, only i! 
vite more of the same thing. Let this deception be rewarded. |«' 
the people be blinded by such pretenses, let them forget their | 
interest, and forego their present er: and the time, pe 
haps, will not be far distant when the gentlemen who now talk 
about the trust not being “‘necessarily bad” and the gent!em: 
who say there is no trust, and the gentlemen who say that if | 
trust is bad they will deal with it, may be emboldened, as they see 
the people more helpless and the power of the trust greater «i! 
the trust more exacting, and its contributions for varty puryos’s 
more satisfactory—they may be encouraged and emboldene! '» 
say “‘ The trust has come to stay; the trust isnot to be fought: t 
trust is not to be disciplined; the trust is a modern develo)! 
the trust is a product of this great and mighty power « 
‘progress,’ and is the evidence of prosperity.” 

Some gentleman talked about “prosperity and the trust.” | 
conceded that the trust lately has grown as never before. ! 
conceded that the growth of the trust has been phenomena 
McKinley's three years, and he said its growth is due to the | 
—_— of the country. My friends, do you think the people wan' 

© prosperity that makes the trust? That is the prosper!) 
which you are boasting, is it? That is what you mean when )\"! 
talk about “‘prosperity abroad in the land?” eo 

You mean that the trusts are prosperous, that those who 
in their smiles and enjoy their favors are prosperous. But t! 
are many who are under their ban, who are damned by t!: 
curse, who are robbed at will by the trust as it goes itsway. | 
people do not regard that as prosperity. The trust is here, gen’ 
men say, because the country is prosperous, because so much | as 
been done by the Administration for the country, therefore t' 
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trust is here; the trust is the concomitant, the attendant, the 
running mate of Administration prosperity. 

The pfosperity which I believe the American people would 
relish and which they ought to have—the only prosperity worthy 
of the name—is the prosperity that reaches the rank and file of 
American citizenship; the prosperity that brightens the humble 
home, that makes the lot of the humblest man in the land more 
worth living; the prosperity that reaches the industrious man in 
the field, in the shop, in the store, in the office; the prosperity 
that is broadspread and far-reaching; the prosperity that raises 
the general level; not the prosperity that erects magnificent build- 
ings where trust offices may be held and the trust magnate may 
dictate toa subservient world below; not the prosperity that gath- 
ers millions into few hands and dispenses charity and hospitality 
here and there; not the prosperity that magnifies the few and loses 
sight of the many; but the prosperity that is all pervading, the 
prosperity that goes with equality, the prosperity that fosters 
independent manhood, that brightens the sky of childhood, that 
enlarges the horizon of human kind. That is the prosperity that 
is worth having, and that prosperity is not the breeder of trusts; 
nor is it their offspring. 

That pr rity comes with just and equal laws. That pros- 
perity will dawn upon this country, that prosperity will abide in 
this country, when just and equal laws come, and when partiality 
and favoritism, injustice, wrong, and oppression, subterfuge, 
chicanery, and pretense are banished these halls by the sovereign 
edict of the sovereign people. That is the prosperity which we 
invite. That is the prosperity which none of us need shrink from. 
That is the prosperity for which the American citizen >. 
That is the prosperity for which he plans, for which he works, 
which he earns. Deny it notto him. Do not try to delude him 
into the belief that it may come, not now but in the far-distant, 
uncertain future, when you get a miserable constitutional amend- 
ment, a sham, a fraud, anda pretense, a snare and a delusion, a 
hypocritical performance, into the Constitution. Do not try to 
delude him into that belief. 

Nearly one hundred years have passed since any amendments 
to the Constitution were adopted, saving and excepting only the 
three which came out of the throes of the terrible war between 
the States. Do you believe that in these piping times of peace an 
amendment which is projected as a party amendment, stamped 
as a party amendment, made a party amendment, distinctively, 
offensively, and proscriptively—do you believe that kind of an 
amendment can into the Constitution? Is that broad-minded 
statesmanship? Is there in the offering of it a desire to do good to 
anybody or thing except the Republican party and the trusts? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 have talked longer than I expected to do. 
I do not know that any good comes from speaking to the House 
upon these questions. I have addressed myself to the House not 
so much at my own Gesire as at the suggestion and request of some 
of my colleagues. 

The matter, sofar as we are concerned, is with the House. Upon 
that side you can not carry your hypocritical amendment through. 
Upon that side you can not submit it to the people. You can not 
throw this bit of waste paper to the people. You can not carry 
to them this chaff, and say, ‘‘ Here, eat and be strong.” You can 
not carry to them this wash, and say, “ Drink and let your thirst 
be slaked.” It needs assistance from this side. I for one shall 
not render it. 

If this goes to the people, if this abortion of an amendment is 
thrown in their faces, if this sham, this insult, is offered to them, 
if this attempt at deluding them is to succeed in this House, I at 
least will have the satisfaction of knowing that I did not further 
the Republican partisan enterprise, that I am not in the bunco 
game, am neither playing it for myself nor allowing myself to be 
hoodwinked and deluded or coaxed or driven into contributing to 
the Republican relief fund. What credit can you upon this side 
get for helping the pretenders? What credit will any of you get 
for voting with the Republican party for such a thing as this 
when they say to you bluntly and offensively, ‘‘ You shail have 
nothing to do with framing a constitutional amendment for sub- 
mission to your constituents; you must vote for our amendment 
or vote against it?” 

Such insolence, such defiance, will have over here an effect far 
different from that which you may have calculated upon. Small 
will be the help you will get from us in your effort to make capi- 
tal for your party. We will show you that we can vote against 
your sham amendment and that we fear not to doit, For one, I 
will vote against it most gladly, and you will find me in a goodly 
company. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I have no fear 
about the result when I return to give an account to the people 
who sent me here. They will approve of opposition to your false 
pretenses. [Applause on the Democratic side. | » 

For three and a quarter years you have been trifling with the 
people while the trusts grew and waxed ae and stronger and 
more numerous and still more numerous. ow you are about to 
be called to account, You would like very much to get another 
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four years’ lease of power. You know youcan not get it upon the 
record which you cane made, and so you offer a fake record, 
Have you forgotten what Lincoln said? 
_ You can fool all the people some of the time and some of the pe 
time, but you can not Mol all the people all the time. 

We give over to you those whom yor can fool all the time, but 
to those whom you have fooled part of the time—and long enough, 
surely—those whom you can not fool all the time, we shall appeal 
for judgment against you. And in our long indictment place 
will be found for a charge of false pretenses and hypocrisy with 
reference to the trust question. We need not summon witnesses 
to prove your guilt; you are confessing it right here and now. 
Bow your heads and submit to the sentence of your indignant 
sovereign, the people. Vacate—make way for Bryan and reform. 
[Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 
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APPENDIX. 

Mr. De ARMOND, from the Committee on the Judi 
lowing as the views of the minority: 

[To accompany H.J. Res. 138. ] 

The undersigned members of the Committee on the Judiciary do not agr 
with the committee in reporting with a favorable recommendation House 
joint resolution No. 138, proposing an amendment to the Constitution in 
relation to trusts. 

However desirable it may be to increase the power of Congress over the 
growing and most burdensome evil popularly known as the “ trust,”’ we do 
not concede that Congress now is as impotent in the presence of the trust as 
the committee would have us believe; and whatever the power or the lack 
of power of Congress may be, the constitutional amendment recommended 
by the committee is but a feeble response to what the committee regard as a 
loud and imperative call. 

If, as we believe to be true, the public welfare should be the chief concern 
of the legislator, the American people may have cause to regret that tho 
trust question has been seized upon for party advantage. Perhaps those who 
are the victims of the trust—and their name is legion, with the number fast 
increasing—when they learn the facts about the course of the committee in 
dealing with the subject of amending the Constitution and the law, may con- 
clude that their protection was less in mind than the advancement of the in 
terests of a political party. Anyhow, the fact is that the members of the 
subcommittee appointed supposedly for the consideration of the trust sub 
ject were divided, by action of the majority, into two parts a!ong the line of 
political affiliation, those of the majority party to consider what the exigen 
cies of party politics might demand, and the minority to wait for the deliv- 
erance of the majority. 

In other words, committeemen of one party only were deemed useful in 
framing the trust amendments to the Constitution and the law. A political 
trust was formed to operate upon the trust, possibly because the trust may 
be oer a political turn. And after the committee had passed upon tho 
work of the subcommittee, so well along was the political undertaking that 
a report of thirty-four pages of printed matter was ready to go into tho 
House with the seupesel Constitutional amendment now before us, on the 
very day that the full committee authorized the making of a report to tho 
House. To those at all familiar with the modus operandi no surprise will be 
occasioned by the statement of the fact that this long report was not exhibite:| 
to the minority, but presented to the House direct by the majority, as if tho 
putting of itin thus and the keeping of it under cover until it was put in 
might operate as a party ‘“* scoop.”’ 

And then how particular the gentlemen of the majority were lest the 
minority might obtain afew hours’ time for the preparation and filing of 
their views beyond the period by the majority deemed sufficient from their 
standpoint, and toward the accomplishment of their purposes. If it be said 
that they were somewhat parsimonious in doling out time to the minority 
from eagerness to take up their resolution and get it through the House for 
the relief of a suffering public, one may wonder why they did not report 
long ago. So much for the course of events so far. Who knows but that if 
there had been a purpose to help the people as a first consideration instead 
of a purpose to — the G. O. P. we might have before the House a better 
amendment upon which all, in the interest of the people, might agree? 

In journeying toward a conclusion as to whether Congress is so nearly 
powerless as the committee tells us it is, it might be worth while to inquire 
what efforts have those charged with the enforcement of the laws made to 
bring to judgment some, or any, of the myriad of notorious violators of tho 
existing antitrust laws? And when we find that the chief of those whose 
duty it is to prosecute offenders against that law persistently “fails and 
refuses ’’ to prosecute any of them, the query arises most naturally: Are wo 
suffering most from a lack of law or power to make law, or from a lack of 
officers willing to enforce the law? At least, weshould not permit ourselves 
to drop too readily into the notion that we can do nothing substantial in the 
way of legislating, or that we have done nothing of consequence in that way, 
so long as we are afflicted with executors of the law who will not so much as 
try to execute it. 

The committee appears to find a part of its remedy,a political part, of 
course, in amendments to the law which now is upon our statute books, un- 
used for lack of officers to execute it, though officers are so plentiful that 
they jostle one another in their overcrowding. And the committee's view 
of the matter (political view, of course) is that the thing needful is toimp 
severer penalties (on paper) upon those who are not prosecuted, by ame: 
ing the law so as to make it abound in heavier fines, which the prosecuting 
officers of the Government will not try to have assessed, and longer terms 
of imprisonment for the offenders, whom they will not try to indict. And 
such is the mixture of politics and law. 

The committee report of % printed pages contains a carefully prepared 
treatise upon the protective tariff, to persuade the country (something else 
than persuasion being ample for the House, while trying to make political 
capital for the party which controls it) that the tariff has no bearing upon 
the trust evil, and that no blow could be landed upon the modern octopus by 
taking away the efficient agency of the tariff, by which, in many instances 
and with respect to many things, monopoly is formed and enabled to wax 
strong and rob. 

For want of time, as well as because we do not believe the people or the 
Congress just now are deeply agitated over the tariff question, we shall 
follow the example set by the committee in inflicting upon the reade: 
whether he be patient or the reverse, a discourse upon that familiar sub} 
But perhaps we might venture to observe, in passing, that if all protect 
ive tariffs were not in tendency and in varying degrees of accomplishment 
the creators of monopolies many of those who clamor for them so loudly and 
defend them with the zeal of self-interest would soon find themselves too 
busy to write or say anything for them. When an article can be bought for 
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$1 under free trade and a duty of 10 cents is laid upon it, it can no longer be 
bought for less than $1.10, unless the domestic manufacturer chooses to take 
the entire home market by supplying it for something less than that sum. 
Suppose he charges $1.09 for it, and has a monopoly of the market at that 
figure. Now tell us what has enabled him to become a monopolist, and what 
has given him the 9 cents bonus upon every dollar’s worth of goods sold? 

Consider for a moment how the tariff operates to make and perpetuate 
a shameful monopoly, known and felt as the “paper trust.”” The example is 
a familiar one. The sufferers are the proprietors of the smaller newspapers 
and job printing offices, and the poorer people whose employment and wages 
are reduced and whose supply of reading matter iscurtailed. Thegainersare 
afew millionaire monopolists. Remove the Dingley tariff duty from the paper 
and from the pulp from which it is made and the trust would at once be 
forced to loosen its villainous clutch upon the throat of American energy. A 
simple little bill would accomplish this reform, but the bills introduced for 
that purpose can not be considered, for reasons deemed good and sufficient 
from a political standpoint. 

Examples might be multipled at great length, but the one given may suf- 
fice. And meanwhile we have the assurance of the Judiciary Committee 
that it is very erroneous to “ppc that the tariff has or can have anything 
to do with trusts. Not only that, but we are warned to avoid the great dan- 
ger from which, possibly, there would be no escape if we should try to — 
our countrymen by ane from some notorious and grinding trust here an 
there the Sapper’ which the tariff affords it in its nefarious work. And who 
but the author of the committee report and its sponsors would ever have 
tracked to its lair the monster against which we are so solemnly warned? 

The impending danger, to be avoided, we are told, only by continuing to 

support the protective tariff, is that if we repeal the tariff with respect to 
anything on which the trusts are growing fat and the people lean, we invite 
the formation of a world-wide trust. And yet, notwithstanding this sage 
counsel, let us wonder whether if we were rid of some of our persecutors 
here at home we might not have a brief season of relief while the new world- 
wide trust would be engaged in the work of creating itself. These gentle- 
men comfort the patient by advising him that it is not worth while for him 
to try to get well, because there are or may be diseases somewhere with 
which he has not yet been afflicted. 
The country is pretty well acquainted with the workings of the antilot- 
tery laws, and is not astranger to the “fraud” orders-through which mail 
privileges are denied toa g many swindlers from time totime, with great 
satisfaction and benefit, upon the whole, to the honest portion of the com- 
munity. Now, we believe that just what is done to the lesser culprits by 
means of antilottery laws and the fraud orders of the postal authorities 
might be done also to the arch culprits who operate through the agency of 
the trust. To put it mildly, what objection can there be, except from the 
trusts or in a political way from those who hope to profit by the friendship 
of the trusts, to trying the simple experiment of extending to them the laws 
under which we close our mails against the lottery and the swindler? But 
we are not able to do this, can not make this plain and simple effort for the 
relief of the people, because the committees of this House will not consider 
and report upon the bills introduced to accomplish any of the needed reforms 
to which we have alluded. The trusts, of course, are op to any and all 
legislation which might be effective for their restraint, and, as is painfully 
apparent, the trusts are not without support when and where it is useful. 

Some insist that the taxing power of the Government, so generally em- 
ployed for purposes good, bad, and indifferent, might be turned to good ac- 
count in dealing with the trust. They say it would be unnecessary to use 
this great power to the full extent to which the use or abuse of it might go 
by making it the means of destroying the trusts; that wisely employed it 
would serve to give publicity to trust operations—and the light would be bad 
for them—and would also bring much revenue to the Treasury, while making, 
in the imposition of heavy taxes, the way of thetrusttransgressor hard. But, 
of course, those who have the power to thus check the trusts would scorn to 
tax them and put the tax money into the public Treasury. 

Then there is the monopoly which finds shelter under the patent laws. 
How easy would it be to provide for breaking upsuch monopolies, while leav- 
ing to the inventor everything to which he is entitled. The exclusive right 
accorded to inventors in their discoveries and inventions could be for much 
shorter periods than now provided, and the price and terms of disposal could 
be controlled fora longer succeeding period, during which, subject to such 
control, to prevent the establishment and eontinuance of monopolies, inven- 
tors might enjoy the exclusive eo for which the Constitution provides. 

Our conclusion, then, is that if the existing laws were enforced much 


ut those whose duty it is to 
enforce these laws will not perform that duty. 

Our further conclusion is that if the existing laws were amended so as to 
place upon the free Yet articles of prime necessity, any controlled as 
to quality, quantity, and price by trusts, and if the ee aws and fraud 
regulations were a to the trusts, so that the worst and best known of 
them, at least, could not employ our country’s mail for the transaction of 
their plundering operations, much relief would be afforded to a sufferin 
people. We believe, too, that through the power to tax manufacturing an 
other monopolies, and by amending the patent laws, additional relief ht 
come. If we are wrong about all this, the trial of what we suggest, but what 
the committee will not have, would be inexpensive and harmless, while it 
would at least afford us the satisfaction of knowing that we honestly tried to 
do something for the relief of our constituents. e might posses the sub- 
ject further, but we are content to leave this branch of it, with the hope that 
the candid man who would like to serve his country, and who is content to 
serve his party by serving his country, will believe that we surely do not 
suggest less for the public good than does the committee, with whose con- 
clusions we do not agree. 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 


It is quite easy to propose amendments to the Constitution, but it is worth 
while to remember that for nearly a century that instrument has remained 
unchanged except by three amendments, all of which came out of the throes 
of the awful war between the States. Reflecting upon this potent fact, one 
can hardly hope or dread anything upon the subject of Constitutional amend- 
ments. And those who essay to amend the Constitution ought to know why 
they would amend it, and how they would amend it. If the trust scourge is 
so severe and deadly that more power must be drawn from the storehouse 
of the people to enable us to deal with it effectively, the amendment to the 
Constitution by means of which that power is to be secured ought to be free 
from some of the more common sort of blemishes. Now, let us look at the 
pry »osed amendment which the committee has indorsed at much length: 
he committee appears to have been deeply, if not profoundly, impressed 
with theconviction that a constitution is about as erratic as a comet, and yet 
may be sent almost anywhere. Hence, they proceed at the outset to fix its 
orbit, or rather to fix the orbit of that part of it which they set out to 
fashion. Section 1 of the proposed sixteenth amendment would carry into 
the Constitution this guide to good deportment for the sixteenth amendment: 
“All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several States, 
the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the sover- 
eignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States.” 


would be done toward re the trust evil; 
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Of course it used to be enough toamend the Constitution, trusting to th. 
amendment and the old Constitution to jog along together without special 
instructions toeither. It was thought, and the language of the Censtitutioy, 
is to blame for the error, if an error it is or was, that an amendment becar 
part and parcel of the Constitution; that the Constitution at a particular 
time was perhaps partly the work of its original framers and part of it t)). 
work of their descendants, but ahageinee the Constitution. In that ancio, 
view, of course, there was no place for such a declaration as that just quot i 
from the amendment which our brethren of the committee commend to ¢}). 
favorable consideration of the House. 

It may be difficult to fathom the meaning of this novel provision, and ; 
to be hoped that those who evolved it or invented it or discovered it wi 
leave upon record ere they go hence just what they do mean. Possibly. fo» 
high and potent reasons of party, they may withhold the .exposition for 
time, at least, and so we may speculate a little about it. 

Let us venture the guess that the profound perpose is to provide for j 
vading the lair of the octopus in far distant lands, to which the old Constit 
tion now can not journey, but to which by this modern device the sixteen: 
amendment will sent. If there be some magic in these quoted words 
potent enough to carry this coming sixteenth amendment to dizzy height« 
and depths profound, to which but for them it never could reach, why ; 
wave the magic wand of words over the whole instrument and sprout win 
strong enough to bear it in its entirety to the misty realms, present ani 
prospective, dimly outlined in the words, ‘and all territory under the s») 
eignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States?” 

f the sacrilegious suspicion were harbored that the Constitution in a)) ; 
parts would navigate just as far and just as well without this formula. o) 
would be impelled to pause and inquire, Why this mummery? Could it | 
possible for any person to answer that (for political reasons, perhaps) there 
might be a more or less cunning purpose to put upon the Constitution. by 
means of these words, a construction to the effect that it was necessary t) 
give wings to the sixteenth amendment, the Constitution up to and includ 
ing the fifteenth amendment, as in and by this sixteenth amendment aut! 
itively declared must be wingless. If our brethren of the committee really 
believe that the Constitution can not get or operate beyond State lines, exce))t 
it be ““extended”’ by Congress, still why this extension by Constitutiona! 
amendment of the amendment by which the extension is made, and nothing 
else? Can this marvelous precaution and discrimination be traced to a con 
viction or an apprehension that there may be “territory under the sover 
eignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States,” to which Con 
gress would not be willing to “extend” even so much of the Constitution as 
ey be embodied in the sixteenth amendment? 

ow, we believe that Congress has no power over the Constitution, | 
that the Constitution is all powerful over Congress. We believe that ( 
gress can not free itself fora moment from constitutional restraints, and 
that wherever and however Congressional energy may be displayed, the 
guardian Constitution must be present and controlling. We believe that 
Congress can not “extend” the Constitution or restrain the Constitution, 
but that the Constitution, as the superior and controlling force, must ever 
restrain Congress and mark the bounds beyond which it can not go. Ente: 
taining these views, of course we are not willing to put into the Constitution 
a provision which would give color to a modern political reading of ow 
supreme law, for the purpose of sanctioning the establishment and per) 
tuity, under our flag, of the British colonial system, so abhorrent to the 
tathers who, having freed themselves from the tyranny of that system, 
made our great Constitution as the best means of securing liberty and 
republican institutions for themselves and their descendants until time shall 
be no more. 

The long report by which the deliverance of the committee is supported 
is filled with arguments for Federal control of trusts and of all the corpora 
tions and combinations in which they live, move, and have their being. State 
rights are spoken of lightly, and yet here and there through the report w: 
find the assurance, in words, that the proposed amendment will not take 
from the States anything but the power to make laws in conflict with the 
Federal statutes. 

Now our belief, drawn from the Constitution itself, has been and stil! is 
that even now the Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof ar 
controlling over State legislation. If this old and widely desseminated view 
be correct, there does not nee to be much occasion for specification, in the 
report, as to the preservation of the powers of the States. And we submit 
that somethin; ght be said for State rights. Local self-government rests 
upon State rights. Through State rights the people manage their own home 
attairs in their own way, each locality providing for its welfare according to 
its wants and condition. But State rights need not be involved in the dis 
cussion, and we leave them for consideration at a more convenient seaso! 

The proposed amendment would take power from the States and lodge it 
in Congress, with the proviso that if the States could find something left 
when all had been taken away they might make use of what they might find 
where there remains nothing to be found. 4 

Experience has shown conclusively that the devices of the trust are almost 
infinite, its resources unbounded, and the talent at its service the highest 
that money can buy. Some of this talent is employed in sleepless eff 
circumvent the lawmakers, and to corrupt, terrorize, weaken, and «: 
all who happen in the way of trust schemes. ‘The trust has become a gre: 
factor in politics, and how many honest voters are overborne by it no one 
could state with accuracy, but certainly the total is appalling. ar 

Men and parties put into power and kept there by trust money and tr 
ery may not unnaturally continue to prove subservient to the trust and nog 
lectful of popular rights. Then, why is it not well,if the Constitution Is t 
be amended, to make sure that the people may meet and overcome their) 
erful enemy in whatever field he may ppmenr, provided always that they can 
elect to Congress and to the State legislatures enough men who will rezard 
them more highly than the trust? Give the Congress full control over trusts 
and deprive the States of control, and then the trust has but to control Co! 

ress, or, failing in that, to take refuge under the State made powerless [> 
deal with it, and safety and the continued prosperity of condoned robbery 
are secured to it. : 

But if all the power of the nation as well as all the power of each Stat 
be directed against the trust, we may, let us hope, able to cope wi 
giant and dispose of the monster as the good of the people shall require. 

DAVI A. DE ARMOND 
8. W.T. LANHAM. 

WM. H. FLEMING. 

W.L. TERRY. 
WM.ELLIOTT. __ 
HENRY D.CLAYTON. 
D.H.SMITH. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas has six min- 
utes remaining. | 

Mr. TERRY. I yield that time to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. McCaLu]. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire all of the ume 
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which has been accorded me. I think it was understood that the | sembles his than a deck of cards resembles a Bible. 


gentleman from New York (Mr. Cumminas] was to have a por- 
tion of it, and so I will not consume all of it, and what I do not 
use I will yield back to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry}. 

Mr. Speaker, with regard to the two propositions pending be- 
fore the House, I intend to vote in favor of the bill which Con- 
eress has the power to enact, and which will immediately have 
effect, and I intend also to vote against this proposed amendment 
to the Constitution which at the most will keep the word of 

,romise to the ear, but break it to the hope. [Applause on the 
De mocratic side. } : 

| shall occupy the very few minutes that I have through the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Arkansas in stating the reasons 
which influence my vote against this amendment. 

Let us not deceive ourselves about this proposition. This amend- 
ment is not simply aimed at trusts and monopolies, but it has 
application to every form of individual combination, and in my 
judgment it confers upon Congress the power to strike a most 
Seoliy blow at individual liberty. [Applause.] Just consider 
for a moment the phraseology of the second section. It seems to 
me there can be no doubt that it covers almost the entire field of 
business and production. That section declares that Congress 
shall have the power to define, regulate, prohibit, and dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form 
of corporations or otherwise. 

lf two blacksmiths or two tailors combine together in their 
trades, or if two owners each of $10 unite their capital in a com- 
mon venture, that clearly is acombination. That is within one 
of the primary meanings of the word, andif there is any doubt 
about it, there is this singular provision in this amendment that 
Congress shall have the power to ‘‘ define” what a combination is; 
and if it declares anything to be a combination and uses the term 
in any sense in which it has ever been fairly employed, that will 
be held to be a combination. “So that this amendment involves 
practical control of all the capital of the country; it involves con- 
trolof all the labor organizations of the country, and of any co- 
partnership or union of two or more men for any business pur- 
pose whatever. 

Now, the wealth of this country to-day is nearly $90,000,000,000, 
most of it in some form of combination orother. And then there 
is that far more magical and potent capital which is found in the 
brains and bodies of our people, and we propose, and it seems to 
me it is an amazing es to confer upon the Congress of 
the United States fulland complete jurisdiction over all these pro- 
ductive energies. Even with these enormous interests dealt with 
in forty-five different capitals and dissipated and scattered through- 
out the country, they are yet strong enough too often to break 
down the resistance of hitman nature and produce corruption. 
And what will be the effect if we concentrate upon one body of 
men more than one-third of all the capital of the world and all 
these other tremendous influences? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, is there a gentleman here who does not be- 
lieve in his heart that if this power is conferred upon Congress 
the most corrupt, the rottenest place in the universe will be 
found right here in the city of Washington? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker, it will be time enough to talk 
about constitutional amendments when we shall have employed 
all those weapons against trusts that now exist in our constitu- 
tional armory. [Applause.] I think we are bound to use our 
best judgment in a matter of this importance; I think that we 
who begin the process of amending the Constitution are just as 
much charged with responsibility as they who end it, and even 
more, because, having cast our votes for it, there goes with our 
votes the influence of our example, I find myself, therefore, un- 
able to consent to put in our organic law this proposed amend- 
ment, which, if finally adopted, would, it seems to me, have the 
effect of ultimately overturning free institutions in this country. 
{Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER, There is no time left to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent for the indulgence 
of the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York asks the in- 
dulgence of the House for one minute, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I trust I am old enough in 
political life to know a wolf in sheep’s clothing. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] There is one here more ravenous than the 
one that attacked the child of Llewellyn. Under the guise of an 
effort to destroy the trusts this is really a measure drawn in their 
interests. [Applause on the Democratic side,] It is being used 
to tide over a Presidential election. The House will pass it, and 
the Senate lay it away until after the election. I know that 
William J. Bryan is alleged to have advocated a constitutional 
amendment to down the trusts, but this in its terms no more re- 
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Laughter. 
I would as soon drink a cocktail made out of nitric acta under the 
guise of a soda cocktail as to vote for this resolution. [{Laughter. | 
No man in his right senses, it appears to me, can eat asafetida and 
fancy it molasses candy. I stand by the action of the Democratic 
caucus. [Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, we have just heard again 
from Tammany Hall. Last night we heard from that same organ- 
ization, and I then had read from the Clerk’s desk and put in the 
RECORD, or handed to the Reporters to be put in the REcorD, an 
article from the Evening Star. This morning my remarks made 
at the time and the article read did not appear, and I ascertained 
that a representative of this same organization had abstracted 
it from the custody of the Reporters and had it in his possession. 
A short time since I gave notice, and it was returned. I now send 
it again to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have it again read and ask 
to have the Reporters see to it that it goes where it belongs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman ought to give us 
the name when he talks about ‘‘ abstracting.” 

‘ Mr. RAY of New York. If you want the name, I will give it 

o you. 

Mr. SULZER. I will answer you if you refer to me. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York, Mr, 
Sunzer. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SULZER. Pavint answer you now and deny what you say, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Evening Star, Washington, May 30, 1900-— 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order, 


The Clerk continued to read, as follows: 
TRUSTS AND POLITICS. 

The difficulty in the way of making trusts a partisan question for this 
ear’s campaign purposes has just been illustrated in a very pointed way in 
Yew York. 

A Mr. Coler, a recent graduate into local politics from a Brooklyn count- 
ing-room, had evolved a plan for dealing with the trust evil, and had secured 
some approval of it. Chairman JONEs, of the Democratic national com 
mittee, to whom it had been submitted, had spoken favorably of it, and 
David B. Hill, it was understood, had been so much impressed that he had 
consented to its incorporation into the New York State platform. In turn 
it was then to be presented at Kansas City and made a part of the Demo 
cratic national platform. It really looked as if one difficult feature of the 
situation had been disposed of. , 

But at this time—a most unfortunate time—came the disclosures in tho 
case of the New York ice trust. If ever there was a trust thatisone. Itisa 
monopoly; it controls prices, and it exercises its power to grind the people. 
Upon the approach of summer it puts up prices on an article absolutely nec 
essary to health and comfort in a crowded city 100 ae cent. A published 
list of stockholdersshows thata number of prominent Tammany officeholders 
are interested, and the record also shows that this trust enjoys valuable 
eo at the water front of the city which looks suspiciously like favor- 
tism. 

Of course, if there is anything of value in Mr. Coler’s remedy it is not im 
yaired on general principles by thisdisclosure. <A trust isa trust, no matter 
its origin, its officers, its beneficiaries, or what not; and where it is operated 
against the rights and interests of the public it should be suppressed. That 
is plain, and it likewise is the general demand. But the proposition of Mr. 
Coler and his party friends is that trusts are not only an outcome of Repub- 
lican policies, but that Republicans alone are in league with them and are 
benefiting by them. Relief, as they insist, can only come through Demo- 
cratic agencies. If the people would throw off this shackle and enjoy the 
blessings of unrestrained trade among themselves they mnst bring in Mr. 
Bryan and all that he stands for. 

And yet here is a trust which certainly can not be traced to the protective 
tariff, and is operated largely for the benefit of leading Democrats of Mr. 
Coler’s own locality. Trusts asa party shibboleth will hardly deceive tha 
people. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield-—— 

Mr. SULZER, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. . : : 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the balance of the time 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. ee 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). 
Maine | Mr. LITTLEFIELD]. : 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privilege, 
The gentleman from New York—— 

The SPEAKER. Wait a moment. 
his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. SULZER. My question of personal privilege is this: The 
gentleman from New York can not make an assault on me with- 
out having me repel it. I demand an opportunity to deny his 
charge. He says that I abstractéd—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise-— 

Mr. SULZER. Hesays that I abstracted that aorens article 
from the Recorp. Idenyit. He knows I did not doit, and he 
knows when he said that that hetold anuntruth. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. RAY of New York. I stand by what I said. 

Mr. SULZER. Ihada debate last night with the gentleman 
from New York—- 7 

Mr. RAY of New York. I insist-—— 

Mr. SULZER. After the debate was over the reporters handed 
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me the notes. It was late and I did not look over the notes last 
nicht, and the messenger who collects them was not notified and 
did not come to my house. I brought them here this morning 
and gave them to the reporter just as I received them, and the 
gentleman knows it; and when he makes that mean, contempti- 
ble, insinuating charge, I repel it, and characterize it as it onght 
to be characterized, 

I say that no one on the floor of the House except a trust agent, 
such as he is, a tool, a machine man, an automaton, would make 
-_ oa of a statement. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman willsuspend. Thegentleman 
from New York is recognized. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York who 
has just taken his seat knows, and the Democratic side of this 
House knows, that I sent the Reporters to that gentleman repeat- 
edly this morning to get the article, and they failed to get it until 
after hours of effort 1 rose upon this floor and threatened to bring 
the matter to the attention of this House. 

Mr. SULZER. Tell me—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. I yield the rest of the time on our 
side + se 5 o'clock to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LiTrieE- 
FIELD]. 

Mr. SULZER,. You refuse tolet me be heard. You answer 
whether you are a trust agent or not? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will be in order. The Ser- 
geant-at-Arms will take charge of the gentleman if he speaks 
again, The Chair indulged the gentleman to make a statement, 
and he must now suspend. 


[Mr. LITTLEFIELD addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the committee, Is there a separate vote de- 
manded? 

Mr. TERRY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Arkansas will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it in order to offer any amendment or a sub- 
gtitute for the joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER, It is not under the rule adopted by the House. 
Is a separate vote demanded on any of the committee amend- 
ments? If not, the Chair will submit them in gross, 

The question was taken; and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the joint resolution was ordered 
> be engrossed and read a third time; and it was read the third 
ime. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. RAY of New York. On that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 132, 
answered “ present” 11, not voting 56; as follows: 


Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, TL 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, 
Clarke, N. E 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 


Dalzell 


Davenport, 8. A. 


Dick, 
Dolliver, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Faris, 
Fletcher, 
Foss, 


Gardner, N. J. 


Gibson, 
Gill, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Hawley. 
Heatwole, 
edge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
Jack, 
Jones, Wash. 
Joy, 
Kahn, 


Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Love ; 
Lybrand, 
McCleary, 
McPherson, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Mesick. 
Metcalf, 
Miller, 
Minor, 
Mondell, 
Moody, Mass. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Mudd, 
Naphen, 
Needham, 
Newlands, 
O'Grady, 


Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Russell, 
Scudder, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Smith, H. Cc. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 


Tongue, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Young, 

The Speaker. 


Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 

Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Chanler, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Crowley, 
Cummings, 
Davenport, 8. W. 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Graffenreid, 


Bankhead, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Miss. 
Atwater, 
Barham, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burke, Tex. 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Crump, 
Cusack, 
Daly, N. J- 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the joint reso- 
| lution was not agreed to. 
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NAYS— 132. 


De Vries, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dougherty, 
Driggs, 

Elliott, 

Finley, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 


Fitzgerald, N. Y. 


Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Foster, 
Gaines, 
Gaston, 
Gilbert, 
Glynn, 
Gordon. 
Green, Pa. 
ng 
riggs, 
Hall, 
Hay, 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Howard, 
Jett, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—11. 


Capron, 
Grow, 
Linney, 


Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lentz, 
Lester, 
Levy, 
Lewis, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lloyd, 
Loud, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
McLain, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
May. 
Meekison, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers, Ind. 
Moon, 
Muller, 
Neville, 
Noonan, 
Otey, 
Pierce, Tenn. 
Quarles, 
Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Riordan, 


Mann, 
Morris, 
Packer, Pa. 


NOT VOTING—S6. 


Davey, 
Dayton, 
Dovener, 


Gamble, 
Gayle, 
Hopkins, 
Jenkins, 
Kerr, 
Landis, 
Littauer, 
McAleer, 


McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
Mahon, 
Norton, Ohio 
Norton, 8. C. 
Pearson, 
Polk, 
Powers, 
Robb, 
Robertson, La. 
Ruppert, 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Shackleford, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. CAPRON with Mr, SLAYDEN, 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 
Mr. Crump with Mr. ATWATER. 
Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuL.ocu. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. McALEER, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana, 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr, CARMACK, 
Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. Broussarp, 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGS, 
Mr. Horxtns with Mr, Cusack, 

Mr. Linney with Mr. Ross, 
Mr. LITTAVER with Mr. RuPPERT. 
Mr. WEAVER with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 
Mr. Smita of Iilinois with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BULL with Mr. BurKE of Texas. 
Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitTH with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina. 
Mr, BROMWELL with Mr. McDowELL. 


Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr, PoLk, 


For this day: 


Mr. Dayton with Mr. DAvEy. 

Mr. ForDNEY with Mr, VANDIVER, 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. GAYLE. 
Mr. PEARSON with Mr. SALMON. 
Mr, GAMBLE with Mr, SPARKMAN, 


Mr. ToMPKINS with Mr. Fox, 


Mr, JENKINS with Mr. SMALL. 


Mr. ACHESON with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 


Mr, KERR with Mr. Berry. 


On this vote: 


Mr. MAHON with Mr. Mann. 
Mr. Day of New Jersey with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 


Mr. BROMWELL. I wish to inquire whether the gentle 


from Ohio, Mr. McDOWELL, voted? 
The SPEAKER. He did not. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I havea general pair with him. 

voted, I ask to withdraw my vote and be marked “present. 


Jt 


Rixey, 
Robinso 


INE 


n, Ind 


Robinson, N; 


Rucker, 


Ryan, N. Y. 


Shafrot) 


1. 


Sheppard, 


Sims, 


Smith, Ky. 


Snodgrass, 


Spight, 


Stallings 


Stark, 
Ste yhen 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherl: 
Swansor 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Taylor, 
Terry, 


» 4 


Ala 


Thomas, } 


Underhil! 


Underw 
Wheeler 
William 
William 
William 
Wilson, 
Wilson 
Zenor, 
Ziegler 


Southar 


} 
00 


"K 
8, J. ] 
Ss, W 
s. M 
Ida 
N. ¥ 


? 


Wilson, &. ¢ 


Slayden 
Small, 


Smith, I! 


Smith, \ 


Vim. Al 


Sparkman, 
Sprague, 


Stewart 
Tompki 
Turner, 


J 


ns, 


Vandiver, 


Vreelan 
Weaver 
Weymo 
White. 


d, 


uth, 


As I} L\ 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Ivoted ore but finding I am paired with 
0, 


Davidson, Ketcham, my colleague, Mr. Norton of O I desire to withdraw wy vol 





1900. 


EEE 


Mr. PEARCE of Missouri. I was paired with the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. VANDIVER; but that pair was transferred to 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. MorGan. I am now marked 
present,” but I desire to be recorded in the affirmative, 

Mr. MORRIS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. McCuLtocu; therefore | desire to withdraw my vote and be 
marked ‘* present.” 

Mr. CORLISS. My colleague, Mr. WM. ALDEN SmiTH, has tele- 
graphed to me that he is unable to be present and is paired, 
desires me to state that if present, he would vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Iam paired with the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, Mr. POWERS. 
be recorded ‘‘present.” 
here, I would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. CAPRON. In the absence of the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr, SLAYDEN, with whom I am paired, I desire to withdraw my 
yote and be marked “ present.” 

Mr. LINNEY. I voted undera misapprehension. I nowrecall 
the fact thatI am paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Rozs, I withdraw my vote and ask to be marked “ present.” 

The name of the Speaker was called by his direction; and he 
yoted in the affirmative. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
capitulation of this vote. 


If the gentleman from Vermont were 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks a recapitulation is unneces- | 


sary as the vote is not a close one, On this question the yeas are 
154, the nays 133; answering present 10. Two-thirds not having 
voted in the affirmative, the resolution is disagreed to. [Applause 
on the Democratic side]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 


H. R, 852. An act granting an‘ increase of pension to James | 


Cooper; 
H. B. 
Winch; 
H. R, 
drum; 
H, R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
Biddle; 
H. R, 2020, 
H. R, 2126, 
H. Capehart; 
H. R, 2726. 
H. R. 3082, 
H., Sparks; 
H. R. 8495. 
Wilgus; 
H. BR. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
H, R. 5192. 
H. R, 5549. 
Ingerson; 
H. R, 5695, 
H. R, 5929, 
Acuff; 
H. R, 6164, 
H. R, 6091. 
H, R, 6852. 
H. R, 6425. 
H. Wendell; 


An act granting a pension to Susie Margarite Lan- 
1748. 
1797. 
1801. 


An act granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery; 
An act granting a pension to Jane Lucas; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 


An act granting a pension to Clarrissa Carruth: 
An act granting a pension to James A. Root; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Levi G. 
3513, 
3869. 
4424, 


An act granting a pension to Edwin Hurlburt; 

An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick; 
An act granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings; 
An act granting a pension to Louise Adams; 

An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 


An act granting a pension to Matilda Reeves; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Barton 


An act granting a pension to Julia Traynor; 

An act granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton; 
An act granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch; 

An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R, 6559. An act granting an increase of pension to Gene- | 


vieve Laighton; 

H, R, 6564, An act granting a pension to Anna M. Starr; 

H. R. 6919, An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard; 

H. R. 6990, An act granting a pension to Patrick O’Donneil; 

H. R. 7145. An act granting a pension to Catharine Slayton; 

H. R. 7186. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Doss, alias Harry 8. Doss; 

li, R, 7588, An act granting a pension to Robert Patterson; 

H. R. 7852. 
M. Brown; 

H. R, 8044, 
M. Barrett; 

H. R. 8211, 
Shulmire; 

H. R. 82385, 
Metcalf; 


H. R. 8236, 
Dennison; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension tv Daniel 


An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver | - ) i nu al 
| for consideration the following privileged resolutions; which were 


An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


| 
| 


He 


|S. Soules; 
I therefore wish to withdraw my vote and | 
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H, R. 8404, 
A. Lewis; 

H. R. 8476. 
H. R. 8536, 
Anderson, jr.; 
H. R. 8592. 
H. R. 9424. 

Cronk; 
H. R. 9419. 
H. R, 9236. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 
An 
An 


act granting a pension to Christopher C : 
act granting an increase of pension to Rober 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Fields; 
act granting an increase of pension to Georg 


An 


act granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter; 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Herman 
H. R, 9194, 
H. R. 9175. 

Armstrong: 
H. R. 8992. 
H. R. 8888. 

O'Connor; 
H. R, 8885, 


An 


act granting a pension to Sarah C, Upham; 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Stella B. 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Margaret J, Kibbl 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 


| M. Miley; 


H. R. 9752, An 


act granting a pension to Margaret Thornberry; 
H. R. 9775. An 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


| A. Hempstead; 


At the proper time I desire a re- | 


H. R. 9826. An act granting an increase of pension to Russell 


| Moore; 


538. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


H. R. 9915. An act granting a pension to Madison T. Trent; 

H. R. 10412, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Abbott; 

H. R. 10443. An act granting a pension to Anna C. White; 

H. R. 10455. An act granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
C. Kimball; 

H. R. 10581, An act granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan; 

H. R, 9740, An uct granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane; 

H. R. 10612. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Harden; 

H. R. 10719. An actgranting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
S. Seymour; and 

H. R. 10870. An act granting a pension to Herbert J, Graff. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


| following resolution: 


| missioner of the General Land Office to dispose of Chi 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 90835) to authorize the ¢ 
taw orphan Indi 
lands in Mississippi. and to make appropriation for executing act of Congres 


| approved June 2, 1598. 


A further message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secre- 


; ; : oa | tary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of tho 
An act granting an increase of pension to William | ; 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


| Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10450) 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and had still further 


| insisted upon its amendments Nos, 50, 51, 52, and 53, disagreed 


| to by the 


j 


fouse of Representatives, had further disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the amendments of the Senate num- 


| bered 9 and 58, had asked a further conference with the House on 





| half morocco: Provided, That the printing and binding of the report 


| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


Mr. Hae, Mr, Perkins, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
proper committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 62: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That of 
each of the remaining volumes of the Philippine Commission's report there 
shall be printed and bound 1,500 copies of each for the use of the Philippine 
Commission; 

That, for the special use of the Department of State, there be printed of 
the full report 200 copies on 70-pound paper and bound in half moroco, and 
500 copies of the second and subsequent volumes, to be bound in browncloth, 
uniform with the first volume, for distribution by the Department of State. 

That of the supplement to the commission's report there be printed, for 
the use of the Department of State, 1,500 copies in royal octavo and bound in 
f the 
Philippine Commission, under the concurrent resolution of February 23, 1000, 
shall not include this supplement 


to the Committee on Printing. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER, CLERKS, FETC, 


' Mr, JOY, on behalf of the Committee on Accounts, called up 


respectively read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to appoint two additional clerks to said committee for 
the remainder of the session, to be paid out of the contingent fund « 
House at the rate of §6 per day. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and empowered to employ for the remainder of the session two bicycle mx 
sengers for day and night service between the enrolling room of the Clerk's 
office and the Government Printing Office, to be paid each out of the « 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives, at $5 per day. 


f the 


7D 
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R, C, KILMARTIN, 


Mr. JOY also called up, on behalf of the Committee on Ac- 
counts, a resolution, which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Bepresentatives be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to R. C. Kilmartin, 
the sum of $266.67, being the amount due him as clerk of the late Sydney P. 
Epes, and from the death of said Epes to the election of Hon. FRANciIs R. 
LASSITER. 

The amendments proposed by the committee were read, making 
the resolution read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to R. C. Kilmartin 
the sum of $106.45, being the amount due him as clerk of the late Repre- 
sentative Sydney P. Epes. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the resolution as amended 
was adopted, 


EVENING SESSION FOR INDIAN BILLS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of 
the resolution which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House now take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m., and that 
the evening session be devoted to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11820) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and 
also the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Mus- 


. cogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; and that when said 


bills are disposed of the House shall adjourn, but not later than 10.30 p. m.; 
no other business being in order. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I wish to inauire whether this resolution 
is presented with the unanimous approval of the Committee on 


Indian Affairs? 
It is; and the bills are backed up by the In- 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
terior Department. 

Mr. KITCHIN, A parliamentary inquiry. If the resolution 
be adopted, can any business except that mentioned in the reso- 
lution be transacted to-night? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can it be done by unanimous consent, in 
spite of the agreement of the House, as stated in the resolution, 
that only those two bills should be considered to-night? 

The SPEAKER, The House can do by unanimous consent 
whatever it pleases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The resolution distinctly states that noth- 
ing else shall be done, and itis upon that condition that the House 
consents. 

The SPEAKER, But the House this evening could change that 
arrangement, if it desires, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs if thisembodies the prop- 
— to deny to these Cherokee Indians the right to their mineral 

ands? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. LirTLe], who I see is on his feet, to answer that question. 

Mr. LITTLE, Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas that this 
amendment was added to the bill, but I think I am able to say to 
the gentleman that it never will be adopted. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. 1 hope the gentleman from Indiana 
will not object. My mail is burdened with appeals from people 
down in that country asking for some settlement of this matter. 

Mr. STEELE. On the appeal of the gentleman from Texas I 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, unless it can be distinctly 
understood that no other business can be transacted, this consent 
will not be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 will give my word to the House that I will 
be present and will object to the consideration of any other busi- 
ness except these two bills. 

The SPEAKER, It can be easily arranged, if it is understood 
that the Speaker pro tempore for the evening shall not recognize 
any other business or any request for unanimous consent, That 
will settle the matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say that I will object to unanimous 
consent to consider any other matter save these two bills, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, That is ery to me. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
mana question. This is legislation to carry out what is known 
as the Dawes Commission work? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; this is to complete their work. 
The other tribes have entered into a treaty heretofore. This is to 
conclude a treaty with the remaining two tribes. 

Mr. CAN NON, Does this create any obligation on the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No further obligations than the law provides 
now. The Dawes Commission has already been appropriated for 
in the Indian a oriation bill. 

Mr. CANNON, That is for the mere expenses of the commis- 
sion, 


JUNE 1. 


Mr. SHERMAN, That is all. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Clary of 
New Hampshire to act as Speaker pro tempore at the evening ses. 
sion. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER. _ The Chair lays before the House a report fro) 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
I ask unanimous consent that the list jo 
It is very long, and I do not think j, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
printed in the RECORD. 
necessary to read it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, upon the request of {| 
gentleman from Tennessee, the reading of the titles of the bills 
be dispensed with, and they will be published in the Recorp, 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reporte 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fo). 
lowing titles: 

H, R. 6230. An act for the relief of Robert Smalls; 

H. R. 4118. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos H, 
Kirk; and 

H, R. 11283. An act to establish Calais, in the State of Maine. 
as a subport of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act ap. 
proved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the 
State of Maine. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 28. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James H. Waters; 

' S. 3047, An act granting an increase of pension to William Mul- 
evy; 

S. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 

S. 258. An act granting an increase of pension to Coryden Pe. 
vans; 

8. 410. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet V, 
Gridley; 

S. 163. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D, 
Wilber; 

Pa 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Chan- 
er; 

S. 847. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. Lo- 
gal; 

5. 1552. Anact granting an increase of pension to Helen L. Dent; 

S. 3183. An act granting a pension to George W. Newell; 
< 5. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 

Joons; 

§. 3082. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth F, Wolfley: 

i. 8154. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Cad- 
well; 

S. 1441. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Hartzell; 

S. 1364. An act granting’ on increase of pension to Henry H. 
Blockson; 

» . 1274, An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus C. 
yle; 

8. 3234, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; 

S. 3268. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha F. 
Barton; 

S. 2008. An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; _ 
a 2101. An act granting an increase of pension to George E. 

ott; 

S. 2020. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 

S. 2142, An act for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell: 

S. 1831. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Lewis; 

S. 1901. An act granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; 

S. 1907. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Paulding Meade; Eos 
. ee Anact granting a pension to Consolacion Victoria Kirk- 

and; 
8. 3277. An act granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; 

S. 3289. An act granting a pension to Isabella Underwood: 

. S. 3298. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen I/ar- 
ow; 

8. 1551. An act granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

S. 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes; 

S. 1569. An act granting a pension to Phebe E. C. Priestly; 

8. 1608, An act granting a pension to Eleanor R, Sullivan: 

8. 1784, An act granting a pension to Mary 8. Belding; 

S. 1758. An act granting an increase of pension to Farnham Je 
Eastman; 

8. 1776. An act granting a pension to John Carr; 
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4 An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Shup; . : : 

s, 1548. An act granting an increase of pension to James Byrne; 

s, 3058, An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet E. 
Meylert; , : 

s 61, An act granting a pension to George Bunce; 

s, 78, An act granting a pension to Samuel W. Childs; 

s, 103. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit- 
zer; 

S, 169. 

S, 306. 
Eato n; / . 

S, 314, An act granting a pension to Rosa L, Couch: 

s, 539. An act granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 
Rutherford; P ¥ : 

S. 716, An act granting a pension to Susan Buck; 

8, 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long- | 
mire; : ; . : 
S, 2941, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- | 
ble, jr.; 

S. 3549. 
Keyes; 

$. 3527. 
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Cnn. 


An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 


An act granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; 

3467. An act granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 

$418, An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade- | 

laide Ball; 
S. 3337. An act granting an increase of pension to Buren R. | 

Sherman; 
S, 3329. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William A. | 
i 


5. 
8. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Kate B. War- 


ren; | 
S$. 8314. An act granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 
8. 3800. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke H. | 
Monson; 


S. 8204. 

S. 4077. 

S. 4040. 
Gage; 

S. 4007, An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Dunn; 

$. 4006, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward M, 
Tucker; 

§. 8900, An act granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 

§. 4215, An act granting a pension to Belle Bean; 

S. 4087, An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. | 
Mansur; 

§.-4421, An act granting an increase of pension to Abert Brown; 

8. 4716. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert G. 
Dyhrenfurth; 

S. 1598. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara H. 
Inch; 

S. 3662. 


An act granting a pensign to Louesa Moulton; 
An act granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Louise D. 


Smith; 
S. 1583. An act granting a pension to David Carroll; 
S. 1460, An act granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 

S. 2203, An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Taylor; 

§. 2215, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert J. 

Koonce; 

5, 2276. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Ragland; 


8, 2280. 


An act granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
8. 2286, 


An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


6 An act granting an increase of pension to John J, 
nee An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C, 
8. 2451. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stoner; 

Daniele . An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H. 

cone An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


S. 2651, 


= sen An act granting a pension to Henry Hill; 
» aid 


An act granting an increase of pension to Christina 


Noll; 

5. 2000. An act granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 

5. 2961. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Lochard; 
Biss 2962, An act granting an increase of pension to William 

ades; 

S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob P, 
Fletcher; 

S. 2998, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Madden; 


5. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Williams; 
S. 3899. An act granting a pension to James Cook; 


ee 
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8. 3708, An act granting a pension to John H. Harrison 
8. 3634, An act granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter; and 
S. 1975. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie D, M. 
Wood, 


JOHN BENSON, 


By unanimous consent,on motion of Mr. VAN Vooruis, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House without leay- 
ing copies, the papers in the case of John Benson, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. The regular order is to take a recess, under the 
consent given. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. In pursuance of theorderrecently 
made, the House will now stand in recess until 8 o'clock this even- 
ing. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p.m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 p.m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m. resumed 
its session, and was called to order by Mr. CLARKE of New Hamp- 


| Shire, as Speaker pro tempore. 


AGREEMENT WITH CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the special order I call 
up the biil (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, and | ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, lIask the Clerk to read the bill by sections, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I want to make the suggestion 
that this bill has been most carefully considered, and 1 suggest 
that it is not necessary to read the bill, as it is quive long. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think it would be better to have the bill 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from New York that these bills are being considered in the 
House, and it is not absolutely necessary that the bills should be 
read through section by section. The reading of the bill can be 
dispensed with, and amendments can be offered to any part of the 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me wiser to read 
the bill through, and yet [ do not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair makes that only asa 
suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Chair desires that the other proce dure 
should be followed, then I will suggest that we might first con- 
sider the amendment offered by the committee, and then,if it 
meets the approval of the House and the Chair, to consider 
amendments offered by any member of the House to any portion 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the Clerk to 
read the amendments offered by the committee. 

The following committee amendments were severally read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

On page 5, line 9, strike out all after the work “ thereof’ down to and in- 
cluding the word “therefore,” in line 17; and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing words: 

“Andifhe have lawful improvements upon such excess he may dispose of the 
same to any other citizen, who may thereupon select lands so as to include 
such improvements; but, after the expiration of said time, any citizen may 
take any lands not already selected by another; but if lands so taken be in 
actual cultivation, having thereon improvements belonging to another citi 
zen, such improvements shall be valued by the appraisement committee, and 
the amount paid to the owner thereof by the allottee, and the same shall be 
a lien upon the rents and profits of the land until paid: Provided, That the 
owner of improvements may remove the same if he desires.”’ 

On page 12, in line 7, after the word “ thereof,” add the words “deducting 
therefrom such amount as may have been paid into the Cherokee national 
treasury for such right of occupancy.” 

On page 26, after the word “six,” in line 2,add “subject to such future 
legisiation as Congress may deem proper.” 

Beginning with the word “the,” in line 8, page 90, strike out all words, in 


cluding the first word ‘the,’ said page and line, down to and including the 
word “effect,” in line 6, page 21. 


The following committee amendment was read: 


On page 34, after the word “tribes,” add a new section, to be known as 
section 82, as follows: 

82. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unsettled portion of 
the lands within the Cherokee country, and all such leases shall be made by 
the Secretary of the Interior; and any lease for any such minerals otherwise 
made shall be absolutely void.” 

No lease shall be made or renewed for a longer period than fifteen years, 
nor cover the mineral in more than 100 acres of land, which shall conform as 
nearly as possible to the surveys. Lessees shall pay on each oil, cas, coal, 
asphalt, or other mineral claim at the rate of $100 per annum, in advance, for 
the first and second years: $200 per annum, in advance, for the third and 
fourth years, and $500, in advance, for each succeeding year thereafter, as 
advanced royalty en the mine or claim on which they are made. 


That can be done in the absence 
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All such payments shall be a credit on royalty when each said mine is de- 
veloped and operated and its production is in excess of such guaranteed an- 
nual advanced payments; and all lessees must pay said annual advanced 
payments on each claim, whether developed or undeveloped; and should 
any lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced annual royalty for the 
period of sixty days after the same becomes due and payable on any lease, 
the lease on which default is made shall become null and void, and the royal- 
ties paid in advance shall then become and be the money and property of the 
trib 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights of any 
holder or owner of a leasehold interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or 
mineral which have been assented to by act of Congress, but all such inter- 
est shall continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or 
owners by leases from the Secretary of the Interior for the term not exceed- 
ing fifteen years, but subject to payment of advance royalties as herein pro- 
vided, when such leases are not operated, to the rate of royalty on coal 
mined, and the rulesand regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and preference shall be given to such parties in renewals of 
such leases; ‘but if said lease covers any land which has been selected or al- 
lotted, then the royalty for the part of said land so selected or allotted shall 
be paid to the person to whom the allotments have been made or to the per- 
son who has made the selection: 

Provided further, That when under the customs and laws heretofore exist- 
ing and prevailing in the Indian Territory leases have been made of different 
groups or parcels of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, and posses- 
sion has been taken thereunder and improvements made for the develop- 
ment of such oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, by lessees or their 
assigns, which have resulted in the production of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or 
other mineral in commercial quantities by such lessees or their assigns, such 
leases are hereby approved for a period not to exceed fifteen years from the 
date of the lease, and for not more than 100 acres of land, and such parties in 
possession shall be given preference in the making of new leases, in compli- 
ance with the directions of the Secretary of the Interior; and in making new 
leases due consideration shall be made for the improvements of such lessees, 
and in all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases of oil, coal, asphalt, and 
other mineral deposits preference shall be given to parties in possession who 
have made improvements. 

The rate of royalty to be pole by all lessees shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty which shall become due under 
the terms of leases heretofore made or under new leases made under the 
provisions of this act shall be paid, if on unallotted or unselected lands, to 
the Cherokee Nation, but if on allotted or selected land, then the same shall 
=e paid to the allottee or to the member of the tribe who has made the 
selection. 

Provided further, That members of said tribes who have made selections, 
or to whom allotments have been made, may lease their selections or allot- 
ments for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other minerals and 
receive the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be begun upon 
the lands owned or controlled by one pees for the development of oi! or 
gas tho lessee or party operating s pay to the allottee or owner of the 
said land the value of the use of the yf surface for prospecting or 
mining, and the damage done to the other land and improvements of said 
allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Provided further, That no lease provided for in this section shall be of force 
or effect until the consent of the allottee is obtained in writing and until the 
same is approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and in no case shall the 
lease provided for in this section interfere with allotments or cover the 4- 
acre homestead provided for in this bill, or in any case cover more land than 
is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of his homestead. 


Mr. LITTLE. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to, 
The matter covered in the amendment was not agreed to by the 
Indians interested, and is not wanted by any of the Departments 
of the Government. As the bill provides for segregating these 
lands and giving them to individuals, they ought not to go to 
them encumbered by general leases. They ought to take them 
free from any lease. Therefore I hope this amendment will be 
rejected. I believe the majority of the committee will agree 
with me that that ought to be done, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CURTIS. On page 11, line 22, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, line 22, after the word “the,” insert the word “peaceful.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to come in 
after the word ‘‘ purposes,” in line 18, page 25. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The amendment will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “purposes,” line 18, page 25, insert: 
es — =e allotment, when the same shall be subject to the provisions 
of section 60."" 


a r. ne I should be glad to have the gentleman ex- 
plain that. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, in section 59 a large number of 
schools, with the lands adjoining, are reserved for school purposes. 
In the consideration of the bill the original supposition was that 
these were finally to be ht by the Government. That view 
was abandoned, and the object of this amendment is to permit 
the eo, by _. _— cease, when ar arere 
ment is abandoned, to di o is property as pro in the 
next section. Section 60 reads aa fellowes ee 

All other public buildings and other public property of whatsoever char- 
sald or otharwise Glsposed of by the nation, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior. , 

This is simply to provide that when the nation ceases, they may 
dispose of this property. If they want to sell it to any govern- 
ment that succeeds that, it would be open for that purpose. They 


The amendment will be reported 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


do not want their property reserved for public schools in w) 
they may or may not have any interest. I think the amend; 
is right. 

The amendment of Mr. LirTLe was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment also, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 22, page 18, after the word “‘ commission,” add the following: 

* Provided, Thatall persons having judgments of the court for th 
ern district of the Indian Territory, or having reports of special or , 
masters in chancery appointed by said court to make reports of the / 
citizenship cases, establishing Cherokee blood, and who are now resi 
the Cherokee Nation, and their heirs, shall be enrolled by the comm; 


Mr. CURTIS. I hope this amendment will not be agreed ty 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would be glad if the gentleman from | 
would explain the effect of his amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Under the act of 1896, Mr. S; 
the people had the right to seek enrollment through the court: 
the country. A great many of them went to the trouble of hipjn. 
attorneys and went into the courts for the purpose of establis};j, 
their citizenship, as they had a perfect right to do, 

After they had gone into the courts, the courts decided jy +) 
favor, and this first provision is that all persons having 
ments of the courts for the northern district of the India: 
ritory shall be entitled to enrollment. Now, people that | 
moved to the Indian Territory at the request of the Indians, }\,y. 
ing Indian blood in their veins, have applied to the courts for ; 
purpose of being properly enrolled, so that they can share in tho 
distribution of the tribal funds. They appealed tothe courts,» 
these judgments are now standing in their favor. 

For some reason or other none of their names have | 
upon the rolls, and unless Congress relieve these people they wi 
lose their share of the fund. The second class is where they havo 
applied to the courts for an enrollment and proven to th 
faction of a master in chancery, taking evidence and reporting { 
the court as they do in these Federal courts in the Territory, an 
these masters of chancery have reported that they have | 
blood in their veins, that they are entitled to citizenship, ani { 
they should be enrolled. 

This bill protects these people and permits them to be « 

To go back to the origin of this trouble, we find that these Indians 
were removed from east of the Mississippi to the countr 
known as the Five Tribes, the Indian Territory, When it 

wild country the Indians living there sought to have thei: 
tives that were scattered east of the Mississippi to come | 
wild country, to aid them in driving out the wild India 
subduing the forests. They sent men back, members « 
tribes, to see their relatives, and brought them there. 

In the treaties of 1836 and 1840, and as far back as 18 
they provided that citizens of Cherokee blood going to that new 
country shall be entitled to all the privileges of those first remo 
by the United States Army. 

Mr. LACEY. Why did not the Dawes Commission pu! 
names upon the roll? Have they rejected them? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1 will explain that furt) 

Dawes Commission, after this question was left to them, : 
proper to rejecteveryone that the tribes did not recognize as being 
properly on the roll. That is to say, after the passage of the Cur- 
tis Act it was to the interest of those Indians that they should 
have a short roll, so that each one of them would be entitled to 
more lands and a larger annuity. 

The question of greed came in among our red brethren. They 
wanted to exclude from the rolls as many Indians as they | 
sibly could, and in doing that they dropped their names from tlie 
rolls after they had invited these people of Indian blood east ot 
the Mississippi River to go into the Indian Territory. A great 
many had come in, a great many since the civil war, and settled 
there; but they refused to put them on the rolls. And they stand 
in thiscondition atthe presenttime. We findonthe rollsa father, 
with his children left off the rolls. 

Sometimes we find Indian children and the father and mother 
off the rolls, and sometimes the brother on the rolls and the sister 
left off—with ae of the same family on the rolls and a part 
it off. That, Mr. Speaker, is all wrong; and it should be righted 
by Congress. tne 


r. 
The Dawes commission, in my judgment, to 
wrong view of the matter. They would not permit these! 
to be placed on the rolls. 

This matter was referred to the courts, and this amend’ 


to the effect that where they have appealed to the courts an! ‘°° 
courts have found in favor of the claimant, that they are In ; 
they should be placed on the rolls; and there is no princ))\ 
justice or equity or right that would deprive them of the )™v- 
. The courts were opened for that purpose. They ap) \'! 

to the courts, These courts have found in favor of them, ani ‘"° 
first section applies to this first class, who have obtained their )"\'5- 
ments in the courts. 
The second class is where the matter has been referred ‘4 
master in chancery, and if these reports should be made in th! 
favor and they proved they were of Indian blood. Now, °s 
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asa matter of equity a great many of these people have gone 
there, built up farms, established homes, and lived there for years, 
end they will be driven out of that Territory, they and their fami- 


: it is not right that they should be when they have Indian blood 
in their veins in order to give a larger amount of land and prop- 
erty to those other Indians, If the Dawes Commission had not 
exciuded ereeyaeng Sst was not upon the Cherokee rolls these 
parties would have been upon the rolls, and the reason for exclud- 
ing them from the rolls was that they might have a short roll, and 
therefore they would have more property. 1 hope this committee 
will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
S7rePHENS], it seems to me, is .bsolutely in error in reference to 
the facts in this case. The law known as the Curtis Act expressly 
provided in what manner Indians who claimed to be members of 
the various tribes in the Indian Territory—the Five Civilized 
Tribes—could be enrolled; that the Dawes Commission should 
first pass upon the right of each Indian, and then the Indian had 
the right of appeal to the United States courts, and every single 
Indian who has the right to enrollment who has been affirmatively 
passed upon by the Dawes Commission has been placed upon the 
roll; andevery single Indian whose right has been adversely passed 
upon and appealed to the higher court, if the Dawes Commission 
has been reversed by that court, has been enrolled. 

There has been no wrong committed. It does not require any 
amendment of this act or the Curtis Act to have enrolled these 
various men whose right has been established by this commission 
or by the courts. I think the amendment is absolutely not needed 
and ought to be voted down. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Dawes commission has held that the 
Indians have Cherokee blood in them—— 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. If the court has held it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they are entitled to it. The Curtis Act 
provided that all the Indians should do in order to be enrolled 
was to prove that they had Cherokee blood in them. They must 
prove more than that they had Indian blood in them; they must 
prove themselves a member of the Cherokee tribe of Indians; and 
where they have so proved themselves, and where this commis- 
sion a the courts have so decided, in every case they have been 
enrolled. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would suggest to the gentleman from Texas 
that a case went to the Supreme Court—the case of Stephens et al. 
against the Cherokee Nation—and the question was passed upon. 
The case was decided at the October term, 1898. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, But theso cases I refer to have not 


been to final en. 

Mr. SHER. - In case it has not been finally determined, 
the right of appeal exists, and they could not be excluded until 
there is decision by the highest court. I think the gentleman is 
in error in thinking there is need of any such amendment, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What objection have you to this 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is the law now. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are excluded, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notif the court has rendered a judgment 
that they had Cherokee blood in them. If some master in chan- 
cery ~ simply said that they have Indian blood in them, they 
may be. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I provide in this amendment that 
they shall be shown to have Cherokee Indian blood. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the existing law, where it has been es- 
tablished that the Cherokee blood exists to a sufficient degree, 
they are entitled to enrollment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, What objection have you to enact- 
ing this even if that is so? 
— SHERMAN, [I object to enacting over again what is now 
W. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What if the Dawes commission 
Tefuses to obey the law? 

7 SHERMAN, The commission does not refuse to obey the 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. After you have provided for the 
court to try these cases, and after the court has decided in favor 
of the Cherokees, by decree of court, that they have their blood 
in them, what right have we to say that they shall not be entitled 
to enroliment and distribution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isaythe gentleman is in error as to his state- 
ment of fact. It is not ible that any such condition can exist. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Another question. 1 want to ask 
if there was not a _ set out in the Curtis Act when these parties 


should be 
+ Certainly; there must be a limit; we could 


What objection have you to this 


Mr. § 
not allow to come in for all eternity. 
THEHENS of Texas, If there was an appeal and by de- 
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lay they were prevented from getting their names on the roll, 
should not they now be permitted to come in? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It was not possible toexclude them from the 


rolls because of any delay in hearing the appeal. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that we should look 
at the question as a right or wrong? 

Mr. SHERMAN. But we have. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If these people have Cherokee blood 
and have established it in the courts of the country, what right 
has Congress to disinherit them? , 

Mr. SHERMAN. If they have followed the provision of the 
Curtis Act and established their right to a place upon the 
the Cherokee Nation, they are there. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But you have limited the ti 
within which they shall do that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Andif they could not getin in time 
then you disinherit them because of the limitation which has been 
fixed by Congress; and that is certainly wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, my friend from Texas knows that we 

ut some kind of limitation of time on every provision of this 

ind, and every other kind. It is absolutely necessary to put a 
limitation of time on all provisions, even those for the collection 
of our grocery bills. 

Mr. CURTIS, Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas to a provision of this bill which covers the very case 
talks about, if the claimants establish their rights, The provi 
sion of the bill in section 46 is that— 

If any citizen who was living and entitled to be enrolled on the Ist day of 
April, 1900, die before receiving his allotment of lands and share of the triba 
funds, his right of allotment and share of the fundsshall descend to his heirs 
according to the laws of descent and distribution of the Cherokee Nation, and 
shall be allotted and distributed to them accordingly. 


roll of 


This language clearly shows that the matter is left open, so that 
every person who can establish his right will be placed on these 
rolls; and we have provided in appropriation bills, in the act for 
the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, that if appli 
cants had cases pending and if those cases should be appealed and 
if on appeal the case was decided in their favor then the Dawes 
commission should enroll them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Even admitting that to be true, 
what objection can you have to this amendment? After a judg 
ment establishing their Cherokee blood, why should not the 
parties go upon the rolls? If what you say is true, no injury can 
be done to the rest of the tribe or to the United States Government. 

Mr. LITTLE. My friend from Texas must undoubtedly mis 
understand this matter, or I do. There is no person who has had 
a favorable judgment in the Indian Territory by the Federal 
courts there who is not placed on the rolls as a clerical act after 
judgment is entered. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Then let this provision come in. 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly not, because the Dawes Commission 
is ordered by the existing law to enroll such persons. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can any betier way of determin- 
ing this question be suggested than by decree of the court? 

Mr. LITTLE. 1 take it the trouble is that the gentleman hasin 
his mind the reports of the masters in chancery. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand this matter is to be 
determined first by the judgment of the court and next by the 
report of the master inchancery. Those two classes are specified 
in my amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to sec- 
tion 45: 

Such rolls shall in all other respects be made in strict compliance with the 
provisions of section 21 of the act of Congress of June 28, 1598, entitled ‘‘An 


act for the protection of the people of the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes.” 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they are protected by that pro- 
vision, what objection is there to putting them in? 

Mr. CURTIS. But why repeat the provision? 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. To place the matter beyond all con- 
troversy. 

Mr. CURTIS, If the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
be adopted, at once the report will go out that we have opened up 
a way for about 8,000 intruders to get on the roll; and the treaty 
will not be ratified by the tribe. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There are but 105 families claiming 
this right. They are living there and have established their right 
by the decree of court or by the report of the master in chancery. 

To drive these people out of that Territory after they have done 
exactly what they were required to do, after they have gone to the 
courts for the purpose of proving their Indian blood and have 
proved it, in one class of cases a decree of the court having been 
placed upon record and in the other class of cases the master in 
chancery having reported in their favor—why should you now 
disinherit them and prevent them from having equal rights with 
the rest of the Indian tribes? 

Mr. CURTIS, We have no desire to disinherit them. 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This act, without the amendment I 
propose, which places the matter beyond all question, would sim- 
ply disinherit tl 


; nose people, 

Mr. LITTLE. By the original act prescribing the mode of tak- | 
ing the list of citizens in the Territory, the primary jurisdiction | 
was ves!ed in the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes to hear 
applications which were to be made within the time fixed in that 
bill—the 10th of August or September, I believe, 1898, 

If approved by the Dawes commission, such persons were en- 
titled to enrollment. If rejected by the commission, they had 
the right to appeal to the Federal courts in the Indian Territory; 
and if found entitled to citizenship by the court, they were en- 
titled to enrollment; otherwise they were excluded from the rolls. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the court found them entitled 
to enrollment and the commission refused to enroll them, the | 
court could enforce its decree. 

Mr. LITTLE, The commission does not refuse and can not 
refuse. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
tainly enforce its action. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Secretary of the Interior would settle the 
matter if such a thing should happen. After the court has ad- 
judged the parties entitled to citizenship the commission has no 
further discretion; its action in placing the parties on the rolls is | 
merely clerical; and the entire roll when completed is subject to | 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Here is the trouble I see if we undertake to change the existing 
law by such legislation as that proposed by the gentleman from 
Texas: We have relegated this issue of fact to the commission, 
with the right of appeal to the court. The judgments of the 
court have been entered, and they are binding upon Congress, 
We have no right toinvade the judgment of a court having juris- 
diction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am not asking you to invade any 
judgment of the court, but to carry out the judgment. 

Mr. LITTLE. We might just as well insert an amendment 
declaring that we accept the Bible as true. These parties must 
be enrolled under the existing law, if they are adjudged by the 
Federal courts entitled to enrollment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Have you not prescribed the time 
within which they shall be enrolled? 

Mr, LITTLE, No; we have prescribed the time within which 
they should apply. There is no limit as to the time when the 
question shall be decided. The limit is as to the time they should 
apply, and the limit was long enough, so that more than 7,000 peo- 
ple applied. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they have already applied, and 
the courts have found in their favor, what objection have you to 
their being enrolled? 

Mr. LITTLE. The law already prescribes that they shall be 
put upon the rolls if the courts find in their favor. 

Mr. SHERMAN, As the law says that, they are in fact upon 
the rolls now. 

Mr. LITTLE. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
says that persons having judgments of the court, or reports of 
special or general masters in chancery, shall be enrolled. Now,a 
master in chancery is only an arm of the court, and the finding of 
a master in chancery is merged in the judgment of the court. We 
can not incorporate a mere finding of the master. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, But you have limited the time 
within which it shall be done, so as to make it impossible to have 
these persons enrolled. 

Mr. LITTLE. Not at all. The applications are closed now. 
Births are closed by this bill, as limited to the time specified. 
The commission must make a complete roll, and must take every 
man found on any of the rolls of the tribe. Those that are con- 
testing, who were not on the tribal rolls, must have applied to the 
commission, and then goto the court. When they went to the 
commission and were rejected, they appealed to the court. 

Masters in chancery in those particular cases were appointed to 
take proof and report to the court. I will state that they have 
reported, some of them recommending citizenship, and while I 
disagree with the courts in their judgment in some of those cases, 
while I believe if I had been deciding the cases I would have ad- 
mitted some of them to citizenship who were not admitted, that 
is not the question here. The power of Congress on this point is 
exhausted by the solemn judgment of the court, and Congress has 
no power to disturb the judgment of a court. 

The finding of a master in chancery is nothing but the mere 
hand of the court, and if the judgment of the court differs froin 
the finding of the master in chancery, his finding amounts to noth- 
ing, because it is absorbed and determined finally by the decree 
of the court rendering final judgment in the case, 

I know half of these a personally who are contesting for 
this citizenship. Some of them, I believe, ought to be enrolled. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, on that admission, what ob- 
jection have you to my amendment? 


But if it did, the court could cer- 
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Mr. LITTLE, I will not bea party to Congress inyadi, 
judgment of a court and undertaking to decide a thing ex , 
When the courts have heard the evidence and declared so}, 
against these parties, I do not believe that Congress shoy 
vade that judgment, because we have not investigated the ; 
There are many of these contestants, personally, that I sho 
to see on the rolls, 

Many of them are my friends. Many of them have m 
provements in that country; but if they get on the ro) 
sition to the fina] judgment of the courts, they will have {,, 
some other road, so far as I am concerned, than to ask (\ 
to overturn the judgment of the courts. I do not beliey; 
first place, we have the power to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, let us bave a vote. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on agre 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tex; 
STEPHENS]. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore an: 
that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 8, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe I will make the point of ny, 
quorum, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lhope my friend will not do that. 

Mr. LITTLE. I suggest to my friend that if he does that there 
will be no legislation on this subject at this session of Congres 
If he wants to take the responsibility —— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I never shirk responsibility at ny 
time or place. F 

Mr. LITTLE. I knowthe gentleman's courage, and I knov he 
wants to do right; but the gentleman by making the point . f, no 
quorum will leave these matters in that Territory in the condition 
in which they now are. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; and you by your action rob 
men of their farms and drive them out of that Territory and dis. 
franchise them. 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman assisted in establishing a com- 
mission and a court to determine these cases, a tribunal that was 
satisfactory to the claimants who were here. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And we are asking Congress to 
obey the judgment of that court. 

Mr. LITTLE. The commission will obey it, and the courts 
will if the commission does not. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I understand the gentleman does not raise 
the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 3, 
the noes are 8, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. CURTIS, I offer the following amendment, 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Page 10, line 11, strike out the words “excluding improvements;" and in 
line 12, after the word “town,” add “ but not improvements erected on such 
town sites.” 

Mr. CURTIS. It is simply a change of phraseology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, section 82 having been rejected, 
I ask unanimous consent, in line 9, page 38, to strike out ‘‘eighty- 
three” and insert ‘‘eighty-two,” to correct the number of the sec- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the change 
will be made. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that we 
had acted on section 82. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, section 82 was rejected. 
are all the amendments, and I ask that the bill be engro: 
read a third time, 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time, 

Mr. RIDGELY said: I make the point of no quorum. | willre- 
serve thata moment. I desire by unanimous consent to make 4 
statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman can make a statement. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Reserving the point of no quorum, I wish to 
say this, that some of my constituents are affected very mater- 
ally by striking out this section 82. I got in here just as the vole 
was being taken by the committee striking this out, and 1 bev.eve 
that it is unjust to people who already have leases in this country, 
secured in accordance with acts of Congress, approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, that they shall be canceled and those pal 
ties sent back to make new terms. I 

These people have appealed to me to look after this matter. 
have looked after it by ee of the committee, and they °s 
sured me that their amendment had been put onto the bill by the 
committee. e ch 

Mr, CURTIS. Willthe gentleman permit me? All leases W hich 
— approved by Congress are not affected in the least J 
this bill. 


I think those 
1 and 


By unanimous consent the gen- 
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Mr. LITTLE. This act says nothing about any other lease. 
Mr. CURTIS. There was a provision in the section which was 


| 


stricken out to approve all leases which had been made under | 


the customs and laws of the tribe. I agree with the gentleman 
in his statement, that the men who have made such leases and 
expended their money ought to be protected; but the committee 
has information that if this section stays in, the treaty will be re- 
jected by the tribe, and I believe it would be better to let the sec- 


tion go out than to have the treaty rejected. 


Mr. RIDGELY. Justa question now: These leases that have | 


been approved by the Secretary of the Interior—— 

Mr. CURTIS. They are not affected in the least by this act. 
They are still in full force. Any lease which has been approved 
under existing law by the Secretary of the Interior is still in full 
force. 

Mr. RIDGELY. 
been approved? 

Mr. CURTIS. Under the laws and customs of the tribe a lease 
might be made to a member of the tribe, and the members of the 
tribe could sublease to other parties, Such leases, of course, are 
yoid if this bill passes, or rather there is nothing in this bill to 
protect the persons holding under such leases. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Iwant to ask the gentleman who moved to 
strike this ont what serious objection there would be to reconsid- 
ering that vote and letting this amendment stand as the commit- 
tee have brought it in here? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is what we struck out. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Why should we strike it out? 

Mr. LITTLE. Why, the whole treaty looks to the allotment of 
these lands in severalty to these people, and I do not see how we 
could very well allot the lands after they had been locked up in 
leases, 

Mr. RIDGELY. But the amendment brought in here protects 
the party who holds a lease, who has a right in equity there; but 
now it makes the lessee pay over-to the lessor, or to the party re- 
ceiving the lands, under theallotment provided intheact. Other- 
wise it goes to the tribe. 

Mr. LITTLE. Under this you can ratify any leases that have 
been made, and under the Curtis Act they would get 640 acres, 
while under this those people only can get 80 acres apiece, and 
when they get that it will be less property. They want the allot- 
ment to take place in twelve or eighteen months; and the whole 
treaty agreed to by these people was on the lines that they should 
have their lands unincumbered as nearly as it was possible to get 
it, and they have that right. 

When the allotments are made they can lease them for one year; 
= after the final allotment is made they can rent them or lease 
them. . 

Mr. RIDGELY. If I understand the gentleman's explanation, 
itamounts to this: These parties who have been recognized as 
having the right to make legal contracts, which have been in force 
for a good many years, if it suits them can say that we consent to 


Then this simply affects those that have not 


anew deal, and if not, you wipe out the contracts that they have | 


made with these people, or else let them make others if they choose. 

Mr. LITTLE. If their contracts were legal when made, they 
would stand. 

Mr. RIDGELY. By your action you wipe them out? 

Mr. LITTLE. If it was legal when it was made it will stand. 

Mr. RIDGELY. It was sufficient to induce men to invest their 
money in these lands. 

Mr. LITTLE. If it was legal when it was made it is legal, If 
it was not legal when made it will not be legal. 

Mr. RIDGELY. These lands have been occupied for two pur- 


poses, and they may not be able to go into courts and enforce | 


+s contracts; but you are wiping out the rights of these par- 
ies now. 

Mr. LITTLE, If you examine such as one I examined, you will 
find it calls for about five square miles of land, and some of them 
I do not know how much more. 

_ Mr. RIDGELY. I do not want to extend this discussion, but 
it seems tome this amendment was considered fair, of sufficient 
ee to be adopted by our Committee on Indian Affairs, 
an PS into the bill and brought here for our action. I do not 
think that this provision should be stricken out. I believe that by 
this legislation we absolutely wipe out rights in equity and vested 
rights, and we ought not to do it. 

want to say, in answer to an explanation that has been made 
to me by the chairman of the committee, that these will not affect 
the leases aoe by the Secretary of the Interior; that I have 
serious doubts whether you are protecting those. I am not satis- 
fied in a7 aad whether you are not wiping them out, 
not had time to consider the bill. 

wares SHERMAN, We intend certainly to protect existing 

ri 

tr. RIDGELY. If you will reconsider the vote and put it back 


I have 








Mr. CURTIS. LIagree with the gentleman from Kansas, but I 
am afraid that if he does not yield it will defeat this treaty. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I do not think it will; and I have that assur- 
ance from a great many people who have been down in this coun 
try, and from an able attorney right down on the line, who was 


| here, and said he had not one dollar of interest in it himself, but 


& great many other people had. 

Mr. CURTIS. If the gentleman will yield to me for that pur- 
pose, I will ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment of the committee adding section 82 to the 
bill was rejected. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I consent to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CurTIs] asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment to add section 82 to the bill was rejected. 
Is there objection? [Afterapause.] TheChair hears none. The 
amendment is now before the House. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I would like to ask some member 
of the committee who reported this bill a question or two. My 
attention has never been called to it until to-night. I notice that 
each bill is about 30 or 31 pages in length, approximately that; 
each relates to a very important subject-matter. The matter just 
suggested by the gentleman from Kansas, affirming or nonaftirm- 
ing mineral land leases, cutting up property into town sites. the 
allotment of it to Indians; all very important legislation indeed. 

Now, the bill wasintroduced in the House on the 23d of last month 
and reported on the 25th; and then we are asked to puss it, with 
six or eight members in the House, at a night session, when not 
one member in seventy-five in the House of Representatives hss 
ever seen the bill or knows anything about either one of them. | 
wish here to enter my most emphatic protest against that species 
of legislation. It may beall right. I would not impute anything 
to this committee, but on its face it is not proper. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the people who owned these 
lands were white men, nothing of the kind would be done, in my 
opinion. I think there ought to be a rvle of the House of Repre- 
sentatives which would prevent the taking up of bills just intro- 
duced on the 23d of the month, reported on the 25th, to be brought 
up at a night session, just at the end of the session, for passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Will the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The most of this is not legislation. It is an 
agreement entered into with the Indians. With the exception of 
one part, which is legislation, all the rest is agreement with the 
Indians that they have entered into with the Government. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I thought there were two, three, 
or four pages of amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Thatis simply because Congress has amended 
the treaty. which goes back to the tribe for ratification. 

Mr. CURTIS. And furthermore, I will state to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that this is not the original bill. The original 
bill was considered by a joint committee of the House and Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has been here since March. 

Mr. CURTIS. And after the original bill was amended by the 
joint committee of the House and Senate, this bill was introduced, 
so as to cover the amendments agreed upon by the joint committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was introduced on the 23d of 


| last month, and in the last part of it, printed in italics, there are 


| 


| 


four or five or more pages of amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That isan amendment tothe agreement, and 
must go back to the Indians for their ratification or else it is not 
effective. It must go back to the Indians. This whole proposi- 
tion is to be voted upon by them. This is the action of Congress, 
and unless it is affirmed by them by a vote of their tribe at such 
election as ordered by them it amounts to nothing. 

Mr. CURTIS. In addition to that, it has been fully considered 
by the Department and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the meeting was callod to-night, at the request of the Depart- 
ment, to enact this legislation because it was necessary that it 
should go through at this time. We have appropriated over 
$500,000 in the Indian appropriation bill to carry on this very work. 

This question has been up since 1893 at every session of Con- 
gress, and every member of the Indian Committee 1s familiar with 
it. This bill was considered by a joint committee of the House 
and Senate, or, rather, this bill is the result of the consideration 
given to the first bill by the joint committee. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the proposition was to be made 
to white men, or men occupying the status of white men, I would 
not think anything of it; but when you talk about making treaties 
with Indians, it is a different proposition, as it seems to me, from 
making a proposition to a lot of white men. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will allow 
me, I want to say that-I have been watching with some interest 


in the bill, if the committee will stand by its own report, I will | the proceedings and the consideration of this matter befvre the In 


agree to let the matter go, 
XXXITI——403 


dian Committee, and I believe that the committee by this bill have 
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dealt fairly with the Indians, as much so as the judgment of any 
impartial men can do. I believe they have dealt with and safe- 
guarded every interest. 

I believe, however, that we should stand by the bill as it came 


from the committee, because all the parties have been before the | 


eominittee and they are not here now, and we should stand by the 
bill as it was reported, and do equity to all. I am willing the bill 
shou!d go through as it was reported by the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to the following language in the bill: 

That the agreement negotiated between the Commission to the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes and the Cherokee tribe of Indians at the city of Washington on 
the 9th day of April, 1900, as herein amended, is hereby aceepted, ratified, 
and confirmed, and the same shall be of full force and effect if ratified by a 
majority of the votes cast by the members of said tribe at an election to be 
held for that purpose. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Kansas 
please explain the objection made to the reinstatement of the 
amendment that was stricken out? What is the precise point 


involved? 

Mr. CURTIS. We have conserted to the reinstatement of sec- 
tion 82. In the act to protect the people of the Indian Territory, 
all leasesof mineral lands which had been assented to by Congress, 
and those which had been made with members of the tribe, under 
the laws and customs of the tribes, were tc continue unimpaired. 

The men who were in possession of mineral lands and had made 
valuable improvements were given the preference in the making 
of new leases, under rules and regulations prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, But when this treaty was made there was 
no provision made for mineral leases, and when the bills to ratify 
the two treaties were acted upon by the joint committee there 
was no provision made for mineral leases. 

But when the bill was submitted to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House the committee voted to add this section #2, 
which provides forthe leasing of mineral lands. Upon themotion 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, theamendment of the committee 
adding this section was disagreed to; and a few moments ago, by 
ananimous consent, we reconsidered the vote whereby section 82 
was stricken out. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The two bills are not identical. 

Mr. CURTIS. They apply to different tribes of Indians. The 
provision in regard to mineral leases is the same. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, Will the gentleman from Kansas allow me 
a question? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. You say this is an agreement between the 
Dawes Commission and the Indian tribes? 

Mr. CURTIS. Between the Dawes commission and the Chero- 
kee tribe of Indians. 
nearly every day and had the assistance of the officers of the In- 
terior Department. The matter was thoroughly gone over, and 
then, when the treaty was sent to Congress, amendments were rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior. These amendments 
were added to the treaty by the bill which was offered to ratify 
the treaty. . 

Now, this bill is the result of all that labor and the labor of the 
joint committee of the House and Senate. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
the agreement =_— have been ratified by Congress. 

Mr. CURTIS. No; because the agreement was not with the 
tribe, but with representatives of the tribe. It must be ratified 
by the tribe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the adoption of section 82. 

Mr. BENTON. What is that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon a 
to the section proposed as a committee amendment, w 
once been rejected. 

The question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 8, noes 4. 

Mr. BENTON. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman insist on that point? 

Mr. BENTON. I object, if this provision is to go into the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not see why the gentleman should raise 
that point. If he will read the last proviso, he must see that no 
harm can come from this amendment. It provides that no min- 
eral leases shall be made without securing the written consent of 
the allottee; next, that no such lease is valid unless it is approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior. In no case is a lease to interfere 
with allotments. No lease can cover the mineral in more than 
160 acres of land, and in no case cover a homestead. With these 
limitations, no harm can come from the section. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The amendment of the committee as agreed 
to here is certainly fair in equity. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri | Mr. Banton) withdzaw his point? 


ing 
h has 


They were here for some weeks working | 


Were it not for the amendment suggested, | 
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Mr. BENTON. Ido, in order that the gentleman from Kan: 
may proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. RIDGELY. A number of these people—as good citi; 
as we have in this country—have to my personal knowledge ¢,,), 
down into that country. Some of them have been there a n) 
ber of years, getting ne in perfect harmony. They have leas | 
lands of these Indians and have built fences, have broken groy; 
and have erected buildings, and are paying a good liberal rat» 
rent. Now, it is but right, and the committee has conceded { 
it is but right, that a negotiation shall be permissible, 

Mr. BENTON. That is notin this provision at all, 

Mr. LITTLE. 1s the gentleman from Kansas ‘Mr. Ring: 
talking about agricultural leases? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Both agricultural and mineral leases, 

Mr. LITTLE. This does not touch farmers’ leases, 

Mr. RIDGELY. These people are there or the commii 
would not have brought in this amendment. But they have cio. 
fully guarded the rights of the Indians, the allottees of {hjo<. 
lands. As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] has said, yo 
advantage can be taken of them. The provision is absolute! y fair 
to both parties. We are willing that this bill shall gothrouy); a 
the committee has reported it, after hearing all sides anid a)| 
parties affected by it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. RIDGELY] a question. I confess I am in want of informa- 
tion. I would like to know to what extent the holders of minvra] 
leases or other parties have gone into this Indian Territory and 
acquired rights of any kind. I understand that this section ap- 
plies principally to mineral leases, not to agricultural leases 

Mr. RIDGELY. The other section applies to agricultural 
leases. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam speaking with reference to section 82, 

Mr. RIDGELY. There are parties down there who have put 
up machinery and have done prospecting, seeking for oil and 
minerals. Some have made investments in coal mines; they have 
actually put in their money and have made improvements. They 
are there under contracts with the recognized owners and con- 
trollers of those lands. Itis but right that we should protect 
these people to the extent of permitting them to remove or sel! 
their improvements, or to negotiate with these parties in reference 
to remaining upon the land—that we should not simply wipe out 
their rights entirely, leaving them at the mercy of somebody else, 

Mr. FINLEY. As I understand, the objection to this proviso 
with reference to mineral leases seems to be that the parties hold- 
ing such leases have made improvements and that this section 
would take mt their rights. Am I correct? 

Mr. RIDGELY. It takes away their rights entirely under their 
leases, while the bill as brought in here from the committee per- 
mits the leases to continue in force provided the parties who may 
occupy the land under the leases are properly protected. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then the objection is that these parties holding 
these mineral lands will be prevented by this section from remoy- 
ing theirimprovements. Is that one part of the objection’ 

Mr. RIDGELY. Itis. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman spoke of parties having legal 
rights there. Now, I would like to be informed how and under 
what circumstances those parties obtained the rights of which the 

entleman speaks. If these questions are answered, I think the 
first objection can be easily removed by amendment. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The leases which have obtained down there 
have grown up under years of custom. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Without authority of law’ 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes; some of themaresuch as probably cou'd 
not be enforced if either party to the agreement should see iit to 
violate or ignore it. But now we come in with legislation that 
establishes certain legal rights there, with reference to these very 
lands, wiping out any chance whatever of an equity existing 'y 
long custom that has at least been tolerated by the United States 
Government through the Interior Department. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Is there any statute of limitations that can 
run against the Government? 

hur, RIDGELY. Iam not pleading the statute of limitations; 
Iam pleading equity. We do not ask for these people any «- 
vantage over parties who may become the owners of these /:nis, 
but we do intend that they shall have the first privilege, proved 
that rights of the owners are pro ss 

Mr. FINLEY. As I understand the gentleman from Ka! 
{Mr. RipeE.y], his first suggestion is that the parties who |)\\° 
acquired rights of some character in these general lands w : 
prevented from selling their improvements or removing thei. 

Now, it seems to me that an amendment allowing them t's 
right would be sufficient to answer that objection, and then, ® 
to the other Paes, that they have acquired what is ths 
by usage and custom, I do not know of any rule by which that 
can be covered, if went there without authority of law. 

I confess I wish to do what is right and proper toward these 
lessees; but at the same time I think that the committee havin; 
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this bill under consideration had some reason for their action, 
and although I know nothing about the testimony before them, 
it does seem that, after years of effort on the part of the United 
States Government, this treaty with the Indians ought to be got 
through in some shape, and in a manner fair to all parties. 

1 confess that I have great respect for the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. RIDGELY and for his judgment. It seems to me that 
his objection can be remedied by amendment, and my suggestion 
is that he direct his attention to that point. I think there will be 

o trouble. 
Mr. RIDGELY. If the gentleman will permit me, the parties 
affected by this have been before the Indian Committee, and an 
attorney from one of the counties in my district just left here a 
few days ago, being compelled to go home because he is the county 
attorney, and an important suit called him there. He called my 
special attention to this, and said that after both tribes had ap- 

rel before the committee they had agreed to this amendment. 

The committee bring it in here, and all that I ask is that the 
legislation that shall take place here to-night be in accordance 
with the report of thecommittee. I am willing to let the entire 
bill go through, but I ask you to stand honestly by what was 
agreed to in the committee. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr.Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Benton] is willing to refrain from raising the point 
of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER _ tempore. 
tee amendment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the sections will be re- 
numbered. The question is on the third reading of the bill as 
amended. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Do you strike out the paragraph on page 5 
and adopt the amendment which the committee recommended? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly; that has been done. ‘ 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want the Recorp to show that the vot 
about to be taken is upon the bill as amended by the committee. 
all the amendments reported by the committee having been agreed 
toand adopted; that now we are voting toadopt the bill as amended 
in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Together with one or two other amend- 
ments. ‘The bill contains all the amendments which the commit- 
tee has reported and one or two other minor amendments. 

Mr. RIDGELY. We have adopted the amendment on page 5. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly; the House has agreed to that 
amendment and to all the amendments recommended in the re- 
port of the committee. Besides that the House has agreed to one 
or two other amendments. . 

Mr. RIDGELY. Very well; with that understanding. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AGREEMENT WITH MUSCOGEE OR CREEK INDIANS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, under the special order I call 
up the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of that bill be 
dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
— unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk report 
= cuonminente offered by the committee, and that they be first 
acted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
committee amendment. 

The following committee amendments were severally read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to, 

On page 10, line 6, after the word “effective,” add the following: 
of “Ita ae of the members of a committee fail to a upon the value 

any lot the value thereof shall be fixed by Secretary of the Interior 


On page 11, line 11, before the word “lot,” add the words “ or business;” 
and after the word “lot” add the words “ or both.” 


The following committee amendment was read: 


On page 11, in line 17, after the word “home,” add the following: “Also 
any person who had at the time of signing this agreement purchased any lot, 
tract, or pareel of land from any person in legal possession at that time.” 


Mr. CURTIS. I hope that amendment will be voted down, It 
is virtual vided for in another section of the bill. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Let it stand as reported by the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following committee amendments were read, and agreed to: 
there te follow out all the words in lines 21 and 22 and insert in lieu 


Without objection, the commit- 


The Clerk will report the first 


owing: 
deeds when so executed and approved shall be filed in the office of the 
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Dawes Commission, and there recorded without expense to the grantee, and 
such records shall have like effect as other public records.” 

On page 17 strike out all the words in lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, and insert in | 
thereof the following: 

‘(b) All lands to which, at the date of the ratification of this agree: 
any railroad company may, under any treaty or act of Congress, have a 
vested right for right of way, depot, station grounds, water stations, stock 
yards, or similar uses connected with the maintenance and operation of tho 
railroad.” 

On page 18, after the word “ allotted,’’ in line 


u 


, n li 15, add the following: 
**(o) One acre each for the six established Creek court-houses with the im 
provements thereon."’ 





*“(p) One acre each for all churches and schools outside of towns now reg- 
ularly used as such.” 

On page 20, in line 15, after the word “ shall,” add the word “hereafter.” 

On page 20 strike out all after the word “agreement,” in line 17, down to 
and including the word “determined,” on page 22, line 17 

On page 8), line 9, after the word “thereof,” add “except appropriations 
for the necessary, incidental, and salaried expenses of the Creek government 


as herein limited.” 
On page 31, line 9,after the word “six,” add the following w« 

to such future legislation as Congress may deem proper." 
The following committee amendment was read: 


On page 51, after the word “C 
* Sc 


rds: “subject 


ongress,"’ in line 13, add section 50, as follows: 
50. That there be, and is hereby, established a court at the town of 
Eufaula, in said Creek Nation, at which place regular terms of United States 
court shall be held annually.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, since this was inserted in the 
treaty, it not being in the original treaty, I am advised by the 
Department of Justice that it is not necessary, and that they ob- 
ject to the establishment there of another court, I therefore 
trust that that amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Add section 59, as follows: 

51. That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
from time to time to provide rules and regulations for the leasing of oil, gas, 
coal, asphalt, and other minerals on the unallotted and unselected portion of 
the 1 ai within the Creek country, and all such leases shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and any lease for any such minerals otherwise 
made shall be absolutely void. No lease shall be made or renewed for a 
longer period than fifteen years, nor cover the mineral! in more than 160 
acres of land, which shall conform as nearly as possible to the surveys 
Lessees shall pay on each oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral claim at the 
rate of $100 per annum, in advance, for the first and second years; $200 per 
annum, in advance, for the third and fourth years, and $800, {n advance, for 
each succeeding year thereafter, as advanced royalty on the mine or claim 
on which they are made. 

All such payments shall be a credit on royalty when each said mine is de- 
veloped and operated and its production is in excess of such guaranteed an- 
nual advanced payments, and all lessees must pay said annual advanced pay- 
ments on each claim, whether developed or undeveloped; and should any 
lessee neglect or refuse to pay such advanced annual royalty for the perio 
of sixty days after the same becomes due and payable on any lease, the lease on 
which default is made shall become null and void, and the royalties paid in 
advance shall then become and be the money and property of the tribe: Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein contained sha!! impair the rights of any holder 
or owner of a leasehold interest in any oil, coal rights, asphalt, or mineral 
which have been assented to by act of Congress, but all such interest shall 
continue unimpaired hereby, and shall be assured to such holders or owners 
by leases from the Secretary of the Interior for the term not exceeding fit- 
teen years, but subject to payment of advanced royalties as herein provided, 
when such leases are not operated, to the rate of royalty on coal mined, and 
the rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and preference s 1all be given to such parties in renewals of such leases; but 
if said lease covers any land which has been selected or allotted, then the 
royalty for the part of said land so selected or allotted shall be paid to the 
person to whom the allotment has been made or to the person who has made 
the selection: 

Provided further, That when, under the customs and laws heretofore exist- 
ing and prevailing in the Creek Nation, leases have been made of different 
groups or parcels of oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits. and posses- 
sion has been taken thereunder and improvements made for the development 
of such oil, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits, by lessees or their assigns, 
which have resulted in the production of oll, coal, asphalt, or other mineral 
in commercial quantities by such lessees or their assigns, such leases are 
hereby approved for a period of not to exceed fifteen years from the date of 
the lease and for not more than 160 acres of land, and such parties in posses- 
sion shall be given preference in the making of new leases, in compliance 
with the directions of the Secretary of the Interior; and in making new leases 
due consideration shall be made for the improvements of such lessees, and in 
all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, and other 
mineral deposits preference shall be given to parties in possession who have 
made improvements. 

The rate of royalty to be paid by all lessees shall be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided, That the royalty which shall become due under 
the terms of leases heretofore made or under new leases made under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be paid, if on unallotted or unselected lands, tot 
Creek tribe; but if on allotted or selected land, then the same shall be paid 
to the allottee or to the member of the tribe who has made the selection 
Provided further, That members of said tribe who have made selections or to 
whom allotments have been made may lease their selections or allotments 
for the development of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, or other mineral deposits and 
receive the royalty for the same, but before operations shall be begun upon 
theland owned or controlled by any person for lopment of oil or 
gas, the lessee or party operating shall pay tothe allottee or owner of the 
said land the value of the use of the necessary surface for prospecting or 
mining and the damage to be done tothe other land and improvements of 
said allottee or owner, the value to be ascertained under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That no lease provided for in 
this section shall be of force or effect until the consent of the allottee is ob 
tained in writing, and until the same is approved by the Secretary of the In 
terior, and in uo case shall the lease provided for in this seetion interfere 
with allotme:ts, or cover the 40-acre homestead provided for in this bill, o1 
in any case cover more land than is allotted to any one allottee, exclusive of 
his homestead. 


ne being taken on the amendment, on a division (de- 
manded by Mr. SnopGrass) there were—ayes 5, noes 3, 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 


the devs 
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Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, on 
out all after the word ‘‘land,” an 
stricken out being: 

Provided, That he has paid for any improvements which may be on the 
land selected by him. 

It is provided for on page 6 of this bill, so it is simply a repeti- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
moves to strike out all after the word ‘‘land,” in line 8, and all of 
line 9, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment on page 10: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 10, line 2, strike out the words “excluding improvements;” and in 
line 3, after the word “town,” insert “but not the improvements on such 


town site.” 

Mr. BENTON. What is the effect of that? 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the same amendment which was agreed 
to in the Cherokee bill. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the object of the change? 

Mr. CURTIS. This provision is made go that in appraising the 
aoe ae town the value added by improvements will not be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The effect is just the same as in the original 
bill, only it transposes the language to make it clear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS, I offer the followin 
after the word “which,” in line 6, 
** has or.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Should it not be ‘‘ has been or?” 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; so that it will read: ‘‘ which has been or 
may be laid out.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS, I offer another amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 20, page 16, add the following paragraph: 

“The transfer of the title of the Creek tribe to individual allottees and to 
other persons as provided in this agreement shall not inure to the benefit of 


any railroad company nor vest in any railroad company any right, title, or 
interest in or to any of the lands in the Creek Nation. 


age 8, line 8, I move to strike 
also all of line 9, the words 


amendment: On page 12, 
move to insert the words 


Mr. CURTIS. This amendment is to make it read the same as 
the Cherokee bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have an amendment in line 24, 
page 14, after the word “‘Coweta,” to insert the words ‘‘ Gibson 
Station.” 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 14, line 24, after the word “Coweta,” insert ‘‘Gibson Station.” 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This justadds another town. That 
is the oldest town in that entire country. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have another amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “agreement,” in line21, on 22, strike out “and no perso 


n 
whomsoever, shall be added to said roils after the lst day of July, 1900,” and 
insert the following: 

‘* Provided, 'That all persons once enrolled without fraud on their part as 
resident Creek or Muskogee Indians and whose names were stricken from 
said = without notice or a hearing, and their heirs shall be enrolled by the 
commission.” 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems that 
these people were once legally enrolled, and had their names on 
theroll. Subsequently they were stricken from the rolls, as shown 
by the court records, without any notice. They had no chance to 
be heard; and the Indians struck their names from the rolls after 
they had been once upon the rolls, Therefore I think that this 
action should be had. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman mean after their names 
had been enrolled by the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. By the Indians themselves. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have provided under the Curtis Act how 
every man can be enrolled, and every man should have taken ad- 
vantage of the Curtis Act if he had been theretofore illegally 
excluded from the rolls. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas, 
. certain time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They must make application. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, But they had been subsequently 
stricken from the rolls; some subsequent to the passage of the 
Curtis Act and some of them before. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the gentleman is correct, that is a pretty 
serious proposition, When the Dawescommission and the courts 
have placed these men on the roll, do I understand the gentleman 
to say that they have been stricken from the roll? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. After the Indians had once placed 
them on the rolls. The Indians placed them on the rolls, and the 
Indians struck them off; and they were not found on the roll. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But any person stricken from the roll prior 


But they must be on the rolls at a 
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to the passage of the Curtis Act had ample opportunity to haye 
that wrong—if it were a wrong—righted by an application to the 
Dawes commission and the courts under the Curtis Act. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are complaining about it, anq 
Ido not think they have any remedy, unless we recognize it 
tLis law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wish to call the attentioy 
of the gentleman to the fact that this amendment leaves out ¢}), 
provision for the closing of these rolls, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It ought not to do that. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. The Dawes Commissioy 
asks that some time be fixed for the closing of these rolls, so t}; 
their work can be completed. Now, if the amendment is adopt«(, 
it leaves that question open to be fixed some time in the future |), 
Congress. ' 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This treaty can not be ratified }y 
the Creeks before the ist of July, and the time will be out they, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I am simply suggestiny 
that there should be some time fixed for closing these rolls; and iy 
this treaty the time should be fixed so that when Congress has 
ratified it and the treaty has gone tothe tribe and been ratified })y 
them it will be finished and not have it to come here two or thre 
years from now, with attempts being made by persons seeking to 
have it appear that some wrong has been done them, to have tho 
matter remain open on some pretended claim and have Congress 
to pass upon it and not have a particular time for closing it w), 
The time should be fixed when these rolls shall be closed and the 
matter settled definitely. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


in 


I would be willing to take it out in 


there, and then say: 


Provided, That all persons once enrolled without fraud on their part as 
resident Creek or Muscogee Indians, and whose names were stricken from 
said rolls without notice or hearing, and their heirs shall be enrolled by the 
commission. 


Then, as a matter of fact, it will be for the commission to say 
who shall be enrolled or may not be enrolled. 

Mr. LITTLE. The original bill provided for enrolling those 
citizens who were upon what is known as the Duncan roll, which 
was admitted by everybody to bea fairroll. You remember the 
discussion about that. It provided that after those on that roll, 
which was conceded to be all of the citizenship of the Creek Na- 
tion at the time it was made—those on that roll and their de- 
scendants should be put on by this commission, and those and 
their descendants were all who had citizenship. 

Now, here is what we had in mind when we made the original 
provision. There was a roll made subsequent to that time upon 
which the payment of the scrip money was made—a rol! that 
everybody who knew anything about it conceded was loaded down 
with fraud. Parties who made the roll, attorneys connected with 
it, conceded that everybody who would pay got onto the roll. 

I believe that we provided that the only safe way for Congress 
to gee in regard to that citizenship was to go to the Duncan 
roll, which was unquestioned, and provide, which we di in the 
Curtis law, that all personson the Duncan roll and their descend- 
ants should be enrolled by the commission without question and 
that we would not be trapped by a roll which was made simply 
for the parties to get the scrip. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This does not apply to the fraudu- 
lent roll; it provides for all persons once enrolled without fraud 
and whose names were stricken from the roll without notice or 
hearing. I1f they were once legally on the roll without fraud, and 
were stricken off without notice or hearing, it was nothing more 
than right that they should be placed back again on the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS, Iam advised that every one of these men have 
been heard by the Dawes Commission, and that they have appealed 
to the courts, and that the matter has been passed upon by both. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It that is true, then this will not 
hurt ongeea: 

Mr.CURTIS. Why put them back? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Your provision assumes that they were ouce 
on a roll which we now regard as theroll. You have reference 
to an old roll that existed in their old tribal relation, and not the 
roll that we are now aes under, and not the roll that the 
— Commission makes up. You are talking about some old 
roll. 

We took it under the Curtis Act, and we said to this Dawes 
Commission, ‘‘ You take this Duncan roll, because that has been 
examined and tested and found correct; take it as prima lacie 
evidence, and you add to that the name of every man who con) s 
before youand makes out a case to your satisfaction that he ought 
to be upon that roll; and any man so applying and rejected by 

ou may have the right of —— to the United States court. 

very single applicant has had an opportunity to have his day in 
court, ona many of them have been added, and many more ©x- 
cluded. led to 

A large part of those who have been excluded have appea'e: 
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the United States courts, and the judgment of the Dawes Com- 
mission has been confirmed. Your amendment goes back of this 
roll to an old roll, not a legal roll at all, and brings in Lg om who 
have neglected to take advantage of their day in court, because 
they knew they could not by legal evidence establish their right. 
They now wish to come in, not through the legal channel, but 
through Congressional action. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They will be enrolled by the com- 
mission and be enrolled in the regular way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the time has expired, and they know it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This Government can not afford 
to plead the statute of limitations against the heirship of these 
ndians. 
, Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that this is a case where the 
Government can afford to plead it, because the Government has 
not a dollar of interest in this matter. It is of no consequence to 
the Government whether there are 600 or 6,000 names on the roll; 
but it is a matter of the utmost importance to these people that 
only those should be on the roll who are honestly entitled to it, 
because it takes away from the people honestly entitled to the 
property so much of their proportion, 

1t is of no consequence to us; it does not take a dollar from the 
Treasury whether this amendment is put in or not, but we are 
here to see that the people are rightfully on the roll, and that 
those who ought not to be there shall not come in and partake in 
the division of this property. I think the amendment ought to 
be rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I shouldlike to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas if he still asks to have these words stricken 


out? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; I ask to have those words 
stricken out, 

The question was taken, and the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN (at 9 o'clock and 45 
minutes), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock 
noon, 


—_—— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
eee were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, relating to the disposition 
of useless papers in his Department—to the Joint Committee on 
Disposition of Useless Papers in Executive Departments, and 
ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending action 
on the agreements with the Muskogee or Creek and with the 
Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed, 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James ©. Campbell, administrator of estate of William K. Camp- 
bell, against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
J. D. Smith, administrator of estate of Sidney R. Smith, and R. 
Bellum, administrator of estate of William K. Fleming, against 
the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin F, Locke, administrator of estate of W. P. Pewitt, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hardy Summerline against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Richard T, Holleman against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Daniel Carmichael, administrator of estate of Hamilton Car- 
michael, against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 








COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7087) granting 

0st of Fort Supply (now abandoned) and certain lands to the 

erritory of Oklahoma, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1893); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4305) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Travis, Bonham, Bowie, 
and Butler, for galiantry and heroism during the Mexican war, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1896); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF 


BILLS 


AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 988) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate dam- 
ages done to planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and 
adjoining waters in New York and New Jersey, and tomake com- 
pensation therefor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 1881); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R, 8934) for the relief of Daniel 
Cherry, of Henry County, Ala., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 1882); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6357) for the relief 
of William 8. Brinton, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1883); which said bill and repert were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2778) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Trinidad Uribe certain 
money due him, held in the registry of the circuit court of the 
United States for the western district of Texas but never paid 
over to him, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1884); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4641) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Boyle, deceased, reported the samo without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1885); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R, 6865) for the re- 
lief of Jacob A, Henry, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 1886); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1008) for the relief of William 
C. Dodge, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1887); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 1394) for 
the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1890); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 262) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint George W. Kirkman to be a captain in the Twenty- 
third Regiment of the United States Infantry and a major in the 
Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1891); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bili of the House (H. R. 10423) granting an honorable discharge to 
Charles E. Hofmann, late first lieutenant in Company H, Sixtieth 
Regiment of United States Colored Infantry, reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1892); which | By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9271) to remove 


the charge of desertion against Charles Schaupp, alias Phillip | 


Schaupp, and authorizing his honorable discharge, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1894); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4020) 
for the relief of William Burke, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1895); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2464) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1897); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. JETT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 792) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Hugo, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1898); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3148) te correct the military 
record of William Lapoint, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1899); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ir. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6492) 
to correct the military record of James Donahue, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied b areport (No, 1900); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9856) for the relief of 
James 1. Friend, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a 
ne (No. 1888); which said bill and report were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 575) 
for the relief of Herbert Cushman, reported the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1889); which said bill and report 
were laid on the table, 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
“os following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 12048) transferring the appointive 
and disbursing power relative to the Paris Exposition of 1900 from 
the Commissioner-General for the United States to the Secretary 
of State, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. LENTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 12049) to establish a 
gold currency and a silver currency on a basis of interchangeable 
value throughout the world—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also (by pognest, a bill (H. R. 12050) to fix the denominations 
of gold and silver coins to be issued by the United States, and to 
establish the free coinage thereof—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

_ By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 265) direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for the 
improvement of Jacksons Creek, in the town of Hempstead and 
vy of Nassau, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
ors. 
_ By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A resolution (H. Res. 288) request- 
ing from Secretary of Interior names of all widows dropped from 
ae rolls since June 1, 1898—to the Committee on Invalid 
*ensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OlLOWS: 
By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12051) for the relief 
ot Homer B. Galvin, receiver, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Mains, 
By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12052) 
— a pension to Annie Austin—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 


| Jane Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Dr. E. 8. Leon. 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 12055) granting an increase of pension {o 
| Arthur B, Payne—to the Committee on [Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12056) for the relief of N. Weston, post 
| master at Bridgeport, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims. 

| By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 12057) granting a pension { 
Julia Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 12058) granting a pensi 
to Anderson G. Pittman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 12059) to authorize George W 
liam Hill to accept the appointment of officer of the Mérite Ag: 
cole of France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 12050) to correct the milita; 
record of John Bowling—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 12051) granting 
increase of pension to Henry 8. Topping—to the Committe 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12062) for the relief of the | 
of Samuel T. Carrow, deceased—to the Committee on War Chai 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R, 12063) granting anino 
of pension to Eugene M,. Hawes—to the Committee on Iny 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 12064) for the relief 
Evelyn Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R, 12065) granting an increa 
of pension to James A. Critley—to the Committee on Invalid |’ 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12066) for ther 
of Capt. Henry L. Heckmann—to the Committee on War (|! 

Also, a bill (H,. R. 12067) for the relief of the estate of the late 
B. F. Richardson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 12068) granting an increas 
of pension to Oscar Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of South Carolina Pharmac: 
Association, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petitions of Woman 
Christian Tem ce Union and Meeting of Friends of }all 
River, Mass., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sandwich, 
Mass., urging the enactment of the anti-canteen bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military 

By Mr. HALL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7587, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Gates, of Nittany, Pa.- 
to the Conimittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, and Baptist Young People’s Union, of W:sh- 
ington, Ind., urging theenactment of the anti-canteen bill—to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to quemmeney House bill No. 120!', 

anting a pension to Isaac Pack—to-the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Paper to accompany House bil! for 
the relief of Fritz Kloeppel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Comincr- 
cial Club of St. Paul, Minn., against the bill to abolish trading 
checks—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Homeopathic Institute of Minneso!s 
urging the passage of a bill to establish a national park at the 
head waters of the Mississippi River, in Minnesota—to the Com 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Agnes C. Gill and others, : 
Montrose, Pa., favoring joint resolution for the submission of 2n 
anti-polygamy amendment to the Constitution—to the Commitice 
on the Judiciary. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W, 1. ¥ D.D 
ayer t n v. W. H. Minpurn, D. D. : 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
<< when, on request of Mr, ALLEN, and by unanimous co"- 
sent, the further was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

MILITARY STATISTICS RELATIVE TO THE PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Becvetary of War, transmitting, in resporse 
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to a resolution of the 22d ultimo, a statement of the number of sol- 


cide, and the number wounded in action (or otherwise) among 
the regular and volunteer troops serving in the Philippine Islands 
from July 81, 1898, to May 24, 19%); also the number of officers 
and enlisted men, regular and volunteer, in active service in the 
Philippines, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORT OF DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the eneeany of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting the second annual report of the National Society of 
the Daughters of the American Revolution; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM ‘HE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
3ROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S, 359) to extend the privilege of immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 11212) making 
appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (8. 8430) to increase the efficiency of the 
Subsistence Department of the United States Army, disagreed to 
by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Hutt, Mr. Escu, and Mr, SuLZER managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the bill (H. R. 9083) to author- 
ize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to dispose of 
Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi, and to make appro- 
priation for executing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, for 
which the Senate asks the return by resolution of June 1, was 
signed by the Speaker on May 31, and was transmitted to the 
Senate, and is therefore no longer in the possession of the House, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, “ 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate the 
action of the House on the sundry civil appropriation bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 11212) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the’Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House usually asks for a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, but not having asked for 
a conference, I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and request a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By ananimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
ALLIson, Mr. HALE, and Mr. Cockre.u were appointed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the Florida Christian 
Endeavor Union, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL et petitions of the congregations of the 
Union Methodist Episcopal Church, the First Baptist Church, and 
the Presbyterian Church, all of Burlington, in the State of New 


Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Newport News, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation 
limiting the hours of daily service of laborers and workmen em- 
pores on the public works of the United States, and also to pro- 
iibit interstate traffic in convict-made goods; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Centralia, Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can- 
aa etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. FORAKER presented a memorial of Encampment No. 78, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to change the military records of sol- 
diers on ex parte evidence; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs, 
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U é He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Logan 
diers who have been killed, died from wounds, disease, and sui- | Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit t 


C 


of intoxicating liquorsin Army canteens, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 present a memorial of the Delaware In- 
dians residing in the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, remon- 
strating against the leasing of lands in that nation for mining 
purposes by the Secretary of the Interior. I move that the me 
morial be printed as a document and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to, 

EARLY CONGRESSIONAL 

Mr. BURROWS. Isubmit papers prepared by General Greely, 
Chief Signal Officer of the Army, relating to the early Congres 
sional documents. 1 move that they be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to, 


DOCUMENTS, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 1 
ferred the bill (S. 759) to quiet the title of certain lands in the 
State of Missiseippi, and for the relief of Eli Ayres or his legal 
representatives, etc,, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, 3599) for the relief of Lewis M. Millard, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 812) for the relief of Daniel W. Light, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. KENNeEy), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8758) granting an in- 
crease of pension to W. I. Miller, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1132) for the relief of John Conner, sr., re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bilis, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3819) for the relief of the widows and children of 
William Ryan and John 8. Taylor, deceased; 

A bill (8S, 4248) for the relief of Andrew H. Russell and Wil- 
liam R. Livermore; 

A bill (H. R, 4099) for the relief of the Marion Trust Company, 
administrator of the estate of Samuel Milliken, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4015) for the relief of Daniel M. Humer; and 

A bill (H. R. 2619) for the relief of Agnes and Maria De Leon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H, R, 3044) for the relief of John M. Mar- 
tin, of Ocala, Fla., reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 986) for the relief of Gecrge T, Hamilton, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5969) for the relief of the devisees and 
legal representatives of D. L, Huskey, deceased, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1827) for relief of George Rushberger, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. Iamalso directed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4018) to provide for the payment 
of overtime claims of letter carriers excluded from judgment as 
barred by limitation, to report it without amendment, and to sub- 
mit areport thereon, I ask that this bill lie on the table, and 
that it be not sent to the Printer until after to-day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and the bill will lie on the table, as requested by the 
Senator. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 21) for the relief of Clara H. Fulford; and 

A bill (H. R. 5355) for the relief of John D. Hale, of Tilford, 
Meade County, S. Dak. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4447) to regulate electrical 
wiring in the District of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S, 5501) to change the name of Four-and-a-half street, in tho 
District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, 4400) for the relief of Frank E. Kello 
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collector of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Missouri, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2260) to refer the claim of Joseph W. Parish 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for examination and payment of 
any ba'ance found due, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 4787) to authorize the 
appointment of Thomas Lutz Stitt as an officer in the Navy, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H, R. 5208) granting a pension to Mary E, Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Eastman; 

A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Mead; 

A bill (H. R. 
O'Connor: 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Hoyt; 

A bill (1. R. 
Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 
Townsent; 

A bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
W. Kellogg; 

A bill (H. R. 
Parrott; 

A bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to Sarah Parrish; 

- A = (H. R. 5444) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
rush; 

s bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Shaw; 

A bill (H. R. 487) granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds; and 

A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to D, Cyrus 
Holdridge. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9839) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. 
Wood; and 

A bill (H. R. 9783) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F’, Dennis. 

Mr, TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 4728) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
vin V. Tufford, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 


HEIRS OF JOHN BEAM AND OTHERS, 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4870) for the relief of the heirs of John Beam, 
Hanson W., Phillips, and Clark Haines, reported the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, onl 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill (8. 4870) entitled “ For the relief of the heirs of John 
Beam, Hanson W. Phillips, and Clark Haines,” now pending in the Senate, 
together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits inst the Government of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the Senate 1n accordance therewith. 


READJUSTED SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS, 


Mr, ALLEN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by myself on the 25th 
ultimo, to report it with an amendment in the form of an addi- 
tional resolution, and I submit areport thereon. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution as proposed to be amended was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, directed to 
report upon a schedule or schedules to the Senate the readjusted salaries of 
al ) gm ge who served in the States below named between July 1, 1864, 
and June 30, 1874, where application for readjustment of salaries under chap- 
ter 119 of the laws of 1883 were made to the Postmaster-General prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1887, each such readjusted salary account to conform in all Remects 
to the decision of the Court of Claims on April 2, 1900, of the claim of William 
T. Ewing against the United States, and to the public construction of said act 
of March 3, 1883, by the Postmaster-General, em bodied and set forth in findin; 
6 of the Court of Claims in the case of William T. Ewing. Reports of suc 
accounts are required of claims from the following States, namely: Califor- 
nia, Colorado, Connecticut, the two Dakotas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gf. Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 

ampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Ore- 
on, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 


10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
2392) granting a pension to Daniel Davis; 

2398) granting a pension to Andrew Jackson; 
8689) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 
10856) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


5894) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 


7158) granting an increase of pension to Levi 8. 
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Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, directed to 
return to the Senate certain schedules of salaries of postmasters in the States 
of Alabama, Arkansas, Kansas, and Kentucky, computed under the act of 
March 3, 1883, which schedules were before the Committee on Post-Oitices and 
Post-Roads of the Senate, but which were temporarily recalled by the Post 
master-General on the 30th day of September, 1890. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whatisthe proposition? To adopt the reso- 
lution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

_ Mr. ALLEN. I ask that it be acted on at the present time. It 
is simply a resolution for information. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. I will withdraw the objection 
later, after I have read it, if I do not continue to have objection, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go to the 
Calendar. 


HEIRS OF CATHARINE CRITTENDEN, DECEASED, ETC, 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (8, 2061) for the relief of the heirs of Catharine Critten- 
den, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2064) for the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves— 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bills (S. 2061 and 2064) entitled “For the relief of the heirs 
of Catharine Crittenden, deceased,”’ and *‘ For the relief of Mrs. C. N. Graves,” 
now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shali proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


That it be acted on at present, 


WASHINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from 
Vermont {Mr. Proctor] reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, without recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
9047) to incorporate the Washington Telephone Company and to 
permit it to install, maintain, and operate a telephone plant and 
exchanges in the District of Columbia. By a vote of the com- 
mittee each member of the committee was privileged to submit 
his views on that bill, and I desire to avail myself of that privi- 
lege at the earliest opportunity. 


COLLECTION OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, lreport back from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia a House bill. It will take 
about two minutes to read it. It is of great importance to the 
District of Columbia, and as there is an amendment which will 
send it back to the House for concurrence, I shall venture to ask 
for its present consideration. If there is any debate or question 
concerning the bill, I will immediately withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope the Senator will let it go through. 

Mr. HALE, Well, if ittakesnotimeandisashort bill. Under 
the understanding last night, we are to proceed with the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 11336) to regulate the collec- 
tion of taxes in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that a House bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to the Senator simply what it 
proposes todo. At the present time the taxes are collected twice 
ayear. The card system has been adopted, and it is desirable 
that for one year the taxes shall be paid in bulk, after which there 
will be a return to payment twice a year. Bh 

Mr. MORGAN. But the bill provides, as I understand it, for 
a perpetual arrangement. 

fr. GALLINGER. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iso understand it. I object to its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Let it go to the Calendar. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
GALLINGER on the 25th ultimo, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, “5 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That ther o 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the document known as Messages 41 











1900. 


a 


Papers of the Presidents, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate and 4,000 copies for the fise of the House of Representatives, the remain- 
der, if any, to be held by the Superintendent of Documents, subject to the 
future action of Congress; and — 

Resolved further, That an edition of 10,000 copies be printed, to be held by 
the Superintendent of Documents and by him sold at the actual cost of pub 
lication. 


| 
| 
| 


CCEUR D’ALENE MINING TROUBLES, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on | 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- | 
mitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] on the 26th 
ultimo, to report it with amendments, and I ask for its present | 
consideration. ; 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 30,000 copies of the testimony and arguments of counsel of the in- 
vestigation made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives as to the conduct of the United States Army in Idaho, under 
House resolution No. 31, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, of which 10,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 20,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 2, 
to strike out ‘‘thirty” and insert ‘‘ten;” in line 7, to strike out 
“ten” and insert ‘‘four;” and in line 8, to strike out ‘* twenty” 
and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the concurrent resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 10,000 copies of the testimony and arguments of counsel of 
the investigation made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of 
Representatives as to the conduct of the United States Army in Idaho under 
House resolution No. 31, Fifty sixth Congress, first session, of which 4,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 6,00 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to, 


HISTORY OF THE CENSUS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
orted the following concurrentresolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth for the use of the Census Bureau 50 copies 
of Senate Document No. 194, first session Fifty-sixth Congress, entitled ‘The 
History and Growth of the United States Census.” 


ESTATE OF MAJ, GUY HOWARD, DECEASED, 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5264) for the relief of the estate 
of Maj. Guy Howard, deceased, to report it without amendment. 
As the bill involves the payment of only $57 for money advanced 
by the soldier, I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
Itdirects the Secretary of War to cause to be credited the accounts 
of Maj. Guy Howard, deceased, late quartermaster, United States 
Volunteers, with $57.80, being for 10 suits of clothing purchased 
by him in 1898 for issue to recruits whose clothing had become 
infected with vermin, there being no Army clothing available. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE NICARAGUAN CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, who realize the impossibility of having what is 
called the Hepburn bill considered at this session of Congress, to 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill (H. R. 2538) 
to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans may be made the special order for 
2 a on Monday, the 10th day of December. 1 make that re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that the bill known as the Hepburn bill, 
for the construction of the Nicaraguan Canal, be made the special 
order for Monday, December 10, at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. That is the second Monday of the session? 

Mr. MORGAN. The second Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TELLER. At the next session? 

Mr. HALE. At the next session. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed that the request was made for this 
session, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none; and it is so ordered. 


INCOME-TAX AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. BUTLER. With the approval of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I ask unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution (S. R, 49) to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, giving Congress the power to lay and collect income taxes, 
which was r 
ago and indefinitely postponed, may be placed on the Calendar, 
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The Senator from North C 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
lina asks unanimous consent 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before action is taken, on that I desire that 
the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus] shall be present. 

Mr. HOAR. I reported the joint resolution adversely from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The Senator from North Carolina 
stated to me in private that he had intended to say something 
upon the matter when it was reported, and therefore I see no ob- 
jection under the circumstances to reconsidering the vote and 
putting it on the Calendar. I should like, however, to accompany 
it, which I understand wi!l be agreeab!e to the Senator from North 
Carolina, with a request that it shall be postponed until the next 
session, because a long debate on the joint resolution now would 
evidently interfere with public business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say that I had hoped to address the Sen 
ate at this session on the report when made, but on account of the 
lateness of the session I will postpone my remarks until early in 
the next session. 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. The Senator from Alabama 
was present when a motion of this kind was made yesterday, and 
he objected to it, and it was decided that the time within which 
the motion to reconsider should be made had passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. It had passed, and that is why [ have asked 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Alabama is not present. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that the Senator from Alabama 
objected, because I, who had the matter in charge, happened to 
be absent. The Senator from Alabama is now engaged in the Ju- 
diciary Committee on a subcommittee with an important hearing. 
I do not believe there will be the slightest objection on his part, 
I presume his objection was merely because of my absence at the 
time. 

Mr. BUTLER. He called my attention to the fact that you 
were absent and I asked him to see you. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama, I think, favors the 
joint resolution. I am not quite sure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply stated the fact. 
further to say. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest tothe Senator from Missouri to allow 
the arrangement to be made, so that the indefinite postponement 
shall be reconsidered and the joint resolution postponed until the 
next session, and if the Senator from Alabama objects when he 
comes in, I am sure the Senator from North Carolina will consent 
to have it reopened. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Carolina, that the vote indefi- 
nitely postponing the joint resolution be reconsidered, that its 
consideration be postponed until the next session, and that it be 
placed on the Calendar? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 


auro- 





I have nothing 


COLUMBIAN IRON WORKS AND DRY DOCK COMPANY OF MARYLAND, 


Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3550) for the relief of the Columbian [ron 
Works and Dry Dock Company of Maryland, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3550) entitled “‘A bill for the relief of the Colum 
bian Iron Works and Dry Dock Company of Maryland,” now pending in the 
Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, 
referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act en 
titled “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of 
the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the Senate in acccrdance therewith. 

CURTIS & TILDEN, 


Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3985) for the relief of Curtis & Tilden, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 3985) entitled ‘‘ For the relief of Curtis & Til 
den,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 

ainst the Government of the United States," approved March 3, 1887. And 
the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4926) for the payment of 
additional bounty to Charles P. Brace; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 4927) to discourage the 
organization of employees in the civil service for the purpose of 
securing legislation by Congress; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
' ment, 
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Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S, 4928) providing for certain em- 
ployees in the preparation of plans and specifications for public 
works under the Bureau of Yards and Docks; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4929) for the relief of the 


trustees of Abingdon Protestant Episcopal Church, of Gloucester | 


County, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BACON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4930) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John Scanlon, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


“Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4931) for the relief of the | 


estate of Francois Barbier, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4932) for the relief of Caleb 
Perkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 4933) for the relief 
of Joseph Prather; which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4934) to refer the war claim of the 
estate of Catharine Carberry, deceased, to the Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4935) for the relief of the 
estate of Edmund McGehee, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4936) to provide for 
the construction of a bridge by the Fargo, Duluth and North- 
western Railroad Company across the Red River of the North at 
Fargo, N. Dak.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4937) for the relief of the 
personal representative of the estate of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4938) granting an increase 
of pension to Esther Ann Grills; which was read twice by its title, 
nt with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S, 4939) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Strouse; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL, 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of cer- 
tain claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M’GUIRE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the adoption of the following 
order: 

Ordered, That the rs accom ing the bill (S. 1014) granting a pen- 
sion to George Guns te whthiravntremike files of the Sonetound roverned 


to the claimant, after copies of the same shall have been left with the Secre- 
tary of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That order has already been made, 
made ten days ago, if Iam not very much mistaken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All I know is that the committee received 
a communication from the claimant, and supposing—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I received one from him, and introduced 
the bill and got the order made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _I withdraw the order, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The order is already on record, 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right, 


PURE-FOOD LEGISLATION, 


On motion of Mr, FORAKER, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry such additional copies of Senate Document 308, Fifty-sixth 
Congress, first session, as may be desired within the limitation of $500 pre- 
scribed by the existing law. 


REPORT ON BIG TREES OF CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed and bound in cloth 1,000 additional copies 
of the Report on the Big Trees of California, prepared in the Division of For- 
estry, United States Department of Agriculture, for the use of the Senate. 


SOLDIERS’ ROLL OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate is hereby directed to place on a special roll the names of all 
messengers now on his list of employees who are habitually employed about 
the doors or committee rooms of the Senate Chamber d@ the session of 
the Senate, whose Army records, wounds and disabilities, and service in the 
Senate justly entitle them to favorable consideration, to be known and d - 
nated as “The soldiers’ roll of the Senate,” and to continue such persons in 
sach positions and eae until cause for their removal shall have 
reported to and appro by the Senate and their removal directed. 


It was 


| 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. 1. 
PrupbeEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the Ist instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 517) granting a pension to Nancy E. Neely; 

An act (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Van Horn;) 

An act (8. 1619) granting an increase of pension to Ella Cotton 
Conrad; and 

An act (S. 1781) granting an increase of pension to Julia MacN, 
Henry, 

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS, 

Mr. MONEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2981) to incorporate the Am. 
can National Red Cross, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
House numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

H. D. MONEY, 
H. C. LODGE, 

Managers on the part of the S 
FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 

Managers on the part of the 11 


n 


The report was agreed to, 

EXCLUSION FROM SUFFRAGE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which wil] 
be read. : 

The Secretary read the resolution yesterday reported by Mr. 
CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be instru 
inquire and report whether an enactment, by constitution or other 
any State which confers the right to vote upon any of its citizens be 
their descent from certain persons or classes of persons, and exclu: 
citizens because they are not descended from such persons or classes r- 
sons, the persons so excluded having all other qualifications prescri}od | 
law, is in violation of the Constitution of the United States and of the tv: 
mental principle of our republican form of government; and also w! 
citizens so excluded can lawfully be reckoned in determining the nu 
Representatives from any State in the House of Representatives 
United States. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, that resolution on yesterday 
was passed to the Calendar. eps) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that it 
was reported from a committee, and if so, it would not follow the 
usual course of resolutions offered, to lie on the table and be con- 
sidered on the following day. Objection being made, the reso! 
tion will take its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. TURLEY. That was done on yesterday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee is right as 
the understanding. That was the understanding. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be pla 
on the Calendar. 

EXPENDITURES FOR PARIS EXPOSITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; whic! 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to |i 
the table, and be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in further reply to the resolution of the § 
April 10, 1900, having reference to Senate Document No. 3%, Fifty-s 
gress, first session,a further report from the Secretary of State, show 
places of residence of experts, clerks, officers, and amorece of the ¢ 
sion of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 1900, as well as t! 
s <> ae of tic te lL seaes the months of January, Februa! 
arch, amoun 7 ' aa 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, June 2, 1900. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consi cra 
tion of House bill 11537, being the general deficiency appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Comniitt 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. |! 
making appropriations to supply deficienciesin the appropr:a' 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, « 
for other purposes. i 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the « 
to be inserted on page 76, after line 4. 

The SECRETARY, On page 76, after line 4, it is proposed to '=- 
sert: 

To pay Dennis M. Kerr for extra services as assistant to the Committee’ 
Pensions, and John H. Walker, clerk tothe Committee on Pensions, for ext! 
services, each $750. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in on page 76, after the amendment just adopted. 


to 


od 











1900. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted the following: 
To pay J. H. Jones for extra services in the care of the Senate chronometer 
ont r the work in connection therewith, $200 for the first, second, and third 
- 5 of the Fifty-fifth Congress and the first session of the Fifty-sixth Con- 


gre 





rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, 1 want to make a correction in the bill on page 5, 
line 20, to change the total there from $937.75 to $1,371.80. I 
move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I offer two amendments, which I send to the 
desk, which are recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The SECRETARY. After line 19, on page 48, it is proposed to in- 
ert: 

. For payment to J. T. Bracken for surveying in excess of contract, $367.10 
Mr. HALE. Has the Senator got the estimate of the Secretary 
wr that? 

gs RAWLINS. Yes, sir; I have the letter, which can be read 

if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HALE. That is not necessary. 

rder. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Now Iask for action on the other amendment 
which I have sent to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 10, on page 50, it is proposed to in- 
pert: 

For expense and clerk hire in the office of the surveyor-general in the State 
of Utah for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1901, in addition to appropriations previously made, $2,(40. 

Mr. HALE. Is that recommended by the Secretary? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is recommended, and the amendmentis 
in the exact form of the recommendation, 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MORGAN, Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 76, after line 4. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendments already adopted, fol- 
lowing line 4, on page 76, it is proposed to insert: 

fo reimburse the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua for expenditures 
inaid of the commissions authorized by act of Congress known as the Ludlow 
commission for inspection and survey of the Nicaragua Canal, $13,568.27. 

Mr. HALE. I have examined the papers in this case, and find 
that they are regularly certified to, and that the amount ought to 
be paid. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. lIask leave to insert in the Recorp certain 
papers which explain this matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, thepapers 
ee: by the Senator from Alabama will be inserted in the 

RECORD, 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

Tun NICARAGUA CANAL BOARD, New York, July 81, 1895. 


Dear Sir: The Nicaragua Canal Board is now in New York, prepared to 
enter at once upon the examination of the data requisite for the preparation 
of its final report to the President. 

The time allotted us is but brief,anda very large amount of material must 
be examined. The board would be much indebted if you would give such in- 
structions as may be necessary to place at our disposition any of the com- 
pany’s data that may be of record in New York or elsewhere; and I beg to 
suggest that, in order to facilitate our labor as much as possible, at the least 
inconvenience to the company’s officers, you authorize the secretary of the 
company, Mr. Atkins, who evinces every disposition to accommodate us and 
to whom we are already indebted for courtesies, to permit us to make requi- 
sition upon him from time to time for such matorial as we may need and to 
retain it in our possession while the data in question are under consideration. 

As chairman of the board, I will give memorandum receipts for such maps 
and other data as we need from time to time, and the board will be responsi- 
ble for their safe return to the compuny’s offices. 

The temporary offices of the board are in the Army Building, in Whitehall 
street, which, as you are probably aware, is a fireproof structure; and what- 
over, material we have in our possession will be securely kept under lock 

a key. 

Very truly, yours, 


The amendment is in 


WILLIAM LUDLOW, Chairman, 
Hiram Hitconcock, Esq., 
President, 56 Broad street, New York. 


THe NICARAGUA CANAL BOARD, 
Room R4, ARMY BUILDING, 
New York, August 2, 1895. 

DrAR Str: I begin behalf of the board to thank you for your very kind 
letter of yesterday, placing at our disposition any information in the posses- 
sion of the company. 

If at any time you are down town in the vicinity of the Army Building, it 
Would give the members of the board much pleasure to meet you personally. 


Very truly, yours, 
WILLIAM LUDLOW, Chairman, 
Hiram Hrrencock, " 
President, 56 Broad street, New York. 





THE NICARAGUA CANAL BOARD, 
New York, November 9, 1395. 
pe Bjesreges Canal Board has completed its task, and trans- 
dent its report on the Nica: a Cana) project. The 
he officers of 
and freest cooperation and assistance in 


DEAR Str: 
mitted to the 


board has taken 
the 


occasion to express officially its obligation to 
canal company for the fullest 


CONGRESSIONAL RECO 








6443 


RD—SENATE. 


routes and building a: 
acing at the disposal of the boa: l 
value 


its investigation, both in the field, by opening 
visioning camps, and in New Ye in | 
th ’ ang 


the records d interest 
i ay that without the aid so given its in 
rippled at the outset for lack of sufficient t 


TK, 


he board has not hesitated to 
vestigation would have been « 


or funds to make it 






: I desire, also, in behalf of my colleagues and myself, to indicate our appre 
ciation of the personal courtesies shown, and to tnank you for the prompt 
! ness and readiness with which every requestof ours for information has been 
met. 
With much regard, very truly, yours, 
WILLIAM LUDLOW, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, Corns of Engine U.S. A., Chairman, 
HrrkAM Hircucock, Esq., 
President Maritime Canal ¢ any, 54 Bre i Street, Ni } 
[Extract from the report, pages 8 and 9, of the board of er e pp 1 
to examine the Nicaragua Canal, according to the t of Cong: of J 
ary 28, 1805, entitled nact toamend an act er ed ‘An act to it I 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’ approved Februa ) 


1889. ] 





The board desires to take occ n to express its sincere obligation to the 
officers of the canal company for their ready and unfailing disposition to aid 
in every way in the investigation. The records have been placed freely and 
fully at the board's disposal, and every facility given for their examinati 

In its inspection of the canal route, the board had the advantage of } 
accompanied by the chief engineer and an assistant, and it was found 
the company had not only opened up the entire canal line ready for ins 
tion, but had provided camps in the eastern division, provisioned them, and 
engaged a number of native porters. Every need of the board for full in 
spection had been, as far as possible, anticipated, largely through the exer- 
tions of the official representative of the company at Nicaragua 

It should be said at once that had it not been for the trouble taken and 
the large expense assumed by the company in making the arrangement ' 
dicated, the board would have found itself, with the means furnished by the 
appropriation, crippled at the outset, as the clearing of the route and the 
construction and provisioning of camps would have drawn heavily upon both 
its time andits resources, and left little of either for the later investigations 
in New York and the preparation of the report. 


y , 


tl ut 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 


My Dear Srr: Your note of the 24th instant was received two or three 
days ago. The canal commission has not yet organized. We are waiting for 
our commissions and instructions from the Department of State 

As soon as we have organized and gotten into shape we shall ask your com- 
pany to give us all the assistance in your power. 1 hope to be in New York 
the latter part of next week, perhaps Thursday evening, pas day there 
on my way east. If you are in town, I shall try to see you. 

Very truly, yours, 


~~) . 


ing i 


J. G. WALKER 
Hrram Hrrcncock, Esq., 
President of the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
54 Wall Street, New \ 


Tne MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA 
Nos. 54 AND 56 Broap Streer 
New York, April #1, 1399 

DEAR Sir: On the 28th day of January, 1895, the Congress of the United 
States passed an act amending the cnarter of the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua, and authorizing a commission, of which Col. William Ludlow 
was chairman, to examine the route, surveys, etc., of the company 

By further act of Congress in 1897 this work has been continued by the 
present commission, of which you are chairman. 

In aid of the first commission, and also to some extent 
commission, this po | l 
ani the company respectful 
so to do. 

I inclose herewith a statement of those expenses duly certifled, and I 
append copies of correspondence and extracts relating to the subject, which 
(with the exception of your letter) are printed in the report and supple- 
mental report of the first commission. 

With high appreciation of the able and honorable labors of yours 
eral Hains, and Professor Haupt, 

Iremain, very respectfully, 


of the present 
1as expended money which should be reiunded 


ly requost your honorable commission to arrange 


f, Gen 


HIRAM HITCHCOCK, 
President The Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 
Rear-Admiral J. G. WALKER, 
Chairman Nicaragua Canal Commission, 
Department of State, Washington, D. C. 

I, Thomas B. Atkins, secretary and treasurer of the Maritime Canal Com 
pany of Nicaragua, hereby certify that the expenses incurred by this com 
any to date, in aid of the commissions, authorized by act of Conger 
nown as the Ludlow commission and the Walker commission for insp« 

tion of the Nicaragua Canal, amount to the sum of $15,850.35. 
THOMAS B. ATKINS 
Secretary and Treasurer, 
New York, February 1, 1899. 


STaTe or New YOrK, 
City and County of New York, ss: 

I, Thomas B. Atkins, treasurer of the Maritime Canal Company of Nica 
ragua, hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct statemen 
the payments made by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua on ace 
of and in aid of the canal commissions anthorized by acts of the Cong: of 
the United States. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day of April, 1899 
Payments made by the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua on account o 

and in aid of the canal commissions authorized by acts of the Congress of 

the United States. 


1895. 

Apr. 18. To traveling expenses of engineers .............-ccsccecceeee $100. 00 
De Ps Es CORT, GIIMOED. 6. cccccddbcoce cece cccccetese wees 25.00 
18. To = eae 103. 95 
22. i enbebpecnuscsneeauntene oktedmasens ogianwsetesdmooussaees & 
22. hit die tidecteeieleee auwbak dane indcoheoceececee 1,141 

Sy a Be MIs 5 cis aicales detec wovece cetecscccces ce ; 9.00 
2. ) ea LE TS EN RT 20.00 
2. To travel, expense of engincers ............ 2... cneeee oe--ee 50. 00 
2%. Tosalary, Mr. Bennet, engineer.............. 22-200 eeeeeenee 150. 00 
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1895 
May 17. Tosalary, Mr. Very, engineer 
" 23. To salary, Mr. Hunt, engineer : 
31. To general supplies poeponseiacenn esnsee seuss 
Hl Do.. 2 SOseond once BwepEs Genseseeesce eee 
. To travel, expenses of engineers ............----2-22.-------- 
al, Do.. 
31. To general expenses and supplies 
To east division. clearing the route 
31. To west division, clearing the route .-......-..- 
. Tosalary, Mr. Very, engineer 
2. Tosalary, Mr. Hunt, engineer -.. 
2. To salary, Mr. Very, engineer - 
2. To salary, Mr. Hunt, engineer --.. 
DB. Bo MOS GREENE. «2.6 000. cescweccce ces 
. To salary, Mr. A. G. Menocal, engineer 
30. To petty expenses 
30. To east division, clearing route -. 
To west division, clearing route... 
TO Potty EXPONSSS .......-. we cnee oeecence : 
» DO MORSTRE SUBINES «200000 200000 coccns coccencccssoecccoeeonces 
31. To travel, expenses of engineers ; 
3. To petty expenses 7 9.23 
. To travel, expenses of engineers 400. 20 
Do 21.16 
31. To general supplies -. 298. 09 
81. To east division, clearing the route............ 550. 00 
: i hte siete and hit atiadteink bois mncbnp ie Sit 997.65 
31. To west division, clearing the route 300. 00 
31. To salary, Mr. Bennet, engineer ....................- 450. 00 
Si. Tosalary, Mr. Merwin, GNGiMeer’. ..... . .. 000 sc ccceccccce cee 840.00 
SL. To Mr. A. G. Menocal, traveling and sundry expenses. ..... 252. 50 
To salary, Mr. Very, engineer ceiatnal eae Enobite 175. 00 
31. To clearing and general expenses opening route , 479. 21 
2. To petty expenses .- cianhen anal Gebahbeeoeiee 17.82 
18. To salary, Mr. Bennet, engineer 150. 00 
SED cs ietivehinhencichetnsat® tinned Gu deubititiead aleeinnts eeeces ecvcesecence 100. 00 


2.50 


28.00 
To salary, Mr. A. G. Menocal, engineer 223. 26 
To salary, Mr. Ehle, engineer... ..............-. 443.38 

Do 200. 00 

To services of clerks, April 18, 1895, to date............ 833. 33 

30. To services of clerks, general agency in Nicaragua 780. 00 


. To petty expenses 


. To piers. Mr. Perez, engineer 


THe MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
54 AND 56 BROAD STREET, 
New York, July 5, 1899. 

Dear SENATOR MORGAN: Ihave your kind letter of the 28th June, in which 
you inform me that the State Department declines to recognize the claim of 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua for services rendered to the Lud- 
low and Walker canal commissions, ae through Admiral Walker. It 
appears from your letter that the obligation of the commissions and the Gov- 
ernment to this company are acknowledged, but that payment can not be 
made because of the nonexistence of a formal contract between the commis- 
sions and the company. I am satisfied, by comparison, with the position of 
the company, which advanced money without which the Ludlow commission 
could not have proceeded, without waiting for a contract. 

By reference to the copies of letters which were presented with the claim 
and which I inclose with this, and by further reference to the report of the 
Ludlow commission, printed by the House of Representatives, Fifty-fourth 
Congress, first session, Document 279, Part II (about 25 pages of correspond- 
ence near the beginning of the publication), you will note it was impossible 
for the Ludlow commission to make progress with their work for want of 
funds as well as want of time. The Ludlow commission used up all of its 
fund ond therefore nothing could have been obtained from it if we had de- 
manded it. 

Within a few weeks after the organization of the Walker commission in 
1897, I laid this matter before Admiral Walker and requested him to reim- 
burse us out of the apparently large appropriation for his work. He said he 
would endeavor todo so. As to the assistance rendered his commission, you 
notice he says, in his letter of July 30, 1897, addressed to me, “As soon as we 
have organized and gotten into “Tr we shallask your company to give us 
all the assistance in your power.” This was followed by other requests for 
assistance and for the use of our buildings in Nicaragua, etc. 

I spoke to Admiral Walker about this matter several times, and he said he 
would advise me when to present the claim. His final conclusion was that 
it should not be presented until about the time he was ready to make his re- 

= to the President, and a short time before he did this Ileft theclaim with 
iim, 

You will remember being in Ey qmpens when I ke to the President 
about this claim and explained it to him, and he said it appeared to him to be 
a proper claim, and he saw no reason why Admiral Walker should not pay it. 
You may also remember that I reported to Admiral Walker this conversa- 
tion with the President when I presented the claim to him. 

I hope the State Department will still see its way clear to pay the claim. 
If, however, they require a statement from General Ludlow, it would appear 
that pending the arrival of such statement the amount of the claim might be 
reserved from the appropriation for the Walker commission and not covered 
immediately into the Treasury. 

Thanking you in advance for any kind service you may render the com- 
pany in this matter, I am, 

Most sincerely, yours, 
HIRAM HITCHCOCK. 

Hon. Jonn T. MorGAN, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 95, after line 2. 

The Secretary. On page 95, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

For payment of actual expense and com 


appointed under act of August 5, 188, on the 
due, $2,042.06. 


nsation of civil commissioner 
avy-Yard Commission, balance 
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Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER. I offer an amendment to come in after line 7 
on page 48, ; 

The SECRETARY. 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, autho; 
directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropris; 
pay to Clinton F. Pulsifer, of the State of Washington, the sum of #7 
surveys and resurveys of public lands, section and township lines, j: 
ship No. 14 north, range No. 9 west, Willamette base and meridian, (\y 
cepted by the United States but not heretofore paid for. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author 
directed to pay to John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, the su 
as halance of salary due him for services asafarmer in charge of ‘| 
Indian Agency, Washington Territory, for the month of Octob r, 1 
not heretofore paid to him. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori 
directed to pay to Joshua T. Roberts, of the State of Washington, t! um | 
$884.82, as the balance due him from the United States for making suryey No, 
425, in the State of Washington, and not heretofore paid to him. : 


Mr. HALE. Matters like this for deficiencies in the regular 
employment of the Government, where the appropriations haya 
failed, are not subject to a point of order if they are certified by 
the Secretary. Has the Senator got that certification? 

Mr. TURNER. The Secretary and the Commissioner of tho 
General Land Office have reported in favor of these claims. 

Mr. HALE. That is sufficient. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM, I offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 51, after line 10. I desire to say that it 
is certified to by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. After line 10, on page 51, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For payment for transmission of public documents through tho s: 
sonian exchange for the fiscal year 1900, $4,912.44. 

Mr. HALE. Is that certified to by the Secretary? 

Mr. CULLOM., It is reported by the Secretary, and I have the 
report here. 

r. HALE. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted on page 75, after line 14. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert after line 1!, on page 
75, the following: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep 


resentatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
borne on the annual and session rolls on the ist day of June, 1900, including 


the Capitol police, the Official Reporters of the Senate and of the House, and 
W. A. Smith, Congressional Record clerk, for extra services during the Fifty- 
sixth Congress, a sum equal to one month's pay at the compens: 
paid them by law, the same to be immediately available: Provided, That this 
section shall not apply to any employee included in the preceding se: 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the poin 
of order. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to inquire on what grounds the 
point of order is based? 

Mr. HALE. On the familiar ground that it is not in order to 
increase appropriations. 

I will say to the Senator that such a provision has been passed 
several times, but it has been passed as a separate resolution. | 
am opposed to it, and shall oppose it when the Senator brings it 
up; but he ought to get it up through a separate resolution. 

Mr. ELKINS. I understand that this amendment was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and that it had the approval of that committee. 

Mr. HALE, ButI do not understand that the committee lias 
reported any such amendment. 

r. ELKINS. Then I have been misinformed. I was told that 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses had reported it. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it has, but it has not been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Not the amendment which tho 
Senator from West Virginia sent to the Chair, but there 1s an 
amendment in the same words, which is lying upon the table, 
which was reported by the Committee on Contingent Pxpenses 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ELKINS. Thatis the amendment I intended to offer. 

Mr.GALLINGER. It I mistake not, the chairman of the Com: 
mittee on Contingent Expenses did make a favorable report ot 
the amendment, and sent it to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair overrul:s the 
point of order, and the amendment will be again read to the sen 
ate, for its consideration. : - 

Mr. HALE. It need not be reported again. Is it the same 
amendment? : ia 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, and the Chair overruies 
the point of order, the amendment having been reported from 4 
committee. The amendment will be again stated. 


On page 48, after line 7, it is proposed ¢, jp. 


n then 





1900. 


The SECRETARY. On page 75, after line 14, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

7'o enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pay to the officers and employees of the Senate and House 
porne on the annual and session rolls on the Ist day of June, 1900, including 
the Capitol police, the Official Reporters of the Senate and of the House, and 
Ww. A. Smith, CONGRESSIONAL RecorRD clerk, for extra services during the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, a sum equal to one month's pay at the compensation 
then paid them by law, the same to be immediately available: Provided, That 
this sectionshall not apply to any employee included in the preceding section. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not expect to stop this. 
giving toa class of the most favored employees in the Government 
thirteen months’ pay for twelve months’ work. There is no body 
of clerical employees in Washington who have so easy a time as 
the employees of the Senate and House of Representatives. They 


are here only about twelve months in the twenty-four months of | 


a Congress; they go totheir placesafterwards; their rates of pay are 
higher than those in any other department of the Government. 
They systematically begin to besiege Senators and Representatives 
in regard to this matter from the beginning of a session, and it is 
no use to try to — ortostopit. If Ishould call for a yea-and- 
nay vote of the Senate, I could not get a dozen votes against it, 
and therefore I shall not call for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in after line 17, on page 71. 

The SECRETARY. On page 71, after line 17,it is proposed to in- 
sert: . 

To pay amounts found by commissioners of the Court of Claims to be due 
to letter carriers under the act of May 24, 1888, entitled “An act to limit the 
hours that letter carriers in cities shall be employed per day,” certified to 
Congress at its present session by the Attorney-General in Senate Document 
No. 216, $220,674.24. 

Mr. HALE, I have looked over the papers in this case, This 
claim is barred by the statute of limitations. 

Mr. WARREN. I understand very well that if a point of order 
is pressed ordinary claims can not be put upon a deficiency bill. 
But these labor claims are of a somewhat extraordinary charac- 
ter,and I had hoped the Senator in charge of this bill might over- 
look such a technicality in view of the fact that this particular 
matter is in aclass by itself; that there is no question as to the 
amount due, and there is no question that the amount is properly 
due—yes, and long overdue—and should be paid. And in waiving 
the point of order no dangerous precedent will be established. 

I hold in my hand letters from the Postmaster-General and 
from the Attorney-General, which, while not in the form of esti- 
mates, it is true, recommend the payment of these claims exactly 
as they are certified up in the document. I ask the Senator if he 
can not forego the question of order and accept the amendment 
as offered? I appeal to him to admit the amendment, 

Mr. HALE. I can not do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
make the point of order against the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
of order. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator object to my having printed 
in the Recorp the letters of the Postmaster-General and the 
Attorney-General? 

Mr. HALE, Not in the least. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the papers 
submitted by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will be 
printed in the REcorD. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 1h, 1900. 

Srp: I have the honor to ochmontoton the wocnint of your communication 
of the 6th instant, factoring. a copy of Senate bill No. 4018 and requesting 
that papers on file in this Department relating to the subject-matter of the 
bill be forwarded to — committee. 

Tn ropiy Ihave the honor tostate that between the years 1889 and 1894 numer- 
ous claims for overtime were filed in this Department by letter carriers and 
ex-letter carriers. These claims were made out on blanks furnished by this 
Department to postmasters, and postmasters were required to certify on the 
blanks to the correctness of the claims. It was clearly the intention of the 
Department at that time to adjust and pay these claims, and an unexpended 

ance of an appropriation having been made available for this purpose in 
1890 (26 Stat. L., page 676), a number of such claims arising at Washington and 
Philadelphia were adjusted and paid. 

No further Seecatietions were made to enable this Department to pay 
the claims, and there arose also questions as to the praper interpretation of 
the act of May 24, 1888, ‘‘ An act to limit the hours that letter carriers in cities 
shall be em = r day.” These questions were judicially determined by 
decisions of the Court of Claims in the case of Post vs. United States (27 
Court of Claims Reports, page 244), and by the Supreme Court, in United 
pees vs. Post (148 t Sosorts, 124) and in United States vs. Gates (148 


-5. rts, 134). 

After the decisions of the Supreme Court were announced the Postmaster- 
(eneral issued an order to prevent the further making of overtime in the 
ght of the decisions above mentioned. This order was followed by a circu- 
owner of instructions to postmasters, dated April 5, 1893, and signed by 


© First Assistant - i llowi fer t 
overtime caiman aapemnater General, in which the following reference to 


The Chair sustains the point 
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“In this connection, with a view to minimizing the correspondence 
fusion, and delay incident to an equitable adjustment of valid claims { 
overtime services actually and necessarily performed, letter carriers 1 
informed that a new, and it is to be hoped a correct, form of claim blank w 
soon be sent by the Department, for the benefit of claimants, to the p 
masters at all free-delivery offices whence overtime claims have emanated 
upon which particular blank all claims heretofore submitted should be re 
stated, and upon which any subsequent claims may also be presented to the 
Department for adjustment.” , 


The intention of the Department to adjust these claims is furth 


41v be 


, r shown 
in a communication of the Postmaster-General to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, dated November 8, 18% (Executive Document No. & 
Fifty-third Congress, second session), and by letters sent out by this Depart 


ment in answer to inquiries from claimants. Asa sample of these letters, I 
geese cae written to J. F. O'Connor, Springfield, Mass., under date of March 
wi, S04: 
“Yours of the 27th ultimo received. You can not present your claims for 
back pay to the Court of Claims without having counsel to represent 
It is not necessary, however, to present these claims to the Court of 
if they are sent to this Department they will receive proper attention 
As to the merits of the claims, Iam of the opinion that the claimant 
as a matter of justice, entitled to relief in some form. 
Very respectfully, 


Clain 


su 


CH. EMORY SMITH. 
Postmaster-Gene 

Hon. FrRANcIS E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., A) 


Sir: [acknowledge receipt of your communication of April 16, inclosing 
a copy of bill 8. 4018, for the payment of overtime claims of letter carriers 
excluded from judgment as barred by limitation. You request that [ will 
cause to be forwarded, for the use of your committee, all papers on file in 
my Department relating to these claims, and also that I will favor the com 
mittee with my opinion as to the merits of the same. 

In reply I have the honor to state that the list of persons and amounts t 
which this bill is intended to apply, contained in Senate Document No. 216, 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, to which the bill refers, was made out in 
response to a resolution of the Senate of the date December 18, 1899, calling 
upon this Department for a list of the amounts which have been reported 
by the commissioners of the Court of Claims as representing services actu 
ally performed by letter carriers in excess of eight hours per day. 

This list was prepared under my direction by an expert employee of this 
Department, who has during the past five years assisted the commissioners 
of the Court of Claims in preparing their reports to the court of overtime of 
letter carriers. The list was made out by him from an examination of each 
one of the 2,0000r_ more reports of overtime of letter carriers which have 
been made to the Court of Claims by the commissioners appointed for the 
purpose during the past six years, and was based upon the statements con 
tained in such reports of the amount and value of overtime services per- 
formed by letter carriers, for which claim was barred by the statute of limi 
tations governing actionsinthe Courtof Claims. Thesestatements of barred 
services were made by the commissioners upon an investigation of exactly the 
same facts as were inquired into by them in reporting upon claims not barred, 
and, in fact, are a part and parcel of each report. The result of this work is 
undoubtedly correct, and the total amount of such claims, as ascertained by 
careful computation, is $220,674.24. There are no papers on file in this Di 
partment relating to these claims, and the papers from which computation 
of the same was made are part of the files of the Court of Claims, hence I am 
unable to forward for the use of your committee any papers in the premises 

As regards the merits of these claims: They were excluded from the con 
sideration of the Court of Claims solely by reason of the statute of limitations 
above referred to. The various amounts were ascertained by commissioners 
of the Court of Claims, who were appointed by the court for the purpose of 
inguiringinto the facts relating to the claims of letter carriers throughout the 
United States for overtime services, and the correctness of their work is evi- 
denced by the fact that their reports have almost invariably been accepted, 
not only by the claimants, but by the United States, as being just and fair. 
lam satisfied, too, that these reports were eminently consefvative 

As the only objection that Iam aware of to these claims is a technical one, 
it is my opinion that, provided the failure of the claimants to present their 
claims to the court before the statute of limitations commenced to run 
against the same can be satisfactorily explained, these claims are as merito- 
rious as any of those upon which judgment has heretofore been rendered by 
the court. 

Very respectfully, JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Altorney-General. 
Hon. FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be inserted after line 12 on page 32 


The SECRETARY. On page 32, after line 12, it is proposed to 
insert: 


That William H. Comegys, major and paymaster, United States Army, be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to issue to Howell P. Mytona 
duplicate of an original check issued by said William H. Comegys on the 23d 
day of February, 1899, numbered 966555, upon the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New York City, N. Y., in favor of post exchange, Fort Du- 
chesne, Utah, for the sum of $3,273, in payment of final statements of dis 
charged soldiers, which original check was subsequently indorsed by George 
P. White, lieutenant, Ninth Cavalry, post exchange officer, over to said 
Howell P. Myton, United States Indian agent at Whiterocks Agency, White- 
rocks, Utah, and is alleged to have been lost in transmission through the 
United States mails: Provided, That such duplicate check shall be issued 
under such regulations in regard to its issue and payment as have been pre 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate checks 
under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
including an adequate bond of indemnity. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS}, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I offer an amendment, to come in on page 
28, after line 7, 

The SECRETARY, 
sert: 

For grading and paving Columbia road east of Thirteenth street extended 
through square No. 23, $10,000, one-half to be paid from the revenues of the 


District of Columbia: Provided, That said street be first extended to its pres- 
ent width, so as to connect with Steuben street at Sherman avenue, 


On page 28, after line 7, it is proposed to in- 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 
ing any objection, to hear read the letter which I have in my hands 
from the District Commissioners, 

Mr. HALE. Have the District Commissioners, who have juris- | 
diction of this subject, reported in favor of the amendment? 

. Mr. CHANDLER. They request that it be put on this bill. 
the Senator will hear the letter he will see that that is the case. 
Mr. HALE. Let the letter be printed in the Recorp, 
Mr. CHANDLER, Very well. I ask that the letter be printed | 

in the Recorp, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed in 
the Recorp, in the absence of objection, 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


If | 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 81, 1990. 


SENATOR: In response to your note of May 31, requesting their views upon 
your proposed amendment to the deficiency bill to provide for the grading 
and paving of Columbia road east of Thirteenth street through square 23, 
the Commissioners have the honor to state that Columbia road is now 
opened, paved, and built up on both sides between Thirteenth and Four- 
teenth streets, and the bill for the extension of said street east of Thirteenth 
has passed both Houses of Congress, and is now in conference. The sum 
named in the bill, $10,000, is believed to be sufficient for the purpose named, 
and if the appropriation is made a very desirable improvement could be 
accomplished therewith. A map showing in red the position of the portion 
of the street in question is transmitted herewith. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


Hon. W. E. CHANDLER, 
United States Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I offerthe amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Secretary. After line 2 on page 8tit is proposed to insert: 

To pay John Brown the difference between 7 pd of a folder at $840 per 
aunum and that of a messenger at the rate of $1,200 per annum, from Decem- 
ber 1, 12800, to June 30, 1900, $2710. And also to pay A. B. Putnam the differ- 


ence between the pay of a folder at $900 per annum and that of a messenger 
at the rate of $1,200, from February 1, 1 to February 1, 1901. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I offer an amendment, to come in 
on e 73, after line 23. 

e Secretary. After line 23 on page 73 it is proposed to 
insert; 

To pay Charles G. Phelps for preparing for publication and indexing the 
civil report of Gen. John LR. Brooke, military governor of Cuba, authorized 
by concurrent resolution No, 11, passed February 12, 1900, $125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILWAY, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under the agreement previously made by 
the Senate, I now ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11719) amending section 7270 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Indiana to kindly yield 
to me for the passage of a local bill, as I expect to be absent the 
remainder of to-day, as well as on one engaged in work in 
conference committees on appropriation bills. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the bill lead to any debate? 

Mr. ALLISON, I do not think it will lead to any extended 


debate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If it does not lead to any debate, I will 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1291) authorizing the settlement and ad- 
justment with the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company of its 

debtedness to the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from Iowa for the present cbnsideration of 
the bill which he has just named? 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, the bill in charge of the Senator 
from Indiana [ Mr. FarrBanks} is informally laid aside? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is temporarily laid aside. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes and empowers the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In , and the 
Attorney-General to make settlement and adjustment with the 
Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company of its indebtedness to 
the Government of the United States; and that when such settle- 
ment is approved by the President it shall become operative and 
the Attorney-General shall make the necessary acquittance to said 


railroad company. 
Mr. HARRIS, I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, and 
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I wish to submit a few remarks thereon. I send the amendm, 
which I offer to the desk. ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment submitted },\y 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the | 
the following: 

Provided, That such commission shall not agree to accept a less sum jy, 
tlement of the amount due the United States than the full amount of ; 
cipal and interest and all amounts necessary to reimburse the United s: 4 
for moneys paid for interest or otherwise. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I hope very much thatI may hq, 
the attention of the Senate for a few moments in the discussioy 
this bill. This isthe bill practically which was before the sv, 
two years ago. It involves the settlement with the last of ;) 
bond-aided Pacific railroads. The company now representiny |, 
Sioux City and Pacific Railroad is one of the great roads of {})o 
Northwest, a road which is amply able to pay the entire am. 
of the debt. Of course these gentlemen deny that the prope 
worth the full amount of the indebtedness represented by t}; 
morigage and the second mortgage bonds. The amount du 
Government is now about $4,200,000. This is all principa 
as the Government is concerned, It is Sueenantiy said that 
much of it is principal and so much is interest; but the Govern. 
ment has advanced all this money. It has been taken out of the 
Treasury. There is no dispute whatever about the amount of tl)o 
debt. That is conceded by all parties. 

These gentlemen recognize no moral obligation whatever to 
pay the debt. They do not seem tothink it necessary to recounize 
that there is any duty when they are able to pay the debt, but 
they come here and through their attorneys winter after winter 
have insisted that the road is not worth the full amount of the 
debt, and that consequently the Government must accept about 
20 cents on the dollar. 

This great corporation ponene to pay the Government of the 
United States about $800,000 in settlement on a debt of $4,200 00, 
and the question for the Senate to consider is whether it wil! au- 
thorize an arrangement by which this tremendous loss to tho 
Government of $3,400,000 shall be brought about. The commis- 
sion which was appointed in the settlement of the Central 
Pacific—the only commission of this kind which we have au- 
thorized—brought about a settlement by which it secured to the 
Government the entire amount of the debt, because: we added to 
that bill a proviso in the exact words of the amendment which I 
have submitted, and I believe that if this amendment is adopted 
we can have this bill passed and we will secure in that way the 
full amount of the debt. 

The assertion is made that the road —— consists of about a 
hundred miles of track, about eighty miles in Iowa ani about 
twenty in Nebraska. It is claimed that this road is not worth 
more than a small sum. What are the facts in regard to the 
value of that part of the property? The report of the Commis- 
sioner of Railroads gives the net earnings of this piece of property 
for a number of years, and it shows clearly that from 1879 to |) 
the net earnings of this hundred miles of track have been such as 
to amount to 3} to 4 per cent on the entire amount of the debt. 
That part of this a in Iowa is assessed for taxation ona 
par with the most valuable pieces of railroad in the State, from 
tive to six thousand dollars re mile. 

But the important part of the whole question is, Is the bridg 
over the Missouri River subject to the lien of the Government’ 
As everybody knows, the Government authorized the construc- 
tion of three branch roads to unite at or about the hundredih 
meridian, and there to form a continuous line of road to the Pa- 
cific. One of those branches started from Sioux City, one from 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and one from a point on the Missouri River, 
on the south side of the intersection of the Kansas River wit! the 
Missouri River. Allof those lines required the crossing of rivers. 
Both the Union Pacifie line and the Sioux City and Pacific line 
had to cross the Missouri River, and that became just as much 
a part of the road as any other bridge or any culvert on thie line 
of the road. 

The Union Pacific attempted to dispute that proposition, anda 
case was decided by the Supreme Court of the Jnited States, 
which is reported and is accessible to everybody, in which it \va: 
clearly shown that the bridge was a part of the road; that the at 
of Congress required a continuous line of road. It is per! ct'y 
absurd to suppose that the act of ae, of which, according 
to the Supreme Court, the paramount intention was to construct 
a continuous line, would contemplate the building of 80 miles 1" 
Iowa and then to commence the building in Nebraska, and !cve 
some foreign oe to construct a bridge or not between tlicse 
two portions of the Ne There never has been any dispu‘e 12 
regard to that, and the Union Pacific settled its debt to the Gov- 
ernment on that basis, that the bridge constructed from Cou ‘7 
Bluffs, which was the initial point in that State, was a part 0! the 
road and subject to the lien of the Government. I do not know 
that it is necessary to read particularly from the Supreme Court 
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decision, In the case of the Union Pacific the Supreme Court 


said: 
The contest in the case does not relate to the existence of this duty. 
I yetween Omaha, in Nebraska, and Council Bluffs, in Iowa, is a part of 


tiver 


the Union Pacific Railroad; for, if itis, there can be no doubt that the com. | 


any are required by law to use it in connection with and as a part of their 
Patire road, operating all parts together as a continuous line. 


The conclusion of the court was: 


It soems to be clear that the bridge over the river, built by the railroad 
company, is a part of their railroad, and required by law to be so operated. 
it was commenced in 1869 under the acts of 1862 and 1864. These acts were 
the only authority the company had at the time of its commencement for 
puilding it. It is a railroad bridge, a continuation of the line west of the 
river, and it connects the road with its required eastern terminus. The acts 
chartering the compan manifest no intention to distinguish between the 
pridge over the Missouri River and other bridges on the line of their road. 
If it is not a part of their road. neither is any bridge between the Missouri 
and the western boundary of Nevada, for the power to build all bridges was 
given in the same Wo 


There is a great deal more in the decision, in which reference 
is made to the Sioux City and Pacific branch, and reference is 
made tothe Kansas division, as all being precisely on the same 
footing. j 

Mr. President, I can not conceive of any reason why the Senate 
should assent to the proposition that this company is to be 


permitted to discharge its debt to the Government by the pay- | perhaps wholly so. 


ment of $800,000, or even a million dollars, 
dollar practically is what they nee to pay. That they ex- 
pect to get it by this commission is clearly shown by the persist- 
ency with which they importuned the Pacific Railroads Commit- 
tee of the last Congress, and by the persistency with which they 
have importaned the Pacific Railroads Committee of this Congress 
to permit them to make the settlement in this kind of a way. 

Gentlemen have said to me: ‘‘Are you afraid to trust this into 
the hands of the President and this commission?” I certainly do 
not think it is an argument, when we refuse to abdicate our own 
duty and turn it over to anybody else, to say anything about the 
duty or the power or the responsibility of those gentlemen; but I 
am not willing in some respects to trust to the decision of these 
gentlemen, who will not be able to give it their personal considera- 
tion. I am not satisfied with the manner in which the Attorney- 
General has conducted some cases of this character. Iu the set- 
tlement of the Kansas division debt there was ace - - .ere the 
Attorney-General, through his attorneys in St. Louis after an ex- 
press agreement that he was going to take up the first mortgage —- 
when he had the Treasury draft prepared for that purpose—per- 
mitted the railroad company to obtain that property at a loss to 
the Government of $6,300,000, when he could have had every cent 
of the debt in that case. 

I object to the manner in which the Attorney-General has set- 
tled in the matter of the Central branch of the Union Pacific. 
The Central branch of the Union Pacific was 4 line running from 
Atchison a hundred miles west, somewhat similar to the Sioux 
City and Pacific branch. In that case it went through the courts 
— and without any resistance, and the result was that the 

Jommissioner of Railroads reports: 

It will thus be observed that in this transaction the United States, holder 
of the junior lien, received nothing by way of reimbursement for the indebt- 
edness of this company, which on June 30, 1890, amounted to §3,758,854.13. 

I think that these gentlemen who represent the Sioux City or 
the Chicago and Northwestern are afraid to take this case into 
the courts, because they know that any court in this land would 
be absolutely forced to decide that the lien of the Government 
rests upon the Missouri River bridge just as much as upon any 
other part of the road. Of course, the right to build that bridge 
was obtained by special act of Congress, and it made the Gov- 
ernment claim subordinate to the lien of the bridge construction 
company, but in every other respect the right of the United 
States was preserved, That act simply recited: 

That the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company, a corporation existing 
under the laws of the State of Lowa, or its assigns, are hereby authorized, for 
the purpose of making a more perfect connection for its line over the Mis- 


River, to construct and maintain a railroad bridge across said river at 
the most suitable and convenient point within 10 miles of the present crossing. 


And section 7 of the act provides: 

Sec. 7. That the Sioux Cit d Pacific Railroad C i I 
the rights, privileges, and froachiecs conierved Dy cad ccatebael tu th act, 
if said company shall deem said assignment expedient and for its best inter: 
ests: Provided, however, That said bridge, if built by the assigns of said com- 
pany shall be constructed and maintained in all respects on the terms and 
subject to the conditions, limitations, and restrictions herein contained, re- 
serving the right to ss to amend, alter, or repeal this act. 

There is no gp in my mind but that the Government can 
secure every dollar of the indebtedness in this case if it will 
simply exercise the same firmness which was exercised by the 
Attorney-General who preceded the present occupant of that 
office. We have simply to stand firm and insist that the gentle- 
men shall pay their debts. We have to insist that we will not 
permit them to undervalue the property which is the security of 
the mt debt, and we have to say, ‘‘ You must pay your 


a 
ebt fairly and honestly, just as every other man or corporation 
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yincipally over the question whether the railroad bridge over the Missouri | 








Twenty cents on the | disaster to the Government. 


O447 


in this country should do.” It will be,in my opinion, an infamous 
thing if the Senate of the United States consents to any sjecies of 
jugglery by which $3,600,000 of the money due to the Government 
of the United States by this great corporation shall be absolutely 
thrown away, shall be given to them as a great gratuity. They 
have had the use of all this money. They have had the use of it 
for two years since its maturity, and no action has been taken by 
the Attorney-General. I am surprised. I have been watching 
from time to time to see whether some attempt would not be 
made by the Attorney-General in this matter. It seems to me 
that he should have been attempting to enforce the rights of the 
Government; and now, with the attitude of the attorneys of this 
company, who insist year after year that this kind of a commis- 
sion shall take charge of the matter, I am suspicious of the whole 
transaction, and it will inevitably result in a most serious and 
indefensible loss to the people of this country. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, I have only a word to say re- 
specting this matter. This is the last of the branches of the Pa- 
cific railroad. The indebtedness to the Government was cor- 
rectly stated by the Senator from Kansas, but there is lying behind 
that indebtedness an indebtedness of $1,600,000 to the first mort- 
gage bondholders. Whatever may be said about this bridge, there 
is also a bonded debt upon it equal or nearly equal to its value, 
Now, a foreclosure would simply result in 
I feel sure the Government will re- 
ceive a very large sum, largely more than the amount suggested 
by the Senator from Kansas in a compromise of this matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. lask the Senator to permit me to set myself 
right. I stated that was the amount suggested by the representa- 
tives of this company. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That may have been suggested at one time. 
The company will make a suggestion to the Attorney-General, to 
the Secretary of the Interior, and to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as respects the relations of the company to the Government. I 
have no doubt the principal of this debt will be secured. But it 
is manifestly impossible for the Government to secure the princi- 
pal and the interest. The wisest and best way to solve this ques- 
tion is by compromise and adjustment, which must receive the 
approval of the President before it is finally completed. There- 
fore I hope the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, it seems to me the proposition 
as made by the Senator from Kansas is entirely sound. This 
railroad includes as an integral part of it the bridge in question. 
It constitutes a necessary connection in a vast system of railroads. 
The corporation which now owns and operates these lines of rail- 
road is amply able to pay this debt, legally and in every way 
justly due to the Government. The adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas will render it absolutely 
certain that this amount, thus due to the Government, wiil be 
secured. If we fail to adopt the amendment it is uncertain, 
extremely doubtful, whether this amount will be obtained to the 
National Treasury. If, after the adoption of this praviso, it turns 
out later that it is impossible to make the adjustment on that 
basis, then it will be time enough for the Congress of the United 
States to consent to some amicable or other adjustment of the 
matter. For the time being I do not see how we can in any wise 
properly represent the interests of the Government unless we 
insist upon the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is very bad policy to trans: 
fer td the executive department of this Government questions 
that are in their nature judicial, upon which the rights of the 
Government, as they are compared with the rights of corporations 
or individuals, should be ascertained judicially, It is very bad 
policy; it is dangerous; it is unseemly, in view of the distribution 
of powers among the different departments of this Government. 

ese is a proposition to take away from the Legislature of the 
United States the adjustment and arrangement of this claim and 
to transfer it into the hands of the executive department, with- 
out any reference back of the question to Congress to determine 
whether we concur or do not concur in what may be their finding. 
It is dangerous legislation, and ought not to be ventured upon 
hastily. There are other ways of getting at this business, either 
of which is preferable to this. Oneis by foreclosure in the courts. 
Let the courts declare what liens have priority on this property 
first, and then over what property these liens extend. Is there 
any reason which makes this case exceptional? Is there any rea- 
son why this railway company or the owners of the railway at the 
present time should not have the judgment of a court upon their 
rights? I can think of none. 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads, of which I have the honor 
to be a member, have had this subject under consideration for a 
long time, and we have been willing to agree to any plan of set 
tlement, except the one presented in this bill. I am willing to let 
the executive officers of this Government act as a committee of 
audit, to pass upon these claims, if they send the finding here for 
the approval of the Congress of the United States. But if itis 
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insisted that these officers of the executive department shall | Government inthe settlement of these claims. 


make a final settlement of this business, then we are bound to 
put upon it such limitations as we think justice to the United 
States requires. 

We are told by the Senator from Kansas that this particular 
railroad is owned by a great northwestern company. He did not 
nameit. I wish he would. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chicago and Northwestern. 

Mr. MORGAN, It is owned by the Chicago and Northwestern 
Railroad Company. The parties to this contest, then, are the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company on the one hand 
and the United States on the other. Is there any particular reason 
that can be stated why we should make an exception of this rail- 
way company from all the ordinary rules and procedure in the 
ascertainment of its indebtedness to the United States Govern- 
ment? It isthe owner of the road, and, to the extent of its value, 
owes its debts. The point that it makes, and the only one that I 
have heard of, is that the bridge across the river is not a part of 
the railway system; that it is a piece of property owned by a sepa- 
rate company, a construction company, or something of that kind, 
which has separated the ends of this railway, so that that company 
has the control of the transit of freights and charges upon them 
across the river. 

That theory was exploded in the case cited by the Senator from 
Kansas by the Supreme Court of the United States upon the facts 
stated here or that can be stated here. Upon any form of facts 
that can be truthtally made to the Senate that case is on all fours 
with the case now before the Senate of the United States. That 
decision controls in this matter, or ought to control. Why can 
we not have the benefit of that decision? If you put this bridge 
in asa part of the railroad, then there is no excuse that I can 
hear of at least why it should not pay at least as much upon this 
debt as the Union and Central Pacific railways have been re- 
quired to pay upon their debts; that is, to pay the original 
amount of the loan and all the interest that has accumulated 
upon it, not including interest upon interest, as would be done in 
an accounting between private persons. This railway company 
has not a debtor in the world whom it could deal with upon this 
basis, unless that debtor was a bankrupt and it could not get 
anything out of him on any other terms. Take a solvent debtor 
of the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company and let that 
railroad company er to make settlement with him, and they 
would never think of making the terms proposed in this bill. 
Neither would they ever think of leaving it subject to the arbit- 
rament of any three men in the world without any limitation at 
all upon what the award of that arbitration might be. 

I think we have gone as far as we ought to goin this Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific and Kansas Pacific settlement. In 
the Kansas Pacific settlement there is still a debt due to us of 
about five or six million dollars which we have lost, which we 
have given away, which we have abandoned without cause, which 
we have thrown into the pockets of private enterprising gentle- 
men of certain syndicates, In the case of the Union Pacific Rail- 
way Company there was a large fund accumulated in the hands 
of the receiver after the bill was filed, or the various bills were 
filed, to foreclose the mortgages, and a receiver was a. 
A sum amounting to about $6,000,000 had accumulated as the 
earnings of that company. If that sum had been honestly applied 
to the extinguishment of the interest on the first-mortgage bonds, 
those bills of foreclosure could not have stood in court for one 
second—notasecond. They hadit perfectly in their power to pay 
up the interest on the first-mortgage bonds as they fell due, 
They appointed a receiver, accumulated the funds in his hands, 
and refused to pay the interest, in order that they might compel 
the United States to come to a compromise with them about it. 

Now, there is interposed in the Senate, on the part of certain 
gentlemen in the city of New York, a very grave objection that 
has called for a resolution of the Senate for a report from the De- 
partment of Justice in regard to the administration of that accu- 
mulated fund in the Union Pacific Railway case. There is a sharp 
and very unpleasant controversy brought up by these gentle- 
men in respect of the action of the Attorney-General of the United 
States in dealing with that fund in the hands‘of the receiver, 
They claim that the United States has two paramount preferen- 
tial liens upon that fund—first by mortgage, and secondly by 
statute. They might add, because the Union Pacific Railway 
is a bankrupt corporation, that the United States Government 
has a preferential claim = the ground of the bankruptcy or in- 
solvency of its debtor. henever an insolvent debtor is brought 
into any court and a 
other creditors and the 


between 


are of priority of lien arises 
nited States, who has claims against that 
debtor, the statute gives to the United States the preference. 
Nobody has the right to give it away. It is claimed that that has 
been done. 

I think, Mr. President, we have gone far enough in this matter 


of making arrangements through the executive officers of this 
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It is the money of 
the people of the United States with which we are dealing, ani): 
our own, They have had to pay it in the form of taxation, 9), 
they have had to pay enormous amounts in the way of extorti»). 
ate rates and charges upon their own contributions to the cay}; 4) 
stock of this very company and of other companies situated jy 


. in 
like manner, 


The company comes in with every manner of }ro. 


| tense, every manner of opposition that can be suggested, and 


themselves boldly in the teeth of a decision of the Supreme (‘01 
of the United States and deny that this bridge across that rive; 
is a part of their railway line. Mr. President, it is an impossi})|y 
contention upon the facts of this case as applied to the law as sor. 
tled in the case quoted by the Senator from Kansas. 

Now, there is no occasion for our doing this. Either fix a sym 
of money upon the same basis as the Union Pacific settleipen: 
which we are disposed to accept, not because it is just—it neyo; 
was just—but because it is expedient, all things considered, an 
having set that precedent we are disposed to follow it, not because 
it is correct, but because it is expedient. Having set that prece. 
dent, let the other railroads conform to it. If they believe that 
another company owns this bridge and that they have no richit to 
it, and we have no right to charge them with the ownershi)) of it 
then let them go on into the courts, where a case is now pending. 
I believe, for a foreclosure of this mortgage. Let the courts o} 
justice of this country determine between that railroad company 
and the United States. : 

I do not think that the Senate of the United States, with a]! of 
its noble and grand reputation for high lines of action and noble 
thought, can afford to pass this bill in its present shape without 
adopting the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, 
The people of the United States have a right to question us; if not 
in respect of our motives, at least in respect of our judgment and 
of our friendliness to the Government that we are here represent- 
ing, when it comes in competition with a great and controlling 
railroad company like this. It is time that the United States 
Government, to say the least of it, whether the people can do it 
or not, had some of its rights as against these bond-aided railway 
companies. It is very true that they have done a great work for 
this country, but they have done it with our money. There are 
railroads in this country, on the other hand, in splendid success, 
which have not received a dollar of support from the Government 
of the United States. 

I do not know that any man can point out that that great rail- 
way, the Great Northern, presided over by Mr. Hill, has received 
from the Government of the United States any bounty or assist- 
ance of any kind at all, and he had to build his railroad in com- 
petition with four or five others which were in full line of traftic, 
enjoying the trade to the Pacific ports from all the centers of this 
country. It was a magnificent display of American enterprise, 
genius, and pluck, which deserves to be encouraged and deserves 
to be applauded. But when these other roads, which have re- 
ceived almost limitless grants of bounty lands, that have received 
the protection and encouragement of the Government from time 
to time, insist that the interest which they owe the Government, 
and which we have had to pay for thirty-odd years, shall not be 
refunded to the Government until after the whole debt has ma- 
tured, and that when it comes back it shall come without interest 
upon interest, and we have conceded it, I think we have gone 
far enough. 

Let us deal justly with them. I want no unjust advant 
them. But, Mr. President, they are just as amenable to the pay- 
ment of their honest debts as any man in this country; and when 
the Senate of the United States consents that it will make an 
arrangement with them by which these honest debts are avoided, 
or a part are given away to them upon such a pretense as that 
they do not own that bridge, 1 think it is time for us to consider 
what are the dangers of the great railroad combinations of this 
country as against the Government of the United States. _ 

I do not pro , Mr. President, to be able myself to fight it, to 
stand against it for even a breath. It will crush me and all men 
it chooses to put its foot upon. But while Iam in the Senate o! 
the United States and these propositions come forward | will 
appeal to the people and ask them to stand by me and by those o! 
us who oppose these measures until we can have justice done 
between these railroad corporations and the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr, President, of course in my statement of the 
earning capacity of this road I included the first-mortgage ‘eb! 
as well astheGovernment debt. The first-mortgage debt amounts 
to $1,600,000, and the calculation of the Commissioner of Railr ads 
in estimating the net earnings includes that amount. The net 
earnings are based upon the entire debt. : 

There is also, as the Senator from Iowa says, a debt upon the 
bridge which I have spoken of. That is about $1,500,000. bu 
the value of that bridge may be estimated from a statement wt: 
I have from the Interstate Commerce Commission, The earmncs, 
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the income or dividend, received by the Missouri Valley and Blair 
Railway and Bridge Company for the year ending June 30, 1896, 
was $1,486,100. 


They have a and preserved this indebtedness of a | 
a 


million and a half upon it without any reason whatever except 
that it might be ultimately used as a buffer to protect them from 
the Government lien, The earning capacity of that bridge is 
something enormous. I suppose the actual cost of the construc- 
tion of the bridge was probably two million dollars or two million 
anda half, but its earning capacity is something fabulous, because 
they are required to permit the transportation of the trains of 
other roads and they charge a high rate of toll uponit. So the 


value of the property is ample to pay off the first mortgage and | 


the bridge mortgage and to pay the Government in full, if this 
matter is fairly adjusted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem 
to the amendment submittec 
HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. 
not present, I will not vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled), Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. I do not see 
him present, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of New York (when his name was called), I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Idaho [ Mr. HEITFELD}. 
i do not know how he would vote, and therefore I will withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Ihaveageneral 
pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin], 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If he 
were present, he would vote ‘‘nay” and I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TuRNER]. Ido notsee 
him in the Chamber. 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I desire to 
ask — the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. 
with that Senator. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MARTIN]. I inquire if he has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. CULLOM, I will transfer my pair with him to the Senator 
from Rhode Island |Mr. WETMORE] and vote ‘‘ nay,” if that trans- 
fer is agreeable to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BACON, Itis entirely so to me. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CHILTON]. I would vote “nay” if he were here. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from North Dakota 
Mr. HansBrovuGu]. If he were nere, I should vote “ yea,” Not 
nowing how he would vote, I abstain from voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 


—_ The question is on agreeing 
by the Senator from Kansas { Mr. 


As he is 


The Chair is informed that he 


I withhold my vote then, Iam paired 


Bacon, Caffery, Jones, Ark. Taliaferro, 
Bard, er. Morgan, Teller, 

te, Culberson, Pettus, Tillman, 
Berry, Harris, Rawlins, Vest. 

NAYS—322. 
Aldrich, Fairbanks, Kean, Platt, Conn, 
Allison Foraker, Kyle, uaries, 
Beveridge, Foster, Lodge, Scott, 
Burrows, Frye, McComas, Sewell, 
Carter, Gear, McCumber, Shoup, 
Cullom Hanna, Mason, Simon, 
Deboe, Hawley, Nelson, Stewart, 
Elkins, Hoar, Perkins, Thurston. 
NOT VOTING—38. 

Allen, Gallinger, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Baker, Hale, Mallory, Sullivan, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Martin, Turley, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Money, Turner, 
Chilton, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Warren, 

Clark, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wellington, 
Cockrell, Lindsay, Platt, N.Y. Wetmore, 
niel, McBride, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Davis, McEnery, Proctor, 
pew, McLaurin, Ross, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Ihavea general | 


I do not know how he would vote, and so | 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the bill, in line 4, after the word 
‘*President,” strike out the words: 

It shall become operative, and the Attorney-General shall make the 
sary acquittances to said railroad company. 

And insert: 

He shall report the same to the Congress of the United States for its a 


proval. 
Mr. HARRIS. I wish simply to say in explanation of this 
amendment that we certainly ought to have the right to review 
the proceedings of this commission and to determine whether or 
not the settlement has been made upon a fair and just basis 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, 
Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


agreeing 


| to call the roll. 


Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called), ITagain announ 
my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay}. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). [again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont |Mr. Procror}, 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington | Mr. TuRNER]. 

Mr. WELLINGTON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. Bur- 
LER]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURLEY. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonEeR]. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay ” and | should vote * yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I under- 
stand that the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WEeErTMorE] 
has comein, and perhaps voted. In that case, as I have voted, I 
desire to transfer my pair with the junior Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. MARTIN] to the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALr], and 
I will allow my vote to stand, 

Mr. WELLINGTON, I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. TURLEY], who is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
|Mr. SPOONER], that we have a mutual transfer of pairsand both 
vote. 

Mr. TURLEY. That is satisfactory to me, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I vote * nay.” 

Mr. TURLEY. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 37; 


I am paired with 


as follows: 


YEAS—19 
Bacon, Clay, McLaurin, Teller, 
Bard, Culberson, Money, Tillman, 
Bate, Harris, Morgan, Turley, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Pettus, Vest 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Taliaferro, 
NAYS—37. 

Aldrich, Foraker, McComas, Sewell, 

|} Allen, Foster, McCumber, Shoup, 
Allison, Frye, Mason, Simon, 
Beveridge, Gear, Nelson, Stewart, 
Burrows, Hanna, Perkins, Thurston, 
Carter, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Wellington, 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, N. Y. Wetmore 
Deboe, Kean, Pritchard, 
Elkins, Kyle, Quarles, 
Fairbanks, Lodge, Scott, 

NOT VOTING—30. 

Baker, Depew, McEnery, Ross, 
Butler, Gallinger, MeMillan, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hale, Mallory, Sullivan, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Martin, Turner, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Penrose, Warren, 
Cockrell, Kenney, Pettigrew, Wolcott 


Lindsay, 
McBride, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


VACANT SPACE IN THE CAPITOL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER] wishes to resign as a conferee on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon the joint resolution (S. R. 28) relat- 
ing to the use-of the rooms lately occupied by the Congressional 
Library in the Capitol. Without objection, the resignation will 
be accepted, and the Chair appoints the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpRIcH]. 


EMERGENCIES IN RIVER AND HARBOR WORKS. 


Mr. McMILLAN, Iask the consent of the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. FArrBANKs] to allow me to call up House bill No. 11646, 
known as the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


Daniel, 
Davis, 


Pre tor, 
Rawlins, 


Does the Senator from Indiana 


Mr, HARRIS, I desire to offer the amendment which I send to | yield for that purpose? 


the d 


XXXITI——404 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, I understand the bill will occupy but a 
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comparatively few minutes and will not lead toany debate. Upon 
that understanding, I consent that the extradition bill may be 
temporarily laid aside. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for emer- 
gencies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and for 
the diversion of certain appropriations or modification of provi- 
sions heretofore made, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, and that the committee amendments be acted 
upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committeeon Commerce was, in section 1, page 1, line 
8, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to insert ‘‘and fifty;” so as to 
read: 

That the sum of $250,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
immediately available, and to be expended under the direction of the Secre 
tary of War and the supervision of the Chief of Engineers, for the following 
purposes, to wit 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘ respectively,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided further, That for no single channel or improvement shall a sum 
greater than $10,000 be allotted. 

So as to make the clause read: 


(1) To provide for the restoration of channels, or river and harbor improve- 
ments, heretofore established or made by the Government, where, by reason 
of emergency occurring since the ssage of the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1809, the usual depth of such channels, or customary use of such im- 
prov ment, can not be maintained, and there is no sufficient fund available 

or such restoration, the amount herein provided, or s0 much thereof as is 
not required for the surveys hereinafter mentioned, shall be allotted by the 
Secretary of War: Provided, That in no case shall such allotment be made 
unless recommended by the local engineer having such channel or improve- 
ment in charge, and the Chief of Engineers, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Arkansas,” on 
page 3, after line 19, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to make an examination and survey of the harbor and river front of the city 
of Camden, Ark., on the Ouachita River, and report as soon as practicable an 
estimate of the cost for mprorne said harbor and for grading and protect- 
ing the river bank in front of said city, the expenses of said examination and 
survey to be paid out of any fund now available for the improvement of the 
Ouachita River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ California,” on 
page 4, after line 23, to insert: 

The San Joaquin River and the waterways connecting the same with the 
Straits of Carquines, extending from the town of Antioch to Suisun Point. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Delaware,” on 


page 5, after line 13, to insert: 
Mispillion River, from its mouth to the head of navigation. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 15, to insert: 
Mahon Harbor. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “Illinois,” on page | 


%, after line 18, to insert: 

The harbor of Harrisonville, in the Mississippi River: With a view of re- 
taining the harbor as it originally existed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to insert: 

KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE. 

The Secretary of War, through the Mississippi River Commission, is 
hereby directed to cause a survey to be made of the east bank of the Missis- 
sippi River between the highlands near the city of Hickman, in the State of 
Kentucky, and Slough Landing, in Lake County, in the State of Tennessee, 
with a view to constructing such works as may required to prevent over- 
flows along said section of the river, the cost of making such survey to be 
paid out of the unexpended balance authorized to be expended by said com- 
mnission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 8. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to offer an amendment. On page 8, after line 9, I move to 
insert: 

Maryland: Harbor of Havre de Grace, with a view to the removal of rocks 
wear the entrance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Michigan,” on 
page 9, after line 9, to insert: 

Detroit River: With a view to obtaining a sufficient depth of water in the 
channel on the west side of Grosse Isle. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Minnesota,” on 
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page 9, line 15, after the word ‘‘ Harbor,” to insert ‘‘and War: 
iver;” so as to make the clause read: 

Warroad Harbor and Warroad River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON. At the end of line 15, page 9, I move to in 

Long Prairie River and its sources. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on ( 
merce to move to insert, after line 15, on page 9: 

Outlet of Flat Head Lake, in the State of Montana, with a view to » 
taining the feasibility and probable cost of maintaining said lake at it 
mal height and thus preventing the overflow of part of the upper va!| 


Kootenai River between Jennings, Mont., and the international bou 
line, with a view to removing obstructions to navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce wa 
page 9, after line 15, to insert: 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Hendersons Point, Portsmouth Harbor: With a view of removing 
tion of said point for the purpose of improving navigation to the navy 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ New York. 
page 10, after line 7, to insert: 

Buttermilk Channel, New York Harbor: With a view to obtaining a 
nel of the same width and depth as those contemplated by the | 
adopted for Bay Ridge and Red Hook channels. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 14, to insert: 

NEVADA. 

Colorado River: Between El Dorado Canyon and Rioville, Nev 
view to the extension of navigation to Rioville. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ North ¢ 
lina,” on page 11, line 9, after the word ‘‘ River,” to insert: 

And also from the northern end of the North Landing River in \ 
through said North Landing River, through Currituck Sound, | 
North River. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Pasquotank River: With the view of obtaining a navigable depth o! | 
at mean low water from South Mills, on the Pasquotank River, the: 
the Pasquotank River, and also from the northern end of the North La 
River in Virginia, through said North Landing River, through Curr 
Sound, through North River, through Albemarle Sound, Croatan s 
Pamlico Sound, and Core Sound, to Beaufort Inlet, including also cost 
curing a navigable depth of 18 feet through Beaufort Inlet and 18 feet ' 
Ocracoke Inlet, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 16, to ins 

Scuppernong River: With the view of improving the bar at the 1 
Scuppeznong River, emptying into Albemarle Sound, North Caroli) 
end that the channel be dredged 1,200 feet long, 150 feet wide, wi 
depth of water at mean low tide. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Ohio River 
| Kentucky),” on page 12, after line 17, to strike out: 

OHIO AND ALLEGHENY RIVERS. 


With a view toascertaining the desirability and cost of changing t! 
Island lock and dam in the Ohio River and of changing or construct 
other locks and dams in the Ohioand Allegheny rivers so as to secure a 
stage of water in said rivers. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


OHIO RIVER. 
| Continuing and completing the survey of the Ohio River for tho | 
| of locating locks and dams to provide a 6-foot stage of water, the cx) 
thereof to be paid out of any moneys already appropriated and not ex] 
| for the general improvement of the Ohio River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 4, to insert: 


OREGON, 


For a survey and an estimate of the cost of construction of a ca 
locks to overcome the obstructions in the Columbia River between t 
of The Dalles Rapids and the head of Celilo Falls, Oregon and Washi! 
and a report of such survey and estimate of cost shall be submitted to | 
gress on or before December 1, 1900. 
The Chair lays before the Sen 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


Da 


ate the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2355) in relation io 


| the suppression of insurrection in, and to the government 0. ' 
| Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by t 
| treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1%!’ 
Mr. LODGE, 
| ness may be temporarily laid aside, so that the pending Dill » 
be continued. I desire to give notice that after the pending 
| and the extradition bill shall have been concluded I shall ask t 


Task unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 


the unfinished business be again laid before the Senate, in orc: 


ae submit some remarks upon it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to lay 


that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] may have an o)- 


” 
> 


aside, temporarily, the unfinished business in order that the « 


sideration of the pending bill may be continued? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


The Chair 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in on page 13, after line 16. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 16, it is proposed to in- 
gert: 

Seackonnet Harbor: To ascertain the advisability and cost 
rocks which are an obstruction to navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
the amendment just adopted. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Pawtucket River: With a view to securing a channel 200 feet wide and 18 
f deep from the mouth of the river at Providence to the lower wharves 
he city of Pawtucket. 


of removing 


int 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I offer an amendment, to come in on page 13, 
after line 21. 

The SECRETARY, 
insert: 


On page 13, after line 21, it is proposed to 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 

For a survey of the Sioux River and an estimate of the cost of constructing 
a dam for the storage of the water of said stream in Lake Kempeska and Lake 
Ponsett, together with an estimate of the capacity of said reservoir and the 
feasibility of utilizing the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Texas,” on page 
14, line 1, before the word *‘ deepening,” to insert ‘‘ widening;” and 
in line 2, before the words ‘“‘ the present,” to insert ‘‘and extend- 
ing; so as to make the clause read: 


Galveston Bay: With a view to widening. deepening, and extending the 


present channel from a point where it now is of sufficient width and depth | 
toa point opposite Twentieth street; thence to a point opposite Thirty-fifth | 


street; thence to a point opposite Fifty-first street, with a report as to the 
relative importance of the respective sections, 

The amendment was agreed te. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I offer an amendment, to come in after line 
6 on page 14. 

The SECRETARY, 
insert: 

Also for survey and making plans for improvement of inner harbor of 
Galveston. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 14, after line 10, to 
insert: 

Brazos River from its mouth to the city of Waco: With a view of examin 
ing and surveying same, reporting cost of removing obstructions and pro 


After line 6 on page 14 it is proposed to 


curing a navigable depth of 4, 5, and 6 feet, and desirability thereof, first, | 
from its mouth to town of old Washington, in Washington County; second, | 


from said town of old Washington to’city of Waco; such report to further 
show the most advantageous depth to each point, and whether a system of 
locks and dams will be necessary, and if so, the cost and location of same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Virginia,” on | 


page 15, after line 4, to insert: 


Pagan River, from Smithfield, Va., to James River, with a view to securing 
a channel 80 feet wide and 10 feet deep at mean low tide, or such improve- 
ment as may be found expedient. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 8, to insert: 


Chesconnessex Creek, an estuary of the Chesapeake Bay, running up into 
= on the western side of Accomac County, Va., with a view to dredging 
e same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Washington,” 
on page 15, after line 13, to insert: 


The Secretary of War is hereby directed to appoint a board of officers of 
the Corps of Engineers, whose duty it shall be to make careful examination 
and prepare a detailed estimate for the improvement of Snake River, in the 
States of Idaho and Washington, from the head of navigation on said river 
to the point of juaction with the Columbia River, so as to improve said river 
and make the same navigable at all seasons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Wisconsin,” on 
page i6, after line 7, to insert: 


Milwaukee Harbor: For plan and estimate for necessary enlargement of 
Milwaukee Harbor and a suitable protection therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 10, to strike out 
section 8, as follows: 


Src. 3. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
to terminate the contract heretofore entered into with the late James B. Eads 
for the maintenance of the channel through the South Passof the Mississippi 
River, in pursuance of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, entitled 

An act authorizing James B. Eads and others to construct jetties, etc., and 
to maintain channels between South Pass of Mississippi River and Gulf of 
exico,” and of an act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the repair, pres- 


ervation, and completion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other *” approved March 3, 1875, and of an act of Congress ap- 
ar on 8, 1879, entitled ““An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act mak- 


a tions for the repair, preservation, and completion of certain 
public works on riversand harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved March 








I offer another amendment, to come inafter | 
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3, 1875. The Secr y of War is also authorized, in his disc 
chase from the egal representatives of the said James Bb. } 
dr ss and ot lant now used by them for the maintena vid 
t nel, or such portion of said plant as he may deem desirable, provi 
ount to be paid therefor shall be fixed by a board of engineers, su 
»approval of the Chief of Engineers ind pi ded, That in no even 
the amount to be paid therefor exceed £20.000: Provided fF her, That 
| heirs and legal representatives of said Eads siall, by sufficient quitclaim 
deed or similar yance,. transfor tothe United 8S the accret ; 
lands at or near said South Pass to which they claim t . And in case the 
Secretary of War ill terminate said contract t um of $200,000, or so much 
th reof as may be necessary, is | by appropria out of any money in the 
rreasury not otherwise appro to 1 itely availal for the 
purchase of the who! tof said plant, otherw I ‘ 
proper nt for the ms e ¢ iid Pa f the nation of 
| said contract, the Secretary War is hereby to take charge of said 
channel, including the jetties, and all auxil mnected therewit 
; al d thereafter t > Maintain wit he utmost efficiency said South Pass Cha 
| nel; and for that purpose he is hereby authorized to draw his warran rom 
time to time on the Treasurer of the United States, until otherwise provided 
| for by law, for such sums of money as may be necessary, not to exceed in t 
| aggregate for any one year $100,000. In the event that the Secretary of War 
shall elect to terminate said contract, any sum which shall at that time have 
been appropriated by Congress to pay what would be due to the heirs or lega 


? 


‘ntatives of said James B. Ka 
| be used by him in making such paym 


“pres t the expiration of said contract may 
when he all terminate 


the same, 

















anything In the law making such appropriaton to the contrary notwith- 
| standing 
| 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Sec. 3. That the S« tary of Wari reby authorized and dire it 
gotiate with the heirs or legal representatives of the late James B. Eads with 
a view of ascertaining the pre t value of the dredges, plant rea ite 
owned by the estate of said Eads at or near the mouth and upon the ba 
of the South Pass of the Mississippi River. In the event of a failure to 

| agree with said heirs or legal representatives as tothe value of said property, 

| the valuation of said p ty shall be submitted to, and be determined by 

| a board of three apprais onstituted as follows: One to be ap ted by 

| the cretary of War, one by the legal representatives of the estate of James 
B. Mads, deceased, and the third to be chosen by the other two appraisers 
jointly. The sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 

| appropriated to ity the expenses of said appraisement And the Secre 
tary of W is] lirected to report to Co 3on the first Monday of 
Db mber next the pr edings had and conclusions reached under the pro 
visions of tl ction 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 20, 
Va.: The un 


after line 19, 


rd Haven xpended bal 


Milf un of the app riation for 
the improvement of the harbor at Milford Haven, Va r any part ther f 
| may. in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be used for the prove! t 


of the bar within said harbor. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 

| Mr. McMILLAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
| desk, to come in on page 22, after line 15, 
| The SECRETARY, 


~~s 


On page 22, after line 15, it is proposed to in 
sert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to ca 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation heretofore made for the im 
provement of the harbor at Port Clinton, Ohio, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be applied to and expended in the improvement of said h 


| , : i 
bor, by deepening and widening the channel thereof, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. McMILLAN, lI oifer anamendment, to come in on page 4, 
after line 5. 

The SECRETARY, 
sert: 

Ashland Harbor, Wisconsin: That in completing the shore end of the 
breakwater at Ashland, Wis., as provided for in the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1899, there shall be substituted a breakwater, starting at a point on 
the shore about 2,600 feet east of the point at which the existing shore arm of 

| breakwater would meet shore if prolonged, and running ina direction par 
| allel to existing breakwater for a distance of 4,700 feet, or of such a length ag 
| may be necessary to fully protect the harbor of Ashland 

| 


On page 24, after line 5, it is proposed to in- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
4 

the Committee on Commerce was, on page 24, after line 5, to insert 

Warroad River, Minnesota: The following paragraph in an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 
proved March 3, 189, to wit: ; 

“For removing a sand bar at the mouth of Warroad River, Minnesota, 
$3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ° 
is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

* For improving the month of Warroad River, Minne 
thereof as may be necessary.’ 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 17, to insert: 
Outlet of Mississippi River: Section 1 of the act entitled “An n 


ap 


ota, $3,000, or omuch 


laAKINGE 


appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,"’ approved March 3, 
| 1899, be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows: In the paragraph be 
ginning “Improving outlet of the Mississippi River,’ strike out the word 
“two” before the word *‘drodges” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ one 


or more,” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in as an additional section, 

The Secretary, Itis proposed to add at the endof the bill the 
following: 


Src. 5. That the so-called “ East Channel” across Sandy Hook Bar, New 
York Harbor, for the improvement of which provision was made by the river 
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and harbor act approved March 3, 18%, shall hereafter be known as “Am- 
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brose Channel 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I also offer as an additional section the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. Itis proposed to add assection 6 the following: 

Sec. 6. That section 1 of the act entitled “An act making qupeepttations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain puDlic works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1899, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by kde at the end of the paragraph making 
an appropriation for the improvement of Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, the follow- 
ing language: ‘‘to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I offer another amendment, tocome in at the | 
end of the bill as an additional section. 

_The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new sec- 
tion the following: 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed 
to appoint two naval officers, and the Secretary of War one engineer officer, 
to coustitute a board whose duty it shall be, under the direction of the Secre 
tary of the Navy, to make a survey, plan, and estimates for the improve- 
ment of a harbor at the island of Guam; and the sum of $10,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for this purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, On page 11, after the word ‘‘therein,” at the 
end of line 5, I move to strike out the period and insert a comma 
and the worcs “and obtaining a navigable channel from Wil- 
mington to Fayetteville of 4, 6, or 8 feet at mean low water;” so 
that the paragraph will read: 

Wilmington Harbor: Witha view to providing a sufficient widthand depth 
to permit vessels now using said harbor to turn or swing around therein, 
and obtaining a navigable channel from Wilmington to Fayetteville of 4, 6, 
or 8 feet at mean low water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 21, line 5,1 move to strike out all 
after the words ‘‘South Carolina,” down to the word “and,” in 
line 9, and insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 5, after the words ‘‘South 
Carolina,” it is proposed to strike out: 

The dredge employed in the dredging of the outer bar may, when pre- 
vented by stormy weather or other cause from operating on said outer bar, 
be employed for dredging in the channel leading from the entrance of said 
bay to Georgetown, 8. C. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The dredge or dredges employed in connection with the work of improve- 
ment at the entrance to Winyah Bay, and such other dredges as are used on 
Winyah Bay River system and canals, may be used in dredging the shoal 
places between the entrance and the city of Georgetown, 8. C., the places at 
which and depths to which such dredging shall be done to be determined by 
the Secretary of War, upon the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in at the end of the bill. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 
the following: 

That the War Department are hereby directed to dredge out the harbor 
at Burlington, lowa, in order that steamboats may be able to make a landing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That carries an appropriation, and I shall 
have to make the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sus- 
tained. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I move toamend, on page 18, line 23, after the 
word “River,” by inserting “to the United States for the pur- 
poses of navigation and commerce.” 

The Secretary, It is pro to amend, on’page 18, line 23, 
after the words ‘‘ Mississippi River,” by inserting ‘‘ to the United 
States for the purposes of navigation and commerce;” soas to read: 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
negotiate with the heirs or legal representatives of the late James B. Eads 
with a view of ascertaining the present value of the dred plant, and real 
estate owned by the estate of said Eads at or near the mouth and upon the 
banks of the South Pass of the ar River to the United States for the 
purposes of navigation and commerce, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the bill may be reprinted as it 
has passed the Senate, with the Senate amendments numbered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 


EXTRADITION WITH CUBA. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was unanimous consent 
given that the bill in charge of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. | 
FAIRBANKS] should be taken up, and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE] gave notice that after that he would call up 


the unfinished business, and there will be an opportunity for ; 
dressing the Senate on that. ; 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask that House bill 11719 may now 
proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGE in the chair), Under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. FAIRBANKS] is now before the Senat 

The Senate, as in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to conside; 
the bill (H. R.11719) amending section 5270 of the Revised st 
utes of the United States, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary wit 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and iy 
sert—— 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. I should like to know for what purpose the 
Senator rises? 

Mr, CLAY. Irise for the purpose of addressing the Senate 
this bill and other bills. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The bill has not yet been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary was about to read 
the amendment, in the nature of a substitute, reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave no objection toits being read. I thought it 
had been read. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary; which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert: 


‘That any fugitive from justice who is now or may hereafter be 
with or convicted of the commission of any of the offenses hereina! ter s) 
fied against the criminal] laws in force in the island of Cuba, who may be | 
within any State of the United States, or inany Territory, or in the Dist: 
of Columbia, shall -be liable to arrest and detention, and on written 1 
tion of the military governor, or other governing authority of Cuba, bh: 
be surrendered to the authorities in Cuba for trial under such laws. A\l the 
provisions of sections 5270 to 5277 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
inclusive, so far as ————_. shall govern the proceedings authorized by 
thisact. Such accused person shall be taken before a judge or justice of the 
circuit or district court of the United States in the district in which 
arrested, or if in the District of Columbia or ina Territory, before a ju 
a supreme court thereof, who shall order his return and surrender on ey 
dence establishing probable cause that he is guilty of the offense charged 
and thereupon he shall be returned and surrendered to the authorities of 
Cuba on the order of the Secretary of State of the United States: Provided 
That such return and surrender shall not be made of persons charged wit 
the commission of offenses of a political nature: And provided further, That 
before making such order of surrender and return the judge shall be satistie 
that eee provision exists for securing to the accused a speedy and fair 
trial for such offense, where he will be intormed of the nature and cause of 
the accusation, and be confronted with the witnesses against him, and have 
compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor, and have the assist- 
ance of counsel for his defense. 

Sec. 2. That suchreturn and surrender, as hereinbefore provided, shall be 
made oly in the case of persons charged with the commission of one orn 
of the following crimes, namely: Murder and assault with intent to commit 
murder; counterfeiting or altering money, or uttering or bringing into cir 
culation counterfeit or altered money; counterfeiting certificates or coupons 
of public indebtedness, bank notes, or other instruments of public credit, and 
the utterance or circulation of the same; forgery or altering, and uttering 
what is forged or altered; embezzlement or criminal malversation of the 
public funds, committed by public officers, employees, or deposita: 
ceny orembezzlement of an amount not less than $100 in value: 
burglary, defined to be the breaking and entering by nighttime in 
house of another person with intent to commit a felony therein; and the 
of breaking and a the house or building of another, whether i: 
day or night time, with the intent to commit a felony therein; the act of 
entering, or of breaking and entering the offices of the government and pub 
lic authorities, or the offices or banks, banking houses, savings banks. trust 
companies, insurance or other companies, with theintent to commit a felony 
therein; perjury or the subornation of perjury; rape; arson; piracy by the 
law of nations; murder, assault with intent to kill, and manslaughter, com 
mitted on the high seas, on board a ship owned by or in control of citizens or 
residents of Cuba and not under the flag of the United States, or of some 
other government; malicious destruction of or attempt to destroy railways 
trams, vessels, bridges, dwellings, public edifices, or other buildings, when 
the act endangers human life. : 

Sxc. 3. That this act shall be and remain in force so long as and no longe! 
than the island of Cuba shall be governed by the United States. 


Mr. STEWART. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the proviso commencing with the word “And,” in line 16 on 
page 3, down to and including line 24, I ask that it may be 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend 
ment proposed by the committee. The Senator from Nevaia 
moves to amend the amendment by striking out the proviso om 
page 8, which will be stated. ; 

‘he SecreTaRY. Line 16, page 3, it is proposed to strike on 
all after the word “‘ nature,” as follows: 

And provided further, That before making such order of surrender ani" 
turn the judge shall be satisfied that proper provision exists for securine [0 
the accused a speedy and fair trial for such offense, where he will be informe: 
of the nature and cause of the accusation, and be confronted with the w 
nesses against him, and have compulsory process for obtaining witne== 
his favor, and have the assistance of counsel for his defense. 

Mr. STEWART. Inasmuch as this proposed act is to remain 
in force only while the United States is in control, I do not think 
it is necessary to make any provision as to what is to be done atte! 
the defendant is extradited. So I think that ought to be left out. 
It is in charge of the United States in any event. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Is that the Senator’s only objection? 

Mr. STEWART. It is my only objection to the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the reason for that? 

Mr. STEWART. The reason for it is this: This provision re- 
quires the judge to take into consideration the tribunals in Cuba 
before the defendant shall be extradited, in order to protect the 
criminal. Thatis unnecessary, inasmuch as the tribunalsin Cuba 
are under the control of the United States. This proposed act is 
to continue in force only while they are under the control of the 
United States. They have been organized by the Governmentand 
are under the control of the Government, as the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Monry] suggests tome, All the tribunals, civil 
and criminal, are under the control of the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Nevada. I am so much interested in the passage of the 
pending bill at this late hour of the session that I do not want to 
have any reasonable objection to it, which will give rise to debate, 
exist in the mind of any Senator. Therefore, for myself, speak- 
ing for one, I am disposed to yield to anything that does not de- 
stroy the effect of the bill. How would it strike the Senator, 
instead of requiring the judge to be satisfied before he permits the 
surrender, to provide an enactment that the accused shall have 
such speedy and fair trial? That would govern the United States 
authorities down there. Then it will read: 

Provided, That upon the trial of such accused he shall have a speedy and 
fair trial. 

How does that strike the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think there is necessity %or any pro- 
vision to protect the criminal after he getsthere. He is then in 
the hands of the United States absolutely, and it is presumed that 
the United States will do right. Ifwe make any provision in his 
behalf, designating that he shall have any particular kind of a 
trial, then it will be said in Cuba at once, ‘‘ You do not think 
Americans will do justice.” If*that country is good enough to 
steal in, it is good enough to be tried in. ‘* We have to be tried 
by those laws if we commit offenses.” There will be a great deal 
of force in their criticism. There is no necessity of putting it in. 
They will be protected by the Government of the United States 
when they get there. I see no necessity for it. It is merely a 
matter which would give occasion for criticism, and that we do 
not want to have. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator from Nevada will agree 
with me that the courts-martial during our civil war, under the 
administration for which we have the highest respect, were in 
many cases a scandal to the civilized world. Abraham Lincoln 
himself had to interpose in some important cases with great em- 
phasis, as he did. lt was proved in one of them, the trial of a 
very eminent and highly honored citizen of my own State, where 
Mr, Lincoln interposed and set aside the whole matter, that a high 
official of the Government in the Navy Department had said: 
‘“‘Courts-martial are organized to convict; civil courts are organ- 
ized to acquit.” 

I do not very well like the idea of sending American citizens 
out of their country to be tried by courts-martial under any ad- 
ministration or under any circumstances. I do not think what 
the Cubans are going to say has very much to do with it. I think 
the Senate of the United States is charged with safeguarding the 
personal liberties of the citizens. In this case I suppose the pres- 
ent Administration will see that any American citizen who is tried 
is fairly tried. But I am not disposed in the closing days of the 
session to enter intoalong discussion, I think the Senator is all 
wrong. 

Mr. STEWART. I attach a great deal of importance to what 
the Cubans would say and say truthfully. I think if we made 
this distinction between the trial of our citizens and the trial of 
Cubans, where we are governing the country, that if we did not 
treat them alike, the Cubans would have a just cause of com- 
plaint; and we should respect just causes of complaint, whether 
made by Cubans or anybody else. 

_Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when a citizen of the United 
States goes to Cuba, he goes there to obey the law. If he breaks 
it, he is to be tried under the existing law. The situation in Cuba 
may not be entirely satisfactory to a people who believe in a con- 
stitational form of government; but if that government, as the 
Senator from Nevada says, is good enough to try the citizens of 
Cuba, it ought to be good enough to try people of the United 
States who go there, If there is any fault there, it is for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to interpose, to protect either its citi- 
zens or Cubans, who are entitled to as much protection as our own 
people who go there, It looks to me as if we were saying to the 
world, ‘There is a condition of affairs in Cuba that will do to 
apply to Cubans, but will not do to apply to our own people.” I 
do not believe we can afford to do that. I hope the Senator from 

assachusetts will not raise any objection to allowing those words 


to goout. They did not.meet the approval of some portion of the | these words will go out. 
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I did not myself 


committee when the proposition was voted upon. 
approve of them, and I MO not now. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed one word in reply; and then 1 
will yield the floor. Whenever safeguards of innocence or pei 
sonal liberty are proposed, the answer is such and such things 
ought to be done toaman who is guilty, The Senator from Colo- 
rado—— 

Mr. TELLER. 
statement. 


Mr. HOAR. 


I beg the Senator's pardon. I made no such 


I was just about to quote what the Senator did 
say. 
Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will quote me correctly. 
Mr. HOAR. Well, I will try, and if I do not the Senator can 


interpose. 

The Senator said, if I did not misunderstand him, that if an 
American citizen goes to Cuba and breaks the laws he ought to 
be contented with the same kind of a trial that Cubans receive. 
The trouble with that argument is this: We are dealing with 
the proper method of ascertaining whether he has broken the 
laws or not. He is entitled to the ordinary safeguards of liberty, 
if we can give them tohim. This is not the case of a man found 
in Cuba. It is the case of aman found on American soil, who 
“an not be tried here except in a certain way. He is entitled to 
counsel; he is entitled to meet the witnesses face to face: he is 
entitled to have his offense clearly and accurately described to 
him. He is entitled to a great deal more than this bill says. He 
is entitled to a trial by jury; he is entitled to due process of law. 
If he is to be taken and it is to be merely adjudged that heis a 
fugitive from justice, when perhaps he is not—and he has no jury 
trial on that—and to be taken into a foreign country, I think jus- 
tice requires that he should be given in that foreign country the 
same securities, the substance of a fair trial, that he has here. 
He ought not to be put into the category of a person found in a 
foreign country where we are administering largely their old 
laws. 

| think the Senator's notions of this thing are horrible. They 
indicate to my mind a total lack on his part of an understanding 
of the ordinary principles of human liberty. But, as | said just 
now, we are making a provision in the last day or two of the ses- 
sion for a temporary state of affairs, and the condition there is 
controlled by a humane and benevolent Administration, whom ] 
am willing to trust inthat particular. It would be sucha scandal 
if we should fail to have some extraditions that I propose to yield 
this point. I do not, however, propose to yield it for any such 
reason as that stated by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER, If anybody differs with the Senator from Mas 
sachusetts on questions of this kind, of course he must be wrong, 
and he must be in favor of tyranny and everything that is bad, 
I enunciated a declaration of international law which has been 
recognized in every treaty that we have made with nations that 
do not have a jury trial ever since we have had a Government. 
The Senate has voted in innumerable cases to send people back to 
Spain, to France 

Mr. HOAR. I never have in my life. 

Mr. TELLER. And to other places to be tried where the pre- 
sumption of not guilty applied just as much as it does in this case, 

Mr. HOAR, But American citizens are always excepted in all 
those cases. 

Mr. TELLER. They are not excepted in all the treaties. There 
are treaties that do not except them. In some of the treaties the 
Government reserved the right to say it would not send them 
back, but of late years we have been making treaties—some of 
them have been made subject to my objection —where the Govern- 
ment obligated itself to send them back to be tried in courts of 
that kind. 

American citizens go to Cuba, There is a lawthere. They 
know what the law is. They know that by the law they must be 
tried for an infraction of the law. Now, to say that because we 
desire that people who have violated the law shall be taken back 
there and tried, is an indication of brutality or anything of that 
kind, is entirely uncalled for, and it is not worthy of any further 
consideration or discussion on my part. 

The courts in Cuba are United Statescourts, If they are court 
that ought not to exist, then it is our fault that they do exist. If 
is not proposed to change those courts so far as affects the Cuban 
population. A million and a half of those people may be tried 
by a court which the Senator thinks denies justice, but when a 
thief, an American thief, escapes from Cuba and comes here, we 
are to enact some special law for his protection. Mr. President, 
we will stand conde:ned before the world if we do that. We 
will stand disgraced before the world if wedoit. If those courts 
are not what they ought to be, we have the power tu make them 
what they ought to be. There is no proposition here, none came 
from the committee, to protect Cubans; but it is to protect a flee- 
ing thief because he is a citizen of the United States. I hope 
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Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I had hardly expected that in the 
United States Senate an attempt would be made to passa general 
law to fit one case, or that simply because we have that proper 
and natural indignation against the criminal in the case we are 
now seeking to reach we would attempt to overthrow the general 
rules of criminal jurisprudence and deprive the man on trial of 
the usual rights of every American citizen who is charged with a 
crime, The purpose here is to strike out of this proposed law that 
which permits the prisoner to face his accuser, to be allowed sum- 
monses, whereby he can produce witnesses in his own defense, 
and to say that the court which commands his extradition need 
not necessarily know whether there is any court there to try him 
or not. 

I hope the amendment will not prevail. There is no trouble in 
convicting the gentleman who is charged with the offense, if he be 
guilty, as we believe him to be guilty. I can not understand why 
we should want to strike out a provision providing for a jury 
trial. What is there connected with this man Neely, who is 
charged with the offense, which should deprive him, as an Amer- 
ican citizen, of the right of being fairly and properly tried and 
fairly convicted if guilty? We have this to say, at least, that we 
have imitated Spain in robbing the Cubans, but we are not going 
to continue to imitate Spain by allowing the thieves to escape. 
We propose to show the difference between the Americans, who 
are in temporary control of the island, and the Spanish régime by 
saying that the men who have been robbing the Cubans shall be 
properly punished. But we have held sacred the rights of the 

yeople, even though charged with offenses. We have provided 
for jury trials. We have provided that a man shall face his ac- 
cusers; that if he has no counsel the court shall furnish him coun- 
sel. I can see nothing in the bill reported by the committee but 
that ought to stand and ought to become alaw. It gives him no 
preference over any other American citizen charged with an 
offense. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would ask the Senator from Illinois if we 
have not recently had an example of judicial interference in mat- 
ters of extradition which is a scandal, because of the refusal of a 
judge in New York to honor a requisition from Georgia for the 
ey Teer in the robbery of the United States Government, who 

1elped Captain Carter to steal a couple million dollars at Savan- 

nah? I believe in the doctrine that we had better have a good 
many guilty men escape than that one innocent man should be 
punished, but if we are going to do anything here, we ought not 
to hedge it about with such restrictions and limitations that some 
judge will lend himself toan interference with justice by refusing 
to act. 

Mr. MASON. Would the Senator from South Carolina want 
to have his life put in jeopardy or his liberty put in jeopardy 
without having the usual safeguards that are thrown about an 
American citizen, that gives him a right to face his accuser, that 
gives him a right to call his witnesses? Would he want to be 
taken down there, guilty or innocent, and have those rights and 
those liberties passed upon by some railroading scheme that would 
permit him to be tried and convicted without facing his accuser, 
without having the privilege of summoning witnesses? There is 
nocourtin the United States that does not give this constitutional 
privilege to every man put upon trial. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Ido not want—— 

Mr. MASON, Iam not talking about this man Neely. I am 
talking about what seems to me an outrageous attempt to change 
the general rules of practice and criminal jurisprudence, To say 
that a man need not be faced by his accuser—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. If a man goes to Cuba—— 

Mr. MASON. In one moment. Then I will be through. He 
should have the right to have all of these privileges, and should 
not be deprived of them because he has committed a crime, which 
is the most shocking of any crime that has been committed against 
public interests lately. He stood in an ideal place, representing 
the American Government, at a time when we were saying to the 
world that we were sacrificing men and money for the interests 
of humanity. In the very hour of our performing this duty, an 
employee of the Government betrayed his trust and disgraced us 
before the world—a disgrace to all, as has been said here by Sen- 
ators. We propose to show to the world the difference between 
the Spanish robber and the American thief who robs the Cuban 

xeople. We propose that he shall be sent back and tried quickly, 
ut I shall never consent that he shall be tried anywhere, or that 
any American citizen shall be tried anywhere under the sun, 
without throwing about him the natural protection that belongs 
to him under our Constitution—the right to face his accuser, the 
right to subpoena witnesses, the right to have a fair and impartial 
rial, 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator from Illinois asked me a ques- 
tion, and then went on to make a speech in answer to his own 
question. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator understands that I had the floor and 
was making a very short speech, and when I asked him the ques- 
tion I was simply replying to a question he had asked me, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 2, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Of course the Senator from Illinois is 4) 
judge as to whether or not his rights have been invaded. | 4, 
not want to intrude on him, only I was willing to answer t 
question and am still willing. When an American accepts 
appointment from the American Government to go to Cuba 
any other place where we have jurisdiction and control, and th; 
breaks the laws of that land as well as the laws of our own 1: 
he ought to be willing to face the consequences, whatever th, 
may be; and if he goes to Cuba and steals and Cuban laws do 
give him the rights of an American citizen, that is his look 
and he has no right to appeal to us as Anglo-Saxons, with 
traditions 

Mr. MASON. 
guilty. 

Mr, TILLMAN. The Senator will please let me get throuch, 

Mr. MASON. Iam waiting for you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Ca, 
lina has the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When aman goes into any country and 
mits a crime, he is responsible to the law of that land, and | 
not appeal to the traditions of his own race and people and 
own government to protect him against the imposition of u 
punishment that may follow his act in that country. He m 
stand by his act where he commits thecrime, and we have no} 
to hedge this about, if we propose to do the right thing, with 
restrictions as will leave it in the hands of some judge to « 
the ends of justice, just as the participants in the steal in G 
gia—Gaynor and these other people—in New York City, 
helped to steal that money, have been kept from being sent to Sa- 
vannah to be tried and sent to the penitentiary, like Cart: 
been. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me suggest this to the Senator from Sout! 
Carolina: Suppose he is wrongfully accused of doing these things, 
Then what? 

Mr. TILLMAN, If he is wrongfully accused, he can likely ge 
justice, as we are in charge in Cuba, and when he goes there, as 
the Senator from Nevada has pointed out, he goes to our courts, 
or we are responsible for them. It is true that we have sta: 
out there in a good many ways that I do not approve of. Th 
first thing I should like to do is to get out of there as svuon a 
possible and turn Cuba over to the Cubans, and let them 
their own affairs. But we can not appeal, as I said, to Amer 
jurisprudence and traditions to protect a man who has gone t 
Cuba and committed a crime, Let him stand by the rules. 
taining in Cuba and the laws governing Cuba, and if he falls by 
it and is wrongfully punished, let him take the consequences « 
his own act. He had no business disgracing the American | 
ple by any such infamous proceeding as he has been guilt, 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, the safeguard of thi 
posed act is the last section: 

Sec. 3. That this act shall be and remain in force so long as and no 
than the island of Cuba shall be governed by the United States. 

This is not a proposition to establish an extradition treaty wit 
a foreign government, to turn American citizens over to another 
people to be tried in their courts by their procedures, where -' 
ican clemency and American safeguards can not extend. We! 
administering the government of Cuba. We have accepted that 
responsibility before the whole world. There is nota law in ‘crc: 
in the island of Cuba to-day except by our sanction, either by fail 
ure on our part under our military occupation to change the law 
or to suspend it as it existed before the war or by the direct aci o 
our Government in extending the old Jaws and continuing th 
old courts through our proclamation. There is not a court in the 
island of Cuba before which an American citizen can be tried ‘ 
cept a court that is established and maintained and the juri 
tion defined by the military proclamation of our own author'! 
in Cuba. If there is any executive clemency, and I think 1! 
must be, or the power to extend executive clemency to a p:! 
convicted in the island of Cuba, it is our power, under our G 
ernment. 

We are not sending American citizens outside of the Unit 
States to be tried by a foreign court or by a foreign govern. 
We have limited the operation of this proposed law to the t 
our own occupation of the island of Gaba. Dare we, who ! 
undertaken the responsibility of governing that island, say ' 
world that we can not trust our citizens, charged with crime | 
under our administration, to the courts that our military 90\" 
ment has established, to the procedures that we have recog! 
and confirmed, to the court practices which only exist becau 
will them to exist? 

Why is there all this fear about what may ge to an Ame 
can citizen? An American citizen in the island of Cuba unit 
our occupation and our administration is there knowing ful! \ 
that if he violates the laws of the island, as continued and e-' 
lished by us, he ought to and must take his chances of trial th 
Any other provision would make the United States of Americ: 4 
refuge for criminals who have violated the laws of our own adn 
istration; a refuge for criminals from a tribunal established by our 


The Senator is now assuming that each man 
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own Government; a refuge for criminals to escape the procedure 
of courts continued by us, : 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is no danger in this 
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law; that while we hold those islands we owe a duty to the Cuban | 
people and a duty to the world that we will send back there any | 
man, American citizen or otherwise, to be tried by the tribunals | 


that we have sanctioned under our own Government. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. Before the Senator from Nebraska sits down, 
T should like to ask him whether, in the proclamation of the mili- 
tary governor in regard to the administration of the government 
of Cuba, he did not adopt the Cuban laws in full in the matter of 
trial for crime, and whether an American citizen, therefore, would 
not be tried under Cuban laws and according to Cuban proced- 
ure for a violation of any of the penal statutes of that island? 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I understand that by procla- 
mation our military governor continued in force all Cuban laws 
except as modified by the proclamation; that it continued in ex- 
istence the then existing courts of the island of Cuba and gave 
those courts jurisdiction to try criminals charged with offenses 
such as are provided for in this bill, and to try them, as the Sena- 
tor says, under their own original theory of procedure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I will ask—— 

Mr. THURSTON. And it is true to-day, Mr. President, that 
unless we further change the judicial procedure in the island of 
Cuba, a person sent back there for trial will not have a trial by 
jury. But that is because the Government of the United States 
has seen fit to continue these courts and to provide for the same 
kind of trials in those courts that were fixed and established under 
the Cuban laws. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I understand that the criminal proce- 
dure, the method of trial, is the same as that which obtained be- 
fore the United States took jurisdiction over Cuba? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has been modified in many re- 
spects. 

Mr, THURSTON. 

Mr. CAFFERY, 
cations. 

Mr. THURSTON. Butit has not been modified in the more 
important respect of a trial by jury instead of by the judge. 

Mr. HOAR, MaylI ask if they do not in fact secure, as the 
Senator understands, the procedures set forth in the bill as it now 
stands—that is, the right to counsel and the right to hear witnesses? 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand that under our procedure, as 
established by military proclamation, the accused person will have 
the right to be heard by counsel. 

Mr. HOAR, To have a fair trial. 

Mr. THURSTON. To face his witnesses, to cross-examine 
them, and to have as fair a trial as could be had in the courts of 
the United States, with the one exception that the trial will be by 
the court and not by a jury. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut will permit me 
one word further, we have the power and can exercise it any day 
through military proclamation, to provide a jury in every Cuban 
court. Itis in our hands. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Mr. President, I rose before this 
discussion sprang up as to whether the old Spanish law was in 
force in all particulars relating to trials, for the purpose of saying 
that so far as I understand the situation, as has been stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska, a person tried in any court in Cuba ac- 
cording to the proceedings as they are now carried on can have 
every one of the safeguards which are mentioned in this bill. The 
old Spanish law made them incommunicado, they were not per- 
mitted to see anyone while in prison; and the opportunity to se- 
cure bail was not equal to that in the United States, 

Both those features, as I understand it, have been eliminated, 
and now a person who is tried for an offense in Cuba has all the 
privileges which are mentioned in this bill, a right to a speedy 
and fair trial, where he will be informed of the nature and cause 
of the accusation, where he will be confronted with the witnesses 
against him, where he will have compulsory process for obtaining 
Witnesses in his favor, where he will have the assistance of coun- 
sel for his defense, and, it might have said, the right to cross- 
examine the witnesses. All that is provided for in the Cuban 
courts as they exist to-day. The one thing which he can not get 
there which he gets in the United States is a trial by jury. They 
have never known in Cuba or in Spain anything about a trial by 
jury, and it has not been thought best by the military authorities 


It has been modified in some respects. 
I should like to know what were the modifi- 


to change their law in that respect. We are there only tempo- 
a hat they may do when they set up a goverument, which 
should be a republic in fact as well as in name, we do not know. 


But I rose for the purpose of saying that I thought that as long 
as those safeguards existed in Cuba we might as well pass this 
bill without putting into it the clause that no person should be 
surrendered until the judge before whom he was tried and of 
Whom a requisition was asked was satisfied that he would have 
all the safeguards thrown about the trial. If we know it, why 
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should we delegate to a judge anywhere, to any district jude in 
the whole United States, the question of determining whether the 
party will in Cuba have a fair trial with these safeguards 
these protections of his rights? 

I think it very important, Mr. President, that we do not thr 
technical barriers around the process for the return of crimit 
to Cuba, especially our own citizens. It would be little less than 
a shocking outrage if we should have a bill passed here under 
which a person could go from the United States to Cuba and com- 
mit crimes there of any and all kinds, and returning into the 
United States should de free here and could not be returned there. 
That would be human liberty with a vengeance, and I do not 
think any Senator's regard for human liberty goes to the extent 
of saying that we ought to provide any machinery in a bill by 
which a United States citizen going down to Cuba and coming 
back here would go unwhipped of justice. 

Now, I do not know that any judge anywhere would be im- 
pressed with the idea that a United States citizen would not 1 
a fair trial in Cuba with all these safeguards, but we are relega 
ing to a hundred district judges, more or less, in the United Stat 
the determination of that question when, it seems to me, there i 
no necessity for it, and when it may work a denial of justice, and 
when it may work the liberty of a man who ought to be sent back 
there and tried and punished for offenses which he has committed. 

While I agreed in reporting the bill with this proviso in it, lam 
inclined to think that it is better that it shall go out, that we shal! 
take judicial knowledge of the fact that the American citizen who 
goes back to Cuba will have in every respect just as fair a trial, 
and with all the safeguards and constitutional guaranties which 
are thrown around the trial of a citizen in the United States, with 
the exception of the right of a trial by jury; and if a citizen goes 
there and commits a crime, if he goes into a country where he 
knows the right of trial by jury does not exist, I think he ought 
to go back and take his trial according to the laws of the coun- 
try where he committed his offense, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, there certainly has been no 
greater disgrace to this country than the fact that officials sent 
from this country to administer Cuban affairs have betrayed the 
trust reposed in them. It would, however, be a still greater dis- 
grace if the United States Government failed to take effective 
measures to see that the betrayers of these trusts were punished. 

Of course, we all appreciate the motives of Senators who oppose 
the striking out of this provision in the bill, We are not at war 
with them as to their views and feelings relative to the protection 
of the citizens accused of crime. But, Mr. President, it seems to 
me that there is no possible answer to the argument presented by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THunrston| that all the laws of 
Cuba for the punishment of crime are laws to-day under our au 
thority, and all the courts under which trials can be had or before 
which trials can be had are under our authority. It is an impos- 
sibility that we could maintain the proposition that there should 
be there courts under our-authority good enough to try those liv 
ing in the island, who broke the laws and violated them, and not 
good enough to try our own citizens who go there and also vio 
late the law. 

Now, if those laws were the la ws of a foreign country and were 
only under a foreign jurisdiction,the argument against thestriking 
out of this provision would be good; but if the law there is not as it 
should be, it is our fault. If it is not good enough to try one man, 
it is not good enough to try another; and if it is good enough un- 
der our authority to try one man, it is also good enough under the 
same authority to try another, wherever his citizenship may be. 
We can not say that under the authority of the United States we 
recognize that there shall properly be laws and tribunals sufficient 
for the trial of parties who may be under our jurisdiction but are 
not citizens of the United States, and yet not sufficient for the 
trial of parties who are citizens of the United States. 

I repeat, Mr. President, the argument to the contrary would be 
unanswerable if Cuba were under a foreign jurisdiction, and if 
the laws were by foreign authority and the courts under a foreign 
authority; but the argument is not a sound argument when you 
confront it with the fact that every law there is a law under the 
authority of the United States and every court there a court un 
der the authority of the United States, and if it exist for the trial 
of one party it must necessarily exist properly for the trial of 
another which comes within its jurisdiction. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Ge 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Georgia if he knows the method of procedure followed by the 
courts that have been instituted by the United States Govern 
ment in Cuba? Whence comes the authority by which tke laws 
the Senator refers to were made? Who made them? 

Mr. BACON. Do you mean in Cuba? 

Mr, MALLORY. In Cuba. 

Mr. BACON. Before the war? 
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Mr. MALLORY. Now. 

Mr. BACON. They were made by Government authority, I 
presume, undoubtedly. 

Mr. MALLORY. They were made by our military authority, 
were they not? 

Mr. BACON. Ipresumeso. The Senator knows as much about 
that asido. Iam not ina position to give him any information 
on that point. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will permit me, I am seeking 
the light. If it is a fact that these courts are absolutely fair, that 
the criminal may secure a speedy trial, that he will have an op- 
portunity to cross-examine witnesses and consult his attorneys, the 
fact that he does not have a trial by jury may possibly be con- 
doned, and he may be willing to consent tosuchatrial. But unless 
it is a fact, is it not a matter that should be inquired into by the 
authority who is to turn him over in the event he is charged with 
an offense? 

Mr. BACON. I think not; and I will give the Senator my rea- 

sons in a few moments. I was coming to that particular branch 
of the question. The inquiry of the Senator as to the character 
of the tribunals there ant as to authority under which the laws 
now exist and the authority under which proclamations have 
been made relative to the courts and to laws, brings me to the 
statement that I think we have exceeded our authority in assum- 
ing the conduct of the affairs of government in Cuba except for 
the purpose of pacification, and that wherever we have gone be- 
yond that in the functions of government we have usurped au- 
thority. But conceding that it is usurpation, as I believe it is, 
we can not screen ourselves from the responsibility which grows 
out of that usurpation. We can not usurp authority of govern- 
ment and conteel in Cuba and then say we will not enforce the 
law there because it is a usurpation. If we usurp authority we 
must take that authority and bear it, with all its responsibilities 
and its burdens, and one of the highest responsibilities of all au- 
thority, whether usurped or legal, is the enforcement of law and 
the punishment of crime. 
: Now, Mr. President, to return to the practical question—and it 
is really for that purpose that I venture to trespass for a few 
moments upon the time of the Senate—I do not think there is any 
doubt about our obligation to see to it, if anyone, whether he be 
a native Cuban or whether he be an adventurer from the United 
States, violates law in Cuba—commits a crime, commits that which 
is a crime under any government and under any law, human 
or divine—that the punishment of that crime shall be certain, 
if he is a criminal, and that there shall be certain practical 
methods by which it shall be ascertained whether or not he isa 
criminal. 

Mr. President, I say again we can not screen ourselves from the 
enforcement of that obligation by saying that the system of law 
in Cuba does not secure to one charged with crime the protection 
which our Constitution throws around parties charged with 
crime in this country, for the reason that we are responsible for 
whatever law exists there to-day for the punishment of crime, 
and if that law is inadequate we are at fault. If that law does 
not throw around one accused of crime proper safeguards we are 
at fault, and we can not escape the responsibility of seeing to it 
that one man, whatever his citizenship may be, so long as that 
island is under our control, shall be held to the responsibility for 
crime just the same as any other man is held to that responsi- 
bility. 

Now, Mr. President, I will state the point to which I want to 
call the attention of the Senate particularly. I was present at 
the time of the action of the committee upon this bill, and Ido not 
know that I should have said anything about the measure except 
that it is manifest the committee itself does not approve of the 
retention of this provision in the bill. I want to point out to the 
Senate the way in which it will defeat any a, enforcement 
of law against anyone who may be charged with the commission 
of crime in Cuba and who may escape to this country. 

I call the attention of Senators first to the fact that this bill does 
not relate to anyone except one who is a fugitive from Cuba. It 
does not permit the military governor in Cuba to make a requisi- 
tion for some citizen of the United States who has not been to 
Cuba. It is only some one who is a fugitive from Cuba; some 
one who has been there and who has escaped from Cuba into this 
country. 

Now, Mr. President, under the bill as it now stands, and with 
the provision which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] has 
moved to strike out, so soon as anyone accused of having com- 
mitted a crime in Cuba, and having escaped from there to this 
country, was arrested and carried before a judge in this country, 
at once the issue would be raised whether or not such and such 
guaranties were found in the machinery for the punishment of 
crime in Cuba as are specified in this provision. The question 
would be raised before the court. For example, one is arrested in 
New York charged with having committed crime in Cuba and 
having escaped toNew York. He iscarried before a Federal judge, 
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a district judge, and there a requisition for his return to Cuba for 
trial is asked for. This bill as it now reads provides: 

That, before making such order of surrender — 

That is, by the judge— 

That before making such order of surrender and return the judge shall jo 
satisfied that proper provision exists for securing to the accused a speedy 
and fair trial for such offense. 

We will see at once how broad a field that opens, practically 
leaving it to the judge to determine whether or not he will let the 
prisoner go back to Cuba or whether he will release him; further, 
whether or not he will be tried under circumstances where he 
woald have— 

A speedy and fair trial for such offense, where he will be informed of tho 
nature and cause of the accusation, and be confronted with the witnesse 
against him, and have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his 
favor, and have the assistance of counsel for his defense. 

Mr. President, I repeat.if those guaranties do not exist in Cuba 
it is the fault of this Government now governing Cuba, and it wil] 
not do to say that we will permit a dishonest man from the United 
States to go to Cuba and commit crime and come back to this 
country and have as an excuse why we will not return him there 
that we ourselves provide a system of trial in Cuba for people liy- 
ing in Cuba which we do not think throws sufficient guaranties 
around the person charged with crime. 

I wish to illustrate that by what the Senator from South Caro- 
lina has already called to the attention of the Senate, a recent case 
and a most remarkable one, to show how such a provision will 
work, 

We all understand, of course, that a requisition from the goy- 
ernor of one State upon the governor of another State for the re- 
turn of a criminal ora fugitive from justice is one in which there 
are very few complications ordinarily; but when it comes to the 
question of one indicted in a Federal court in one State, who is 
sought to be arrested and returned from another State, it is a 
matter a little less definite in its ordinary method of procedure. 

In the public works at Savannah in the river and harbor busi- 
ness there under the charge of Captain Carter, he was arrested 
and tried upon a charge of having conspired with certain parties, 
Gaynor and Green, for the purpose of defrauding the Govern- 
ment, and that he through his official position had enabled Gay- 
nor and Green to defraud the United States Government out of 
over $2,000,000. Now, Carter himself was tried, convicted, and 
is to-day undergoing a sentence. Gaynor and Green, who were 
the men who perpetrated the offense, and who had simply been 
aided and permitted by Carter to perpetrate the offense, were ar- 
rested in New York, and after a trial extending through weeks, 
the Federal judge in New York set upand assumed to himself the 
authority to determine whether there was such a case made out 
as would entitle or justify him in sending those men back to 
Savannah for trial, or whether he could turn them loose; and 
although there was a fact existing that there had absolutely been 
a trial in which Carter had been convicted of having permitted 
them and aided them in perpetrating this monstrous embezz!e- 
ment and fraud, they were absolutely turned loose and are to-day 
free in the State of New York, and it is impossible to carry them 
in the absence of any further legislation to Savannah for trial. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Right there—— 

Mr. BACON, I hope the Senator will pardon me a minute, 
unless he does not agree with me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I want to ask the Senator whether any 
action we might take in a legislative way would not be retro- 
active on that case now? Does not the judge himself need re- 
forming rather than the law? 

Mr. BACON. I am not discussing that question; I am simply 
using it by way of illustration. Of course, it is not proper for me 
now to go into the field the Senator from South Carolina suggests. 
I simply used that for the purpose of illustrating the fact that if 
this provision stays in the bill, there can be very little question 
but what, in the large majority of instances—probably in the very 
instance we have particularly in view—the criminal would be 
released upon the ground that under our authority, as it is now 
being enforced in Cuba, whether it be usurped authority or legal 
authority, there are not such guaranties thrown around the pris- 
oner as are prescribed in this bill; and we would have a disgrace 
which I say is greater than the disgrace of the malfeasance 0! 
these officers, from the fact that the United States Government 
had failed to make proper provision for their punishment. 

They can not be punished in this country. They can not. be 
tried in this country. They must be returned to Cuba for trial. 
Cuba is the only place where they can be tried; and unless that 
is done in a way that is practicable there is no use for us to legis- 
late upon the subject. It is not of any profit to pass a law which 


will not be practical in its operation; and, in my opinion, with 
that provision in the bill it will not be practical in its operation 
in nine cases out of ten. a 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I am not in favor of striking 
out the parts of this proposed law suggested by the Senator from 
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Nevada. It may be true that if an American citizen who goes to 
Cuba for a temporary or a permanent purpose commits a crime 
there he ought to be tried under the laws of Cuba; but the condi- 
tion of affairs is not as if Cuba were an independent country and 
the United States another independent country, between whom 
there could be extradition treaties negotiated. The fact is that 
Cuba is under the jurisdiction of the United States, and I am not 
willing that any American citizen should be taken to Cuba for 
trial under Cuban Jaws and under Cuban procedure without the 
establishment of probable cause before a judge in the United 
States. We know that those courts in Cuba are presided over by 
Spanish judges. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Louisiana will pardon me— 
thatis leftin. Nobody questions that part of it. The judge will 
find the probable cause. The Senator will find that in the bill, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In line 11. 

Mr. HOAR. Inline 11, 

Mr. CAFFERY. But the Senator from Nevada proposes to 
strike it out. 

Mr. HOAR. No; he does not move to strike that out. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. He proposes to strike out beginning with 
the word ‘‘and,” in line 16, on page 3, down to and including 
line 24. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The proviso. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The pores with respect to establishing 
probable cause is not affected by the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well; but it is the provision that he shall 
be satisfied that the accused shall have speedy and impartial trial. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is the portion of the bill to which the 
Senator’s amendment is addressed. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not afraid, Mr. President, to intrust to 
the primary finding of a district judge in the United States the 
question as to whether a speedy and impartial trial can be had in 
Cuba. I am not unwilling to trust that to the discretion of a 
United States judge. I think that that provision ought not to be 
stricken out of the bill. 

The Senator from Nebraska, who kindly answered an interrog- 
atory of mine, stated that in Cuba they had nearly every muni- 
ment of a criminal trial except a jury. That would occur to an 
American to be like the play of Hamlet with Hamlet left out. 

1 was proceeding to say that these Cuban courts are presided 
over, so far as my information goes, by the old Cuban judges. 
They are accustomed to the administration of criminal law accord- 
ing to Spanish methods and Spanish ideas; and it occurs to any- 
ono from the number of convictions in that country that the first 
idea of a Cuban judge is that the criminal is guilty. They pro- 
ceed the hypothesis of all Latin courts; they do not proceed 
upon the hypothesis of innocence, as in the American system of 
jurisprudence, The primal idea of a Cuban judge is that the pris- 
oner is guilty. Whenaman whois summoned before such a prej- 
udiced tribunal as that—prejudiced according to American ideas— 
I believe it proper and right to meet the exigencies of the case 
that, before extraditing the fugitive or criminal, a district judge 
of the United States should be assured of a fair and impartial trial 
of the accused in the island of Cuba. 

I see nothing wrong in this proviso. I see nothing to detract 
from a good and honest administration of criminal law in Cuba. 
I do not think we ought to be swept off our feet in the passing of 
a general statute like this by the peculations of Mr. Neely, Those 
peculations have shocked the public conscience of the United 
States. They have shocked that conscience because he was an ac- 
credited agent of this Government. He has sullied the Govern- 
ment and the people of the United States. The public conscience 
is quick to condemn in this particular, and the public judgment 
isapt to err in passing a law of this kind, which may be too se- 
vere and unjust to ordinary criminals. 

When an American resident in Cuba can be drawn up before 
Cuban tribunals, tried without a jury, under the peculiar ideas of 
Cuban judges as to the guilt of the accused, I think that it be- 
hooves the American Senate to at least seek to require that that 
part of the bill should not be stricken out which guarantees a fair 
and speedy trial to the accused. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I desire to add a word or 
80 after what has been said by the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr, 
je although I do not wish to unnecessarily prolong the 

ebate, 

it is proper to say that there was some division of sentiment in 
the Judiciary Committee with respect to the necessity or advisa- 
bility of adding to the bill the proviso to which the amendment 
of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is addressed, 

I may say that I was one of those who did not regard the pro- 
viso absolutely essential, for the reason that the civil and criminal 
judicial tribunals in Cuba are administered, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. TaursToNn], under the direct authority 
of the military power of the United States. It seemed to me that 
the proviso in some slight degree impeached the integrity of our 
administration of justice in the island. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


> a 
6457 

We are informed by General Brooke, in his annual report as 
military governor, that the most objectionable features in the 
criminal laws and in the administration thereof, under Spanish 
rule, have been suitably modified by military order; and the ad- 
ministration of justice is frea from the corrupting influences 
which contaminated it under Spanish rule. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is of little real conse- 
quence whether the proviso remain in the bill or whether it be 
stricken out. If stricken out, all of the personal rights embodied 
in it will be fully secured to those charged with the commission 
of crime. The right to a speedy and fair trial, the right to be 
informed of the nature of the offense charged, the right to be 
confronted with the accusing witnesses, and the right to employ 
counsel are all secured by existing military orders. If the proviso 
be retained in the bill it will secure to the accused no more than 
this. 

I do not share in the belief expressed by some that the retention 
of the proviso would result in the escape of those whose extradi 
tion might be demanded. It is inconceivable that our judges 
could use otherwise than honestly and wisely the judicial discre- 
tion reposed in them. 

I shall interpose no objection to the adoption of the amendment 
of the Senator from Nevada, for the main purpose of the pending 
measure is unaffected in any wise by either its adoption or 
rejection. 

Mr. President, by the first article of the treaty of peace we have 
taken upon ourselves the duty during our occupancy of Cuba of 
protecting life and property in the island. Without some legisla- 
tive provision there is no authority vested in any department of 
the Government to deliver fugitive criminals to the authorities in 
Cuba, 

It is necessary, therefore, that the Congress should clothe the 
executive department with the necessary power to enable it to 
return to Cuba those whose return is demanded because of some 
infraction of the criminal laws in force in theisland. They can 
not be tried here. There is no tribunal here having jurisdiction. 
They must be tried there, according to the due and orderly pro- 
cedure of the tribunals established and sanctioned by the military 
authority of the United States. 

There need be no apprehension that those who are accused and 
returned to the island under the provisions of the pending meas 
ure will fail in securing speedy justice. As heretofore observed, 
courts are in full operation in the island, exercising civil and 
criminal jurisdiction under our military authority, and all viola- 
tors of the criminal laws should be speedily returned to the 
island, there to answer to the demands of justice. It is of the 
utmost importance that the pending measure should be put upon 
its passage at the earliest possible moment. 

It will not be presumed that the military governor and govern- 
ing authorities of Cuba will request the return of fugitives from 
justice unless there be good and substantial cause therefor. We 
must uphold their hands in the arduous and delicate task they 
have undertaken, and show to the world that under the adminis- 
tration of the United States the laws of Cuba will be rigidly en- 
forced against any and every lawbreaker. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in connection with my remarks the report from 
the Judiciary Committee on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, that order 
will be made, 

The report submitted by Mr. FAIRBANKS May 28 is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11719) amending section £270 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
after full consideration, report the same back with an amendment in the na 
ture of a substitute. 

Article 1 of the treaty of peace between Spain and the United States 
as follows: 

“Spain relinquishes all claim of sovereignty over and title to Cuba 

“And as the island is, upon its evacuation by Spain, to be occupied by the 
United States, the United States will, so long as such occupation shal! last, 
assume and discharge the obligations that may under international law result 
from the fact of its occupation for the protection of life and property 

It is incumbent upon the United States, under this solemn engagemeft, to 


reads 


protect life and property in the island of Cuba while in control thereof, and 
to that end she must aid in making effective the administration of justi: 

therein. If crimes are committed and those who commit them seek asylun 
in the United States, they must be returned to the authorities to be deal 
with under the laws there in force, or both life and property in the island 


would be insecure. 

The liberties of the individual in the United States are so carefully and 
properly safeguarded that he can not be arrested and detained without some 
warrant of law. The arrest must be made by the express sanction of the 
law, otherwise the prisoner, although confessedly guilty, will be discharged 
and set at liberty on a writ of habeascorpus. There is noexisting law under 
which a man may be arrested for an offense committed in the island of Cuba. 

There exists no extradition treaty between the United States and Cuba 
under which fugitives from justice may be detained and returned to the 
island for trial and punishment. 

According to Mr. Jefferson 

“The laws of the country take no notice of crime committed ont of their 
jurisdiction. The most atrocious offender coming within their pale is re 
ceived by them as an innocent man, and they have authorized no one to seize 
and deliver him.” 

It is therefore evident that without some adequate authority for the deten 
tion and return of criminals fleeing to the United States from Cuba the United 





6458 


States would become the refuge of lawbreakers. Moreover, such fugitives 
would wholly escape punishment for their offenses against the criminal 
laws of Cuba, for no courts of the United States would have jurisdiction in 
the premises. The courts of Cuba alone can take cognizance of offenders 
against the criminal laws, which by the orders of the military governor of 
the island are in force and effect therein. 

Our fiduciary relations to Cubaare of such a singular and exalted charac- 
ter that we should be quick to provide all necessary means for making effec- 
tive the laws which are operative in the island. It would indeed be idle for 
the military authority to provide or sanction a criminal code for the island if 
criminals could escape to the United States and no means be afforded for 
their apprehension and return to the proper jurisdiction, there to answer the 
charges standing against them 

Some suggestion has been advanced to the effect that provision should be 
made by Congressional act for the trial of persons in the judicial tribunals 
of the Jnited States for offenses committed against the laws in force in 
Cuba. 

We do not deem it essential to pursue at present the question as to 
whether the Congress has the power to vest in courts of the United States 
jurisdiction over offenses committed in a foreign country against the laws 
established or sanctioned therein by the military authority. Weare satis 
fied that if the power were undoubted its present exercise would be unwise 
and inex pedient. 

While the island is administerec by the military power of the United 
States offenders against the civil and criminal laws in force therein should 
not be removed for trial in the courts of the United States if there existed 
the constitutional power conferring upon them such jurisdiction. 

The expense of the administration of justice would be greatly and un- 
necessarily increased; the attendance of witnesses would be securei with 
difficulty; the ony my processes of our courts do not run to Cuba, ror are 
there officials there to serve them even if issued. Uncertainty and distrust 
would naturally arise in the minds of the Cubans as to the Purpose and end 
to be accomplished. The people of Cuba should be permitted to see justice 
administered in their own courts. They should be permitted to see that jus- 
tice is not a commodity to be bought, and that all violators of the laws in 
force in the island are to be visited with certain and adequate punishment 
in the judicial tribunals established therein. 

It is a well-recognized principle of international jurisprudence that the 
extradition system rests upon reciprocity; but the relations which exist be- 
tween the United States and Cuba are so exceptional and anomalous in their 
character that considerations of reciprocity which are usually observed be- 
tween nations entering into treaties of extradition should have no weight. 
The rule should have no application here. In a technical legal sense the 
United States and Cuba are foreign to each other, but for the time being and 
until the existing trust relations cease upon the absolute surrender of Cuba 
to the control of its own government the power of the United States is pres- 
ent in the island. There is for the time —- no independent sovereignty, 
then, with which a reciprocal convention could be secured. 

The governor of Cuba isa governor under the military power of the United 
States, and the extradition of fugitives from justice may be authorized by 
Congress without regard to the rule of reciprocity and without violating any 
of the wholesome provisions or limitations of international law. 

We could not, in good conscience, and with a just regard for the interests 
of the island within our control, and the interests of society, refrain from en- 
acting 2 suitable statute of extradition. 

in order that there may be no vexatious exercise of the power of extradi- 
tion under this act, it is provided that there shall be shown probable cause 
before a judge of the appropriate court, who shall order the return and sur- 
render, but no such order shall be made until the judge shall be satisfied that 
the accused will have a speedy and fair trial. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, the proviso which it is sought 
to have stricken from this bill simply requires that the judge shall 
be satisfied that certain safeguards will be accorded to the accused 
when he has been extradited, according to the expression used in 
this bill, to Cuba. Itis not a question as to whether Mr. Neely 
has been guilty of a crime or whether any other individual has 
been guilty of acrime. No person under our law and under the 
authority of the Governmentof the United States can be deprived 
of life, liberty, or his property without due process of law. The 
government in Cuba, it seems to me, is a part of the Government 
of the United States. There is no war there. 
arm of this Government is exercising power there, it is in pursu- 
ance of some power conferred upon the General Government or 
some of its departments under the Constitution. 

Mr. President, I assume, and I think we ought to be able to 
assume, that no persun can be convicted and punished in Cuba 
unless he has infringed upon some positive law defining the act 
as acrime and providing for itspunishment. We ought to be able 
to assume in passing this legislation that all reasonable safeguards 
have been provided with respect to the trial of any person accused 
of crime against any law existing in Cuba, either directly or in- 
directly, under the authority of the United States, I suppose 
that the Senate in legislating and passing this bill ought to be 
presumed to know the law in force at this time in Cuba. Every 
judge who is called upon to administer law, whether here or in 
Cuba, is presumed to know the law which is in force. It seems 
to me a little incongruous that we should insert in a bill relating 
to any land within the control, either permanently or temporarily, 
of the United States, that we do not know whether it is already 
provided that the accused shall be informed of the cause or the 
nature of the accusation, shall be entitled to have counsel appear 
in his defense, and be confronted with the witnesses against him. 

So far as I am concerned, I would be unwilling to consent by 
any vote of my own to the trial of any person anywhere under 
the authority of the United States, and his conviction and pun- 
ishment, without the intervention of a jury, as provided for in 
the Constitution. It is not a question as to Neely, not a question 
of the right of Neely; it is the right of every American citizen. 
So far as we know at present, the men who now are accused 
through the newspapers of the commission of crime in Cuba may 
beinnocent. Ido not know, and Il care nothing about that. That 
is not a question in legislating upon this subject. Before any- 
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one can be tried, he ought to be informed as to the cause or 
nature of the accusation against him. He ought to be arraigy..) 
before a competent tribunal, including a jury, to pass upon {! 
question of his guilt or innocence. He ought to have a righ 
summon witnesses in his behalf. He ought to have every 
sumption indulged in of his innocence until his guilt has 
established in accordance with due process of law. 

The argument, to me, isa little startling that because y 
occupying an abnormal and anomalous, if not an illegal, ; 
in relation to the people of Cuba we are, ignoring this wron,. 
take another step in violation of the rights of the individual, 
my judgment, we can not encroach upon individual rights at 
time or under any circumstances without setting a prec 
which will be dangerovs and which may return to plague 
the future. This man may be guilty, and the rights of the ) 
man arraigned and thrown into jail without any of the safer) 
pertaining to the trial of a citizen, which should prevail in advya 
of his conviction and punishment, may also be ignored. 

I know there is great clamor in Congress ard out of Co 
There has been a gross outrage and breach of trust commit 
Cuba. Therefore it seems that with little regard to the ru! 
law and the principles relating to the administration of ; 
we must hurl these people, against whom suspicion has been raised 
into prison or execute them as an example of the frenzy of | 
United States and the indignation of its people. A trust \ 
this Government has taken in charge has been violated. 

Mr. President, there are other things. If these parties w 
now in the United States are accused of having violated some | 
in Cuba, having committed a crime against some governm 
against whose law and against what government? Tempo 
and now, against no law, except a law of the United Sta 
against no government, except the Government of the U: 
States. It is an embezzlement; it is only a crime as it ha 
made one by law, by adoption, or by express enactment. Ve «1 
administering international law in Cuba. The Constitution yj 
vides for that contingency, and says that Congress may ne 
and punish offenses against the law of nations. If no such of- 
fense has been defined by Congress in a given transaction, no pe 
son can be guilty of having committed an offense not so defined, 
If the offense has been defined and is punishable in acertain way, 
we ought to know it, and the court that is called upon to extra- 
dite the prisoner ought to know it, and is presumed to kno 

Mr. President, I have not risen for the purpose of criticising thi 
bill, but only for the purpose of expressing my opposition to the 
idea that any person can be arraigned and tried in Cuba or an) 
where else, under the authority of the United States, ex 
through the intervention of a jury, having his rights safeguarded 
as provided for in the Constitution of the United States. Ro mat- 
ter whether the offense is committed under such circumstances 
that it isa breach of international law or a breach of don 
law, he is equally entitled to these privileges and these immu 
ties. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when I first read this }il! as 
reported by the Senate committee, 1 thought it was right 
respects. It carefully limited the crime for which accused parties 
should be sent to Cuba, and it contained this provision which i 
is now proposed to strike out. I thought at first that that ht 
to remain, because under this bill we shall be sending our ow 
citizens to a foreign country, and we have always ref 
make an agreement in an extradition treaty that boun 
send our own citizens to a foreign country for trial. We! 
been very careful about that, Mr. President, and if this clau 
the bill provided for sending criminals toa foreign countr) 
which we had no control, I should be unwilling to let the | 
vision, which put extraordinary safeguards over the rig! 
extradition, be stricken out of the bill. But there are ce: 
reasons Why we want this law to be strict. We ought 
solicitous that Congress shal! throw no obstacle in the way 
trial of great offenders. 

Moreover, although Cuba is foreign soil, we have absolut 
trol over it. We are only there by military power, and 
moment, if any trial is going on contrary to correct and just | 
ciples, the military commander in Cuba can interfere, and, 1 
than that, the President of the United States, at any momen! 
one signature of his, by one telegram of his, can absolutely cou 
any judicial proceeding which may be taking place in the island 
of Cuba, and with those safeguards, the safeguards growin t 
of our absolute control of that island, and the bill contain! 

rovision that this act shall remain in force only so long as |! 

nited States retains control of the island of Cuba, I am wili'ns 
to see the provision stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I was impressed, Mr. President, by the stat: 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] with 1 
ence to our policy in extraditing our citizens to foreign countri:s, 
and I hoped, when the Senator stated that, that his sagacious a1! 
commonly unerring mind was going to bring him to the con 
sion that in this case we do not desire to extradite our cit!2 
not only to a foreign country, but to any country that is under & 
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differentsystem of laws from ours. If there is anything in the pol- 
icy which we have jealously maintained, that we will not extradite 
American citizens to any country which is foreign and whose laws 
are different from ours, thereby imperiling our citizens and put- 
ting them syst { L 
to-day as it would to old Spain or ’'rance or Russia. 

We have not been able, and can not be able at present, and per- 
haps never, to throw the safeguards around the liberty of the 
citizen, the presumption of innocence around the accused in Cuba, 
that to-day is the panoply of citizenship in the United States. It 
is no fault of anybody that we can not, but more or less of the old 
system. The lack of the presumption in favor of the innocence 
of the accused prevails to-day in the tribunals in Cuba. 

As the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CaArrery] said, we ough 
not to be carried off our feet by what is the apparent necessity o 
the existing case. It is true, as he said, that in other countries 
and relics of it still obtain in Cuba, and must under the present 
administration of government there—the presumption of inno- 
cence that stands with the accused here through every trial does 
notobtain. It hasnever obtained in Latin countries. It does not 
obtain to-day in Spain; it does not in France. 

The whole course of procedure there is upon the other presump- 
tion. It took the British race, Mr. President, and the British peo- 
ple generations and centuries before they emerged from the other 
proposition, that the presumption was against the accused; and 
after long years of contest in Parliament and in the courts and 
before eminent judges, advocated by the brightest spirits in British 
history, at last Great Britain and the English people emerged into 
the sunlight of the proposition that the presumption of innocence 
always stands with the accused and that the burden is upon the 
other side. 

Mr. President, I am not willing, even under the present emer- 
gency—l want to see every guilty man punished and every in- 
nocent man go free—to vote to strike out this proposition which 
the committee has put in the bill. That isin line with the whole 
history of the Anglo-Saxon race. I am not thinking of Mr. Neely 
nor anybody,else who is proposed to be extradited; but I do not 
want the Senate to vote to strike out a proposition that is in the 
line of the protection of the citizen and that wiil give him the 
benefit of the presumption of innocence wherever he goes, and 
will not consign him to a tribunal where the presumption of in- 
nocence does not prevail, as it does here. 

Mr. HOAR. r. President, every Senator who has spoken in 
favor of this provision, I believe, has laid down as the foundation of 
his argument this postulate: That if an American goes to Cuba and 
commits a crime he ought to be content to be tried as criminals in 
Cuba are tried. But what we are doing is to determine how a 
man found peaceably at home in the United States, innocent and 
wrongfully accused, may be tried. We make our constitutional 
securities, our criminal laws, our practice acts in criminal cases 
with reference to that question; and the question now is, Ought 
an American citizen, you or I or the most Lonest and blameless 
person on this continent, to be liable to be taken from his home 
upon a false accusation, carried to Cuba, and tried as Dreyfus was 
tried? That is the proposition before the Senate. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TuurRsTON | said thatif there is 
no better trial there now than that we ought not to complain or to 
hesitate to send our innocent citizens down there to be put upon 
such a trial, because we are in power there, and it is our trial and 
our power and our court and our judge as well as our citizen. 

Mr. President, I think there is a very simple and easy answer to 
that proposition. When we conquer a country we can not in the 
first five minutes or in the first five months give them a new, hu- 
mane, just, and in all respects perfect system of law; we take, un- 
til we can do better, the law they have there. Suppose we had 
landed in Spain, or suppose we had a war with France, and con- 
quered France. We should do just as we have done in the Philip- 

ine Islands, I suppose, if I am correctly informed, so far as we 
lave conquered them. We should for the time being and ad in- 
terim administer their laws, the laws under which they have lived, 
and under which, if they had been self-governing, they would have 
been content to live, until a permanent arrangement could bemade. 
_ Now, in.Cuba we do not make a permanent arrangement, giv- 
ing them American law, because we do not expect to stay there, 
and we are waiting for the Cubans to come into the legislative 
authority and function and make laws for themselves. I do not 
think it is true or reasonable to say that because we have not yet 
been able to enact a new system of law, new criminal provisions, 
and a@ new system of criminal administration for Cuba in these 
six or eight or ten months which we have been there since the 
island was pavified, therefore you or I, your son or my son, may 
be taken on a false accusation. There are a great many possi- 
bilities. Suppose some military officer down there, perhaps a 
favorite with the powers there, commits a crime, as this man 
Neely is said to have committed a crime, and he, to cover himself, 
makes a wrongful charge on some subordinate or associate? I 
have known that thing to happen in a very recent experience of 
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my own, and it has happened many a time. They go and swear 

warrant. The innocent man has been down there, | 
through his office, has resigned, has come home, is perhay 
and he is carried off to Cuba, taken from his wife and ch 
nd tried by a court-martial or by a Cuban-Spanish court, w) 


out a 


law 
, no right to have couns 
where he is incomunicado, perhaps. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He is not. 





Mr. HOAR, I understand that he is not now, but he would 
have been perhaps twelve months ago, and may be again. 

Now, I say that that is not a reasonable thing to do, andif there 
were any liability of that doctrine being put in operation, that be- 


cause there are courts there by which Cubans are tried American 
citizens are to be dragged from their homes and taken down there 
and so tried, I would stand and see this Congress ended by its own 
constitutional limitation, if the power were in me, rather than to 
permit a law which would enable that thing to be done to pa 

t hope that the American people and the Americ rate and 
the American Congress have not forgotten every one of the great 
constitutional safeguards. When our an declared that 
every man charged should have a trial by jury, should see the 
witnesses face to face, should have counsel, should have the offense 
beforehand clearly and distinctly described to him, they were not 
answered in the Constitutional Convention or in the convention 
before the people by saying, ‘It is a g« I r for a thief 


in Sen 
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to be tried so and so;” ‘‘a thief ought to think himself lucky if he 
is tried at all.” That is not the American, or as my friend the 
Senator from Maine said, the English fashion. Onur freedom h 


slowly broadened down from precedent to precedent until 
have said we make our criminal provisions with reference first 
and chiefly to the security of innocence, and not for the punisl 
ment of guilt. It is better that ten guilty men shall escape than 
that one innocent man shall suffer. Therefore, I do not think it 
is a reasonable thing to send Americans to Cuba to be tried after 
the old Cuban fashion, even as it has been modified. 

Mr. PLattT of Connecticut rose. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot yield at this moment. I want to fin 
my sentence. I do not think it is a reasonable thing to send 
American citizens to Cuba to be tried by an American court 
martial either. No man who remembers the history of the civil 
war, earnest as he may have been on the side of the Government, 
will deny that the courts-martial as practiced in our civil war 
were guilty of very great abuses. Now I will hear the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to say that we send 
criminals back to France, to be tried there, without any such pro 
vision. 


) 
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Mr. HOAR. We do not send our citizens back to France to be 
tried there, 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is no exception made in 


the French extradition treaty. 

Mr. HOAR. The practical exception is that we will not treat 
an American citizen who has come home to live as a fugitive from 
French justice; and all that there is in our French extradition 
treaty is that we will surrender fugitives from justice. 

Mr. PLATT ot Connecticut. ‘* Pers " 

Mr. HOAR. In our recent treaties, made within the last eight 
or ten years, the Senate has always been scrupulous to affirm that 
we were under no obligations to surrender American citizens 
That is the policy. Would the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. 
President, be in favor of surrendering you or me—I will not ask 
it about me—but would he be in favor of surrendering you or any 
citizen of Connecticut, to be tried in France as an assumed a 
complice of Dreyfus, under the Dreyfus methods? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Oh, the extradition treaty does 
not provide for any such case. 

Mr. HOAR. I knowit does not. If the striking out of this 
provision from the bill were to be supported by the arguments 
which have been advanced for it, Icould not by any possibility 
either consent to strike it out or to allow the bill to paas, if I could 
help it, if it were stricken out. 

This fact is alsotrue: There are in Cuba nowestablished 
as we are informed, where the substance of all these provision 
is in fact secured, and those courts can not be changed in their 
character now without the authority and consent of the President 
of the United States himself. This is intended only as a tempo- 
rary and not apermanent arrangement. There is a pressing case, 
@ gross scandal, a crime, and it would be, as the Senator from 
South Carolina well said, a scandal if a man who got a little ahead 
of the detectives and got into the country after having plundered 
the Cuban treasury could come into the United States and be safe. 
Therefore, as it isin the last stage of the session. and if this bill 
can not be agreed on pretty soon the criminals will escape, I am 
not disposed, because the arguments which have been made for it 
are so abhorrent to my own sense of justice and sense of constitu- 
tional liberty, to prevent the passage of the bill, whether it be in 
or out, 
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Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia undertook to quote a 
case where, as he believed—I dare say he is right—a single United 
States judge out of a hundred has unreasonably refused to sur- 
render a criminal from one district in the United States to an- 
other, Suppose that to be true. Suppose a particular judge has 
been mistaken or worse than mistaken. Would the Senator from 
Georgia for that reason abolish our securities which attach to the 
extradition of criminals? Would he, in the excited times before 
the civil war, have sent a Georgian to Massachusetts or would he 
have a citizen of Massachusetts sent to Georgia without some in- 
quiry as to the nature and character of the offense, as to whether 
the man was probably guilty? 

Mr. BAC( nN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Under the statement of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts there is not now in Cuba such a tribunal, with such pro- 
visions guaranteeing a fair trial, etc., as the Senator contends are 
required by the Constitution of the United States and the recog- 
nized provisions of free government. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand—— 

Mr. BACON. Will theSenator pardon meforamoment? The 
Senator asked me a question. Iam trying to reply to it, and be- 
fore I get to it the Senator stops me. 

Mr. HOAR, Oh, no; the Senator was saying something which 
80 far was not a reply to my question. 

Mr. BACON. 1was using that as preface to what Iam going 
to say. The Senator says there is not in Cuba such a court. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say that. I said to the contrary. 

Mr. BACON. That there are courts of that kind in Cuba? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. If there are any courts in Cuba where there are 
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any provisions such as are set out in this bill, I do not know of | 


them. There may be some few of them. 
Mr. HOAR. Both the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator 
from Connecticut—— 

Mr. BACON, I desire to 
will not permit me to do it, 
Mr. HOAR, Proceed. 

Mr. BACON. What I wish to say to the Senator is this: The 
contention of the Senator amounts to this, that if there are not 
now such provisions in Cuba as will justify the party being sent 


resent a matter, but if the Senator 
will not attempt it. 


there for trial, he can not be tried in this country, and of course | 


then he must be set at liberty—necessarily so. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true, exactly. 

I understand that two Senators on this floor—stating what I 
myself had been previously informed of—one of them quoting the 
proclamation of General Brooke, said that the Cuban courts as 
recognized and maintained by our authority do provide every sin- 
gle element of a constitutional trial except the single element of a 
trial by jury. I do not believe that atrial by a Cuban jury is 
very certain to be as good for the party wrongfully accused as a 
trial by a judge, under the particular conditions existing there. 
Indeed, I do not suppose they could find in the ordinary method 


of impaneling juries 12 men there who would be competent to | 


make such an investigation. 

So, as I said a while ago, if this were to be defended by the ar- 
guments which have been advanced, Ishould deem it my duty to 
resist the striking out of these words, and to resist the passage of 
the bill, after they were stricken out, to the extent of my power. 
But I am not prepared, believing that everything that this pro- 
vision is intended to secure is practically secured during the pe- 
riod while this bill will last, to resist the passage of the bill, 
whether it be in or out, though I would rather have it in. The 
reason why I would rather have it in is because I think that al- 
ways, where we are dealing with questions which affect personal 
liberty, the security should be declared and not omitted. 

“The Senator from Nebraska says that our authority is to be 
trusted. That is true, of course; but the question is whether the 
authority of ours that is to be trusted is not the authority of our 
lawmaking power; whether it is not we the Senate, we the House 
of Representatives, and we the President whose discretion and 
sound judgment should settle this thing. I think there is a great 
difference between we the Congress of the United States and we 
the court-martial in a foreign country. But, as I said, I do not 
think the question practically is one serious enough to warrant 
the risking of the defeat of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Strw- 
ART] to the committee amendment. 

Mr. HALE, On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay this bill 
except fora moment. I am not willing to allow the statement 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Maine to pass unchallenged. We have a number of treaties in 
which we have never reserved the right to refuse. We have a 
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French treaty; we have a Swiss treaty. I can recall some others 
which have passed here since I have been a member of the Senate. 
against my objection, because I have always insisted that the prin- 
ciple should be maintained. It isnot that we asa separate nation 
alone do that. The treaties will show that both powers reserve 
the right to refuse to give up their subjects, if they see fit. Wo 
do not say they shall not be given up. We simply say we reserve 
the right. Butin the treaty with France, made in 1843, and the 
treaty made with Switzerland in 1893, we made no reservation of 
that kind, I think I can find a half dozen more. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a quest 

Mr. CHANDLER, May I be permitted to ask a question? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield in a moment. I admit that the 
general rule of mankind and of all nations is that they will not 
surrender their own citizens. 

I wish to say one other word here. We are not surrendering 
our citizens to a foreign country. We are surrendering them to 
an American court, whether it is a civil court or a military c 
Now I will hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The question isthis: Although there may not be 
put in terms ina treaty the provision which we do have in 
late treaties, that we will not surrender our own citizens, is 1 
the practical construction of the words “‘ fugitive from justice” 
such that they do not apply to a citizen who comes home in the 
ordinary course of events? 

Mr. TELLER. There is nothing to indicate that in any of these 
treaties. All of the old treaties contained that without excep 
tion, I believe; that is, those made, say, before 1820, Since that 
time we have been loose in that particular. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
a word now? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator is probably right, and so was 
the Senator from Connecticut, about the early treaty with France, 
but we made another treaty, in 1892, and I will read Article V 
fromit. It isa treaty made by Mr. Whitelaw Reid and Mr. A, 
Ribot. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. Does that contain it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Article V says: 

Neither of the contracting parties shall be bound to deliver up 
citizens or subjects under the stipulations of this convention. 

I want the Senator to allow me to add, while he also mentioned 
the Swiss Republic, with which we have a treaty which does not 
contain this reservation, that my impression has been until to-day 
that we had no outstanding treaties that did not contain this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can look up the Swiss treaty. I 
have seen more than a dozen treaties come into the Senate with 
that provision out, and into several of them it has gone as an 
amendment. It has been the policy, ladmit. But I contend that 
there is no analogy between those cases and the present one before 
the Senate—none whatever, absolutely none. If there is any, then 
we ought to legislate directly as to what the court should be in 
Cuba. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 admit that what the Senator says is true, 
but the question is whether there are such courts in Cuba now as 
are described in the amendment. If there are, then guilty per- 
sons may be taken there and tried; but if the effect of the amend- 
ment would be to let Mr. Neely go free, I would prefer to risk the 
trial of an American citizen in the island of Cuba as long as we 
have military jurisdiction there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada | Mr. 
STEWART] to the committee amendment, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. RaAwLins]. He does not 
seem to be present, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his namewascalled). I am paired with 


nrt 


the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a general 


= with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 1 do not 
now how he would vote on this question. If he were present, | 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iannounce my pair with the Senator from 
eee LINDSAY]. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). | 
have a general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wr! 
LINGTON]. I should like to know whether he has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. THURSTON (after having voted in the affirmative). ! 
have a general pair with the Senator from South Carolina {Mt 
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TiLLMAN], who has not voted; but if I understood his position 
correctly o het. the floor, his vote would be the same as mine, and 
J therefore let my vote stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—46. 


Aldrich, Davis, McCumber, Scott, 
Allen, Depew, McLaurin, Sewell, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Martin, Shoup, 
Bacon, Foraker, Nelson, Simon, 
Bard. Foster, Perkins, Stewart, 
Berry. Frye, Pettigrew, Teller, 
Beveridge, Hansbrough, Pettus, Thurston, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Conn. Test, 


Jones, Ark. Platt, N. Y. 


Clay, ’ Warren, 
Cockrell, Kean, Pritchard, Wetmore. 
Cullom, Lodge, Quarles, 

Daniel, McComas, Ross, 


NAYS— 10. 


Burrows, Gallinger, Hoar, Sullivan. 
Caffery, Hale, McEnery, 
Culberson, Heitfeld, Mason, 


NOT VOTING—30. , 


Baker, Gear, Me Millan, Taliaferro, 
Bate, Hanna, Mallory, Tillman, 
Batler, Harris, Money, Turley, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Morgan, Turner, . 
Chilton, Kenney, Penrose, Wellington, 
Clark Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Deboe, Lindsay, Rawlins, 

Elkins, McBride, Spooner, 


So Mr. STEWART’S amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In line6,on page 3, after the word *' judge,” 
1 move to strike out the words “ or justice.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. On page 3, line 9, before the word ‘“ Su- 
preme,” I move to strike out the article “a” and insert “ the;” so 
as to read *‘ before a judge of the Supreme Court thereof.” It is 
a typographical error. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for ex- 
tradition and rendition of fugitives from justice from the island 
of Cuba.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H, R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
and for other purposes, agrees to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. CANNON, Mr. Moopy, and Mr. McRAE mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville 
Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red 
River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State 
of Lonisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 
we _ (H. R. 538) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

inch; 

- A bill (H, R. 852) granting an increase of pension to James 
ooper; 

5 A bill (H. R. 1570) granting a pension to Susie Margarite Lan- 
rum; 

A bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery; 

A bill (H. R. 1797) granting a pension to Jane Lucas; 
mS (H, R, 1801) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 

lade; 

A bill (H. R. 2020) granting a pension to Clarissa Carruth; 


A bill (H, R, 2126) granting an increase of pension to William | 


H, Capehart; 
A bill (H, R, 2726) granting a pension to James A. Root; 

A bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring certain exten- 
sions to be made to the line of the Capital Traction Company and 
of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company of the 
District of Columbia; 
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. 3082) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


H. Spar! 8; 

A bill (41, R. 3495) granting an increase of pension to Levi G, 
Welgus: 

A bill (H. R. 3518) granting a pension to Edwin Hurlburt; 

A bill (H. R. 8869) granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick 


and Ella G. Hamrick; 

A bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings; 

A bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Louise Adams; 

A bill (H, R. 5549) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Ingerson; 

A bill CH. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Acuff; 


5695) granting a pension to Matilda Reeves: 
5929) ranting an increase of pension to Barton 


A bill (H. R. 6091) granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton 

A bill (H. R. 6164) granting a pension to Julia Traynor; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch; 

A bill (H. R. 6425) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Wendell; 

A bill (H. R. 6559) granting an increase of pension to Genevieve 


Laughton; 

A bill (H. R. 6564) granting a pension to Anna M., Starr; 

A bill (H. R, 6919) granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard; 

A bill (A. R. 6990) granting a pension to Patrick O'Donnell 

A bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Doss alias Harry 8. Doss; 

A bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to Robert Patterson: 

A bill (H. R. 7852) granting an increase of pension to Oliver W. 
Brown: 

A bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to William 
Shulmire; 

A bill (H. R. 8235) 
Metcalf; 

A bill (H. R. 8236) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Dennison; 

A bill (H. R. 8366) 

A bill (H. R. 8404) 
A. Lewis; 

A bill (A. R. 8476) 

A bill (H. R. 8536) 
Anderson, jr.; - 

A bill (H. R. 8592) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Fields: 

A bill (H.R. 8885) granting an increase of pension to Sara H. M. 
Miley; 

A bill (H. R. 8888) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
O’Conner; 

A bill (H. R. 8992) granting a pension to Margaret J. Kibble; 

A bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to Catharine Slayton; 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting an increase of pension to Stella B, 
Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to Sarah Elvira C. Up- 
ham; 

A bill (H. R. 9236) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
S. Soules; 

A bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter; 

A bill (H, R. 9424) granting an increase of pension to George 
Cronk; 

A bill (H.R. 9740) granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane; 


granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


relating to the allowance of exceptions; 
granting an increase of pension to Timothy 


granting a pension to Christopher Costello; 
granting an increase of pension to Robert 


A bill (H. R. 9775) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Hempstead; 

A bill (H. R. 9826) granting an increase of pension to Russell 
L. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 9915) granting a pension to Madison T. Trent; 

A bill (H. R. 10412) granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Abbott; 

A bill (H. R. 10443) granting a pension to Anna C, White: 

A bill (H. R. 10455) granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
G. Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 10581) granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan 

A bill (H. R. 10612) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Harden; 

A bill (H. R. 10719) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
beth S. Seymour; and 

A bill (H. R. 10870) granting a pension to Herbert J. Graff. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred fo the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other purposes; 


ana 


A bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with 
the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, 
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RED RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pine- 
ville Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across 
Red River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, 
State of Louisiana, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST (subsequently), from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the 
Alexandria and Pineville Bridge Company to build and maintain 
a traffic bridge across Red River at the town of Alexandria, in 
the parish of Rapides, State of Louisiana, reported it without 
amendment, 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALLISON, I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it shall meet at 10 o'clock on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kan in the chair). The 
Senator from Iowa asks unanimous consent that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday morn- 
ing. Is there objection? The Chairhearsnone, Itisso ordered. 


COVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I suppose the regular order is 
the Philippine bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- 
rection in, and tothe government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded 
by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 
the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. TELLER. I gave notice that I would take the floor and 
make some remarks at the first opportunity on the pending bill. 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] has appealed to me to allow 
him to take the floor now for a few minutes, which I desire to do, 
retaining the floor, if I can, and I will follow him. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to follow the Senator from 
Comer on next Monday on this same subject, as heretofore 
stated. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield now to the Senator from Georgia. 
When he gets through I will address the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam exceedingly obliged to the Senator from Col- 
orado. I will not consume more than twenty-five minutes of the 
time of the Senate. 

Mr. President, the expenditures in the present pending bill 
exceed the expenditures in the deficiency bill for the year 1896, 
$5,674,626. This fact has lead me to nfake a somewhat critical 
examination of the expenditures of our Government since its or- 
ganization, in order to point out the great increase and extravagant 
expenditures which at the present time pervade every department 
of ourGovernment. In order to fully expose our present extrava- 
gance it is not necessary that we deal with the expenditures in 
our newly acquired possessions. Still I may deem it necessary to 
refer briefly to our administration of affairs both in Cuba and 
Porto Rico, since we have become responsible for the administra- 
tion of government in those islands. 

In 1790 we had a population of 3,929,214 people, and the entire 
expenses of the National Government amounted to $3,797,436. 
This was just 91 cents per capita for our entire national expenses. 
In 1802, when Jefferson was ident, we had a population of 
5,308,483 people, and the entire expenses of the Government 
amounted to $13,270,487. The calculation properly made showed 
that the per capita expenses of the Government at that period did 
not exceed $2.49. Tracing our history, we find that in 1830 An- 
drew Jackson was President of the United States and our popu- 
lation had grown to 12,866,020, and the total national expenditures 
amounted to $24,585,281. 

It will thus be seen that at this period of our history the per 
capita tax for the purpose of meeting the expenses of our Goy- 
ernment was only $1.90; that in reality, instead of our mses 
increasing per capita under Jackson’s Administration, the per 
capita expenses had decreased 59 cents. Time will not permit me 
to give the per capita expenses of the Government for each year, 
but the general average up to this period will compare favorably 
with the instances which I have given. In 1860, at the close of 
Buchanan's Administration, there had been no material increase 
in the per capita expenses of our Government. 

At that time the population of the United States was 31,443,221 
and the entire expenses of the Government amounted to only 
$77,055,125, Considering our population in comparison to our ex- 
penditures, the per capita tax of the United States for the entire 
expenses of the Government was only $2.45. There had really 
been a decrease in our per capita expenses in Mr. Buchanan's Ad- 
ministration of 4 cents per capita over the Administration of Mr. 
Jefferson, 

Thus it will be seen up to the commencement of the civil war 
we had continued the rigid economy which had characterized the 
early history of our Government. ile we grew in wealth and 


That is the unfinished busi- 
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population, the general expenses of the Government did not. 
grow our increased population, but expenditures and incre; 
population kept pace with each other. The per capita expen 
of the Government at no time exceeded $2.60 per capita. It ; 
be regretted that a careful examination of our expenditur, 
comparison with the -growth of our population during the |); 
quarter of a century shows that expenditures during this y. 
have more than quadrupled the per capita expenditures prev 

to the civil war. 

We might expect the increased expenditures to grow in propor. 
tion to the increase in our population, but when our expenditw; 
become so large as to increase the per capita expenditures of {)}\o 
Government from $2 to $8 per annum it is time for us to pause 
and to see where we are drifting. Think of it, in 1860 it cost ; 
people of the United States $2.45 per capita to pay the entir 
penses of our Government. In the year 1900 it costs the » 
of the United States $8 per capita to pay the expenses of our ( 
ernment, 

I desire to give special attention to our expenditures during {}, 
last twenty-five years and to show at no period during this tine 
has these expenditures been so enormous as during the preseut 
Administration. In 1875 we had a population of 43,951,000. The 
expenses of the Government at that time was $6.25 per capita, 
This was ten years after the close of the civil war and the expenidi- 
tures were denounced as extravagant and unnecessary. 

In 1878 we had a population of 47,598,000 and the expenses of 
the Government had been reduced from $6.25 per capita to 81.8. 
a decrease of $1.27 per capita. In 1884 we had a populatio: 
54,911,000 and the total expenditures of the Government was $!.:)) 
per capita, In 1888 the population had grown to 59,974,000 peo- 

le; the expenditures of the Government cost the people of t 
United States $4.33 per capita. In 1891 our population had crown 
to 64,002,000 and our See were $5.55 per capita. In 189i, 
at the close of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, our population was 
71,263,000 and the entire expenses of the Government cost the 
people of the United States $4.94 per capita. 

The peace treaty with Spain was ratified February 6, 1899, and 
the war with Spain was ended and the Government of the Unite: 
States was thought once more to be at peace. A careful exami- 
nation, however, of our expenditures for the year 1899 shows « 
to the people of the United States of $7.97 per capita. It will thus 
be seen that the taxpayers of the United States, to meet the ox 

nditures of our Government for the year 1899, pay int 

reasury of the United States $7.97 per capita. The head 
family, with a wife and five children, at this rate would pay to 
support the National Government $48 per year. It must | 
membered that national taxation is not based upon property, bu 
largely upon what we eat and wear. 

The increased expenditures of our Government at the closo of 
the fiscal year 1899 exceed the expenditures during Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration $3.03 per capita. At no period in our his- 
tory since 1871 will the expenditures of this Government per 
capita équal the expenditures in 1899. Take the expenditures 
for 1900 and 1901. The estimates made are as follows: 





1900. 1m 
Datentate.... .cccnce cess nnaensn coerce sesneccweses $3, 127, 722.00 $4, 30f ' 
Army 127,712 


14, 677, 342. 72 
: 1, 833, 028. 76 1, 815, 848. 7 
7, 230, 807. 07 7, 657, 
12, 151, 898. 00 2 





Indian 7, 069, 316. 41 6, 800 
Legislative 24, 365, 005. 86 25,019, 2 
i 681, 866. 99 + nl 
avy 47, 128, 251.08 74, 245, 00.15 


145, 2 
110,77 
19, 993, 74 
70, 072 


PORSIONS 2.22.00. 

PEI ones nbune nein bbetnedenninen li 
GRR EOE i. onicieecuntdensetncennanan ened 
Sundry civil 


145, 233, 850. 00 
' 105, 224, 000. 00 
15, 580,341.00 
51, 024, 859. 75 


565, 328, 260. 64 


Total regular annualappropriations. -...- 
Total permanent annual appropriations. ......! 





Total regular and permanent appropria- | 4 
tions | 604, 006, 489. 64 738, 85 


F. 
x 





Supposing the population of the United States for the year |'" 
to reach 77,000,000 people, taking into consideration the ell 
mates above set forth, the expenditures of our Government | 
capita for the year 1900 would be $9.01. The expenditures fort) 
year 1901, not taking into consideration the increased populition 
of that year over the preceding year, would be $9.59 per capita. 
At this rate the increased expenses per capita of our Governin”! 
for the year 1901 would exceed the per capita expenses 0! ('° 
Government at the close of Mr. Cleveland's Administration >!.". 
In 1896 it cost the people of the United States per capita to py 
the expenses of the Government $4.94. =o 

In 1899 it cost them $7.97. In 1900 it cost them $9.01 per cap ''; 
and in the year 1901, taking the estimates heretofore given, '' 


r 











1900. 





will cost the people of the United States 39.59 per capita to meet Through the persistent efforts of the minority this un 
: d These estimates do not take | exorbitant demand against the public Treasury is defeated for 
into consideration the extraordinary expenses likely to arise by | the present. 


the expenses of the Government. 


reason of the war now going on in the Philippine Islands, and 

which is likely to continue indefinitely under the present condi- 

tion of the nation’s affairs. In 1868, three years after the close 

of the civil war, it cost the people of the United States 68 cents 
er capita to meet the expenses of the pension roll. — 

In 1873 pensions cost the Government of the United States 70 
cents per capita. In 1878 pensions cost the Government 56 cents 
per capita. In 1881, 98 cents per capita. In 1898, thirty-three years 
after the civil war, when in all probability more than 60 per cent 
of the brave soldiers who fought to sustain the National Govern- 
ment are dead and gone, the pension rolls cost the people of the 
United States $1.98 per capita, and 1899, $1.83 per capita. I hold 
in my hands a statement of the expenses of the Government at 
the end of the fiscal year 1896, the year before the present Adminis- 
tration began, This statement is as follows: 


Agriculttre ~~.------< 0-00 00ceee sere en eee cece e eee e eee enna e eens eos oe Ae 
ATMY - -- 20 -- +220 eoeres warn cn nnne ences wecene a accce nnn s emcees ennneans 23, SUZ, Sh4. 68 
Diplomatic and consular .....--.~.--..------~--+---s00 -----+ 0-08 1, 563, 918. 78 
District of Columbia... ....-..--. ec ccnene------eecneenecerenececeee &, 545, 678. 57 
Forti GcatiOWs « cccccwcoceccwcccccese cece cece cccses coccceccecccccecce 2, 427, 204. 00 
Tndian « ~--n0n nnn ne oo ew enn woe ewn enn enn een ene e eee een enna enn nnee 40, = 5. 16 
Legislative . ...- - -<cneees cons enon wns concen nnn cee eens wececs coc once 21, 305, 583. 20 
Military Academy ....... .~..0----- ---2eee ene enee ee ne eee ee en eee - = aint 
TOT <cchdene GERSON Os c0e cteccce ccccenscecntccccsccconcecccccooe MU a OO 
Re cb beth sivebtnwe ncccensccccsccccocencccacceusen sens osccee Mg TOD 
Deh CER cies sendin wenn cecpocsennces ence qeccunesasess cos asco 87, 236, 500. 55 
ee I I aiatatedns e050 occa ccecencoccansesacoeséce nuwecne 11, 648, 180.00 


34, 258, 775. 55 
9, 825, 3874. 82 


Sundry civil. 
Deficiency bill ...-.- 


Permanent annual appropriations................-.---.---------- 113,078, 956. 82 
RE ee iad eh dtncccnte contsssconsaccovncaccereneseseese 297, 667. 37 
ee CO BU ons a csc ewrectecccsceccccesseuccs 497, 008, 520. 66 


I have taken the trouble to compare the expenditures of our 
Government for the year 1896 with the year 1900, and have ob- 
tained the various amounts of the appropriation bills which have 
already passed and the estimate of the amounts contained in the 
two bills now pending, and the expenditures for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1901, are as follows: 





AgPiculGOROsccces cocsee cc cccnccccda cocccccccs cocccc cecces coccce cece $4, 023, 500. 00 
ATUNY..... ciaddbandteadeqoccscoccancncen cosceconesnccccccccescaccccese 15h, 00k, OU UO 
Diplomatic and consular -......... .2..0-----e-e-20----eeeeeeeee-ee 1, 771,168.76 
EE inns npenchacetet onamhadinedadeorsressenseqses® 7, 500, 000, 00 
PERS 6 btnon sdoe eosqnecensenseenviséacncegececescnacse) | Sg 
Indian ...ccsescoeeseese uitpuembwercegdasneyseeuacune enteccecncewwuce 
iene Gocatieieeneentwenssacoeeqeneesnesssoneeces . 
Military Academy .........-. cheetah tinnien beta tgnineiinnaeereriatien 653, 000. 00 
ROTY .oscchentewns ida wncestuwocens tus nunctrcoceqeanaereuecescese 63, 128, 616. 67 
Pt iacnnedwewcscoccasene cence sotioumdunesemenneanta 145, 245, 230. 00 
ila hii ac smadinsitinantenens edie deunet weucee onanite 113, 648, 238. 75 
nites cel ctining® cn6en SnnQemmenmnNeenecceseann 600, 000. 00 
ee 1s so eeerteiehenseneneee éuacsetaeccasuae 71, 500, 000. 00 
NI onic dincerhnnunsn achdnnadieeaandonseadéenin sevens 15, 500, 000. 00 
Permanent annual appropriations .................-.--....-....--- 132, 712, 220. 00 
ICI tint ee sence ectes ececcceccseesscons ceccse cennecuumm 230, 000. 00 
EE ES seebgenesbenint 711, 162, 994. 50 


The above figures are substantially correct, but may be slightly 
varied in conference committees. A careful inspection of the ex- 
penditures of 1896, in comparison with the expenditures for 1900, 
will show that the expenses for the District of Columbia in the 
year 1900 exceed the expenditures for 1896 $1,954,321.43. The ex- 

enditures of the National Government for the District of Colum- 

ia for 1900 more than double the entire expenses of the National 
Government under President Washington's Administration. The 
expenses of the Post-Office Department for 1900 exceed the ex- 
penses of that Department for the year 1896 $26,411,639.10. 

The appropriation in the sundry civil bill in 1900 exceeds that 
for 1896 $37,246,224.45. The permanent annual appropriations for 
1900 exceed those for 1896 $19,638,263.68. The total expenditures 
for 1900 will exceed those of 1896 more than $200,000,000. Not- 
withstanding our per capita expenditures for 1898, 1899, and 1900 
will exceed any previous per capita expenditures in a quarter of a 
century, the y now in power has introduced measures, which 
are now pending upon the Calendar with favorable reports from 
the committees, providing for large additional expenditures. 

The bill known as the Hanna-Payne bill, which purports to be a 
bill to promote the commerce and increase the foreign trade of 
the United States, would take from the public Treasury $9,000,000 
4 year fora — of twenty years; in all, a hundred and eighty 
millions of dollars, to aid ok enrich those engaged in building 
and operating ships. Under the provisions of this measure the 
owners of the St. Paul, St. Louis, Paris, and New ee aoe swift 

uger steamers in carryin sengers and fine manu- 
actured goods, woul: i faeen te eublie Treasury more than 
twelve hundred thousand dollars annually, while steamships with 
less engaged in conveying farm products to foreign coun- 
tries would not draw one-fourth the amount given to swift pas- 
Senger steamers, 
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In the Senate this measure was referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce and came to the Senate with a favorable 1 
port, having received the support of the Republican majority of 
the committee, while the entire Democratic minority vigorously 
oppose the measure. Had this bill been enacted into legislation, 
another item of nine millions per year would have been added to 
our increased expenditures. 

We now have ¥0 district judges, 25 circuit judges, 1 Chief Jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court, and 8 associate justices of the Supreme 
Court. The present salary of the Chief Justice is $10,500 per an- 
num; the 8 associate justices of the Supreme Court euch draw a 
salary of $10,000 per annum; the 25 circuit judges draw a salary of 
$6,000 each, and the 90 district judges each draw a salary of $5,000 
per annum. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts introduced a bill which 
was referred to the Judiciary Committee and came back to the 
Senate with a favorable report. This bill is now on the Calendar, 
and as introduced increased the Chief Justice’s salary from $10,500 
to $21,000, and increases the salary of the associate justices from 
ten to twenty thousand dollars per year. It increases the salaries 
of the 25 circuit judges from $6,000 to $10,000 per annum. It in- 
creases the salary of the 90 district judges from $5,000 per annum 
to $7,500 perannum. Through the persistent efforts of the minor- 
ity this extravagant measure has also been defeated for the present. 
These items alone would have added to our annual expenditures 
$414,500. 

Thus it will be seen that our expenditures at home, under the 
watchful eye of Congress, have grown to be enormous and un- 
reasonable. In our Government, with all the safeguards against 
extravagant appropriations and wastefulness of public money, 
our increased expenditures are startling. The people of the United 
States hold their representatives in Congress responsible for every 
unnecessary expenditure of the public fund. The burdens of tax- 
ation fall upon the masses, and the people scrutinize with a watch- 
ful eye the disbursements of public money. 

Members of Congress owe their selection to the people and are 
responsible to the people for their official conduct. The public 
funds can only be appropriated through the representatives of the 
people, and the masses are always ready to expose dishonest and 
unfaithful public officials. This condition of affairs has enabled 
the people of the United States to keep a watchful eye upon our 
receipts and expenditures. The fact that Congress is responsible 
to the people for these receipts and expenditures has always been 
a great safeguard against extravagance. 

We need not be surprised at the dishonesty and extravagance 
displayed by our officials in Cuba and Porto Rico, when we under- 
take to administer the government for the people of those islands, 
when our officials, sent there to collect and disburse their reve- 
nue, are not responsible for their official conduct to the people of 
those islands, Under the system we have adopted the people of 
Cuba and Porto Rico have no voice in selecting their officers to 
collect and disburse the revenue of those islands, 

The Government of the United States has assumed control of 
the affairs of the people of Cuba and Porto Rico, and the officials 
we send there to govern them are not dependent upon the suffrage 
of the people for their official positions, ‘These officials, receiving 
their appointments from the President of the United States, well 
knowing that the people of Cuba and Porto Rico had no voice in 
their selection, and have no power to discharge them from their 
official positions, even should they become notoriously dishonest 
and corrupt in the discharge of their efficial duties, naturally dis- 
regard the interestof the poople theyserve and become autocratic, 
profligate, tyrannical, and the masters instead of the servants of 
the people. 

Under our system of government, a watchful and jealous con- 
stituency will reward honest, efficient, and faithful public servants 
and punish dishonest, corrupt, and unfaithful officials. Under 
our system of government, taxes are assessed and collected by 
Congress, the chosen representatives of the people. Appropria- 
tions are made and salaries of officials are fixed by act of Con- 
gress. If taxation becomes excessive, exorbitant, and unjust, 
Congress is responsible. If appropriations become extravayant 
and official salaries unreasonably large, Congress is responsible to 
the people. Congress represents the people. 

The lower branch of Congress is elected every two years, and 
the official conduct of Congress can be scrutinized by the eyes of 
a jealous and watchful constituency every two years. Not a dol- 
lar’s taxation can be levied except by act of Congress. Not a 
dollar of the public funds can be appropriated except by act of 
Congress. The official conduct of Congress is daily dissected by 
the public press; is always under the watchful eye of an intelli- 
gent and thoughtful constituency; and dereliction in the discharge 
of public duty is easily detected and exposed. 

Under this admirable system of government, with all of our 
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checks and balances against fraud and dishonesty, our home ex- 
penditures can scarcely be kept within the bounds of justice and 
reason. It requires the closest scrutiny on the part of Congress 
to guard against corruption and extravagance. Need we be sur- 
prised, when we depart from the principles of our Government 
and assume to be guardians of the people of Cuba and Porto Rico, 
to appoint their officers, to make their laws, to collect and dis- 
burss their revenues, without giving the people of those islands 
any voice in the selection in their officials and without making 
these officials responsible to the people of those isiands for their 
official conduct, that we should discover official dishonesty, ex- 
travagance, corruption, and stealing in those islands? 


The people of Cuba have no remedy; they had no voice in se- | 


lecting these officials; they have no power to discharge them, and 
such a system, contrary to the spirit and genius of our Govern- 


ment, will always breed cruelty, dishonesty, extravagance, and | 


corruption, The people of those islands have no voice as to what 
salaries they shall pay these officials, what rate of taxation shall 
be collected, and in what manner the revenues shall be disbursed. 
The taxes levied, the revenue collected, the appropriations made, 
the salaries fixed, the officials appointed, the laws made and en- 


forced, are all determined by order of the executive branch of the | 


Government, 

This I do not say for the 
branch of the Government, but for the purpose of pointing out 
the danger of the system we have adopted. Such unbridled 

power should never be intrusted in the hands of any one man. 
The destiny, the liberty, the mapeanem. and the welfare of the 
people of Cuba and Porto Rico should never be left in the hands 
and subject to the absolute control of any one man, I care not 
how just and intelligent he may be. 

We need not be surprised to learn that under this system 
our agents and officials have collected from the people of Cuba 
from January 1, 1899, to December 31, 1899, $16,346,015.17; and of 
this vast sum $14,085,805,32 has been charged up as disbursements 
in administering the government of Cuba. We need not be sur- 

wrised to know that the little island of Porto Rico, 80 miles in 
ength and 35 in width and populated by a million of people, 
will require (considering the estimates made by Congress) nearly 
$5,000,000 to pay the expenses of the government for the people of 
that island for the next year, a sum nearly twice as large as is 
consumed by the people of Georgia in administering State gov- 
ernment. 

These expenditures in our colonial possessions, if such we may 
call them, are appalling, and condemn in unmeasured terms the 
new departure of our Government in undertaking the system we 
have adopted in Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. The har- 
vest of peculation, official corruption, extravagance, and dishon- 
esty will be abundant. 

Regardless of any system of government, honest, capable, and 
efficient persons must be selected to discharge official trust, if we 
would preserve the integrity of our institutions. If there be any 
evil which threatens the very existence of our Government—na- 
tional, State, and municipal—it is the spoils system, where polit- 
ical appointments and official positions of high trust and great 
responsibility are bestowed, regardless of fitness and regardless of 
ws to discharge political obligations and to pay political 
debts. 

The evils of this custom have been fully exposed by the public 
press, in municipal, State, and national affairs. hen we as- 
sumed to act as trustee for the people of Cuba, and to select their 


officials, our agents sent to collect and disburse their revenue | 


should certainly have been selected with the greatest care, and 
their previous lives should have been free from the least taint of 
suspicion. 

The position of director of the post in Cuba was one of great 
responsibility, and this official had unlimited authority in han- 
dling the postal revenue. An honest administration of affairs in 
Cuba demanded that this responsible position should have been 
filled by a person of the highest integrity, whose private and pub- 


lic life was a guaranty for his honest and faithful discharge of | 
Public office is a | 


the public trust committed to his keeping. 


panes of criticising the executive | 
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demonstrated that he was nota suitable and proper person for | 
trust delegated to him in Cuba? 1 

Long before this appointment was made Mr. Rathbone’s - 
duct had been under discussion by the people of the United Sta; 
In a notorious investigation, conducted at the capital of Ohi» 
was openly charged with bribery, and, to say the least of it. jj, 
character for honesty was not free from suspicion. With theca 
charges unexplained, was he a proper and suitable person to jo 
placed in charge of the postal revenues of Cuba with unlimiteg 
power and authority? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me for 4 ques. 
tion? 

Mr, CLAY. I prefer not to yield. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, I only wish to ask a question of th 
ator. 

Mr, CLAY. What is the question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to knowin what connection was 
Mr. Rathbone charged with being guilty of bribery in Ohio 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will allow me to proceed, I shal! 
conclude in a moment. 

It is unpleasant to me to criticise, but can any honest man read 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, mae in 


he 
n- 


he 


een 


the Fifty-fifth Congress, which fully ventilates the conduct of 
Mr. Rathbone in the Senatorial contest in Ohio, and reach the 
conclusion that he was a man of the highest integrity, free from 
the suspicion of dishonesty and corruption, and a suitable person 


to be appointed trustee to administer the postal affairs of the 
people of Cuba? I make nocharges. I present the facts, and the 
searchers after truth can reach their own conclusion. As a part 


| of my remarks 1 read the minority report of the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections in the Fifty-fifth Congress, commencing 
on page 5 and ending on page 11, and signed by Senators THoyas 
B. Tur.Ley, E, W. Pettus, and D, CAFFERY, 


Mr. TuRLEY, from the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elec. 
tions, submitted the following views in the matter of the report of the com. 
mittee appointed by the senate of the State of Ohio to investigate 
charges of bribery in the election of Hon. M. A. HANNA to the Senate of 
United States: 

We can not concur in the report of the majority of the Committee on Priy 
ileges and Elections in the matter of the report of the committee appointed 
by the senate of the State of Ohio to investigate the charges of bribery in 
the election of Hon. M. A. HANNA to the Senate of the United States 

The charge is that early in January, 1898, an attempt was made by H. H. 
Boyce and others to bribe John C. Otis, a member of the house of represen- 
tatives of the general assembly of the State of Ohio, to vote for Mancus A, 
HANNA for the Senate of the United States. 

Among other things, the majority of the committee say: 

** Moreover, it seems clear to this committee that it would not be justifie 


the 





in recommending any action to be taken by the Senate without further tes 
timony to be taken by the committee. The question whether additional evi- 
dence should be taken has been the ao question which the commit 
tee has considered. It is clear that Mr. Otis never had any intention of 


He encouraged Mr. Boyce by the advice of others only 


yielding to bribery. 
Then he carefully withdrew and substituted his 


in order to entrap him. 


| attorney, Mr. Campbell, to continue the negotiations. Mr. Campbell labored 


to induce Mr. Boyce to offer money, and finally. as he says, obtained $1.7) 
from him as part omens on $3,500 to be paid for Mr. Otis’s vote for Mr. 
HANNA, leaving hs to be paid if Mr. HANNA was elected. At this point 
public exposure, through Mr. Otis. Mr. Campbell, and their associates, took 
place. r. Boyce disappeared, and the incident was closed. : 
“That Mr. 7 operating in Cincinnati, where Mr. Otis lives, had rela- 
tions with Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus, the State capital, the 





State senate committee undertook to prove by the evidence of various detec: 
tives, professional and amateur, who listened at telephone wires and shad- 
| owed Mr. Boyce, Mr. Hollenbeck, and others. The effort of the committee 
was carefully and skillfully made. It was not wholly devoid of results; it 





public trust, and this trust can only be faithfully administered | 
where the power charged with making official appointments exer- | 


cises the greatest care and diligence in selecting persons free from 
the least suspicion of dishonesty and corruption. 

When such appointments are made without the exercise of such 
care and diligence, and dishonest persons selected to discharge 
important trusts, the responsibility rests upon the political party 
raaking such appointments. The method of discharging political 
obligations by appointing —— henchmen, whose services con- 
sist in performing political work of an unscrupulous character, is 
destructive of the honest administration of the public service. Is 
it not true that a careful investigation of the previous life and 
record of the director-general of the posts of Cuba, who, we are in- 
formed, is responsible for the appointment of Neely, would have 





na 
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raises pregnant suspicions that Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Colu 
knew what Mr. Boyce was doing. But this whole line of inquiry would re- 
quire verification by testimony to be taken by the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections before that committee would be willing to found conclusions 
thereon.” 

The attempt on the part of Boyce to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. Hanna is 
clearly proven by Campbell, who, from his testimony, seems to hav e been a 
lawyer of large practice. One thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars was 
paid in cash by Boyce to Cumepeetl as attorney for Otis Boyce agreed to 

say $1,750 more when Otis reached Columbus, and a balance of $#,5i") if Mr. 
HANNA was elected. 

We will now refer to portions of the evidence before the committee ot the 
State senate of Ohio bearing wr the relations existing between Mr. Boyce 
while at Cincinnati and Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus. It is 
shown that Mr. HANNA and Majors Dick and Rathbone (Dick and Rathbone 


Ohio, 


being managers for Mr. HANNA) were at the Neil House, in Columbus , 
where Mr. Hanna had his headquarters, for a part of three weeks pre: eding 
January 12, 1898. The private telephone used in Mr. HANNA'S head«uarters 
was No. 1092 . 


Otis testifies that on Friday, January 7, 1898, about 11 o'clock, he was called 


up over the telephone from the Great Southern Hotel at Colum)us by . 
General Boyce. He had never heard of Boyce before. Boyce stated that - 
**had come on from New York to see Otis on important business and oes 


reached Columbus on Wednesday about two hours after Otis had left.” 1° 
result of the conversation was that Boyce and Otis agreed to meet at the 
Gibson House that evening. Later in the day Boyce telegraphed © — 
he would reach Cincinnati at 5.30 o'clock. Otis says he met Boyce st th 
Gibson House between 5.30 and 6 o'clock that evening and had a conve! - 
tion with him in which the Senatorial question was discussed ant hey agr . 
to meet again the next evening. Myers, a clerk at the Gibson Louse. wes 
fied that at about 6.40 p. m. on the 7th of January a call came over the t he 
yhone from Columbus for General Boyce, but he could not be found at 


ime. It was repeated a little later on, at which time General Boyce — 
standing in the lobby. He was at once called to the telephone in tle hote, 
office. yers said he heard Boyce say, “ Hello, Major Dick!” and speas % 


HANNA being sore. 


This conversation, as far as he heard it, Myers says he repeated to the 














e hotel, who told him if Boyce wished to use the telephone 
e for him to use the one in the manager's private office, which 
It seems the two telephones were so connected that a 
erson listening at the telephone in the hotel office could overhear every- 


manager of th 
again toarran 
was numbered 548. 


thing which passed through the telephone in the manager's private office. 
Now. the books of the telephone company in Columbusshow that on January 
7 there was but_one call from telephone 1092 at the HANNA headquarters to 
telephone 548, Gibson House, and that wasat about §8p.m. Myers testifies 

orther that Boyce went to the theater after supper on the night of the 7th, 
urning to the hotel somewhere at about 10.45 p.m. In the meantime an- 
other call had come for himfrom Columbus. He was so notified and went to 
the telephone in the manager's private office and called up telephone 1092 at 
Columbus. : : 

Myers said he listened at the telephone in the hotel office and heard all 
that was said, taking notes of same at the time. He says Boyce addressed 
the person in Columbus as **Major, * told him he had seen **O," had arranged 
matters, and it would take $20,000 down; that the Major replied: “They did 
not know aboutthat; they would see ‘H,’" and that then there was an inter- 
mission of about five minutes, when the person at Columbus said they would 
give $10,000 down and $10,000 when it was over; and that the conversation 
continued concerning Mr. “O,” and what they would pay him for his vote. 
The books of the telephone company ir Cincinnati show that on_the 7th of 
January, 1898, at about 11.20 p- m., Boyce, from telephone 548, called up Co- 
Jumbus and talked with Rathbone eleven minutes, and the tele iy books 
in Columbus show that telephone 518 in Cincinnati called telephone 1092 in 
Columbus at about 11.15 p. m. on that day. 

Myers and two other employees of the Gibson House testify that at about 
12 o'clock the same night another call came from telephone 1002 at Columbus 
for Boyce. Myers claims to have overheard this conversation also, and to 
have taken notes of it, copies of which were produced in full, and which are 
as follows: 

“CoLumBus. Mr. Boyce in? 

“CINCINNATI. Yes. 

“CoLumBuUS. Call him to long-distance telephone. 

“CINCINNATI. Who wants him’? 

“CoLumMBUS. Columbus does. 

“CINCINNATI. All right; wait five minutes. 

“Boyes. Hello, Columbus! This you, Major? 

“Mason. (Major) Yes. 

“BoycEs. What do you want? 





ret 
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“Magor. Have been talking to H. and he says: ‘Suppose he won't put | 


signature on paper—what will we do?’ 

““ Borer. I will fix that all right; but if I was in his place I would not 
naper, as it is a foolish play. His price is $20,000. 

ANNA.) 

“Mason. If he wants protection, exchange notes and accommodation 
papers with him, asthat will protect both of you. He don’t want him alarmed. 

* Boycr. How will you arrange matters’ 

“Masor. I will speak to HANNA. I will send Hollenbeck down in the 
morning. He will be there about 10; may be alittlelate. Weare afraid that 
if Mr. O. falls out the rest will goto pieces. We will make it in a package 
and give it to Hollenbeck, so he can transfer it and not know what he is 
doing. 

“Boyce. What shall I pledge him to do? 

“Magor. To vote for HANNA and the Hanna wing of the Republican 

rty. I want you to make him feel as though he wereamong friends. Give 

im to understand that he will be treated as one of us. and we will not over- 
look him when the fight is over. The terms are $10,000 and the rest as soon 
asitisover. You want to meet Hollenbeck to-morrow and stay with him 
ae is ready to come back to Columbus, and then, if possible, come up 
with him 

“Boycr. I willdoas you say. I think everything is all right and in good 
shape. lama very good judge of human nature, and [ don’t think that Mr. 
O. will betray us. If he should, I would have him killed. 

“MaJgor (laughingly). Dead men tell notales. Myers is up to some tricks 
again to-night. 

“Boycog. What is he doing? 

“Magsor. I only heard it mentioned. 

“Boyce. Major, you will hear good news from Washington Sunday morn- 
ing over the long-distance ‘phone. 

“Mason. What is it about and who is it from? 

“Boycr. I can’t tell you, but it is away up and is of the best. 

“Masgor, Assoon as your meeting is over to-morrow call me up and let me 
know what you did. 

“Boycsr. Justing, of Fairfax County, is all right. 

**Magson. I think Governor Bushnell is tired of the whole thing, and if he 
gets a chance he will give it up and drop out. Good night.” 

Hollenbeck, according to the evidence, did arrive at the Gibson House next 
morning, January 8,and had one or more interviews with Boyce. Miss Ja- 
cobs, a stenographer at the Gibson House, testifies that on January &, at 1.30 

m., she took notes of a conversation between Hollenbeck and some one at 
elephone 1092, Columbus. Her notes were produced, and show the conver- 
sation to have been as follows: 


ign 
(Dick is speaking to 


“SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—1.30 p. m. 
HeLLo. Will you tell 1092, at Columbus, that Hollenbeck is now at the 
Gibson House—that is, Mr. Hollenbeck? I will wait for him. 
“Q. Hello. Is this long-distance? 
“A. Yes. 
“Q. Did you hear anything from Columbus? 
gut th The line in Columbus is busy now, but I will call you as soon as I can 
em. 
“@. 1 will wait right here.” 
A little later: 
“Mr. HOLLENBECK. Hello! This is Hollenbeck. 
‘CoLumBus. Is this Hollenbeck? 
“Mr. H. Yes. 
“CoLuMBUs. Say, hold that line and just wait a minute there. [After a 
few minutes’ use. | Hello! 
“Mr. H. I dia not succeed in finding Mr. Schmidlapp, but found another 
man who got the matter. 
,, COLUMBUS. Who got the other matter? 
“Mr, H. The other man. 
,,coLUMBUS. Who was the other man? 
Mr. H. He is all right. 
COLUMBUS. But who is he? 
Mr. H. One of your friends—all right. 
day with you. 
|, COLUMBUS. To whom did you deliver the message? 
ni Mr. H. General Boyes. 
_CouuMBus. What became of the letter to Gobmidiag 
“Mr. H. The Schmidlapp letter was left with Mr. Sc 
..CoLUMBUS. Did he see the letter? . : 
“Mr, H. He was not in, but it was left with his private man. 
CoLuMBus. What was done with the draft? 


XXXIII——405 


He was up at Columbus the other 


yp? 


umidlapp. 
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“Mr. H. That was returned. 

*CoLuMBUs. What was done with the letter? 

“Mr. H. The letter was left. You can reach Schmidlapp by telephone at 
St. Louis if you want him. 

“CoLuMBus. I do not care for that 

“Mr. H. The General feels very well over the outlook. 

“CoLUMBUS. Did you find the other man? 

“Mr. H. The other man has not come in yet. 

*““CoLUMBus. There is a telegram here, dated at Springfield. 














**Mr. H. Ihave not telegraphed. Have not said a word to anybody 

“CoLuMBuUS. That is strange ; } 

“Mr. H. Shall I show the letter introducing me? 

“CoLumBuUS. Do as you thihk best. Here is the telegram I t. It read 
‘Springfield Depot, January 8, 1898. Party left train at Sprin 1 That 
is the telegram received. 

“Mr. H. I did not send any telegram to anybody That is vy y I 
was very careful notto be seen; went wn dark alleysa byw : 

“COLUMBUS. How about the General? 

“Mr. H. Lam not supposed to know anything about | 
well and very happy over it. 

*“CoLUMBUS. You have to be watchful. 

“Mr. H. I will bethat. Good-bye. 

(And telephone rang off.) 

Lhe books of the telephone company in Columbus show that on Janu 
at 1.3) p. m., telephone 1092 called up telephone 548 in Cin 

Otis says he had his second interview with Boyce at the Gi n i 
Saturday evening, January 8, 1898, at about 3 p 

Miss Jacobs says that about 6.45 p. m. on January she took 
versation between Boyce and Rathbone. Her not« re pr } 
the conversation to have been as follows: 

SATURDAY, Ja y 8,1 t 

“Major RATHBONE. Hello! Is this Gibson House? 

“General Boycr. Yes; we are still alive. My party has ju ) 
has been here ever since 3. We have gone over the ground pri thor 
oughly. A signed letter or telegram, which [ am authorized to giv 
President out of deference to him—do you understand He is all right 
very much interested. He is thoroughly convinced thatif he did not cor n 
that others would do it without him, but he says that neither Lane nor Di 
will vote for HANNA. I want to tell you that. He can not do muc 1 
Droste. He says that Droste is jealous of him becaus: thought he ) 
inside of the speakership, but both of these men have asked him help 
them about the committee. He thinks he could get Lane if he had 
hody to goto Lane. He wanted to know if we counted the majority wit ut 
that? 

* COLUMBUS. We do. 

“ Boyce. But of course we want them both. 

“COLUMBUS. Yes. 

*Boycr. Can you make any suggestion at all? Well, I think the line for 
him to work on is that one to help out the committee, and he will do ast! 
want himtodo. Ithink that is the line towork op. Weshall; pto her 
on the train to-morrow, leaving here about 4o'’clock. Don't think that there 
will be anybody else on thetrain so far as we are interested. He thinks 
Droste is up there, and Lane, too. 

*CoLuMBuSs. I don’t know. 

“Boyce. Heis eager now todosomething more—authorizing the telegram. 
He is coming again to-night, and we will spend most of to-morrow together 


dine together 
**CoLUMBUSs. How about telegrams? 
“Boyce. If he signed the statement and said he wa 
HANNA—that willanswer. Don’t you think it will? 
“CoLumMBus. Yes; if he signs it. 
“Boyer. Well, I will tell you. 
oughly—but that was not enough. 
he should be 


going to vote for 


One of the inducements 
He wants to be prote 

I did not write any papers because | did not want him to have 
any paper. He has not told anybody up to this time that he has been talking 
with me. He is afraid of Mason. Mason is going to give him 
committee position, and of course he is shy of Mason. 
no hope for him. 

“CoLuMBus. I do not know 

“Boyce. When Otis comes up there and goes to Mason and says, *The 
thing is all up; Lam going with the others;’ won't that help’ Of course, if 
Mason knew that they were all going to break away, he would not be left in 
the lurch, would he?’ 

“CoLumBuS. No; Ido not think so. 

“Boycr. The whole atmosphere is in our favor. 

“CoLtumBUS. About this telegram; will you let me know when it is sent, 
just as soon as you can! 

‘**Roycrg. I want to get your judgment 
We do not want to expose him to fight. 
in Washington. 


you know as thor- 
‘ted, et I told him 


ome choice 


I suppose there is 


Both of us want to be judi 


‘ious 
You will see that he is tak« ! 


n care of 


*CoLuMbBuUS. Ican arrange at that end sothere is no leak there. About 
that dispatch, if you send it, send it through the Postal and let me know as 
quickly as it goes. : . 

*Boycr. He is coming back here about 9 o'clock or so, and we will have 


another talk about these matters. Droste is a silver man and would have 
voted for Gray, but Otis would not have voted for Gray anyhow. In his 
mind was Kurtz and Bushnell when I opened the campaign. 

*“ COLUMBUS. As s00n as you come I would like to see you and have a con- 
ference with you. Supposing we meet at 10 o'clock, unless I notify you to the 
contrary, at 263 East Broad street at 10 o'clock 

“ Boyce. Will be at the Great Southern. We expect to leave here on the 
Pennsylvania line about 4 o'clock, but we are going to settle definitely to- 
night or to-morrow. Good-by."’ 

(And the telephone rang off.) 


The telephone books in Cincinnati show that at 6.52 p. m., on January 8, 








Boyce, from telephone 548, talked to Rathbone about thirteen mit ; and 
the telephone books at Columbus show that at 6.50 p. m., on Janu tele- 
yhone 548, at Cincinnati, called telephone 102 in Columbus. A ig to 
Campbell and Otis, Boyce’s first interview with ee was on Saturday 
night, January 8. Other interviews followed on Sunday, and it was in these 
interviews that the terms for the purchase of Otis's vote were finally agreed 
upon between Boyce and Campbell. Campbell says in these conversations 
Boyce wanted to know if they could not arrange for the votes of Droste and 
Lane, and other members of the legislature, mentioning the sums that he 


could get for these votes, and stating that there would be a large amount to 
divide between them. 
Now, Miss Jacobs testifies further that on January 9, atabout 11.35 o'clock 
a. m., she took down another conversation between Boyce and Columbus, 
which was in the following words: 
“SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1598—al! 
“Boyce. Hello! Is this the Major? 


“MAsor. Yes; waita minute. [After a moment’s pause.} Hello! 
“Boycg. How are you, Major? 


u t 1 I 5. 
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“Mason. I recognize you. 

“Boyer. Well, I wanted to ask if you have any direct connection with 
either Droste or Lane’ These men were all elected here on a pledge, and 
our little friend, who is interested, would like to have the others come, and 


he brought to me a lawyer, who wants tomakeadeal. They would not do 
it unless they received a consideration forit. He says that under no circum- 
stances does he think Droste will vote for the Senator unless for these rea- 
sons. Do you think I can put any emphasis upon Lane coming our way’ 


, Mason, I do not know; weare catching them as fast as we can bring 
them 

*Boycr. Do you put much faith in Jones? 

“Mason. He can not get away. 

“Boyce. I said in the first place we did not need either Droste or Lane, 
only for their strength. Now, you know there is going to be a conference 
to night with the other fellows. Isn't it wise for us to keep away and not 
come?’ 

*Masor. I don't know, General. 

; “Boyce. You know when a man is safe he is safe; that is all there is 
about it. 

**Masor. They telegraphed them all to come down. 

“Boyce. If anything should occur between now and 2 o'clock, will you ring 
mes up, please? 

“Mason. Yes; I will. 

“Boyer. The young lawyer is coming to see me again. You understand 
these men were elected on a pledge saying that they would not vote for 
Senator HANNA? 

“Mason. I know that. 

“Boyer. It was a peculiar thing to get this man off Jones or Manuel. 
This man had pledged himself. This man had pledged himself to become 
elected. He has been afraid all the time, and is now afraid, of the Enquirer. 

“Mason, I do not think they will have much tosay. During the heat of 
the discussion the whole thing would be wiped out. I think we are in good 
shape We have got the men with us. 

“Boyer. We want a clear majority for our side without any question. 
There is no doubt but what we will have 17 of the senators. 

“Mason. There ought to be 18, I don't see why Burke should not come in. 

“Boyrcr. My man would like to have Mason for HANNA very much. You 
see Mason votes before he does. He couldn't raise a question then about it. 
If I will not come up there I will notify you. I shall see in an hour or two 
whether Lane or Droste are both here, or one of them. No one seemed to 
know last night and I couldn't find out. I shall know in an hour or two. 
The latest information is that Droste would nominate Gerrard. 

“Mazsor. I am to have a conference a little later, and then we will see 
what is to be done. I will let you know. Good-by.” 

(Telephone rings off.) 

The telephone books in Cincinnati show that on January 9, at 11.18 a. m., 
Boyce, from telephone 548, talked to Rathbone in Columbus for ten minutes, 
ata cost of $2.50, while the books in Columbus show that on said day tele- 
phone 1092 at 11.15 a. m. called telephone 548, at Cincinnati, at cost of $2.50. 

There was other evidence before the State senate committee tending to 
show the intimate relations between Boyce and Mr. HANNA’s managers, but 
it would carry this report to unnecessary length to quote it. 

We think that the evidence to which we have already referred, standing 
as it does uncontradicted and unexplained, shows that certain of Mr. HANNA’s 
managers at Columbus not only knew the pu which Boyce had in view 
in Cincinnati, but also that they aided, abetted, and advised him in carrying 
out these purposes, and that this state of affairs existed while Mr. HANNA 
was present at his headquarters. 

This view is strengthened by two facts disclosed in the report of the State 
senate committee: 

First. That mane of the witnesses, whose testimony parentty would 
have thrown much light upon thesubject under inquiry, denied the jurisdic- 
tion of the committeeand refused to testify under the advice of counsel, who 
stated that they represented the interests of Majors Rathbone and Dick and 
Senator HANNA; and 

Second. That Mr. HAnNAand his representatives had subpoenas sent them 
by mail, which seem to have reached them, calling upon them to appear be- 
fore the State senate committee, to which they made no response. 

The report of the majority says they “do not doubt thatif facts appeared 
from the report of the committee of the State senate requiring the United 
States Senate, out of a proper regard for its own reputation, to take further 
testimony concerning Mr. HANNA's election, it would be the duty of the Sen- 
ate to proceed without waiting for further prosecution of the case coming 
from residents of the State of Ohio.” 

We think such facts do appear from the report of the committee of the 
State senate, and that this body should direct further inquiry and investiga- 


tion to be made. 
THOS. B. TURLEY. 
E. W. PETTUS. 
D. CAFFERY. 


I also read, as a part of my remarks, the majority report of the 
committee presented by Senator CHANDLER. It commences on 
page l and ends on page 4. The condition of affairs now existing 
in Cuba are traceable to the selection of improper and dishonest 

_ Officials, and a careful investigation of the facte doubtless would 
have disclosed this condition of affairs at the time the apointments 
were made. Political debts should never be paid by the appoint- 
ment of unworthy persons to fill official positions to the detriment 
of the public service. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, sub- 
mitted the following report on the charges of bribery in the election of Hon. 
M. A. HANNA to the Senate of the United States: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred the cer- 
tified copy of the report of the committee appointed by pee senate of Ohio 
to investigate the cha of bribery in the election of Hon. Marcus A. HANNA 
to the Senate of the United States, paving ocneenes the same, report back 
to the Senate said certified copy, and further report as follows: 

This certified copy of the report of the senate of Ohio, being a Sygewsiiten 
document, was presented to the United States Senate by the Vice- ident 
on May 28, 1898, having been received by him through the mails, and was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections on motion of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TeLLER], but no order for printing was made. It 
has, however, been put in type for the use of the committee. The contents 
of the certified copy are the “ Report of the committee appointed by the sen- 
ate of Ohio,” including the testimony, of which 500 copies were printed by 
the Ohio senate and the report further ordered to be printed in the appen- 
om < yey senate ae * ow ae 

e ng paragraph o e report, signed e chairman an ree 
members, recommends its adoption by the Sante aannde, and that a copy 
thereof with the testimony “be transmitted to the President of the Senate 
of the United States, of which Senator Hanna is a member, for such action 





as it may deem advisable." The clerk of the State senate in certifyin: 


May 26, 1898, that the papers transmitted were a true and correct copy « 
report of the committee adds as to the report the words “and ado; 
the Ohio senate.” : 

From the above statement it will be seen that no direct remonst; 
memorial, or protest setting out that Mr. HANNA was not elected Sena:. 
that he ought to be expelled, coming from parties asserting readi; 
prosecute their charges, has been presented to the Senate. Nor has +! 
ception on May 28, 1888, of the certified copy of the State senate repor: 
followed up by any appearance before this committee of any prose 
parties or by the submission to the committee of any additional papers | 
any source. Nevertheless, the committee have given an examination 
report of the Ohio State senate committee, the points of the same, eo: 
stated, being as follows: 

The specitic charge is what the committee call ‘*four main facts 
in language as follows: 

‘ ‘The evidence taken by your committee, in its judgment, proves fou, 
acts: 

“1, That on or about January 9, 1898, an attempt was made to bribe |) 
Otis, a member of the house of representatives of the present gen 
— of the State of Ohio, to vote for Marcus A. HANNA for United 
Senator. 

“2. That Henry H. Boyce was the principal offender in the commis 
that crime. 

“3. That Maj. E.G. Rathbone and Maj. CharlesF. Dick were agents 
cus A. HANNA, and procured, aided, and abetted Henry H. Boyce to 
that crime. 4 

“4. That H. H. Hollenbeck aided said Henry H. Boyce in committiy; 
crime.” 

Although there is no evidence that Mr. HANNA had knowledge of | 
leged attempt to bribe Mr. Otis, the State senate committee argue ths 
proven relations of the above parties to Mr. HANNA are persuasiv: 
conclusion that he knew and sanctioned what they did. 

The only other point made by the State senate committee is that | 
beck and Boyce evaded the jurisdiction of the committee anc that | 
Rathbone and Dick, and Mr. HANNA himself, omitted to appear in r. 
tosubpoenas and invitations sent to them by registered mail. 

The above report of the State senate committee appears to ha 
adopted by the Ohio State senate on April 23, 1898, by a vote of 19 y: 
nays. Senator James R. Garfield made a minority report dated Apri! » 


| a copy of which is herewith submitted, in which he reviews the evide: 


declares his belief that the conclusions of the majority report are‘; 
to the facts presented.”” He further argues that the Otis case wast 
come of “a scheme carefully prepared and executed by the opponents 


HANNA to secure his defeat by making this charge of bribery during the |, 


days of the Senatorial contest.” 

The report of the State senate committee does not show the pr 
of the Ohio legislature when Mr. HANNA was elected Senator, but the r: 
of the ballotings is as follows: 

The votes of Tuesday, January 11, 1898, were, in the house, Mr. H\ 
all others 53; in the senate, Mr. HANNA 17, all others 19; being 73 fo: 
Hanna and 72 for all others. 

On Wednesday, January 12, the joint balloting resulted as folloy 
Hanna 73, all others 71; and Mr. HANNA was declared elected. 

Mr. John C. Otis did not vote for Mr. HANNA, but on both days vot: 
Robert E. McKisson, and his vote is included in the 72 and 71 oppositi 
above given. 


There is no proof submitted either (1) that Mr. HANNA was elected Sona 


through bribery, or (2) that he had any agents engaged in carrying 


canvass for the Senate who were directly or impliedly authorized by }ii: 


resort to corrupt methods or to any form of ren or (3) that he ha 
t may be said t 


any personal knowledge of the facts of the Otis case. 


} 


JUNE 2. 


NA 5, 


there is no evidence which fairly tends to prove either of the foregoing threo 


propositions. 


Upon the view of the case thus briefly stated, the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections has reached the conclusion that the United States Senate is 


not called upon to take any action in the premises. The utmost fact w 
the committee of the State senate claim to have proved is that an at 
was made to bribe Mr. Otis, which failed. Without further facts tha 
the validity of Mr. HANNA’s election will stand unimpeached, and the Ss 
is not called upon to search for further facts in the absence of any s) 
tion of such facts or of any distinct suggestion where they may be fou 
whole demand of the State senate get that Mr. HANNA be expel! 
the United States Senate being rested upon the Otis case. 

Whether, even if this unsuccessful attempt at bribery in the case 
resentative Otis were fastened upon the representatives of Senator HH, 


not by any means clear. Certainly without strong evidence that Se: 
HANNA himself had knowledge of the transaction the Senate would har 


f Rey 
NNA 


by undoubted proof, the Senate would be called upon to take any action is 


il 


ator 
y x 


jusitfied in doing more than eupese the facts for condemnation by pu 


opinion; and the exposure of such facts as the State senate say were | 


has already been accomplished by the State senate report, while ther is no 


direct evidence, and substantially no presumptive evidence, that Su: 
Hanna had any knowledge of what was going on. 


i 


ed 


Moreover, it seems clear to this committee that it would not be justified in 


recommending any action whatever to be taken by the Senate with 
ther testimony to be taken by the committee. The question wheth«! 
tional evidence should be taken has been the only difficult question 
the committee has considered. It is clear that Mr. Otis never had an) 


tion of yielding to bribery. He encouraged Mr. Boyce, by theadvice of others 


only in ordertoentraphim. Then he carefully withdrew and substitut: 
attorney, Mr. Campbell, to continue the negotiations Mr. Campbell !:! 


to induce Mr. Boyce to offer money, and finally, as he says, obtaine *! 


from him as part ment on #. ) to be paid for Mr. Otis’s vote fo 
HANNA, leaving $6,500 to be paid if Mr. HANNA was elected. At this | 


public exposure through Mr. Otis, Mr. Campbell, and their associates ' 


place. Mr. Boyce disappeared and the incident was closed. 

That Mr. Boyce, operating at Cincinnati, where Mr. Otis lived, had 
tions with Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus, the State capit« 
State senate committee undertook to prove by the evidence of vari 


tectives, professional and amateur, who listened at telephone wires | 


re 


shadowed Mr. Boyce, Mr. Hollenbeck, and others. The effort of the « 


mittee was carefully and skillfully made. It was not wholly devoid 
sults. It raises suspicions that Mr. HANNA's representatives at Colu 


knew what Mr. Boyce was doing. But this whole line of inquiry wou'' © 


quire verification by testimony to be taken by the Committee on Pris 
and Elections before that committee would be willing to found conclu 
thereo 


ereon. 
In reaching the opinion that the Senate is not called upon to take fur! 


testimony the committee are not unmindful of the fact that many wit 


refused testify when wr appeared before the State senate comm'' 


and that Mr. HANNA and his representatives had subpoenas sent to | 
by mail and did not res d. r. Garfield, in his mimority report. 5 


M 


nd 


1 


u 
m 


8 


the alleged reasons why Mr. HANNA did not appear, namely, thet a fair au 1 





1900. 


impartial hearing was impossible because of the known hostility of the chair- 
man of the committee, an because the committee atits first meeting decided 
to refuse to allow any person whose name was connected with the investiga- 
tion “to appear.in person and be represented by counsel.” 

‘he reasons Why the Committee on Privileges and Elections do not decide 
to ask for power to take testimony may be restated as follows: 


I 


The belief heretofore suggested, that even if the unsuccessful attempt at 
bribery into which Messrs. Otis and Campbell led Mr. Boyce were to be 
proved as ane by the State senate committee, the United States Senate 
would not feel called upon todo more than has already been done by the 
State senate, namely, expose the transaction to public view. To go over 
again the whole groans covered by the State senate merely for the purpose 
of such additional exposure would be tedious, expensive, and unnecessary, 

Il. 

The fact that no case of bribery beyond the Otis case and no further 
specific corrupt acts are alleged or suggested. The beginning and the end 
of the State senate report is the Otis case. 


Ti. 


Th» fact that there has been no demand for the prosecu‘ion of the inquir 
coming from the State of Ohio, except by the transmission by the chief cler 
of the Ohie State senate of the senate report, as hereinbefore stated, to the 
United States Senate for “such action as it may deem advisable.” This was 
received by the Senate on May 28, 1808, and referred to this committee, and 
from that time to this, as hereinbefore stated, no further interest has ap- 
parently been taken in the subject by any resident of the State of Ohio. 

The committee do not doubt that if facts appeared from the report of the 
committee of the State senate requiring the United States Senate, out of a 

sroper regard for its own reputation, to take further testimony concerning 

Mr HANNA’S election it would be the duty of the Senate to proceed without 
waiting for further prosecution of the case coming from residents of the 
State of Ohio. But, ane the case as it stands and noting the absence of 
such prosecution, the conclusion of the committee is not to ask the Senate for 
authority and direction to take further testimony, but toask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the report of the State senate of Ohio. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Stewart] desires to make a short speech on the pending measare, 
which is the bill for the government of the Philippine Islands, 
I desire also to submit some remarks upon that bill, but there 
will not be time to finish to-night. A special order will very soon 
come before the Senate, and I yield to the Senator from Nevada, 
but I give notice that I shall ask the Senate on Monday morning, 
immediately after the routine business, to allow me to submit some 
remarks on that measure. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 


SENECA TELEPHONE COMPANY, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9389) to authorize the Seneca Tele- 
phone Company to construct and maintain lines in the Indian 
Territory. This bill will only take a few minutes. It is approved 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the 
Interior, and has been unanimously reported favorably by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
vada yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not feel inclined to yield for the consid- 
eration of a bill, but I understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
——— desires to present a conference report, and I will yield 
to that. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his request, as there is a special order to come onina fewminutes, 
and the Senator from Nevada will not have time to finish his 
speech unless he proceeds now. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I did not expect that the bill I desired to 
have considered would interfere with that. Itcontainsonly about 
fifteen lines, As a matter of course, I do not want to interfere 
with the Senator from Nevada, and I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 will yield to the conference report. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON, I submit a conference report on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, and in view of the fact that the 
conference report has been once read, with the exception of the 
single amendment in relation to the municipal hospital, which is 
in disagreement, I ask that the report may be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD without reading. 

the PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
absence of objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and conference have agr 
their reapecsive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5, 10, 11, 14, 17, 19, 
%, 25. 88, 47, 49, 54, 60, 61, 62, 63, 72, 74, 75, 80, 81, 82, 83, 87, 89, 106, 107, 108, 116, 117, 
119, 122, 198,129, 196, 137,'147, 172, 173, and 174. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 15, 18, 20, 22, 24, 26, 27, 28, 36, 37,39, 40, 41, 42, 
64, 65, 67, 69, 70, 71, 73, 76, 77, 88, 91, 93, 04, 95, 96, 
Ot 106, 11, 115, 120, 124, 126, 127, 128, 133, 134, 135, 139, 140,142) 
169, 170, 171, 176, 
the e 


That order will be made in the 


eing votes of the two Houses on 


20 
1 3 153, 154, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 
an 177, and agree to the same. 
rom its disagreement to the amendment of the 
the same with an amendment as follows: 
insert ‘*$2,750;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


. R. 9139) making appropriations | 


to recommend and do recommend to | 
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Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $65,872;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $24,700;" and the Senate agree to the sam« 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$140,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follov 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$160,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as {« 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$10,080;"' and the Senate 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol ow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $49,120; and the Senate agree to t 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$20,000;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as fi 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $39,040; "' and the Senate agree tothe 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo! 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $49,760;"’ and the Senate agree to the 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same withan amendment as follov 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert * $,000;"" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as f 
At the end of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the foll 

to be immediately available;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment « 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $138,600;"" and the Senate 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: * In- 
cluding necessary incidental expenses;*’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th: 
Senate numbered 59, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$155,000;"' and the Senate agree to the 


lows 


agree to the 


low 


of the 
low 

Wine 
f the 
lows 


i 


agree tothe 


me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $178,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
Strike out lines 1, 2, 3,4, and 5 and the word * paragraph,” in line 6 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with amendments as follows 

Strike out of the matter inserted by said amendment lines | and 2 and the 
word “‘Senate,”’ in line 3, and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘* The Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized 

In line 37 of said amendment strike out the word “public” 
word “grade.” 

At the end of line 46 of said amendment insert the following: “ with such 
recommendations as they may deem proper.”’ 

Strike out lines 47 and 54, inclusive, of said amendment and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: ** The foregoing provisions under the head of * Public 
schools’ shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1900, and all acts and parts 
of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

‘For officers: For 7 members of the board of education, at $500 each, $3,500, 
not more than $1,750 of which shall be used during the first half of the fiscal 
year; 1 superintendent of public schools, $4,000; 2 assistant superintendents, 
at $2,500 each; 1 secretary, $1.800; 1 clerk, $1,400; 2 clerks, at $1,000 each, and 
1 messenger, $720; in all, $18,420.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“For principal of white normal school and principal of colored normal 
school, at $1,600 each; 

**For director of primary instruction, director of manual training, 3 heads 
of departments of high schools, head of high-school manual-training shop, 
and 2 grammar-schoo) principals, 8 in all, at $1,500 each.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“For 5 principals of Puildings, at $1,300 each.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“For director of music, 2directors of drawing, director of physical culture, 
director of manual training, first assistant teacher of manual training, 2 nor- 


the 


and insert the 


} mal one, teachers, 12 high-school teachers, and 10 principals of buildings, 


30 in all, at $1,200 each.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9), and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
‘For 108, at $425 each;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$853,400;"’ and the Senate agree tothe 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On 
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page 23 of the bill, in line 5, after the word “training,” insert the follow- | 


ing: “And for incidental expenses connected therewith;” 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 28 of the bill, in line 17, strike out the words “two principal superin- 
tendents"’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “Superintendent;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘*215;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “twenty-one; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 112, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “twenty-four; ”’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- | 


ate numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | amendment, as I think it ought to be decided by the two Hi, 


lieu of the sum proposed insert * $510;*’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “$644,140; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “pro 
vide,” insert the words “ transportation and;"’ and in line 9 of said amend- 
ment, after the word ‘“‘all,” insert the word “such;" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $211,720;" and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 125, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the sum proposed insert “$40,800;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $1,600;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $30,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Omit the matter inserted by said amendment, and on page 38 of the bill, after 
line 19, insert the following: 


“DISPOSAL OF CITY REFUSE. 


** For the collection and disposal of garbage, miscellaneous refuse, and ashes 
in the city of Washington and the more densely populated suburbs, for col- 
lecting and disposing of dead animals and night soil in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for the payment of necesgary inspection and incidental expenses, 
$115,000, of which sum $500 shall be immediately available: Provided, That the 
Commissioners mag on and after the passage of this act, enter into a con- 
tract or contracts for the collection and disposal of garbage, miscellaneous 
refuse, ashes, night soil, and dead animals, under such regulations and speci- 
fications as they 7 establish, for a period not exceeding five years after 
advertisement and the reseipt of proposals. 

**Said Commissioners shall definite: y fix the collection districts in the city 
of Washington and District of Columbia, and stipulate in said regulations 
and ae tke number of collections to be made, whether daily, semi- 
weekly, or triweekly in said districts, so that efficient collections may be en- 
forced, and to require that all bidders shall stipulate in their proposals the 
‘increased compensation they will require if semiweekly collections are re- 
quired to be made triweekly, or triweekly collections are to be made daily in 
any of said districts or portions of such districts, and the reduction in com- 
pensation said bidders will concede if daily collections are changed to tri- 
weekly, or triweekly collections are cha to semiweekly in any of said 
districts or portions of such districts: Provided further, at all garbage 
collected under the provisions of this act shall be disposed of through a re- 
duction or consumption process in such a manner as to entail no damage or 
claim against the District of Columbia for such disposal, and subject to the 
sanitary inspection and approval of the Commissioners. All contracts shall 
expressly provide that no garbage or other vegetable or animal matter shall 
be dumped into the Potomac River or any other waters, fed to animals, or 
exposed to the elements upon lands: Provided further, That said Commis- 
sioners may, either with or without advertisement, enter into a contract or 


contracts for the collection and disposal of gar’ and dead animals, at a 
rate not exceeding $70,000 per annum, from the Ist day of July, 1900, until 
such time as the plant necessary for the collection and disposal of garbage, 


miscellaneous refuse, ashes, night soil, and dead animals, under the five-year 

contract hereinbefore authorized, shall be ready for operation; and said Com- 

missioners are hereby authorized to make all regulations necessary for the 

collection and disposal of miscellaneous refuse, ashes, dead animals, and 

night soil, and to annex to such regulations such penalties as may, in the 

anes of said Commissioners, be necessary to secure the enforcement 
ereof.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $19,000; * and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘*$15,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreement te the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “$55,000; and the Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbéred 175, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

‘For the instruction and employment of the blind who are actual residents 
of the District of Columbia, and for the purchase and repair of machinery 
and tools which may be needed to equip a workshop for the blind of said Dis- 
on of the Commissioners of the 


trict, $5,000, to be expended under the 
District of Columbia.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


and the Senate ence have been unable to agree. 


On the amendment of the Senate numbered 155 the committee of , 


W. B. ALLISON 

WM. J. SEWELL, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the S 

WILLIAM W. GROUT 

HENRY H. BINGHAM 

JOHN M. ALLEN, ‘ 
Managers on the part of the I) 


Mr. ALLISON. I will briefly explain the report. The ep. 
| ferees on the part of the House have agreed to every item ‘ 
| bill as formerly adopted by the Senate, with the exception of tho 


item providing for a municipal hospital. Llask that the. 


| ence report may be adopted. 


| 


The report was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do notask afurther conference on this si: elo 


without further conference; and I hope it will be decided }y ; 
House agreeingtotheamendment. — 
I move that the Senate still further insist upon the amendment 


in disagreement, namely, the amendment numbered 155, relating 
to the municipal hospital. 
The motion was agreed to, 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed th: 
sideration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppre 
insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Is 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the treaty with Spain 
cember 10, 1898, vested the sovereignty of the Philippine A: 
pelagoin the United States. The third article of the treaty 
that— 


Spain cedes to the United States the archipelago known as the P ) 
Islands, and comprehending the islands lying within the following | 


Naming the boundaries, 


The United States will pay to Spain the sum of $20,000,000 wit) 
months after the exchange of the ratifications of the present treat 

At the time of making this treaty the United States was in }os- 
session of Manila, the capital of the islands. All who favored the 
adoption of the treaty favored the acquisition of the islands and 
the payment of $20,000,000 therefor. Expansion was then an ac 
complished fact. _ : : 

In addition to ceding the sovereignty of the islands, the eig 
article of the treaty declares that— 

In conformity with the provisions of Articles I, II, and III of this t 
Spain relinquishes in Cuba, and cedes in Porto Rico and other islands in the 
West Indies,in the island of Guam, and in the Philippine Archipelag 
buildings, wharves, barracks, forts, structures, public highways, an r 
immovable property which, in conformity with law, belong to the pu ) 
main, and as such belong to the Crown of Spain. 

The archives and public documents of every name and nature 
were also included in the cession. 


THE TREATY OF PARIS SUPREME. 


The treaty as the supreme law of the land has been recognized 
and enforced by both the legislative and the executive depart- 
ments of the Government—the legislative 4 appropriating the 
$20,000,000 to pay the purchase money, also by providing for an 
army to put down the insurrection and defray the expenses inci- 
dent to establishing order and protecting the lives and property 
of citizens of the United States and foreign residents. lLvery 
American citizen is bound by the action of his Government 1 
making the treaty and in discharging the duties and obligations 
which that treaty created and imposed. To advocate thecauseot 
Aguinaldo is to advocate rebellion against the United States. 
The contention, if it were true, that Spain was not in fact sover- 
eign in the archipelago at the time the treaty was made does not 
alter the question. ‘ 

Spain assumed the right to sell or cede the islands, and tho 
United States, with a full knowledge of all the facts, assumed (0 
right to buy and did buy and accept the cession. This wis ! 
the action of any political party, but was the joint action of tl: 
islative and executivedepartmentsof theGovernment. It w!! 
be denied that the insurrection against Spain was practical! y ‘ 
end before the Spanish fleet in the harbor of Manila was destr 
by Admiral Dewey and his heroic comrades, and that the c) 
of the islands was in possession of the United States forces 
before the treaty was ratified, It will hardly be contended tha 
it was the duty of the President of the United States, after t ne 
ratification of the treaty, to surrender to the insurgents and with- 
draw from the islands. Such a suggestion is shocking to ev:'y 
sense of justice and right. : . 

The sympathizers with Aguinaldo’s insurrection can not ext 
uate their unpatriotic course by the use of such words and p'}ras-s 
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as “empire,” “imperialism,” ‘‘ militarism,” and every other ism 
foreign to the policy of our Government. _ Isit imperialism to fight 
the battles of the country with a sufficient force to achieve suc- 
3? If not, where is the evidence of imperialism in the efforts 
of the Government to discharge the obligations imposed by the 
treaty? Has the Army been increased more than was necessary 
for the successful conduct of the war which Aguinaldo inaugu- 
rated and which the so-called anti-imperialists are now encour- 
If acquiring new territory is imperialism, Jefferson, 
onroe, Jackson, Polk, and the vast majority of a!l the people of 
this country from the foundation of the Government have been 
imperialists, because they have cooperated with their patriotic 
leaders, who have increased the area of the United States four- 
fold since the adoption of the Constitution, 


ce 


a 
a 


h 


no? 
Cildaye 
} 


JEFFERSON AN EXPANSIONIST. 

Ido not believe the anti-Jeffersonian platforms put forth by 
litical organizations will be indorsed by the people. These 
platforms, viewed in the light of Jefferson's letters, antagonize 
every principle which Jefierson advocated. In his letter to Gen- 
ral Gates, of July 11, 1803, Mr. Jefferson said: 

I accept with pleasure, and with pleasure reciprocate your congratula 
tions on the acquisition of Louisiana, for it isa subject of mutual concratu 
lations, as it interests every man of the nation. Tse territory acquired, as it 
includes all the waters of the Missouri and Mississippi, has more than doubled 
the area of the United States, and the new part is not inferior to the old in 
soil, climate, productions, and important communications. 


There is no provision in the Constitution for the acquisition of | 


new territory, and Jefferson supposed that it would requires an 
amendment to the Constitution to ratify the Louisiana purchase, 
in his letter to Mr. Breckinridge, of August 12, 1803, Mr. Jefferson 
said: 

This treaty must, of course, be laid before both Houses, because both have 
important functions to exercise respecting it. They, I presume, will see 
their duty to their country in ratifying and pay rit, so asto securea 
good which would otherwise probably be never 1in in their power. But 1 
suppose they must then appeal to the nation for an additional article to the 
Constitution approving and contirming an act which the nation had not pre 
viously authorized. The Constitution has made no provision for our holding 
foreign territory, still less for incorporating foreign nations into our Union 
The Executive, in seizing the fugitive occurrence which so much advances 
the good of their country, have done an act beyond the Constitution. 

The legislature, in casting behind them metaphysical subtleties and risk 
ing themselves like faithful servants, must ratify and pay for it, and throw 
themselves on their country for doing for them unauthorized what we know 
they would have done for themselves had they been in a situation to doit 

t is the case of a guardian investing the money of his ward in purchasing 
an important adjacent territory, and saying to him, when of age, “I did this 
for your good; I pretend to no right to bind you; you may disavow me,and 
J must get out of the scrape asI can. I thought it my duty to risk myself 
for you.” But we shall not be disavowed by the nation, and their act of in 
demnity will confirm and not weaken the Constitution by more strongly 
marking out its lines 

Congress did ratify the treaty and pay the eleven and a quarter 
million dollars purchase money, and that closed the transaction. 
The Constitution was not amended to confirm the purchase be- 
cause no amendment was necessary. There is no power in the 
Government to question the action of Congress in prescribing the 
territorial boundaries of the United States. The judiciary as well 
as the Executive must obey and can not question the constitution- 
ality of a law defining the territorial jurisdiction of the judicial 
and executive departments of the Government. 

Jefferson did not falter in the great enterprise of doubling the 
area of the United States because he found no express authority 
in the Constitution. The question wasanewone, Hesaw great 
good and acted for the best interests of hiscountry. He did, 
however, without knowing it act with full authority of the Con- 
stitution. The decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on that question are conclusive and are admirably summed 
up by Mr. Justice Bradley in the celebrated case of the Mormon 
Church vs, The United States (136 United States Supreme Court, 
42-44), He said: 

The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is general 
and plenary, arising from and incidental to the right to acquire the terri 
tory itself and from the power given by the Constitution to make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging 
to the United States. It would be absurd to hold that the United States 
has power to acquire territory, 2nd no power to govern it when acquired. 
The power to acquire territory, other than the territory northwest of the 
Ohio River (which belonged fo the United States at the adoption of the 
Constitution), is derived from the treaty-making power and the power to 
declare and carry on war. 

The incidents of these powers are those of national sovereignty, and belong 
toallindependent governments. The power to make acquisitions of territory 
by conquest, by treaty, and by cession is an incident of national sovereignty. 

© Territory of Louisiana, when acquired from France, and the Territories 
west of the ar Mountains, when acquired from Mexico, became the abso- 

ute property and domain of the United States, subject to such conditions as 

© Government in its diplomatic negotiations had seen fit to accept relating 
to the rights of the xeople then inhabiting those Territories. Having right 
fully acquired said Territories, the United States Government was the only 
one which could impose laws upon them, and its sovereignty over them was 
complete. No State of the Union had any such right of sovereignty over 
them; no other country or government had any such right. These proposi 
tions are so elementary and so necessarily follow from the condition of things 
arising upon the acquisition of new territory that they need no argument 
tosupport them. They are self-evident. ; 

Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of the American Insurance Company 
vs. Canter (1 Pet., 511, 542), well said: . ils 

Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belonging to the United 
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SOVEREICNTY OF ISLANDS VESTI IN UD 

The Executive and Congress, including the treaty-inaking pow 
have accepted the sovereignty of the islands from Spain and } 
therefor §20,000,000. This was the action of our Gover 
and every department thereof. For the past three centut 
the nations of the world have recognized the sovereignty of $ 
in these islands withouta dissenting voice. It is true there] 
been anarchy and discord in these islands in all other count 
under Spanish dominion. The same was true of the country ac- 
quired from France. Louisiana previous to the Jefferson pur- 
chase was in a chronic state of revolution. The samo wast 
of the territory acquired from Mexico by the 
lupe Hidalgo. The United States paid no attention to local in- 
surrection or anarchy not recognized by civilized nations, but ac- 
cepted all previous acquisitions without a tion that the 
hostilities of the inhabitants impaired the title of the United States, 

How does the insurrection and guerrilla warfare practiced by 
Aguinaldo differ in character from the numerous Indian wars r 
sulting from the acquisition of territory from I Spain, and 
Mexico? The argumentthat Spain was not in complete possession 
of those islands and had no right to cede them would apply with 
equal force to all other acquisitions of territory by the United Stat 
except, perhaps, Alaska. The Sioux, Arapahoes, Comanches, and 
other tribes of the far West have carried on an irregular warfare 
of the most destructive kind for n acentury. ‘Thousands of 
lives have been sacrificed in these wars and many millions of dol- 
lars expended, and | no one doubts the validity or the propriety 
of the acquisition of these vast territories. 

Is it not too late to object to the acquisition of the Philippines 
after they have been made a part of the territory of the United 
states by the concurrence of all departments of the Government? 
3 it not too late to say that we have no right to occupy the Phil 

he vast expenditure of blood and treasure which 


rue 
treaty of Guada- 
) 


Siig 


Veen 
rance, 
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G 
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ippines after the 
has been made in carrying out the supreme law of the land in 
acquiring the archipelago? How can the advocates of the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty avoid their responsibility to protect citizens 
of the United States and foreign residents in the islands, which 
this Government assumed when it accepted the sovereignty from 
Spain and entered upon the occupation of the country? The 
honor of the United States is involved and will be maintained, 
whatever the fault-finders may say. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY FREE INSTITUTIO 

The talk of imperialism and empire is unreasonable. The vast 
acquisitions already made since the adoption of the Constitution 
have not subverted free institutions, but have established them 
upon a broader, firmer, and more enduring basis, The comparison 
between the colonial policy of despotism and the acquisition of 
new territory by the United States is unjustifial The evil days 
of the colonies of Rome were during the empire, when insurrec 
tion, war, and oppression were chronic. ‘The colonial policy of 
all despotisms is a sad exhibition of fraud, oppression, and cor- 
ruption, Despotisms are wicked and oppressive enough at home, 
and the subjects of despots grow more miserable as the distance 
between them and the monarch increases. 

Not so with our Republic. The people of the Pacific coast en- 
joy the same degree of freedom asthe people of the Atlantic. Ex 
perience has demonstrated that residents in remote sections have 
more freedom and more beneficent and progressive institutions 
than the inhabitants of the Atlantic coast States. What reason 
is there to suppose that the American people will love, respect, 
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and guard the principles of free institutions with less care vecause 
our boundaries are extended? Is there anything in the past from 
which such a conclusion can be drawn? On the contrary, do we 
not hear expressions of public sentiment on every side that it is 
the duty of the United States to extend to the newly acquired ter- 
ritories the principles of the free institutions which we enjoy? 
DUTY OF THE UNITED STATES TO BSTABLISH STABLE GOVERNMEN' 
Even the anti-expansionists, who rival in bitterness the fault- 


1 


finders of the time of Jefferson, Monroe, Jackson, and Polk, | 
recognize the obligations of the United States to establish stable | while the Filipinos had been under Spanish rule for three 
government in the Philippines before they are turned adrift to dred and fifty years, and the ‘‘ Little Washington,” so 1; 
take care of themselves as best they can. If it be our duty to | lauded by the critics, was an exile in foreign lands, enjovyi: 
establish stable government in the archipelago, why not wait | fruits of his negotiations with Spain,.when Dewey destroy: 


until such government shall have been established before we de- 
termine what we shall do next? 


After that great work shall have | 


| 
| 


been accomplished the American people will not be less able to | 
judge what is expedient and for the best interests of all parties | 


concerned than they now are with their limited information. 

Is it not probable that when good government shall have been 
established in Porto Rico, the Sandwich Islands, and the Philip- 
pines we will find the markets and productions of those countries 
useful and beneficial? If they will relieve our people from buy- 
ing hundreds of millions of tropical products from foreigners and 


DEFENSE OF AGUINALDO BY AMERICANS SCANDALOUS 

The defense by Americans of Aguinaido’'s rebellion is scan 
ous. During all the bloody wars with the Indians, who 
occupied all of what is now the United States, there is ; 
stance on record where the villainous warfare of the murde; 
savages was justified by high officials. It will not do to sa\ 
the savages occupied our country and Aguinaldo cecuy 
own. The United States was the home of the savages. No 
eign nation ruled over them when we advanced upon their 


Spanish fleet in Manila Bay. 

The treachery of Aguinaldo in defying the authority of 
United States after this Government had broken the pov 
Spain and made it possible for him to return to his native | 
in accordance with his whole conduct in accepting the mo. 


| Spain asa condition of surrender and banishment from the is! 
| His pretended friendship for the United States to obtain sa 


duct to the islands in violation of his compact with Spain, t 


| purpose of reaping the fruits of the victory of American 


furnish a market for our surplus exports, the anti-expansionists | 


may be as unwilling to give them up as they would be now tosur- 
render the Louisiana purchase. 


The anti-expansionists are so va- | 


riable, irrational, and illogical that they become bewilderedand lose | 


their following. They have no settled policy. They insist that the 
Philippines must go, but they will not fix the day of their depar- 
ture. Itisthe old story. Their anxiety to get rid of Louisiana, 
Florida, Texas, and California was a deep-seated disease. Time 
and the development of those acquisitions have alleviated their 
distress, but have not eradicated the germs of the disease. Porto 
Rico, Guam, and the Philippines have warmed into life the germs 
of envy and discontent inseparable fromthe nature of a pessimist, 


. 


The army of fault-finders, judging from the noise they make, isas | 


numerous now as in the time of Jefferson. A hundred years of 
railing against the best interests of the people has not taught them 
wisdom nor abated the ardor of their discontent. On the contrary, 
it has revived the memory of their former defeats, 

HOW LABORING MEN ARE CONCERNED. 


The opponents of progress, on the principle that misery loves | 


company, are now striving toalarm laboring men. The good for- 


tune which will come to labor by cheaper sugar, coffee, and other | 


tropical products and the vast markets which these islands will 
furnish for our exports affects them like pure spring water pre- 
sented to a mad dog. They seek to arouse the laborers of the 
United States by pointing to 10,000,000 Filipinos and asserting 
that they will come here to compete with American laborers if 
the islands are retained. They ignore the fact that the Swedes 
and Norwegians settle on the northern borders of the United 
States; that the Germans follow immediately south of them; that 
the Irish follow farther south, and that the Italians seek the 
Southern climes of the United States as approximating more nearly 
to the climate of Italy. When they are reminded that laborers 
from the temperate zone never emigrate to the Tropics, nor do 
laborers from the Tropics leave their sunny homes for the tem- 
perate zones, they reply that Chinese laborers come to the United 
States. 

When they are reminded that China is between latitudes 20 and 


50 north, extending but slightly above and slightly below those | 


parallels, and that the United States is between those parallels, 
they display their ignorance of geography by declaring that the 
climate of China and the Philippines is the same, It is true that 
a few Chinamen from southern China are now in Luzon; but that 
country has always been open to them, and the emigration to the 
Philippines from Chinaisa mere trifle. The exclusion laws of the 
United States would keep Chinese out of all our island possessions 
with the same ease that they now prevent their emigration to the 
United States. 

No candid person who will investigate the question will contend 
that the labor of the United States will be in competition with 
the cheap labor of our new possessions. On the contrary, it is 
manifest that the demand for our products in supplying the wants 
of these islands will be a vast boon to the laboring men of this 
country. 

’ FILIPINOS INCAPABLE OF SELF-GOVERNMENT. 

The fault-finders contend thas the Filipinos are utterly incapa- 
ble of self-government, and in the same breath insist that it is the 
duty of the United States to give them immediate freedom with- 
out regard to conseyuences. We would suggest to the enthusias- 
tic objectors who compare the guerrilla warrior of Luzon to the 
immortal Washington that their language would be more accu- 
rate if they would compare Aguinaldo to Tecumseh, Sitting Bull, 
Old Cochise, or some other celebrated Indiun warrior whose ex- 
ploits in the recent past surpass in gallantry the wily little Fili- 
pino, who engages in war for personal ambition and the profits of 
peace negotiations. 


shows that his cunning is only surpassed by his infidelity to { 
and disregard of all honorable obligations. That such ; 
should find apologists, much less advocates of his cause a 
the United States, among our own people, is lamentable. 

The issue between the Government in discharging the obli; 
imposed by the war and the treaty with Spain on the 
and the insurrectionistsin the Philippines on the other, has b 
political. The question to be decided is a very simple one. 3) 
the armies of the United States surrender or be withdrawn in 
grace and the rebels and anarchists be triumphant, with full lib- 
erty to kill, rob, and destroy, or shall the insurrection b 
pressed? In the civil war persons who were suspected of syiipa- 
thizing with the Southern cause were called ‘‘ copperhead 
they repelled the charge and pointed tothe heroic legions of Demo- 
cratsin the field fighting the battlesof their country. The Demo 
crats in this Chamber after the war began were not in t! t 


ill 


dil 
ils 


| of comparing Mr. Davis to Washington or accusing the Army « 
> z d 


the United States of trampling upon the rights of an innocent and 
unoffending people. The letters and ae of Mr. Day 
were never read in the Senate of the United States to encour 


| the rebellion and weaken the cause of the Union, as the lett 


and bombastic utterances of Aguinaldo have been read and 01 
mented on to disparage this Government and encourag 


| enemy. 





ENCOURAGEMENT GIVEN TO THE INSURRECTIONISTS. 


There is no positive proof that the insurrectionists in the Ph 
pines would have surrendered long ago and that thousand 
lives of our brave soldiers would have been saved if Aguinaldo 
and his followers had received no aid or encouragement from 
politicians and agitators in this country, but the proof is abu 


| dant that the Filipinos have been made to believe that if they would 


prolong war or anarchy until the Presidential election the Adimin- 
istration would be overthrown and that they would then have 
everything their own way. 

The amendment proposed on the 22d day of May by the Sv: 
from South Dakota [Mr, PETTIGREW] to the bill under co: 
tion is in harmony with the assurances of aid and comfort to the 
enemy by the leaders of the opponents of this Government. [| 
amendment is as follows: 

That all hostile demonstrations on the part of the armed forces 
United States in the yom ge Islands shall at once cease, and that w 
to the people of said islands self-government, based upon the prin 
our Constitution and the Declaration of Independence, and that neg: 
on this basis be at once opened with the existing native governmen 
settlement of all differences, with a view tothe speedy withdraw al 
armed forces, and that full authority is vested in the President of the | 
States to carry out the provisions of this act. 


This amendment is not mere talk. It is proposed legisla! 
offered in open session, to be telegraphed to the rebels to show | 
what they may expect if they will continue their murderous : 
rilla warfare. The champions of Aguinaldo and his cause hive 
challenged the friends of the United States to meet them at t''° 
polls and there to decide which shall be supported by the next \\' 
ministration. The forces of the United States fighting in thes 
charge of the solemn duty which this Government has asso! 
to protect life and property and maintain order in the Philip) 
will be sustained by the people. The amendment proposed by |e 
Senator from South Dakota and the surrender advocated by 11" 
will compel the people to take sides with or against the Gov rl 
ment—with or against theenemiesof the United States. The 
dict isnot doubtful. If the advocates of Aguinaldo continue |! 
contention until the polls are closed their votes will be scatter!) 
lf the opponents of the present Administration desire to be ov: 
whelmed they will advocate the amendment of the Senator fro"! 
South Dakota and carry the banner of Aguinaldo through te 
campaign. 


liu 
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NORTH AND SOUTH LOYAL TO THE FLAG. 


Whatever difference of opinion there may be among the people, 
the great mass of them both North and South are heoall to the 
flag, and will not, under any circumstances, listen to the disgrace 
or dishonor of the Government. They will regard, and justly so, 
any wavering in the face of an enemy as weakening the power 
and prestige of the United States. They will regard, and justly 
so, the neglect or failure on the part of the United States to pro- 
tect the lives and property of all peaceable residents, whether 
native born or foreign, in the Philippines, as treachery to the ob- 
ligations assumed under the treaty with Spain, and as humili- 
ating to the brave soldiers who have fought the battles of their 
sountry. 

The surrender proposed by the amendment of the Senator from 
South Dakota is an unequivocal admission that the President was 
wrong in negotiating the treaty, the Senate was wrong in ratify- 
ing it, the House was wrong in appropriating the purchase money 
and in providing an army to suppress the insurrection; that the 
war itself was a crime from the beginning, and that the blood and 
treasure expended under the authority of Congress and the Exec- 
utive were in violation of justice and the rights of humanity. 
Are the American people ready to place their Government in such 
a disgraceful attitude before the nations of the world? The sur- 
render and withdrawal of our troops proposed by the amendment 
would rob America of her good name and destroy the love and re- 
spect for the Government which is deep seated in the hearts and 
minds of a loyal people. 

SELF-GOVERNMENT FOR CUBA. 

The critics of the Government are equally unreasonable in dis- 
cussing affairsof Cuba. They lay great stress upon the disclaimer 
of the United States of any intention to seize the island. That 
disclaimer is as follows: 

That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island except for the 
pacification thereof. and asserts its determination, when that is accomplished, 
to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

30th Spain and the United States recognized the force of this 
disclaimer in the first article of the treaty, which is: 

Spain relinquishes all claim of sovereignty over and title to Cuba. 

And as the island is, upon its evacuation by Spain, to be occupied by the 
United States, the United States will, so long as such occupation shall last, 
assume and discharge the obligations that may under international law re- 
sult from the fact of its occupation, for the protection of life and property. 

By the pledge in the statutes, taken in connection with the 
treaty, the United States has assumed the duty of pacificating the 
island and maintaining its international obligations to protect life 
and property. The people will not consent to a withdrawal from 
the island, whatever the critics may say, until this duty to pacifi- 
cate the island and provide for the protection of life and property 
shall have been performed. Is there the slightest evidence that 
law, order, justice, and good government would exist in Cuba if 
the military forces of the United States were now withdrawn? 
The critics contend that holding onto the island for a day indi- 
dicates a purpose on the part of the United States to maintain per- 
petual dominion. What authority has anyone to charge the Gov- 
ernment with bad faith until they can point to some failure of 
duty or obligation? The contention that retaining the island un- 
til our duty is performed means a violation of the solemn pledge 
of the United States has no foundation. However much we may 
want to annex the island of Cubaand make it a part of the United 
States, we can not do it without the consent of the people, because 
of the promises we have made. There can be no doubt about the 
advantage to the United States and to Cuba of the admission of 
Cubaasa State of the Union. Butit rests withthe people of Cuba 
to say whether or not this shall be done, Cuba may elect to come 
to us of her own free will. 

The admission of Texas as a State of the Union furnishes an 
example which may be followed in the case of Cuba. In 1848 the 
United States offered Spain $100,000,000 for Cuba. In 1854, when 
James Buchanan was minister te England; Mason, of Virginia, 
minister to France, and Pierre Soulé minister to Spain, President 
Pierce, through William L. Marcy, his Secretary of State, in- 
structed those ministers to convene at some convenient place in 
Europe to prepare a declaration in relation to the acquisition of 
Cuba. They assembled at Ostend in October, 1854, and adjourned 
to Aix la Chapelle, where they issued the paper known as the 
“Ostend manifesto,” declaring the desire of the Administration to 
acquire Cuba and offering $120,000,000 therefor. They set forth 
at length the reasons why Spain should sell and why the United 
States should buy and annex the island. A short extract from 
that manifesto will furnish abundant reasons why every possible 
effort should now be made to secure the annexation of Cuba with 
the consent of the people of thatisland. The extract is as follows: 


From its locality 


it commands the mouth of the Mississippi, and the im- 
Mense and annual 


y increasing trade must seek thisavenue to the ocean. On 


mniles, 
Gult of Meni” 


ethemselves through this magnificent river into the 
crease of the popu 


the numerous Hsemboge streams, measuring an aggregate course of some 30,000 


m 
the ation within the last ten years 
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amounts to more than that of the entire Union at the time Louisiana was an- 
nexed toit. The natural and main outlet to the products of this entire poy 

ulation, the highway of their direct intercourse with the Atlantic and the 
Pacific States, can never be secure, but must ever be endangered, while Cuba 
is a dependency of a distant power, in whose possession it has proved to be 


ot 
source of constant annoyance and embarrassment to their interests 


Indeed, the Union can never enjoy repose nor possess reliable security as 
long as Cuba is not embraced within its boundaries. Its immediate acquis: 
tion by our Government is of paramount importance, and we can not doubt 


that it is a consummation devoutly wished for by its inhabitants. 

I know it‘will be said that the Democratic party at that time 
wanted Cuba to extend the area of slavery; but the reasons given 
independent of the question of slavery are quite suflicient. Cuba 
is the key to the Gulf of Mexico and must be under the control of 
the United States, and this is as true now as it was filty years 
ago. Jefferson will not be accused of desiring to extend the 


sarea 
of slavery. He was opposed to that institution, and in a letter to 
President Monroe, dated October 24, 1823, in discussing the Mon 


roe doctrine, he said: 


I candidly confess that I have ever looked on Cuba as the most 
addition which could ever be made to our system of States. The 
which, with Florida Point, this island would give us over the Gulf of 
and the countries and isthmus bordering on it, as well as all thos 
waters flow into it, would fill up the measure of our political well being 

Whatever else this Government may do, it must retain control 
of Cuba until that island is pacificated and a government is estab- 
lished capable of performing its international obligations and pro- 
tecting life and property. Any attempt to shirk that obligation 
because of crimes and embezzlements committed in Cuba by offi 
cers appointed by the United States would be an admission that 
the people of the United States are so corrupt that it is impossible 
for this Government to discharge its obligations to Cuba, Spain, 
and other nations. Such an admission would be absolutely fa!se. 
No government was ever organized in which there were no crim- 
inals, Every civilized government is compelled to have an elab- 
orate system of criminal law, with judges, police, jails, and prisons 
to enforce them. 


? Menten 


y 


UNITED STATES MUST PUNISH OFFENDERS IN CUBA, 

That government which winks at crime and fails to enforce its 
criminal laws must necessarily perish of its own corruption. We 
have complained of Spain because it was alleged that crime in high 
places went unwhipped of justice. We have boasted of the rigor- 
ous and impartial enforcement of the criminal laws of this coun- 
try. Wehave not reached perfection in that regard, but we believe 
that the people of the United States have approximated as nearly 
to the complete enforcement of law against crime as any other na- 
tion, ancientor modern. The wrongdoers in Cuba will be hunted 
down and punished, and an example will be set of American ad- 
ministration of law which will not only wipe out the disgrace 
which American officials in Cuba have brought upon their country, 
but will furnish this Government an opportunity to exhibit to the 
world its love of justice and its determination to punishcrime, If 
haif we hear is true, this will be an object lesson in Cuba the like of 
which has never before been witnessed in that island. 

The people of Cuba have already experienced the effects of the 
high standard of civilization in this country. We have done for 
them what was never before done for any people. We have res- 
cued them from the intolerable oppression of Spain against which 
they have struggled for acentury, and we have also rescued them 
from the misery andanarchy of theirown people. They will know 
how good and great this Government is before we shall have dis- 
charged the obligations which we have assumed. To pretend that 
the Cubans will not desire to cast their lot with us after we have 
rescued them from the depths of misery, anarchy, and tyranny, 
and made them secure in life, property, and liberty, is to assume 
that they are destitute of the capacity to appreciate liberty, pros- 
perity, and the independent self-government enjoyed by every 
State of this Union. We know full well if the power and infiu- 
ence of the United States were withdrawn from them they would 
be the prey of foreign despots without hope of liberty, good gov- 
ernment, or the protection of life and property. However that 
may be, we must do our duty and fulfill our legal engagements 
and take the consequences. ‘That will be the position of the Amer- 
ican people. 


OUR FORM OF GOVERNMENT SUITED TO DISTANT TERRITORY. 


The suggestion that our form of governmentcan only be applied 
to contiguous territory has no foundation. The Constitution and 
the practical interpretation thereof for the last one hundred years 
show how admirably suited our system of government is for a 
distant as well as adjoining territory. Under our Territorial gov- 
ernments certain officers may be appointed by the General Gov- 
ernment or they all may be elected by the people. It has been 
customary to appoint the governor, judges, district attorney, col- 
lectors of customs, etc. These officers can all be elected by the 
people except perhaps those charged with collecting Government 
revenues, All the local self-government of which any people are 
capable can be conferred upon them through our ‘Territorial sys- 
tem; in fact, they can have the same degree of independent, free 
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government which is enjoyed by the States, except representation 
in the two Houses of Congress, which need not and will not be 
granted until it shall be deemed for the best interests of all con- 
cerned to do so. 


The contention that there is imperialism or empire in our sys- 
tem of Territorial government is refuted by a hundred years of 
practical experience. It is unfortunate that there has been some 
disposition in this Congress to depart from the Territorial system 
established by Jefferson and practiced for more than a century, 
and a desire to adopt new devices not in accord with the estab- 
lished policy of the Government. These new devices must be 
abandoned. The well-known and thoroughly tried Territorial 
system, which has produced such beneficial results in the past, 
must be extended to our island possessions, and the people of 
those islands will govern themselves as fully and as freely as the 

yeople of other Territories have done for more than a century. | 
Vea, more. If a wise policy is pursued, there will be very few of- | 
ficers appointed by the General Government; the people must be 
allowed, as soon as practicable, to select their own governors, 
judges, and all officers except those connected with the collection 
of Government revenue. It would have been very much better 
if the policy of allowing all Territories more freedom in their elec- 
tions had been pursued in the past. They would have had better 
governors, better judges, and better officers for all purposes. 
The party that takes the broad ground of extending our Terri- 
torial system over the is'ands and allowing them the greatest pos- 
sible liberty in the election of their own oflicers will be indorsed 
by the American people. 

Both political parties have failed in their administration to 


NO IMPERIALISM IN THE AMERICAN SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT. | 
i 


recognize the demand of the people that the offices in the Terri- 


tories shall be filled by residents. In answer to this demand, how- 
ever, the national conventions of both parties have for many | 
years incorporated in their national platforms a pledge to appoint 
residents ot the Territories to fill the local offices. There would | 
have been better government in the Territories if more offices had 
been elective and fewer officers had been imported by politicians 
from distant States. The environments of home in every com- 
munity exercise a powerful influence upon local officers, Many 
persons who would have been honest and faithful in the discharge 
of official duties at home are unable to resist temptation in distant | 
lands. 


PUBLICITY I8 NECESSARY TO KEEP THE AVERAGE MAN HONEST. 


It has been suggested that honesty as a commodity must be 
absolutely pure to bear transportation. If it be conceded that | 
man is naturally honest, it must be admitted that publicity is | 
necessary to keep the average man in the paths of rectitude. At 
home all eyes are watching the conduct of public officials. In a | 
strange country men are apt to suppose that they can do things 
without detection which they could not do when surrounded by 
friends and neighbors. Besides, no man has the same local pride 
and interest in a place of temporary residence which he feels for 
the place of his nativity. In astrange land he has no friends to 
watch over his conduct and warn him of the breakers ahead, and 
he must be a strong character if his honesty is proof against the 
snares and pitfalls of a new and unsettled community where 
speculative enterprises so rapidly create and dissipate fortunes. 

Under our Territorial form of government the responsibility of 
the United States to foreign countries for the conduct of our 
island possessions would be no greater than it would be under | 
a protectorate, and at the same time our duty to see that life, 
property and the rights of foreigners are protected in the islands 
will be more easily performed under the Territorial system than 
under any other. The principles of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence have their full force and effect in Territories to the same 
éxtent as in States with the single exception of the collection of 
revenue for the support of the General Government. But inas- 
much as the customs duties and internal-revenue laws apply to 
the States and Territories alike, the right that representation 
shall go with taxation is substantially preserved. It will not be 
questioned that the people of any of the islands wrested from 
Spain would be better off under the Territorial government of the 
United States than under any possible form of government created 
and administered by themselves or by any foreign power. 

Whether these islands will confer the benefits upon the United 
States which their location and resources promise must be deter- 
mined by the future, and the people of the United States will take 
care of the future. The islands have been annexed and the United 
States have undertaken the task of giving them good local gov- 
ernment. When that shall have been accomplished, and it is 
thought best that they should be separated from the United States 
and go their way, there will be as much power to doit then as 
now. If these islands shall be surrendered after good govern- 
ment has been established under the flag of the United States, it 
will be because the people of this country will think it is for their 
interest to sever their connection with them, 
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ISLANDS MUST BE BROUGHT UNDER AMERICAN CONTROL, 

With regard to what must be done now with the islands ac. 
quired from Spain there is little controversy among patriotic 
zens. The islands must be subjugated to the control of the U; 
States, and local self-government capable of protecting lif, 
property must be established. What will be done after this , 
work shall have been accomplished it is unnecessary to pr: 
It will be in the power of Congress to do at that time what 
deemed best for all concerned, and that will be the case wh 
promises we may now make. The people need not waste ti) 
considering an issne of mere predictions as to what may ha 
in the distant future while they are discharging the obligati 
the present. 

Every departure from our Territorial system will be r 
with suspicion. Experiments in governing our island poss 
will prejudice the party in power, ard the adoption of an 
policy foreign to the Jeffersonian Territorial sys'em will b 
to the party making it. Expansion modeled after the EF 
system in India would be in violation of the principles 
Declaration of Independence and the beginning of the end ; 
institutions, but expansion under the Jeffersonian policy o! 
torial government will continue to be inscribed on the bam 
the victorious party in every contest where that issue is mad 


| MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GR 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay be! 
Senate the resolutions from the House on the death of Hon 


| LIAM L. GREENE. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChairlays before th 


| resolutions from the House of Representatives which will be: 


The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
IN THE Houses oF REPRESENTATIVES, January 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
Hon. WILLIAM L. GREENE, late a Representative from the State of N 

Resolved, That, asa mark of respect to the memory of the decea 
business of the House be now suspended to enable his associates to pa 
tribute of regard to his high character and distinguished public ser 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Ser 

Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect, the House, at the 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask t 
read the following resolutions, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nel 


| submits resolutions which the Secretary will read. 


The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the anr 
ment of the death of Hon. W1LL1AM L. GREENE, late a Representativ: 
the State of Nebraska. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in o1 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to t! 
of Representatives. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, notwithstanding I am fam 
in a considerable degree with the life, character, and public 
ices of Mr. GREENE, it is with difficulty that I can speak « 
at this time. He was my personal and political friend, a: 


| death of a friend usually deprives me of the use of lan; 


adequately descriptive of my feelings and of his virtues and me: 

Judge GREENE is thus mentioned in the Congressional 
ory of the Fifty-fifth Congress, from which I read: 

** WILLIAM L. GREENE, of Kearney, was born on a farm in Ii! 
County, Ind., October 3, 1849; removed with his parents to Dui 
County, in the same State, where, during his early youth 
worked on a farm in the summer months and attended schovo! i 
winter, thus acquiring an education which fitted him to enter t! 
academy at Lreland, Ind., which institution he attended for t!1 
years; engaged in the profession of teaching, which vocatio 
followed until he began the study of law; in 1876 was admittedt 
the bar in Bloomington, Ind., and began a successful practice 1 
the Indiana courts; in 1883, removed with his family to Kearney, 
Nebr., where he still resides, and resumed the practice of his )ro- 
fession; a8 a practitioner he has been very successful, and mae 
for himself more than a State reputation as a criminal lawyer: 10 
politics was originally a Democrat, but in 1890 cast his lot with 
the Populist party, being oneof the founders of that organization; 
in 1892, without solicitation on his part, was brought out before 
the legislature of the State as a candidate for United States Sen- 
ator, and came within 2 votes of being elected to fill the position 
which Senator W. V. ALLEN now occupies, his support, at is 
instance, going to Mr. ALLEN and assuring that gentleman's ¢ c- 
tion; in 1895 was elected judge of the Twelfth judicial district 0) 
Nebraska; was elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress as a Popu'ist. 

And I may add that in 1898 he was reelected to represent 118 
district in the Fifty-sixth Congress. 

After the adjournment of the Fifty-fifth Congress, Jus 
GREENE went directly to his home at Kearney, Nebr., and wit!!n 
a very few days went to Omaha on business, where in the e:'y 
part of the same month he was suddenly taken ill and died. he 
remains were taken to his home, and he now sleeps in peace 1 
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the beautiful cemetery adjacent to the city of his residence, and 
the grave is cared for by the loving hands of his wife and chil- 
dren, and a large number of devoted personal friends. 

Judge GREENE was a man of pure purposes and high aims. 
Being gifted beyond ordinary mortals with a high order of natu- 
ral ability and aptitude for public affairs, he was early in life 
recognized as a leader of men and a powerful molder of public 
sentiment on important public questions. 

It is said that the most accurate measurement which can be 
made of a man is his attitude in domestic life. At his own fire- 
side and in his home circle the man throws off the mask he wears 
in business and in public life and stands unveiled and exhibits his 
true nature, 

Measured by this test, Judge GREENE was nature’s nobleman. 
He was a most ardent lover of his wife up to the moment of his 
death and an affectionate and devoted friend of his children. His 
home circle was a charming place to visit. Uniform courtesy 
shown by the husband and father to his wife and children and 
reciprocal treatment on their part marked the Greene homestead 
as aspot where love, affection, and good will reigned supreme 
and unbroken. It was a Christian home as well—a home where 
education and refinement were inculcated, and where a love of 
music and art prevailed. 

Mr. GREENE was an excellent and most kindly neighbor. How- 
ever much others might disagree with him on public questions, 
his purityjand sincerity of purpose were never drawn in question, 
and some of his most influential political opponents were his most 
devoted personal friends. Being of humble birth and having 
arisen to eminence by his own talent and effort, after great priva- 
tion and a severe struggle with poverty, he was easily approach- 
able by the most humble person and always listened with atten- 
tion and interest to those in distress, and to the extent of his means 
gave liberally to relieve the distress of the unfortunate. As a 
judge he was eminently wise, patient, and impartial, and when 
he left the bench to take up the duties of a member of Congress 
the step was universally regretted by the bar and people of his 
judicial district. 

Mr. President, Judge Greene shone brightly as a jurist and 
pees advocate. Indeed, in all my range of acquaintance with 
awyers and popular orators, I have never known his superior, 
Nebraska, according to her population, has, in my judgment, a 
full quota of great lawyers and great orators, and Judge GREENE 
ranked high among the best of these. 

He had the power, given to few, of moving juries and public 
audiences at his will from laughter to tears. He had studied well 
the passions and emotions of men, and he touched these with the 
consummate skill of a master who touches the key or string which 
produces the sweetest strain of music. 

The dead jurist and statesman was a firm believer in the Chris- 
tian religion, and he was a master of Biblical lore and Biblical 
history. He had an abiding faith in the immortality of the soul, 
and he loved to repeat the words of Longfellow: 

Life is real! life is earnest! 
And the grave is not its goal; 
Dust thou art, to dust returnest, 
Was not spoken of the soul. 

Although called from time to eternity before he had lived the 
allotted three score and ten years, it is not within the province of 
his most devoted friend to say that his life work was not well 
finished at that time. As long as his last friend lives the grave of 
this eminent citizen of my beloved State will be moistened by the 
tears of affection, and as often as the season returns his tomb will 
be bedecked with rare flowars, nature's first and most beautiful 
offering to spring. 

Mr. President, Judge GREENE was an ambitious man withal, 
but his ambitions were in the right G@wection. He was not sordid, 
He was not ambitious for personal gain or personal preferment. 
He was ambitious that his influence might be of benefit to those 
around him and of benefit to the world; and he learned also this 
lesson from the beautiful poem of Longfellow, from which I have 
quoted, a few stanzas more of which he often quoted to me: 

Lives of great men all remind us 
We can make our lives sublime, 


And departing, leave behind us 
Footprints on the sands of time. 


Footprints that perhaps another, 
Sailing o’er life’s solemn main, 

A forlorn and shipwrecked brother, 
Seeing, may take heart again. 


Let us, then, be up and doing, 
With a heart for any fate; 
Still achieving, still pursuing, 
Learn to labor and to wait. 


Mr, President, life is but a breath; at best aspan. A few days 


of sunshine and shadow, a few days of pleasure and pain, a few 
days of tears and joy and sorrow, and man lies down and fades 
into the future to awake on the shores of eternity. 

| believe it is well with my friend, to whose memory we have 
dedicated the service of this hour. 
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Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, to the sick and infirm who can 
look forward to nothing but pain and suffering, death is a grate- 
ful and happy release. To those who have accomplished the 
allotted span, and whose life work is over, it is but lying down to 
sleep preparatory toa glorious and eternal morning. ‘That this 
is so we all reverently believe, and our natural sorrow at parting 
with those so situated is chastened by that belief. But when one 
in the noon of life and in the meridian of his power, with the ten- 
drils of affection reaching from his heart and entwining those who 
are yet helpless and dependent, and with just interests and aspira- 
tions in many directions yet unaccomplished and to be striven for, 
is suddenly and without warning swallowed up and engulfed in 
the great ocean of eternity, it comes to us as a terribly calamity, 
and not even the knowledge that ‘‘He doth all things well” can 
assuage our grief, 

The death of our lamented friend, whose virtues and sery 
we are now commemorating, came on us in this latter guise. He 
was only 50 years of age when the summons came to him like a 
bolt of lightning from aclear sky. He was then away from his 
home but a short time after the adjournment of Congress, and 
the glad anticipations of loving wife and happy children for his 








return were quenched in a flood of sorrow, which may subside 
in time, but which will always leave its bitter mark on their lives. 
All but one of his children were yet }oung and dependent, and 
their necessities required him, and undoubtedly they andhis ng 


helpmeet were the subject of anxious solicitude on his part. 

My acquaintance with him was only casual, but his reputation 
was not confined to State lines, and I knew him, as all others in 
Congress knew him, as aman of great ability, of fine attainments. 
an honest, earnest man with high ideals, from which he could not 
be shaken and for which he was always anxious to fight. He 
was a gladiator in the cause of the people, as he understood it, 
with buckler on arm and sword in hand ready to do battle against 
all adverse comers, and few measured swords with him and came 
off with distinguished advantage. His life work had eminently 
fitted him for service in Congress. He had been a highly success- 
ful practitioner at the bar for many years and had served the 
people of his adopted State on the bench before his election to 
Congress. So highly was he regarded by the people of Nebraska 
that he came within two votes of being elected to the Senate of 
the United States in 1892. Undoubtedly, if life had been spared 
him, he would have attained high distinction in the service of the 
nation. His training and his natural abilities conspired to make 
him able and efficient in both legislation and administration, and 
his unswerving honesty and rugged independence insured the 
exertion at all times of his best powers in the cause of his country. 

But he has gone from amongst us, and we, in common with his 
bereaved family and immediate friends, lament that he is gone. 
He was a faithful and affectionate husband, a tender, loving father, 
a good citizen, an upright judge, an able, efficient, and honest leg- 


islator, and although cut off in the meridian of his usefulness, he 
has left to his fellows much of strenuous service to remember with 


grateful appreciation, and in every relation of life comported him- 
self so as to win the respect and admiration of ali who knew him. 
That he has faced the great unknown and unknowable future 
with the same serene courage that he faced all the problems of 
this life we can not doubt. And there, on the threshold of that 
future, we must leave him. Our vision can not penetrate beyond 
its confines into the mysteries beyond, But that it is well with 
him we know—otherwise virtue is barren of reward and honest 
endeavor but a spasmodic effort without tangible stimulus, be- 
ginning in nothing and ending in nothing. The world from the 
beginning of time has refused to accept such a solution of the 
problems of life. It is contrary to all analogies drawn from the 
known laws of nature, and contrary to an impulse found in every 
human heart which, from its universality, may be justly said to 
be inspired by an omnipotent God. 

Mr, President, I was notified only this morning that I was ex- 
pected to speak on this occasion, and this tribute to our deceased 
friend and colleague is necessarily brief and incomplete and very 
imperfectly expressed, but such as it is I lay it on his grave, 
proud that I have been privileged to know and to labor with such 
&@ man, and anxious to commemorate, so far as my feeble words 
can do s0, his virtues as a man and his merits and deserts as a 
statesman. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have no set words with 
which to express my profound regret over the loss to the country 
and to my State of the Hon. WitL1AM L. GReenr. What I say 
here to-day will be in words as simple as my affection for him 
was sincere. 

We were members of different political parties, and yet during 
all of the years of his residerce in my State we were personal 
friends. He had above most men those qualities which win 
friendship, not only from those of the same political tendencies, 
but from those who in the arena of politics are political foes. 

I knew him at the bar. It was my fortune to have practiced 
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for many years in the courts of the part of the State where he re- 
sided. He was in many respects a remarkable lawyer. He was 
particularly gifted in the matter of the forensic presentation of 


the facts of a lawsuit either toa jury or a judge. On the hust- | 


ings he was magnificent. Ido not know that I have ever listened 
to a man possessed of more real nativeeloguence. And the man's 
early career, inmy judgment, had something to do with the forma- 
tion of those powers of oratory that won men’s hearts and con- 
vinced men'sintellects. He grew up from the ranks of the com- 
mon people. There was noone to smooth his pathway in life and 
make it clear andeasy. He struggled from the very beginning 
and had to work for everything that he achieved. 

His opportunities for early education, from the modern stand- 
point, were deficient. It was impossible for him to pursue a colle- 
giate course, but he made up for this in the experience that came to 
him in the taking and giving of hard blows in his progress in life. 
He was a student, not somuch of theschool, but in the great work- 
sbop of human affairs. He struggled toknow his profession. He 
worked over his cases. He left nothing to chance or accident. 

It is true, Mr. President, speaking from the broadest possible 
standpoint, that a collegiate education is a great advantage to any 
young man. And yet.Mr. GREENE is a shining example of the re- 
markable achievements of many who have been deprived of the 
opportunity to pursue a collegiate course. Sometimes it has 
seemed to me that education easily obtained is not fully appreci- 
ated or made use of by its recipient, and it oftentimes happens 
that the opportunities which come so easily are not taken advan- 
tage of in the same degree or with the same vigor as are those 
which must be won by the self-effort of the individual. 

Mr. GREENE in tho practice of his profession was always open 
and fair. I never knew him to resort, I never heard of his resort- 
ing, to any mere trick of technicality. He tried his cases on their 
merits. He won his verdicts and secured his judgments by skill- 
ful presentation of facts and lucid argument, asking nothing 
except a fair verdict or a just decision. 

I knew him also upon the bench. He presided over a court in 
the western part of my Statein asparsely settled region. He had 
some important counties and some flourishing cities in his dis- 
trict, but for the most part it was a new country. On the bench 
he came in contact with that struggling, striving population 
which we first see in the development and settlement of new 
regions and of the border. 

As a judge he maintained the law. Hisrecord on the bench was 
especially good. There were at times many crimes committed of 
the character peculiar to the frontier in the early settlement of the 
State of Nebraska, and Judge GREENE and some of his associates 
upon the bench in that part of our State did a great service for 
our civilization. I could couple other names with his, names of 
sturdy men who in the administration of justice did so much to 
bring about order and safety. He won the respect of the people 
and of the lawyers. 

Judges sometimes cater tothe favor of the populace. He won 
the respect of the people through his fair administration of the 
law. He also won the respect of the bar, not through favoritism, 
but because they found him to be a fair man, determined to ad- 
minister the law without regard to the consequences. 

In the history of my State while he was upon the bench it hap- 
pened that there was great popular feeling aroused against railway 
interests, and sometimes it was charged that in the administra- 
tion of justice judges sought to secure popular approval by deci- 
sions against the corporate litigants. It was the universal testi 
mony of the bar of my State that Judge GREENE, having to sit upon 
many important cases of this character, was always fair and just. 
It was the verdict of the people. It was the verdict of those at- 
torneys who represented corporate clients. Whatever his indi- 
vidual opinions and convictions may have been upon questions 
agitating the people very deeply and strongly, he never permitted 
them to appear in the procedure of his court. 

When he was nominated for Congress he made a most remark- 
able and successful campaign and repeated it two years later. 
Traveling over a district very great in area, sparsely settled for 
the most part, he convassed it from one end to the other. In one 
of his campaigns he was called upon to meet in joint discussion a 
very able antagonist, and it is certainly creditable to him as a 
popular advocate that he carried his district the first time by a 
considerable ney and the second time by a much larger one. 

He was a man with all the passions and many, perhaps, of the 
failings common to all mankind, and yet the strength and purity 
of his character rose high above them all. He was a good lover 
and, to a certain extent, a good hater, but he never carried his 

litical of personal animosities beyond the point of being fair and 
just toward all. 

I witnessed his course in the campaign before the legislature of 
Nebraska in 1893, when he came so near to election as a Senator 
of the United States. He had astrong hold upon his party, the 
Populist party, and I think there is no question but what he was 
its first choice for Senator. I have no doubt he would have been 
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elected had his party had a clear majority in the legislature, by; 
the legislature at that time was so constituted that no one party 
had a majority, After Judge GREENE’s name had been presente 
by his party, supported very generally also by the Democrats jy 
the legislature, it was deemed advisable by his friends, with })js 
own consent, to withdraw his candidacy and turn his powerfy! 
influence in favor of my colleague [Mr. ALLEN], who now occu- 
pies a seat in this body. 

Judge GREENE was a good citizen. He wasa good man in every 
family relation. He is missed and mourned most by those why 
knew him best. He died at the meridian of his power and | 
strength, with the world and its possibilities open before him. 
No man can predict to what eminence he might have attained ha 
not the silent messenger summoned him so suddenly and with ; 
short a warning. And yet, Mr. President, I am not prepared to 
say that there is anything to regret in his early decease. [is 
family miss him; they have suffered a great loss. His friend 
miss him; they have suffereda great loss. His district is depriy 
of his services, and the loss to the State is also great; but from th 
standpoint of the man I see nothing to regret in the fact that he 
was called,and called suddenly, in the very prime of life, in the 
hour of his greatest vigor and strength, to fathom the mysteries 
of the infinite. 

Mr. President, I look upon the man who thus passes beyond the 
veil as a fortunate individual. I see nothing to desire in length 
of years—in the years that come when the strength fails, when 
the vigor departs, when a man becomes more or less of an onlooker 
by the roadside, past whom the great active procession runs and 
leaps. For myself, I would prefer to die as he died, before tho 
first touch of age, before the first disappointment that must come 
when one realizes the failure of power—to go out at the summit 
and amid the successes of victorious life, to die in the harness, 
when all men looking on regret the loss, 

So to-day 1 do not mourn for thedead. I sympathize with those 
whom he has left behind, but for him I do not and can not mourn. 
He has gone beyond, we of the Christian faith believe, to a future 
of added usefulness, where the power and strength he has la 
down here will be taken on again under better conditions, to be 
used in greater fields of usefulness than is possible in this tempo- 
rary existence of ours. 

We peer into the impenetrable shadow, but we do not see; we 
listen in the infinite silence and there is no sound; but the calle 
of human hope stretches from shore toshore. Over it we whisper 
our messages of love to those who have gone before, and with the 
ear of faith wait the answer of our prayers. 


Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreving 
to the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

The 1 ctutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to 
the memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 
87 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 4, 
1900, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 2, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Re 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approv 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The bill (S. 8480) to increase the efficiency of the Subsistence 
Department of the United States Army was laid before the Hou-e 
with the information that the Senate had disagreed to the amend 
ment of the House and requested a conference. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hutt, Mr. 
Escu, and Mr. Suuzer as conferees on the part of the House. 

VISITOR TO NAVAL ACADEMY, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Vermont, General Grout, because of public business, ten- 
ders his resignation as one of the Visitors toAnnapolis. Without 
objection, this resignation will be accepted; and the Chair makes 
the appointment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Visitor to Naval Academy: Mr. WATSON of Indiana, in place of Mr. GROUT, 
resigned. 


1, 
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CHOCTAW ORPHAN INDIAN LANDS, MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution | 


of the Senate: 
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Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- | 


contatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 9083) to authorize the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian 
jands in Mississippi. and to make appropriation for executing act of Congress 
approved June 28, 1808. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to inform the Senate that the bill 
(H. R. 9083) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to dis- 
pose of Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi and to make appropria- 
tion for executing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898, of which the Sen- 
ate asks the return by its resolution of June 1, was signed by the Speaker on 
May 31 and transmitted to the Senate, and is therefore no longer in the pos- 
session of the House. 


Mr. McRAE, What is the proposition in regard to this matter? 

Mr. PAYNE. The Senate asked for the return of this bill. It 
appears that the engrossed copy of the bill has already been signed 
by the Speaker and sent to the Senate. This resolution is simply 
to inform the Senate of the fact that they have possession of the 
bill which they ask for. 

Mr. MCRAE, Does the gentleman know why the return was 
requested? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not. 

The resolution of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. y 


Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the State of Nevada is inter- 
ested in one amendment which has been inserted in the Senate— 


amendment No. 81, appropriating some $500,000 for expenditures | 


made by the State in the civil war in the suppression of the rebel- 
lion. Understanding that an opportunity will be afforded me 
when the committee of conference makes its report to move con- 
currence in this particular amendment, I make no objection tothe 
request of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman that that motion 
can be made when the first conference report is submitted. Un- 
doubtedly there will be a disagreement. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
whether the same privilege will be given in respect to amendment 


No. 183, relating to the St. Louis World's Fair andthe celebration | 


of the Louisiana purchase. I should like to test the sense of the 
House in respect to that proposition by a motion to concur. 

Mr. CANNON. No doubt that opportunity will be afforded. 
I have no doubt there will be a disagreement on that matter, so 
that the House can pass upon it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is satisfactory. 

Mr.SWANSON. There is on thisbill an amendment—No. 82— 
relating to the indebtedness of the United States to Virginia and of 
Virginia and other States to the United States. 

Mr. CANNON, 
ing that matter. 
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Mr. CANNON. I am under the impression that the Senat 
concurred in the House provision. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is in the bill, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the House noncon- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, ALEXANDRIA, LA, 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the 
Alexandria and Pineville Bridge Company to build and maintain 
a traffic bridge across Red River at the town of Alexandria, in the 
parish of Rapides, State of Louisiana. 

The bill with the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce was read. It proposes that the 
Alexandria and Pineville Bridge Company, a corporation duly 
incorporated and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the 
State of Louisiana, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and 
maintain a traffic bridge across Red River at a point suitable to 
the interest of navigation, within the corporate limits of the town 
of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BREAZEALE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 1736. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Irene 
Rosenthal; 

S. 1278. An act granting an increase of pension to F. W. Baker; 

S. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J, 
Jackson; 





S. 3041. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Blanchard; 
S. 638. An act granting a pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox; 
S. 2915. An act granting a pension to Samuel Z. Murphy; 
S. 2913. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Ferree; 
S. 2163. An act granting a pension to Franklin Kersting; 
$. 4178 An act granting a pension to Thomas White; 
$. 2500. An act for the repeal of section 4716 of the Revised 
| Statutes; 
S. 4296. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 8, 
| Childs; 
| §, 2202, An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin N, 
Sabin; 
S. 4548. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert A. 
Roberts; 


I understand there will be no agreement touch- 


Mr. SWANSON, Then an opportunity will be given in the 
House to move to concur in that amendment if there should be a | 


disagreement between the two Houses? 

Mr.CANNON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Do the Senate amendments include an appro- 
priation for $75,000 for the Chinese commission—the proposition 
which the House rejected? 

Mr. CANNON, I understand not, though I have not examined 
the matter closely. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Ihave been informed that that amendment 
was included, though I have not had time to examine the question. 

Mr, CANNON. Fro the Recorp I think it is not; Imay say I 
am sure it is not. 


Mr, RIXEY. In reference to Senate amendment No. 134, pro- 


viding for the building of the memorial bridge across the Potomac | 


River, will there be an opportunity for the House to vote upon 


conferees? 


Mr. CANNON. Speaking for myself, if I should be on that | 


conference, I am very sure there will be no agreement as to that 
amendment; and I have no doubt the House will have an oppor- 
— - pass upon a motion to concur, if anybody desires to 
make it. 
Mr. SWANSON. I have understood that an opportunity will 
be given for the House to vote to concur in that amendment. 
t. CANNON, I notice, if it is proper for me to state it, that 
the Senate seems to be quite strong in favor of that work; and, if 


I may speak for the other conferees, 1 feel quite sure the House | 


will have an opportunity to pass upon that. 

_ Mr. DEARMOND. There is an amendment, I believe, provid- 
ing for the purchase of some land over here for the insane asylum. 
Will that matter be brought back to the House? 








S. 4191. An act granting a pension to Anna E, Littlefield; 

S. 4259. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice Worth- 
ington Winthrop; 

S. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse F. 
Gates; 

S. 3669. An act granting an increase of pension to Ariana F, 
Wills; 

S. 1269. An act granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway; 

S. 1588, An act granting a pension to Eva Clark; and 

S. 1978. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. 
Phipps. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 11538) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1901, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 


| its amendmzents to the bill (H. R. 10308) to extend to certain pub 
that amendment if it should not be concurred in by the House | 


lications the privileges of second-class mail matter as to admission 
to the mails, had asked a conference with the House on the bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CARTER, 
and Mr. BuTLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

H. R. 5804, An act granting a pension to Byron F. Davis; 

H. R. 8475, An act granting an increase of pension to Alice de 
Vecchj; and 

H, R, 602. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H, 
Adams, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 5264, An act for the relief of the estate of Maj. Guy How- 
ard, deceased. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 70: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the document known as Messages and 
Papers of the Presidents, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, the re- 
mainder, if any, to be held by the superintendent of documents, subject to 
the future action of Congress. 

And resolved further, That an edition of 10,000 copies be printed, to be held 
by the superintendent of documents, and by him sold at the actual cost of 
publication. 


Senate concurrent resolution 71: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the testimony and arguments of counsel of the in- 
vestigation made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives as to the conduct of the United States Army in Idaho under 
House resolution No. 31, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, of which 4.000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 6,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


ASTORIA, OREG,, PORT OF IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. MOODY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 359) to extend 
the privilege of immediate transportation of dutiable goods to the 
port of Astoria, Oreg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc.. That the privilege of immediate transportation of dvti- 
able goods, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “*An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,"’ approved June 10, 1880, and the amendments 
thereto, be, and the same is hereby, extended to the port of Astoria, Oreg. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it was almost impossible to 
hear this bill read, on account of the noise on the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that this bill was unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. Iam sure the gentleman was present when it 
was considered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I could not hear the bill at all, onaccount 
of the noise. 

Mr. PAYNE. It simply extends the privileges of the act of 1880 
to Astoria, Oreg. It is recommended by the Treasury Department 
and unanimously reported by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MOODY of Oregon, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


TRUSTS, 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, 1 call up the special 
order, which is the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10539) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
calls up the special order. Under that order those in favor of the 
bill have thirty minutes for general debate, and those opposed 
thirty minutes. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] is 
recognized. 

Mr. RAY of Now York. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the bill 
formally presented, and I would make the parliamentary inquiry 
in that connection whether or not it is necessary to obtain unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill under 
the order? 

Mr. TERRY. What was the request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the parliamentary in- 
quiry whether it is in order to ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the second reading of the bill. The Chair thinks that would 
be in order, if desired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I make the request, then. 

Mr. TERRY. That will not alter the parliamentary status? 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the thirty 
minutes time allotted to this side of the House for general debate 
on this bill to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ah = : 

Mr. OVERSTREET. r. Speaker, there has perhaps been no 
public question which has recently commanded the attention of all 
political parties more than the question of the so-called trusts and 
monopolies, It therefore seems quite strange that upon a ques- 
tion which should be so universally considered by all of the po- 
litical organizations, each of which has in a formal way declared 
in its platform in favor of legislation restraining and restricting 
these so-called evils, when an effort is made for the purpose of 
ingrafting upon the statute books some practical and consistent 
legislation, such obstacles should be met with as have been placed 
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= the way of the legislation now under consideration by 
Jouse, P 

The Committee on the Judiciary, which has had proper an 
formal consideration of this measure, has given to it the sary 
character of candid and honest attention which that commit: 
has always shown toward measures submitted to it. And , 
when, after months of careful examination and long and ¢ 
tinuous efforts, that committee submits what in its jndgment 
a practical method relative to such legislation, it fails to m 
with any responsive chord from the Democrats and Popul 
who have held the attention of the country in their denunciati 
of the evil more than have the Republican members of this Ho 

Denunciation and invective will never solve the question. | 
lamation brings no aid to the practical solution of the problei, 
Neither is there any benefit to be gained by abuse and exageer- 
ation. From the tirade of invective hurled by Democratic spea 
ers against combinations and large corporations, one would thi 
the evil of trusts included all large business concerns. It is w 
to understand that there isastrong but certain distinction betw. 
legitimate business in large affairs and a grasping monopoly 
trust, which, through unfair and questionable means, seeks | 
destroy honest competition and enlarge its profits at the expen 
of the public and to the injury of labor. Certain enterprises . 
be conducted safely only upon large scales. Vast railway ; 
manufacturing interests require large capital and extensive o 
ation. To properly separate the legitimate business which 
really helpful to the people and the country, and direct our e/ 
against the real evil, is the object of the legislation proposed. |; 
aiming our guns at the threatened danger care must be taken tha 
the innocent bystander is not injured. 

It therefore resolves itself into the situation that the Republican 
party must fight this battle alone, because it has received no id 
from the other parties of the country, and the action of y« 
day demonstrates that it can expect noneinthe future. The: 
mittee has, after thorough examination, reached an honorable ani 
reasonable conclusion that Congress has not now sufiicient « 
ive power to legislate fully and completely upon the subject. Jn 
order, however, that the best possible results may be attained, in 
order that nothing may be left undone toward the consummation 
of what they believe to be an honorable effort, that committee has 
brought into this House two measures which combined will, in 
our judgment, effectually determine this great question. 

Going to the confines of present constitutional powers, we sub 
mit a measure as an amendment to the present antitrust law, 
enacted on July 2,1890,and at the same time request bygway of 
recommendation to the States of the Union the adoption of a con- 
stitutional amendment which will clothe Congress with ample and 
sufficient power to treat and conclude without question the prob- 
lem with which we are confronted. The action of the opponents 
of this constitutional amendment on yesterday, however, has de- 
feated the only opportunity which Congress will have for the c 
plete solution of theproblem. It was well known to the Com: 
tee on the Judiciary as well as to other members of this body tha 
that amendment required a two-thirds majority of the mem! e: 
voting; and that the majority of the House had not a suflic 


| nunwber of themselves, but would expect, if successful, to have the 


aid of a portion at least of the members of the minority. 
The vote on yesterday upon the proposed constitutional amend- 
ment registered 154 yeas and 132 nays—not asufficient number to 


| carry the amendment through this body for consideration in tho 


Senate. We are left, therefore, to the only other means of solu- 
tion, and that is the bill now under consideration. The commit- 
tee had before it various and conflicting recommendations seeking 
to solve the problem of monopolies and trusts. These, however, 
may be analyzed under three separate heads, each of which was 
fully and carefully considered by the committee. 


PUBLICITY. 


It was suggested that publicity in the business of these con- 
cerns would be ample to disclose their operations, and in that way 
reach a solution. It was thought that the publication of reports 
of trusts at stated periods, showing their business in detail, their 
stockholders, expenses, profits, etc., would operate as a clieck 
against evil practices. Men would hesitate toconnect themse!\es 
with a concern which resorted to questionable methods if such 
connection, should be made public. Stock which was largy 
water or wind, according to the promoters, would not be pur- 
chased if the published statements of the business would disclose 
their true value. ' 

That nature of legislation commended itself i well to tlie 
committee, I will say, but publicity, while reasonable, must be 
general in its operations. If we would seek to disclose the opers- 
tions of large concerns, we can not escape the necessity of app!y- 
ing the law to small concerns. Hence the committee were of t!10 
opinion that the injury which would result to the small concerns 
doing a limited business only, in no way possible to grow into & 
monopoly, would overweigh by far the benefits which would 











1900. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. G 


a 





result by requiring the large concerns to submit to the publication Section 8 defines the word “person” wherever used in th 





of their affairs. **toinclude corporations and associations existing under or author 
Under the interstate-commerce law railway companies are now | ized by the laws of either the United States, the laws of the /\ 

required to make public certain features of their business. The | ritories, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country.” 

same is true of telegraph companies. But our great transporta- The bill which is submitted for the consideration of the House 


tion companies, engaged as they are necessarily in interstate com- 
merce, not only require great capital, but they are comparatively 
few in number. In the field of manufacture and production, 
however, quite the contrary is true. Such enterprises are almost 
innumerable, and range in the amount of capital invested from a 
few hundred dollars to hundreds of millions, To such extent has 
our trade developed that State Mnes are rarely considered, and 
that business is indeed small which never reaches either in pur- 
chases or sales beyond the confines of the State in which it is lo- 
sated. 

, A statute which would require the publication of the business 
operations of all concerns producing or manufacturing articles for 
interstate commerce would practically bring within its enforce- 
ment every business enterprise, both great and small, in the 
country, from the Standard Oil Company and the American Steel 
Company to the dry goods companies, or even the farmer who sells 
the product of his farm for shipment beyond the State. While 
such a law would handicap the trusts and monopolies, it would 


to-day proposes to amend sections !, 2, 3, 7, and 8 of the bill, and 
recommends five new sections, numbered 9, 10, 11, 12, and 
The amendments of sections 1,2, and 3 seek only to increase the 
penalties for violations mentioned in those respective sections. 
The present law declares such violations misdemeanors, and 
fixes the penalty at a fine not exceeding $5,000 or imprisonment 
not exceeding one year, in the discretion of the court. In each of 
these instances the committee recommends an increase of such 
penalties, making the violations crimes, and fixing the penalties 
at not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, and imprisonment of 
not less than six months nor more than two years, so that we add 
imprisonment in each case to the penalties of the fine. 

The minority members of the Judiciary Committee have ridi 
culed the idea of increasing penalties in a law which has been so 
seldom prosecuted orenforced. Your Committee on the Judiciary 
offering this majority report believe that increased penalties, add 
ing imprisonment to fine, will prove a most wholesome renedy, 
It has been found in many instances where corporations have vio- 
embarrass in — degree the thousands of ligitimate concerns, | lated the laws which subject them to fines that they have little 
and the hundreds of thousands of small enterprises. This would, | care for the expense incident to the payment of such fines, and 
indeed, be injuring ‘‘the innocent bystander” in our effort to | the officer, agent, attorney, or manager is never liable, and escay 
cripple the real culprit. Surely it is not the purpose of either the | under the cloak of his corporate existence. The individual is 
people or of Congress to add to the business burdens of the legiti- | tle concerned if the corporation pays his fine. If he shall be made 
mate enterprises which already suffer too much by the evil effects | liable personally, and if convicted, imprisoned, he will exer 


— 


40 
of the trusts. Such legislation can scarcely be called either prac- | more care, 
tical or effective. This committee believes that by increasing those penalties so as 
FREE TRADE. to fix definitely upon the violator the probability of imprisonme 


The second em Pine was to obtain by legislation absolute | and adding to the persons who may become liable under the law 
free trade in all articles made or produced by the so-called trusts | the officers, the attorneys, the managers, and the agents of such 
and monopolies, This process of legislation was entirely consistent | concerns, they will hesitate far more than they have in the 
with the Democratic policies of legislation. They have always | past before they care to violate this statute. It is confidently ex- 
since their birth favored absolute free trade. But we were con- | pected that by virtue of this increased penalty we will confront 
fronted with the situation that that would not be sufficiently | these great corporations and their officers, agents, and attorneys, 
effective. Unless the tariff is the cause of the trust its removal | with the law which we now have by increasing the penalties with 
will not prove to bethe remedy. But trusts and monopolies have | an obstruction which will in a large degree operate as a restriction 
occurred in absolute free-trade countries, and no one has claimed | against their evil practices. 
that their development there was caused by free trade. Further- Sections 4, 5, and 6 of the present law are in nowise disturbed. 
more, in many cases the tariff is not sufficient to account for the Section 7 of the present law authorizes the recovery of three- 
increased price of the article, and hence the withdrawal of the | fold damages by any individual who has been injured by a viola- 
tariff from any article which may, perhaps, becontrolled by a | tion of the statute. Your committee have thought it wise to 
trust would not in itself solve the question. More than that, we | further amend that section by fixing the minimum recovery at $250. 
have here in this country evidences of monopolies and trusts in | Many times an individual, so slightly damaged that the recovery 
articles which have no protection under our tariff laws, and con- | would hardly pay the expenses of the trial, has refrained from 
sequently we are led to the reasonable conclusion that the action | instituting proceedings under the present law. We have there- 
of the tariff upon these articles is in no wise responsible for the | fore thought it would be wise and wholesome to permit any in- 
development of the business into the magnitude of a monopoly. dividual who thinks himself aggrieved or injured to bring action 
These proposals of the Democratic members of the House to | against the concern whose violation has damaged him, and to re- 
throw open the doors and destroy the protective policy which the | cover, no matter what his damage is, however small, at least $250. 
Republican party has advocated were only for the purpose of | This recovery would scarcely cover the ordinary expense, besides 
boldly injecting into this question the — element which they | the attorney's fees which will go asa part of the judgment, It 


80 largely depend upon for their stock in trade. will, at least, not deter him in his effort to secure relief, 
AMENDMENT OF THE PRESENT LAW. Section 8 of the bill defines the word ‘‘ person,” wherever used 
This, then, brought us to the third proposal—the amendment of in the act, ‘‘to include corporations and associations.” Your com- 
the present antitrust law. mittee has enlarged by amendment that term and definition and 


” 


The law which the bill under consideration will amend was en- | 24ds to its meaning, wherever the term “person” shall be used 
acted July 2, 1890, and is entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade and | in the act, ‘the agents, officers, and attorneys of such corpora- 
commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” The | tious and associations. ae 5 
law contains eight sections. Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon an inquiry which I 

Section 1 declares to be illegal ‘‘every contract, combination in | Wish to make for information? 
the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade | Mr.OVERSTREET. Certainly. , “ 
or commerce among the several States or with foreign nations.” |. Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman to explain on page 3, sec- 
A penalty of not exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment of not exceed- | tion 2, the meaning of the words, ‘any part of the trade and 
ing one year, is fixed for the violation of this section. commerce?” 

5 len 2 fixes a similar penalty for ‘*‘ every person who shall Mr. OVERSTREET. That is in the present law, and we have 
monopolize or attempt to monopolize or combine or conspire with | 20t changed that in any particular; ‘‘any part of the trade or 
any person or persons to monopolize any part of the trade or com- commerce among the several States or with foreign nations, 
merce among the several States or with foreign nations.” meaning any part or particular degree of trade or any particular 

Section 3 makes a similar declaration of illegality and fixes a | Value of property. Rie ta 
similar penalty relative to such contracts or combinations in re- | Mr. HILL. It does not mean a distinction between ono class of 
straint of trade or commerce between the Territories, the District | trade and another? 


of Columbia, and the States. Mr. OVERSTREET, It does not; it simply means a particle of 
Section 4 confers jurisdiction for the enforcement of the law | business or a certain degree of business. That has been tlie law 
upon the several circuit courts of the United States. since July 2, 1890, and has been clearly defined by the court, 


Section 5 authorizes the subpcenaing of witnesses residing in | _Mr. HILL. One other question 1 would like to ask the gen- 
different jurisdictions than the one wherein the suit shall be | tleman. Suppose a man residing in the city of New York should 


brought. ee en being = there were in the city of New York, 
Sectio i f articles | Would that bring him under the provisions of this bill? 
chipped in veletion of oo eee Mr. OVERSTREET. No, sir; I think not, 


Section 7 provides for the recovery of damages in threefold Mr. RAY of New York. Let me say that that is the provision 
degree to the injury occasioned any person, including reasonable | 0UF Democratic friends are trying to force into this law by their 
attorney’s fees, 7 proposed amendment, 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. I was going to say that if one of the 
amendments proposed by the minority should become a part of the 
law, then the gentleman's question would have to be answered in 
the affirmative. 

The committee, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the amendment pro- 
posed to the present law by specific sections, recommend five new 
sections, asking that they bear consecutive numbers, beginning 
with No. 9, so that the first section recommended will be known 
as section 9 of the law. Under this section we propose to enlarge 
the possibilities of reaching these aggregations of capital and 
monopolies, by declaring illegal all corporations and associations 
and joint-stock companies or partnerships doing business in any 
State of the United States or in any Territory belonging thereto, 
or in the District of Columbia, producing, manufacturing, or 
dealing in any article of commerce when organized for the pur- 
pose of, or carrying on business for the purpose of, controlling or 
monopolizing such production and manufacture. 

Aye, Mr. Speaker, your committee goes even further, and pro- 
vides in this section that any such concern which by its opera- 
tions or its declaration in its organization is formed for the pur- 
pose of increasing or decreasing the price of an article to the 
consumer with a a view of destroying competition shall 
also be held to be illegal. We branch out in this new proposed 
section so as to fasten hold firmly and decisively upon any con- 
cern which by its operation, or its purposes as disclosed in its 
organization, seeks to impair competition, either by increasing 
the price to the consumer or by decreasing the price to the buyer, 
so as to drive it from the market, and we declare such to be an 
illegal business. 

In the same section we enjoin such concerns from privileges of 
interstate commerce, and withdraw from them the privilege of 
the use of the United States mail. Wherever we find under the 
proof, properly submitted for trial, that any concern proposes to 
destroy competition in that way, we withhold from it the right of 
transpcerting its articles through the route of interstate commerce, 
and also deny it the privileges of the United States mail. Any 
concern of this day and age which can not have these two privi- 
leges can not possibly live. 

In the next place we subject such articles, wherever they are 
sought to be so transported when the organization which owns 
them has been declared to be illegal, to seizure and forfeiture to 
the United States Government, under the law which now obtains 
relative to the condemnation and forfeiture of property brought 
into the United States contrary to law. By this section we will 
place a safeguard about the business whose small efforts are 
trampled upon and in too many cases defeated by great monop- 
olies and trusts. 

The spirit of competition, which has been and always will be 
the life of trade will thereby be further safeguarded. We shall 
place before these concerns the obstacle of denying them these 
two great privileges, which would defeat their operations and 
subject their goods to forfeiture and seizure by the United States. 

Section 10 fixes the penalty upon all transportation companies 
which knowingly receive for transportation any goods from a 
concern which has been held illegal under the act. Not only do 
we do that as to corporations, but the law will run under this 
amendment against the officers, managers, attorneys, and agents 
of all such corporations. 

Under section 11, proposed as an amendment, we give oppor- 
tunity for obtaining the evidence to establish violations of the 
law. We read into this statute the provision which has proven 
so useful in the interstate-commerce act whereby we excuse from 

yrosecution any officer of a corporation who testifies and whose 
cosie may be brought for examination in any trial under the law. 
The evidence upon which conviction depends nearly always lays 
within the keeping of the trust itself. Its own records usually 
contain the strongest proof. So long as the witness claims that 
his own evidence may convict himself, he has been excused from 
testifying. Without the evidence which some record may dis- 
close, conviction may be impossible. Under the provision in this 
section proof may be obtained from one officer against his asso- 
ciates, and also against the trust itself. And in doing it we throw 
about the individual whom we thus force upon the witness stand 
freedom from prosecution. 

In this way, Mr. Speaker, the courts of this country, under the 
directions which this bill clearly gives, will be enabled to fortify 
themselves with all proper evidence, ample and sufficient to ob- 
tain any conviction warranted by law. 

Section 12 of the bill clothes the various courts with jurisdiction 
for the enforcement of the law. I callattention at this point to a 
weakness in the present law. By its provisions it is clearly stated 
that the law shall be enforced under the direction of the Attorney- 
General through the district attorneys of the several — ctions. 
These district attorneys are therein authorized to institute pro- 
ceedings in equity. But nowhere in the present law is the duty 
imposed upon the Attorney-General to see to the enforcement of 
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the same. In section 12 of the proposed amendment to the exist- 
ing law it is provided that— 

It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States, and 
the several district attorneys of the United States, within their respec: 
districts, to cause all persons, corporations, or associations violating or f 
ing to comply with any of the provisions of thisact to be promptly presecut.-.| 
therefor and to enforce all of the penalties imposed by this act. 

We therefore place upon the Attorney-General, and his severa] 
district attorneys throughout the States, the mandatory duty o{ 
the enforcement of theact. It not only clothes him with authority 
which will enable him to obtain ample evidence; we not only 
clearly define to be illegal and subject to prosecution the concerns 
which now seek to destroy competition, but we make it the man 
datory duty of such officer to enforce the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Yes, if it is brief, for I have only f 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What effect does section 9 of this bill have on 
patents which have been granted by the United States or on 
patents which may be hereafter granted? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The committee considered that question 
very fully at the time section 9 was drafted. It is our honest 
opinion, in the light of the decisions which we have examined, 
that patents would not be affected by section 9. 

Section 13 authorizes the bringing of civil or criminal proceed- 
ings, or prosecutions authorized under this act, by any person, firm, 
corporation, or association. It has been charged, Mr. Speaker, 
that the present law has not been fully enforced, because certain 
officers of the Government did not perform their duty. Under the 
provision I have just read we give authority to any individual or 
any corporation who may feel that the law is not being enforced 
to bring, in the name of the United States Government, an action 
under the law which we propose to amend. We have thrown 
about this old law under these new provisions ample security; 
have afforded ample opportunity for obtaining evidence; maie it 
the mandatory duty of the Attorney-General to enforce the law 
and believe the provisions will prove effective. 

Mr. Speaker, in the brief time remaining to me I propose to 
speak of the reasons why your committee thought it was best to 
amend the present law, rather than propose a new statute. 

In considering legislation of this importance care should be 
exercised to see that the law shall be constitutional. It has been 
clearly decided that Congress has ample power to regulate and 
control interstate commerce, but regulation and control do not 
include prohibition. The attempt, in the law here proposed, to 
withhold the right of transportation from trusts and monopolies, 
is venturing upon a theory only that such extreme measure may 
be resorted to in order to reach so extreme an evil. Even this 
step is not undertaken until it shall be clearly demonstrated, upon 
trial, with ample and sufficient proof, that the trust or monopoly 
is organized for the purpose, or carrying on its business with the 
definite intention of, destroying competition. 

Surely no one will claim that extreme measures of this charac- 
ter should be resorted to until ample proof is obtained to definitely 
determine the existence of the monopoly, and that it comes 
squarely within the provisions of the statute. While the powers 
of Congress relative to the control and regulation of interstate 
commerce have been clearly shown, its power in the contro! and 
regulation of manufacture and production is more questionable. 
It was thought, therefore, that inasmuch as the present antitrust 
law, enacted July 2, 1890, had been clearly held to be constitu- 
tional, it would be better to use this law as the basis of legisla- 
tion, so amending it as to bring within its purview and enforce- 
ment the trusts and monopolies which we seek to destroy rather 
than to enact some law whose constitutionality might be easily 
disputed. It is the purpose of the framers of this act to make it 
practical and effective, and to avoid the danger of so confusing 
the powers of Congress as to make possible the overthrow of the 
law which we hope to become operative and decisive. In the 
Knight case (156 U. 8.,p.11) Fuller, C. J.,in giving the opinion of 
the court, said: 

It is vital that the independence of the commercial power and of tho police 
power, and the delimitation between them, however sometimes perp|exins, 
should always be recognized and observed, for while the one furnishes tlic 
strongest bond of union, the other is essential to the preservation of the 
autonomy of the States as required by our dual form of Government; and 
acknowledged evils, however grave and urgent they may appear to be, bai 


better be borne than the risk be run, in the effort to suppress them, of more 
serious consequences by resort to expedients of even doubtful constitu! 


ality. ; 

Inasmuch, therefore, as the present antitrust law was deeme! 
to be constitutional, and in view of the suggestion made in (0 
Knight case, above quoted, the committee determined to recom: 
mend the amendment of this law, confident in the belief that t)» 
danger of the law being held unconstitutional would thereby 
reduced to a minimum, and the true object of the legislation, 
namely, the restraint and ible overthrow of trusts and mo! 
polies, would be accompli 
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It may be of some advantage to know that this law of July 2, 
1990, has heen under consideration in 13 different jurisdictions. 
Ample opportunity has been had to test its constitutionality. Its 
enforcement has teen called into operation, in one way and 
another, in the States of California, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Missouri, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylyania, Tennessee, and Utah. Ample opportunity has been 


viven to question the right of Congress to legislate upon this 
question, at least in respect to the provisions of the present law. 
Starting, therefore, with the present law as the basis of our 
action, and building upon it, having in view, as far as we can, the 
rights of Congress to legislate upon this grave question, as set 
forth in the various decisions of the Supreme Court, it is hoped 
that the additional provisions which we have hereby incorporated 
into this law may be held equally constitutional. 

There has been much denunciation and invective indulged in 
by the members of the Democratic party in their avowal of what 
they purpose to doin reference to the solution of this question. In 
view of these recent declarations, it may be well to stop for a 
moment and examine the attitude of the Democratic party upon 
this question at the time of the consideration and passage of the 
law of July 2, 1880. An examination of the records of the two 
Houses of Congress will disclose that the present law originated 
in a bill styled ‘‘Senate bill No. 1,” introduced in the Senate by 
Hon. John Sherman, of Ohio. The name of the author of this bill 
is quite sufficient guaranty of the honesty and purpose of its 
author; and the skill and care which he brought to bear at all 
times, throughout his most illustrious career, upon many grave 
and important questions, he then gave to this subject. 

No member of the Republican party has been he!d in greater 
esteem, nor has been more successful in his efforts to establish 
wholesome laws, than the Hon. John Sherinan, the author of the 
present antitrustlaw. Throughout the consideration of the legis- 
| the members of the Democratic party criticised, obstructed, 
and ridiculed the bill at every stage of its progress. The motives 
of the author and his assistants in pressing the legislation were 
questioned, while the members of the Democratic party, then in 
the minority in Congress, made repeated declarations of their 
intention to properly and fully determine the question when they 
should come into power. Notwithstanding their antagonism and 
ridicule, and notwithstanding their denunciation and declara- 
tions during the debate upon the bill, when they were squarely 
faced with the proposition whether the bill should be voted for 
or voted against, only one man in both Houses had the courage 
to record his vote in opposition to the bill. It passed the Senate 
with but one dissenting voice, and, after running the gantlet in 
the House, passed this body without a single dissenting vote, the 
RECORD showing 242 yeas and no nays. 

The legislation had its inception in the brain of one of the 
leaders of the Republican party, and enjoyed the earnest and sin- 
cere support throughout its consideration of every member of the 
Republican party. The conduct of the Democratic party during 
the past few days, while this legislation has been under consider- 
ation, has brought to mind most forcibly that old adage that 
“history repeats itself.” No sooner had this bill now under con- 
sideration been presented than the Republican party was charged 
with insincerity, hypocrisy, and trickery. The law has been de- 
nounced in the most scathing terms. The dictionary has been 
almost exhausted in search of adjectives with which to emphasize 
the opposition of the Democrats to this proposed legislation. We 
are again called upon to listen to declarations of what they again 
intend to do when they get into power. They seem to have for- 
gotten that after the legislation of July 2, 1890, the Democratic 
party held the reins of power for four years. During all that 
period no effort was made by them even to consider, much less to 
enact, legislation upon this question. Not until aneffort has been 
made by the Republicans, who in a straightforward and practical 
way are endeavoring to meet this most serious question, have we 
heard aught from these champions of the people's cause. 

| have no hesitancy, Mr. Speaker, in now making the prophecy 
that when this question shall be called for a vote, and the Demo- 
cratic party is again brought face to face with the opportunity to 
vote squarely for or squarely against this law, that they will, as 
they did in 1890, vote solidly for the measure, not daring to record 
their votes against any effort directed tothe overthrow of monopo- 
lies and trusts. When the time comes to form the procession and 
tomarch forward with the banner displayed, the Democratic mem- 
bers of this House, as I now expect, will fall into line at the rear 
of the procession and march through the gates, and, after the 
law has passed, will boldly declare that they are entitled to as 
much credit as the Republicans in the enactment of the legisla- 
tion. I call the attention of the House to the fact that it was the 
Republican party which made the first declaration against trusts 
and monopolies in this country. 

In the national platform of 1888 occurs the first plank that can 
be found in the platform of any party of this country recom- 
mending this character of legislation. The student of poiitics in 
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America will have little difficulty in showing that in that great 
convention of 1888 the man who was the chairman of the com- 
mittee on resolutions, and who, indeed, drafted the first antitrust 
plank ever drawn, is the same man who championed the anti- 
trust law of July 2, 1890, when leader ef the majority in the 
Fifty-first Congress, and who is the same man that to-day ho'ds 
the chief place in the Republican columns of America and occu- 
pies the chair of the Chief Executive of this nation, and that 
man is William McKinley. The people, Mr. Speaker, will not 
soon forget that the promises of the Republican party are faith- 
fully and honestly kept. They will not soon forget the man who 
has heen so consistently connected with this character of legisla- 
tion, and who has, at all times, in the different capacities he has 
occupied, been willing and active to incorporate into law proper 
and wholesome statutes, which shall, in a practical and proper 
manner, offer ample restriction, and, if necessary, prohibition 
against the evils of trusts and monopolies, 

It was not until after the platform of 1888 had been written, 
containing this plank, drawn by William McKinley, that the 
States took up the question of antitrust legislation. It is refresh- 
ing to know that the Republican party, having initiated the move- 
ment, and having engrafted the only law upon this question on 
the statute books, that the example thus set has been followed by 
twenty-four States of the Union, each of which has enacted gen 
eral, and in most instances stringent, antitrust legislation. The 
names of these States and the dates when the respective antitrust 
laws were enacted are as follows: 

1. Arkansas, approved March 16, 1897. 

2. Georgia, approved December 23, 1896, 
3. Illinois, approved June 10, 1897 

4. Indiana, approved March 5, 1897. 

5. Iowa, approved May 6, 1890 

6. Kansas, approved March 8, 1897 

7. Kentucky, approved May 20, 1890, 

8 Louisiana, in effect July 7, 1s 
9. Maine, approved March 7, 1889. 
0. Michigan, in effect July 1, 1s89 
1. Minnesota, approved April 20, 1891. 
2. Mississippi, approved March 1), 1896. 
3. Missouri, approved April 2, 1801. 
4. Montana, enacted in 1895, 
5. Nebraska, enacted April 8, 1897. 

3. New York, in effect May 7, 1897 
. North Carolina, ratified March 11, 1889, 
18. North Dakota, approved March 9, 189% 
19. South Carolina, approved February 25, 1897. 
20. South Dakota, approved March 1, 187. 
21. Tennessee, approved April 6, 1889. 
22. 'Texas, approved March 30, 1889. 

23. Utah, approved March 9, 1806 

24. Wisconsin, approved April 27, 1897. 

Within the same time five other States and two Territorfes have 
enacted antitrust laws with more limited provisions. 

It is only because it can not be hoped that all of the States will 
pass uniform laws on this subject that it becomes necessary for 
Congress to act. It is believed, however, that a law of the char- 
acter herewith submitted, properly enforced, as it: must be under 
the stipulations contained in the law we recommend, will prove 
effective. The Republican party is a practical party. The Re- 
publican party is proud of its past, always ready to bravely meet 
the responsibilities of the present, and to leave to the future the 

yroblems of the future. The Democratic party of to-day is an 
impractical party. It is glad to forget its past, shuns the re- 
sponsibilities of the present, and revels in the glories of its un- 
known future. ‘here is no more confidence to be placed in the 
solution of this problem by the Democratic party of to-day than 
was placed in their declarations at the time of the consideration 
of the antitrust law of July 2, 1890. 

Mr, Speaker, the criticism has been made against the majority 
during the present debate, that this legislation has been advanced 
at too late a day in the present session to stamp it with sincerity, 
Because the legislation was not offered at an earlier period in the 
session it is charged that the Republican party has no honest in- 
tention of itsenactment. Itrequires but little effort, Mr. Speaker, 
to clearly show that this Congress has not been an idle Congress. 
Many important questions have crowded themselves upon us for 
consideration, and many important measures have been engrafted 
upon the statute books. There has been no session of Cengress 
since the thrilling days of the civil war which has had presented 
to it more and graver problems than those which have been under 
consideration during the past six months. Committees have been 
overwhelmed with bills; members have been energetic, faithful, 
and untiring in their labors. 

I take it, sir, that the future historian will dwell with consider- 
able emphasis upon the labors of the first session of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress. The battle of the standards, waged in the cam- 
paign of 1896, has waited until this session of Congress to have the 
verdict of the people upon the great financial question entered 
in judgment, and a law, full, clear, and comprehensive, enacted 
and placed upon the statute books. The members of this House 
are not unmindful of the spirited and protracted discussion upon 
that question, and the people will long remember the beneficial 
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results of that financial law. Following fast upon the heels of 
the Spanish-American war, questions and responsibilities growing 
out of that unfortunate affair have forced themselves upon Con- 
gress for consideration. In these, as in all other problems, the 
tepublican party has courageously accepted the situation in a 
practical way, and undertaken, in a faithful and honorable man- 
ner, to meet the questions and dispose of them in the best way 
possible and to the welfare of the people. The responsibilities 
growing out of that unfortuate war are still before us, and many 
of the problems yet unsettled. It is confidently believed, how- 
ever, that these problems will receive the same courageous and 
patient attention that the Republican party has songht to give all 
others. Initiative legislation looking to the construction of the 
great Nicaraguan Canal received the attention ofthisHouse. The 
enactment of proper codes of laws for Alaska and Hawaii have 
been given the best possible attention. In addition to these, thus 
briefly enumerated, have been the usual and necessary measures 
incident to the proper conduct of the Government, and which, at 
all times, require time, energy, and labor. During the period 
when this legislation has been under consideration the proper 
committee of the House having charge of the measures relating 
to trust legislation has been earnest and energetic in its consid- 
eration, 

And when, Mr. Speaker, the present measures, looking to an 
emendment of the anti-trust law, as well as the recommendation 
for a constitutional amendment giving Congress ample power 
with which to act upon this great question, were submitted to the 
House, a special effort was made by the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee to bring the subject up for immediate consideration. 
It is well that members of this House who are charging unneces- 
sary delay in the consideration of this bill should remember that 
it was the floor leader of the minority, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHarpson], who interposed an objection when an 
effort was made to fix a time for its consideration by unanimous 
consent. Itis unfair, as well as unfortunate, that upon this great 
question, to which has been brought the most careful attention of 
the Judiciary Committee, without the slightest effort at delay, and 
even at atime when other important measures crowded themselves 
upon the attention of the House, that criticism and charges of 
intentional delay should be indulged in by the minority members 
of the House. If the Republican members could have as much 
assistance in the promotion of this legislation from the minority 
members as the minority members have displayed in energy in 
opposition to the measure, but little time would be required in 
which to secure its final passage. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it has been clearly demonstrated that what- 
ever beneficial results are to be obtained from this character of 
legislation must emanate from the Republican party, which has 
been the only party in the history of this Government which has 
undertaken, in a proper and straightforward manner, to solve the 

question. Whet fer this measure, Which is about to be voted upon, 
shall prove sufficient or not remains to be seen. It is believed, 
however, that the provisions of this bill will prove practical and 
effective, and even if they shall not wholly determine the ques- 
tion, will, in a large measure, afford restrictions against the 
growth of the evil and fix penalties which will operate as severe 
restrictions against designing individuals, who seek, through this 
method of illegal business, to trample upon the rights of the 
people. 

{ ere the hammer fell.] 

r. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ~ to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. F1rzGERra.p] for five minutes. 


{[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the House. 
See Appendix. } 


Mr. TERRY Mr. Speaker, my distinguished friend from Maine 
[Mr. Lrrrierre.p] in the course of his very able speech yesterday 
took occasion very severely to criticise section 14, offered as an amend- 
ment in the minority views. I desire tosay, Mr. Speaker, that a pro- 
vision very similar to that Py one time received the sanction of a 
majority of the committee that reported the bill, and who are now 
fighting against our proposed amendment. I will not take the time 
to read it, but I have it hereand I will printitin the Recorp. It was 
not introduced in the House, but was printed at the Government 
Printing Office, and was given out to the newspapers. But for some 
reason or other our Republican brethren changed their notion and 
left that out of their bill, Of course they can, perhaps, give reasons— 
that they thought it was not constitutional, or that it was too drastic, 
or something of that sort, but for some cause or other they changed 
their views in regard to it. At one time they thought it was their 

“ee duty ’’ to report it to the House. 

ow, I want to say that a careful examination of that bill or 
proposition, which they at one time supported, shows that it is very 
similar to that which we now propose. Iclaim noo ality for mine 
and I do not think they can claim any originality for theirs. It is 
a collation from some of the State statutes on “the subject of 
trusts, and I think it is a pretty good provision. I thought they 
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T do not think they made it as strong as t] 


ought to report it. 
might have made it, and I desired to strengthen it a little and 


so, and, later on, as they had experienced ‘‘a change of hea 
and would not report it, 1 brought itin here in behalf of the 1 
ity. Here is the way the y hs ad it in sec tion 2, as they had it priz 

t the Government Printing Office, viz: 

Src. 2. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or pa 
ship in the United States or any Territory thereof, or in the District of Co) 
whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the laws of the United s 
or of a State, or of a Territory, organized with or having a capital stock . 
million dollars or over or doing a business of one million dollars or ov. 
annum, shall, before being permitted to ship, consign, take, carry, or trans; 
any other State or Territory or into or from the District of Columbia or any { 
country any article of commerce or merchandise of its own production or ; 
facture, or receive consignments or shipments of articles of commerce or nx 
dise n 1anufactured or produced in any other State or Terr ee ry or in the D 
of Columbi — y fore ign country, file in the office of the Secretary of s 
the United States a certified copy of its articles of inco epora ution, associat 
partnership, a othe r with a duly verified statement showing the article ; 
cles manufactured, produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manuf 
produced, or dealt in by it; a copy of its by-laws, rules, and regulatio 
names and places of residence of its officers and stockholders; th: 
its capital stock and the amount thereof actually issued; the amount | 
actu uly paid in in cash; the nature and value of its prope rty ¢ owned 
also a full statement of all its debts and liabilities; the number of its « 
tl lividends paid, if any; the amount of its surplus, if any: the cl 

additions and improvements made each year and the cost thereof, a 
ment of its operating and other expenses, together with a balance sheet 
its profits and losses; and shall annue ally thereafter file in said offi 
verified by a majority of the directors of a corporation, or by a majorit 
members of an association, joint stock company, or partnership, show 
same facts as then existing. 

In section 3 of such printed copy they provided as follow 

And each corporation, association, joint stock company, or partn 
ing to comply with the provisions of section 2 of this act is, for the 
of this act, hereby declared to be illegal, and every corporation, as 
joint stock company, or partnership failing to comply with the provis 
tion 2 of this act is, for the purposes of this act, hereby declared to be 
may be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or c = 
or association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually « 


¢ 


and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or foreign co 
whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the Uni bed ate 
District of Columbia, or any foreign country, and if adjudged illeg 

ning of this act it and its officers and the members of such asso 
tock company, or partnership shall be forbidden and prohibited th 
mails of the United States for any purpose whatever. 

The provision in our section 14 in regard to stamping and br: 
ing igtient in great part from section 1 of their aforesaid prin: 
copy. And yet the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. | 
TLEFIELD ] saleed a great howl against our section 14. 

Now, another great argument, that has been offered here, i 
It has been contended, in substance, that the proceedings ag: 
laboring men, trades unions, and so on, have been in the for 
injunctions and that they were brought before the courts fi r vir 
tions of injunctions and punished for contempt. As far as that 
concerned, any laboring man would rather be indicted and | 
his trial by jury than to be brought up in a contempt proceed 
with no jury and be put in jail all the same. I have not been : 
to go over the country to find out how many criminal convic' 
have been had. The gentleman says there has never been on 
think there have been more than one, but I have not been ab! 
go out and hunt them up. But I do find, right here in the Dist: 
of Columbia, that there have been eleven indictments—crimi: 

rosecutions right here in the District of Columbia, warr: ats a ued 
awe required, demurrer filed, overruled, and defendants 
to plead, right here in the District of Columbia. I have the ( 
records for that, and will incorporate it with my remarks. Il: 
is, duly certified under the hand and seal of the clerk of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia—criminal court. That 
shows whether or not the Sherman Act has resulted in criminal 
prosecutions against laboring men. 


Supreme Court of the District of Columbia—Criminal Court. 


No. Parties. Charge. | Attorn 


21741 | United States vs. Joseph B. | Violation of act | For prose 
Fenton, William T. Gosnell, approved July United § 
Thomas P. O’Day, James Mc- 2, 1890. torney. 
Iver, Charles A. Maidens, 


Michael Cuff, ‘Alonzo M. Law- 
son, James F. O'Meara, and 


John L. Neeb, Hugh Digney, 
Stephen A. Clements. 


Proceedings. 


Presentment and indictment filed. 

Bench warrants ordered and issued. 

Bail fixed in sum of $500 for each defendant. 

Lawson: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.” ae 

Lawson: Recognizance, $500; Paul T, Bowen and Charles H. Cald 
sureties taken. 

Digney: Bench warrant oo “cepi.”’ : tae 

Digney: Recognizance, $600; Paul T. Bowen and Charles H, Caldw 
sureties taken. 


il 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia—Criminal Court—Continued. 














Date. Proceedings, 
Se 
1898. i 
June 4 | Neeb: Bench warrant returned, “‘cepi. 
June 4} Neeb: Recognizance, $500; Paul T. Bowen and Charles H. Caldwell 
sureties taken. 
June 4| Fenton: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.” 
June 4| Fenton: Recognizance, $500; Paul T. Bowen and Charles H. Caldwell 
sureties taken. 
June 4 | Cuff: Bench warrant returned, “‘cepi.” 
June 4 | Cuff: R izance, $500; James L. Stevens surety taken. 
June 4 | Maidens: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.”’ 
June 4| Maidens: Recognizance, $500; James L. Stevens surety taken. 
June 4} O'Day: Bench warrant returned, ‘“‘cepi.”’ 
June 4| O'Day: Recognizance, $500; Patrick J. O'Dea surety taken. 
Juge 6 | Gosnell: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.”’ 
June 6 Se $500; John D. O’ Meara and William E, Carr sure- 
es taken. 
June 6 | Clements: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.” 
June 6 | Clements: Recognizance, $500; John D. O’Meara and William E, Carr 
sureties taken. 
June 6 | O’Megra: Bench warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.”’ 
June 6 | O'Meara: Recognizance, $500; John D. O’Meara and William E. Carr 
sureties taken. 
June 6 | MeIver: Beach warrant returned, ‘‘cepi.’’ 
June 6 wen: Recognizance, $500; John D. O’Meara and William E. Carr sure- 
ties taken. 
Nov.10} Demurrer toindictment filed. 
Dec. 19| Demurrer to indictment overruled, 
Defendants ordered to plead. 
A true copy. 
Test: 
[SEAL] J. R. YOUNG, Olerk 


By HARRY GIVEN, Assistant Clerk. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, a great deal has been said here and in the public 
press to the effect that the attitude of the Democrats here is some- 
what inconsistent with the position assumed by Mr. Bryan; that Mr. 
Bryan was in favor of a constitutional amendment, and that, when 
we opposed the one offered here yesterday, we were separating from 
his company. 

I propose to read a brief extract to show how well founded these 
criticisms are. Mr. Bryan, in his speech at the Chicago Trust Con- 
vention, said : 

My plan is this: First, that the State has, or should have, the right to create 
whatever private corporations the people of the State desire. 

Second, that the State has, or should have, the right to impose such limitations 
upon an outside corporation as the people of the State | think necessary for 
their own protection. That protects the right of the people of the State to say, 
first, what corporations they shall organize in their State; and, second, what 
corporations they shall permit to come from other States to do business in their 
State. . 

Third, that the Federal Government has, or should have, the right to 4 
such restrictions as Congress may think necessary upon any corporation which 
does business outside of the State in which it is organized. 

In other words, I would preserve to the people of the State all the rights that 


they now have, and at the same time have Congress exercise a concurrent remedy 
to supplement the State remedy. 


Mark his language: : 


I would preserve to the people of the State all the righis that they now have, and 
at the same time have Congress exercise a concurrent remedy to supplement the 
State remedy, 

That was precisely what the Democrats here were striving to 
reach by way of amendment to the House joint resolution reported 
under an ironbound rule from the Republican majority of the Judi- 
my Committee, and our amendment was not even permitted to be 


Notice also his statement as to the second part of his plan. 

That is one of the propositions embodied in our bill. That pro- 
tects the rights of the people of the States to say first what corpora- 
tions they will organize and under what limitations corporations 
may be permitted to come in or do business in the State. The 
next proposition was that the Federal Government has, or should 
have, the right to impose such restrictions as Congress may think 
n , and under that we have proposed to impose in section 14 
the provisions for publicity, which was part of the remedy which Mr. 
Bryan thought should be invoked, and which is for the purpose of 
a them state the facts and circumstances in regard to their 

usiness, 

Now as to the other eee tion. Mr. Bryan goes on to state what 
he would have Congress do. In other words, he said he would pre- 
serve to the people of the States the rights they now have. That 
Was exactly our amendment, and yet a lot of newspapers and Repub- 
lican politicians are saying we are inconsistent. In his Baltimore 
paper Mr. Bryan reiterates the same principle. On that occasion 

e said ; 


You ask me what you can do. I do not mean to say that there is but one 
Temedy, nor do I mean to say that there is no better remedy than the one I sug- 
but I believe there is an easy remedy that will make monopoly impossible. 

he Constitution has given to Congress control over interstatecommerce. There 
_ certain things which the State can do—and I would not take from the State a 

ngle power that it now has—to destroy the trusts. (Applause ] Place upon 
o Saal Saat oe outside <_ sunnen Ss = = | saniptions as 
may think necessary for their protection. 0 

turtiter thon that. : : : 


I believe the State should be permitted if it pleases to exclude any outside cor- 
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| oration from doing business in the State, for while the natural man in different 
tates may compete with one another, I do not believe that an individual in one 
State must suffer competition with a fictitious person created in another State, 
and — by laws beyond the reach of — living outside of that State, 
But after the State has done all it can, I believe the power will not be complete 
over monopoly, for the State can only stop the monopoly at the State line, and if 
a monopoly has forty-four States in which to work, ‘¢ may be able to get along 
without the forty-fifth; but if you will stop the corporation when it attempts to 


go out of its own State, there can not be any monopoly, because it is shut out of 
the other forty-four. 

And I believe that Congress has the power, and ought to exercise it, to say that 
no corporation organized in any State shall do business outside of that State 
until it secures —— from Congress, or some body created by it, and that 
permission can be granted only when the corporation shows that there is no 
water in its stock, and that it is not attempting to monopolize any branch of 
business or the production of any article of merchandise. [Applause.]} 


Mr. DALZELL. Do you, as a lawyer, agree with Mr. Bryan’s 
proposition that Congress has the power that you have just read, to 
prohibit ane from dealing outside of the State where they 
are organized? 

Mr. TERRY. I think Congress can do this. Iam not entirely 
clear on the point, but I think we ought to test it. You are going 
to test it in the bill you passed the other day in the matter of the 
products of convict labor transported to other States. You propose 
in that way to determine what power Congress has in that particular. 
I am inclined to think that where corporations are doing business 
outside of their own State and owning plants and carrying on busi- 
ness in a number of States, thereby entering into interstate com- 
merce in a number of States, that Congress would have the right to 
require that they file articles and show the condition of their business 
and submit to other proper regulations. One of these objects is aimed 
at in section 1, proposed section 13, and the other in our section 14. 

The court may take another view of that, just as one gentleman 
said they might take another view about this convict-labor question; 
but if you were willing to risk the constitutionality question on that, 
why not risk it on this? The United States Supreme Court upheld 
the Wilson ‘‘original package’’ law and we invoke the principle of 
that case in our section 13. (140 U. 8., 545, Jn re Rahrer. ) 

The Grout bill (H. R. 3717), which on May 31 was committed to 

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, pro- 
pean to subject oleomargarine products to the operations of the 
aws of the several States under the same principle of law that we 
invoke against trust and monopoly products in section 13, which we 
have proposed as an amendment to your so-called antitrust law. 
If the Grout bill is constitutional, what is the matter with our 
section 13? 

Under the Brosius bill (H. R. 9677), reported from your Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the so-called ‘‘ pure 
food bill,’’ it is proposed to shut certain articles out from ‘‘intro- 
duction into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia from 
any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or from 
any foreign country or shipment to any foreign country.’’ That is 
precisely what we propose in our amendment to your section 9, or 
paragraph 9, in relation to articles manufactured by trusts and 
monopolies, and is precisely the same thing we propose in our sec- 
tion 14 in relation to articles therein referred to. Why is it that 
the question of ey seems to be all right in case of the 
Grout bill and the Brosius bill and is all wrong when it comes to 
legislating against trusts and monopolies? 

That is a question I will leave you to answer to the American 
people the best way youcan. Perhaps you think you can impose 
upon and deceive them by the miserable makeshifts, subterfuges, 
and shams which you will parade before them, but I predict that 
you are the people that will be deceived this time. The American 
people are waking up to the magnitude of this mighty issue forced 
upon them by trust combinations and monopolistic greed. They are 
mustering for the fight, and antitrust leagues are organizing all over 
the United States. As evidence of this and the vigilance to be exer- 
cised by the people, I incorporate as a part of my remarks the fol- 
lowing address lately issued by one of these leagues: 

“Salus populi est suprema lex.’’ 
THE AMERICAN ANTI-TRUST LEAGUE. 
OFFICE oF M, L. Lock woop, NATIONAL PRESIDENT, 


Lelienople, Pa., July 17, 1809. 
An Address to the American People: 


The object of the American Anti-Trust League is to drive from public place 
the subservient tools of the trusts, monopolies, combines, and corporations, and 
to establish the equal rights of American citizens in the commerce and industries 
of the country. 

To-day in every legislative hall, both State and national, omnipresent stands 
the lobbyist and corruptionist of this great railroad, monopoly, trust combina- 
tion, which has fermed an alliance, offensive and defensive, - which they 
oe to control legislation and to plunder the producers and consumers of 
America. 

And, what is still worse, there also stand the representatives, elected by the 
people, who have become debauched, and who are the secret servants and instru- 
ments of this great corporate power, and are ever ready to do their bidding, 
while proclaiming their devotion to the rights of the people. We find them 
every where—in the legislature, in Congress, in the Senate, and on the bench. 
The political life of this kind of representative is made easy. Their renomina 
tions are arranged for them by the political bosses, who are but the servants of 


this power. Campaign funds are furnished. That part of the public press that 
can is used to eulogize and lionize these subservient tools. Their 
elections are managed for them, 
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There also stands the representative elected by the people, who is true to the 
principles of manhood and is governed by the promptings of public welfare. He 
stands a bulwark against the legislative schemes by which this great railroad, 
monopoly, trust combination expect to plunder the people. He is obnoxious to 
this dominating and controlling power, and their em ries are sent into his 
district to undermine and destroy him politically. Some popular man is encour- 
aged to become a candidate for nemination to his place, and the power and 
influence and money of this corporate conspiracy are put behind this candidate, 
and the true servant of the people finds himself defeated for renomination, and 
he is retired from public life—retired because he was a true representative of the 
people and dared to defy this corporate monster. This process has been worked 
£0 silently and secretly that the people have not recognized the handiwork by 
which a majority in their legislative bodies have been controlled. 

In many of our great cities the street railway traction companies have created 
a political despotism. The man who is ambitious politically, before he can hope 
to be nominated to any position of public trust must first kneel at the throne. 
Yes, and in many, many cases before a laborer can hope to earn bread for his 
family he has first to show that he wears the brand and collar of their ward boss. 
They have created a despotism so damnable that man must become a serf to this 
cossent corporate power before he can obtain an opportunity to work. I have 
talked with these men who mourn the loss of their liberty as American freemen. 
This great railroad, monopoly, trust, traction combination is “ corrupting our 
public affairs and debauc ing our public men” and destroying the foundations 
of the Republic by the corrupt use of money in our political life. 

The purpose of the American Anti-Trust League is to arouse the only power on 
earth that is stronger than the power of money in our public life. That power 
is the patriotic impulse of the people. The little finger of that power, when 
awakened, is stronger ten thousand times than the influence of all the billions 
of trusts and combines of the land. The memories of the many sacrifices of the 
fathers call us to action. If these trust combinations are allowed to go on they 
can plunder each of usinto poverty. No man knows how soon the fear of hunger 
for his wife and family will make of himacoward. It behooves us tostrike while 
the fire of liberty yet burns. 

The American eR isnonpartisan. Wecallall American freemen 
to council. Ifa Democrat ora poy ora Republican public man has shown 
himself to be « subservient too] of thisgreat corporate power, then all the united 
power of all the men of the American Anti-Trust é will be used tocrush him 
and drive him from public life. We will adopt the tactics of our enemy until we 
have created a legislative, judicial, and executive power in ey with the 
public welfare. And we call upon every American citizen who loves his coun- 
try and the great principles of popular government better than he does his party 
to join us in the worx of reestablishing the equal nas far citizenship. 


President Anti-Trust League. 


The matter of the above quoted address should be read and care- 
fully considered by every true-hearted patriot of every party and 
section. I also commend the following extract from the address to 
the American people, adopted by the antitrust conference, Chicago, 
February 12, 1900: 

“The National Anti-Trust Conference, composed of members from thirty-one 
States, one Territory, and the District of Columbia, assembled at Chicago on the 
12th, 13th, and 14th of February, 1900, earnestly urges all citizens who oppose the 
industrial combinations commonly known as trusts to organize at once to deprive 
those combinations of their power. 

We make no assault upon business combinations for diminishing productive 
cost or augmenting productive efficiency. The more easily wealth is produced, 
and the more there is, the better for everyeody—provided distribution be equi- 
table. What we do attack is combinations for coercing producers and lessening 
production. It is such combinations that constitute the trust evil, and them we 
would abolish root and branch. 

When oppressive trusts are examined they are found to be combinations not 
for augmenting wealth, but for hampering its production; not for making good 
things plentiful and cheap, but for making them scarce and dear. The strength 
of the trust does not lie in a more perfect organization of producers and produc- 
tive facilities for greater usefulness. It lies,in a more intense concentration of 
monopoly privileges." 


The American people can win this fight, but they have a power- 
ful combination to deal with, and it has its secret agencies at work 
in every section. Let the people be always on their guard and 
always active. ‘‘ Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.’’ ‘‘ Power 
is ever slipping from the hands of the many to the hands of the 
few.’’ ‘‘Who would be free themselves must strike the blow.’’ In 
the war against trusts and every form of monopoly the banner of the 
great American Democracy will be carried to the front of the fight, 
and William Jennings Bryan, of Nebraska, will be the peerless and 
fearless leader that will bear it to the front. Let every man who 
loves justice and hates iniquity rally around that standard in the 
great conflict and battle day of 1900. 


APPENDIX. 


Mr. Terry, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the follow- 
ing as the views of the minority: 

The undersigned members of the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill H. R. 10639, while fully ng with the majority of 
said committee as to the “evil effects of trusts, monopolies, and combina- 
tions,” were not able toa with them in thinking that H. R. 10539, with 
the amendment reported by said committee, is sufficient legislation on the 
subject, and we can not concur in their belief that section 9 of their measure 
‘exhausts the constitutional power of Congress in controlling by penal pro- 
visions trusts or monopolies in the manufacture and sale of articles of com- 
merce.” ; 

Perchance it may turn out that in the war against trusts, so vigorously 
started out with, it was not the Constitution that became exhausted. This 
much-vaunted “section 9" hinges everything upon the “purpose” or intent 
with which the corporation or association was organized or formed. In this 
particul .2 we regard it as extremely weak. 

We think that itis the direct effect of the operations of such acorporation, 
and not simply the pageese for which it was formed, that must be mainly 
looked at. No doubt they are all formed and “carry on business" for the 
“ a “of putting money into the ets of their promoters; but their 
effects upen the public are eminently disastrous. 

In one of the latest cases upon this question oe Pipe and Steel Co. 
vs. ues, States), decided mber 4, 1800, the United States Supreme 
Court 3 

“Tf the necessary direct and immediate effect of the contract be to violate 
a law of Congress and also to restrain and regulate interstate commerce, it 
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is manifestly immaterial whether the design to so regulate was or wa 
in existence when the contract was entered into.” 

Further on the court said: 

“Where the contract affects interstate commerce only incidenta]), 
not directly the fact that it was not designed or intended to affect suc} 
merce is simply an additional reason for holding the contract valid ani 
touched by the act of Congress."’ (See page 16 of No. 51, October term | 
States Supreme Court, December 4, 1899. ) 

In order to strengthen section 9, we offer this amendment: Strike 
after the figure **9”’ in said section 9 and make it read as follows: 

“Sec. 9. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or 
nership formed or made, or managing or carrying on its business, in 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such » 
as to control or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manuf, 
production, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandize, inten, 
interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purp. 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same { 
purchaser, user, or con®:mer thereof, for the purpose of preventing 
such manner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition j;, ; 
manufacture, production, or e thereof, is, for the purposes of this a 
hereby declared to be illegal and a sonopoly; and all such corporati: 
sociations, joint stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, « 
managers, and attorneys, are hereby forbidden and prohibited from s/ 
or putting in transit any such article of commerce or merchandise to an, 
Territory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Territory, or ; 
which it was manufactured or produced, and from oe or offering t 
any such article or merchandise to be so shipped or put into any such t 
unless for the private or personal use of the consignee; and for any vi 
of this provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the United 
and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 no 
man Geen, and by imprisonment not less than thirty days nor move t) 
mon . 

*‘All such corporations, associations, joint-stock companies, and partne: 
ships es above declared illegal shall be, and hereby are, forbidden and pro 
hibited the use of the United States mail in aid or furtherance of any s; 
business or purposes, and all laws now in force for the prevention of the 
fraudulent use of the mails, so far as the same may be applicable, shall apply 
in the execution of such prohibition. ; 

“Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership 
may be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or corpora 
tion, or association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually 
enjoined and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or for 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of tho | 
States or the District of Columbia, or any foreign country;.and no article o! 
commerce produced, or manufactured, or owned and dealt in by any such 
corporation, association, joint-stock company, or yattaesmip 80 organized, 
formed, managed, or carrying on business, shall transported or carried 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured, o: 
which same may be, or without the District of Columbia if produced, manu 
factured, or found therein, by any individual, corporation, or common car 
rier, in any manner whatever. 

“All such articles of commerce, shipped in violation of the provisions of 
this act, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized by any 
marshal or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any person duly au 
thorized by law tomake such seizure, and when so seized shall be condemned 
by like proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, ar 
condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary to 

The language in italics indicates the important changes proposed in 
amendment to said section 9. 

As section 10, as proposed by the committee, when properly construed im 
poses no punishment except upon the common carriers, their officers, agents 
etc., we provide for punishment of the monopoly, its officers, agent 
in section 9, which was omitted in that section as proposed by the committ 

Our amendment to section 10 is as follows: Strike out the words * cor) 
tion, association, joint stock,”* in line 23, and the first word ‘“*company ” in line 
24, page 7, and the same words in line 2, on page 8. These words, placed as 
they are, in section 10, are misleading, and their proper place is in se 
as we propose. ; 

We also offer as amendments to be added in after section 10, on page 8, the 
following: 

First. A new section 11. 

Second. A new section 12. 

Third. A new section 13. 

Fourth. A new section 14, as follows, to wit: 

Sec. 11. That every contract, combine, device, trust, or combination 
form of trust or etherwise, or conspiracy, tending to create a mono} 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, transportation, or dca 
any article of commerce or merchandise, entering into trade or « 
among the States or with foreign countries, or designed to create i 
ments to, or resulting in restrictions to, such trade or commerce or « 
commerce, or to limit or control the manufacture or production 
articles or merchandise, for the pur of increasing or decreas 
operating in such manner, or with such result, as to increase or decre 
price of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the pur 
of preventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, ex 
transportation, or dealing in such articles or merchandise, or to give } 
to ch unreasonable prices for merchandise or articles produced or ! 
factured to be bought, sold, exchanged, dealt in, or transported in suc 
or commerce, or for the purpose of imposing, or in such manner as to i 
unjust or onerous restrictions upon, or impediments to, the lawful | 
of any person, company, or corporation engaged in the production or 
facture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be illeg 
a monopoly within the meaning of this act, and every person who sh 
or enter into, or engage in, any such contract, combine, device, t: 
combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, or s! 
goomases thereof or officer or agent therein, shall be deemed guilty o 

emeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of ! 
than $500 and not exceeding $5,000 and by imprisonment not less t 
months and not exceeding one year. : 

Sec. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall | 
fied that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has |» 
hanced in consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act, he sha 
his proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or i 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from ! 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhance! 
gates of such commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until ™ 

y the proclamation of the President. 

SEc, That wherever any State or Territory shall, in any law 4 
trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign « 
ration, association, joint-stock company, or partnership, or stockholder 
ber, or officer belonging to or interested in any such trust, combine, ™ 
oly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on or ( 
business, or have any -office or place of business, in such State, or © 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporat... 





association, or partnership, or prohibit the sale or offering forsale in such State 
of any article or mavchandise produced by it, every such corporation, asso- 
ciation, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do any busi- 
ness or have an office or place of business therein, and all its articles or mer- 
chandise carried thereto, shall be subject to the operation and effect of such 
law, to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had been incor- 
norated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or merchandise 
had been made and not brought therein; and no such law shall be regarded 
as in any way trenching upon the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
among the States or with foreign nations: Provided, however, That such arti- 
cles or merchandise may be shipped and transported into any such State or 
Territory for the personal and private use of the consignee. 

sec. LL. That every corporation, association, joint-stock company, or part 
nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the District of 
( Tambis, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the laws of 
the United States or of a State or of a Territory, owning or controlling any 
plant or business, or a malorsty of the stock in any plant or business, similar 
to its own, in any other State, Territory, or place outside of the onein which 
it was first chartered, organized, or formed, shall, before being permitted to 
ship, consign, take, carry, or transport, or sell or deliver for shipment, toany 
other State or Territory, or into or from the District of Columbia, or any 
foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise of its own produc- 
tion or manufacture, or receive consignments or shipments of articles of com- 
merce or merchandise, manufactured or produced in any other State or Ter- 
ritory, or in the District of Columbia, or any foreign country, file in the office 
of the Secretary of State of the United States a certified copy of its articles 
of incorporation, association, or partnership, together with a duty verified 
statement showing the article or articles or merchandise manufactured, 
produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manufactured, produced, or 
dealt in by it; a copy of its by-laws, rules, and regulations; the names and 
places of residence of its officers and stockholders; the amount of its capital 
stock and the amount thereof actually issued; the amount thereof actually 
paid in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and also a 
tull statement of all its debts and liabilities; the number of its employees 
and wages paid; the dividends paid, if any; the amount of its surplus, if any; 
the character of additions and improvements made each year and the cost 
thereof, and a statement of its operating and other suyoumne. together with 
a balance sheet showing its profits and losses; and shall annually thereafter 
file in said office a report, verified by a majority of the directors of a corpora- 
tion, or by @ majority of the members of an association, joint-stock company, 
or partnership, showing the same facts as then existing, and shall, before 
shipping, or offering or attempting to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or 
put in the way for transit, to any other State or Territory, or the District 
of Columbia, or any foreign country, any article of commerce or merchan- 
dise manufactured, produced, or dealt jn by it, plainly and conspicuously 
stamp thereon, when susceptible of being so stamped, and also on the out- 
side of packages, boxes, or tanks containing the same, the name of the article 
or merchandise, and the name of the corporation, association, joint-stock 
company, or partnership manufacturing, producing, or dealing in the same, 
and the place from and to which it is to be shipped or transported. 

Every such corporation, association, or partnership as referred to in this 
section, and every officer, agent, or attorney thereof, that shall ship, or offer 
or attempt to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in the way of transit, 
toany other State or Territory, or to the District of Columbia, or to any 
foreign country, any article or merchandise dealt in, manufactured, or pro- 
duced by it, or shall violate or fail to comply with any of the provisions of 
this section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 and not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more than 
one year. 

In order to provide for this numberingof the proposed new sections above 
set forth, amend section 6 by adding after the word “thirteen” the words 
“fourteen,” “fifteen,” “sixteen,’’ and ‘* geventeen,”’ and change the numbers 
of the sections 11, 12, and 13, as proposed by the committee, to 15, 16, and 17. 

Amend section 7 as pro: d by the committee by inserting ‘between the 
first words “that” and ‘‘ this’’ in the first line of said section the following 
words, to wit: 

“ Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to apply to trade unions or 
other labor organizations, organized for the purpose of regulating wages, 
hours of labor, or other conditions under which labor is to be performed.” 

The pu of the new section 11 we propose is to apply the force and 
principle of the interstate commerce clause of the Constitution to certain 
acts, facts, and conditions which the United States Supreme Court has held 
to be within the purview of said interstate-commerce clause, and which we 
think that Congress, in its power to regulate commerce, should declare 
against as hindrances toand interferences with such commerce. Where Con- 
gres, in its power to legislate 7 a given subject, has adopted legislation 
declaratory of its judgment in the matter, the courts have always gone as 
far as they reasona ly could to uphold such legislation. 

In the case of McCulloch vs. State of Maryland, Chief Justice Marshall, 
delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

_“We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Government are 
limited, and “Mthat its limits are not to be transcended. But we think the 
sound construction of the Constitution must allow to the National Legisla- 
ture that discretion with respect to the means by which the powers it con- 
fers are to be carried. into execution which will enable that body to perform 
the high duties assigned to it in the manner most beneficial to the people.” 
(4 Wheaton, 316.) 

See this case referred to on page 55, House Document No. 476, part 2, Re- 
port of the Industrial Commission. 

It is notorious that there are scores of giant combines and monopolies that 
are ong in destroying competition and swallowing up their competitors, 
to the injury of trade and commerce among the States and to the great op- 
pression of the le in all the States. Is Congress to sit idly by and pro- 
claim its power is exhausted, and that. it can do nothing further to aid the 
people who are struggling in the folds of these mighty combinations? 

Section 12, which we propose, relates to customs duties and imports over 


which the power of Congress does undoubtedly extend. Why not invoke 
that power in behalf of the people? ; 

Section 13, which we Rropose, is for the purpose of applying against the 
wats the principle of the Wilson law against original packages. When the 


son law came up in Congress in 1890 many of the smart set of lawyers 

then holding seats here made haste to give the opinion that such a law would 
6 unconstitutional, but the United States Supreme Court upheld it all the 
fame. (In re Rahrer, 140 U. 8., 545; House Doc. No. 476, page 61.) 

Section 14, as we propose, is for the purpose of securing publicity in the 
operations and business conduct of corporations owning or controlling busi- 
hess and plants, or the majority of the stock in any such, outside of the State 
th Territory in which their charters were first obtained. All such corpora- 
ia are monopolistic, and their business is carried on in such manner as to 
ey com , and that was the very object for which they bought up 

° plants of rivals in other States. Th 

e 


Certainly Con, some power to deal with these combines. 
eS Thae says: 
the Supreme Court has decided that however much trusts, combinations, 
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and conspiracies to monopolize manufacture and production affect and r 
strain commerce, such results are indirect and incidental, and that therefore 
the power to regulate commerce does not include power to regulate or repres 
such monopolies, combinations, and conspiracies."’ 

_ In reply to this we submit that a careful reading of the Supreme Court de- 
cisions on this subject wil: not sustain this statement of the committee in all 
its broadness and entirety. In the case of United States vs. K. C. Knight 
Company (156 U. 8.),to which, with Addyston Pipe and Steel Company case, 
the committee doubtless refers, the court say this: 

‘The fact that an article is manufactured for export to another State does 
not of itself make it an article of interstate commerce, and the intent of the 
manufacturer does not determine the time when the article or product 
passes from the control of the State and belongs to commerce.” 

But further on in that same opinion the court say: 

“It must be held that an article does not become a part of interstate com 
merce until it is started for another State."’ 

And to show a still further qualification to the language last quoted the 
court, in the Addyston pipe case, say: 

“The commodity may not have commenced its journey and so may still be 
completely within the jurisdiction of the State for the purposes of State tax 
ation, and yet at the same time the commodity may have been sold for deliv 
ery in another State. Any combination among the dealers in that kind of 
commodity which in its direct and immediate effect forecloses all competition 
and enhances the purdhase price for which such commodity would otherwise 
be delivered at its destination in another State would, in our judgment, be 
one in restraint of trade or commerce among the States, even though the arti 
cle to be transported and delivered in another State were still taxable at its 
place of manufacture.” 

Such is the language of the Supreme Court, and yet, strange to say. section 
9, as proposed by the committee, omits all reference to the question of selling 
or putting in transit, which isthe most important Federal question in the 
case! 

Further on they say: 

“A contract or combination which directly related to manufacture only, 
was not brought within the purview of the act.” 

Of course not, if it related only to manufacture. 

It must, therefore, be very apparent that the committee amendments fall far 
short and stand in need of further amendruent. Congress hasat present the 
exclusive power to regulate interstate commerce. Therefore no State nor 
corporation nor individual can have the right to do anything that amounts to 
a regulation or a restraint upon it. Now, what is meant by the term “ regu- 
late?’’ Here is the answer of the Supreme Court in the Addyston pipe case: 

“If certain kinds of private contracts do directly, as already stated, limit 
or restrain, and hence regulate interstate commerce, why should not the 
power of Congress reach those contracts just the same as if the legislation of 
some State had enacted the provisions contained in them?” 

* * * * * . * 


“Commerce is the important subject of consideration, and anything which 
directly obstructs and thus regulates that commerce which is carried on 
among the States, whether it is State legislation or private contracts between 
individuals or corporations, should be subject to the power of Congress in 
the regulation of that commerce.” 

That preventing competition isa restraint and therefore a regulation on 
trade, mark this language of the court: 

“While no particular contract regarding the furnishing of pipe and the 
price for which it should be furnished was in the contemplation of the par 
ties to the combination at the time of its formation, yet it was their intention, 
as it was the purpose of the combination, to directly and by means of such 
combination increase the price for which all contracts for the delivery of pipe 
within the territory aboye described should be made, and the latter result 
was to be achieved by abolishing all competition between the parties to the 
combination. The direct and immediate result of the combination was there- 
fore necessarily a restraint upon interstate commerce in respect of articles 
manufactured by any of the parties to it to be transported beyond the State 
in which they were made.” 

* ” * e * ° * 


“We have no doubt that where the direct and immediate effect of acon 
tract or combination among particular dealers in a commodity is to destroy 
competition between them and others, so that the parties to the contract or 
combination may obtain increased prices for themselves, such contract or 
combination amounts to a restraint of trade in the commodity, even though 
contracts to buy such commodity at the enhanced price are continually being 
made. Total suppression of the trade in the commodity is not necessary in 
order to render the combination one in restraint of trade. * * * Where 
the contract is for the sale of the article and for its delivery inanother State, 
the transaction is one of interstate commerce, although the vender may have 
also agreed to manufacture it in order to fulfill his contract of sale. In such 
case a combination of this character would be properly called a combination 
in restraint of interstate commerce, and not one relating only lo manu 
JSacture.” 

The court also quote with approval the following language: 

“Again, all the authorities agreo that in order to vitiate a contract or com- 
bination it is not essential that its result shoyld be a complete monopoly; it 
is sufficient if it really tends to that end and to deprive the public of the 
advantages which flow from free competition.” 

An instructive case is that of United States vs. Coal Dealers’ Ar 
of California (85 Fed. Rep., 252). 

The court says: 

‘Practically all the coal used in San Francisco is mined in Washington, 
Oregon, and British Columbia. A very large number of the coal dealers in 
San Francisco formed themselves into an association, agreeing not to sell coa! 
below certain prices. This association entered into a contract with the pro 
ducers of coal in Washington, Oregon, and British Columbia, whereby the 
producers agreed to cooperate with the association to carry out its purpos 
and the producers agreed not to sell coal to any nonmember except for a 
much higher price than they charged members. United States seeks to en 
join proceedings under this arrangement. 

“OPINION OF THE COURT. 

*“'The combination affects the sale of coal as soon as it arrives in San Fran- 
cisco from other States and before it has become a part of the mass of prop- 
erty in the State. Until it has become part of the mass of property in the 
State it remains in interstate commerce, and therefore comes under the trust 
act. It is unnecessary to discuss whether the restraint is reasonable, for the 
trust act forbids all restraints, reasonable or not.” 

Now, if this Coal Dealers’ Association of California had not “ entered into 
contract with the producers of coal in Washington, Oregon, and British Co 
lumbia,’’ but had bought uptheir plants and business and so conducts 
operations of such combine as to bring abowt the same results as the court 
refers to, what would be the difference in principle? The same monopoly 
would result and the same obstruction to commerce and free competition. 

The amendment we propose to section 7 of the committee bill explains 
itself, but we observe that it is rather a curious fact, so far as we have been 
able to learn, that the only criminal convictions ever obtained under the 
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Sherman anti-trust law have been in cases of laboring men on a strike for 
higher wages, and no trust magnate, officer, or agent ever been put be- 
hind th® bars; and yet the main amendments the committee offer to that law 
is to increase the punishment upon criminal convictions! What great con- 
sternation will that carry to the trusts! 

In case the amendments we as above set forth, can not be adopted, 
we think the House should on a substitute for said bill and amendments 
proposed by the committee. e will submit such 2 opi. 


. TERRY. 
D. A. DE ARMOND. 
5. W. T. LANHAM. 
WM. ELLIOTT. 
D. H. SMITH. 
WM. H. FLEMING. 
HENRY D. CLAYTON. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has twelve min- 
utes ae 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Swanson] ten minutes at this point. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, there is no problem before the 
American people more important in its solution than that relating 
to trusts, combines, and monopolies. These are becoming the curse 
of our country. All classes of our citizens, except those who are 
either the beneficiaries or the dependents of these vast trusts, view 
with the greatest apprehension their continued growth and in- 
creased power. 

All of the great industries of this country have recently been 
formcd into vast trusts, which absolutely fix the price at which 
they purchase the raw material for their factories from the pro- 
ducers and also fix absolutely the price at which they sell their 
finished products to the consumer. 

Thus by the creation of these vast trusts we witness the remark- 
able spectacle of all raw material being greatly reduced in price 
and of all finished products being greatly enhanced in value. 
Thus monopoly and trusts deprive laborers, farmers, and other 
creators of raw materials of a fair return for their toil by refusing 
to pay @ reasonable — for their products and then, continuing 
the robbery, compel the consumer to pay them an unreasonable 
price for their wares, 

The trusts thus rob both producer and consumer, which two 

classes constitute society. There are none who can escape its dep- 
redations; none who do not pay a tribute toits rapacity. If these 
evils are not eliminated and this gross injustice is not controlled, 
we in this country will have an industrial dependency and slavery 
“aaee anything that the world has heretofore furnished. 
All small en rises are being crushed out. If this state of 
affairs is permitted to continue, a vast majority of the people of 
this country will be dependent for occupation and for the neces- 
sities of life entirely upon the will of a few trust m tes. These 
trust , in the business lines which they have captured 
and control, are more absolute than king or potentate. At their 
whim thousands upon thousands of workmen cgn be thrown en- 
tirely out of employment and themselves and their families left 
without the necessities of life. At their will wages can, in a mo- 
ment and without notice, be greatly refuced and many a home 
made to suffer want. At the mere capriceof some trust magnate 
an honest employee can be dismissed and deprived forever of any 
opportunity to follow that business whicn alone he understands 
and in the mastery of which he has devoted most of his life. At 
the dictation of one of these magnates the entire crops of the 
farmers can be reduced half in purchase price and many a happy 
farm home made bankrupt and desolate. 

Against this vast power of trust and of monopoly, with inci- 
dent abuses and injustices, labor has been trying to organize and 
to protect itself, but the contest has been unequal, and each year 
witnesses the further triumphs of monopoly and trusts and the 
greater dependency and distress of laborers and toilers on farm 
and in shop. 

Plutocracy and monopoly are in the saddleand are riding rough- 
shod over the toiling masses. The strong arm of Government is 
needed to aid the weak and dependent and to restrain the oppress- 
ors and the ee 

During the three years of McKinley’s Administration trusts, 
combines, and monopolies have been created a thousandfold more 
than during the whole prior existence of this Government, aggre- 
gating more than a century. There must be some potent cause 
that in three years can reverse the entire industrial system of the 
greatest, the richest, and, until recently, the freest nation on 
earth, and can in soshort a while create an absolute rule of money 
and of monopoly. 

The cause is patent to every thoughtful observer. For the past 
three years the Republican party has had complete control of the 
legislative and of the executive ches of this Government and 
both of these have been perverted from ing the and 
made to subserve the interests of trusts and of es. This 
was a natural consequence to be from the Republican 
position in the campaign of 1896. Republican orm of 


1888 declared strongl t trusts and , if 
given power, ou ee The Republican slatiorn.of iba, 
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following that of 1888, again committed that party against trust; 
but when the ublican party in 1896 met in St. Louis an 
nominated McK , it left out entirely any declaration against 
trusts. 

It was absolutely silent on this question. It was the first tin, 
in the recent history of this country that any great political jay 
had met and had deliberately failed to promise the people to »; 
tect them against the trust menace. It was understood at t\), 
time that it was an open and an acknowledged alliance of ;)), 
Republican na with the trusts, combines, and monopolies. 
was understood by those initiated that if they would make 1i|, 
contributions to the Republican party in the campaign of 
they would be given every Government favor and every opp 
nity to flourish. Trusts, combines, and monopolies haviny 
glowing invitation presented to them in the Republican pla‘ 
of 1896, contributed millions upon millions of dollarsto the | 
lican campaign fund, and by it secured the election of Mck 

The Republican party, since its advent into power, ha; 
full faith with these trusts that furnished the money that 
them power. 

Measured by a definition of honesty given by Zack Chanij!-) 
a noted Republican leader, the Republican party may justly bo 
called an honest party. Zack Chandler said: “An honest m:\» j 
a man who would stay bought.” Measured by this defin: 
the Republican party during the three years of its absolute | 
has been an honest party, for there has not been an hour 1 
day that it has not stayed bought to the trusts. 

All of its power during the last three years has been used ‘: 
the creation of these vast trusts that have grown by thousinis 
and thousands until to-day, when there is not an industry of t! 
country that is not under their control. 

The first act of McKinley, after being sworn in as Presi ent, 
was to call Congress in extra session, not to lessen the burdens of 
the people, not to reform the currency, but to impose additiona 
taxes in order to enrich the trusts that had furnished the money 
to elect him. That extra session passed the Dingley bill and ad- 
journed. From the moment that this bill was passed we witnessed 
the rapid growth of trusts in amazing and in bewildering num- 
bers. It seemed that as if by magic every business interest of the 
country was seized by a few trust magnates and all other com- 
petitors destroyed. This bill imposed such ahigh duty on articles 
of foreign manufacture and sale that all foreign competition was 
destroyed and the home market was left absolutely under the con- 
trol of the home trusts formed under the bill. 

Under this bill the sugar trust received greater benefits than 
ever before bestowed, and the American consumers of sugar were 
left completely at the mercy of the trust and have to pay «n in- 
creased price for their sugar. Immediately upon the passace of 
the bill the importation of German refined sugar, which was the 
only competitor of the sugar trust, was reduced more than two- 
thirds in quantity. 

After the passage of this bill was formed the American Stcel 
and Wire Company, a trust which controls absolutely the wire 
nails and the wire fencing of thiscountry. Immediately the price 
of wire nails and of wire fencing was doubled, and the farmers 
and the laborers of this country were thus, through the Dinzley 
Act, made ore a high tribute to this trust. 

The Fed Steel Company was organized after the passace of 
this bill, and consequently the products of iron and steel more than 
doubled in value. 

A trust was then formed to control the fertilizer of this country, 
and the price of it was greatly increased to the farmer. 

A hide and leather trust was organized, and the price of shoes, 
harness, and of other leather products enhanced against the in- 
terest of all the people. 

A window- trust was formed, and the r can not even 
get a in r humble homes without paying a tribute to the 
trus 

A woolen-goods trust was formed, and the laborer can not clothe 
his children t the winds of winter without contributiny to 
the greed of the trust. 

A oe trust was organized and the price of paper enhanced; 
thus all sources of information and of learning are made to ))ay 
tribute to the trust. 

Rubber and rubber were soon controlled by a trust and 
the price of these greatly increased. 

Linseed oil soon obeys the mandates of a trust, and thus the cost 
of this necessary is greatly increased. . ; 

All of the shipbuilding interests of the lakes formed into a trus*, 
and all shippers and products were thus made to pay tribute to 
the extortioner. . 

All tin-plate industries combined into a trust, and tin, in al! of 
its forms, consequently demands a much higher price an‘ the 
users of tinware are made to submit to the exactions of the trust. 

Sewing-thread manufacturers combined, and even the poor 
sewing woman is made to submit to the depredations of the trust. 

Salt is under a combination, and that corporation known as the 
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National Salt Company absolutely fixes, to suit its own greed, the 
price of this great necessary of life. 

Combinations during the last year have been made to control 
the entire output of coal, and the price of this necessity is fixed 
by the avarice of a few magnates. 

“Time will not permit me to enumerate the thousands of other 
trusts that have been formed during McKinley’s Administration 
and which, as I have said before, practically control every neces- 
ear, of life, every product, and every business industry of this 

oantry. 

7 McKinley’s Administration will be distinctively known in the 
history of this country as the ‘ trust era.” 

After having passed the Dingley bill, making possible and creat- 
ing all of these vast trusts, the next debt that the Republican party 
desired to pay was to the national banks of this country. It has 
handsomely paid them for their vast contributions to the Re- 
publican campaign of 1896. At this session of Congress it has 
pass dan act that creates a national-bank trust, and gives the 
national banks of this country the power to absolutely control our 
yolume of currency, and thus practically to fix the price of all 
products and of alllabor. The presidents of five or six of the 
large national banks of this country, since this power has been 
given to them, could meet and precipitate a panic or could cause 
ease in the money market, just as their selfish ends may dictate. 
The effect of the financial measure passed by the ee party 
will be the ultimate destruction of the greenbacks and of the 
Treasury notes. The volumeof money will no longer be controlled 
by the Federal Government, as the interests of the people demand, 
but it will be controlled by a few large national bankers solely for 
their selfish purposes. By this act the Republican party has 
created @ money monopoly that will in the end be the father of 
all other monopolies. 

Every interest that furnished money for the Republican cam- 
paign of 1896 has been well provided for by that party since it 
came into power. 

Since the Republican party has denied that the Constitution goes 
to Porto Rico or to the yee Islands and has perverted the 
powers of legislation under the Constitution to enrich special in- 
terests, it might well be said that the present motto of the Repub- 
lican party is: ‘‘ The flag does not follow the Constitution, but 
the flag follows the contributions.” 

Although the Republican party during the last three years has 
had both branches of Congress and the Presidency, it can not point 
toone single act of legislation that it has put upon the statute 
books to restrain or to destroy these vast trusts that it has seen 
daily created. During these three years it can not point to one 
single prosecution inaugurated by its Attorney-General, who him- 
self comes from New Jersey, the State that charters these trusts. 

The President, although each morning paper that he reads con- 
tains accounts of the formation of trusts, has given no word of 
warning nor has he invoked legislation for their suppression. He, 
along with his party associates in Congress, has witnessed with 
complacency their formation and has heralded them to the coun- 
try as evidences of prosperity. He has mistaken the ill-gotten 
gains of the trust magnates through the legislation of his party as 
evidences of prosperity of the general country, never reflecting 
that these gains came from unjust exactions from the sweat and 
toil of the laboring masses, 

From all sections of the country come evidences of distress and 
of consequent discontent of those who live by toil. Every day 
we read of strikes where thousands of workmen protest because 
they are unable on the wages received to pay the increased cost 
of living which has been forced upon them by the trusts. There 
is scarcely a day that we do not read of some ‘‘ lockout” or of the 
closing of some factory, and of thousands of people being made 
tosuffer. We daily hear of some factory or manufacturing en- 
terprise being closed at one place and transferred to another to 
suit the caprice and the selfish interest of some magnate. Thus 
not — are persons but places destroyed by these combinations. 

The Republican party, realizing the great indignation through- 
out the country caused by these illegal combinations, sought, ten 
days before the adjournment of Congress, to escape public con- 
demnation by pretending to offer legislation hostile to trusts. It 
first offered an amendment to the Constitution, insisting that 
Congress at present has no power to suppress trusts. By this 
means it sought to give an excuse forits failure to legislate against 
them during the past three years of absolute control. Since to 
pass an amendment to the Constitution it would require the vote 
of three-fourths of the States, and some of the State legislatures 
meet but once in four years, this method of dealing with the ques- 
tion 7, means that the great-grandchildren of those now liv- 
ing would, if they depend on this, fail to see any legislation against 

. It was a measure that was especially favored by the 
trusts themselves, Its intention was to prevent any real legisla- 
tion by until the trusts had grown stronger than the 
Government itself, and then they would be strong enough to bid 
defiance to hostility from any source, 
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If it is once conceded that an amendment to the Federal ¢ 
stitution is necessary in order to permit the Federal Governn 
to suppress trusts, that time is so far distant and indefinite t 
it means that the trusts will have grown absolute and will h 
so completely captured the Federal Government that instead of 
fearing the Government they will use it for all time to come, just 


ivo 


as they have used it during the past three years of Republican 
rule to increase their own power and wealth. 

There is ample power in the Federal Government to-day to 
press every trust, and all that is needed to accomplish it isa use 
of Representatives, a Senate, and a President who are honest 
enough and bold enough to enact laws for that purpo d ) 
same time firm enough to execute those laws when enacted 

The Republican party surrendered completely to the tr 
when it introduced this Constitutional amendment, and admitted 
that they have no power to deal with trusts. It is the old, familiar 
excuse. Persons who do not wish to exercise power for a specific 


purpose invariably pretend that they have not power to do so, 

If the people earnestly desire to suppress these trusts, they 
should elect to Congress and to the Presidency those who believe 
that the Federal Government has the power to deal with this 
matter and who will daro to exercise that power. 

Besides, the trusts earnestly desire the passage of the constitu 
tional amendment offered by the Republican party, for if it had 
passed and become law it would have destroyed abso! © 
power of any State to deal with trusts, leaving the matter entirely 
under the control of Congress. By that provision no State would 
have a vestige of power to control any trust, monopoly, or com- 
bination doing business within the limits of the State, even 
though its operations were confined solely to the State. By the 
amendment Congress would be given the power to define trusts, 
to determine what trusts are and are not, and every State must 
follow and submit to this definition. Thus, by this amendment, 
the Federal Government would be empowered to declare that the 
notorious sugar trust or any other iniquitous trust not a trustand 
was lawful, and every State in the Union would then have to ac- 
quiesce and would be prohibited from legislating against it. 

Thus, if this amendment to the Constitution should become 
law, all the trusts would have to do would be to keep the present 
party, which has aided them during the last three years, in power 
and have Congress pass a law defining trusts and making the pres- 
ent ones legal. Then the trusts would be absolutely protected 
from attack in any State and would have perpetual power in this 
country. Itis not at all surprising that all the trusts should favor 
this constitutional amendment offered by the Republican party, 
since it would first give them years of freedom from attack, an 
opportunity to grow stronger and more powerful, and finally, if 
it should ever become law, enable them to save themselves from 
assault from any direction. 

That the Democrats should vote solidly against this measure 
evinces the fact that they are determined, if power is given them, 
to use that power at once for the suppression of these illegal 
trusts, combines, and monopolies, and that they are not shirking 
this question by shallow device and pretense. 

After the Republican party had proclaimed that they did not 
possess the constitutional power necessary to enable them to enact 
anti-trust legislation, on the subsequent day they introduce a bill 
directed against trusts. But this action was without one particle 
of sincerity, and is simply designed to deceive the country and 
to enable the Republican party to escape from the just condemna- 
tion to which they are entitled on account of their friendly aid to 
trusts. 

This is clearly shown by the fact that when an amendment was 
offered by Mr, Terry, of Arkansas, providing that the tariff on 
all goods controlled by trusts should be removed, the Repub- 
lican party voted solidly against the Terry amendment, while the 
Democrats voted solidly for it. That vote clearly proves that the 
Republican party intended to extend its aid onl protection to 
trusts. If that amendment should become law, more than half 
of the trusts of this country would be destroyed. 

Again, if the Republican party had been sincere and honest in 
its effort to suppress trusts, it would not have waited three years 
before offering its bill, and then only offered it in less than ten 
days from the time that had been previously fixed for the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. The Republican party waited because it did 
not wish the bill to become law, and knew that it could not, since 
the adjournment had been fixed for a time before which there was 
no chance for its potas by the Senate. 

If further proof should be wanted of the complete hypocrisy of 
the Republican party in dealing with the trust issue and of its 
friendliness to trusts, it was furnished when the Littlefield anti- 
trust bill went over to the Senate. When this bill reached the 
Senate the Democrats insisted that it should be passed and made 
law at once; that as it had received every vote, save one, of the 
House, there was no necessity for referring it to a committee; 
that as Congress would adjourn in a few days the proper thing to 
do was to vote on it at once and make italaw. The Republicans 





isle orate 
fee 


i 
i 
+) 
Es 
Fs 
2 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


were unwilling to pass the bill, although it had been voted on in 
the House by every Republican member, and made a motion in 
the Senate to refer it to acommittee, and thus prevent its passage 
and kill it. Upon the roll call on this motion, every Republican 
Senator voted torefer the bill and thus prevent its passage; every 
Democrat voted against referring it, thus showing that they fa- 
vored its passage. This proves beyond a shadow of a doubt that 
the Republican party is Setemastand that no legislation hostile to 
trusts shall ever be passed so long as they can prevent it. 

Mr. Speaker, this great issue must be fought out along with the 
other great issues of the campaign of this year. Those who favor 
trusts, combines, and monopolies will and should ally themselves 
with the Republican party. This party has been their friend, 
their benefactor, their protector. early every trust magnate in 
this country is a Republican. The Republican party can not 
point to a single Federal statute that it — pa which has in 
any way retarded the creation of trusts or the power of monop- 
oly. It passed the Dingley tariff act, which has created a brood 
of trusts more numerous than the autumnal leaves. It claims 
credit for the passage of the present Sherman trust law, which is 
so ineffective that it has not restrained a single trust, nor can the 
conviction of a single trust official be cited. 

It endeavors to claim credit for the passage of the interstate- 
commerce law, yet that law is so ineffective and so worthless that 
the railroad companies yet fix rates for freight and passengers as 


they choose and discriminate against persons and places just as | 


they wish. Since its passage the Standard Oil trust and other 
trusts, by rebates in freight charges and other discriminations, 
have been able to crush out competitors and to create monopolies 
in their lines. Danville, a city in my district, has just won be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission a suit against a railroad 
for unjust discriminations, yet the railroad defies this decision of 
the commission and continues its unjust charges in direct viola- 
tion of the law. 

Every law put on the statute books by the Republican party, 
under the pretense of controlling trusts, combines, and monopo- 
lies, is so drawn that the ultimate result is a benefit to the com- 
binations. 

The only people who have been made to suffer from the effects 
of the Sherman trust law of the Republican party have been the 
labor organizations of the country. These have been prosecuted 
and punished under its provisions for endeavoring to protect 
themselves against the demands of trusts. 

It is remarkable that when the Littlefield anti-trust bill was re- 
ported from the committee of the House it failed to contain a 
provision that it should not apply to trade unions and labor or- 
ganizations. An amendment providing that the provisions of the 
bill should not apply to trade unions and to labor organizations 
was offered by Mr. Terry, a Democrat from Arkansas, and it 
was carried only by the efforts of the Democrats. When it was 
offered a Republican endeavored to defeat it on a point of order. 
Every vote cast against this amendment was cast by Republicans. 

But for the Democrats the Littlefield bill, when it passed the 
House, would have prohibited to trades unions and to organized 
labor the use of the United States mails. Thus the bill as origi- 
nally drawn and songht to be passed by the Republican party, had 
it become law, would have been perverted and used as a means to 
suppress trades unions and organized labor. Thus no member of 
a trade union or of a labor organization can afford to vote for the 
Republican party since it reported and sought to pass a bill 
which would have destroyed organized labor and prohibited to it 
the use of the United States mails, and that party was unwillingly 
forced by the Democratic party to abandon its design. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party in November will appeal to 
the people of the United States for an additional lease of power. 

I believe that in the last three years that it has been in power it 
has accomplished less good and done more evil than was ever be- 
fore done in the same length of time in the history of our country. 
During these three years it has so legislated as to destroy the 
small manufacturer in the interest of the trust factory; it has 
ruined the small merchant and shopkeeper in the interest of the 
departmental stores; it has increased the price of all the necessi- 
ties of life, such as the farmers and the laborers have to buy, and 
has failed to increase proportionately the price of his Jabor and 
products which he sells; and it has made here a moneyed oligar- 
chy more supreme than ever before in our history. It has so 
shaped foreign affairs that our standing Army has been perma- 
nently increased fourfold, and the expense of our naval and mil- 
itary establishments increased in equal proportion. 

This-Admninistration has been so extravagant and profligate in 
the expenditure of public money that the Federal appropriations 
have nearly doubled sinceitsadvent topower. Ithasincreased the 
taxes and the burdens on the people more than 50 percent. More 
than half of all the money in circulation since it came into power 
is each year appropriated and expended by the Federal Govern- 
ment. It has refused to permit the Cubans to havecontrol of their 
own government, and for nearly two years has governed them 


entirely by a carpetbag government under a military authority 
which recent disclosures have shown to have been a carnival] 0; 
corruption and of fraud. 

While millions have been expended in Cuba, Porto Rico, and 
in the Philippine Islands to maintain the imperial policy, yet t}. 
pa at this session would expend nothing to build needed pul) 

yuildings in our cities, nothing for rivers and harbors to devel, 

our commerce, and nothing for the NicaraguaCanal, which wou), 
give us commercial supremacy. 

It has expended millions upon millions of dollars to force uno 
the people of the Philippine Islands a government not of thir 
choosing, and by its mismanagement has made of the unha) 
people of those islands perpetual enemiesinstead of eternal frie: 

It has repudiated every doctrine advocated in the Ameri 
Revolution byour forefathers. It denies that government deri, 

| its just powers from the consent of ths governed. 

It has inaugurated the vicious system of colonial government 
against which our forefathers rebelled. 

It denies that taxation without representation is tyranny. 

It holds that the Federal Constitution does not extend to th, 
Territories, but is confined to the States. 

It maintains that the people of Arizona, of New Mexic 
Porto Rico, and of the Philippine Islands have no right of 
trial, no right of habeas corpus, but that in life, in liberty, and ip 

| property they are subject to the absolute will of Congress, 

It has destroyed constitutional liberty and created a constitu- 
tional despotism. 

It holds that the President governs Cuba in exercise of his war 
power and, as such, is superior to and independent of Conzress 
It has sought to pass through Congress a military bill yastl, 
| increasing the permanent standing Army and creating a system 

of militarism which would jeopardize the liberties of the peo) le. 

It has destroyed the Republic and founded an empire. It hag 
an understanding or an alliance so close with Great Britain that 

| it has given its moral support to the British Government in its 
effort to destroy the Boer Republics. 

Its conduct of the Spanish war was so inefficient that in order 
to ee universal condemnation it was compelled to sacrifice its 
own selected Secretary of War. 

Its Army contracts were so unjust to the Government and so 
favorable to the contractors that it was compelled to remove the 
officer who had charge of that Department in the hope that by 
this means it could escape censure. 

It has entered into a compact with the Sultan of the island of 
Sulu, which forms a part of the Philippine Islands, by which it 
indorses polygamy, continues there a pernicious system of slaver) 
and sanctiens a despotism as cruel and as tyrannical as any exist- 
ing in the world. 

It has forced upon the people of Porto Rico a government more 
illiberal, more oppressive, and a system of taxation and of trade 
more unjust than that imposed upon her by Spain. 

With this record the Republican party must at the polls in No- 
vember meet a just and a severe rebuke. 

I ask unanimous consent: that I may extend my remarks in tlie 
RECORD. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. You have that privilege now. 

The SPEAKER. The order expressly provides that any men- 
ber may have the right to extend remarks on the bill for five days. 

Mr. SWANSON, I know that, Mr. Speaker, but I ask the ; riv- 
ilege of extending my remarks. I do not want to be confined to 
the five days. 

Pee SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want more time than five 
ys? 

Mr.SWANSON, Yes, Mr. Speaker; I may be absent. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 
consent for unlimited time to extend his remarks. Is there o)- 
jection? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, the subject of trusts has 
probably received more attention in this country within the pis! 
ten years than any question that has come up for public con- 
sideration. People have felt the pressure of the iron hoof. ‘v1 
always have they recognized the cause or been informed of tie 
extent of the oppression, and few have worked out a remedy: ut 

all have had knowledge that something was wrong, and ():! 
somehow and somewhere relief should be forthcoming. 

There is no longer any doubt in the minds of men that trusts 
and monopolies exist not for the benefit but to the injury o! ('° 
people. Their tendency, as has been said by a distinguish! 
jurist, is destructive of free institutions, offensive to the instin:ts 
of a free people, odious to our form of government, and re)us 
nant to the spirit of the Federal Constitution. The people of t's 
country are practically unanimous on this subject. The desire 
for liberty and independence in 1776 could not have been grea''! 
than is the present determination to abolish the monopolis''¢ 
trusts and eradicate their offensive methods. ; 

If it were within the people’s power to pass upon monopoly “ 


! 
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the ballot box, the vote to crush it would be almost solid, no mat- 
ter if such result entailed inconvenience and deprivation upon 
each voter. This is the spirit of the country, and it naturally 
looks to Congress and to the several State legislatures to bring re- 


ief. 

Mr. Speaker, the evidence of the character and extent of these 
monopolies and their methods, as unfolded by hundreds of wit- 
nesses and published in reports of thousands of pages, is almost 
hidden from sight by the very volume of testimony itself; but in 
a ceneral way the people know the plain facts upon which their 
verdict is based. e answer that trusts and combinations re- 
duce prices has had its day in court. Such policy may be neces- 
aary to control competition, but once competition is crushed it 
follows that monopoly can fix prices to suit itself. If discretion 
is shown, it is not out of regard for the people, but suggested solely 
by the fear that too high prices may weaken its control in the 
territory from which competition has been driven. 

The recent report of the Industrial Commission, which fills over 
1,300 closely i pages, shows that one combination is selling 
9) per cent of the sugar output; another more than 90 per cent of 
the tin-plate product; that a third controls at times as high as 95 
per cent of the production of spirits; that a fourth is selling from 
75 to 80 per cent of the total output of steel rods and smooth wire 
and from 65 to 90 per cent of wire nails; that the same company 
by its patents has a practical monopoly of barbed wire and woven- 
wire fencing; that another company produces from 90 to 95 per cent 
of the refined 1 seeewey and that all these monopolies fix their 
own prices. If they cut the price, their competitors must follow 
or go out of business. If they raise the price, their competitors, 
unable to meet the needs of the market, must respond or invite 
financial ruin. 

ONE REMEDY. 


Mr. Speaker, the law approved July 2, 1890, known as the Sher- 
man anti-trust act, was the first expression of Congress after the 
passage of the interstate-commerce act to control these gigantic 
monopolies. That act was passed by a Republican Congress, 
elected with President Harrison in 1888. It relates to contracts, 
combinations in the form of trusts, and conspiracies in restraint 
of trade between the States or with foreign nations. 

The bill now before the House, H. R, 10539, seeks to extend 
and strengthen this act, not by changing the provisions already 
held constitutional, but by adding to its penalties and aiding in 
its better enforcement. Persons acting as agents and officers of 
monopolies may laugh at a small fine or a jail sentence of a few 
months based upon the commission of a misdemeanor, but it is 
believed that a crime punishable by a fine of $5,000 for each 
offense and by a term of two years in the penitentiary may have 
a more deterrent influence. 

As a further penalty it is proposed to forbid the use of mails to 
officers of corporations carrying on business for purposes declared 
to be illegal; to forbid their products interstate transportation, 
and to compel witnesses to produce books and papers under their 
contro], even though they plead such proof would be evidence 
against themselves as guilty parties to an illegal combination. 

To aid in the better enforcement of the act, authority is given 
any person, firm, corporation, or association the right to begin 
and prosecute proceedings under this act. ‘The present law limits 
such privilege to the Department of Justice, but the pending bill, 
if it shall become a law, gives anyone the right to prosecute com- 
binations that are conducting business by illegal methods. 

The Judiciary Committee has thus marshaled to the support of 
existing law several provisions already tested in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The section denying the use of the 
mails was helpful in destroying the Louisiana lottery, The sec- 
tion that compels witnesses to produce books and documents, even 
though such testimony criminate themselves, is based upon a 
similar provision in the interstate-commerce act, which has been 
sustained by the Supreme Court. In the preparation of this bill 
decisions of the courts have been carefully scrutinized that nothing 
might be omitted which would strengthen it, and nothing inserted 
that might weaken it when attacked in the courts, 


A SOUTHERN SUGGESTION. 


Mr. Speaker, the suggestion of the minority of the committee, 
composed of seven Representatives of as many Southern States, 
that whenever, in the opinion of the President of the United States, 
the price of any commodity is enhanced by a monopoly he may 

y proclamation suspend all customs duties on like articles brought 
from foreign countries, is not only without merit, but, if enacted 
into law, would practically displace, if it did not absolutely de- 
stroy, the protective system of the country. A more vicious 
attack can not well be conceived. By a single stroke of his pen a 
President could wipe out the customs duties that sustain the Gov- 
ernment and strike down the system that ove this country its 
great share in the world’s prosperity. Such a provision might 
close thousands of factories eat throw out of employment hun- 
dreds of thousands of workmen without notice or hope of a return 
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to work. Such a suggestion is equivalent to burning the house in 
order to expel the intruder. 

But suppose the remedy be applied. Will it avail anything? 
It is a matter of' record and experience that a monopoly to con- 
trol the sale of imported articles is not only easily formed, but 
most arbitrary in its methods. Shall we return to the days when 
an English monopoly absolutely controlled the tin-plate industry 
of the world, fixing its own prices and making its own terms? 
Under that combination the price of tin plate continued at a 
higher price than it has ever reached under the latter-day monopoly 
in this country. 

With the removal of duties what would become of the smaller 
factories scattered over the country, which are now putting up a 
good fight against existing monopolies? With trusts controlling 
90 per cent of the sugar output, 90 per cent of the tin-plate product, 
80 per cent of the manufacture of steel rods and smooth wire, 
and 85 per cent of refined petroleum, what would become of the 
smaller independent concerns which seek to do business if foreign 
competition were also added to their burden? Such a suggestion 
could only come from those irretrievably committed to free trade. 
It has no home among the factories and the workingmen of this 
country. It belongs rather to that section of this fair land once 
cursed by slavery; which has never tasted the joys nor expe- 
rienced the delights of having in their midst the great workshops 
of a nation, that enrich the farmer, sustain the merchant, give 
work to the millions, and scatter plenty and happiness to the 
masses. 

A SECOND REMEDY. 


But, Mr. Speaker, the act of 1890, as amended by the pending 
bill, strong as it has been made, is believed insufficient of itself to 
control or regulate monopolies and trusts. The Supreme Court 
has held that existing law did not and could not control manu- 
facture or production except as they become a part of interstate 
commerce. Tothis extent, therefore, the so-called Sherman anti- 
trust act has failed to meet the demands of the people. 

It is not the fault of the law or the lawmaking power, but the 
failure of the Constitution, as interpreted by the Supreme Court, 
to clothe Congress with power to repress, regulate, or control 
monopolies when formed and operating in the States except when 
carrying on interstate commerce. 

In the Knight case (156 United States, page 11) Chief Justice 
Fuller, giving the opinion of the court, draws this distinction very 
clearly: 

Doubtless the power to control the manufacture of a given thing 

He says— 
involves in a certain sense the control of its disposition, but this is a second- 
ary and not the primary sense; and although the exercise of that power may 
result in bringing the operation of commerce into play, it does not control 
it, and affects it only incidentally and indirectly. Commerce succeeds to 
manufacture and is not a partof it. The fact that anarticle is manufactured 
for export to another State does not of itself make it an article of interstate 
commerce, and the intent of the manufacturer does not determine the time 
when the article or product passes from the control of the State and belongs 
tocommerce. * * * 

It is true that the bill alleged that the products of these (sugar) refineries 
were sold and distributed among the several States, and that all the compa- 
nies were engaged in trade or commerce with the several States; but this 
was no more than to say that trade and commerce served manufacture to 
fulfill its function. Sugar was refined for sale, and sales were probably made 
at Philadelphia for consumption, and undoubtedly for resale by the first 
purchasers throughout Pennsylvania and other States, and refined sugar was 
also forwarded by the companies to other States for sale. Nevertheless it 
does not follow that an attempt to monpolize or the actual monopoly of the 
manufacture was an attempt, whether executory or consummated, to mo 
nopolize commerce, even though, in order to dispose of the product, the 
instrumentality of commerce was necessarily invoked. 


It is idle to quote from or cite other decisions. Upon the State 
is conferred the power to control manufacture, and to the Gen- 
eral Government is committed the control of interstate commerce. 
A State can not exclude from its territory monopoly of another 
State, though it controls the sale and fixes the price of a product; 
nor can the General Government repress or regulate it unless it 
be acombination to control interstatecommerce. Thus monopoly 
escapes regulation and punishment because of the limited powers 
of the States and the failure of the Federal Constitution as con- 
strued by the Supreme Court. It avoids the State law by having 
its goods sent into a State under interstate commerce, and it 
avoids the Federal statutes by not becoming a monopoly to con- 
trol interstate commerce. 
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

The only escape from this dilemma is through an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, which the Democratic 
minority of this House voted down on yesterday by depriving it 
of a two-thirds vote. giving Congress power to regulate and con 
trol trusts, monopolies, or combinations. For this reason the Ju- 
diciary Committee presented the following: 

ARTICLE XVI. 


SEcTION 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several 
States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the 
sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United Statec. ; 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 





eer 
Fog é 


ae 


ibiagild tlitdliaal dias Fat ile ad xetaa ied 


6488 


trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor- 
Pere several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

Sec. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

Such an amendmentis absolutely essential if Congress is to have 
power to regulate and control monopolies, It was assumed that 
a trust engaged in manufacture of products intended for inter- 
state commerce came within the constitutional provision for con- 
trolling interstate commerce, but the Knight case, already cited, 
disposes of that assumption, leaving Congress without control of 
manufacture or production. A monopoly may extend to all the 
States in the Union; it may buy up and control the entire pro- 
duction of an article in all the States; it may send its products 
from one State to another, fixing the price of the commodity 
throughout the country, and yetif it be not a monopoly for the 
purpose of controlling interstate commerce it is not amenable to 
Congressional legislation. In the presence of such conditions it 
becomes the duty of Congress to submit the proposed amendment 
to the legislatures or conventions of the several States. 

Of the forty-five States, only twenty-five have anti-trust and 
anti-combination laws, which are neither uniform nor harmonious, 
and less than a dozen are broad and drastic. In sixteen States 
trusts are wholly unrestrained, and in four others restriction is 
limited either to insurance or to live-stock companies. In many 
instances State laws conflict with each other and with the laws of 
the United States, while no State can protect itself against trusts 
and monopolies of another State, because such monopolies are 
protected by interstate commerce. 

The amendment to the Constitution of the United States, de- 
feated on yesterday by the Democratic vote of this House, deprives 
the States of no power now possessed by them except in so far as 
their anti-trust laws may conflict with national legislation; but 
since the people of the several States can be absolutely protected 
against the exactions of monopolies only by national laws based 
upon an amendment to the Constitution, it follows that the States 
would be gainers by the adoption and ratification of the proposed 
amendment. The patience of the people is exhausted, and their 
demand for relief, if the Democratic members of this House would 
give them an opportunity, would quickly find expression in the 
ratification of an amendment that shall give Congress plenary 
power to control and regulate, and, if necessary, to repress and 
dissolve, every trust or other combination whose methods may be 
injurious to the people and offensive to the spirit of our Govern- 


ment. 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
GRIGGs}. 


[Mr. GRIGGS addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. TERRY. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentile- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BELLAMY]. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, to those of us reared in the 
school of strict construction it was very gratifying that the bill 
to provide for the adoption of a constitutional amendment confer- 
ring upon Congress the power to control and regulate domestic 
contracts and agreements in restraint of trade was so promptly 
defeated. It was the most covertly drawn bill and the most 
innocent-looking measure on its face that has been presented to 
this House for its consideration since I have been a member, yet 
fraught with the most dreadful consequences. 

The whole country has been aroused, and justly so, upon the 
subject of the modern “trust” and its iniquitous and ful 
operations; and while this excited condition of the public mind 
existed, to propose an amendment to the Constitution so far- 
reaching in its consequences is an imposition on the American 
Congress. 

That the leaders of the Republican majority were not sincere in 
their advocacy of the amendment and were playing a game of 
politics was ——— to the most casual observer, for it was with 
a sigh of relief that they received the announcement of the failure 
of the resolution to What would have been its effect had 
it become a = of the Constitution? Congress would have been 
empowered to pass any law it saw proper affecting the transac- 
tions of citizens which are local—to go into the States and render 
illegal any agreement, contract, or understanding between indi- 
viduals, firms, or corporations to obtain or maintain a reasonable 
living price for either the products of the farm, the workshop, or 
the factory; or for the laborer, either menial, on the farm, or in 
the workshop, to agree upon a uniform scale of wages, even though 
these agreements were confined wholly and strictly to home affairs 
and did not extend to or concern interstate commerce. 

In other words, home rule and local self-government, which are 
so jealously prized as an Anglo-Saxon tance, would have 
been completely surrendered to the National Government and 
another radical step taken toward centralization and the oblitera- 
tion of those weg te which are the very life of the Amer- 
ican Republic, Our thern people, in contemplating the sur- 
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render of this vast power to the National Government, involving 
in it the right to punish the citizen for the slightest infringemen; 
by severe penalties and by imprisonment, can well appreciate its 
heinousness when they recall the oppressions suffered by them ip 
the dark days of 1868, when they were arrested and hurried to 
court-houses and jails, frequently over 100 miles away from t] 
homes, deprived of a trial by a jury of their vicinage, for th: 
tempt to regulate their home affairs and protect them from tho 
ravages of the carpetbagger and his allies. 

However much the Southern members may smart under ¢) 
oppressions of the trust, they are not prepared to surrender {! 
last vestige of State rights when their National Government 
ready possesses plenary power under the Constitution to recy 
late, suppress, or control trusts and illegal combinations in roe- 
straint of trade if the officers of the Government will do their 
duty and enforce the laws. They wouldrather “ bear the ills t! 
have than fly to others they know not of.” 

The Democratic party stands ready to pass any measure, how- 
ever stringent, that may be necessary to protect the people from 
the greed of the unlawful combinations, and the Democratic mem- 
bers of Congress will give the present bill (H. R. 10539) their unan- 
imous support as an earnest of their position upon this great ( ues- 
tion. 

All agreements and combinations of capital or labor are not to 
be condemned. For it is only by cooperation that production can 
be cheapened to the consumer. And it is not unreasonable for 
the capitalist to seek a reasonable return for his investment, or the 
farmer to receive a reasonable price for his crops, or the laborer 
to obtain a reasonable price for his labor, and any combination or 
agreement among them to secure this end should not be discour- 
aged, but should be encouraged by suitable legislation and bya 
healthy public sentiment. It is only when such combinations be- 
come voracious and seek to suppress competition, break down 
rival enterprises, create monopolies, and raise the price of products 
to an unreasonable amount, so that large and prodigious fortunes 
may be made, that the Government should curtail their operation 
and protect the people from their greed. 

Capital and labor should be harmonious. They are mutually 
dependent on each other. There is no natural antagonism be- 
tween them, and they should be mutually helpful, and he who seeks 
to sow the seeds of discord should be contemned. It is the ava- 
rice of the one or the other that creates the friction which is of 
daily occurrence. When great combinations are made to create 
a monopoly that immense dividends may be earned and paid upon 
watered stock and fictitious bonds and labor depressed to the most 
grinding cheapness, who can blame the laboring man from com- 
bining to raise his wages to a price that will enable him to subsist 
and lay up a few dollars for his support in old age? 

When combinations are made by the manufacturers of the 
articles consumed or used by the farmer, to exact a higher price, 
to make unreasonable dividends, who can blame the farmer from 
uniting to hold-his products and increase their price that he 
may make a living? © farmer and laborer are completely at 
the mercy of the avaricious capitalist, and if these unlawful com- 
binations continue for the purpose of grinding the people and 
thereby make dividends upon fictitious capital, and the officers of 
the Government fail to repress them, the only remedy lies in 
combinations against them; but there can be no need for this if 
the bill before this body to-day becomes a law. It strengthens 
the hands of the Government and gives it full power to repress, 
prohibit, and punish unlawful combinations. 

It should receive the sanction of every patriotic member. And 
my opinion is that the law then will be ample, full, and effective 
to secure its purpose, and will appease the righteous wrath of the 
American people. If the officers of the Government fail and re- 
fuse to investigate these wrongs and refuse to prosecute the offend- 
ers, they should be prosecuted for willful neglect of the duties 
of their office, and their high positions should give them no pro- 
tection and afford them no gene. The Southern States have 
awakened to the importance of manufacturing. They have the 
raw material at their doors, and can manufacture the products of 
cotton, iron, and wood cheaper than any other section. 

They invite the capitalist and laborer of all sections to make 
homes in their midst, and guarantee them the equal protection of 
the law. They have no hostility to capital, they have need for 
labor, but they wish no trust in either. In a radius of 100 miles 
around the city of Charlotte, N. C.,in the district I have the 
honor of representing on this floor, there are 300 cotton mills, op- 
erating 2,300,000 spindles and 65,000 looms, and representing over 
$100,000,000 of ential. The laborers are all white, and are con- 
tented and happy. 

The trust is not yet known either among the mill owners or the 
mill operatives, and he who introduces among them this fiend of 
modern business methods is a public enemy; and if the happy 
condition now Sa ae this section will be the hap- 
piest, richest, and most desirable section of the Union. There 1s 
one amendment to this bill, which has been agreed upon by the 
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Democratic members of this body, which strikingly shows the atti- 
tude of the two parties on this great question, and that is: 

Strike out proposed section 12 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Spo, 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satis- 
fied that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been en- 
hanced in consequence of any open we A as defined in this act, he shall issue 
his proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement in 

rice of such commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked 
by the proclamation of the President.” 

A similar power is conferred on the President of the United 
States in the Dingley tariff bill, to secure reciprocity, and yet this 
is bitterly attacked by the Republican members. I know of no 
speedier or more effective remedy to suppress an illegal combina- 
tion or trust than to admit free of duty the article from abroad 
which is made by the trust, and this practical, effective, and 
prompt remedy was voted down to-day by the solid vote of the 
Republican majority—134 nays to 122 yeas of the Democratic 
members. i J 

The Democratic party is opposed to trusts because it is a prin- 
ciple of their great organization that special privileges should not 
be granted to any person, but that equal rights should be guar- 
anteed to all. The Democratic party believes in protecting alike 
both labor and capital, because justice is the foundation of their 
organization. No true prosperity can ever come to the country 
until the laborer can receive a just and equitable compensation 
for his daily toil, and the capitalist at the same time receive a 
proper and reasonable return for his investment. And this time 
can not and will not arrive until the complete triumph of Democ- 
racy is assured in all the branches of this Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill will become a law. If it does not, 
the odium for its failure must rest upon the majority in control 
of Congress, for the Democratic members will support it to aman. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of general debateis now concluded. 
The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by sections, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., SECTION 1. That the act approved July 2, 1890, entitled 
“An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and mo- 
nopolies,”’ be, and same hereby is, amended as follows: 

Section 1 of said act is hereby amended by inserting in line 7 of said section, 
after the word “fine,” the following: ‘of not less than $500,” and by striking 
out in the eighth line of said section, after the word “dollars,” the word 
“or,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “and,” and inserting after the 
word “imprisonment,” in the eighth line of said section the words “ not less 
than six months and,” and by striking out all of said section after the word 
“year,” in ths eighth line, so that the said section when amended shall read 
as follows: 

“SECTION i. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or other- 
wise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several 
States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every per- 
son who shall make any such contract or engage in any such combination or 
conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not less than $500 and not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment not less than six months and not exceeding one 
year. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Page 1, strike out all after the word “amended,” in line 7, and all down to 
and including the word “shall,” in line 3, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “so as to.”” : 

Page 2, line 9, strike out the word “* misdemeanor "’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ crime.” 

Page 2, line 13, strike out the words “one year ” 
the words “two years.” 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I believe it is considered that the amendments of the minority are 
all pending? 

The SPEAKER. They are. 

ae ee Is it necessary, then, to offer them at the different 
places 

The SPEAKER, They are pending and can be offered at the 
appropriate places in the bill. 

. TERRY. Is itincumbent on us to offer them? 

The SPEAKER. The committee amendments will be consid- 
ered first and then those of the minority of the committee, which 
under the order of the House can be offered at any time when the 
appropriate parts of the bill are reached. 

t. TERRY. They are considered as pending? 

The SPEAKER. All of them are considered as pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do we understand that the amendments 
of the minority of the Judiciary Committee, which are now in the 
hands of the gentleman from Asienees (Mr. TreRRY], must be of- 
fered atthe points where they are intended to apply, as each point 
is — in the consideration of the bill under the five-minute 
rule 

TheSPEAKER. Thatisthe understanding of theChair. They 
are all pending to be voted on; and as the different parts of the 
bill are reached, those amendments should be offered. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the point I wanted to get at. 

Mr. RAY of New York. e Clerk has read the amendments 





and insert in lieu thereof 


reported by the committee to the first section; and I suppose they 
are to be voted upon as we go on. 
TheSPEAKER, The question on the committee amendments 
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will be put before any other amendments are voted upon. If an 
of the amendmentsof the minority apply to this section, they should 
be presented at this stage for consideration. 

Mr. RAY of New York. None of the amendments of the mi 
nority apply to this section. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the purpose of the committee 


“ 


in moving to strike out the lines indicated on pages | and ) 
make the bill shorter. There is no necessity that those v 3 
be retained, They were put in by the gentleman who drew the 
bill simply to make it plain to members when considering the bill 
just what changes were made in the original law. The same1 


marks apply to several of the subsequent sections. 
As explained by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OverstRerT}, 
the object of the committee in changing the word *‘ misdemeanot 
to the word “‘crime” and in striking out ‘one year” 
ing “‘two years” was that the existing law may be 
effective than it is. : 
The amendment also makes the violation of that section of the 


made an 


Sherman law of 1890 punishable by both fine and imprisonment, 
There is no other change made in this section. 

In this same connection it ought to be stated that the Sherman 
law of 1890 has been considered by the courts. Nearly every 
question that could be raised under its provisions has been raised. 
The courts have passed upon that law and have held it to be con 
stitutional. Therefore the committee felt that it would be unwise 
to undertake to change the phraseology of the bill in any respect 


so far as it applies to the creation ot offenses against interstate 
commerce. We thought we would let- well enough alone, only 
changing the punishment in such cases. 

Mr. TERRY. As I understand, the desire of the gentleman 
from New York is that these amendments of the committee. where 
we have not offered any counter amendments, be adopted as we 
go along. 

Mr. RAY of New York, 
course. 

Mr. TERRY. I apprehend the vote on the other amendments 
is to be at 4 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] that if he has any amendments to offer to 
the first section—— 

Mr. TERRY. Ihave none at all. 

The SPEAKER. They had better be read now. 

Mr. TERRY. What I wanted to find out for the information 
of myself and other members was whether the amendments of the 
minority are to be voted on before 4 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. They should be tendered to each paragraph 
as reached. 

Mr. TERRY. But the final vote will not be taken, as I under- 
stand, until 4 o'clock, 

The SPEAKER. At 4 o’clock the voting must take place on 
the bill, under the order. 

Mr. TERRY. Then there will be a vote taken on each amend- 
ment as we proceed through the bill, between now and 4 o'clock. 
I aiianhaal the Speaker to say that the vote would be taken on 
the bill as amended at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. That was the order of the House. 

Mr. TERRY. What I wanted to get at was whether we are 
likely to have a vote taken on these various ameudments presented 
in the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas can readily see 
that his amendments when offered may amend committee amend- 
ments. The Chair can not tell about that. So they should be 
read and considered as the House proceeds to consider each para- 
graph. 

Mr, TERRY. I want gentlemen to understand that there may 
be votes taken during the afternoon. 

The SPEAKER, The question is now on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments to section 1. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read section 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEc. 2. Section 2 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 


I think that would be the regular 


“Sec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize or 
combine or conspire with any person or persons to monopolize, any part of 
the trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign nations shall 
be deemed guilty of a crime, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by 


a fine not less than $500 and not exceeding $5,000,and by imprisonment not 
less than six months and not exceeding two years.” 


Mr. LANHAM. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER, Is there any amendment proposed by the mi- 
nority to this amendment? 

Mr. LANHAM. There is none. 

The section as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendments to sec- 
tion 3, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. Section 3 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as fc lows: 

“Sec. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United 
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States or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce 
bet ween any such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or 
Territories and any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with for- 
eign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or States or 
foreign nations, is hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be 
deemed guilty of a crime, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by 
fine not less than $500 and not exeeding $5,000, and by imprisonment not less 
than six months and not exceeding two years.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment to that? 

Mr. TERRY. No amendment to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read section 4, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. Section 7 of said act is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 7. Any person whoshall be injured in his business or property by any 
yexSOn or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or declared to be un- 
awful by this act may sue therefor in any circuit court of the United States 
in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, without respect to 
the amount in controversy, and shall recover threefold the damages by him 
sustained, provided the minimum sum recovered shall not be less in any case 
than $250, and the cost of suit, including a reasonable attorney's fee.” 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in regard 
to that proposed amendment that it adds the froviso that the 
minimum sum to be recovered shali not be less in any case than 
$250 and the costs of suit, including a reasonable attorney’s fee. 
Under the present law the person recovering damages for a vio- 
lation of the interstate-commerce act of 1890 recovers so small a 
sum that his remedy is inefficient, and he will not go to the 
expense of engaging a lawyer and instituting proceedings to en- 
force the law. The result is that the law has not been enforced. 
People chose to suffer the ills that they do suffer by reason of a 
violation of their rights than to go to law to recover a quarter of 
the sum they have to expend in order to obtain their damages. 
Therefore the committee has thought it advisable and wise to add 
that proviso, so that a person recovering damages will recover a 
reasonable attorney's fee and $250 damages, if he recovers any- 
thing. 

Mr. LANHAM, Otherwise the section remains precisely as it 
is in section 7 of the present anti-trust law, known asthe Sherman 
law. 

Mr. R*Y of New York. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It merely makes a minimum of damages. 

Mr. RAY of New York. This proviso makes the minimum of 
damages that may be recovered $250, so that it pays a man to go 
to law. That is, he will get enough to pay the expenses of the 
suit at least. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to ask the gentleman why in this amendment he has omitted the 
language that he had in the proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tution yesterday? There he conferred the power of the proposed 
article upon the several States, Territories, the District of Colum- 
bia, and all territory under the sovereignty and subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States. In this proposed amendment 
to this bill he simply provides that combinations, contracts, or 
conspiracies in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory 
of the United States, apparently an organized Territory, or in the 
District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between 
any such Territory and another, apparently meaning organized 
Territories, as the word is capitalized, or between any such Ter- 
ritory or Territories and any State or States or the District of 
Columbia, or with foreign nations, or between the District of 
Columbia and any State or States or foreign nations, is hereby 
declared illegal. 

‘Now, does the gentleman mean to exclude those trusts and 
combinations that may be doing business between the States and 
this ‘‘territory under the sovereignty and subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States?” 

Mr. RAY of New York. We did not change the language of 
the original Sherman Jaw. And 1 will say to my friend from my 
own State, who seems to be worried over that, that we knew if 
we put such language into the bill we would only precipitate a 
lively, prolonged, and unnecessary debate. And another thing, on 


I think there is no objection to that amend- 


our side of the House we feel sure that the Supreme Court of the | 


United States will decide that question in accordance with the 
claim this side has made all through this Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Does the gentleman appre- 
hend a decision that the Constitution applies to those islands? 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no doubt in my mind that 
the Supreme Court of the United States, when it gets hold of the 
question, will decide that the Constitution is not a piece of india 
rubber, that it does not stretch all over creation, wherever the 
flag happens to go, as you put it; that it does not extend to newly 
acquired territory of the United States; that it does not extend ex 
proprio vigore over our newly acquired possessions; that it is not 
in operation in the Philippine Islands, and it is not in operation in 
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any other Territory of the United States, except when the Con. 
gress of the United States by authority of law sees fit to enact j: 
into law to control in that Territory. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I hardly imagined -—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest an amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE, I want to ask whether it would not be in order 
for our colleague over there [Mr, F1TzGERALD of New York]. w) 
is agonizing on this subject, to offer the amendment himself? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I suspect that they will—that whe, 
we come to section 9 they will move to put it in, and I hope: 
colleague [Mr. FITZGERALD of New York] will doso. I will sus- 
tain the amendment and vote for it when we get to section 9). 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. If I knew as much as go) 
gentlemen on this subject I would not seek for information. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New Y.; 
has expired. Dovs the gentlemw from New York [Mr. I'\v; 
GERALD] oppose tie amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. LANHAM, The gentleman is discussing asection that we 
have not yet reached. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. His amendment is not to section 4 at «)|. 

Mr. LANHAM, This is section 4,to which I think there is no 
objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I should just like to say at 
this time that I hardly imagined it would require much effort on 
the part of my colleague from New York [Mr. Ray] or any ver) 
great or extraordinary intellect to know that the Supreme Court 
would not decide-that the Constitution of the United States was 
a piece of india rubber. 

fr. RAY of New York. That expression was used merely for 
illustration. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. If the gentleman’s legal 
conclusions are along that line perhaps he may busy himself wit) 
questions like that. I ask the question of the gentleman in good 
faith. It seems that the constitutional lawyers on that side of 
the House—and I have no pretensions in that way, for my youth 
and inexperience and lack of learning would prevent me from 
sean to the position of the eminent gentleman from New 

ork 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, I did not intend to make any in- 
sinuation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
wish to say to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. All right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Gentlemen on that side were 
so worried yesterday about this question of territory under the 
sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States 
that it appeared as if they had purposely omitted it from this 
amendment to the anti-trust law. It suggested itself to me that 
perhaps it was in view of the fact that the gentlemen admitted 
during the discussion of the Porto Rican bill that two great trusts 
controlled most of the business between Porto Rico and the United 
States. Perhaps in their apparent desire to legislate against tho 
trusts it occurred to me that they might be attempting at the same 
time to protect some of those trusts in some way. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell you one reason that has ac- 
tuated us in not putting that language in. We want to get upon 
the statute books so far as possible under present constitutional 
power some efficient anti-trust legislation, and we wanted to get 
something here that some Democrats would vote for. Therefore, 
we left out those words. 

Mr. FLEMING. Why did you not leave them out in your pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I do not think the question 
of getting Democratic support worried the gentleman very much. 
If you want to enact this law you have the votes and the powr 
on — side, because it only takes a majority to pass the bill. 
Such an assertion as that which the gentleman has just made is 
pure poppycock. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, that is very elegant and learned 
language! 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Itis the only language whic) 
characterizes properly the statement and position of the gentle- 


I should like to say what I 


man. 

Mr. THROPP. I rise toa question of order. Are we not ‘is- 
cussing section 3? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We have already voted on that. 

The SPEAKER. Section 4. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I rise in opposition to the amendment 
of my colleague from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I have notofferedan amen‘! 
ment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh! What is the pending propos!- 
tion? 

TheSPEAKER. The pending committee amendment to sectiou 








1900. 


4, on which debate is exhausted, and the gentleman from Georgia 
proposes to offer an amendment to this section. 
r. LIVINGSTON. It is section 1 that I want to amend. 
The SPEAKER. That has been passed. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment to section 4. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. Section 8 of said act is hereby amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing words: “and the agents, officers, and attorneys of said corporations 
and associations; " so that said section when amend shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 8 That the word ‘ person,’ or ‘persons,’ wherever used in this act, 
shall be deemed to include corporations and associations existing under or 
authorized by the laws of either the United States, the laws of the Terri- 
tories, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country, and the 
agents, officers, and attorneys of said corporations and associations.” 

And also by adding thereto a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 9. 1t shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
and of the several district attorneys to cause all persons, corporations, or as- 
sociations eereng any of the provisions of this act to be promptly prose- 
cuted therefor, and to enforco all of the penalties hereinbefore imposed for 
the violation of any of the provisions of this act.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment proposed to this by 
the minority? 

Mr. TERRY. 
Mr. Speaker. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 24, 25, on page 4, and lines 1 and 2, on page 5, strike out the follow- 
ing words: “ by adding thereto the following words: ‘and the agents, officers, 
and attorneysof said corporations and associations;’ so that said section when 


amended shall,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “so as to."’ 
Also strike out lines 10 to 16, inclusive, on page 5. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as section 6: . 

“Sno. 6. That said act is also hereby further amended by adding thereto 
the following new sections, which shall constitute sections 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 
of said act’'approved July 2, 1890, namely.” 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I have offered quite a number of 
new sections which will, if they are adopted—and I can not tell 
whether they will be or not—render necessary the changing of the 
numbers named in that section 6. 

The SPEAKER. All the changes of the numbers are effected 
by the Clerk. 

Mr. TERRY. ThatI understand. I have an amendment here 
in order to provide for these new sections, by changing their num- 
bers, but, as I understand, the Speaker says that is unnecessary. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, to this section I have an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER, All the amendments will be in order to this 
section when it is read through, and the Clerk is simply reading 
itthrough. This section appears to be a new section, offered to 
section 7, just before the close of the bill, on page 9; so that, tech- 
nically, the Clerk should proceed to read all that section 6, read- 
ing down to and including line 23, page 9; and then the Chair 
thinks it will be open to treatment by the House. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the first line. 

Mr. TERRY. Our pending amendment comes in right here. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will conclude the reading of the 
section, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9, That every corporation, association, joint stock company or part- 
nership doing business in any State of the Unitea States, or in any Territory 
belonging thereto, or in the District of Columbia, producing, manufactur- 
ing, or dealing in any article of commerce, when organized, formed, man- 
aged, or carrying on business for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing 
the manufacture, production, or sale of any such article of commerce, or for 
the purpose of increasing or decreasing the cost of such article of commerce 
to the user or consumer thereof for the purpose of Jroyating competition 
in the manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this 
act, hereby declared to be illegal, and may be proceeded against at the suit 
of any person or persons or corporation or association, or by and in behalf of 
the United States, and perpetually enjoined and restrained from doing or 
carrying on any interstate or foreign commerce whatever, either with the 
States or the Territories of the United States or the District of Columbia, 
or any foreign country, and, if adjudged illegal within the meaning of this 
act, it and its officers and the members of such association, joint stock com- 
pany, or partnership shall be, and hereby are, forbidden and prohibited the 
use of the mails of the United States in aid or furtherance of any such busi- 
hess or purposes; and no article of commerce produced, or manufactured, or 
owned and dealt in by any such corporation, association, joint stock com- 
my) or partnership so organized, formed, managed, or carrying on business 
shall be transported or carried without the State or Territory in which pro- 
duced or manufactured, or in which same may be, or without the District of 
Columbia, if produced, manufactured, or found therein by any individual, 
corporation, or common carrier in any manner whatever. All such articles 
of commerce shipped in violation of the provisions of this act shall be for- 
feited to the United States, and may be seized by any marshal or deputy 
marshal of the United States, or by any person duly authorized by law to 
make such seizure, and when so seized shall be condemned by like proceed- 
ings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and condemnation 
of property imported into the United States contrary to law: Provided, how- 
ever, That such articles of commerce may be so carried or transported for 
the use of the consignor or consignee. 

Seo. 10. That any common carrier or transportation company which shall 


No amendment to that section is offered by us, 
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knowingly transport any property described in sections 6 or 9 of this act 
from ons State to another, from a State or a Territory toa Territory, or to 
the District of Columbia, or to a foreign country, or from the District of 
Columbia toa State, or toa Territory, or to any foreign country, shall be 
subject to a penalty of not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, to be recovered 
by the United States in an action brought in any court of the United States 
having jurisdiction thereof, and which suit may be brought in any district 
in which such corporation, association, joint stock company, common carrier, 
or transportation company mentioned in this act has an office or conducts 
business; and any person or any officer, agent, manager, or attorney of any 
such corporation, association, joint stock company, common carrier, or 
transportation company Who shall knowingly receive for transportation or 
transport, or aid in transporting any property described in sections 6 or 9 of 
this act from one State to another, or from a State or a Territory toa Ter- 
ritory, or to the District of Columbia, or toa foreign country, or from the 
District of Columbia to a State or toa Territory shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, on conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
$500 nor more than $5,000, and by imprisonment not less than thirty days nor 
more than six months. 

Sec. 11. That in all prosecutions, hearings, and proceedings under the 
provisions of this act, whether civil or criminal, no person shall be excused 
from attending and testifying or from producing books. papers, contracts 
agreements, and documents before the courts of the United States or the 
commissioners thereof, or in obedience to the subpcena of said courts or co) 
missioners on the ground or for the reason that the testimony or eviden 
documentary or otherwise, required of him may tend to criminate him « 
subject him toa penalty or forfeiture; but no person shal! be prose: 
subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on account of any tran: h, 
matter, or thing concerning which he may testify, or produce evidence, doc 
umentary or otherwise, before said courts or commissioners, or in obedience 
to its subpeena or the subpeena of either of them or in any such case or pro 
ceeding. 

Sec. 12. That the several district and circuit courts of the United States 
and the courts of the District of Columbia and of the several Territories of 
the United States are hereby vested with and given jurisdiction, within their 
respective jurisdictions as now prescribed by law, of all actions and proceed 
ings, both civil and criminal, in law and in equity, necessary for the enforce 
ment of this act; and it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the 
United States and of the several district attorneys of the United States within 
their respective districts to cause all persons, corporations, or associations 
wiolating or failing to comply with any of the provisions of this act to be 
promptly prosecuted therefor, and to enforce all of the penalties imposed by 
this act. 

Sec. 13. That any civil or criminal proceeding or. prosecution authcrized 
under this act in the name of or in behalf of the United States, or otherwise, 
may be begun and prosecuted by any person, firm, corporation, or associa 
tion, or by any officer of the United States, in the name of and on behalf of 
the United States. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to know whether it will be in 
order to explain these sections and debate the proposed amend- 
ment of the committee and the proposed amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to be heard on the 
committee amendment if he desires. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is what I desire. 

Mr. TERRY. Before the gentleman proceeds to that, as my 
amendments to that come right along in order, I should like to 
have the privilege of offering them at this point. Our amendinent 
is to strike out all after the tigure ‘‘9” of the committee section 9 
and insert the following. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Strike out all after the figure “9,” 
follows: 

“Sec. 9. That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or part 
nership formed or made, or managins or carrying on its business, in whole 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner 
as tocontrol or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manuiec!t ure, 

yroduction, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise, intended for 
interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to the 
purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing, or in 
such manner as weerenne mm petition, or of preventing competition in the 


in said section 9, and make it read as 


manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act 
hereby declared to be illegal and a monopoly; and all such corporations. as 

ciations, joint-stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, agents, 
managers, and attorneys are hereby forbidden and prohibited from shipping 


or putting in transit any such article of commerce or merchandise to any 
State, Territory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Terrivory. or 
place in which it was manufactured or produced, and from selling or offering 
to sell any such article or merchandise to be so shipped 6r put into any such 
transit, unless for the private or personal use of the consignee; and for any 
violation of this provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the 
United States, and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
$500 nor more than $5,000, and by imprisonment no? less than thirty day r 
more than six months. 

‘**All such corporations, associations, joint-stock companies, and partn 
ships as above declared illegal shall be, and hereby are, forbidden 
hibited the use of the United States mailin aid or furthe: 
business or purposes, and all laws now in force for the preventic the 


“ane any 1 


fraudulent use of the mails, so far as the same may be applicable, shall apply 
in the execution of such prohibition. 

“Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership 
may be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or corpora 


tion or association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually 
enjoined and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or forei 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, or any foreign country; and no article of 
commerce produced or manufactured or owned and dealt in by any such 
corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership so organized, 
formed, managed, or carrying on business shall be transported or carried 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured, or in 
which same may be, or without the District of Columbia if produced, manu 
factured, or found therein, by any individual, corporation, or comn 
rier, in any manner whatever. 

“All such articles of commerce shipped in violation of the 
this act shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized by any 
marshal or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any person duly au 
thorized by law to make such seizure, and when so seized shall be condsmned 
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by like proceedings a 
condemnation of prop 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and 
rty imported into the United States contrary to law.” 


Why not take up and consider that amend- 
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stance of it; but I will have it printed in order that gentlemen 
may have no question about it. 
The decision referred to b by Mr. Ray of New York is as follow 





ment now: = ; i= In Vance vs, W. A. Vandercook Company (170 U. S., at page 452) th 
Mr. TERRY. The Speaker has ruled that this is all one sec- | hol , re Steateends ” x ‘ 

i” ‘ I w: ffer ¢ ra ; 1 2 2 . , m9 ‘** Indeed, the i 1e ute here under review does not purport to { 

ti and I want to offer all my amendments, and then you can | ;;, ¢)4 shipment into the State from other States of intoxicating liq " 


take them up «nd consider them seriatim. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to have this amendment disposed 








se of a res sident, and if he did so, it would, upon pr 
in Scott vs. Donald, to that « 


the u 


‘inciple and 1 
ruling , 


xtent be in conflict with the 




















f before the ® pro . | of the United States. It is — d th at the foregoing considerati 
c tl or the House proceeds further, because it is a very impor applicable since the State law, now before us, whilst it recogniz« 
tant matte + ” s of residents of other States to s hip liquor into § outh C arolina f¢ 
The SPEAKER. Not morethan one gentleman ought to speak sidents seepede, attaches to the exercise of that right such rentei 
at one time. vi rtually destroy it. 
7 —— - . . : . — ‘But the right of pe yns in one State to ship liquor into another 
: r. HOPKINS. The point I desire to make is that this is avery | a reside ai thin aioe 3 use is derived from the oo titution of tl 
important amendment. States, and does not re st on the grant of the State law. Either t 
rie ; .A Ura 7 + r : ‘ , ¢ x ea rht or the 
the SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield? | f/°s. attached pe ep chet ep ally this c bo ition. 7 
Mr. RAY of New York. I rose to address myself to the com- | ,, id. “If they do not, then there is no lawful ground of complaint on t! 
mittee amendment. i ; 
The SPEAKER. That the gentleman has the absolute right to th os 27 See ee te eens . nts 0! . nth eo re 
; » 4 te ah > e ate Oo 1 gnto i¢ eside sof other > estos ) 
do, but it Bté nds in this shape ' ate of South Carolina alcoholic liquor to the dents of thi vt Sta 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer our amend- | ord red by them for their use, are so onerous : nd burdensome in t! 
ments here. tur: as to substantially imp air = e right; that is, whether ti y sol 
1d restrict the exercise of tl » right as to materially interfere with 


Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER 
and also the gentleman from New York, 
committee amendment and what is equivalent to a number of 
paragraphs. They are really sections here intended for the Sher- 
man Act. This is open now to discussion on the part of the ma- 
jority, who reported it, for five minutes, and five minutes may be 
utilized in opposition to it. An amendment is offered to that by 
the minority, which will be open to one speech in support for five 
minutes, and another in opposition for five minutes. it stands now 
with an amendment to an amendment; and so, by understanding 
where we are, confusion can be prevented 
— TERRY. I just wanted to state this tomy friend from New 
ork—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, wait 
to the amendment 

The SPEAKER 
New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York 
committee amendment was first in order before the amendment 
to the amendment could be in order. 

The SPEAKER. This was done by unanimous consent at the 
time; there was no objection to it. 

Mr. TERRY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Ido not 
want to get into any tangle after we have been trying to act in 
good faith. It was understood under the rule that these amend- 
ments would be considered as pending, and for the information 
of the House I am going through the form of sending them up to 
the desk. Under the rule, they were to be considered as pending 
and in their proper place. 

The SPEAKER. That matter was settled by the order. The 


The gentleman from Askansas will suspend, 
You have here now the 


I desire to address myself 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 


IT understood that the discussion of the 


gentleman from New York is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall address myself 
at this time to the committee amendment, and not to the amend- 
ment to our amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Terry]. 

The SPEAKER. To section 6 of the bill? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. Section 6 proposes to add sec- 
tions 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 to the Sherman anti-trust law as new 
sections of that bill 

Now, in the first place, by request of some gentlemen on this 
side who did not seem to understand the matter, I desire to call 
attention to the reason why the following proviso, on page 7, in 
lines 9, 10, and 11, is inserted: 

Provided, however,-That such articles of commerce may be so carried or 
transported for the use of the consignor or consignee. 

It has been suggested that the words ‘‘ personal use” ought to 
be inserted. Iam against that, and ae it for the reason that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has passed upon this ques- 
tion and has decided it, as I will show by inserting the decision 
in the Recorp, They have decided in two cases, the leading case 
being Vance against W. A. Vandercook Company (170 U. 8., 
page 452), that under the Constitution of the United States, en- 
tirely independent of and outside of the interstate-commerce 
clause, every citizen of the United States has the right to have 
sent to him for use—and it does not say ‘‘ personal use;” it may be 
for the use of his family or firm, or it might be a plow for his hired 
man—to him for use in any proper way mr article made any- 
where. It may be liquor or anything that rded as detri- 


mental to health. The court has decided that there is no power 


in Con, or in the State or in Congress and the State combined, 
under the Constitution, to interfere with transportation of articles 
for use. Now,I will send an extract to the Clerk's desk from this 


opinion in the Vandercook case and have it printed in my remarks. 
tleman desire to have this read? 
0; because I have stated the sub- 


The SPEAKER. Does the 
Mr. RAY of New York. 
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ct, prevent its enjoyment.’ 
“And at page 455 the court holds 

‘The right of the citizen of ane r State to avail himself of in 
commerce can not be held to be subject to the issuing ofac 
officer of the State of South Carolina without admittin g the 
officer to control the exercise of the right. But the right (the righ to 
port by means of interstate commerce for use) arises from the Constit 
of the United States; it exists wholly independent of the will of eith 
lawmaking or the executive power of the State; it takes its origin out 
the State of South Carolina, and finds its support in the Constituti: 
United Stages. Whether or not it may be exercised depends solely uy 
will of the person making the shipment, and can not be in advance contr 
or limited by the action of the State in any department of its govern: 


Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I desire to call atte ation t to t 
first part of the bill. 1 would like to read into that propos ed 
tion 9, after the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,” the words 
territory under the authority or jurisdiction of the United Sta ute 
And, as that amendment has been suggested by one of our De 
cratic friends, I hope he will offer it and the gentlemen on this si side 
will be unanimous in support of it. There may be no immediate 
necessity for putting it in, but it will be wise and proper. 

Mr. Speaker, you will note that the conduct declared illegal by 
proposed sec tion 9 are acts already condemned by the common law 
everywhere. There is nothing new about it. It does not pro; 
to prevent the transportation for sale of any article simply bec 
it happens to be made by a monopoly. That Ido not think | We 
could constitutionally do, although it is possible that we miglit. 
Now, we say that— 


The corporation, association, joint stock company, or partnership pro 
ing, manutacturing, or dealing in any article of commerce, when organized, 
forme d, managed, or carrying on business— 

Now, for what? Note the language— 


for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing the manufacture, produ: 
for sale of any such article of commerce. 


Now, when that is done, the act becomes illegal, because it e- 
stroys competition. It is illegal under the common law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
tion right there? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have only five mirutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will get your time extended. I want t 
ask the gentleman this question: Would it not be better, wh 
you use the words “ for the purpose,” to substitute the words 
** does control or monopolize,” for this reason, that it is extrem y 
difficult to prove the intent or purpose of an individual or 
monopoly, and where the resultis perceptibly and unquestionably 
against the interests of the people, why not take them instead ot! 
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re 


the purpose? 

Mr. RAY of New York. If my time can be extended,I wi 
answer the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle 


man’s time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not like to object; but we are getting into 
a long discussion here, and I must make the objection at th 
point. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We have got plenty of time. 

The ae The time of the gentleman from New York 


has — {Laughter. | 
ae AY of New York. Let me explain why we did not p' 
that in. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has a 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi- 


tion to section 9. I desire to express my entire agreement with 
the bill as — , except as to this one section. The amend- 
ments to the Sherman law are valuable. They increase the peu- 
alties for its violation; they extend those penalties to officers and 
agents; they extend the right of prosecution to those who are 
injured; they protect witnesses. 

lt seems curtain that an honest and determined effort to pass 
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. 
proper and yet conservative legislation for the regulation of the 
trusts is wise and honorable and brave and politic, by a bill that 
shall be conservative and yet effective, whose provisions will com- 
mand the support of all parties, while at the same time those who 
pass it will obtain the credit of doing so. 

Mr. Speaker, if this section now under consideration be properly 
amended, it will be valuable. It must be amended first so as to 
apply to any person who carries on wrongful monopoly as well as 
to a corporation and partnership. The amendments that I shall 
propose will do that. The word ‘person ” is used in every section 
of the Sherman law until wecometothis. If that word ‘‘ person” 
be omitted, the result will be that while we can not declare that 
the person shall be illegal we can and will declare that the busi- 
ness of wrongful monopoly is illegal. 

Insert the word ‘‘ person;” strike out the words ‘‘ when organ- 
ized, formed, managed, or carrying on business” and insert ‘‘ who 
shall carry on business by means or acts that are unlawful or tend 
to prevent fair competition in said business;” and then say that 
they are “‘ hereby declared to be engaged in an unlawful business.” 
Only thus can this provision be made effective. 

But goalittlefurther. The importance of the subject demands 
that the legislation should strike at the evils of business and not 
at business itself. The terms are not only too narrow in not in- 
cluding ‘‘ persons,” but they are too broad in some other respects 
to be safe, and will certainly, in my opinion, be declared uncon- 
stitutional. 

When the section denounces as illegal any association carrying 
on business for the purpose of controlling a manufacture, that 
prohibition covers not only the unfair monopoly and unfair con- 
trol that is obtained by unfair means, but also the fair control 
which a manufacturer, a miner, or any other producer may seek 
fairly, and which he may perhaps obtain, whether by new ma- 
chinery, new processes, new inventions, by his own trade secrets, 
by careful organization, or by the pera me of natural facilities, 
such as mines and water power, or by other conditions which 
may give him success and control in his business and practical 
control of the article that he produces, 

Monopoly is not wrong when a man works under a patent or 
under an invention. The chairman of the committee says that 
monopoly of production has been condemned by the laws of all 
nations. Notso. Monopoly in trade is condemned, including the 
increasing of prices by cornering the market, forestalling and re- 
grating and making it hard to get the necessities of life—all these 
wrong means in monopoly are condemned; but let a man produce 
all he will at the cheapest prices—-if he produces more cheaply 
than the rest of the world, he has the right to the market that he 
creates so long as the people choose to give him their patronage, 
and solong asfair competition is not prevented. Itisonly when he 
turns in to prevent others from producing that he is doing wrong. 

There is no virtue in the words ‘‘ for the purpose.” Every man 
who manufactures cheaply intends to get all the market, if he can, 
for his products; and when he organizes a corporation or operates 
a patent for the express purpose of making an article which he 
has the exclusive right to make and sell—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I hope the gentleman will wait 
till I get through. I have so much to say and so little time in 
which to - it. 

The SP R. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
has expired. 

Mr, PARKER of New Jersey. As a member of the committee, 
Iask unanimous consent to occupy a little more time, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman 
from New Jersey to occupy five minutes more? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am con- 
vinced that the strong popular feeling against the great trusts 
and monopolies is principally based upon the belief, somewhat 
supported by the truth, that their prosperity is due not to fair 
competition, but to the unfair possession of special privileges on 
the great lines of communication. It is believed, especially, that 
in interstate commerce they have the benefit of special rates, spe- 
cial freight contracts, special privileges as to cars, storage, 
switches, etc. It is believed by the people that without these 





Privileges the great monopolies in oil, iron, meat, coal, and man 
other commodities could not permanently exist and crowd out all 
competition. 


_ There is claimed likewise to be good ground for these charges 
in many cases. All these matters are already within the inter- 
state-commerce jurisdiction of the United States, and need only 
to be reached by amendment of the law as to interstate commerce. 
The question of what those remedies should be and what they 
should not be seems to be governed by very simple principles. 
First, Publicity as to the business of common carriers. They 
exercise a public function, and the public is entitled to know 
whether equal rates are being furnished. The Massachusetts law 
in that regard is a model, The law requires equal rates to all. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 6493 


Unfair rates can only be afforded under the cover of secrecy. Pub- 
licity is the first step toward any remedy. 

Second, Penal remedies are vastly inadequate as well as impos- 
sible. No fines represent the profits which great corporations 
make out of the violation of interstate-commerce regulations. 

On the other hand, it is unfair to innocent stockholders to destroy 
the corporation. It would be still more dangerous to order it into 
the hands of a receiver, and to initiate the policy of State control 
and management of railroads or ot any business. Penaltiesprovided 
against the officers of the company are utterly futile. Juries will 
not convict subordinates against whom alone the proof can ba 
made, and who are simply executing the orders of their superiors. 

The only effective remedy is to put the right of action in the 
hands of the party injured. If that party were enabled to sue in 
a qui tam action, the remedy would be effective. It might well 
be provided that any party fraudulently obtaining the benefit of 

ny special rebates should return double those rebates, one half 
to the public corporation from whom they were taken and the 
other half to the person bringing the suit. 

Therefore there is a second amendment to section 9, to add 
after it: 

Any person engaging in interstate commerce who shall receive from any 
common carrier any unlawful rebate, privilege, preference, or advantage 
under any transportation contract pertaining to such interstate commerce 
shall be liable to forfeit and pay double the amount or valne of such reba 
privilege, preference, or advantage, to be recovered by suit by any pers 
one half to his own use and the other to the use of the said common carrier 
and its stockholders, and all contracts for interstate transportation or c« 
merce shall be public, and shall be shown by any party thereto to any person 
doing like business and asking to see the same; and any failure or refusal so 
to do, or any misrepresentation concerning the same, made with intent tod 


ceive, shall be a misdemeanor and punishable by fine not exceeding $1,000 and 
imprisonment for not more than one year. 


Mr. Speaker, let us make war on the evils. We know what 
they are. They are charged to be special rebates and unfair rates. 
Make war on them, make war, if you will, on the boycott. If 
the big man says to his purchaser, ‘‘ You must buy exclusively of 
me or not at all,” that is a boycott, and it will come under this 
act. Itisan unfair means. Do not make waronthe man who 
makestwo blades of grassto grow where one grew before. ‘Theor- 
ganizer and inventor is entitied to all profit therefrom, so long as 
he uses fair means. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Under the leave to extend his remarks, Mr. PARKER of New 
Jersey adds the following views of the minority as filed by him: 

[House Report No. 1506, part 3, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. | 


PROTECTION OF TRADE AND COMMERCE AGAINST UNLAWFUL RESTRAINTS 
AND MONOPOLIES. 

May 21, 1900.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub 
mitted the following as his views, to aecompany H. R. 10539: 

The undersigned desires to express his entire agreement with the bill re 
ported by the committee, except as to one section. Valuable amendments 
to the Sherman law are proposed, not only in increasing the penalties for its 
violation, but in extending them to officers and agents, extending the right 
of prosecution to those who are injured, and in protecting witnesses. 

The importance of the subject demands, however, that any legislation 
should strike at the evils of business and not at business itself. The terms 
of section 9 are too broad to be safe. When that section declares illegal any 
association or corporation engaged in production and “carrying on business 
for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing the manufacture or produ 
tion of any article of commerce,” the prohibition covers not only the unfair 
monopoly and unfair control that is obtained by unfair means, but also the 
fair control which a manufacturer, miner, or other producer may seek fairly, 
and perhaps obtain, by new machinery, processes, and inventions; by his 
own trade secrets; by careful organization; or by ownership of natural fa 
cilities, such as mines or water power, or by other conditions which may give 
him success in his particular business and a practical control of the article 
that he produces. 

The prohibition as to production should be limited either to monopolies 
obtained by unfair means, or it should be directed to the unfair methods of 
sale, trade, transportation, and commerce by which it is claimed that certain 
unfair monopolies have been fostered and maintained. The claim is made 
that they have obtained special rates, special freight contracts, special privi 
leges as to cars, storage, switching, telegraphy, prompt delivery of their 
goods; that without these privileges these great monopolies could not per 
manently exist and crowd out a. These matters are already 
within the interstate-commerce jurisdiction of the United States, and need 
to be reached by amendment of the interstate-commerce law, which belongs 
to the committee on that subject, and over which the Committee on the Ju 
diciary are, perhaps, not free to assume the jurisdiction that they would like 
to exercise. 

Much could be done by absolute publicity of all transportation contracts, 
and liberal provisions for qui tam civil actions for the recovery of unlawful 
rebates and suitable penalties from those who have obtained the benefit 
thereof. Meanwhile, it is to be hoped that the section in question may be 
amended. 

It is too important a measure to contain any provision that would attack 
any of the great productive energies of the country rather than to prohibit 
the unfair business methods of sale, transportation, and commerce that are 
used by some producers. 

It should contain provisions that will meet the evils, the boycotting of 
rivals or of those who deal with rivals, the rebates by common carriers, and 
the special privileges and rates; and that should make necessary such pub- 
licity of the business of common carriage as will enable these evils to be de 
tected and allow each man who is injured to obtain full protection and re 
dress in the courts. 


Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 
to the desk, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry] 
is recognized in supportof the amendment offered by the minority. 





I have sent these amendments 
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Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, instead of taking up time to argue 
the matter now, I will offer my amendment, I understand the 
Chair has ruled, and I think correctly, that these so-called sections 
are really paragraphs of section 6, and the Clerk has read the 





whole of section 6. Now, I am offering my amendments to the 
paragraph. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that these 


should come one by one. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, my amendment is 
to the first line of section 9, and I so stated earlier, on a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. There can not be another amendment to the 
amendment pending. The rule makes the amendment of the mi- 
nority pending, and that amendment will first have to be disposed 
of before any other can be considered. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I filed a minority report. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas {Mr. Terity}] has been read, and will first be considered 
by the House. 

Mr. TERRY. I have offered another one to section 10. 

The SPEAKER. That will be read later. Only one can becon- 
sidered at a time. The question now is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the minority. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I desire to speak in opposition to that 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to five minutes 
in opposition if he desires it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Committee on the Judiciary has 
suggested as new legislation this proposed section 9. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas |Mr. TERRY] has proposed a substitute for it, 
and he proposes to write into the law this: 

Every corporation— 

And so forth— 


so managing or carrying on its business in whole or in part for the purpose 
of controlling or monopolizing—— 


Mr. TERRY rose. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, will you please sit down? 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not want to bother you, but I want to say 
that ours is in italics. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You objected to my having ten min- 
utes to explain that proposition. Please do not interfere with me 
when I have the floor for five minutes only in my own right. 

Mr. TERRY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I just wished to 
suggest to him what our amendment was. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair to call 
the gentleman to order, and direct him not to take my time. 

Mr. TERRY. . That is not necessary. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You objected to my having ten min- 
utes. Now do not interfere with me when I have only five. 

Or in such a manner as to control or monopolize or tend to control or mo- 
nopolize— 

Anything— 
intended for interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries— 

Shall not be carried. Now see what that would do. They ask 
you to write into the law, in the first place, an unconstitutional 
provision, a provision that they know to be unconstitutional, a 

srovision that has been declared by the Supreme Court of the 
Jnited States to be unconstitutional. If you will look at the re- 
marks that I submitted here a day or two ago, you will find the 
decisions declaring such a provision as that to be unconstitutional. 

So I simply ask the Republican members of this House who have 
respect for the law not to be caught by any such proposition as 
that, which is offered simply for buncombe and to be used through 
the country in the political campaign. Suppose you adopt it, 
what is the result? ‘They say: 

_Or in such @ manner as to control. 

Every man in this country has the right to use his brain power. 
Every corporation in this country engaged in manufacture or in 
production has the right to use the brain power of the men in 
their employ engaged in it, to use their energy, their education, 
their skill, and the power of their employees; and if such powers 
are used legitimately, the business conducted by lawful means, 
and the business is so successful that everybody in the world 
comes to his shop or factory to trade or purchase goods, no law is 
violated and the products of such a business so conducted should 
not be prohibited interstate commerce. It would be unconstitu- 
tional to do that in such a case. It would violate the funda- 
mental principles of government to do it. 

Competition should be open and free, and when a corporation 
or man resorts to illegal means or methods, then his business may 
be suppressed, and not untilthen. The pr rity of the country 
demands that every facility and opportunity be given lawful 
business conducted by lawful means and proper methods. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the minority. 

The question being taken, Mr. Terry demanded a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 80, noes 78. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I demand tellers. 


a 


tt LAD, 
= 


Mr. HILL, 


Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 


Bankhead, 
Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bradley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brewer. 
Brundidgo, 
Burleson, 
Burnett, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
Crowley, 
Cummings, 

aly, N. J. 
Davenport, 8. W. 
avis, 


Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Bailey, Kans. 
ker, 
Barney, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, 11. 
Bowersock, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burke, 8. Dak. 
—— 
utiler, 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Clarke, N. EL 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Cooper, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 


Davenport, & A. 
vidson, 

Dick, 

Doliiver, 

Driscoll, 

Eddy, 


Adamson, 
Bromwell, 
Capron, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Atwater, 
Ba ’ 
Barham, 
Bartholdt, 


Bingham, 


pishow, 
Boutelle, Ma 
Brantley, 
Brick, 

Bro 


Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burke, Tex. 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler, 
Connell, 


desires to say that he wil 
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The Clerk will report. 


YEAS—122. 
De Armond, Latimer, 
De Graffenreid, Lentz, 
De Vries, Lester, 
Dougherty, Levy, 
Driggs, Lewis, 
Elliott, Little, 
Finley, Livingston, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. McClellan, 
Fitzgerald, N.Y. McLain, 
Fleming, McRae, 
Foster, Maddox, 
Gaines, May, 
Gaston, Miers, Ind. 
Gilbert, oon, 
Glynn, Muller, 
Gordon, Neville, 
Green, Pa. Newlands, 
Hall, Noonan, 

Norton, 8. ©. 


Hay, 
Henry, Miss 
Henry, Tex. 


Pierce, Tenn. 
Polk, 


Howard, Juarles, 
Jett, ansdell, 
Johnston, Rhea, Ky. 
Jones, Va. Rhea, Va. 
= ‘ Eeerosen, 
itchin, gely, 
Kluttz, Rixey, 
Lamb, Robinson, Ind. 
Lanham, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lassiter, Rucker, 
NAYS—130. 
Emerson, Lacey, 
Esch, Landis, 
Faris, Lane, 
Fletcher, Lawrence, 
Foss Littlefield, 
Fowler, Long, 
reer, Lorimer, 
Gardner, Mich. Loud, 
Gardner, N. Loudenslager, 
ill, Lovering, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lybran 
Gillett, Mass. cCall, 
Graff, McCleary, 
Greene, Mass. Mann, 
Grosvenor, Marsh, 
Grout, Mercer, 
Grow, Mesick, 
Hamilton, Miller, 
Hawley, Minor, 
Heatwole, Mondédell, 
Hedge, Moody, Mass. 
Hemenway, Moody, Oreg. 
Henry, Conn. Morgan, 
eeeoere, Mudd, 
Hill, Needham, 
Hitt, Olmsted, 
Hoffecker, Otjen, 
am Overstreet, 
Hull, Packer, Pa. 
Jones, Wash. Parker, N. J. 
Joy, Payne, 
Kahn, Pearce, Mo. 
Ketcham, Pearre, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
Haugen, Meyer, La 
McPherson, Morris, 
Metcalf, Naphen, 
NOT VOTING—8&& 
Cox, Knox, 
Crum Linney, 
Cusack, Littauer, 
Davey, Lloyd, 
Dayton, McAleer, 
Denny, McCulloch, 
Dinsmore, McDowell, 
Dovener, Mahon, 
Fitzpatrick, Meekison, 
Fordney, Norton, Ohio 
Fox, Grady, 
Gamble, itey, 
Gayle, Pearson, 
Gibson, Powers, 
Graham, nce, 
Griffith, Riordan, 
Griggs, Robb, 
— qopeetone, La 
up : 
Jenkins, Shacklefo 5 
Kerr, ° Slayden, 
Kleberg, Small, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. TERRY. Are we entitled to vote by the yeas and nays? 
The SPEAKER. You are entitled to it. 
Mr. TERRY, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The i and nays were ordered. 

I ask for the reading of the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the request of t}, 
gentleman from Connecticut will be complied with, and t| 
amendment of the minority will again be reported; but the Cha; 
decline to do this again, that the, 
amendments are long, and full opportunity should be given for 
debate and amendment. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 1: 
answered “ present” 12, not voting 88; as follows: 


Ryan, N.Y. 
Rynn, Pa, 
Scudder, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Smith, Ky. 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex 


Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ala 
Terry, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. EF. 
Williams, Miss 
Wilson, Idaho. 
Wilson, N.Y. 


Phillips, 
Pugh, 
Ray, 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Russell, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
a7, 
Smith, H. C. 
Spalding, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, Wis 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 
Tongue, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
aters, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Salmon, 
Southard, 
Sperry. 


Smith, Il. 
Smith, 8. W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 
Sprague, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, 
Turner, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
sonewerth, 

anger, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White, 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wise. 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. Broussarp, 
Mr. DovVENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs, 
Mr. WEAVER with Mr, Cusack. 
Mr. Bout with Mr. NAPHEN. 
Mr. Morris with Mr. McCu.tocna. 
Mr. Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio, 
Mr. Crump with Mr. ATWATER. 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr. TURNER. 
Mr. CAPRON with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. CARMACK, 
Mr. MAHON with Mr. OTEy. 
Mr. Dayton with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, 
For the session: 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. MercaLF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDowELL. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. LinNEY with Mr. Ross, until the 6th. 
Mr. LITTAUER with Mr. Ruppert, until the 5th, at noon. 
Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr. RiorpDan, until the 5th, at 
noon. 
For to-day: 
Mr. PEARSON with Mr. SALMON. 
Mr. BisHop with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. O'GRADY with Mr. CHANLER, 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. SMALL, 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. GAYLE. 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. BurKE of Texas, 
Mr. MorGAN with Mr. VANDIVER, 
Mr, ACHESON with Mr. DINSMORE, 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. Fox. 
Mr, GAMBLE with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr, WARNER with Mr. THAYER, 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. Davry, 
Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Luoyp. 
Mr. Wise with Mr. FirzpaTrick. 
Mr. HOWELL with Mr. MEEKISON, 
Mr. PrincE with Mr, Cox. 
On this vote: 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SmitH with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Mr, ADAMS with Mr. Denny. 
Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. GriGGs. 
Mr. Brick with Mr, KLEBERG. 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I should like an opportunity to 
vote. I was listening and did not hear my name called. 
TheSPEAKER. Wasthe gentleman present and listening when 
his name should have been called? 
Mr. FOSTER, Yes, sir; and did not hear. 
The SPEAKER, Call the name of the gentleman. 
The name of Mr. Foster was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. ADAMSON, Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. WANGER, voted on this roll? 
The SPEAKER. He has not. 
Mr. ADAMSON, Then I desire to withdraw my vote and be 
recorded ‘‘ present.” 
The name of Mr. ADAMSON was called, and he voted “ present.” 
Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote in 
the affirmative and to be marked ‘‘ present.” I am paired with 
the gentleman from Rhode Island, Mr. Butt. 
The name of Mr. NAPHEN was called, and he voted “‘ present.” 
Mr.SALMON,. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea” on this question. 
Iam paired with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, Pear- 
son}. Iam not certain how he would vote, and therefore I think 
I should withdraw my vote. 
The name of Mr, SALMON was called, and he voted ‘‘ present.” 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. pee, I was present in the Hall and did 
not hear my name called. I would like to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
should have been called and failed to hear? 
Mr. MILLER. I was. 
The SPEAKER, Call the name of the gentleman. 
The name of Mr. MILLER was called, and he voted “nay.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A me from the Senate, by Mr. Bennett, its Secretary, 
announced that the President pro tempore of the Senate had ap- 
pointed Mr, ALpRIcH a conferee on the joint resolution (S. R. 28) 
relating to the use of the rooms occupied by the Congressional 
Lilrary in the Capitol, in place of Mr, SPooNER, excused. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
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out amendment the bill (H. R. 2864) to create a commission to 
make settlement and adjustment with the Sioux City and Pacific 
Railroad Company of its indebtedness to the Government of the 
United States, 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11212) making appropriations 
for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purpose, diragreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. ALLIson, Mr. HALE, and Mr. CocKRELL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

THE SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 

| Sent that the House accede to the request of the Senate fora con!er- 
ence on the sundry civil bill. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
| Committee on Appropriations, asks that the House agree to the 
request of the Senate for a conference on the sundry civil bill. Is 
| there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the Hous 
| Mr. CANNON, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, and Mr. McRar, 
TRUSTS. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpcse does the gentleman from 
New Jersey rise? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. 
section 9 already indicated. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Texas rise? 

Mr. LANHAM, 
the Lill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 
Texas offer a committee amendment? 

Mr. LANHAM. No, Mr.Speaker. I am a member of the com- 
mittee; but the proposition of the minority, which was in the na- 
ture of a substitute, having failed, I now propose an amendment 
to section 9 as reported in the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Isit a pending amendment of the minority of 
the committee? 

Mr. LANHAM. It is not. 

The SPEAKER, Then the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER], who offers an amendment to 
paragraph 9, 

The amendments offered by Mr. ParkreR of New Jersey were 
read, as follows: 

Amend new section 9 as follows: 

On page 5, line 21, after the word “every,” insert the word “ person.” 

In line 25, and also line 1, of page 6, strike out the words “ when organized, 
formed, managed, or carrying on business” and insert * who shall carry on 
business by means or acts that are unlawful, or tend to prevent fair competi 
tion in said business." 

In line 7, page 6, strike out “hereby declared to be illegal" and insert 
hereby declared to be engaged in an unlawful business.” 

In line 14 strike out “it and its”’ and insert “they and their.” 

In line 20, between “‘such” and “corporation,” insert the word “ person.” 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will state it. 

Mr. FLEMING. Does not the rule under which we are now 
working state that no amendment except committee amendments 
shall be allowed? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the rule like that. But 
if the gentleman from Arkansas insists upon having his amend- 
ments first considered the Chair thinks he will be entitled to that 
recognition, The minority amendment to section 6, paragraph 9, 
was voted down, and as there was no other minority amendment 
then offered the Chair recognized the gentleman from New Jersey, 
who was a member of the committee and made a minority report. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gent!eman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
the amendment again read? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; and ona division (demandgd by Mr. 
Ray of New York) there were—ayes 15, noes 97, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment. 

The SPEAKEK, Does the gentleman from Arkansas, on behalf 
of the minority of the committee, desire his amendments disposed 
of now? 

Mr. TERRY. Iunderstand the amendment to paragraph 9, sec- 
tion 6, has already been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER, That does not prevent the geatleman, if he 


I rise to offer an amendinent to 


I rise to offer an amendment to section 9 of 
I desire to submit a parliamentary 


Does the gentleman from 


“are 


Mr. Speaker, can not we have 
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desires, from having the others disposed of in their order by order 
of the House. 

Mr. TERRY. I am willing to let the gentleman from Texas 
offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. If that order is not taken, the Chair will be 
compelled to recognize other members for the same purpose. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, Mr. Speaker, then I will ask that the other 
ainendments of the minority of the committee be disposed of now. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “corporation association, joint stock” in line 23 and 
the first word “company ’”’ in line 24, page 7, and the same words in line 2, on 
page 5. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized 
for five minutes in opposition. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now,I do not find any such amend- 
ment proposed. 

Mr. TERRY. Itis in the minority views. 

. The SPEAKER. The amendments are printed in the Recorp, 
as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say in regard to that, I was 
looking for it in the fine print and I overlooked it. The whole 
purpose of that amendment is covered in asection of the bill offered 
by the majority, providing for punishment in the most complete 
and efficient form. 

And the bill is so drastic now that it meets the condemnation 
and opposition of a great many; that is to say, they do not like it. 
We provide already ‘* that any common carrier or transportation 
company which shall knowingly transport,” etc., ‘‘shall be sub- 
ject toa penalty of not less than $500 nor more than $5,000, to be 
recovered by the United States in an action brought in any court 
of the United States having jurisdiction thereof.” 

Then such transportation companies are forbidden to do inter- 
state commerce; and if they do uny of these forbidden acts they 
are guilty ofa crime and subject to punishment, the penalties be- 
ing sufficient and efficient. 

One other point: Section 9 as proposed by the minority having 
been already voted down, having gone out of the bill, there is no 
necessity or propriety for the adoption of this amendment. The 
minority say in their report that— 

These words, placed as they are in section 10, are misleading, and their 
proper place is in section 9 as we proposed 

There is neither propriety nor reason in the adoption of the 
amendment, and I hope it will be veted down. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the minority of the committee. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TERRY. I now offer the next amendment, to come in as 
a new section after the present section 10, on page 8, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seco. 11. That every contract, combine, device, trust, or combination in the 


form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, tending to create a monopoly in 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, transportation, or dealing in 
any article of commerce or merchandise. entering Into trade or commerce 
among the States or with foreign countries, or designed to create impedi- 
ments to, or resulting in restrictions to, such trade or commerce or aids to 
commerce, or to limit or control the manufacture or production of such arti- 
cles or merchandise, for the purpose of increasing or decreasing, or operat- 
ing in such manner, or with such result, as to increase or decrease the price 
of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the purpose of 
preventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, 
transportation, or dealing in such articles or merchandise, or to giye power 
to charge unreasonable prices for merchandise or articles produced or man- 
ufactured to be bought, sold, exchanged, dealt in, or transported in such 
trade or commerce, or for the purpose of imposing, or in such manner as to 
impose, unjust or onerous restrictions upon, or impediments to, the lawful 
business of any person, company, or corporation engaged in the production 
or manufacture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be 
illegal and a monopoly within the meaning of this act,and every person who 
shall make or enter into, or engage in, any such contract, combine, device, 
trust, or combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, or 
shall be a promoter thereof or officer or agent therein, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fino of 
not less than $500 and not exceeding $5,000 and by imprisonment not less than 
six months and not exceeding one year. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I rise in opposition to the proposed 
amendment. In the bill reported by the committee we have cov- 
ered that whole question and gone to the very border line of our 
constitutional power. Our Democratic opponents, without any 
sort of regard to, and in absolute defiance of, the principles laid 
down in the decisions of the Supreme Court, provide in this 
amendment certain regulations with respect to manufacture and 
production, already condemned by theSupreme Courtof the United 
States. The provision is unreasonable and unconstitutional on 
its face. They propose to declare that if a corporation becomes 
illegal, either in its formation or in the conduct of its business, 
every agent, servant, attorney, stockholder, or member of the 
corporation shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, whether he knows 
of any of the alleged designs or purposes or not, and such persons 
without any trial in a court are to be condemned to certain pun- 
ishments. 


Then later on in another provision they say that if that cona;. 
tion of things exists the President of the United States, wit}, 
court or jury, without any form of trial, shall do—what? He, 
is the provision: 

That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied ¢) 
the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been enhance: 
consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act, he shall issue his pi: 
mation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import tax, 
like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign count 
Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enbancement in price of . 
commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked by the )) 
lamation of the President. 

Mr. TERRY. That is no part of the pending section. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I understand. We provide for ; 
ishments to be imposed by the courts after due trial, but you ; 
stitute the action of the President without any form of trial. 

Mr. TERRY. That is not the section before the House. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You give the President of the Unite 
States the powers defined in the section I have just read. ‘1) 
you do in place of a hearing in court, in place of a trial by jury, 
And the penalty you provide is a suspension of the tariff laws wii|) 
respect to articles brought from foreign countries. 

Mr. LANHAM. That has nothing to do with the pending s 
tion. 

Mr. FLEMING. I rise to a point of order. The gentleman 
from New York is not discussing the amendment under consi: 
tion, but asubsejuent amendment, which has not yet been reac jed. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, have I any portion of 
my five minutes remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ‘has two minutes remaining 
but the point of order has not been disposed of. The Chair is 
sufficiently advised as to the provisions of the pending ameni- 
ment—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. But ‘the Chair is under the impression that 
the gentleman is out of order in the discussion he is pursuing, 
and therefore suggests that he proceed in order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iam discussing section 11 as proposed 
by the minority of the committee. 

Mr. TERRY. The provision in regard to the President is scc- 
tion 12. 

Mr. RAY of New York. 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was discussing section 11, 

A MemBer. And also section 12. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I was not discussing section 12. Tho 
suggestion that I am not in order shows simply the lack of appre- 
ciation of some gentlemen. I was simply stating the effect o: | 
adoption of section 11—whatit wouldleadto, I stated that ey 
oneof these corporations, associations, partnerships, or individua 
before they are condemned, should have the right toa trial bya 
court or jury, and that we should not vote in support of any | 
posed amendment that is already condemned by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. TERRY. I think the gentleman from New York entirely 
misapprehends and misinterprets section 11. Section 12 is the 
one with reference to the President suspending the tariff |: 
etc. Ido not care to take any of the time of this House in arzu- 
ing this section 11. So far as being unconstitutional, it is taken 
almost verbatim from the language of the Supreme Court, aud 
we have set forth our reasons for it in our minority report, and 
anybody who cares to know what our views are can find th 
there. Weare content to rest upon the proposition. It is cou- 
stitutional and we ask for a vote. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May Ilask my colleague a question 
while he is on the floor? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Section 11, which is now to be voted 
on, defines monopolies, does it not, to some extent? 

Mr. TERRY. It says that they who do these things ; 

Mr. RAY of New York. Are monopolies. Then, in section 1°, 
which the gentleman referred to, he says that— 

Whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied that the 
price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been enhanced in «1 
sequence of any monopoly as defined in this act —- 

Mr. TERRY. Defined in this act anywhere. 

Mr. RAY of New York. That would be as defined in your sec- 
tion 11. 

Mr. TERRY. No matter where it is defined, in this act. 

Mr. RAY of New Yorks. That would be the effect of it. 

Pursuant to permission granted by the order, I add the fo!low- 
“gee to the power of Congress: ; 

he Constitution of the United States guarantees to every ©"! 
zen within our broad domain the right to pursue any or all of ‘he 
ordinary pursuits of life. No State constitution or State leg!s.\+ 
ture can prohibit the citizens of such State to engage in farm )4 
or the manufacture or production of articles necessary to their 
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existence and welfare. (Butchers’ Union Company vs. Crescent 
City Company, 111 U. 8., 746,757,762; Allgeyer vs, Louisiana, 165 
U. 8., 589, 590.) f 1 ‘ 

Said Mr. Justice Field (111 U. S., page 757): 

Among these inalienable rights, as proclaimed in that great document, is 
the right of men to pursue their happiness, by which is meant the right to 
pursue any lawful business or vocation in any manner not inconsistent with 


the equal rights of others, which may increase their prosperity or develop 
their faculties, so as to give to them their highest enjoyment. 
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The common business and callings of life, the ordinary trades and pursuits, | 


which are innocuous in themselves, and have been followed in all communi- 
ties from time immemorial, must_therefore be free in this country to all 


alike upon the same conditions. The right to pursue them without let or | 


hindrance, except that which is applied to all persons of the same age, sex, 


and condition, is a distinguishing privilege of citizens of the United States | 


and an essential element of that freedom which they claim as their birth- 
right. 

Said Mr. Justice Bradley (same case, page 762): 

The right to follow any of the common occupat ons of life is an inalienable 
right; it wasformulated as such under the phrase ME p+ ay of happiness” in 
the Declaration of Independence, which commenced with the fundamental 
proposition that ‘‘all men are created equal; that they are endowed by their 
Preator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” 
liberty of the citizen. 


In Addyston Pipe and Steel Company vs. United States, decided 
at October term, 1899, it is held— 


Although the jurisdiction of Congress over commerce among the States is 


This right is a large ingredient in the civil 
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U.S., 318.) The court assumed that the law was enacted in good 
faith for the purpose expressed in the title, viz: 

An act for the protection of the public health by providing for inspection 
before slaughter of cattle, sheep, and swine designed forslaughter for human 
food. 

It is worthy of notice that the act, if enforced, would admira- 
bly serve the purpose expressed in the title, The injurious effects 
on the health of the consumer of diseased meat, whether the dis- 
eased condition arises from causes existing before the slaughter 
of the animal or thereafter, is matter of common knowledge. 
That the police power of the State extends to the protection of the 
public health is conceded. 

But the court held that this act imposed an unjust burden upon 
interstate commerce and in effect prohibited the introduction into 
the State of Minnesota for sale of meats from animals slaughtered 
in other States, whether sound or unsound, and so const'tuted a 
regulation of interstate commerce; that it ignored the tight of 
the people of other States to have commerce with Minnesota and 
the constitutional right of the people of Minnesota to bring into 
that State for purposes of sale sound and healthy meat; that a law 


| providing for the inspection of animals whose meats are designed 


full and complete, it is not questioned that it has none over that which is | 


wholly within a State, and therefore none over combinations or agreements 
so far as they relate to a restraint of such trade or commerce. It does not ac- 
quire any jurisdiction over that part of a combination or agreement which 
relates to commerce wholly within a State by reason of the fact that the com- 
bination also covers and regulates commerce which isinterstate. The latter 
it can regulate, while the former is subject alone to the jurisdiction of the 
State. The combination herein described covers both commerce which is 
wholly within a State and also that which is interstate. In regard to such of 
these defendants as might reside and pez on business in the same State 
where the pipe provided for in any particular contract was to be delivered, 
the 
would be a transaction wholly within the State,and the statute would not be 
applicable to them in that case. 

hey might make any combination they chose with reference to the pro- 

-d contract, although it should happen that some nonresident of the State 
eventually obtained it. 
pipe in the same State where some of the defendants reside and carriea on 


to permit those defendants to combine as they might choose in regard to the 

proposed contract for the delivery of the pipe, and that right would not be 

affected by the fact that the contract might be subsequently awarded to 

some one outside the State as the lowest bidder. In brief, their right to com- 

bine in pegand to a proposal for pipe deliverable in their own State could not 

po rene by the Federal power derived from the commerce clause in the 
onstitution. 


I say, in short, a monopoly or combination, in spite of Congress, 


may lawfully control the manufacture and production and sale | 
— everywhere, but not the mere act of transportation into | 


and 
another State. The defendants in this pipe case resided in several 
different States and the manufacture was carried on in different 
States at different plants. Such a combination to control manu- 
facture and increase prices—in other words, the creation of such 
a a legalized and the consummation of its illegal pur- 
poses to a large extent made possible and practicable by the fact 
of its vast extent. It wrongs the people, but the United States 
courts can not prevent the consummation of the wrong, The 
combination and conspiracy were held legal in every respect except 
as = a of goods in States where none of the defendants 
resided. 

Only form a combination, put a plant in each State, with certain 
parties to the combination residing therein, put up the price of 
the output to any extent, and the Congress and its laws are power- 
less, provided contracts for delivery in a certain State are made 
by the parties to the monopoly residing there and the articles 
come from the plant located and operating in such State. Here 
we have a monopoly coextensive with the United States control- 
ling the price, market, and manufacture of a certain article, or of 


sale, transportation, and delivery of the pipe by them under thatcontract | 


The fact that the proposal called for the delivery of | 


‘ | dissenting opinion of Field, J. 
their business would be sufficient, so far as the act of Congress is concerned, | 


for human food is not a rightful exercise of the police power of 
the State if the inspection is of such a character as to prevent the 
introduction into the State of sound meats, the product of ani- 
mals slaughtered in other States. 

In the exercise of its police power a State may entirely suppress 
an industry, as for the production of an article of food, if in the 
judgment and discretion of its legislature such absolute suppres- 
sion is necessary to the protection or preservation of the public 
health or the prevention of fraud on the public, even though such 
industry might be carried on or prosecuted in such a way as not 
to injuriously affect the health of anyone or impose on or defraud 
any person, and even though in the particular case before the 
court such business was so conducted and the article produced 
was a wholesome, nutritious, useful, and perfectly harmless arti- 
cle of food and there was no deception either in its production or 
sale. (Powell vs. Pennsylvania, 127 U. 8., 678-684, etc. But seo 

See also People vs. Marx, 99 N. Y,, 
377. 386; In matter of Jacobs, 98 N. Y., 8.) 

These cases seem to conflict with Powell vs. Pennsylvania, 
also Minnesota vs. Barber (136 U. S., 313.) 

This proposition must be sustained on the ground that a busi- 
ness which may be conducted in an honest and a legitimate man- 
ner and without injury to anyone, but which is and may be fre- 
quently conducted in such a manner as to defraud the public and 
injure the public health, may constitutionally be absolutely sup- 
pressed by the State in the exercise of its discretion when exercis- 
ing its power to protect the public against fraud and promote the 
general welfare by guarding the public health. But at the same 
time like products may come in from another State and its legis- 
lature is powerless to prevent such introduction. 

The statute and the objects sought to be legitimately obtained 
by it are to be considered and are to control even if in a particular 
case its enforcement can not be said to directly serve the alleged 
purpose. This is treading on dangerous ground, for the doctrine 
might lead to the absolute suppression of the meat-canning in- 
dustry or of the bakery business in a State. Diseased meat may 
be canned and deleterious substances putin bread. Should this 
come to be done generally the legislature might suppress both in- 
dustries entirely. 

But after all, as said by Mr. Justice Harlan, if the legislature of 
the State in the exercise of its power abuses it theappeal must be, 
not to the courts (except in very plain cases of violations of the 
constitutional rights of the citizens, Scott vs. Donald, 165 U. 5S., 
page 91), but to the bar of public opinion, and that court of last 
resort, the ballot box. (Powell vs, Pennsylvania, 127 U.8., pages 


See 


more than one, eee the Union, and not assailable at all by | 685, 686.) 


Federal laws or the United States courts because it does no inter- 
state commerce—that is, this monopoly carries no goods from one 
State into another; but still, lawfully, it not only controls in fact, 
although indirectly, but, in effect, may absolutely paralyze inter- 
state commerce in the articles produced by it. 

Chapter 8, Laws of 1889, State of Minnesota, provided, among 
other things, that— 

The sale of any fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, or pork for human food in 
this State, except as horeinafter provided, is hereby prohibited. 

The appointment of inspectors was then provided for and such 
inspectors were required by the act— 

To inspect all cattle, sheep, and swine slaughtered for human food within 


their respective jurisdictions within twenty-four hours before the slaughter 
of the same. 


If found fit for food, a certificate to that effect was to be given; 
if not, such live stock was to be destroyed, etc. Fines and penal- 
ties were imposed for selling or exposing or offering for sale any 
meat, etc., not taken from an animal so inspected. 

This act was held unconstitutional. (Minnesota vs, Barber, 136 
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It is not a substantial ground of objection to this proposed con- 
stitutional amendment that the won may be abused if granted. 
The people will always hold the key to the situation, and will have 
at their command a means to protect themselves against the un- 
just exactions of monopolies. The people get at Congress once 
in two years, and it usually is compelled to serve the will of the 
people. 

r. McRAE, 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis notin order. This is an amendment 
to an amendment, and all debate is now closed. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment offered by the minority of the com- 
mittee. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. = 

Mr. TERRY demanded a division. 

[The SPEAKER counted the House, and at the conclusion of 
the count several members announced ‘‘ one more in the affirma- 
tive.”’] 


I desire to propose an amendment to the amend- 
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The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks he has counted several gen- 
tlemen. but will count again to be sure. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 101. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, we propose the following 
new section: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas offers the fol- 
lowing section, made in order under the rule of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Strike out proposed section 12 and insert in lien thereof the following: 

“Sec. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satis- 
fied that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been en- 
hanced in consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act. he shall issue 
his proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement in 

rice of such commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked 
the proclamation of the President.”’ 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker. the Clerk has announced that we 
wish to strike out a section. Thatis not correct. We addanew 
section, and we propose to renumber the other sections. 

The SPEAKER. Is this one of the new sections proposed in 
the views of the minority? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes. The Clerk read to strike out theirs, but 
we do not propose to do that. 

Mr. LACEY. Should we not pass on section 13 before the new 
sections are cffered? 

Mr. TERRY. The Chair rules not. It is anew section, really. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a new section to come after section 13, 

Mr. RAY of New York. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is almost impossible for any human being 
intelligently to understand the wishes of members, unless they co- 
operate in the matter of keeping order. The Chair understood 

_that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] rose to a point of 
order. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; I make the point of order that this should 
not come in until we pass section 13. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point, as these sec- 
tions are equivalent to paragraphs. Does the gentleman from 
New York rise to oppose the amendment? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Lrise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to know whether an amend- 
ment to this amendment would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to expiain to the 
House the effect of this amendment. I referred to it before, be- 
cause it provides the remedy that our Democratic friends would 
afford for a monopoly in manufacture, production, and interstate 
commerce, Let me read it to you, so that you will know where 
they stand and what they propose. This is their amendment: 

Sec. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied 
that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been enhanced 
in consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act, he shall issue his proc- 
lamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import taxes on 
like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign countries. 


Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement in price of such 
commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked by the procla- 


mation of the President. 

Now, you may talk about imperialism, and giving the President 
power. Why, this is a greater power over industrial productions 
and manufactures—— 

Mr. GAINES. It is the same power that the President has now 
under the reciprocity law. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I have order? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To ask if the gentleman from 
New York will submit to an interruption, and I am in order in 
doing it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
will suspend while the Chair is determining a question of order. 
The gentleman from Mississippi must address himself to the Chair 
when he desires recognition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of a ‘The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi” did address himself to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear him or he woald pro- 
tect him in his rights. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Lcan not yield unless they will give 
me five minutes additional time on this amendment. If I can 
have that, I will yield. 

_ SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York declines to 
yield, > 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I can not give the gentlem 
the time. I can ask the House to give it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will proc 
That matter is settled. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Here isa power over our indust; 
production that the Democratic opponents of this bill propos 
vest in the hands of the President of the United States greater | 
the military power that he nowhas. The President would bx ; 
court. the judge, and the jury to try every manuiacturing co 
ration association in the United States and concemn it and ex: 
punishment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And he would be the prosecutor, 

Mr. RAY of New York. And if we only had Bryan and 
law, how happy manufacturers and prosperous industries \ 
be. There would not be found a man in the United States 
would dare to invest capital or engage in manufacture or }): 
tion. Capital would hide itself, and these United States of A) 
ica would be one bleak, dark plain, infested with tramps. | 

This proposed amendment is imperia}:s)) 
and nonsense combined run mad. Iask a Republican Honse ; 
vote it down. I dislike to say that 1 request the Democrat e 
of this House to vote for it, but I hope you gentlemen will. Yoy 
will demonstrate your disregard for law, order, and the Su) 
Court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We will, all right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. On the question of the responsibility 
of the tariff for trusts and monopolies, I repeat what I said in m\ 
report on the constitutional amendment: 


THE PROTECTIVE POLICY NOT RESPONSIBLE. 


ele 


It is asserted by some that these vast combinations and monopolies are t})o 
result or natural outgrowth of the protective policy adopted by the (or 
gress of the United States; that protection destroys foreign com) 
and therefore enables the industrial enterprise of the United States t 
bine and monopolize manufacture, etc. herefore they oppose the \ 
of power in Congress to suppress or contro! these combinations and 
olies. The long and the short of this proposition is that in the inte: 
foreign manufacturers and producers, and at the expense of our own 1 
facturing and producing industries of every kind, and consequent 
expense and to the detriment of our own home labor, these oppose: 
strike down protection in an experimental effort to destroy a mo: 
repress a combination. They would close workshops and factori: 
United States, throw millicns of our citizens out of employment, « 
home markets, turn the balance of trade against us, and enrich for 
tries rather than let the people of the States grant to Congress this 
cent power. 

The remedy prepeme by the opponents of this amendment is worse than 
the disease. But their proposed remedy is no remedy at all. As ma 
fact monopolies and illegal combinations, or so-called trusts, are not ered 
by or the result of our protective policy. A monopoly, a combination, ors 
trust in importation and in the sale of imported articles is more easily { rined 
than in the manufacture and sale of the products of American fields ani | 
tories. So-called trusts and monopolies never so fatted and flourished as 
under the act of August 27, 1894, known as the Wilson tariff act. The inal 
ity of the masses of our people to engage in importation is so well und: 
that it need not be dwelt upon, but it is self-evident that when our 
manufactories are closed the army of the unemployed will overrun the 
try; that bome markets for the products of the American farm and s! 
be ne or destroyed and prices largely reduced; that money will g 
abroad; that the people of the United States will be at the mercy of importers 
of foreign goods, and that the cost of many necessaries will then be largely 
increased. 

Monopolies, trests, and combinations, both at home and abroad, that feed 
no American labover, enrich no American town, benefit no American farmer, 
but that feed foreign labor and build up foreign workshops and enri:) for 
eign countries, would, should protection be abandoned, succeed to those now 
existing and control most fields of industrial enterprise and grow ri: 
tae poopie of the United States would grow poor. 

ho can deny that monopolies, combinations, and trusts swarm an! 
ish in free trade countries? Industries now successfully carried on in this 
country without the aid and Sees and in defiance of trusts,com/ina 
tions, and monopolies, if deprived of protection, will, through foreign pe 
tition, be forced into combinations, trusts, and monopolies. to the detriment 
of all oo Eee especially our laborers. Destroy the protective )» 
the Uni States and the foreign monopoliesand combinations will sulsta 
tially control manufacture and the price of me dise and farm p 

Prior to the enactment of a law protecting the tin-plate industry int 
United States, and which has resulted in its establishment and prosperity 
here, the production of that article was controlled absolutely by a tin-)))1t 
monopoly in Enquad, which controlled the price and market, Suppose that 
a sugar monopoly should control 75 per cent, a paper monopoly 65 per cent 
and an iron and steel monopoly 85 per cent, and smaller concerns the ala 
of the production of sugar and paper and iron and steel, and all tariff )! 
tion should be denied them and they compelled to contend with the compet! 
tion of free-trade countries and their cheap labor, can it be doubted that the 
smaller plants would be ruined—driven out of the business—while the! 
nopolies themselves, by reason of their vast capital, would survive, and by 
combining or conspiring with foreign monopol form one vast and world- 
wide combination and absolutely control production and prices? 

This is but an illustration of what might and would occur should prot: 
tion be denied our productive industries. This isan answer to those who 
propose to destroy monopoly in pny, iven direction by denying it the bene 

ts of our tariff laws. The pee tion is unwise, impracticable, and \ 
if adopted, intensify the evils now alleged to exist. 

We are not willing to abandon our protective system at the request 0! |! 
traders and State rights advocates. The American home is too sacre. ' 
prosperity and growing on of this nation are too dear to every Au 
can heart to permit the Seee t. Weare able to protect ourselves at hor 
and abroad, command respect everywhere, and if given legislative power '” 
control, and when necessary suppress, all monopolies, illegal combina‘ 
and so-called trusts, and so maintain home competition without sacrificius 
any just princip!e or (asa mere experiment) opening wide the door to or 
eign competition. salled 
e truth is that the great majority of those who charge up so-cs. 


flour- 
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trusts and monopolies to the protective policy are enemies to that system 
and would see it destroyed. ey are not as a rule opposed to trusts, illegal 
eombinetions, or monopolies, but sustain them. We should say in this con- 
rection that now and then we find a friend of protection who honestly enter- 
tains the belief that monopoly is aided by too high duties. We respect their 
> inions and should not be understood as refusing to give weight to their 
contention. All efficient anti-monopoly legislation has n formulated and 
enacted by the frjends of protection, and if we have further legislation 
of the same character it must come from the same source. We concede that 
some of our manufacturing industries are now very strong; that as to some 
there is a possibility that protective duties are not required. In such cases 
care will be taken to reduce duties to the safety point. 


I desire to add a few remarks also as to the attitude of the Dem- 
ocratic party as to trusts. . . 

The Evening Star, June 1, published in this city, an independent 
paper, says: 

THE JERSEY STRADDLERS. 

The New Jersey Democrats at Trenton yesterday showed plainly the 
straits to which they and nearly all their Eastern brethren are now reduced. 
‘They blew hot and cold. They faced this way and that. They twisted his- 
tory andinvented history. In a word, they played fast and loose with their 
recognized national leader and with all of the national issues. 

‘To illustrate. i declared this of Mr. Bryan: 

“ Werecognize William Jennings Bryan as the popular tribune of the peo- 

le: able, fearless, and honest, and worthy to receive at their hands the 
highest political honor.” 

And yet they would not instruct their Seen to Kansas City to vote for 
Mr. Bryan's nomination. They recognized him as worthy of the nomina- 
tion, and of course they knew that he is reasonably certain to receive it. 
Why, then, not have instructed for him? 

As to trusts they declared: 

“We denounce the Republican party in its open effort to foster trusts in 
the creat industrial trades at the expense of the interests of the whole peo- 

le, and especially of the laboring man. The growth of these monopolies has 
een so dangerous as to require instant legislative redress. We call for the 
strict enforcement of our present laws against these monopolies, and we de- 
mand more stringent legislation, both State and national, including a consti- 
tutional amendment, if necessary, to regulate and correct their evil tenden- 
cies 

At the very moment that this was being adopted the Democratic members 
of the House here, under their accepted leader, were fighting a proposed con- 
stitntional amendment tooth and nail. 

This was the declaration as to the Philippines: 

“ We believe it to be the duty of this Government togive assurances of its 
high purpose to bestow the inestimable right of free government upon the 
Philippine Is'ands. Whenastable governmentis established at Manila which 
in our judgment is worthy of recognition, we should grant them that inde- 
pendence for which they fought and conquered Spain.” 

When did the Filipincs conquer Spain? What was their condition when 
the Americans arrived? The ‘haa revolted against Spain several times, but 
never to any pron. The latest revolt, like the others, bad failed. Ad- 
miral Dewey found George Washington Aguinaldo a contented lounger at 
Hongkong, living in clover as the result of a transfer of lris patriotism to Spain 
for spot cash. e resumed his patriotism at the prompect of helping to expel 
Spain from the Philippines, and returned tothe islands on an American ship. 
The Filipinos never enjoyed independence. The United States conquered 
Spain. 

The brethren at Trenton found courage enough to say this on the money 
question: 
= We favor the bimetallism that has always been advocated and supported 
by the Democratic party from its inception to the present time." 

“The bimetallism that has been advocated and supported by the Demo- 
cratic party,”’ under Mr. Bryan's leadership, is free coinage of silver at 16 to 
l by the United States without the aid or consent of any other nation. 

Does humbug so flagrant promise success in November? Have coward- 
ice and thimble rigging ever won in our national contests? 


The following prominent Democrats are members of and large 
stockholders in the great ice trust sporeeng on New York City, 1 
take the list from the New York World, a Democratic paper: 


(New York World, June 2.] 


BIG STOCKHOLDERS IN THE ICE TRUST—A PARTIAL LIST, MOST OF THE 
NAMES BEING FROM OFFICIAL CERTIFIED RECORDS IN POSSESSION OF 
THE WORLD—OFFICIAL LIST TO BE GIVEN OUT TO-DAY BY ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL. 

Richard Croker (Democrat), leader of Tammany Hall. 

F. A. Croker (Democrat), son of Richard Croker. 

Elizabeth Croker (Democrat). 

Robert A. Van Wyck (Democrat), mayor of New York. 

Augustus C. Van Wyck (Democrat), ex-justice of the supreme court. 

John F. Carroll (Democrat), deputy boss of Tammany Hall. 

J. Sergeant Cram, president of the dock commission, 

Charles F. Murphy (Democrat), dock commissioner. 

J ; roy jeune ury (Democrat), confidential clerk to dock commissioner. 

*eter I’. Meyer. 

_H, 8, Kearny (Democrat), Tammany commissioner of public buildings, 

lighting, and wre. 

Judge Rufus B. Cowing. 

Judge Martin F. McMahon (Democrat). 

Judge James Fitzgerald. 

Judge Joseph Newberger. 

The judges bought ice-trust stock as an investment, most of them on Dep- 
uty Boss I's recommendation. As they are not executive officers of 
the city, there was no official impropriety in such investment. 

Hugh J. Grant (Democrat), former mayor of New York. 

Thomas F. Gilroy (Democrat), former mayor of New York. 

Hugh McLaughlin (Democrat), boss of Kings County Democracy. 

George V. Brower, park commissioner, Brooklyn. 

W. Ht Geishenen (and family), president of the Garfield National Bank 

(the Croker-Carroll ice-trust bank). 

Bo Brady (Democrat), of Albany. 





Bell & Democrats), Richard Croker’s brokers. 

Robert , former president of board of education. 
a Arthur Sewall (Democrat), of Maine, Democratic candidate for Vice-Presi- 

entin LS96. 

Charles T. Barney. 

Leander A, Bevin. 

H. H. Way. 

G. 8. ‘ew York. 

John E. , New York. 

H.R. New York. 

Arthur un, New York. 
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I yield two mivutes to the gentleman from Mis 





Mr. TERRY. 
sissippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I asked the gen- 
tleman from New York | Mr. Ray] to submit to an interrogation, 
for the purpose of asking if the identical principle contained in 
this amendment is not already contained in the Republican reci- 
procity legislation of this country. He refused. 

Mr. GAINES. And held valid by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I asked the question because 
I assert it to be the fact. The gentleman declined to be inter- 
rupted 

r. RAY of New York. 





Do you have the floor? 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; I have the floor, of 
course. Do you not hear me talking? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I always hocr you talking. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; you do pot~-not one- 


fourth as much as you talk, an 
purpose, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Go on. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that 
the identical principle to which the gentleman objects has already 
been ingrafted upon the statute book by the Republican party in 
the reciprocity laws of the country. : 

And I say, furthermore, that it is nonsense to talk about reduc- 
ing import duties being inflicting a penalty on somebody. Does 
the gentleman regard an import duty of the United States as a 
vested right of the fellow who happens to be protected by it? 
Lpeeeare on the Democratic side.} Does he regard an import 
duty on an article as the private property of the man who hap- 
pens to manufacture the article? And yet he talks about ‘“ taking 
a man’s property away from him without resort to court or jury,’ 
when all this amendment proposes is whenever a monopoly is robe 
bing the American people, celine the home people while it sells 
cheaper abroad, and is enabled to rob the home people by the im- 
port duty, that when the President of the United States has ascer- 
tained that to be the fact he may then suspend this monopoly from 
the benefits which they are enjoying from the import duties or taxa 
tion levied on the consumer. |Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Why, this is the first time in the history of the country that pro- 
tection run mad even has ever asserted that a public tax is private 
property. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlemen from Arkansas, 

Mr. TERRY. On that 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 134, 
answered ‘‘ present”’ 10, not voting 86; as follows: 


not one-tenth as much to a bad 


YEAS—122. 


Adamson, Davis, Lanham, Ryan, N.Y. 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Latimer, Ryan, Pa. 
Allen, Miss, De Graffenreid, Lentz, Scudder, 
Atwater, De Vries, Lester, Shafroth, 
Bailey, Tex. Dougherty, Levy, Sheppard, 
Ball, Driggs, Lewis, Sims, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Little, Smith, Ky. 
Barber, Finley, Livingston, Snodgrass, 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, Mass, McClellan, Stallings, 
Bell, Fitzgerald,N.¥. McLain, Stark, 
Bellamy, Fleming, McRae, en Sen. 
Benton, Foster, Maddox, Stokes, 
Bradley, Gaines, May, Sulzer, 
Brantley, Gaston, Meekison, Sutherland, 
Breazeale, Gilbert, fiers, Ind. Swanson, 
Brenner, Glynn, Moon, Talbert, 
Brewer, Gordon, Muller, Tate, 
Brundidge, Green, Pa. Neville, Taylor, Ala 
Burleson, Griffith, Norton, S. C. Terry, 
Burnett, Hall, Pierce, Tenn. Thomas, N.C, 
Caldwell, Hay, Polk, Underhill, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Miss, yunriae, Underwood, 
Clayton, Ala. Henry, Tex. Ransdell, Williams, J. R. 
Clayton, N.Y. Howard, Rhea, Ky. Williams, W. E. 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, Rhea, Va. Williams, Miss. 
Cooney, Johnston, Richardson, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Va. Ridgely, Wilson, N. Y. 
Crowley, King, Rixey, Zenor, 
Cummings, Kitchin, Robinson, Ind. Ziegler. 
Daly, N. J. Kleberg, Robiuson, Nebr. 
Davenport, 8. W. Kluttz, Rucker, 

NAYS—134. 
Aldrich Clarke, N. H. Esch, Hedge, 
Alexander, Cochrane, N. Y. Faris, Hemenway, 
Allen, Me. Connell, Fletcher, Henry, Conn. 
Bailey, Kans. Cooper, Wis. Foss, Hepburn, 
Baker, Corliss, Fowler, Hill, 
Barney, Cousins, Freer, Hitt, 
Bartholdt, Cromer, Gardner, Mich. Hoffecker, 
Boreing, Crumpacker, Gardner, N.J. Hopkins, 
Boutell, ML Curtis, Gill, Howell, 
Bowersock, Cushman, Gillet, N.Y. Hull, 
Brosius, Dalzell, Graff, Jack, 
Brown, Davenport, 8. A. Greene, Mass. Jones, Wash. 
Burke, S. Dak. Davidson, Grosvenor, Joy, 
Burkett, Dick, Grout, Kahn, 
Burton, Dolliver, Grow, Ketcham, 
Butler, Driscoll, Hamilton, Lacey, 
Calderhead, Eddy, Hawley Landis, 
Cannon, Emerson, Heatwole, Lane, 
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Lawrence, Moody, Mass. Reeder, Tawney, 
Littlefield, Moody, Oreg. Reeves, Tayler, Ohio 
Long, Morgan, Roberts, Thomas, lowa 
Lorimer, Mudd, Rodenberg, Thropp, 
Loudenslager, Needham, Russell, Tongue, 
Lovering, Noonan, Shattuc, Van Voorhis, 
L.vbrand, Olmsted, Shelden, Vreeland, 
MeCall, Otjen, Sherman, Wanger, 
McCleary, Overstreet, Showalter, Waters, 
Ma Parker, N. J. Sibley, Watson, 
Marsh, Payne, Smith, H.C. Weeks, 
Mercer, Pearce, Mo. Spalding, Wise, 
Mesick, Phillips, Steele, Wright, 
Miller, Prince, Stevens, Minn. Young. 
Minor, Pugh, Stewart, Wis. 
Mondell, Ray, Sulloway, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT"—10. 
Bromwell, McPherson, Morris, Sperry. 
srownlow, Metcalf, Naphen, 
Capron, Meyer, La Salmon, 

NOT VOTING—86. 

Acheson, Davey, Lloyd, Smith, Samuel W. 
Adams, Dayton, Loud, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Babcock, Denny, McAleer, Southard, 
Parham, Dinsmore, McCulloch, Sparkman, 
Berry, Dovener, McDowell, Spight, 

. Bingham, ¥Yitzpatrick, Mahon, Sprague, 
Bishop, Fordney, Newlands, Stewart, N. J. 
Boutelle, Me. Fox, Norton, Ohio Stewart, N.Y. 
Brick, Gamble, O'Grady, Thayer, 
Broussard, Gayle, Otey, Tompkins, 
Bull, Gibson, Packer, Pa. Turner, 
Burke, Tex. Gillett, Mass. Pearson, Vandiver, 
S8urleigh, Graham, Pearre, Wachter, 
Campbell, Griggs. Powers, Wadsworth, 
Carmack, Haugen, Riordan, Warner, 
Catchings, Jenkins, Robb, Weaver, 
Chanler, Kerr, Robertson, La. Weymouth, 
Cowherd, Knox, Ruppert, Wheeler, Ky. 
Cox, Lamb, Shackleford, White, 
Cramp, Lassiter, Slayden, Wilson, 8.C. 
Cusack, Linney, Small, 


Dahle, Wis. Smith, Il. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
For to-day: 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. Denny. 

Mr. GILLettT of Massachusetts with Mr. LASSITER. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. Samve. W. Smira with Mr. Lams. 

On this vote: 

Mr. McPHERSON with Mr. Griacas. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, laboring under the misappre- 
hension that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WANGER, 
was absent, I answered *‘ present.” He has since come in and 
voted himself, I desire to change my vote. 

The name of Mr. ADAMSON was called, and he voted ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if I 
am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I voted ‘‘ yea” on the first roll call. 
Some one told me they thought the Clerk did not get it. 

The name of Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi was called, and he voted 
“ yea, ” 

Mr.SALMON. Mr.Speaker, I desire to recall my vote of “‘ yea,” 
and to be recorded as ‘* present,” being paired. 

The name of Mr. SALMON was called, and he voted “‘ present.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 4 o'clock having arrived, under 
the order the pending amendments will now be voted upon—the 
committee amendments and the bill—without further debate. 
Are there any further amendments of the committee pending? 

Mr. TERRY. This was pending. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McRAE,. Would it be in order for me to move an amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be offered after 4 o'clock. 
The Clerk will report the amendment pending under the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 13. That whenever any State or Territory shall, in any law against 
trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign corpo- 
ration, association, joint-stock company, or partnership, or stockholder, 
member, or officer belonging to or interested in any such trust, combine, 
monopoly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on or do 
any business, or have any office or place of business, in such State, or shall 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporation, 
association, or partnership, or prohibit the sale or offering for sale in such 
State of any article or merchandise produced by it, every such corporation, 


association, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do any 
business or-have any office or place of business therein, and all its articles or 

dise carried thereto, shall be subject to the operation and effect of 
such law to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had been 
incorporated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or mer- 
chandien had been made and not brought therein; and no such law shall be 
regarded as in any way trenching upon the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States or with foreign nations: Provided, however, That 
such articles or merchandise may be shipped and transported into any such 
State or Territory for the personal and private use of the consignee, 


Littauer, 
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During the reading of the above amendment the following { 
place: 

_ Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
liamentary inquiry which would perhaps expedite the disposi 
of these matters. It is with that view that I ask the indulco,.., 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentléman from \ 
York will be heard a moment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The minority of the committee }ayo 
suggested new sections to be added to this bill—sections 13 a; 
These are the only ones not passed upon? 

Mr. TERRY. There is another one—amendment to sect ’, 

The SPEAKER. Whatis the proposition of the gentleman fy) 
New York? 

Mr. RAY of New York. My proposition is that we may 
upon these amendments offered by the minority in gross. 

Mr. TERRY. No; we demand a separate vote. 

The Clerk proceeded and finished the reading of the amendm nt, 

The question on the amendment was taken; and on a division 
(demanded by Mr. Terry) there were—ayes 94, noes 126. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend 
offered by the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 14. That every corporation, association, joint stock company or 
nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the Dis 
Columbia, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to th 
the United States or of a State or of a Territory, owning or contro! 
plant or business, or a majority of the stock in any plant or business, : 
to its own, in any other State, Territory, or place outside of the one i h 
it was first chartered, organized, or formed, shal], before being permitie: to 
ship, consign, take, carry,or transport, or sell or deliver for shipment, to a: 
othet State or Territory, or into or from the District of Columbia, . 
foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise of its own pr 
tion or manufacture, or receive consignments orshipmentsof article: \- 
merce or merchandise, manufactured or produced in any other Sta r 
Territory, or in the District of Columbia, or any foreign country, fil the 
office of the Secretary of State of the United States a certified copy of its 
articles of incorporation, association, or pertnereny, together with a duly 
verified statement showing the article or articles of merchandise m ACs 
tured, produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manufactured, p: 


wm 
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ta 
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or dealt in by it; a copy of its by laws, rules, and regulations; the na ! d 
places of residence of its officers and stockholders; the amount of its capital 
stock and the amount thereof actuully issued; the amount thereof actually 


paid in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and a 
ull statement of all its debts and liabilities: the number of its employ: 
wages paid; the dividends paid, if any; the amount of its surplus, if any; the 
character of additionsand improvements made each year and the cost thicreof, 
and a statement of its operating and other expenses, together with a balance 
sheet showing its profits and losses; and shall annually thereafter file in : 
office a report, verified by a majority of the directors of a corporati: 
a majority of the membersof an association, joint stock company, or } 
ship, showing the same facts as then oxen and shall, before shipping, or 
offering or attempting to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in the 
way for transit, to any other State or Territory, or the District of Bolu bia, 
or any foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise manufac- 
tured, produced, or dealt in by it, plainly and conspicuously stamped thereon, 
when susceptible of being so stamped, and also on the outside of packages, 
boxes, or tanks containing the same, the name of the article or merchaniise, 
and the name of the corporation, association, joint stock company, or part- 
nership manufacturing, producing, or dealing in the same, and the place from 
and to which it is to be shipped or transported. 

Every such corporation, association, or partnership as referred to in this 
section, and every officer, agent, or attorney thereof, that shall ship, or offer 
or attempt to ship, Se utin the way of transit, 
to any other State or Territory, or to the District of Columbia, or to any for- 
eign country, any article or merchandise dealt in, manufactured, or pro- 
duced by it, or shall violate or fail tocomply with any of the provisions of this 
section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than 3500 and not exceeding $5,(0), and 
by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more than one year. 


Mr. RAY of New York. On that amendment, Mr. Speaker, I 
demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, is the amendment that we are 
now about to vote upon an amendment offered by the committeo 
or the minority? 

TheSPEAKER. By the minority of thecommittee, represented 
on the floor by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY}. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 133, 
answered “present” 9, not voting 78; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 








Adamson, Campbell, Fitzgerald,Mass. King, 
Alien, Ky. Clark, Mo. Fitzgerald, N.Y. Kitchin, 
Allen, Miss. Clayton, Ala. Fleming, Kleberg, 
Bailey, Tex. Cla . > Foster, Kluttz, 
Ball, Cochran, Mo Gaines, Lanham, 
Bankhead, Cooney, Gaston, Latimer, 
Barber, Cooper, Tex Gilbert, Lentz, 
Bartlett, Cummin Glynn, Lester, 
Bell, Daly, N. J. Gordon, Levy, 
Bellamy, Davenport,8.W. Green, Pa. Lewis, 
Benton, Davey, Griffith, Little, 
Bradley, Davis, Gr Livingston, 
Brantley, De Armond, Hal Lloyd, 
Breazeale, De Graffenreid, Hay, McClellan, 
Brenner, De Vries, Henry, Miss. McLain, 
Brewer, Dinsmore, Henry, Tex. McRae, 
Brundidge, Dougherty, Howard, Maddox, 
Burleson, Driggs, Jett, May, 
Burnett Elliott. Johnston, Meekiso: 
Caldwell, Finley, Jones, Va. Miers, In 
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Moon, Smith, Ky. lerry, 
Muller. Ridgely, Snodgrass, Thomaa, N. ( 
Neville, Rixey Stallings, Underhill 
Nowlands, Robinson, Ind. Starr, Under od. 
Noonai Robinson,Nebr. Stephens, Tex. Wil ns, J.R 
Norton, 8. C. Rucker Stokes, Williams, W.1} 
Pierce, Tenn Ryan, N. Y. Sulzer Williams, Miss 
Polk, Ryun. Pa. Sutherland, Wilson, Idaho 
Quarles, Scudder Swanson, Wilson, N. ¥ 
R nsdell, Shafroth Talbert, Zenor 
Rhea, Ky. Sheppard, Tate, Ziegler. 
Rhea, Va Sims, Taylor, Ala 
NAYS—138. 
Aldrich, Edd Ke —_ Phi 
Alexander, Emme n, Ketcham, Pi 
Allen, Me Es Kno Pug 
; wk Fr Lace R 
Bailey, Kans. ¥ La Reeder, 
Baker, F Lane ] ., 
Barney, F La I Roberts 
Rartholdt, F Littlefield Rodenberg 
B reing, Gi: Lon kt l 
B G La Shattuc 
B Gi L, Shelden, 
G Lou lenslager, Sherman, 
G Ly erin Ss! } 
Ly br: nd, Si \ 
McCall, Smith, H.C. 
MePher on, Spald 
Mann, Stee 
’ Marsh, Stevens, Minn. 
Calderhead, Mercer, Stewart, Wis 
Cannon. Mesick, St Hilow ay, 
Clarke, N. 11. Miller, Tawney, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Minor, Thomas, Iowa 
Cooper, Wis. M« mdell. Thi r 
Cortiss, Hemenway, Ton 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. e, Var vorhis, 
Cromer, Hepburn, , V1 a 
(Cy mpacker, Hill, Needham, W . 
Curtis, Hitt, Olmsted, Warner, 
Cushman, Hoffecker, Otien, Watson, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Overstreet, Weeks, 
Pavenport,S.A. Howell, Packer, Pa. W ; 
I dson, Hull Parker, N. J. Wright 
Jac Payne, Young 
Jones, Wash. Pearce, Mo. 
Joy, Pearre 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’—& 
Bromwell, Metcalf, Morris, Faln 
Brownlow, Meyer, La. Naphen, Sperry 
Capron, 
NOT VOTING—7s. 
Acheson, Cusack, MeCulloch, n, 
ims, Dahle, Wis. McDowell, 





Atwater, Dayton, Mahon, 








Barham, Denny, Mudd, Stew: rt, N. J. 
Berry, Dovener, Norton, Ohio Stewart, N.Y. 
Bingham, Fitzpatrick, O'Grady, Tayler, Ohio 
Bishop, Fox, Otey, Thayer, 
Boutelle, Me. Freer. Pearson, Tompkins, 
Brick, Gamble, Powers, Turner, 
Broussard, Gayle Riordan, Vandiver, 
Bull, Gillet! , Mass. Rob! wD, Wachter, 
Burke, Tex. Graham, Robertson, La. Wadsworth, 
Carmack, Jenkins Ruppert, wee 

C - — Kerr, Shackleford, We 

Chanler, Lamb, Slayden, We ymouth, 
Connell, Lassiter, Snail, Wh Ky. 
Co whe ord, Linney, Smith, Ml. WwW hit ., 

& Littauer, Smith, Samuel W. Wilson,S.C. 
Cr rowley, McAleer Smith, Wm. Alden 

Crump, McCleary, Southard, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr, Mupp with Mr. Spieurt. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER, Thequestionis now on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee to section 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 7 was read, as follows: 

Ssc. 7. That this act shall take and bein effect from and after June 

The SPEAKER. To this section the amendment which wil! be 
read by the Clerk has been offered by the minority of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 7 as pr ‘op: 
first words “that” and * 
words, to wit: 

7 Nothing in this act shall be so con trued as to apply to trade unions or 
other labor organizations, organized for the UT Pose of regulating 
hours of lahor, or other conditions under whic h labor isto be perforn 

Mr. RAY of New York. Against that provision I raise the 
point of order that it is not in order, not being germane to this 
section, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, be- 
cause, although the Chair would have held the provision out of 
order as an original proposition, the order adopted by the House 
makes it in order. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The question being taken, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes appear to have it. 


80, 1900. 


sting, 


» by ins 
iid sectic 


sed by the committee 


between the 
* this,’ in the first line of n 


n, the following 


‘> 


ed.’ 





wages, | 


| 
| 


Mr. 


The question 
swered ** 











The SPEAKE 


que stion is on agreeing 


The section ws 


The bill as amended was then ordered to be engross 


RICHARDSON. 
The yeas and 1 
was taken; 
present’ 


ays were 


6, not votin 


R. No 
¥ to se 


is agreed to. 
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thy 


y ib: 


further 


amendments are 
as amended, 


t1OM 4 


re 


e House. | 
HH 


YEAS—260 
Ada Di King 
Ale ache D K it 
Allen, Ky I Kl 
Babcock D ty. K 
Bailes I Dy r ir 
Baker | 3 | 
Bal Eddy ] 
Ba ad, Elliott I 
bi: r, I I 
Barney Esch ! 
Be Far 
I } ‘ | 
Rell I fas L, 
I ey } j l. ¥ | 
He ? | | 
6 rl I 
nM { 
B« k, 
Bradley, I I 
Brantley, R< ] 
i cule Free ! 
Lbrenner Gains l 
Brew Gard Mich Met 
Br iwell, Gard N.J ‘I 
6 is, Gia i i 
bh n, Gibsor M 
i nlow, Gill I 
Br ididge, G Me] 
Ih e. 8S. Dal ( N. ¥ M 
Burl t G ! 
Bu n G M 
Bur m G M 
Burnett G mn, Pa Mex 
Bt G Mi Me 
Bb Grif \ 
& Gri N 
c G \i 
Cc Grou i 
( Grow MI 
Cl "y : vf 
Cl Hatni } Vie 
Cc Hi: el M 
Coet ‘ Ze Ha M 
cx Hay } 
Coo x. Heatwol N 
( Ww is Hedge } 
Cc Heme Ly. ‘ 
Cousins Henry, Conn, Ne 
( er, Het Miss. Oo} 
Crowley, Henry, Tex. Otijer 
Crumpacker Hepburn Over 
Cumn 1ings, Hill Packs 
Curtis, Hoff ie i 
Cushman, Hopkins, Peart 
Dahie, Wis. How l, Philli 
Daly, N.J. How Pier 
Dal Hull I 
Davenport, S.A. da P 
Davenport, 8. W. Jet Pi 
Davey, Jolnston, () 
Davidson, Jo . Va R 
Davis, Jo Wasl R 
De Armond, ar h 
De Gratfenreid, Kahn hte 
De Vri Ketcham R 
NA\ 
Aldrich, Bailey, Kans ( 
\ Me Calderhead H 
\ VERED “! 
Capron Me \ I M I 
Metcal Miner Ni 
NOT VO .G 
Ac! } Crut np fet 
Adan Cusar Mel 
Allen, Mis Dayton, Maho 
At iter, Denny Muna 
Barham Do r. Nort: 
Berry, Fitzpatrick OG 
Bin cham, Fox, Ort 
BisLop Ganille, v 
Boutelle, Me. Gay le, I 
| Brick, Gillett, Mass. P 
| Broussard, Graham P 
Bull, Jenkins, 
B , Le Kerr, Rob! 
C ack Lamb, Re 
Catchings Lassiter, R 
Chanler, Linney Sh 
Connell, litt er, 
Cowher Loud s 
Cox, McA! St 
So the amendment wus ag xr ed - 
{Loud applause on both sides of 
[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the 


use, 


I call for the yeas and ns 
ordered 
and » were 


as follows: 


Tenn. 


Wi 


\Y 
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ypendix, | 


inorder. The 


ed and read 


a third time; and it was accordingly read a third time. 
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The question being on the passage of the bill, 
I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 274, nay 1, an- | 


Mr. TERRY. 


swered ** present” 7, not voting 70; as follows: 
YEAS—274 
Adan Davis, Ketcham, 
Aldrich De Armond, King, 
Alexande De Graffenreid, Kitchin, 
Al Ky De Vries, Kleberg, 
Allen, Me Dick, Kluttz, 
All« Miss. Uinsmore, Knox, 
Babcock Dolliver, Lacey, 
Bal Kans Dougherty, Landis, 
Baile Tex. Driggs, Lane, 
Bake Driscoll, zanham, 
Ball Eddy, Latimer, 
Bankhead, elliott, Lawrence, 
Barber Emerson, Lentz, 
Barney Esch, Lester, 
sartholdt Faris, Levy, 
Bartlett Finley, Lewis, 
Bell, Fitzgerald; Mass. Little. 
Jellamy, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Littlefield, 
Benton, Fleming, Livingston, 
Boreing, Fletcher, Lloyd, 
Boutell, M1, Fordney, Long, 
Bowersock, Foss, Lorimer, 
Bradley, Foster, l.oudeuslager, 
Brantley, Fowler, Lovering, 
Breazeale, Freer, Lybrand, 
Brenne;:, Gaines, McCall, 
Brewer Gardner, Mich. McCleary, 
Bromwell, Gardner, N. J. McClean, 
Bresius, Gaston, McLain, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, 
Brownlow, Gilbert, McRae, 
Brundidge Gill, Maddox, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Gillet, N. Y¥. Marsh, 
Burkett, Glynn, May. 
Burleigh, Gordon, Meekison, 
Burleson, Graff, Mercer, 
Burnett, Green, Pa. Mesick. 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Miers, Ind. 
Butler, Griffith, Miller 
Calderhead, Griggs, Minor 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Mondéell, 
Campbell, Grout, Moody, Mass. 
Cannon, Grow, Moody, Oreg. 
Capron, Hall. Moon, 
Clark, Mo. Hamilton, Morgan, 
Clarke, N. H. Haugen, Mulier, 
Clayton, Ala. Hawley, Needham, 


Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Qoaner, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 

Crum packer, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dahle, Wis. 
Daly. N. J. 
Dalzell. 
Davenport, 8. A. 


Davenport, 8S. W. 


Davey, 
Davidson, 


Loud, 
Metcalf, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Atwater, 
Barham, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Bishop. 
Boutelle, Me. 
Brick, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 
Burke, Tex. 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chaniler, 
Cowherd, 
Cox, 
Crump, 


Hay, 
Heatwole, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Miss. 
Henry, Tex. 
Hepburn, 
Hilt 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 


Neville, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Norton, 8. C. 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Packer, Pa. 
Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Pearre, 
Phillips. 
Pierce, Tenn. 


Howell, Polk, 
Hull, Prince, 
Jack, Pugh, 
Jett, uarles, 
Johnston, ansdell, 
Jones, Va. Ray. N. Y. 
Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
Joy, Reeves, 
Kahn, Rhea, Ky. 
NAY—1. 
Mann. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—7. 

Meyer, La Naphen, 
Morris, Southard, 

NOT VOTING—70. 
Cusack, McDowell, 
Dayton, Mahon, 
Denny, Mudd, 
Dovener, Norton, Ohio 
Fitzpatrick, O'Grady, 
Fox, Otey, 
Gamble, Parker, N. J. 
Gayle, Pearson, 
Gillett, Mass. Powers, 
Graham, Riordan, 
Jenkins, Robb, 
Kerr, Robertson, La. 
Lamb, Ruppert, 
Lassiter, Shackleford, 
Linney, Slayden, 
Littauer, Small, 
McAleer, Smith, M1. 
McCulloch, Smith, Wm. Alden 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I have voted ‘‘aye” upon this | O'Conner; 


uestion. 
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4 my 





~ 


Rhea, Va. 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Rixey, 
Roberts, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Roden berg, 
Rucker, 
Russell. 

Ryan, N. Y. 
Ryan, Pa, 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shafroth, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 

Sims. 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, H.C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Snodgrass, 
Spalding, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 

Steele. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer. 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 

Tate, 

Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala, 
Terry, 
Thomas, lowa 
Thomas, N. C. 
Thropp, 
Tongue, 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y, 
Wilson, 8S. C. 
Wise, 

Wright, 
Young, 

Zenor, 
Ziegler. 


Sperry. 


Sparkman, 
Spight. 
Sprague, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thayer, 
Tompkins, 
Turner, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Weaver, 
Weymouth, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
White. 


I was paired with the gentleman from North Carolina, 


; 


| on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9139) ma} 


gentleman from Missouri, Mr. COWHERD, but had I been ca)! 
upon for my vote, I should have voted “aye.” 

The SPEAKER. This statement is out of order. 

Mr. SPERRY. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. MORRIS. I have a general pair with the gentleman f 
Arkansas, Mr. McCu..ocn, I voted ‘‘aye,” and I desire to w; 
draw that vote and be recorded as ‘‘ present.”’ 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The announcement of the result was received with applan 

On motion of Mr. RAY of New York,a motion to recon 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its cle 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the . 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hi 


R 


rnIQ @ 


appropriations to provide for the expenses of the governme) 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
and for other purposes, and still further insisted upon the an 
ment numbered 155, disagreed to by the House of Representatiy, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re; 
that they had examined and found truiy enrolled bills of th 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H, R,. 8211. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi 
Shulmire; 

H, R. 7588, 

H. R. 7145. 

H. R. 3513. 

H. R. 6990. 

H. R, 6919. 
Blanchard; 

H. R. 2726, 


lam 


An act granting a pension to Robert Patterson 
An act granting a pension to Catharine Slayton; 
An act granting a pension to Edwin Hurlburt 

An act granting a pension to Patrick O’Donne!! 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting a pension to James A. Root; 

H. R, 6564, An act granting a pension to Anna M. Starr; 

H. R. 6425. An act granting an increase of pension to \Wl- 
liam H. Wendell; 

H, R. 2826. An act authorizing and requiring certain extensions 
to be made to the lines of the Capital Traction Company and of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch: 

H. R. 2020. An act granting a pension to Claressa Carruth: 

H. R, 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Capehart; 

H, R. 6091, An act granting a pension to Mary A. Fullerton; 

H. R. 6164. An act granting a pension Julia Traynor; 

H. R. 8885. An act granting an increase of pension to Sara H. 
M. Miley: 

H. R, 8536. 
Anderson, jr. 

H. R. 8476. 

H. R. 8404. 
A. Lewis; 

H. R. 8236. 
Dennison; 

H. R. 10719. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth S. Seymour; 

H. R. 10612, An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Harden; 

H. R. 10581. An act granting a pension to Joseph B. McGahan; 

H. R. 10155. An act granting an increase of pension to Bertha 
G. Kimball; 

H. R. 10443. An act granting a pension to Anna C, White: 

H. R. 10412. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
B. Abbott; 

H, R, 9194. An act granting a pension to Sarah Elvira ©. 
Upham; 

H. R. 9175. An act granting an increase of pension to Stella 1. 
Armstrong; 

H. R. 10870. An act granting a pension to Herbert J. Graff 

H. R. 9419. An act granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cotter: 

H. R. 9775. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi!li1™ 
H. Hempstead; 

H, R. 9752. An act granting a pension to Margaret Thornberry; 

H. R, 9740, An act granting a pension to Sophia A. Lane: 

H. R. 9915. An act granting a pension to Madison T. Trent 

H, R. 8992. An act granting a pension to Margaret J. Kib))!: 

H, R. 8888. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


An act granting a pension to Christopher Costello; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Timothy 


An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


H. R. 3082. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph !!. 


r. PEARSON, but | have reason to believe that he would have | Sparks; 
H. R. 6559, 


yoted the same way if he were present. 


Mr, SPERRY, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Genevieve 


I answered ‘* present,” being paired with the ' Laughton; 
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, | 

H. R. 8495. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi G. | der, if any, to be held by the Superintendent of Documents, subject to t! 

Wilgus; | future action of Congress: And resolved further, That an edition of 10.00) 
5 . ‘ ; ‘opies be printed, to be held by the Superintendent of Documents, and by 

H. eg An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvester | him soldat the actual cost of publication 
Doss, alias Harry S. Doss; _ 

H. R. 8044, An act granting an increase of pension to James M. | 
Barrett; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
Senate concurrent resolution 71: 


7959 . aati an — Bi a Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concus ing), That there 
H. R. 7852. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver W. | },, printed 10,000 copies of the testimony and arguments of counsel of the in 
Brown; vestigation made by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Rey 


H. R. 8285. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | resentatives as to the conduct of the United States Army in Idaho, under 
Metcalf; House ea goa a Ze 31, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, of which 4,000 
+ ee . . mos me copies shall be for the use of the Senate an KW” copies for the use o 16 

H, R. 8592. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Fields; htt —__  .@ dt copies for the use of th 
H. R. 9826. An act granting an increase of pension to Russell 


; to the Committee on Printing. 
L. Moore; : 


H. R. 9424, An act granting an increase of pension to George | CHOCTAW ORPHAN FUND, 
Cronk; Mr.S > y > Qnaak aly : , 
7, : , | Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
a ; MAN. Mr. Spe: , las ‘ f 
< Lo An act granting an increase of pension to Herman present consideration of a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
ws ’ ' ; + desk. 
enue 1801. An act granting an ncrease of pension to Elijah | “ ‘p)\, resolution:was read. as follows: 


: : : Whereas the House on May 7 passed House bill 9083, appropriating 
5O9 L \ } 1 , appr riating 
H. R. 5929, An act granting an increase of pension to Barton | 4, pe. placed to the credit of the Choctaw orphan fund: and } 


Acuff; Whereas thereafter said appropriation was inserted as a Senate amend 
H. R. 1570. An act granting a pension to Susie Margarite Lan- | ment to the Indian appropriation bill, and as such has become a law; 


$2,696.40 


drum: Whereas subsequent to the passage by the Senate of said Indian appropria 
ram, ‘ ; tion bill the said House bill 9083 had been passed by that body and sent to 
H. R. 1797. An act granting a pension to Jane Lucas; the President of the United States, which is a duplicate appropriation for 
= : ° . ; ; I ppro} 
H, R, 5695. An act granting a pension to Matilda Reeves; her eae ey hy HL wee os 
r= . s g 7% vesorvec u ve ouse 0 representatives (the senate concurring), a wo 
H. R. 5549, An act granting an increase of pension to David H. President of the United States be, and he is, respectfully requested to return 
Ingerson; 1 { to the House of Representatives House bil! 9083 
; 7 ¥ v. 
H.R. 1748, An act granting a pension to Ellen V. McCleery; The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration 


H. R. 4424. An act granting a pension to Isaac N. Jennings; 
H. R. 5192. An act granting a pension to Louise Adams; 
H. R. 852. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 


Cooper; LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
H. R. 588, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. B : / : 
Winch: sy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
H. R. 3869. An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick To Mr. TauBert, for the remainder of this session, on account 
and Ella G. Hamrick: and of sickness in his family. 


H. R. 8866. An act relating to the allowance of exceptions. : To Mr. SPIGHT, for the remainder of this session, on account of 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the | ™portant business. , 
following title: | ‘'o Mr, CowHERD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 

S. 3598. An act to amend an act granting to the Muscle Shoals | "©S*- a ee -_ 
Power Company right to erect and construct canal and power | And then, on motion of Mr, Payne (at 5 o'clock and 27 minutes 
stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama. p. m.), the House adjourned, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- RESOLUTIONS, 


priate committees as indicated below: 
S. 1736. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Irene 





Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


Rosenthal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
S. 1278. An act granting an increase of pension to F. W. Baker— | the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
per? ee : , oad | follows: 


* , bang seam 
1S 1008, Am act grautvag an inerease of pension to Thomas J. | _‘t. BROWNLOW. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10305) to provide 

S, 3941, An act granting an increase of pension to John Blanch- | ® ome for aged and infirm colored people, reported the same with- 
ard—to the Committee on Pensions. out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1903); which said 


S. 63. An act granting a pension to Cyrus A. B. Fox—to the | bill and report were referred to the ( ommittee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


“8 SE dine aditetiog 4 pension to Samuel Z. Murphy—to Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ported the bill of the House (H. R. 12090) ratifying and confirm- 
S. 2913, An act granting an increase of pension to William E. ing a lease made between the T uscarora Indians and the National 
Ferree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Contracting Company, @ corporation organized and existing un- 
S, 2168, An act granting a pension to Franklin Kersting—to | der and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York, accom- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | panied by a report (No. 1907); which said bill and report were 
S. 4296. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 3. | 'eferred to the House Calendar, 
Childs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5. 2202. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin N. 
Sabin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4548. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert A. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5. 1269. An act granting a pension to Nancy J. Dunaway—to 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
he C : : : the following titles were severally reported from committees, de 
t ~ Committee on Invalid Pensions. n livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 

5. 1588. An act granting a pension to Eva Clark—to the Com- | frouse, as follows: 
mittee om Invalid Pensions. ‘ ‘ | Mr.SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

5. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12061) granting 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ ; an increase of pension to Henry S. Topping, reported the same 

S. 1978. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis P. | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1902); which 





Phipps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ne 2500. An act for the repeal of section 4716 of the Revised Mr. MARSH. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
Statutes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; . was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3825) to grant an hon- 
_5. 4178, An act granting a pension to Thomas White—to the | orable discharge to Frederick A. Noeller, reported the same with 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1905); which said bill 


_5. 4191. An act granting a pension Anna E, Littlefield—to the | and report were referred to the Private a'endar. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 70: Commerce, reported the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res, 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Thatthere | 267) for the relief of the Mutual Life Insurance Company of New 


be printed 6,000 additional copies of the document known as es and | > : ; — os aoe 
Papers of the Presidents, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen. | Lork, accompanied by a report (No. 190 }); which said resolution 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


ate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, the remain- 





6504 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill 


of the House (H. R. 2001) for the relief of Thomas H, Burns, re- | 


ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1904); 
which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the table. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12069) providing for certain em- 
ployees in the preparation of plans and specifications for public 
works under the 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12070) construing the pro- 
visions of the act approved March 3, 1879, exempting from the 
limitations named therein the claims to pension by or in behalf of 
children under 16 years of age—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committte on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 12090) ratifying and confirming a lease made between 
the Tuscarora Nation of Indians and the National Contracting 
Company, a corporation organized and existing under and by vir- 
tue of the laws of the State of New York—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12091) to author- 
ize the employment of naval officers on the retired list for sea or 
shore duty—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 12092) maintaining and fur- 
ther improving the harbor at the mouth of the Brazos River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12093) for the improvement of a sheltered 
waterway 4 feet deep and 100 feet wide from Sabine Lake to the 
Bay of Corpus Christi, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 266) extending a welcome to inhabitants of South 
African Republics to the United States—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 12071) for relief of Will L. 
Miller, administrator of Washington Miller—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 12072) for the relief of the 
estate of William Burgess, deceased—to the Committe on War 
Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12073) for the relief of James Leo Juge—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12074) for the relief of J. B. Chippert—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12075) for the relief of Augustin Campo, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Bauman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 12077) for the relief of J. P. 
Halford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12078) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Frances R. Crocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12079) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin T. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 
-ensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 12080) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles 8. F. Hilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R, 12081) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Fortier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12082) granting a pension to Andrew Good 
Thunder—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12083) granting a pension to 
William W. Prather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 12084) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of B. Warren Taylor—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 12085) 
John Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12086) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Mahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12087) for the relief of the heirs 
of William J. Ellison, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 12088) granting a pension 
to Henry T. Dawson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


anting a pension to 
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By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 12089) fo, 
the relief of Thomas S. Gaskill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 267) for tho 
relief of the Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York—t{o 
the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. GROW: A resolution (H. Res. 289) to place W. H, 
Smith on the rolls of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 290) to pay Danie] 
Weeden $60—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of citizens of Waukesha County, 
Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, amending thi9 
oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BERRY: Papers to accompany House bill relatine to 
the case of Samuel Lee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of H. C. Arnold, druggist, of 
Kansas City, Mo., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Endeavor and Kendall, 
Wis., for the passage of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Resolutions of tho 
twenty-ninth session of the Illinois Association of Mexican ' 
Veterans, Taylorsville, [ll., for increase of pension for sery:ces 
in war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11(s¢ 
granting an increase of pension to Martin Funk, of Port Matilda 
Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Union No. 97, United Mine Workers 
of America, Oskaloosa, Iowa, in relation to the convict-labor 
bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Centralia, Va., to prohibit the sale of intoxicants in our 
new possessions and in our Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Diego, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill No. 10374, 
amending the postal law relating to second-class mail matter——to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of druggists of Waveriv, 
N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, 
perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): Paper to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Albert S. Howard, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Mary E. Mahan, to accompany 
House bilt for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensic: 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Paper to accompany House bill gr.nt- 
ing a pension to Henry T. Dawson, of Wilson County, Tenn., a 
soldier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of wine producers of the United 
States, for a modification and reduction of the internal-reyenue 
tax on wines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Gloucester Command, No. 17, 
National Army Spanish War Veterans, asking that preference in 
civil-service appointments be given to honorably discharged sol- 
diers, sailors, and marines who served during the civil, Spanish, 
or Philippine wars—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of Thomas S. 
Gaskell, for relief and for appropriation for property destroyed 
during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Cl. ins. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of James 8. Brown and other drug- 
gists of Eckerty, Ind., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ya" 
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SENATE. 


Monpay, June 4, 1900, 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Misurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on uestof Mr. ALLEN, and by unanl- 
mous consent, the further veintibag was dispensed with. ) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec 
tion, will stand approved. 

USELESS PAPERS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in receipt of 4 
communication from the Postmaster-General stating that the files 
of his Department are burdened with an accumulation of old papers 











1900. 





) 
which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the current | 
business of that Department and have no permanent value or his- 
torical interest, and requesting the appointment of two Senators, | 
as required by the second paragraph of the act of February 16, 
1889, providing for the disposition of useless papers in the Execu- | 
tive Departments. TheChair appoints the Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania 
son] + the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS, 


Mr, PETTIGREW presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 
1898, Knights of Labor, of Roff, Ind. T., and a petition of Local 
Assembly No, 1000, Knights of Labor, of Greenville, N. C., pray- 
ing for the public ownership of railways, telegraphs, and tele- 
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phones, and for the passage of Senate bill No. 1770, relative to tho 


acquisition, purchase, construction, and condemnation by the 
United States of railroads lying within the United States, the re- 
spective States, and the District of Columbia engaged in inter- 
state commerce, etc., and remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the interstate-commerce law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of sundry broom makers, of 
Paris, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect free 
labor from prison competition; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr, TELLER presented the petition of D.C. Taylor, of Pueblo, 
Colo., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Coal Creek, 
Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours 
of daily service of laborers and workmenemployed upon the public 
works of the United States; which was referred to the Cominittee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Fort Collins, of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lamar, of the congregation of the Christian 
Churchof Lamar, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lamar, andof thecongregation of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Lamar, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of West- 
field, Mass., praying for the ratification of the reciprocity treaty 
between the United States and Canada; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Hie also presented petitions of the congregations of the Baptist, 
Methodist, Congregational, and Catholic churches, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of Winchester; of the 
Weman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chatham; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Acushnet; of 23 
citizens of North Westport; of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Dorchester; and of the congregations of the North 
Christian, the Christian, the Bethel African Methodist Episcopal, 
the Advent Christian, the Union Baptist, the Pleasant Street 
Methodist Episcopal, the African Methodist Episcopal Zion 
churches, the Christian Endeavor Society, and sundry citizens, 
all of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a petition in behalf of the Congress of 
American Physicians and Surgeons, a body with a membership 
of about 1,200, and composed of 14 societies and associations, each 
with a national membership, who desire to have the religious, 
educational, and charitable institutions relieved from the provi- 
sions of the war-revenue act of 1898, by which a tax is imposed 
on apne left to such institutions. I move that the petition, 
which is very brief, be printed as a document, together with the 
names attached thereto, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH LINES IN PORTO RICO, 


Mr, FORAKER. I present a communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army upon the history, condition, and future pros- 
pects of the military telegraph lines in Porto Rico. I move that 
the communication and accompanying report be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 





r. PENROSE] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBER- 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7159) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
C, Sawyer: 


A bill (H. R. 8141) granting a pension to Sarah J. Peddycoart; 
A bill (H. R. 8254) granting an increase of pension to Marie L. 


Apgar; 

A bill (H. R, 10873) granting an increase of pension to Ida J, 
Peixotto; 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lonergan; 

A bill (1. R. 10815) granting a pension to Lucius K. Smalling: 

A bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Coggeshall; and 

A bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Clarence S. Hall, 

Mr. MASON, from the Con.mittee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 968) for the relief of Lina Hennig, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R.11214) to amend an act en- 
titled “‘An act for the erection of a public building at Anniston, 
Ala.,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4696) for the relief of William B. 
Franklin, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 129) authorizing the President to appoint 
George W. Kirkman to be a captain in the Twenty-third Reci- 
ment of the United States Infantry, and a major in the Foriy- 
ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2270) appropriating $10,000 to inclose and 
beautify the monument on the Moores Creek battlefield, North 
Carolina, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H, R. 11821) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, and for other purposes, re 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4233) to limit the meaning of the word 
‘conspiracy ” and also the use of ‘‘ restraining orders and injunc- 
tions” as applied to disputes between employers and employees in 
the District of Columbia and Territories, or engaged in commerce 
between the several States, District of Columbia, and Territori 
and with foreign nations, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I desire to state that that is nota 
unanimous report. I did not concur in it as one member of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
THURSTON on the 31st ultimo, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Monroe 
L. Hayward, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, of which 2,000 copies 


shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 


REPORT OF WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] April 12, 1900, 
to report it with amendments, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. : ; 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That there be printed of the final report of the Board of Lady 
Managers of the World's Columbian Commission 7,500 copies; of which 2,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House, 
500 copies for the State Department, and 1,000 copies to be delivered to Mrs. 
Potter Palmer, president of said board of lady managers, for distribution by 
her to members of home and foreign commissions. 

The amendments of the committee were, in line 4, to strike out 
‘*seven thousand five hundred” and insert ‘‘three thousand seven 
hundred and fifty; ” ‘ . 

In the same line to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ one;” 


9 


The bill will be placed on the 
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In line 5 to strike out *‘ four” and insert ‘‘ two;” | 


In line 6 to strike out ‘‘ five hundred ” and insert ‘two hundred 
and fifty;” and 

In line 7 to strike out ‘‘ one thousand” and insert “five hun- 
dred; so as to make the concurrent resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
there be printed of the final report of the board of lady managers of the 
World's Columbian Commission 3,750 copies, of which 1,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, 250 copies for the 
State Department, and 500 copies to be delivered to Mrs. Potter Palmer, 
president of said board of lady managers, for distribution by her to members 
of home and foreign commissions. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
GLAYTON-BULWER TREATY, 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Interoeeanic Canals, 
reported the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolution declaring the Clayton-Bulwer treaty abrogated. 

“Resolved by the Senate, That the treaty known as the Clayton-Bulwer | 
treaty, between Great Britain and the United States, which was concluded | 
on the 19th day of April, 1850, is abrogated.” 

Mr. MORGAN. In connection with the resolution I submit a 
report, which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under tle rule. 

Mr. MUAGAN. 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go upon 
the Calendar. It does not follow the course of an ordinary reso- 
lution submitted by an individual Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I give notice that I desire to call it up 
to-morrow for the purpose of addressing the Senate upon it. 

Mr. MASON, 1 only rose to ask a question for information. I 
could not quite hear the reading of the resolution. Does it pro- 
pose to abrogate the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? 

Mr. MORGAN. It isa resolution declaring that the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty is abrogated. 

Mr. MASON, I just wanted the information, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TURLEY introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4940) for the relief of Sol. J. Goldsby, B. F. Duncan, 
and Bob Goldsby (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4941) for the relief of James T. Blair, executor of 
Hugh Blair, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4942) for the relief of the estate of Stephen Fransiola, | 
deceased (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4948) for the relief of Jones, Brown & Co. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 4944) for the relief of | 
William H. Trimmer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (8S. 4945) granting a pension to 
William J. Houghtaling; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4946) to legalize the railroad 
bridge across Pearl River, just below the exis bridge of the 
Alabama and Vicksburg Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4947) granting a pension to James 
Watkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S, 4948) for the relief of the es- 
tate of David M. Whitney, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GREENE. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That there be ant in book form, in appropriate binding, 6,000 
copies of the Senate and House memorial addresses on the Hon. William L. 
Greene, deceased, late a Representative from the State of Nebraska, with 
the usual portrait, 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 
4,000 copies for the use of the House of Represeutatives. 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA, 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution; which was | 
read: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States hereby expresses the hope 
that the war in South Africa may cease at an early day upon terms satisfac- 
oy to thoseengagedt herein, including independence for the South African 
8 8. 

Mr. MASON. Iask to have the resolution lie on the table, and 
I give notice that to-morrow morning, after the routine business, 
I shall desire to make a few remarks upon the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the 
table. 








The report will be printed | 


I ask that the resolution may lie over until | 
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PORTO RICAN INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico or a; 
subcommittee thereof is hereby authorized and empowered to visit Por 
Rico for the purpose of investigating and inquiring into conditions exist). 
there bearing upon the relations of the United States with Porto Rico an/j 
its duty to the people thereof; and that the expenses of said committee 
subcommittee, including necessary assistance, be paid out of the contingen: 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the committ 


HISTORY OF THE RED CROSS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following concurrent resolution: 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That thers 
be printed of the history of the Red Cross, authorized to be prepared an:| 
printed under joint resolution of Congress approved August 3, 158%, and th. 
after printed under the direction of the Secretary of State, together with t |). 
report on America's relief expedition to Asia Minor under the Red Cross, « 
as authorized by concurrent resclution of June 6, 1898, with certain adden, 
embracing the work of the Red Cross in Cuba and the Philippines, 65.\.\) 
copies, of which number 5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 10,000 for t\)> 
House of Representatives, and 50,000 for the American National Red Cross 
be distributed by Miss Clara Barton, president. The copies herein provid 
for to be distributed by the president of the American National Red ( 
shall be transmitted through the mail free of postage when contained j 
the following inscription: “Public Document. History 


the Red Cross. ree,” 


PENSION CALENDAR—ORDER FOR RECESS, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Iappeal to the Senator from Iowa to let us haye 
an hour this morning for unobjected pension bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is to 
address the Senate this morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. He is not here yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would not like to make that arrangement 
until he comes in. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt it would be agreeable to him. 
We could clear the Pension Calendar in that time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want at a very early hour, as soon as the 
Senate will agree to it, to ask unanimous consent that we may 
— to consider the unobjected House bills upon the Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. STEWART. That isa 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will enable us to pass them and will 
enable them to become laws. If it is not Gone at an early day 
they will not become laws, and such a course would relieve a vreat 
many Senators from asking that this, that, and the other bill shail 
be taken up. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have a special order made, if 
Senators will agree to it, to set apart an hour for pension bills. 
We can clear the Pension Calendar in that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] gave notice that immediately after the routine 
business was completed this morning he would address the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with the re- 
quest made by the Senator from Nebraska and the suggestion of tlie 
Senator from Missouri, I desire to say that the Pension Commit- 
tee has ceased work for the present session. No further bills will 
be reported. It will take about one hour to clear the Calendar of 
all pension cases, both House and Senate, and I hope that we may 
get an hour some time before to-morrow. The bills will have to be 
enrolled and go to the President, and of course they will fail un- 
less they are sent to the House in time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator to ask unanimous con- 
sent to take them up to-night at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Senator make the request. 

Mr. ALLEN, lask, then, that the Senate take a recess when the 
business of the day is through until 8 o’clock to-night, and that 
an hour, from 8 to 9 o'clock to-night, be devoted to unobjected 
pension bills. 

Mr. CULLOM, And no other business, 

Mr. ALLEN. And that no other business be transacted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there ought to be included in that a provision for the considera- 
tion of conference reports. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; of course; but to get an hour of actual 
time for a bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object to the suggestion of the 
Senator that we have a session beginning at 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would not limit it. : 

Mr. ALLISON. We ought to have time for the consideration 0! 
conference reports. 

Mr. ALLEN. Verywell, then; let us meet at 8 o’clock to-night 
and keep in session up to such hour as we may agree to adjourn, 
nothing to be considered except conference reports and peusiol 


ills. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to include unobjected House bills on 


good suggestion. 
1 





; the Calendar. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Unobjected House bills? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Unobjected House bills. 
Mr. CULLOM. Senate bills, too. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shail object to the unanimous consent. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think Senate pension bills should be considered | 


s well. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall object for this reason: I believe | 
there is other proposed legislation of more importance to the peo- 
ple of this country than the remaining pension bills that should | 
receive the consideration of the Senate. Further tban that, it 
seems to me that the number of pension bills which we have passed 
at this session of Congress indicates conclusively that the pension 
laws of this country are decidedly defective and exceedingly un- 
just, unless those bills are special favors granted for political pur- 
08es. 

; Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection, 


because—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have passed more pension bills and 
devoted more time to special legislation for pensions at the pres- 
ent than at any other session of Congress for years, and either the 
laws must be wrong or the beneficiaries could get justice with- 
out this special legislation. Until I understand it better, I shall 
object. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to appeal to the Senator. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is a bill, House bill 5450, that ought 
to engage the attention of the Senate. It is a bill ‘‘ to limit the 
effect of the regulation of interstate commerce between the sev- 
eral States in goods, wares, and merchandise, wholly or in part 
manufactured by convict labor, or in any prison or reformatory.” 
I have received many letters from all over the country with regard 
to the evil proposed to be corrected by this legislation. This bill 
ought to be passed before we adjourn, and I am going to insist 
upon placing it in antagonism to any other unanimous consent 
that may be asked until we act upon it. 

There is another bill, House bill 6882, ‘limiting the hours of 
daily services of laborers and mechanics employed upon work 
done for the United States, or any Territory, or the District of 
Columbia, thereby securing better products, and for other pur- 
poses.” This is a bill with regard to labor and it ought also to 
be considered. 

There is still another bill, Mr. President, and that is the pro- 
pose anti-trust law which was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The Senate ought to take up that bill and dispose of 
it at this session of Congress; and there is no special reason why 
we should adjourn until we doit. As far as Iamconcerned,I am 
going to antagonize and — every request for unanimous con- 
sent that less important subjects may be considered which leaves 
out these important measures. 

Mr. ALLEN, I withdraw my request, and I now move that at 
6 o'clock this evening the Senate shall take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with the ob- 
servation of the Senator from South Dakota lI desire to make a 
single remark. 

lam not at all sure during the present session of Congress we 
have passed more private pension bills than at any other session. 
In fact, 1 am very sure that such is not a correct statement. 

The Senator says we have taken a great deal of time. The fact 
is that I think if it would be looked up carefully it would be found 
that we have not taken more than one day during the entire ses- 
sion to consider pension bills, In the other body they have a day 
once in two weeks, and we have a half hour or forty-five minutes, 
as the case may be. I have tried to minimize the time of the Sen- 
ate so far as pension legislation is concerned. 

I of course have no objection to the request for unanimous con- 
sent being objected to, but Ido not think the Senator ought to 
put the Committee on Pensions in a false attitude before the 
country in connection with this matter. The Senator from South 
Dakota has introduced a good many pension bills. He has been 
as insistent in regard to that matter as he is in reference to every- 
thing else, and the committee has tried to give his bills considera- 
tion as they have the bills introduced by every other Senator and 
tried to do justice to all parties. 

I hope the pension bills on the Calendar may in some way be 
disposed of at the evening session, but if they are not, I shall cer- 
tainly be content, as I have no special interest in them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will my colleague give notice that he will 
— at the evening session that the pension bills shall be consid- 
ere 
’ GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota has ob- 
jected, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator can give notice. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Mr. President, 1 wish to make one remark. 
T have no fault to find with the conduct of the committee so far 
as these bills are concerned, but there are thousands and thou- 
sands of soldiers who are just as much entitled to relief as those 
who have received it, It isa discrimination in favor of the man 


a 
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who has a political pull as against the soldier who has not, and it 
indicates a defect in the law that such a vast number of those 
bills are necessary. I think that the law ought to be amended so 
as to do even justice to all, and give the man just as good a show 
who has not a political pull as the one who has. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be so, and yet, if that is true, 
the Senator himself has discriminated against a large class of 
meritorious soldiers. In presenting, as he has done, some 20 bills, 
I think, to the Senate for the consideration of this committee, he 
has been guilty of the same discrimination that he charges upon 
everybody else. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of course, when my constituents write mo 
and ask for these things I introduce the bills. Four of them, | 
think, have been reported by the committee out of the 20, and 
therefore | say it is that they are discriminated against by the 
committee, as I believe that every one of them is as just and 
meritorious as those that were acted upon. 





GEORGE L. MERRILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Iowa 
allow the junior Senator from Maine to make one little request! 
He has had no opportunity as a Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I would like very much to 
have a little bill, the bill (S, 2087) for the relief of George L. Mer- 
rill, passed. ® 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Dol understand that weare now to take 
up bills by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
the Senate is waiting for the Senator from Colorado to make his 
appearance. The junior Senator from Maine asks unanimous 
consent to consider at the present time a bill which will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2087) for the relief of George L. 
Merrill; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ eight 
hundred” and insert ‘‘ and sixty;” and in line 8, after the word 
‘*salary,” to strike out ‘‘and necessary expenses incurred;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ard directed to pay to George L. Merrill, late a sergeant in Com 
pany E, Nineteenth Regiment of Maine {infantry Volunteers, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,060, in compensa- 
tios for loss of salary from December 28, 1863, at which date he was commis 
sioned as a second lieutenant, for a period of thirteen months, during which 
he was awaiting assignment to duty. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Chair is obliged to the 
Senator from Iowa, 


MATHIAS PEDERSON, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill 
(H. R, 1992) for the relief of Mathias Pederson, It is a House 
bill, and it will take but a single moment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, Ido not want to object 
to the request of the Senator from Iowa, but I wish to state to the 
Senate that there are numerous bills on the Calendar—— 

Mr. ALLISON. This is on the Calendar. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, I say there are numerous bills on the 
Calendar that have come here reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Public Lands which I think are of equal impor- 
tance with any bills that have been passed by unanimous consent 
in the last two or three weeks, and I do hope I[ shall be able to get 
some of those bills passed before adjournment. 1 have sat here 
for days and days and allowed bills of this character to be passed 
by unanimous consent, and when | have asked unanimous consent 
objection has been made. I simply desire to serve notice. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
for the present consideration of a bill. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota object? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Ido not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to ask the Senatorif it is a private 
bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr, President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. It willappearin a moment. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 1992) for the relief of Mathias 
Pederson, and the Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to its 
consideration as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to Mathias Pederson, late of Spring Valley, Rock County, Wis., 
$300, being the sum unlawfully collected from him on that date 
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by the board of enrollment, namely, $300, to furnish a substitute 
when drafted for service in the Army, he not being a citizen of 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. NowIthank all Senators who were kindenough 
to allow relief to this poor fellow, 


GOVERNMENT DEPOSITARIES IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, ETC. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I report unanimously from the Committee on 
Finance a substitute for the bill (H. R. 9388) to provide better fa- 
cilities for the safe-keeping and disbursement of public moneys in 
the Philippine Islands and in the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico. 

This is a House bill which the Secretary of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury are extremely anxious shall receive the con- 
sideration of the Senate at this session. It is a matter of public 
consequence; and I ask that the bill, which is very short, may be 
now considered, 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in regard to the deposit of public moneys 
in the Philippines, Cuba, and Porto Rico. It has the unanimous 
report—— 

Mr. STEWART, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill and the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


Let it be read. 
It has the unanimous report of the Committee 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to designate one 
or more banks or bankers in the Philippine Islands and in the islanas of Cuba 
and Porto Rico in which public moneys may be deposited: Provided, That 
the banks or bankers thus designated shall give satisfactory security for the 
safe-keeping and prompt payment of the public moneys so deposited, by de- 
positing in the Treasury United States bonds to an amount not less than the 
aggregate sum at any time on deposit with such banks or bankers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator, before I object 
or refrain from objecting, if this includes the trust company in 
Cuba that has been made the subject of a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It includes any bank or bankers in any of 
those islands in which public moneys may be deposited, and re- 
quires before the moneys can be deposited a deposit of United 
States bonds equal in amount to the aggregate depesited at any 
one time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the Treasury? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will exclude any possibility of 
that trust company. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That is exactly what the bill will do; that is, 
it excludes them unless they deposit United States bonds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwas detained in the Judiciary Committee this 
morning, and | ask leave that I may introduce a bill. 

(The bill appears by title under its appropriate heading. ) 


LISTS OF SENATORS, 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is in trouble. 
list was made up in the usual way on Saturday last containing, I 
should say, from twenty-five to thirty names. The evidence this 
morning, as Senators rise in their places, is that they do not regard 
the list which was made up on Saturday. 
the Chair will destroy it. 

— TELLER. I wish the Chair would destroy it and not make 
another. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Chair destroys what was 
called the list. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wasabouttoask unanimous consent that we 
have some understanding as to when we can get up bills that are 


unobjected to and that can be considered by unanimous consent, 


Is there objection to the present 


The question is on agreeing to 


A 


If there be no objection, 
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have charge of two or three bills that ought to receive attention. 
One is in regard to Porto Rico, a very short one. I do not wish 
to interfere with the order of business, but if we could have an 
hour when we would take up bills by unanimousconsent that are 
not spected to I think in one hour we could clear off that whole 
trouble, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to inform the 
Senator that a fruitless attempt has already been made this morn- 
ing in that direction and that an order has been entered that the 
Senate shall take a recess from 6 o'clock until 8 o'clock this even- 


ing. 

Mr. FORAKER. That does not interfere with our getting 
unanimous consent at any time we may be able to get it, I hope 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itdoes not. It has been tried 
without any effect this morning. 

The Senator from Colorado will allow the Chair to say that the 
Chair thinks it better for him not to undertake to keep any list of 
Senators who desire to be recognized by the Chair during the ro- 
mainder of the session. He will try to be entirely fair and iin- 
partial in his recognitions. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say right there, in view of what 
the Presiding Officer has said, that I think it is entirely outside of 
propriety to keep a list of members of this body for recognition, 
It isa modern suggestion and one that was never attempted un- 
til very recently. Ido not think there is any necessity for it, and 
I do not believe it is fairtothe Senate. The rule is that the Chair 
must recognize those who rise in their place in this body; and 
that rule ought to bein full force, no matter what may be the 
rule or the custom in another place, 


CLASSIFICATION OF CLERKS IN POST-OFFICES, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Some days since I gave notice of a motion to 
recommit the bill (8S. 4163) for the classification of clerks in ‘he 
first and second class post-offices. I desire to call up the motion 
this morning and to express briefly to the Senate the controlling 
reasons which make me feel that it should be acted upon at once. 

Objection was made on a former occasion when I sought to 
move to recommit the bill, owing to the fact that the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY] was not present, I shall be glad 
to wait for his return to the Senate some time to-day; but if 1 can 
not have unanimous consent to do that, I shall feel obliged to call 
itupnow. It will take but amoment. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in connection with the reguest 
of the Senator from Colorado, I beg to make a statement. | ob- 
jected to the consideration of the motion to recommit because of 
the absence of the Senator whointroduced the bill and likewise of 
the Senator who reported the bill to the Senate. I observe that 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Mason] who introduced the bil! is 
now present, and I therefore have no objection to the consider- 
ation of the motion at this time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Lassume, then, inasmuch as the objection 

Mr. MASON. I shall not object to unanimous consent to call 
up the motion as soon as the Senator who reported the bill comes in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishall be very glad if I may have such con- 
sent; if not, I feel it is my duty to call it up now. I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may call it up on the return of the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr, KENNEY]. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will be here during the day. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. I am expecting him during the day, I will 
say to the Senator; but it will not be in order for me to call it up 
later unless I can have consent to call it up when I can get the 
ear of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE, Is it not a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; a motion to recommit. 

Mr. HALE. But first a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; amotiontorecommit. I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be allowed to call it up during the day, at such 
time as I may with —— obtain the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that at some time during the day, whcn 
he can get the floor, he may call up the bill referred to by him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, The bill for the classification of clerks in the 
first and second class post-offices. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then, Mr. President, I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to consider the matter latter. 


ELI F. CHITTENDEN, 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who 
is entitled to the floor, has kindly yielded to me that I may «sk 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a pension bill which 
will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 





1900. 


Mr. TELLER. If the bill will not cause any debate, I will yield; 
but [ am anxious to proceed with my remarks, because there are 
other things to come 1n to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, 
which will be read for the information of the Senate. 


The bill (S. 2161) granting a pension to Eli F, Chittenden was | 


read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole. proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are two or three trivial amend- 
ments which should be made to the bill. 
6, after the word “late,” by striking out ‘“‘« member;” in line 8, 
after the words “lieu of,” to strike out ‘‘any pension he may” 
and insert ‘‘that he is;” and in the same line, before the word 
“receiving,” to strike out ‘* be.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendments will bestated. 

The SzecRETARY. In line 6, after the word ‘ late,” itis proposed 
to strike out ‘‘a member;” in line 8, after the words “lieu of,” to 
strike out ‘‘any pension he may” and insert ‘‘ that he is;” and in 
the same line, before the word “‘ receiving,” to strike out ‘‘ be;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli }’. Chittenden, late of 
Com y B, Fourteenth Ilinois Infantry, at the rate of $0 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE AT ALEXANDRIA, LA, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Colorado kindly yield 
to me that I may secure the consideration of a local bill for my 
State? 

Mr. TELLER, I will yield to the Senator with the understand- 
ing that the bill will not create any debate and that it will only 
occupy a few moments. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It will not occupy any time. I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville Bridge Company 
to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red River at the 
town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State of Louisiana. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. After this unanimous consent has been 
granted, I shall certainly object to others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the 
Senate in full for its information. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I object to a Senator taking the floor to 
make a h and then yielding to Senators who have appealed 
tohim. I have appealed to the Senator from Colorado, but he has 
dectined to yield, and has then yielded to other Senators. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator appealed to me for the passage of 
a bill to which I told him I wanted to offer an amendment, and 
which I could not do on the floor, as he understands very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill referred to by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be read in full for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, by unanimous con- 
sent, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WASHINGTON TELEPHONE COMPANY, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] yields to mea moment to enable me to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia about Calendar No. 
1575, being the bill (H. R. 9047) to incorporate the Washington 
Telephone Company and to permit it to install, maintain, and 
operate a telephone plant and exchanges in the District of Colum- 
bia. I howd like to know if, in the opinion of the chairman of 
the committee, this matter can be taken up in the very near future 
and passed? I should be glad to have it passed at this session of 
Congress, if ible. 

Mr, McMILLAN . I donot know that I can answer that ques- 
tion. Ican not say whether the bill can be passed at this session 
or not, but my judgment is that it can not be passed, owing to 
the objections that have been made by different Senators to taking 
the bill up at this time; but I can not definitely say, of course, 
what be done. The impression I have, however, is that the 
bill can not be at this session. The Senator, however, 
ows as much about that as I do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill is a very important one, 

and, of course, I for one should be very glad to have it acted 
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The Senator from Nebraska | 


| am opposed to the passage of the 
| is a remedy for existing evis to incorporate another telephone 


I move to amend in line | 
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upon during this session of the Senate. There has been some in 
formal consultation among Senators about the passing of the bill. 
Some propositions have been made that it should go over; and I 
should like to know what the views of Senators may be who 


iro 


| opposed to taking it up at this time about considering it early 


next session. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, so far asI am concerned, I 
bill, because | co not believe it 


company in this city. lt means that the people shall have two 
telephones; it means that the streets of the city shall be torn up 
for a year, and at the end of the year the consolidation of the two 
companies into one company and a repetition of the same old thing 
over again—that is, the service can not help being a monopoly. | 

To-day the people of this District are paying three times more 
than they ought to pay for telephone service, and the only remedy 
is ownership of the line by the public. Any other remedy is abso- 
lutely impossible of accomplishment. The very offering of this 
bill is an assumption that you can not regulate the matter, and if 
you can not regulate then you must own. 

Mr. TELLER. If this matter is to be discussed, I shall claim 
the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER, 
ment, 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 
LINGER] thinks I ought to allow him to reply to something which 
has been said, and I therefore yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not exactly to reply; but I feel sure that 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], from a private conversa- 
tion we had, expects that I shall make a very brief statement con- 
cerning the telephone matter. 

The Committee on the Districtof Columbia was equally divided 
on this question, or substantially so, and the bill was reported only 
a few days ago. Of course, under those circumstances, it is evi- 
dent that the bill can not pass at this session. 

Mr. President, I have heretofore opposed the granting of these 
charters for independent companies, and at the proper time [shall 
state my reasons forit. I think I have done so once or twice be- 
fore. But I will say to the Senator from Arkanszs and to the Sen- 
ate that the old company has recently been reorganized, with 
Judge Wilson at its head, and has enterprising men connected 
with it, who think they can satisfy the people of this District if 
they are given the summer months to reorganize their company 
and put it in operation. 

I hope that no attempt will be made to pass the bill. It will be 
futile if attempted. I feel sure, when we come back here in De- 
cember next, if this company has not done the fair thing, and if 
it can be made to appear that the new company has the requisite 
financial backing and is composed of honorable men, some adjust- 
ment of this question can be made, even though it may result in 
the incorporation of a new company in the District of Columbia. 

I certainly shall not feel at that time like making any unusual 
opposition to the incorporation of a new company. I shall not 
say in advance what my position may be in regard to the matter, 
but it seems to me that fair play and proper consideration for 
invested capital ought to lead us, in the closing days of the session, 
to let this bill go over in good nature; and when we come here in 
December next, if it is necessary to take the matter up, let us take 
it up and consider it fairly and deliberately. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I can not yield to a general discussion of this 
question. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. TELLER. I must object, The Senator can do so later, 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Scorr in the chair), 
Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER] has the floor, 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President- 

Mr. TELLER, I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that after the remarks 
of the Senator from Colorado a full hour be given for the calling 
up of bills by unanimous consent, not, however, to interfere with 
conference reports on appropriation bills. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from Colorado 
will allow me one minute. in view of what has occurred in the 
Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I must do that, of course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 1 confess my disappointment at what 
has occurred in the Senate, I was led to believe if the telephone 
bill went over this session that there would be no objection to 
having the bill passed at the beginning of the next session, if cer- 
tain difficulties which have been alleged to be in the way of a new 
company carrying out its agreements with the public could be 
obviated. It is practically impossible, of course, to have this bill 
considered at this session, I would make a motion, and endeavor 


I ask the Senator to yield to me for a mo- 


The 
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to have it agreed to if there was any hope of having it done, but 
in the last days of the session I recognize that it is impossible. I 
give notice, however, to the Senate that in the first days of the 
next session I shall ask the Senate to consider this bill with a view 
to an early disposition of it. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I made a request. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam willing that the Chair shall put the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object to the request. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Sena‘e, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 
eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of in- 
surrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I feel like apologizing to the 
Senate for making a speech in these last hours of the session; but | 
it has been nearly a week since I gave notice that I should speak 
on this question, endeavoring to get the floor, and giving way to 
everything that came up. I think I shall be excused, under those 
circumstances, if 1 take a short time in discussing this very im- 
portant subject. 

Mr. President, I have expressed my views upon the question of 
the Spanish war, and have endeavored to do so from a nonparti- 
san standpoint. Ihave not considered these questions in relation 
to their political bearing, but I regret to say that all speeches that 
have been made by the friends of the Administration during the 
last three or four months, it seems to me, have had a strong political 
bias, and there has been much more anxiety about the political 
effect of certain policies than with reference to the justice or 
rightcousness thereof. 

The junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] led off with 
a very remarkable speech—a speech that had some very striking 
features in it. Amongst others was a decided laudation and eulo- 
gistic statement in reference to the party to which he belongs 
and especially emphatic and noticeable as to the Chief Executive 
of the nation. 

With this was coupled, it seemed to me without any particular 
reason why it should have been done, the condemnation and se- 
vere criticism of the late Democratic candidate and the very prob- 
able Democratic candidate in the coming campaign for the Presi- 
dency. Iwas inclined to attribute that to the youth and enthu- 
siasm of the Senator from Indiana, and thought perhaps when he 
grew older in the public service he would not feel that it was 
quite the duty of a Senator to stand here and laud with syco- 
phantic praise the Chief Executive of the nation. But later the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] also addressed 
the Senate on this subject inas h that attracted the attention 
not only of the Senate, but, I think, of the country at large. I 
would not be out of the way if I should say it was a rather re- 
markable speech, containing many very valuable suggestions and 
ideas; but great as it was, it also was marred, in my opinion, by 
his eulogy of the President and by his abuse or his criticism of the 
late Democratic candidate for the Presidency. 

Later the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who 
is not in accord with his party on this question and who has 
prophesied and predicted great evils to come to the country by 
reason of what he declares to be the policy of his party, thought 
it was his duty to laud the Republican party while he condemned 
its act; to praise the President while he differed with him as to 
his policy. 

Following that came the s h of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner], a speech full of interest and full of examination 
of the subject; and yet he, too, felt it was his duty to bring be- 
fore the Senate the late Democratic candidate for the Presidency 
and to criticise him in severe terms. He also thought it proper 
to eulogize the President, not — equally with the senior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but in language that is un- 
usual » Senatorial ears, in language that is not befitting this 
Chamber. 

I shall endeavor, if possible, not to make a political speech. 
This question is one of great concern to the American people, I 
will admit that my speech may be somewhat tinged with my op- 
position to what I now am compelled to believe to be the policy 
of the Republican party in power, but I shall endeavor to treat 
the subject as fairly as possible. 

I am one of those who believe that when Dewey went into Ma- 
nila Bay and the Spanish fleet was destroyed, American sover- 
eignty attached in a greater or less degree to at least theisland of 
Luzon, and I said then, and I have seen nothing since to convince 
me to the contrary, that the American having gone up there, 
it was very likely to stay up for an indefinite period of time. 
With that I find no fault. By the laws of war we occupy those 
islands, or at least we occupy the chief island, which has the 
dominating political center of all the other islands. 

I think it is no more than fair to say that when we became 


} 
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masters of that island we became the practical master of all tie 
other islands. There was war between Spain and the people o: 
those islands, or of one of those islands, Luzon, which had been 
in existence on and off, perhaps, for fifty years, and yet there ha: 


| never been established a permanent government, and there w; 


no government there when Dewey went into the harbor of Manil;. 
save that of Spain. When we took possession of it, it seemed t 
me that we took-with it the sovereignty that Spain had. 

Later we entered into a treaty with Spain, in which Spain cede 
us her control over the islands, whatever it might be. That h 
never counted with me for anything. 1 do not believe that w, 
acquired any title by that treaty which we did not have by con 
Iam not one of those who do not believe that a republic 


| can conquer and appropriate territory to its use if it becomes 


necessary. I believe that it can be done by a republic as well 
by an empire. 

I find no fault with the status that existed there so far as tlc 
claim on the part of the United States to sovereignty or domina- 
tion over those islands is concerned, and I shall not waste time to 
go through with the consideration of the question whether we 
have a right under international law to be there. What I am 
concerned about, and what I think the American people are con- 
cerned about, and that to which I wish to address myself very 
ae: is what is to be the policy; what are we to do in th 
islands? Are we to govern them with absolute imperial pow 
or are we to treat them as entitled to what all people are entitled 
who are capable of enjoying it—the right of self-government? Our 
title can not be questioned, according to my notion, under inter- 
national law. It is only a question whether we, in accordance 
with the traditions and the history and the principles of our own 
Government, can establish a government there, and what shail 
be its character. Nobody in the world, save the inhabitants of the 
is!ands, is raising any question as to our title. So wedo not-have 
to concern ourselves with the rest of the world... Our concern is 
principally with the people of the islands and with our own peo))e. 

Mr. President, Iam one of those who believe that the treaty 
ought to have been ratified. I did not believe it because it was 
the policy of the Republican party to ratify it; but I believed it 
in spite of that fact. I believed it because I believed it was our 
duty to close the Spanish war as speedily as possible. I believed 
great harm would come to the Republic if we continued the war. 
I believed there was virtue enough in the American people, when 
our sovereignty was acknowledged by Spain and when our 
ere, was acknowledged, as I had a right to believe it 
would be, by the people of the islands; so that we could and 
that we would establish a government there in which the great 
fundamental oe of free government and of a free people 
would be recognized. I had no conception that we would estab- 
lish an imperial colony, although I have said, and I repeat, | 
believe a republic may have colonies just as well as any other 
government in the world; but they must be colonies founded upon 
the great fundamental principles of free government and the par- 
ticipation in the government by the people of those colonies, if 
colonies they are to be. 

We might, in the course of human events, find it, as I think we 
have found it now, our interest to become controllers and owners 
of certain territory which we did not care, either because of its 
distance from our shores or because of the character of the people, 
to annex and make a gh of the Republic; and to say that if the 
fortunes of war should cast upon us an obligation, or conferre« 
that opportunity upon us, and we could not take advantage of it, 
is to say that a republic rests ander some embarrassment that an 
aristocratic or a monarchical government does not, 

Mr. President, it would lave been impossible for the Adminis- 
tration to have secured the ratification of the treaty but for tle 
assistance it got from the oe There was not a two-thirds 
vote in the Senate, if every Republican here had joined in its rati- 
fication. It required, under the conditions that existed, 17 of 
the opposition. At least 17 were required to secure the ratifica- 
tion. Weare aware, the public is aware, that the most positive 
and active opposition in this Chamber and the most virulent came 
from Republican members of the Senate. Of the evils predicte 
and the charges made against the Administration and what it 
would do under the treaty the most severe and wicked came from 
the men who are in full accord with their party upon general 
propositions, but differ with it upon this. I am not exposing any 
secrets of executive session when I say this, because the utterances 
of the Senators in this Chamber were not different from ther 
utterances on the rostrum and outside. 

I was not one of those who believed that the Republican party 
had become so lost to the great principles upon which it was 
founded and which gave it control as to believe myself that they 
could, for a moment, do what distinguished Senators of that party 
on this floor d they would if we ratified the treaty. 1! 
I had believed it, I should have joined with them in refusing to 
ratify the treaty. So would a number of the Senators I know 
who voted for the treaty, We voted for it because the traditions 
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traditions of the American people, irrespective of party, had been 
against any such proceeding. There was no reason why those of 
us who are outside of the Republican party should suppose there 
was an element in it that wouldinsist upon governing theseislands | 
with imperial power. 

I do not know, Iam not quite certain yet, that the party in 
power does intend to govern with imperial power, and yet there 
are so many things which indicate it that I have taken some alarm 
from the present tendency in that direction. The Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who last addressed us on this question, 
assured us that there was no question of imperialism concerned, | 
and that there could be none, in the coming campaign. There | 
will beno imperialism unless the Republican party in power now 
in both Houses of Congress and in the executive branch of the | 
Government shall make itso. It rests with them. 

Mr. President, I want to consider for a very brief time the ques- 
tion whether or not the indications now are that the Government 
does intend to govern with imperial power. I wish torepeat that | 
1 see no way to surrender these is!lands. I see no way to give up | 
our control over them. I believe an obligation that we owe to 
the world requires us to maintain our sovereignty, and I believe 
we can maintain that sovereignty consistently with the tradi- | 
tions of the Government; that we can give to those people self- 
government and independence, in the proper sense of the term, 
while we continue to exercise sovereignty and supreme interna- 
tional power. 

I do not know that anybody has suggested that we should aban- 
don them. I do not recall anybody who hus ever said that we 
should entirely abandon them to the mercy and prey of other 
powers. Even thesenior Senator from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar} 
has declared that he does not believe that we should turn them 
over to Spain, and I think everybody agrees that that is an impos- 
sible thing. I think he a'so—and if he did not, pretty nearly 
everybody else who bas been opposed to imperialism has—declared 
that the Government of the United States must stand between 
these people and the world until at least they are able to take care 
of themselves. They may be able to establish a government of 
their own; they may be able to administer it and accomplish all 
that governments are instituted for, and yet not be able to main- 
tain their place among the nations of the earth. I believe if you 
should submit that question to the American people, they would 
with one voice say we must stand between them and any foreign 
power who shall attempt to invade their territory or control their 
destiny. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether or not there will be any 
question of imperialism in this political campaign. As I said 
before, there will be none unless it is made by the Republican 
party. No other party could makeit. If the Republican party 
is opposed to imperialism, there can be none. 

The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] told us 
again and again, in his speech made some two months ago, that 
the Republican party in power did intend to govern those islands 
with imperial power. He called upon them to retract or return 
to the old fundamental principles of the party and to abandon 
imperialism. He predicted in that speech not only the destruc- 
tion of the Republic by that policy, but what seemed to me to 
hurt him very much was the destruction of the party to which he 
belongs. 

[ listened to him with great interest and with great attention. 
When he got through I was unable to say whether his anxiety— 
on which he had expended pathos and learning—arose because of 
his interest in the cause of liberty and freedom and the people of 
those islands, or whether it was simply that he was afraid that the 
course being pursued would bring his party to defeat. If any- 
thing was striking in his speech, it was his appeal to the party not 
to face defeat, but to change their policy, which he declared to be 
imperialistic, for fear of defeat. That isin keeping with the criti- 
cism that has come from Republicans everywhere of this proposed 
and supposed policy of the party. Everywhere there has been in- 
finitely more concern about the salvation of the party in the com- 
ing campaign than there has been that justiceand right should be 
meted out to these people who have fallen under our jurisdiction. 

Mr. President, it is not encouraging to those of us who believe 
that a country like ours, having an opportunity of this kind, is 
and ought to be governed by the great fundamental principle that 
withholds from no man the right of self-government. It would 
be more hopeful if the appeal were made, as it has been made by 
the opponents of the Republican party, not to do this thing on 
the ground thatit is contrary to justice; even 7 may add, which 
I think is right, that injustice by a nation will be visited back 
— nation as certainly as injustice from one individual! to 
another, 

_ [ believe we shall keep these islands. We shall keep them with 
infinite distress. We shall keep them at a cost infinitely greater 
than their value. We shall keep them because conditions are 
such that it is not easy for us to let them go; and believing that, 


, | 
of this party had been against any such proceedirg, because the 
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I repeat that what I am concerned about and what we ought all 
to be concerned about is, What are you going to do with them? 
We have had them for fifteen months. We have had a war there 
for fifteen months. We were told when we went away from here 
a year ago last March that the war was over; that peace would 
settle down over that country. We who believed that it would 
be impossible for any government here ever to attempt to estab- 
lish an imperial policy over colonies or territories hoped and ex- 
pected a declaration from the party in power of their policy. We 
It is rife 
to this hour. It is possible, if the newspaper reports this morn- 
ing are true that Aguinaldo, who has been perhaps the chief 
actor in this opposition to our control, has been ki led by our 


| troops, that there may be a cessation for a little while, but I do 


not believe peace will come with the death of one man. A race 


| like the Malay race, a race of which I spoke in December, 1898, 


as a fighting race, the fighters of Asia-—the Yankees of Asia, as 
they have been called—are not to surrender the rights which they 
believe to be theirs because of the death of any one man; and we 
shall go away from here this week and return again next fall, in 
my opinion, with this war still on. 

Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
SPOONER] is not here, because if he were I should appeal to him 
as a Close friend of the Administration to secure, if possible, 


| some enunciation of a policy that would not let imperialism be 


the issue. If imperialism is not to be the issue, it is in the power 
of the Republican party so to declare now, and take it out as an 
issae if it has already been made an issue. Will it be-done? 

That brings me—and Iam going to be just as brief as I can; I 
am not going over the whole ground—to the question, What have 
the Republican party done with reference to convincing the Amer- 
ican people of the uutruthfulness of the charges made by illustri- 
ous embers of their party, distinguished members on this floor, 
distinguished members in public-speeches made in all the great 
cities, declaring that it is the policy of the Republican party to 
govern these islands with imperial power? 

I denied them a year and a quarterago. I did not believe them 
then. I am compelled to say that all the indications are that I 
was mistaken then. We have provided a government for one of 
the Spanish provinces, and that is Porto Rico. I wish to say a 
word about that, inasmuch as it indicates what is going to be the 
policy as to the Asiatic archipelago. It seems to me that that is 
the way we can determine what the policy of the party is to be. 
I want to call the attention of the Senate to that for just a mo- 
ment. 

We passed what has been called the civil government bill. I 
think by that act we made Porto Rico a part of the United States. 
I did not think it was a part of the United States. I donot think 
so yet. Ithinkit was for Congress to determine whether it should 
be an integral part of the United States or not. I think we estab- 
lished a government there in a relation which makes Porto Rico 
absolutely a part of the United States, and that every citizen there 


| is equitably, no matter whether he is legally or not, entitled to all 


the privileges"and immunities and benefits of the constitutional 
government of the United States, 

Now, what is their condition? When they send their goods 
here, they pay a duty. When we send our goods there, we pay a 
duty. I voted for the duty on goods coming here from Porto 
Rico, because I did not want to make Porto Ricoa part of the 
United States. I did not want the Government of the United 
States to extend to those people all the privileges of citizenship. 
I wanted to give them free government exactly as we had agreed 
to give free government to Cuba. I said in December, 1898, and 
I repeat it, that morally, in my opinion, we are bound to treat all 
of these possessions as we are pledged to treat Cuba. If they 
want a close relation, and we wantit, that is another question, but 
they should have the choice, a free government, if they want it, 
unde: our protection, if it is necessary, as I bélieve it would be. 

It is very possible that we may have the power todothat, I 
will not go into that point. It is a disputed question. But here 
is a question which is not disputed. If we have the power, we 
have no right to use it. There ave plenty of powers given toa 
government that it is not required to use and would not be justi- 
fied in using. You established a relation of citizenship by the 
act, in my opinion, not eo nomine, not by the words, which the 
chairman of the committee struck out with great parade, saying 
‘“we will not make these people citizens;” he had those words in, 
and he struck them out; but youextend the laws over them; you 
—— them to swear allegiance to the Constitution, which you 
say does not exist there any more. It did not exist there, accord- 
ing to my theory, until we put it there, and we put it there, not 
by declaring it was in force, but by declaring that they were under 
obligations to obey its mandates; and if they are required to yield 
obedience, they have a right to claim the benevolences that exist 
under it. 

It is said we have acivil government. 


They had a military gov- 
ernment there, 


There never was a war there that amounted to 
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anything. They are not a fighting people. They surrendered 
without a contest, and we carried on a military government there 
until a few weeks ago, when we sent a governor there, and we es- 
tablished a civil government, so called. I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate for just a few minutes to the distinction, if any, 
that exists between the civil government and the military. It is 
only aname. It is only this: The President of the United States 
appointed military men, and he need not have appointed military 
men, if he had not chosen so to do, to govern the island. The 
President appoints the government of that island now absolutely. 
The President of the United States has that island under his do- 
minion and under his control as absolutely as the Czar of Russia 
has Russia; infinitely more than any English colony is under the 
control of Great Britain. 

Mr. FORAKER. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, and I will 
not unless it is entirely agreeable to him. 

Mr. TELLER. I will hearthe Senator. Ido not want aspeech 
made. If the Senator wants to ask a question or to make an ex- 
planation, I will yield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to ask the Senator how the govern- 
ment of Porto Rico becomes more imperialistic or more arbitrary 
and autocratic by reason of the fact that the President appoints 
the governor than is the government of our Territories, for which 
the President appoints also the governors? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will wait I will tell him. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been quiet a good while under what 
seemed to me to be a good deal of provocation. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will have his opportunity when I 
get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, that is quite true, and I told the Senator 
; did not wish to interrupt him unless it was entirely agreeable to 

iim. 
Mr. TELLER. 


- 


I do not intend to be offensive to the Senator 
from Ohio or to anybody else. .I am speaking impersonally. I 
did not vote for the bill. I did not vote for it because I believe 
what I say of it now, and if the Senator will allow me, I will go 
on and tell him why I say it is an imperialistic government over 
there, and if itis not I want some man who knows what an im- 
perial government is to tell me what it lacks in imperial power 
and in imperial qualities. The President of the United States 
appoints the governor. 

z FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
again? What I wanted to have the Senator state is, how that 
government differs from the government of our Territories in the 
particular in which he spoke of that government. 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell him. 

Mr. FORAKER, It has its legislature, as have the Territories. 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell him, if he will allow me to doit. I 
lived for sixteen years in a Territory. We had judges and we 
had governors appointed by the General Government. We were 
absolutely independent of the Executive power when it came to our 
legislature, being limited only by our enabling act, which was 
our constitution. We elected all our local officers. We elected 
various Territorial officers. We had a legislature presided over 
not by a governor appointed-——— 

Mr. FORAKER. The governor does not preside over this leg- 


islature. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator will rest quiet, I will tell him. 
I do not blame the Senator for his restive feeling. He has been 
a Republican in the strongest sense of the term. He has believed, 
asI believe, in these great fundamental truths of a free government, 
and if party policy and party necessity force him to do—as I shall 
show before I get through that I think they have—things which 
his judgment could not approve of, I do not feel like casting 
stones at him, but really feel like extending him my sympathy in 
his distress. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will at least allow me to thank 
him for his sympatity, although it may not be appreciated. But 
what I wanted to say is something that I thought the Senator 
would be glad to have me say, for I think the remark he made 
was under a misapprehension. As the bill was originally drawn, 
the governor was made the presiding officer of the executive 
council. 

Mr. TELLER. I knew that was not so. 

Mr. FORAKER. But he is no more a part of the legislature 
than is the governor of any State or any Territory, as the law now 


stands. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill get atit. The executive is appointed by 
the President. That is the governor. One branch of the legisla- 
tive department of the government is appointed by the President. 
There is a council of thirteen. That council is thecreature of the 
President of the United States absolutely, responsible in no wise 
to the people. If we may judge from what has been our experi- 
ence, they will be appointed out of the office-seeking, office- 
plundering branch of the Republican organization. Five of them 
may be appointed from the people of Porto Rico. Seven out of 
the thirteen will be appointed from people who have no interest 
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in Porto Rico except what they get as officeholders there. 


They 
do graciously allow in that bill one branch of the legislature to |, 
elected by the people, but the council, which is the upper branc |). 
has the absolute veto upon anything that they may do, and ft}). 
governor has the veto on all of them, unless two-thirds of bo;j, 
branches shall override that veto. 

Do you expect that the council will be likely to run counter to 


the governor? A distinguished citizen of Massachusetts was se)! 
there as governor, and we were to!d that he was going there to 
look over the field and to tell the President who ought to be ap- 
pointed to the offices there. Heis to be the autocrat. He is to 
be the mouthpiece of the President. Do you suppose he is goin. 
to quarrel with the President? Whatever the President's polic 
is, that he is going to execute. Thatis all the Czar of Russiad», 
He appoints a council of 60 men, distinguished men from all 0) 
the Empire. Of course heissupreme. He is not more supre) 
over the 60, however, than the Presidentof the United States \ 
be over the 13. If they do not do the will of the President as th. 
governor thinks it ought to be done, then they will walk out, a), 
some other more pliant men will take their places. 

I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that no Territory, 
cept temporarily, for a few months, has ever been governed in 
that way, and 1 want to say to him, further than that, that when 
Colorado was organized as a State if the Government had s+ 
such a government over us we would not have allowed it to vo 
into operation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. [remind the Senator thatthe legislative policy 
for Arkansas, Missouri, Mississippi, and Alabama, as well as Loui- 
siana and Florida, was that all should be appointed by the Presi 
dent, and they were continued for many months, I will remind 
the Senator further that the bill provides on its face that this shall 
be only a temporary arrangement until a commission, which it 
provides for, can, within twelve months from the date of the ; 
sage of the act, report to the Senate a permanent form of govern- 
ment. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, there will be no permanent 
form of government except this. The council is a continuing 
feature of that government. It is not a temporary government. 
The condition was entirely different in Louisiana. It was entirely 
different everywhere in that section of the country. They hada 
provision in the treaty which brought that country into the United 
States that they should ultimately come into the Union as States, 
Here is a omen Sep a million people, a quiet, peaceable, law- 
abiding people, that are absolutely delivered from the possibility 
of any voice in the Government under which they are to live. 
The executive council, the mouthpiece of the President, or tho 
governor, whoever he may be, determines the qualifications of tho 
voters, and ratifies the acts of the governor in appointments. 

Mr. President, when I get through I hope the Senator from Ohio 
may find time to stand up before the American people and tell 
them, if he thinks that is a free government, upon what idea lhe 
ses it. I should like to have believed from the beginniag 


is- 


that we were going to treat those people fairly. I believe the 
government here proposed is an outrage upon the people aud 
an outrage upon the principles of the people of the United States 
as we have enunciated them from time totime. All franchises 
in the island must emanate from this council. The district 


judges—those are the inferior judges—are to be appointed by 
the governor and confirmed by the council. The executive coun- 
cil shall fix the salaries of all except the appointees of the Presi- 
dent. Those we fix. All official salaries and expense shall be 
paid out of the revenues from Porto Rico on the warrant of the 
auditor, countersigned by the governor. Never was there any 
Territory that 1 know of governed in that way, except perhaps a 
few months while Claiborne was down in Louisiana. 

The Porto Rican bill can not be encouraging to the friends of 
free government anywhere. It will not do over there to say they 
are barbarians. It will not do to say they are incapable of sv/f- 
government. I know that their education is rather limited. | 
know that only a small percentage of them can read and write. 
But there are many people in the world who could neither read 
nor write who have governed themselves, History is full of cas:s 
where they battled for freedom and understood it and prized it. 
I heard a distinguished man once say, when s ing of this ques- 
tion, whether truly or not, I do not know, that three-fourths o' 
the men who followed Washington could not read and write. [i 
may be that that estimate was too mma but I will venture to 
say that when old Marion and Sumter led their forces in South 
Carolina they led a small army of men who could neither read nr 
write, and who understood the rights God had given them as w«ll 
as if they had been readers of all the classics of the world. 

Men do not have to read and write, Mr. President, to know that 
the Almighty designed that they should be freemen and not slaves. 
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Those people are capable of self-government. You deny it to 
them. Why, Mr. President? Because you want to make places 
for your henchmen, because the patronage is dear to the present 
Republican sentiment and present Republican policy. 

Now, Mr. President, coming back to the other people, we have 
here the best thing that can be offered to us after fifteen months, 
and what is it? That the President shall continue to do prac- 
tically what he is doing to-day in the aaron Islands; that he 
shall govern by the war power, although he may govern under 
the name of a civil governor. It declares that when the military 
and naval forces of the United States shall have suppressed the op- 
nosition to it out there—the insurrection, or whatever it is called— 
all military and civil and judicial powers necessary to govern the 
island provided by Congress shall be vested in such persons and 
shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United 
States shall direct, etc. 

I wish some Senator would tell me what is the difference between 
the present condition and what it will be when the rebellion over 
there, if you choose to call it that, is suppressed? What is the 
difference? The President now is absolute. He is the Commander 
in Chief of the Army. Every law that existed there is suspended 
if he chooses to suspend it. He can modify it, wipe it out, re- 
move all officers who are there and appoint new ones; and that is 
what he has done. 

That is what is proposed in this bill. Anticipating this, the 
President has already appointed a commission to go to those 
islands. They are already there, and if the newspaper is correct 
this morning, they have announced their policy, which is to gov- 
ern exactly as General Otis has been governing heretofore—by 
yirtue of the power vested in them by the Commander in Chief of 
the Army. hen war shall have ceased, will there be any differ- 
ence in the government if the President of the United States should 
appoint them than the condition which exists from what he has 
done now? 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to ask 
him a question, if I do not interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Senator understand, as it is reported 
this morning, that the commission sent to the islands are abso- 
lutely limited in their authority, and in all communications to 
the people not in arms; in other words, that they are not permit- 
ted to communicate with or treat with those who are armed? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know anything about that. If the 
Senator knows it is a fact, I will accept his statement. 

Mr. MASON, I simply saw it stated in the paper this morning, 
as a part of their instructions. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not in the councils of this Government. 


I have not been invited to be, and I am not in the habit of intrud- |’ 


ing my opinions, except as I do it here occasionally. I do not 
know whether the power of the commission is limited simply to 
governing or whether they may represent the President to an ex- 
tent sufficient to endeavor to bring about acessation of hostilities, 
I have expressed my views on that on sundry occasions, saying 
after the war began and several times since that I did not believe 
it was inconsistent with our dignity or our character or our rela- 
tions with those people to say to them, ‘‘ You are mistaken; we 
do not propose to impose upon you any government such as you 
suppose we are about to impose.” 

r. President, I wish to ask the Republicans of this body if, 
after fifteen months or more since the treaty was ratified, that is 
the best thing they can offer to the American people? Is that the 
best thing they can offer to the people of those islands? Is it the 
guaranty that they think will bring peace to say to those people, 
“When peace is restored, when es have laid down your arms and 
submitted to the sovereignty of the United States, we intend to 
govern you just as we are governing you now, by the strong arm 
of autocratic power?” Does anybody believe that that declaration 
that has been on our files here now since January 11 has had any 
tendency to bring peace in those disturbed islands? 

We hear about the danger of oe against imperialism. If 
those le could be made to believe that we do not intend to de- 
stroy liberties; but we intend to give them the freedom that 
they aspire to, nobody believes the war would last a single day. 
What effort has been made to convince them of our good inten- 
tion? Has there been any? I do not know that there has. We 
ought to know affirmatively if such an effort has been made and 
has failed. It is the duty of the Government to attempt to bring 
those people in accord with us, to convince them that the decla- 
rations repeatedly made here and elsewhere in the United States 
were not true, if they are not true, and that the Government did 
not intend to govern them with imperial power, No effort has 
been made that I know of. The declaration has been made on this 
floor by the friends of the Administration again and again that 
they did intend to do it. 1 do not know whether the newspaper 
statement was true or not that in Aguinaldo’s saddlebags the 
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speech of the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. BevEeRIDGE] was 
found, in which there was an address prepared saying that this 
showed the death of liberty to the Filipinos, or something of that 
character. I do know if ever that speech had been promulgated 
amongst those people, it gave them no hope. It left not a shred 
of hope that they would be a free government, nor a government 
partially free either. 

Mr. President, 1 do not desire and I do not intend to be led into 
any excessive condemnation of the Administration. There is no- 
body who is more disappointed in its attitude than myself. I had 
believed, as I said before, that it was impossible for any Adiminis- 
tration to believe that nine or ten million of people could be g 
ernedfrom here. Ithoughta fair acquaintance with the character 
of the people in those islands would convince anybody that they 
were not a people to submit to arbitrary power in which they had 
no voice whatever. I say the policy of the party is that now, as 
shown by the bill now before us, which was introduced by the 
distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], and came 
from the committee with the support of all the Republicans in it, 
and I predict, if it.comes to a vote, it will receive not all, but 
practically all, the Republican votes of this body. I say that it is 
a Republican measure; that it indicates the policy. If it does not, 
then there is nothing after fifteen months to indicate the policy 
at all. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Colorado permit me, in 
this connection, to call attention to a dispatch in the paper this 
morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. MASON, I can not hear what the Senator from Georgia ig 
a, ag 

Mr. BACON, I ask the Senator from Colorado, as he was about 
to pass over that, to allow me to call attention to a dispatch pub- 
lished in the papers this morning from Manila, in which Judge 
Taft, the newly appointed commissioner and chairman of the 
commission, is represented as having said that he was surprised 
that the people in Manila had not heard of the Spooner bill, and 
he spoke of it in the highest terms as that which would be the 
policy to be followed by the governing power, exactly as the Sen- 
ator from Colorado now suggests. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is not the Senator mistaken in this? He may 
have read another dispatch, but the dispatch I read said Judge 
Taft expressed surprise that the Spooner bill had not yet been 
passed by the Congress. The Spooner bill was pending when 
Judge Taft was here prior to leaving, 

Mr. BACON. If any one has this morning's Post here—that is 
the paper in which I read it—it distinctly said that he was sur- 

rised the people of Manila had not been informed of it, the idea 
being that if they had been they would be entirely satisfied with 
its provisions; that it looked to the good of the future of the is- 


cov- 


land, 

Mr. TELLER. If the people of Manila or Luzon were satisfied 
with the provisions of the bill, it would be evidence enough to me 
that they are incapable of self-government. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will understand—— 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that they ever would be satis- 
fied with its provisions. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator has spoken of it as the policy of the 
Administration. I was simply calling attention to the fact that 
the representative of the Administration there had cited it with 
approval as foreshadowing the future policy of the Government. 

r. TELLER. That had escaped my notice. That is another 
evidence that the policy of the Administration is in this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, without going over the ground very much, 
I want to say that as to that policy I totally dissent. I believe 
the American people will dissent from it; and if that is the policy, 
and we go away from here with no contradiction of it, it will be, 
notwithstanding what the Senatorfrom Wisconsin said, an issue in 
the coming campaign. The party has had, as I said, time enough 
to have enunciated the policy. It has not enunciated it unless it 
is enunciated in the manner in which I have spoken. 

Every Senator who has spoken in defense of the Administration's 
policy has complained that those who do not agree with it have 
unduly criticised the President. I have heard at least one Sena- 
tor speak of such criticism of the President as abuse. 

No President has escaped criticism and abuse. No man got 
more of criticism and abuse than the first President, except Abra- 
ham Lincoln, who, all things considered, doubtless received more 
unmerited criticism and abuse than any other President; and I 
am not sure that he did not receive more than all others. Such 
criticism of Lincoln was not always confined to his political oppo- 
nents. 

What is just criticism and what is abuse depends on the stand- 
point of the observer, and no rule can be laid down to distinguish 
between criticism and abuse. The right of criticism no one will 
deny; and as there can be no tribunal, save that of public opinion, 





6514 


to determine what is just criticism and what is not, there will 
never be at the time of utterance any authority to draw the line 
between just and unjust criticism. 

Senators complaining of unjust criticism often, especially dur- 
ing the last year, have considered it within the canons of good 
taste to deliver fulsome eulogies on the President, eulogies that 
wont be extravagant over our dead, of whom we are to speak only 
good, 

He has been placed above the most illustrious of his predeces- 
sors. It is said he occupies a place in the hearts of the people 
above that occupied by Washington and Lincoln. It does appear 
to me that such praise is unsuited to this Chamber and is much 
more dangerous to our institutions than the most savage criticism. 
When criticism of Executive acts of party policy is denied to us 
here or denied to the public press and the people, we may tremble 
for the Republic. 

Senators who complain of criticism here ought to consider the 
criticism of their own press on the course of the President with 
reference to Porto Rico. Such criticism may not express the 
opinion of the rank and file of the President's party, but it cer- 
tainly represents the opinions of very many of its leading and in- 
fiuential members. 

Infallibility is reserved for the Pope of Rome. If the President 
makes mistakes, are we to hold our peace; or if wecall in question 
his wisdom, are we to be chided here forit? In monarchical coun- 
tries there is said to be a divinity that hedges the king about. 
Are we to apply that rule here? 

Mr. President, I speak with no personal disrespect when I say 
I do not believe the American people have placed the President 
above Washington, above Lincoln, nor can I believe that such 
sycophantic declarations are pleasing to him. 

He is a common-sense citizen. He knows that there is nothing 
in his official career that can entitle him to sucha place in the 
hearts of the American people. I should be sorry to believe the 
American people place the great services of Washington during 
our Revolutionary war and the great services of Lincoln during 
our civil war on a par with the services of the President in our 
recent difficulties with Spain. To suppose such a thing is to sup- 
pose that they do not appreciate the great struggle for our inde- 
pendence nor our equally great struggle for the preservation of 
eur national life and the integrity of the Union; that they are in- 
capable of distinguishing between great events and events of lesser 
importance. 

i have not said this to defend myself for criticism I have made 
of the Executive, for I believe no man here will claim that I have 
made any unfair criticism. 

Mr. President, I wish to say, in conclusion, that I have been 
greatly concerned as to the outcome of the difficulties that we are 
now encountering. I have determined from the beginning that I 
would throw no obstacle in the way of the Administration, not 
because I have _ liking for it, not because I believe its contin- 
uance in office will be beneficial to the American people, but be- 
cause | realize that in dealing with these questions there are great 
embarrassments, and the best-intentioned people in the world may 
make mistakes. 

I do not believe that I have indulged in any aa or unfair 
criticism, I believe it was the duty of the Republican party to 
enunciate a policy different from that which was enunciated by 
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr, BEVERIDGE], and entirely 
different from that which the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] declared here on this floor was the policy of that 
party. We ought to have known it if the ey in power desire 
to rule these countries with imperialism, with power unrestrained 
and unrestricted, unparticipated in by thepeople. It was but fair 
that they should say so. 

I want to say, in answer to the declaration so emphatically 
made by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] to the effect 
that there would be no question of imperialism in this campaign, 
that question rests with the Republican party, and they have got 
from now until the close of this session to convince the American 
people that the charges against them are untrue, if untrue they 
are. 

Mr. President, it is a great pity that we can not discuss this 
question without partisan politics. But that seems to have been 
impossible; for, as I said in the beginning, every man*who has 
seen fit on the vg enn side to address the Senate on the ques- 
tion has apparently been more concerned about the political infiu- 
ence of the acts than he has as to whether they were right or just. 
He has been more concerned about the coming campaign than 
peace in those islands for years tocome. He has been more con- 
cerned as to whether the candidate of the Republican party will be 
hurt by it than whether we shall hurt those people there, and in 
hurting them we shall certainly hurt ourselves. 

We can not govern those islands with imperial power. If they 
were willing that we should, we ought not to doit. It would be 
to their hurt and it would be to ours. I recall the fact, Mr. Presi- 
dent, seeing the junior Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Beveripes] in 
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front of me, that he prophesied we would give to the people of t} 
Philippine Islands such a government, so pure and lofty, so patr:- 
otic and high, that the reflex influence upon us would bring 
out of the slough of despond of patronage and the low plane o; 
politics and put us also onahigh plane. Mr. President, I hayo 
wondered every time since when I heard from Cuba whether {}), 
Senator thought there were very many indications that his pro) 
ecy would ever become true. 

Oh, Mr. President, the way to govern a people is to give thei 
the right to govern themselves. It will not do to say that the 
people of the a Islands are incapable of self-governme))t 

hey are capable of it. The people of Cuba are capable of 
The people of Porto Rico are — of self-government. TT) y 
may not escape some trouble. It is very possible that if you 
ganized a government in Luzon there would be some trou)». 
Thank God, we have not interfered with very many of the js- 
lands; most of them are going on and governing themselves. 
apparently peaceably, and quietly, and orderly; and there is », 
trouble anywhere except where we have gone with our tr. 

In every island where we have let them alone there has |), 
peace and order and a government that has performed the offic.s 
that governments are instituted for. 

They can do it, Mr. President, 1 repeat, not without some troy 
ble; but, then, what nation even in the highest state of its civiliza- 
tion did not have some difficulties or trouble? In ourearly history 
we had a whisky revolution in Pennsylvania; later we had the 
Dorr revolution in Rhode Island, and only a few years ago you 
had an army standing guard over the property of a railroad com- 
pany for months in the city of Pittsburg. You haditin Chicago, 

ou have now armed forces standing guard over property in the 
State of Idaho. It is not more than a month ago that the militia 
were called upon to enforce the law in the State of New York. 
Does this argue that we are unfit for self-government? No, Mr. 
President, and it will not argue that if they have some trouble in 
Cuba or in Porto Rico or in the islands of the Pacific when they 
are left to maintain a government there. No nation in the world 
ever escaped these difficulties, and none ever will. 

Mr. President, if the Republican party want to make this «ues- 
tion an issue in the coming campaign, so far as I am concerned | 
mean to acceptit. Ishall not support the Republican party. | 
shall not support it on its financial policy; but if it was right on 
its financial policy, I would not support it on the policy that is 
foreshadowed in this bill; and I would not give up the islands 
either. 

I would do that which we can do. I would make them a source 
of great profit and advantage to us, when we shall mete out to 
those people the justice that we should when we shall recognize 
this great fundamental principle, that all men are entitled to 
self-government, and that the just powers of government are (e- 
rived from the consent of the governed. Then we shall find it 
profitable to hold thoseislands, They stand in the great pathway 
of the commerce of the world, and they can be made of infinite 
value tous, It is a duty that we owe to ourselves to make them 
so; but it can only be done when we shall be willing to be righteous 
in our treatment of those Ye We can not be righteous when 
we deny to them the right of participation in their government, 
and say to the learned and the unlearned alike, to the patriotic 
and the unpatriotic alike, ‘We cut you off; we administer this 
government, and you must submit.” 

Mr. President, | say you can not administer a government of 
that kind in those islands without great tribulations, great trouble. 
and great loss. Whenever American arms go out, and whenever 
American soldiers come in contact with any other power, | can 
not refrain from having my sympathy go.with my flag and my 
countrymen; but I can not glory over the reports that in one bat- 
tle we lost five men and killed a thousand of those men, believing, 
as they believe, that they are fighting for liberty and inde} end- 


ence. 

I do not feel toward these people as I would toward a foreicn 
foe who was fighting because of some dispute that had arisen )- 
tween the two nations. I believe every American in this country 
wishes to see the war closed. ware rst, I believe it is because 
his humanity revolts at the idea that we shall strike down tise 
people who have come under our jurisdiction in a way that )u's 

eat r sibility upon us; secondly, that he knows we can not 

o it without great expense and great loss of life and treasui. 

So I repeat, if the party in power wants to make it an issiv 10 
the coming campaign, it will be met, and it will be an issue in (ue 
campaign, with a great many other issues, in spite of all they cau 
do. Unless within the next three days, at least, the Admini-'ra- 
tion repudiates the policy foreshadowed in the bill now before the 
Senate, unless the Administration shall declare to the world (at 
the condition in Porto Rico is a temporary one, to be relieve! °s 
soon as possible, it will need to give some excuse why a mi!) © 
people, peaceable and orderly, should be denied even for a ‘\ 
months the right of self-government. 

Mr. President, we are about to close this session of Congre*s, 
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and we are to go into the field and make a campaign such as is 
made every four years. Other questions will arise. The finan- 
cial question will not be lost sight of; it will be to the forefront; 
imperialism will be to the forefront, and the question of trusts will | clerk who enters a first or second c!ass post-office in the country 
be here. Of course I know that imperialism will be deniedin the | would be promoted annually $100 until he receives pay aggre- 
platform of the Republican party; but the people will not be sat- | gating $1,400 per annum. It would cost the Government the first 
isted with that denial. Trusts will be denounced in the plat- | year something like $1,000,000. 

form; but that will not satisfy the people. | This bill has never been recommended by anvbody: classifica- 

The declaration of the Republican party upon trusts has been tion has been recommended, but not this bill. I do not say this 
quite as unsatisfactory as upon the other questions of which I | as applicable to this bill, but only as showing to the first and sec- 
have been speaking. We have been told that we needed a consti- | ond class post-office clerks in the country that their legislation 
tutional amendment, and when a constitutional amendment was | will be fairly considered. Under the provisions of this bill, for 
proposed by the only authority which represented Republican | instance, in the substations around Washington, where clerks in 
ideas we found that it was a constitutional amendment to put | drug stores, who put up prescriptions when they are not busy, 
Congress in control of the different States, and practically deprive | and who get some modest salary, act as post-office clerks, as they 
these States of the power of controlling these great combinations. | are compelled to do under the laws of the Post-Office Department, 
Nobody expected that that could ever become a part of the Con- | these drug clerks will each get a salary of $1,400 a year under this 
stitution. Under no circumstances could it so become for ten | bill if Congress shall pass it. They may get but $100 now, but 
vears; and in the last expiring hours of Congress they have sent | they will get $100 a year additional, until, finally, the man who is 
us here a bill modifying the act of 1890, called the Sherman Act, | a prescription clerk in a drug store which is a substation will be 
for the enforcement of certain penalties against trusts. They | drawing $1,400. The messenger, who does the errands of the post- 
will not fool the American people, Mr. President. master, will get $1,400 a year before he is through. The janitors, 

Why did they not send it in during the early part of the session | who sweep out the post-office, and who start in at $400 or $500 a 
of Congress? hy did they not send it here five months ago? | year, march steadily along, at an expenditure to the Government 
When they send it here it is a declaration on the part of one | of several million dollars a year, until they each get $1,400 a year 
branch of the Government, at least, that there is a necessity for | from the Treasury of the United States. 
an amendment to the existing law, which is weak and futile only I should like to say, so far as my statement may reach the post- 
because the Attorney-General declines to put the powers therein | office clerks, that there is in both Houses of Congress, as there 
contained in operation. always is in the breasts of the members of both political parties, 

Mr. President, all these questions will be in the coming political | an earnest and a real desire to so classify the public service and 
campaign, and on all of these questions the policy of the Repub- | so pay the public servants that they shall receive adequate and 
lican party is contrary to what my policy would be, fair and increasing compensation for their services, based upon 

Now, Mr. President, if, when I conclude, anyone says I have | their ability and upon their experience. The question is, How to 
made a political speech, I shall simply retort that no speech has | so classify them as to deal fairly with them all? 
been made by any Republican on this side of the Chamber, not I desire to say further that by employing these lobbyists and 
even by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that | assessing themselves these enormous sums the clerks gain noth- 
was not extremely partisan in its character. ing. ba ate = oe money is used for some unjust 

: atiadinines and unlawful and dishonorable purpose. Nosuch sum as $60,000, 
a ee Se ee Cone oe or anything approaching it, can be legitimately used by the agents 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware | of the organization of post-office clerks as a matter of fact. Of 
{Mr. KENNEY] is now in the Chamber, and I desire to call up the | course there is no member of either House of Congress who is 
motion to recommit to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | open to any unjustor dishonorable suggestions; but it besmirches 
Roads the bill (S. 4163) for the classification of clerks in the first | and beclouds the reputation of legislators when public servants 
and second class post-offices. organize themselves into a union and assess themselves great 

Mr. KENNEY. I have no objection. sums, which they can ill afford to spare. and employ lobbyists to 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I have just a word to say | try to press their measures to a report and to favorable considera- 
about this matter—nothing as to the report, nothing as to the | tion. 
facts about the bill, except that I desire to convey, so far as I can Mr. BUTLER. I will say tothe Senator I have been informed, 
from my place in the Senate, a warning and a suggestion to | from asource that I think is pretty authentic, that if all the assess- 
clerks in the first and second class post-offices of the United | ments on theseclerks which have been made were paid they would 
States. amount to at least $600,000. 

It has been stated in a New York paper, the New York Times, Mr. WOLCOTT. I have not a doubt of it. Nobody who isnot 
which has carefully investigated the subject, that a large sum has | connected with these committees can realize the movement that 
been raised from the clerks in the first and second class post-offices | there is about here on behalf of these organizations. Every man 
of the country, by a voluntary assessment upon their members of | who is supposed to have a pull gets himself employed by these 
about $10 each, to seek to procure legislation at this session of | poor clerks and comes and hangs around here and is supposed to 
Congress, and that, as a result of this attempt, a sum aggregating be pressing legislation. There is not a Senator on this floor who 
many thousands of dollars has been contributed by underpaid | would be influenced by any of these men. When the clerks them- 
clerks in the first and second class post-offices of this country to | selves make their representations, first, to the Department, and 
secure such legislation. then, through the Department, to the appropriate committees, they 

Mr, President, there is nothing so useless on earth as the con- | always receive fair and just and generous consideration. Itisfor 
tribution by these clerks of this sum or any other sum. It brings | that reason, Mr. President, that | make this comment upon moy- 
them nothing in this particular instance, They have employed, | ing torecommit the bill to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
as | hope, some good men, but I know of some notoriously bad | Roads, to which motion I understand there is no objection. 
men they have employed, who have infested the committee rooms | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLiInGer in the chair). 
and the corridors of the Capitol, seeking favorable action upon | The Senator from Colorado moves to recommit the bill to the Com- 
this bill, They goto these clerks at a distance and they say, “ We mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, The question is on that 
have accomplished so much, and now you must assess yourselves | motion. 
some more, and we will go further with your bill.” These clerks The motion was agreed to, 
ought to understand that these contributions bring them nothing. ——— ee 

lam not here to discuss the propriety of Government clerks PRIVILEGES OF SECOND-CLASS MAIL. 
organizing themselves into unions to seek to secure legislation. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 

hat is a matter that is open to a good deal of criticism; but I | shire [Mr. CHANDLUR] desires to be excused from further service 
do not care to dwell upon that. My sympathies are with them in | on the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
any honest attempt to secure fair payment; but, Mr. President, | two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the Dill (IT. R. 
they ought to be advised that contributions of money bring them | 10308) to give certain publications the privileges of second-class 
nothing, There has never been a time here when a committee of | mail matter as to admission to the mails. In the absence of ob- 
the clerks themselves has not always had a respectful and con- | jection, the Senator from New Hampshire will be excused, and 
siderate hearing at the hands of any committee of this body; and | the Chair will take the liberty of appointing the Senator from 
oe would have it now; but these lobbyists, who present their | Colorado (Mr. WoLcorr] in his place. 
help fenetian nee them in large amounts, do not UNITED STATES COURTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 

| have not a doubt that these men really believe that this bill is| Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
march on to its final disposition, and although we have but | to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 5296) establishing terms of 
two or t days more left of the session, they are led to be- | the United States circuit court at Newbern and Elizabeth City, 
lieve that, if they put up more money, they will get their bill | N. C., and the bill (H. R. 8845) to amend chapter 4, Title XILI, 
through Congress. They will not, Mr. President, is bill will | of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report them 





be carefully considered before it is passed, and if the committee 
does not so consider it, the Senate will so consider it. For exam- 
ple, in this particular bill, under its terms and provisions, every 
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favorably without amendment. Both of these bills are approved | me, I wish to make a report, as I have to leave the Senate to att; 


by the Senators from North Carolina, and they are House bills. 
I ask that they may now be put upon their passage, They are 
short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the two bills just re- 
ported by him may be considered? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill first reported will be now considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 5296) establishing terms of the United States 
circuit court at Newbern and Elizabeth City, N.C. It provides 
that terms of the circuit court of the United States for the east- 
ern judicial district of North Carolinashall be held at Newbern and 
Elizabeth City, in that district, at the times now fixed by law for 
holding the terms of the district court of the United States at 
Newbern and Elizabeth City. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second bill reported by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar) will now be considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8815) to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the 

. Revised Statutes of the United States. Itproposes to amend chap- 
ter 4, Title XIII, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
second edition, 1878, by inserting the words ‘“‘and at Winston, 
N. C., on the second Monday in July and January,” so that the 
paragraph in section 572, relating to the regular terms of the 
district courts for the western district of the State of North 
Carolina, shall read as follows: ‘In the western district of North 
Carolina, at Greensboro, on the first Monday of April and October; 
at Statesville, on the third Monday of ril and October; at 
Asheville, on the first Monday of May and November, and at 
Winston,N. C., on the second Monday in July and January,” etc. 

The bill was’reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a thitd reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TIMBER AND STONE IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10665) to provide for the 
use of timber and stone for domestic and industrial purposes in 
the Indian Territory. ¢ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments, on page 
1, line 5, after the word ‘*‘ purposes,” to insert “including the con- 
struction, maintenance, and repair of railroads and other high- 
ways;” in line 10, after the words ‘‘ fix the,” to strike out ‘‘ rates 
of royalty” and insert ‘‘fuil value thereof;” and on page 2, line 
3, after the word ‘‘tribes,” to insert “‘ or sells or transports any of 
such timber or stone outside of the Indian Territory;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, is authorized to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations for the procurement of timber and stone for 
such domestic and industrial purposes, including the construction, mainte- 
nance, and repair of railroads and other highways, to be used only in the In- 
dian Territory, as in his judgment he shall deem necessary and proper, from 
lands belonging to either of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and to fix 
the full value thereof to be paid therefor, and collect the same for the benefit 
of said trites; and every person who unlawfully cuts, or aids, or isemployed 
in unlawfully cutting, or wantonly destroys, or procures to be wantonly de- 
stroyed, any timber standing upon the land of either of said tribes, or sells 
or transports any of such timber or stone outside of the Indian Territory 
contrary to the regulations prescribed by the areany, shall pay a fine of 
not more than $500, or be imprisoned not more than twelve months, or both, 
in the discretion of the court trying the same. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
fread a third time. 
_/ The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BANCO ESPANOL DE PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House joint resolution 247. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to make a report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut to make a report? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask the Senator's indulgence. 
His joint resolution may be taken up, and then I will state why I 
desire to make the report at this time. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the t consideration of a joint reso- 
lution, the title of which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY, A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) to author- 
ize and empower the Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish 
Bank of Porto Rico) to amend its ——. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If Senator will kindly allow 
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to a conference committee. It will take but a moment. 


Mr. FORAKER, Certainly I yield to the Senator. 
COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam instructed by the Committes 
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2:35) 
changing place for holding court in the central division of the Jy. 
dian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and for other purjos 
to report it favorably and without amendment. I ask that the 
bill may be now considered. It is simply changing the place of 
holding court, and will not lead to debate. It will take but g 
moment to read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be read for the in. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sey- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask that the Senate bill on the 
same subject, being the bill (S. 1961) changing place for holding 
court in the central division of the Indian Territory from (am- 
eron to Poteau, and for other ees be indefinitely postponed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That order will be made, in tho 
absence of objection. 


BANCO ESPANOL DE PUERTO RICO. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) to authorize and 
empower the Banco Espaiiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of 
Porto Rico) to amend its by-laws. 

Mr. FORAKER. The joint resolution has been heretofore read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution has been 


heretofore read, and is now in Committee of the Whole and open 
to amendment. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JOHN L. SMITHMEYER AND PAUL J. PELZ. 


Mr. STEWART. Inowask that we may have a vote on the bill 
(S. 186) for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz, 
It has been up four or five times. I merely want a vote upon it, 
I shall say nothing in regard to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator yield to me to make a motion 
for the reconsideration of a bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which a bill was oa a short time ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. r. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada | Mr. 
STEWART] isrecognized. Until hisrequestis disposed of, no other 
business is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM, The Senator from Nevada yielded to me to 
enter a motion for reconsideration. 

Mr. STEWART. If it takes me off my feet, I do not yield. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It will take you off your feet. 

Mr. STEWART. ThenI donot yield. lask to have a voteon 
the bill. The bill has been read several times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (>. |50) 
for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz. Is there 
objection? s ~ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. _ i 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there a report accompanying the bill’ 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, there is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEh. TheSenator from Colorado asks 
for the reading of the report, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Srewarr Jan- 
uary 15, 1900, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8. 186) for the 
relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz, having considered the s.ne, 
beg leave to report, as follows: - 

bill similar to this one was favorably reported to the Senate in the secon 
The report made by this committee in thie last 


Congress is adopted as a of report, and your committee recom, 
mend the passage of the 


[Senate Report No. 1072, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8, 9901) entit/od 
“A bill for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz’ have «% = 


ined the facts upon which the memorial accompanying the bill is based «'' 
which facts are contained in the findings of fact of the Court of Claims in the 
case No. 16432, John and Paul J. Pelz vs. The United St«': 
First. The claimants, John L. rand Paul J. Pelz, were in |: 
and copartners, doing business as architects in the city of Wash- 


nder the directions and at the of the commissions nd 
Itnea ot Congress mentioned in the flloing ats of Cn. peer 
the commission created by the sundry civil appropriation act, h 3, 1s: 





1900. 








(17 Stat. L., 510-513); the Joint Committee on the Library of Congress, sun- 
dry civil act, June 23, 1874 (18 Stat. L., 204, 226), and the legislative appropri- 
ation act, August 15, 1876 (19 Stat. L., 143, 168); the Commission on the iar d 
Accommodation for the Library of Congress (act April 3, 1878, 20 Stat., 35); 
the Joint Select Committee on Additional Accommodation for the Library 
of Congress, organized under the act of June 8, 1880 (21 Stat. L., 165); deficiency 
act, March 3, 1881 (21 Stat. L., 414, 424), and the act of April 15, 1886 (24 Stat. L., 
2), the claimants devoted their time as architects from 1873 until 1886 in the 
making of plans and drawings for a building for the Library of Congress. 

During said thirteen years claimants prepared ten different plans, the first 
one being in competition with 27 other competitors. They were awarded the 
first prize in this competition. The other plans were of various styles of 
architecture, for which they were called upon from time to time by the com- 
missions and committees of Congress. The plan finally adopted by act of 
Congress of April 15, 1886, and readopted in 1889, was for the present building 
in the Italian renaissance style of architecture. The claimants make no de- 
mand for compensation for any of their work except this one plan. 

Third. The claimants, in 1874, gave up their private business as architects 
and, until 1886, devoted themselves almost exclusively to their work on these 
plans for the Library building. In 1882 Mr. Smithmeyer traveled extensively 
over this country and in Europe, visiting library buildings in New York, 
Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Chicago, Liverpool, London, Paris, Berlin, 
Vienna, Dresden, Leipsic, and Hanover, at the request of the Joint Select 
Committee of Congress, for the purpose of obtaining information in respect 
to the requirements of the great library buildings of the world. The act of 
1886, adopting the plans of the claimants, created a commission to carry into 
execution the construction of the building. Work was commenced on the 
same in 1886. 

Fourth. From the’ 15th of April, 1886, when the claimant's plans were 
adopted, until October 16 of that year, a period of six months, the claimants 
were not employed as architects of the building, but, on the contrary, a por- 
tion of the work of construction proceeded under the superintendence of the 
commission without any superintendence by the claimants or either of them. 
This clearly establishes the fact that the making of the plans and drawings 
and their adoption by the Government completed the service for which they 
had been employed by the Government. Whatever subsequent employment 
they might have in the superintendence of the construction of the building, 
if any, was then unknown to both parties. The service being completed and 
the plans and drawings delivered to the commission created by Congress, 
it ny remained for the Government to pay suitable compensation for the 
work. 

Fifth. Upon the question of compensation, the Court of Claims, in its 
ninth finding, says: one 


“The usual and customary schedule of charges and the professional prac- 
tice of architects, as prescribed by the American Institute of Architects 
(chartered under the lawsof the State of New York, and of which both claim- 
ants are members), the Western Association of Architects, and other archi- 
tectural societies, including the District of Columbia, and 7 the profession 
generally, fixes the rates of compensation and rules governing the same as 
follows: 


For full professional services (including supervision), 5 per cent upon the cost 
of the work. . 


“The charge for partial service is as follows: 


; Per cent. 
IIIS wns nbasnhencs babs endeusccctccenge mibesbtaneeuséecdesencsee J 

Preliminary studies, general drawings, and specifications. -.............- - & 
Preliminary studies, general drawings, specifications, and details........ 34 


“For works that cost less than $10,000, or for monumental and decorative 
work and designs for furniture, a special rate in excess of the above. An 
additional charge to be made for alterations or additions in contracts or 
plane. — will be valued in proportion to the additional time and services 
employed. . 

ON Ze traveling expenses to be paid by the client. 

“ The architect's ——_ are successively due as his work is completed 
in the order of the above classifications. 

* Until an actual estimate is received the charges are based upon the pro- 
posed cost of the works, and the payments are received as installments of 
the entire fee, which is based upon the actual cost. 

“These are the rates and rules established by the custom and usage of the 
profession, and are never deviated from by architects in good standing ex- 
cept — exceptional circumstances, and then only by a special and express 
contrac’ 

“The plans under which the building for the Library of Congressis being 
constructed are designed and intended for a monumental building within 
the meaning of the paragraph of the foregoing schedule, which prescribes 
additional rates for such plans. 

“In a number of cases the executive branch of the Government has em- 
ored architects at the rates prescribed by the foregoing schedule of the 

merican Institute." 

Sixth. The tenth finding of the court applies this schedule to the services 
rendered by claimants, and states the amount which should be deducted for 
the reason stated: “x, 


“The plans prepared and submitted by the claimants, and accepted and so 
used by the Government in the construction of the building, consisted of 
‘preliminary sketches and general drawings,’ within the meaning of the clas- 
sification in the schedule of the American Institute of Architects, and were so 
completeand perfect that any competent architect could take them and con- 
stract the contemplated building from them without the assistance or advice 
of the claimants. 

“For such preliminary studies and general drawings the rate of remunera- 
tion prescribed in the schedule set forth in the preceding finding is, with 
specifications added, 2} per cent upon the cost or Es cost of the work; 
but inasmuch as the kind of material and style of finish for the Library build- 
had never been fixed upon by Congress, nor by any officer or agent of the 
Government, no cations were ever prepared by the claimants. 

“They consequently were unable to furnish the specifications and were 
relieved from the duty and labor of preparing them. The court finds $3,300 
to be the reasonable value of the service of pregering specifications for this 

which the ants were so relieved—that is to say, if the 
claimants are entitled to recover a commission of 2} per cent on the cost or 
proposed cost of the suliding, the sum of $3,300 represents the amount which 
may be deducted for specifications, which they were ready and willing to 
, but which they did not in fact furnish to the defendants.” 


> 
cs 


Seventh. As to the t m which rcent would be able under 
the rules of the Institute of Architects, thet <eimate’ cost woulll overs until 
the actual cost was ascertained. 


I recoregoing facts taken from the findings of the Court of Claims, after a 
pearing ot testimon for the Govelnenens and for the claimants, 
cotati established cosiemn of the Architects’ Institute were to govern 
the right of the claimants to the full compensation of 24 per cent of 


z 
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the actual cost of the building, less $3,300, which the court found to lx ’ 
reasonable value of the services of preparing specifications for the buildi 
from which the claimants were relieved for the reasons stated. 

The actual cost of the building is now ascertained to be a little more than 
$6,500,000, Two and a half per cent of this sum would be the fee for the plan 
under the rules of architects, and would amount to $162,500. Deducting from 
this $3,300 for the specification, not furnished (for reasons stated), and there 
would remain $159,200 as the measure of this claim under the rules governing 
the profession. Of this amount, $48,000 has been paid to the claimants under 


a judgment of the Court of Claims. It is for the remainder ($119,200) that 
they now memorialize Congress 
On this subject, of the amount of the compensation claimed, the claimants 
have submitted to the committee the following communication 
WASHINGTON, D. C., M 
DeAR Sir: In the matter of the claim of Smithmeyor & Pelz for 
as architects for the Library of Congress, I beg leave to submit the ‘ 
statement as to the amount that would come to the claimants in the e\ 
that the bill for owr relief should become a law, and the Court of Claims 
der a judgmentfor the maximum amount provided for in the bill, nar 
the amount to which we would be entitled under the rates laid down i: 
rules of the American Institute of Architects: 
I $8, 500. 000 
(This is somewhat less than the actual cost.) 
2} per cent of this amount for plans and drawings -................. 162, 500 
Less amount of specifications, not furnished................. : 3 S00 
l 1 “n) 
In our case in the Court of Claims that court says, in its eleventh find 
that it was “‘shown that the cost of draftsmen, clerks, and office rent is 
ally about 50 per cent of the gross receipts of an architect's busin« ind that 
chitec 


the cost of plans and specifications in the office of the Supervising Ar 
of the Treasury is about 2} per cent on the cost of the building. , 

A calculation upon this basis would show that in the progress of their wor! 
upon the plans their expenses connected with it were $79,750. We have 
the data to supply a detailed statement of those expenses. It should be re 
membered that this work extended over a period of thirteen ye Assum 
ing, then, the correctness of the estimate oe experts of the usual expenses 
attending such work, there would remain for our professional services $79,750, 
which, for the thirteen years, would be $6,135, or a little more than $3,000 a 
year for each claimant. 

We are, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
SMITHMEYER & PELZ. 


ar 
ars 


Hon. Henry M. TELLER, 
Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


This is not only the usual compensation of architects of good standing in 
their profession, but it is the rate of compensation which the Government 
has paid and is still paying for such services. In the case of Tilley vs. The 
County of Cook (1083 U. 8. wapere, page 155) the Supreme Court stated 
that if the architect's plan had been used, evidence to show the usage would 
have been admissible, and intimated that it would have been binding upon 
the county. In The District vs. Cluss (Ibid., 705) the court, Justice Field de- 
livering the opinion, said: 

* In 1870 the board of trustees of colored schools for the District of Colum 
bia employed the plaintiff, who is an architect by profession, to prepare the 

ylans and specifications for a schoolhouse in Washington and to superintend 
ts construction, agreeing to give him for his services 5 per cent on the cost 
of the building. This was the ordinary rate of charge of compensation for 
similar services in the District.” 

Referring; to these decisions, and also giving his own opinion, Judge Nott, 
of the Court of Claims, in delivering the opinion of the court, used the fol- 
lowing language: 

“Speaking for myself alone, I am of the opinion that compensation should 
be measured by the general rule and usage which govern the compensation 
of the profession. I think that in legal effect the claimants proffered their 

lans to Congress, through the intervention of the joint select committee, 

or inspection, coupled, nevertheless, with the implied condition that if they 
were used their services should be paid for as like services are paid for by 
other persons; that when Congress adopted the design by the act of 1886 the 
ease reached the condition of Tilley vs. County of Cook (supra), and that 
when the defendants proceeded to give effect to the statute by actually using 
the plans in the erection of a building after their design the case entered the 
third stage, in which, as the Supreme Court intimates, the legal liability of 
the employer at last becomes fixed and the obligations to pay for the service 
becomes legally binding. 

“T think, too, that the decisions of the Supreme Court holding that the 
usage of architects extends to and is binding upon a body politic erecting a 
public building (Tilley vs. County of Cook, supra), and that it has a recog- 
nized and established existence in the District of Columbia (District of Co- 
lumbia vs. Cluss, 108 U. S. R., 705), are authority for holding the usage oblig- 
atory upon the Government for a building erected in the city of Washington. 
The sum which would be recovered is large ($136,355), but the services em- 
bodied in these plans extended through the best part of these men’s profes- 
sional lives, and the risk which they ran was immense. From October, 1874, 
when they began to give their time to the Congressional committees and 
commissions, until October, 1886, when the work of construction actually be- 

an, no liability had fallen upon the defendants and no remuneration had 
n given to the claimants, who had fought through these twelve years 
against the professional competition of the whole world.” 

The amount named by Judge Nott was based on the estimated cost, and 
not on the actual cost, which was not then known. 

Judge Nott wrote no dissenting opinion, but the foregoing extract wasa 
dissent from the decision of the court. 

Speaking for the majority of the court, he said: 

“But the majority of the judges are of the opinion that the acts of the 
parties indicate that the services should be estimated according to the rule 
of quantum meruit, and not according to the schedule of charges of the In 
stitute of Architects. According to that schedule the claimants would be en- 
titled to 2} per cent up to the point where the suit brings their service, and 
to another 2} per cent if that service should continue until the completion 
of the building. Instead of the latter the defendants elected to give, and 
the claimants consented to take, two annual salaries, amounting to $8,000 a 

ear, as an equivalent for the percentage they would be entitled to accord 
ng to the schedule. The claimants having thus opartes from the general 
rule of architects of mecmnsieg Saw compensation by the customary fees of 
their profession,’ as is insisted by the counsel for the Government, and having 
done this with no express agreement or reservation as to the preceding part 
of their service, the court is of opinion that that part should be estimated 
according to the same rule which the parties themselves have adopted.” 

It is admitted that the claimants were the successful competitors out of 
twenty-eight; that their plans were adopted by an act of Congress; that these 
plans were adhered to in the construction of the building, excepting as to the 

ons for economic reasons of certain portions of the interior only; that 
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the established rate of compensation for such services is 2; per cent on the 
cost of the building, and that all architects are entitled to 2} per cent for 
plans and drawings and 2; per cent for the superintendence of the building, 
when so employed. These things are all agreed upon by all the members of 
the Court of Claims. The only reason assigned im the opinion of the court 
for making a reduction in the rate of compensation for the plans and draw- 
ings in this case is that the architects accepted employment six months later 
for the superintendence of the construction of the building at aggregate sal- 
aries of $8,000 per annum. and that by this act they waived their right to the 
customary and established charges of the institute for the former completed 
work of making the plans. 

But when the architects were employed to eupeptntens the work, it was 
six months after they had comple the plans, delivered them to the Goy- 
ernment, and wholly ceased their connection with the Library building. 

The court says that according to the architects’ schedule the claimants 
would be entitled to 24 per cent up to the point where the suit brings their 
service, and to another 2} per cent if that service should continue until the 
completion of the building. But that service did not continue. It wholly 
ceased after the six months referred to. The superintendence of the Library 
building was as distinct and separate from Se ene and drawings as would 
have been the superintendence of another building in another locality. 

This fact is clearly established by these words, contained in the additional 
findings of fact of the Court of Claims: 

“From the passage of the act of April 15, 1886, until October 1, 1886, neither 
of the claimants were in any way in the employ of the defendants.” 

lt nowhere appears in any of the rules of the Institute of Architects, nor 
in any of the testimony in the case, that the making of the plans and the 
superintending of the building are necessarily a single connected work. The 
Government at that time an long afterwards usually made its own plans 
for public buildings, and employ private architects to superintend their 
construction. In cases where it employed private architects to make plans 
it paid for the plans according to the rules of the institute, while for the con- 
struction it was the practice of the Government to pay a per diem and not a 
percentage. The testimony is clear on the point that under the rules of the 
Architects’ Institute, special contracts are admissible, either for plans and 
drawings or for the superintendence of construction, and that fees will gov- 
ern in each case where there is no special contract to the contrary. 

It is not contended in this case that there ever was any agreement that the 
compensation for the plans should be less than the usual 2} per cent. Nor 
was any effort ever made to obtain any such special contract. 

C mgress decided in October, 1888, to abolish the Library Commission and 
to place the superintendence of the building in charge of the Chief Engineer 
of the Army. Mr. Smithmeyer's services were dispensed with at once, and 
those of Mr. Pelz later on. No claim has been made for anything connected 
with the superintendence of construction. 

Under the decision of the courts the acceptance by the claimants of a 
salary for superintendence of the building constituted in law an menos 
waiver of their right to the usual and established percentage rate of the 
American Institute of Architects for ey and drawings. It is obvious that 
the claimants were totally unaware that they had, by any act or omission of 
theirs, made such a waiver. They unwittingly made themselves the victims 
of a legal technicality. Nosuch waiver had ever been hinted at or requested 
by or on behalf of their employer, the Government. To have volunteered it 
would have seemed an insane act. The courts could only deal with the 
claim in its strictly legal aspect, whatever the hardship this would work to 
the claimants. 

The Library building is admired by all who look _— it. It is admitted 
that the claimants abandoned all other business and devoted thirteen years 
of professional skill to its creation. Without their knowledge or intention, 
and without any motive for doing so, they entangled themselves in a mere 
technicality of law, which operated to deprive them of the greater portion of 
the compensation to which the courts say they would otherwise have been 
entitied. We do not believe —_ honorable man would consent to enjoy the 
benefit of such an accident, and we therefore believe that the Government 
should be unwillipg to retain in its Treasury the money which only an acci- 
dent entitles it to, and which in good faith and in fairness and equity belongs 
to the claimants. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, with an 
amendment. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that these people have been 
aid $48,000 through a judgment of the Court of Claims. I should 
ike to ask whether that was not sup to be a payment in full. 

Mr. STEWART. That is what it was based on. It did not 
give them for their plans and specifications what, according to the 
rule of architects, was due them; but it was avoided by applying a 
rule that ought not to be applied. Some six months after their plans 
and specifications had been accepted, and after the building had 
been commenced, they were employed for a short time on the 
building at so much a year or so much a month, and the court 
seized that to govern the compensation for the whole. Theruleis 
that if compensation is ceneell Gpeth: the rule of the architects does 
not apply. None was agreed upon until the whole subject was 
consummated and the plans accepted, and the claimants had no 
idea that their subsequent employment would govern the terms 
of payment for the making of the plans and specifications. It 
was entirely disconnected. It is a rule which the committee 
thought ought not to be “—_ and everyone who has investi- 
gated it comes to the conclusion that it is inequitable to take a 
segregated employment and apply it as a continuous employment. 

ir, WOLCOTT. Is the $48,000 deducted? 

Mr, STEWART. The $48,000 is deducted. What they had 
under the rule of segregated —— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. But were the plans ever adopted? 

Mr. STEWART. The plans were adopted and the building is 
built on those plans and specifications. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. How much does the bill call for? 

Mr. STEWART. The difference will be between seventy-five 
and a hundred thousand dollars—somewhere along there. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is a disagreeable thing to inter- 
fere with this matter, and I do not mean to do so by making any 
point of order. The old gentleman, Smithmeyer, is a most pleas- 
ant and agreeable man, full of pleavant talk, of high social charac- 
ter, an entertainer, and he has made many friends about Wash- 
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ington, in the House and in the Senate, and he has always had 
the advantage of this pleasing character and these pleasing man- 
ners in having been extremely well used heretofore. 

Some of us know pretty well about this matter, that for years 
after it had been settled that there should be a Congressional Li 
brary it ran along under charge of the special committee that had 
control of it, which employed Mr. Smithmeyer. He began to 
strike out schemes and shadows of plans and hints of plans ani 
devices, all of which meant the building of some kind of a build- 
ing. It ranalongand nothing wasdone. We bought the ground 
we did not get any building or any foundation for a building, or 
any indication that a building was to be built, except the papers 
that were covered with Mr. Smithmeyer’s interesting sketc|): 
At last the matter was taken hold of by a subcommittee of t), 
Committee on Appropriations, to whom application was made {. 
an appropriation. Weexaminedintoit. The Senator from low, 
will remember ail this. 

We found that we were not likely ever to get a building. T 
thing we wani:d was a public library, and not to keep Mr. Smit! 
meyer at work, We could not find any evidence that anythiny 
had been done theretofore except to keep him at work on thes 
sketches. We took it in hand, and took the control entirely awa 
from Mr. Smithmeyer and everybody else, and put in that with 
most excellent, competent, really famous engineer officer, Gener;)| 
Casey, and turned it all over tohim. He wentto work. He 
his superintendents and architects. From that time Mr. Smith 
meyer had nothing whatever to do with it. In fact, Genera! 
Casey was not—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Were Mr. Smithmeyer’s plans used? 

Mr. HALE. Notin an elaborated way. His sketches and de 
signs of the general building were; but the bnilding itself in a 
thousand details was not completed on Mr. Smithmeyer’s plan 
From year to year we appropriated. It is only the exterior | 
he struck out. Wewenton. General Casey managed the w! 
thing. He got his architects for all that arrangement in thie in- 
side, and the building was completed. It is the only case I know 
of where any man was ever able to turn over some money. The 
original appropriation was not expended. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to say 
that this building was not constructed upon the plans which 
Smithmeyer and his partner offered and were accepted? 

Mr. HALE. No; 1 have not said that. General Casey sai 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to make a statement 
I do not want to speak on the question. 

Mr. HALE, Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Asa member of the Committee on Public Buili- 
ings and Grounds, at the instance of our friend the late Senator 
from Vermont, Mr. Morrill, who took great interest in the mat- 
ter, I examined into this question very carefully at the time when 
the trouble began between the Government and Smithmeyer a 
to certain contracts for cement to be used in the foundations o! 
the Library building. Senator Morrill was impressed with the 
idea that the interests of the Government were being neglected. 
Without going into details, the result of it was that the superiu 
tendence of the building was taken out of the hands of Smith- 
meyer and put into the hands of General Casey, who turned back 
into the Treasury $260,000 of the appropriation, the only instance. 
as the Senator from Maine says, that I ever knew of of that sort 

But the salient point is that General Casey recognized that tl 
building was built upon the plans of Smithmeyer, and, if I am not 
mistaken, that fact is now found in the Library, engraved ‘or all 
time. 

Mr. HALE, That refers to the general design of the building, 
undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I am saying. 

Mr. HALE. Butthatisa small part of the architectural charye 
of an architect who builds eithera house or a public building. — 

Mr. VEST. I understand. But I was only speaking to | 
point as to whether they were Smithmeyer’s plans or not. That 
was denied by some architect, but General Casey I know persen- 
ally never made any contention that Smithmeyer'’s general p!:\0), 
which has resulted in the most beautiful building in the wor, 
was not adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that after General (a-:y 
pees charge Mr. Smithmeyer ever had anything to do with tle 
work—— 

Mr. VEST. I do not say that. 

Mr. HALE. Or even approached the building? 

Mr. VEST. On the contrary, he did not. The difficulty ar 
about a contract in regard tocement, and Iexamined it very car” 
fully, as a member of the Committee on Public Buildings an’ 
Grounds, and while I was not clear about the matter, Senator 
Morrill was very clear that Smithmeyer was in the wrong. At 


it 








1900. 





any rate, it resulted, notwithstanding the opposition of another 
ene of our Senators who is dead, Mr. Vecsinen. in Smithmeyer 
severing entirely his connection with the building and its all be- 
ing turned over by Congress to General Casey. The only thing I 
rose to speak about is that I understood the Senator to say that the 
building was not built on es plans. It would be very 
unjust to make that statement. I have no interest in the matter 
whatever. Mr. Smithmeyer criticised my action in regard to this 
cement contract very unjustly, for I never intended to injure 
him. Iam not here as his advocate, but I do say that to make 
the intimation that that building was not constructed on the plans 
that originally came from Smithmeyer and his partner would be 
a terrible injustice to those men. That is all. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator and I do not disagree much as to the 
facts. The = truth is that it was taken possession of here in 
the Senate; Smithmeyer stepped out, the Special Committee on 
the Library stepped out, and he never had anything more to do 
with it. There is a document which states the whole story as to 
just how far the Smithmeyer plans were used in the construction 
of the building. When I use that term I mean the inside features 
as well as the outside, which make the main part of an architect's 
charges. It is all found in the document, if anybody will hunt it 
up and read it. 

Now, what happened? When we got through the matter the 
building was presented to the Government by General Casey, and 
he turned over this quite large sum of money. We began to be 
beset by Mr. Smithmeyer for pay, as though he had been the 
architect who had been conducting the whole work. Finally he 
got through a claim for $48,000. I think that is the amount. I 
asked the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations the otber day 
to make me up a minute showing the entiresum that Smithmeyer 
had received inthis matter, I think it was Smithmeyer and some 
other person with him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Pelz. 

Mr. HALE. That is it; Smithmeyerand Pelz. It issomething 
between seventy and eighty thousand dollars that they received 
inall. Ithink itis enough. If this bill goes through 

Mr. CULLOM. How much more does this bill give him? 

Mr. HALE. A hundred and nineteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. CULLOM. In addition? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; in addition. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HALE. I want to say to the Senate—— 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion at this point? I understand the fact to bethat in addition to 
being employed in connection with the Library and having pre- 
pared the plans and specifications for that building, Mr. Smith- 
meyer for a considerable time was employed in preparing plans 
and specifications for the enlargement of this Capitol. He now 
has the drawings and specifications, prepared by himself and his 
partner, for the erection of a central building—— 

Mr. HALE. Who employed him? 

Mr. CARTER. With some addition to the Senate wing and 
likewise some addition to the House wing, for the purpose of pro- 
viding adequate committee rooms and accommodations for Con- 
gress and the various offices incident to its operation. I think 
those plans have been exhibited, and that Mr. Smithmeyer was 
paid in that connection from time to time some portion of the 
amount the Senator refers to, 

Mr. HALE. The Senator comes in most opportunely, for I was 
going to say to the Senate that the Smithmeyer plan of collection 
is by partial poets What he received at first is a partial 

ayment. When he received the $18,000 it was a partial payment. 

he Senate should understand that if Smithmeyer and his friends 
get this through, it will be only a partial payment. He will come 
in again for something more, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. LIask the Senator from Maine if Mr. Smith- 
meyer has a claim also against the Government for the plans for 
the Capitol? 

Mr. E. The Senator from Montana came in most oppor- 
tunely in connection with what 1 was going to say. This will 
not endif Mr. Smithmeyer continues that useful and enjoyable 
course of life which characterizes him, which is enjoyable and 
meritorious, until the grave closes over him; until that time you 
will have claims coming in here for partial payments to Mr. Smith- 
meyer. If this bill goes through, it will not be the end. 

hat the Senator has referred to about the Capitol I never heard 
before. I did not know Congress had employed him. It is an 
instance of his taking rather unusual care to lay the foundation 
for another partial aa that he has got somebody to employ 
im on the Capitol for the committee rooms which are to be pro- 
vided, I do not know how it was done; some resolution may 
have gone through some time or other, because it certainly is 
necessary, and will be in the course of our existence and during 
the occupation of this building. As Jeni as Mr. Smithmeyer 
lives we must pay him from time to time large sums of money, 
and at his friends I do not wonder. The Senator from Colorado 
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isajust man. NomanintheSenateis moreso. He is interested 
in a friendly wayfor Mr. Smithmeyer. I do not suppose that he 
can see this thing as I can, and his insight may be better than 
mine. 

I should not have interposed at all if 1 had not known all about 
this matter as it came along from year to year, when we were 
making appropriations for the Library building. I do not enter 
into any question as to his superiority. We all thought it was a 
very lucky thing that the Library building was rescued from him, 
but we may have been mistaken. He may have that order of 
mind. The architect's mind, I have had occasion tosay heretofore, 
is a very remarkable mind. The mind of the architect is grand, 
and gloomy, and peculiar. I myself never could get into all the 
mysteries of the mind of the architect, who has swelling in him 
the image of some great structure that shall not be especially for 
the benefit of mankind or womankind, but shall be a memorial 
that will perpetuate his memory as a great architect. Out of this 
somebody did. 1 have always thought that General Casey and 
the architects we employed afterwards had a little to do with 
making the Library building a practicable building then. 

Mr. TELLER. He did not. 

Mr. HALE. But granted that Mr. Smithmeyer did, the build 
ing never would have been built; it never could have been finished 
if it had remained with him. 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the question. 

Mr. HALE. Nowthe Senate must take this matter up, 
no doubt it will pass the bill. 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat). It ought to. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator says, it ought to. The Senator 
from Colorado believes that Mr. Smithmeyer is a creditor of the 
Government, does he not? 

Mr. TELLER. It was the Senator from Massachusetts who 
made the last remark. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts believe Mr. 
Smithmeyer is a creditor of the Government? 

Mr. HOAR. As the Senator appeals to me, I think when we 
refer a question to the Court of Claims and the facts are heard, 
the United States being represented by able counsel, and we au- 
thorize a thorough investigation, the facts reported by the Court 
of Claims ought to be taken as true; that in the end we can not 
get along in anyother way, and that we shall in the long run save 
more to the Government by taking those findings of fact, both in 
honor and in money, than we shall by taking the irresponsible 
recollection of Senators. 

My honorable friend from Maine desires nothing but to serve 
the Government, of course, but he trusts to a recollection which 
is burdened with all the details of millions and millions and mil- 
lions of expenses in appropriation bills. When this thing came 
up the last time, he got up and affirmed with great confidence and 
asseveration that Smithmeyer had had $148,000 already, and re- 
peated it over and over again. Now he has got it down to $48,000 
that he has had. 

Now, Mr. President, if I may say one word more. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may goon. I yield tothe Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend de*sribes Mr. Smithmeyer 
as being exactly the same sort of aman he ishimself. He says he 
isa delightful entertainer; aman full of wit, full of pleasant ways; 
and that when he gets anything into his mind it swells and swells 
andswells. Now, thatisexactly my honorable friend from Maine. 
Suppose my honorable friend from Maine had a claim against the 
Government, and the Senate, declining to investigate the facts, 
submitted it to the Court of Claims, and the Government em- 
ployed counsel, and the court came in and said, ‘‘ The fact is that 
this man did furnish the plans which were acted upon; they are 
worth so much; they ought to be paid.” We do not refer the 
rule to the Court of Claims; we only refer the facts; and on those 
facts the Senate is now called upon to act. 

Now, my friend says that I think he ought to be paid, and I do. 
He is a man of vast genius. He is an absolutely honest man. 
He is a man who was in the service of the Hungarian revolution 
under Kossuth and came as an exile tothiscountry. Heis aman 
who gave himself to the cause of liberty. Hecameover here, and 
he furnished these beautiful plans, I have not heard of his hav- 
ing any claim against the Government for expenditures for the 
extension of the Capitol, and I do not think any Senator on earth 
has. That is a creature of my honorable friend’s fancy. 

Mr. HALE. I heard it first from the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. HOAR. No; the Senator from Montana said he had got 
some plans, but he did not say he had any claim against the Gov- 
ernment for any plans. 

Mr. CARTER. I made no suggestion of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. He made no suggestion in that form. 

Mr. STEWART. Hesaid Mr. Smithmeyer had done some other 
work, 

Mr. HOAR. That is just the way my friend's mind works. 
The Senator from Montana says that Mr. Smithmeyer has made 


Lhave 
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some sketches for improving this Capitol. He has done so. I 
have seen them. They are most beautiful and admirable plans. 
Now, the Senator from Montana said this man has made some 
sketches for the enlargement of the Capitol, and that is all he said, 

Mr. HALE, He has been paid for it? 

Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator says he has been paid for it. Up 
jumps the Senator from Maine and on that says Mr Smithmeyer 
has a great claim against the Government for enlarging the Cap- 
itol. That ends the question; the Senator from Montana said so. 
The Senator from Montana did not say any such thing. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will permit me to interject a 
remark at this point, the Senator from Maine said that Smith- 
meyer had received certain amounts in excess of $48,000. Atthat 
point I suggested that Smithmeyer had performed other service 
for the Government than his service in preparing the plans and 
specifications for the Library building, and had been paid for such 
services-——— 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. CARTER. In drawing his sketches and plans for the 
enlargement of the Capitol. had heard it stated as a fact that 
he was so paid; that he had noclaim for that employment, the 
employment having been fully paid for. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, then, on that statement, up hops my friend 
from Maine, if I may use the phrase in regard to his graceful 
motion, and says he has got a great claim against the Govern- 
ment that he will be bringing in as long as he lives for enlarging 
the Capitol, and the Senator from Montana says so, according to 
the Senator from Maine. It shows how, with a delightful person, 
most honest, an excellent man, of great genius, a delightful enter- 
tainer, such as the Senator from Maine and such as he describes 
Mr. Smithmeyer to be, things grow in such an imagination, even 
at ten minutes after 1 in the afternoon, instead of ten minutes 
after 1 at night. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE, I have not yielded the floor. I only yielded to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I knew the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would come in for Smithmeyer, and I knew it would be one 
of his white hen’s chickens. his chickens are white hen’s 
chickens, He says the one thing that he believes in, and that is a 
pleasant manifestation of his great mind. The thing which stands 
entirely in his mind as the one essential superlative thing in the 
world is Mr. Smithmeyer. Mr. Smithmeyer is to the Senator 
from Massachusetts the superlative creature that combines all 
excellence. Iam notattacking Mr.Smithmeyer. I will not attack 
him, I did hear for the first time that he had had a claim at some 
time for work around the Capitol. I did not know that he had 
been ore At once, with the experience we have in this 
claim, I said to myself, «ie Mr. Smithmeyer has worked up this 
Library matter in this way and has been overpaid for it, and now 
is coming in for more pay, he will certainly work that same game 
on the Capitol, and we will have a bill in here pretty soon for extra 
pay on that;” and I have no doubt that we will. 

Mr. President, I have taken more time than I intended. The 
Senate must settle this matter, and I presume it will settle it in 
favor of Mr. Smithmeyer and we will have to submit, because 
nobody has any hard feeling against the man. But I warn the 
Senate that it will not be the end of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine, before he 
takes his seat, how much we have paid Mr. Smithmeyer so far? 

Mr. TELLER. Forty-eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. LODGE. What did he do besides draw plans? 

Mr. HALE. He did just that. 

Mr. LODGE, Did he do anything more? ; 

Mr. HALE. In the erection of the building, after it was started 
to be built, Mr. Smithmeyer had no more to do with the building 
or the architecture of it or with the plans for the inside than an 
unborn child. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask the Senator further-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will please address the 
Chair and get permission. Does the Senator from Maine yield to 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE, I ask the Senator from Maine if he will answer 
a further question? 

Mr. HALE, Yes; if I can. 

Mr. LODGE. My question is to confirm my own memory. 
Did not Congress take it away from him because the work was 
being badly and improperly done? 

Mr. HALE. I have stated that it was because no progress was 
oie made; because Congress were not satisfied with what he 
was doing and with his far-reaching schemes, and did not believe 
that they would get out of it such a building—on the outside, I 
——<s they wanted, and the whole thing was taken away from 

im. 

Mr. LODGE. And it was done by somebody else? 

Mr. HALE. And then we paid him $48,000. 

Mr. HOAR. Willi the Senator allow me to read from the find- 
ing of the Court of Claims? 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me get through, because I am 
called out of the Senate? Then he was paid the $48,000, which 
we all supposed was the end of it. I asked the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, who has had charge of these appropria- 
tions from time to time, to make up a minute of the amount 
Smithmeyer had been paid for the building in addition, and the 
aggregate (I have not the figures here—I had a memorandum) is 
somewhere between $70,000 and $80,000. 

Mr. LODGE. Then he has been overpaid already, in my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to read one sentence, if my col- 
league will be good enough to listen? This is the finding of the 
Court of Claims: 


The claimants in 1874 gave ow private business as architects and 
until 1886 devoted themselves almost exclusively to their work on th 
plans for the Library Building. In 1882 Mr. Smithmeyer traveled exten- 
sively over this country and in Europe, visiting library buildings in New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Chicago, Liverpool, London, Paris, 
Berlin, Vienna, Dresden, Leipzig, and Hanover, at the request of the joint 
select committee of Congress, for the purpose of obtaining information in 
respect to the requirements of the great library buildings of the world. 


Here is a man who, with his partner, one of the great architec- 
tural geniuses of the world, as I say, without fear of contradic- 
tion, in his scheme for the enlargement of this Library building, 
gives, at the request of a committee of Congress, twelve of the 
best years of his life, and the result is that building, the pride of 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am not the special champion 
of either Mr. Pelz or Mr. Smithmeyer. I have never dined with 
either of those gentlemen; and if they have given large dinners, 
they have always left me out or else I did not have time to attend. 

But, Mr, President, I know something about Mr. Smithmeyer’s 
work. I was one of those who always stood by the committee in 
their plan of having a fine library. I have examined this matter; 
I speak knowingly. I say that Mr. Smithmeyer is the architect 
of that building, with the exception of trifling changes which 
were made by General Casey, who did not pretend to be an archi- 
tect, and which changes have been criticised by the architects of 
the country ever since they were made, The principal change, 
and about the only one that was made, is in the size of the dome. 
The dome is larger than Mr, Smithmeyer said it should be; and 
1 have been told by one of the best architects, a New York gentle- 
man, that that is a mar to the building, and that is the only crit- 
cism he could make on it; that the Smithmeyer plan should have 
been carried out. 

The whole thing is his, Mr. President, and I ask Senators who 
say itis not, whois the architect who produced that wonderful 
building? Those things do not grow. An engineer like General 
Casey does not do it. It ment be a trained genius who makes 
such a building, and that was Mr. Smithmeyer and Mr. ?elz. 
They are both men who stand high in the estimation of architects. 

The Architects’ Association of New York have entered a pro- 
test somewhere here against the treatment of Smithmeyer and 
Pelz in this matter, and have declared that they were entitle: to 
have been = and that they ought to have been paid, according 
toarule that is inflexible among architects and enforced in all 
the courts everywhere, a certain amount for the plan, and a cer- 
tain additional amount if they carry out the building. 

One of the grievances of Mr. Smithmeyer was that he was not 
allowed to complete the building,as he had a right to do after 
spending twelve years in its creation. He got into a quarrel 
with the contractor about thecement. I took some interest in the 
matter at the time. I took an interest in it because I am one of 
the believers that cement is to be ultimately the great building 
material of the world, and I have been perhaps a little cranky on 
that point forsome years. The man who was putting in the founda- 
tion had unquestionably produced inferior cement, and it was 
the duty of Smithmeyer to say, ‘‘ We will notacceptit.” The man 
then got into a quarrel with Smithmeyer, and he had some pretty 
strong backing. I know just what was the result and how tho 
committee felt. Senator Morrill was very much prejudiced against 
Smithmeyer, aoe out of that quarrel; and the committee fe.t 
that a quarrel with the contractor would mean delay. Therefore 
they took General Casey, who was a constructive engineer and 
not an architect, but a man of great force of character and great 
pride, and they put Casey in charge. I have discussed the whoo 
matter with Casey on more than one occasion. a 

I want to repeat that that building is the creation of Smith- 
meyer and Pelz, and no other person who lives hasa right to claim 
any partofit. General Casey might, if living, claim that the dome 
is r than it was to be under Smithmeyer, and that is all. | 
repeat, every architect that I have talked with has declared the 
dome to be a mar to the building and not an increase of its beauty. 

Now, Mr. President, here is a creation that it took those two 
men twelve years to get up. It is the wonder of this country. 
There is no such beautiful library building in the world anywhere. 
There are larger ones, there are more expensive ones, but there 1s 
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no library building in the world that compares with it in beauty, 
in taste; and Mr. Smithmeyer is now sought to be deprived not 
only of the pay, but deprived of that which is dearer to an archi- 
tect, his reputation and character, the reputation of being the 
originator of it. 

Mr. President, I want to enter my protest here at that attempt 
to rob him of the reputation of designing that building, which is 
a greater wrong to him than even the determination to give him 
nothing but the paucity of $48,000. The junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopGE] says he has had enough. Mr. President, 
there is not an architect in the world to whom they dare submit it. 
Submit it to the Association of Architects in New York and they 
will tell you he has not been paid; that there is an inflexible rule as 
to how a man shall be paid; that every builder who enters into an 
arrangement with the architect does not make a contract with 
him. The builder knows what he has to pay, because it is the 
rule of architects. 

That is the fact, Mr. President, and this $48,000 was a mere baga- 
telle. It was given, the Senator from Nevada says, because the 
court, not understanding that rule, applied the doctrine of quan- 
tum meruit. They said, ‘‘ You were so long working for the Gov- 
ernment at so much a month, and you were so long working on the 
plans, and we will give you pay at the same rate.” I do not re- 
member what this bill proposes, but I think it sends it back to the 
court. 

Mr. STEWART. It proposes to send it back to the court to be 
determined under the rule of architects. 

Mr. TELLER. And that is all Mr. Smithmeyer has ever asked. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I donot wish to occupy the time 
of the Senate in a discussion of this measure. I am familiar with 
many of the steps taken in relation to it, and I desire to say nothing 
in any way hostile to Mr. Smithmeyer or to his skill as an archi- 
tect. But as I understand this bill and the report upon it, it is to 
return this question to the Court of Claims in a way that will 
compel them to award to Mr. Smithmeyer, in addition to what he 
has received, $119,000. I do not know whether it is with interest 
or without interest. 

Mr. STEWART. Without interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without interest. The next claim that we 
will probably have will be interest on that amount from the time 
he was discharged up to the present time. 

Now, Mr. President, Ido not believe that the claim of Mr. Smith- 
meyer or Smithmeyer & Pelz should be adjudicated in that way. 
If we want to pay Mr. Smithmeyer $119,000, let us appropriate the 
money, and not do it by indirection by submitting the question to 
the Court of Claims when we give the Court of Claims no juris- 
diction or discretion as respects the verdict they shall bring in. 

The Association of Architects, in the testimony before the Court 
of Claims, states that it is the rule of architects to charge 24 per 
cent on the cost of the building when they prepare plans and 
specifications and. do not have charge of the construction. It is 
perfectly well known what was the cost of this building. It cost 
in the neighborhood of $6,000,000. My judgment is that Mr. 
Smithmeyer has received a fair compensation for all the work he 
has done; and yet, asI said to a gentleman who spoke to me upon 
this subject, I would be willing to compromise this matter or ad- 
just it with Mr. Smithmeyer in such a way as to give him far 
beyond what I think he is entitled to receive. 

I think there is no dispute here as to the general facts about 
this matter. The general facts are that the building has been 
constructed upon the general exterior plans of Mr. Smithmeyer, 
He went to Europe a great many years ago, and his expenses were 
awe I have no doubt that he did examine a number of library 

uildings. He prepared his sketch and plan, which was adopted, 
I am now speaking not from recollection, but from knowledge. 
He progressed in such a way that it was the general belief of the 
Committee on the Library, or the special committee, and of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that he never would complete 
the Library building if we kept him longer in charge of it. 

We tried in the Committee on Appropriations to have Mr. 
Smithmeyer represent to us his plans and specifications, and make 
an estimate of the cost of the building, He never would do it. 
He said the cost depended upon appropriations to be made by 
Congress, and it could cost $10,000,000 or $3,000,000, as Congress 
eaeees for it, but we never could get from him a statement 
of the specifications, because he said, and truthfully said, that he 
could not make detailed specifications until he knew what the 
cost of the building was to be, and then he could make them. 
That he made general specifications I do not doubt, but that he 
made detailed specifications of the interior of that building no 


man can prove, because he could not make them and did not | 


make them. 
at TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator who made 
em 
Mr. ALLISON. They were made after General Casey took 
of the building from time to time. 
Mr. TELLER, Ob, no. 
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Mr, ALLISON. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, [am stating what I know. They were 
largely made by Mr. Pelz, who was employed by General Casey 
to continue this work, and who was an expert architect as well as 
Mr. Smithmeyer. Mr. Pelz was paid a per diem or an annual 
compensation, 

So, Mr. President, whilst I am willing to here appropriate a 
considerable sum in order to settle and adjust this question with 


And they were largely made by Mr. Pelz. 


Mr. Smithmeyer, I do not like the provision that is presented 
here. 

In 1886, if that was the year—I do not remember the exact 
year—after trying to get from Mr. Smithmeyer, as we tried and as 


the House committee tried, some specifications in detail as to what 
the cost of the building ought to be, and upon acertain basis of 
cost what the specifications would be, when we could get nothing 
out of him, the House committee having failed to make any 


propriation for the Library building because they could get not! 
ing out of Mr. Smithmeyer, the Committee on Appropriatio in 
this body put in a provision which was prepared by a subcommit 


tee of the Committee on Appropriations, of which the lamented 
Mr. Beck of the Senate was the chief. We made up our) 

that the only way to deal with this question was to tear i 
the root, and we provided in that legislation that the cost of the 
building should not exceed $5,000,000. 

The limit of cost was cut down by the House to $1,000,000. We 
provided in the law, which was an unusual thing to do, that the 
construction of the building should be placed absolutely within 
the control of General Casey, Chief of Engineers, and we provided 
also that every contract which had been made under Mr. Smith- 
meyer should be annulled and that the people who had made those 
contracts should have a right to go into the Court of Claims and 
sue for the damages that they were entitled to, or at their discre- 
tion they could settle with the Secretary of the Interior, who was 
one of the commissioners. The Secretary of the Interiordid settle 
those claims, and among others he was authorized to settle the 
claim of Mr. Smithmeyer,‘and pay him in full for any amount the 
Government of the United States owed to him. He was offered 
$30,000. I am not sure whether he took it or not, but he was 
offered $30,000 in addition to what he had already received for his 
services. 

Mr. BURROWS. How much has he been paid? 

Mr. ALLISON. He has been paid, as has been stated, 
seventy or eighty thousand dollars, 

Mr. STEWART. Not on this account. 

Mr. TELLER. Only $48,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. That was paid by the Court of Claims on a 
judgment, but he was paid what I have stated, by and large, prior 
to that time. Mr. Pelz was in the employ of General Casey for 
more than three years during the construction of the building, 
andI think for nearly five years; and he was paid for that service. 
Mr. Pelz made these specifications in detail as the building pro- 
gressed; and, therefore, in that sense it may be said that Mr, 
Pelz contributed to these detailed specifications; but he was em- 
ployed by General Casey and paid a large per diem or an annual 
salary, I do not remember which. 

Afterwards we enlarged the limitation of cost of the building to 
$6,000,000. Now, I want to ask the Senator from Nevada or the 
Senator from Colorado how it was possible for Messrs. Smithmeyer 
& Pelz to make detailed specifications of that building, when at 
the time they had ceased to have any control over it there was na 
human being who could know whether that building was to cost 
$3,000,000 or $10,000,000? How could there be detailed specifica- 
tions of the cost of the building in 1886, before it was possible for 
anyone to know what was to be the interior or exterior construc- 
tion or the adornment of the building? If does not need proof to 
show me that that was impossible. 

Mr. STEWART. The court found how much would be de- 
ducted for those details. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Iam basing my statement on the 
suggestion that Messrs. Smithmeyer & Pelz were engaged in } 
paring detailed specifications for this building. They never did 
it; and it was impossible for them to do it. 

Mr, STEW ART. 


some 


There has been no suggestion of that kind 


Mr. ALLISON. This isan outline of the facts. General Casey 
by the terms of the law had absolute control of everything, and 
by the terms of the first statute we were to make an adjustinent 
of the Smithmeyer claim. 

There is a technica! point here, I agree, which is stated by the 
Court of Claims, and which it is now sought to get rid of: which 
technical point is that both Mr. Smithmeyer and Mr. Pelz were 
employed after this upheaval in 1884 or 1883, I arn not sure which, 
and therefore they waived their architect's claim. 

They now ask us for equity, and I am willing to grant them 
equity; but whilst Iam willing to grant them equity, Iam not 
willing that we shall lay down arule herein astatute under which 
the Court of Claims will have no discretion, but will be compelled 
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to award to them a sum which we might as well put in an appro- 
priation bill to-day, because the court can award no other sum 
than $119,000. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question. 
Do i understand him to say that this bill is so framed that prac- 
tically all the Court of Claims has to do is to determine what the 
architects shall charge and enter up their judgment? 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. STEWART. No; it says ‘‘the measure of compensation 
shall be awarded upon a quantum meruit basis for all services 
rendered "and ‘‘that the measure of compensation shall not ex- 
ceed the rates and rules established by the custom and usage of 
the profession of architects for such services.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let us see as to the quantum meruit. I 
say all this not to prejudice what we shall do in justice to Mr. 
Smithmeyer, but I do not want Mr. Smithmeyer to come in here 
and by construction to secure a sum far beyond what in justice 
he is entitled te. I have no charge against the architect; but I 
only wanted to show how impossible it was for the statement 
made by the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Nevada 
to be true as to the detailed specifications. 

Mr. TELLER. I will interrupt the Senator long enough, if he 
will permit me, to say that I never said ‘‘the details.” No archi- 
tect ever makes such detailed statements until after the work is 
begun. He made the plan; it was there, and any other architect 
could take it and make the details, That is what he did, and it 
took him twelve years to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I do not pretend to say that an architect was 
not needed there. They took Mr. Pelz, and Mr. Pelz followed out 
the original idea and original plan, as every architect does, for 
which he is always paida sum in addition to the amount paid for 
the design. He is paid for putting the details in as he goes along. 
I have not said a word about details. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am only showing that the mere exterior 
plans of this building—the pictures of it—can by no means be 
worth 2} per cent of the amount of cost. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not the exterior plan. Tt was the in- 
terior plan. Plans were made for every room, and any architect 
could cane taken the plans and carried out the details. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill says: 

That the measure of compensation shall be awarded upon a 


a bosis for all services rendered until such plans were accepte 
Inited States. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what he claims, 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill proceeds: 

And in the absence of express contract the rate of compensation subse- 
quently paid to the claimants for services in the construction of the Library 
building shall not be evidence of the value of the services of claimants in 
preparing such plans. 

One of these men was employed all the time afterwards in the 
construction of the building until very nearly its completion. 

There is a further proviso, which reads: 

And provided further, That the measure of compensation shall not exceed 
the rates and rules established by the custom and usage of the profession of 
architects for such services; and the evidence heretofore taken and used by 
either party in the Court of Claims shall be competent in this suit and con- 
sidered with such other evidence as either party may introduce. 

The decision of the Court of Claims states that the rule of evi- 

dence is the compensation awarded to architects for similar serv- 
ices. I have stated my view about this matter, and I am very 
sorry to have occupied the time and attention of the Senate so 
long. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
another question before he concludes. Is it a fact, as stated by 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that the 
Court of Claims has ever reported that, in justice and equity, 
Smithmeyer & Pelz should be paid this large sum. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know. I do not think that they used 
that phraseology. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, No. 

Mr. ALLISON. They say that it is usual to pay architects on 
the basis of the rules of the Society of Architects; and that upon 
that basis this firm won'd be entitled to 24 per cent. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Then, under this bill, as I understand it, the 
— of Claims will have nothing to do but to enter up judg- 
ment 

Mr. ALLISON. I think nothing else. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have a vote on the bill now. 
care to prolong the debate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 
P| - PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question nowis, Shall the 

ill pass? : 

Mr, WOLCOTT. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


Tam paired with 


uantum 
by tho 


I do not 


to cal) the roll. 


Mr, HEITFELD (when his name was called), 
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the senior Senator from New York [Mr. PLATT], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I should like to 
vote for this bill, but I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Taurston]. I do not know how he would vote if present, 
and therefore I must withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURLEY (when his name was called). I have a genera) 
air with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. I do not 

now how he would vote on this question, but if he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK. LIannounce my pair with the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Harris], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I suc- 
gest to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] that we trans 
fer our pairs, so that we can both vote. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. 

Mr. CLARK. That is satisfactory. 

et BUTLER. Then I will allow my vote in the affirmative to 
stand. 

Mr. CLARK. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to voi 
and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS— 36, 
Kyle, 
McBride, 
McEnery, 
Mallory, 
Mason, 
Money, 
Nelson, 
Perkins, 
Quarles, 


NAYS—25. 


Allen, 
Bacon, 
Bard, 
Butler, 
Carter, 
Gulbe’ 
Julberson, 

Daniel, 
Davis, 


Ross, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Sullivan, 
Taliaferro, 
Teller, 
Turner, 
Vest, 
Warren. 


Fairbanks, 
Foraker, 
Foster, 
Gallinger, 


Jones, Nev. 
Kenney, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Baker, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 


Chandler, 
ps A 
Cullom, 
Deboe, 
Hale, 


Wetmore, 
Wolcott. 
Pettigrew, 
Hansbrough, Pettus, 
Jones, Ark. Platt, Conn. 


NOT VOTING—2%. 


Penrose, 
Platt, N.Y. 
Pritc 


Rawlins, 
Sewell, 
Simon, 
Spooner, 


Harris, 
Heitfeld, 
McComas, 
McCumber, 
McLaurin, 
Frye, Martin, 
Gear, Morgan, 


So the bill was passed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG,its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 10539) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies.” 
approved July 2, 1890; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. . 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con 
current resolution requesting the President of the United States 
to return to the House of Representatives the bill of the House. 
No. 9083, to authorize the Commissioner of General Land Office 
to dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi, and to 
make appropriation for executing act of Congress approved June 
28, 1898; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (8. 3598) to amend an act granting to 
the Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect and construc! 
canal and power station at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE AT ALEXANDRIA, LA, 


Mr. PETTIGREW obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me tomove an execu 
tive session? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Iowa for the 
rae of moving an executive session, but for no other purpos’. 

r. CULLOM. I rise toa privileged motion. I have tried to 

get the floor two or three times without announcing my purpos° 

I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate passed the bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the Alexandria 
and Pineville Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic 
bridge across Red River at the town of Alexandria, in the par's!! 
of Rapides, State of Louisiana. I enter the motion simply be- 
cause I desire to look into the subject. I have a dispatch statins 
that a full statement regarding the bill will be received by me by 
to-morrow a ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered, 


Beveridge, 
Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Depew, 
Elkins, 


Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turley, 
Wellington. 








1900. 





PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator withhold his 
motion for a few minutes while the Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives for reference? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 10539) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to protect trade 
and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” ap- 
proved July 2, 1590; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a motion in regard to that 
bill. I shall move to place the bill upon the Calendar, and I shall 
move immediately afterwards to take it up. Itisa bill, as I un- 
derstand it, to control trusts. I move that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar, without reference to any committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think that the bill ought to be printed: 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then I move that it be printed and placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South 
are moves that the bill take its place on the Calendar and be 

printed. 

Mr.GALLINGER, If in order, I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. It seems tome that so 
important a bill onght to be referred. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion takes precedence 
of the motion of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make that motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then upon that motion I as for the yeas 
and nays. We ought not to adjourn without enacting some anti- 
trust legislation. The House has passed a bill, and it ishere. We 
are not obliged to adjourn. There is plenty of time to enact this 
legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the regular order being the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business the question 
on that motion ought to be now put, and let this matter come up 
afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a matter which the 
Chair thinks should be laid before the Senate at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not object to that. 


CHOCTAW INDIAN LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which, 
on motion of Mr. JonrS of Arkansas, was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the United States be and he is respectfully requested to return 
to the House of Representatives House bill 9083, to authorize the Commis- 
sioner of General Land Office to dispose of Choctaw orphan Indian lands in 


Mississippi, and to make appropriation for executing act of Congress ap- 
proved June 28, 1898. 





NEVADA STATE CLAIM, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
report from the Auditor for the War Department of May 2s, 
1900, amending his report of January 18, 1900, relative to the 
claim of the State of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of the 
suppression of the rebellion in the civil war; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I have already received a communication on 
the same subject, and it is in the hands of the conference commit- 
tee of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the communication will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr, PETTIGREW. If the motion to refer the anti-trust bill 
is in order, I suppose that is the pending business, the motion 
having been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Upon that motion I desire the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PertiGREWw] asks for the yeas and nays on the motion 
to refer the bill known as the anti-trust bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask the yeas and nays on the motion to 
refer. I think we ought to take that bill up and dispose of it 
before Congress adjourns. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a motion? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [shall not yield to anyone for any purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are, I think, other Senators here who 
have some rights as well as the Senator from South Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had overlooked the 
fact that the Senator from Iowa (Mr. ALLison] had entered a 
motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, which takes precedence of the motion of the Senator 
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from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLInGER], to refer what is known 
as the anti-trust bill. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. ALLISON. [insist on my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa. 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and fifty-five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No 
155 to the bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and agrees 
to same with an amendment, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. ‘ 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1992) for the relief of Mathias Peterson: 

A bill (H. R. 2826) to create a commission to make settlement 
and adjustment of the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company 
of its indebtedness to the Government of the United States: and 

A bill (H. R. 5264) for the relief of theestate of Maj. Guy How- 
ard, deceased, 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On request of Mr. ALDRICH, and by unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn t 
at 10 o'clock a. m 

GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to give notice that to-morrow morning at 
the conclusion of the routine business, or as soon thereafter as | 
may be able to obtain the floor, I desire to address the Senate on 
the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrection in, 
and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain 
to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th 
day of December, 1898, 

PRINTING OF PAPERS ON PHILIPPINES, ETC. 

Mr. MORGAN. [ask unanimous consent to have printed as a 
document some letters of Mr. Noyes, of this city, who has been to 
the Philippines, Ceylon. Java, ete., and has written some most in- 
teresting and instructive papers, which I think the Senate will 
enjoy very much and be greatly instructed by. I ask unanimous 
consent to have the papers printed as a document. 

The PRESIDEN’! pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent for printing as a document the papers he 
has mentioned, being the letters of a correspondent of the Even- 
ing Star from the Philippines, Java,etc. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PAPER ON NATIONAL POLICIES, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
as a document a paper which | havein my hand, being quotations 
from the letters and speeches of Abraham Lincoln and Thomas 
Jefferson and George Washington. It will not be a large docu- 
ment. I desire to have it printed as a document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not object if there is no original mat- 
ter of the Senator from South Dakota with those extracts 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no original matter of either mine 
or of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da 
kota asks unanimous consent that the paper mentioned by him 
be printed as a document. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 


day itadjourn to meet to-morrow 


PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Chair, with the consent of 
the Senate, to state the condition of the anti-trust bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The anti-trust bill is on the 
table. A motion was made to refer it to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Chair whether, under the 
rules of the Senate, it is possible to have that case go to the Cal 
endar without reference, unless by unanimous consent, until it 
has had two &eparate readings on two separate days? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not, nor would a motion 
to refer toa committee be in order if a demand for the second 
reading of the bill was made. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, to take up the anti-trust bill to- 
morrow or the next day will require unanimous consent. That is 
what I want to have understood. 











6524 


Mr. PETTIGREW, 





I should like to know if a motion to pro- 
ceed to its consideration would not be in order? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
would not, because the bill—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A motion to have it read, then? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill musi lie on the table 
until it has had two several readings, and the rule is that the 
two readings shall not take place on the same day. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then a motion to proceed to its reading 
would be in order? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It has been read once, and the 
rule requires that a day shall elapse before the second reading 
shall take place, providitg an objection is made to the second 
reading at the time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. I did not know that. 

Mr. ALLEN, However, that matter would be in the control 
of the majority of the Senate finally, would it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be in tke control of 
a majority of the Senate after it had a second reading. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose a majority of the Senate should over- 
rule the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If an appeal should be made 
from the decision of the Chair and the appeal should be sustained, 
I suppose the bill would be in the hands of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the control of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
then, to-morrow? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
reading to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent for its second reading 
at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent for the second reading now of the anti- 
trust bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that that bill can not be 
taken up at this session, and it is simply a matter of a farce in 
trying to = it here in this situation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
land objects. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then to-morrow I shall move to proceed 
to its second reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read to-morrow. It 
will be entirely legitimate that the bill shall have its second read- 
ing to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the Senator from Rhode Island 
make his proposition. ° 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE FOR EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent that at the session 
this evening, after the conclusion of the speech of the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], no other legislative busi- 
ness be considered except conference reports and unobjected bills 
upon the Calendar, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Good! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land asks that after the completion of the speech by the Senator 
from South Dakota this evening no legislative business shall be 
transacted except the consideration of conference reports and of 
unobjected cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACON. I possibly may be in error, but I understand the 
purpose of an arrangement of that kind is toso guard the business 
which is to be transacted that a Senator may, if he sees proper, be 
absent with safety. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Partly, and partly to make progress with the 
business which should be concluded at this session. 

Mr. BACON. That may be, and it is for the purpose of having 
an understanding of that matter that I now suggest the matter 
that I called to the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. President, the only trouble in my mind is this. There are 
some extremely important matters now in conference, matters 
which, if they are to be passed upon to-night, would possibly 
make every Senator desire to be present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Every Senator ought to be present. 

Mr. BACON. If the matter which I suggested is to be elimi- 
nated from the intention, and it is to be limited tosthe one that 
the Senator has last suggested—that it is for the pu of mak- 
ing progress—then the Senate is on notice that that is the fact, 
and we should all be present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope all Senators will be present. 

Mr. BACON, In other words, if the Senator will pardon me, I 
made the inquiry simply that we might be put upon notice, that 


In the opinion of the Chair it 


It has been read once to-day? 


It would come up on its second reading, 


The bill may have its second 


Is there objection? 


The Senator from Rhode Is- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 





JUNE 4, 





Senators might not think it was a pro forma meeting, but that it 
is to be a meeting for the transaction of important business, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Conference reports. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not want to object—and I shall not 
object—but I believe there is no necessity for a unanimous-con- 
sent agreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that I hope to have the 
conference report on the sundry civil appropriation bill con- 
sidered at some hour this evening, probably not before 9 o'clock. 
That bill is a very important one, and there are important ques- 
tions involved in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I desire to be heard a mo- 
ment before consent is given. I wish tosay that I shall some time 
during the evening ask that the House pension bills and such 
Senate bills as Senators present may desire to have considered | 
either considered to-night or early to-morrow. I simply want to 
say that unless that consent shall be given I will not ask to ha 
them considered at this session. I do not want them passed and 
fail to have the consideration of the Executive, and I hope that 
some time during the evening, or after the routine business to- 
morrow, a little time shall be given for that order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope arecord will be made of the agreen 
already reached, that the Senate shall meet to-morrow morning ut 


10 o'clock. 
The PRESIDENT protempore, That has been made. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fo!- 
lowing resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend: 
of the Senate No. 155 to the bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations to pr ’ 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, J%1, and for other purposes, and agrees to the same 
with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert: 

‘For the purchase by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a 
suitable site in the District of Columbia for a municipal hospital, $100,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that concurrence in this 
amendment passes the bill. There was only one controverted 
question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill is now passed? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is now passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that at the conclusion of the 
morning business to-morrow morning I shall ask the attention of 
the Senate for a few moments to discuss the Philippine question. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will follow me. 1 have already 
given notice. 


Mr. ALLEN, 
PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION. 


Mr. BUTLER. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scott] and the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] have concluded their remarks, | wil! 
address the Senate on the trust bill that came over this morning 
from the House to the Senate. 


BATTLE MONUMENT IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up a short bill of only two lines. It was reported this morning 
from the Committee on the Library. It is Senate bill 2270. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2270) appropriating $10,000 to in- 
close and beautify the monument on the Moores Creek battlefie!(, 
North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN, This is on State property, is it not? 
national? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a company incorporated by the State. 
The State is making an appropriation for it. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Who put up the monument? 

Mr. LODGE, I do not think—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 6 o'clock p.m.) By order 
of the Senate, the Senate will take a receds until 8 o’clock this 
evening. 

The Sonate thereupon took a recess until 8 o’clock p, m, 


I will follow the Senator from West Virginia. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


It is not 
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EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m. 


WILLIAM T, LOWRY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I report from the Committee on Pensions, 
without amendment, the bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of 
pension to William T, Lowry, and I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of William T. Lowry, late first sergeant 
Company D, Battalion Georgia Mounted Volunteers, war with 
Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2855) in relation to the suppression of 
insurrection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by tho treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. PETTIGREW obtained the floor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from South Dakota if he 
will yield to me just one moment to pass a little House bill of about 
fifteen lines? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. IwillsaythatI have had as many as twenty 
requests of that kind. I do not think it proper for me to discrimi- 
nate; and therefore Ishall have to decline to yield, although I very 
much regret doing so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota declines to yield. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, when the present session of 
Congress convened six months ago, the Senate expected and had 
a right to expect, and the American people expected, that the 
Administration in charge of the Government, in charge of events 
which were occurring in the Philippine Islands, would report to 
Congress the results of our operations in that distant country. A 
complete résumé of everything that had been done by our Army 
and our officers should have been laid before both Houses of Con- 
gress, but it was not done. The public was well aware that some 
information in regard to what had been occurring in the Philip- 
pines had reached us through the censored press and the corre- 
spondence of our soldiers. That such information was meager, 
that it was ancertain, and that the facts were hard to secure, was 
known to all. When Congress assembled, those statements re- 
garding the situation which we had a right to expect were not 
forthcoming. December passed, and in January resolutions were 
introduced in this body calling for important facts in connection 
with the war on the Filipinos. 

The resolutions introduced were promptly laid upon the table 
by the Administration majority in the Senate. Finally a resolu- 
tion prepared by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hvar] 
passed the Senate, asking the Administration for a detailed ac- 
count of all its doings in connection with the Philippine Islands. 
We waited many weeks, and finally a partial statement was sent 
in. Itdid not cover the scope of the inquiry, and at the close of the 
session we are without the information. The report of the Presi- 
dent in answer to our resolution of inquiry concerning transactions 
in the Philippines did not convey all the truth. It contained only 
fragmentary selectionsfrom the record. All that has come tousin 
a direct way has been printed. I believe it is insufficient; that it 
does not cover the ground; that such information was withheld 
as the Administration desired to suppress; that the American peo- 
ple are no longer trusted by the party in power; they areno longer 
taken into the confidence of their administrative servants and 
intrusted with the facts. Proof conclusive that facts were with- 
held was furnished by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
in his speech a few days ago. He read from the printed reports 
which came from the Administration in reply to our resolutions; 
but, Mr. President, he also read from manuscript, more than from 
anything else, that which was withheld from Congress, that which 
had not teem furnished to the whole people. He read what was 
accessible to Administration Senators and not accessible to other 
members of the Senate. 

Congress is about to adjourn, the facts are withheld, and the 
American people are to go on another sttmmer with such informa- 
tion as they are able to gather without the confidence of an Ad- 
ministration that again asks for their votes. 

The friends of the Administration, the imperialists in this body, 
have complained that we were unwilling to believe the officers of 

Government and their statements regarding the situation in 
the Philippines. Mr. President, up to the time the treaty with 
Spain was sent to this body there is no doubt that the Adminis- 
tration sent us all the facts in its possession. Document 62 con- 
tains the story of our - geen in the Philippines up to Novem- 
ber, 1898. Since that time, owing to a change in the policy of the 
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| they would help us destroy the Spanish power in the Kast. 
| is no doubt but what every American who talked with Agnina'do 





Government, information upon this important subject has been 
withheld. We base our case on the arguments that have be: 
made upon information drawn from Document No. 62, transmitted 
to us, accompanied by a message from the President. Aside from 
the matter contained in Document 62, we have been unable to 
secure facts, and we are accused of not believing what is said by 
the officers of the Government. 
We have reason, Mr. President, to question the veracity of the 
officers of the Government in their later utterances. There is no 
doubt that when our representatives first went to Manila thev 
promised the people of those islands liberty and independence if 
There 


and his followers gave them to understand that they would be 
assisted in setting up a government. There is no doubt that our 
consuls and our generals and Admiral Dewey gave Aguinaldo 
such promises in abundance; but singe we decided to conquer the 
Philippines, to destroy republics in Asia—since we decided to dd 
prive those peop!e of the right to govern themselves, the reports we 
have received from our own officers are subject to question and to 
doubt—in the first place, because all the facts in possession of the 
Government have not been placed before us; and, in the second 
place, because we find our officers willing to pursue the course 
which Otis pursued, that of distorting the facts, or of changing 
the reports and placing a wrong construction upon words. It lias 
been the general policy, from the President down, to deceive the 
public. 

The commission we sent to the Philippines came back and made 
a partial report just before the election. This report is signed by 
Mr. J. G. Schurman, Admiral Dewey, Charles Denby, and Dean 
C, Worcester, and in it they say: 

On the arrival of the troops commanded by General Anderson at Cavite, 
Aguinaldo was requested by Admiral Dewey to evacuate that place, and he 
moved his headquarters to the neighboring town of Bacoor. Now for the 
first time arose the idea of national independence 

This appears to have been on the 4th day of July, 1898, and Ad- 
miral Dewey had been in the islands and had had dealings with 
Aguinaldo since the previous May. Mr. Schurman had undoubt- 
edly thoroughly investigated the question, but in order to make 
out a case which would justify the position they took in this re- 
port, they must insert a statement that Aguinaldo never had a 
notion that he desired independence until July 4, 180%. 

What are the facts? They were known to Admiral Dewey. He 
must have known them, and Mr. Schurman must have known 
them; and yet they were willing to put forth a misleading state 
ment, because it better suited the purpose for which they made 
their report. It is statements of this sort, not founded upon the 
exact truth, but enunciated for the purpcse of deceiving the Amer- 
ican people, that causes us to question what this commission, 
headed by Mr. Schurman, may say, and mates us doubt the in- 
formation which we receive from the Administration. 

Let us look back in the authentic record to the time when the 
Filipinos first declared that they desired independence, Consul 
Wildman tells us that a delegation of Filipinos came to him in 
November, 1897, and said that in case of war with Spain—and 
this was months before war was declared—the Filipinos then in 
revolt would be glad to join us and be our allies; that they aspired 
to independence; and Mr. Wildman so notified the State Depart- 
ment; and the documentis official. lread from Senate Document 
No. 62, part 1, third session Fifty-fifth Congress, on pages 350 
and 361. This is a letter from Aguinaldo to President McKinley, 
dated June 10, 1898: 

I come to greet you with the most tender effusion of my soul, and to ex 
»ress to you my deep and sincere gratitude in the name of the unfortunate 
Filipino people for the efficient and disinterested protection which you have 
decided to give it to shake off the yoke of the cruel and corrupt Spanish domi 


nation, as you are doing to the equally unfortunate Cuba, which Spain wishes 
- 


toeee annihilated rather than free and independent. * * 

I close by protesting once and a thousand times in the name of this peop! 
* * * apeople which trusts blindly in you, not to abandon it tothe tyram 
of Spain, but to leave it free and independent, even if you make peace with 
Spain. 

Again, on June 18, 1898, on page 432 of Document 62, I find the 
following: 

I have proclaimed in the face of the whole world that the aspiration of my 
whole life, the final object of all my efforts and strength, is nothing else but 
your independence, for I am firmly convinced that that constitutes your cor 
stant desire and that independence signifies for us redemption from slavery 
and tyranny, regaining our liberty and entrance into the concert of civilized 
nations. 

Here, then, was an aspiration, an aspiration clearly expressed in 
the proclamation by Aguinaldo on June 18, 1898, and yet our com 
missioners say and Dewey, in whose hands this proclamation was, 
says to the American people, in November, 1898, that the first 
thought of Aguinaldo and his people had of independence was on 
the 4th of July, 1898. 

On page 434 of the same report appears the first article of the 
provisional constitution promulgated June 23, 1898, in which I 
find the following: 


The dictatorial government will be entitled hereafter the revolutionary 
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government, whose object is to struggle for the independence of the Philip- 
pines until all nations, including the Spanish, shall expressly recognize it, 
and to prepare the country so that a true republic may be established. 

What can be more plain, more distinct? And yet because it 
suited the purpose of the Administration previous to the election 
of 1595, our commissioners, Dewey joining, stated to the people of 
this conntry the falsehood that the Filipinos first thought of inde- 
pendence on July 4, 1898. 

On page 437 of Document 62, from the message of the Filipino 
a to his Congress, on June 23, 1898, on the desires of the 

‘ilipinc government, I find the following: 

It struggles for its independence in the firm belief that the time has ar- 
rived in which it can and ought to govern itself. 

But back further than this we find the same record on page 351 
of Document No. 62, which was sent to us by the President of 
the United States. Here is an address to our consul, Mr. Pratt, 
by the Filipinos resident in Singapore, dated June 8, 1898: 

Our countrymen at home and those of us residing here, refugees from 
Spanish misrule and tyranny in our beloved native land, hope that the 
United States, your nation, persevering in its humane policy, will effica- 
ciously second the programme arranged between you, sir, and General 
Aguinaldo in this port of Singapore, and secure to us our independence un- 
der the protection of the United States. 

On page 352 we find Consul Pratt replying to the above ad- 
dress; and in that reply he says: 

I am thankful to have been the means, though merely the accidental 
means, of bringing about the arrangement between General Aguinaldo and 
Admiral Dewey, which has resulted so happily. I can only hope that the 
eventual outcome will be all that can be desired for the happiness and wel- 
fare of the Filipinos. 

Then, on page 346 of Document 62 I find the following procla- 
mation of the Filipino leaders in Hongkong before Aguinaldo 
sailed for Manila: 

Compatriots: Divine Providence is about to place independence within 
our reach, and a way the most free and indepemdent nation could hardly 
wish for. 

Aguinaldo, in a proclamation of May 8, 1898, to be found on 
page 431 of Document No. 62, says: 

Filipinos: The great nation, North America, cradle of true liberty and 
friendly on that account to our people, oppressed and subjugated by the 
tyranny and despotism of those who have governed us, has come to manifest 
even here a protection which is decisive as well as disinterested toward us, 
considering us endowed with sufficient civilization to govern by ourselves 
this our unhappy land. 

So I say, Mr. President, it is not without cause that we doubt 
the recent statements of the officers of the Government so long as 
the Administration refuses to send to the Senate or to give to the 
American people the complete facts. 

Here is a report from Consul Wildman, at Hongkong, found in 
Document No. 62. It is dated Hongkong, July 18, 1898, and ad- 
dressed to Mr. Moore, the Assistant Secretary of State: 


Mr. Wildman to Mr. Moore. 
CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Hongkong, July 18, 1898. 

Sir: The insurgents are fighting for freedom from § ish rule and rely 
upon the well-known sense of justice that controls all the actions of our 
Government as to their future. 

In conclusion, I wish to put myself on record as station that the mnapngent 
government of the Philippine Islands can not be dealt with as though they 
were North American Indians, willing to be removed from one reservation 
to another at the whim of their masters. If the United States decides not to 
retain the Philippine Islands, its 10,000,000 people will demand independence, 
and the attempt of any foreign nation too tain territory or coaling stations 
will be resisted with the same spirit with which they fought the Spaniards. 

Ihave the honor, etc., 
ROUNSEVELLE WILDMAN, 
Consul-General. 


What does Admiral Dewey say about this matter? On June 27, 
1898, Admiral Dewey sent to Secretary Long the following: 
. I have given him (Aquinaide) to untesstend —y I one ae Sagenpente as 

rends, being o oa commo : a im: 
of anol ee the Sunes yt a civil g quecsumaut. — 

‘For the purpose of forming a civil government!” And yet 
Admiral Dewey says to the people of the United States that the 
insurgents under Aguinaldo and Agyosite himself never thought 
of independence until the Fourth of July, although he telegraphed 
to the Secretary of the Navy on the 27th of June that he had gone 
to attend a meeting of insurgent leaders for the purpose of form- 
ing a civil government. 

_Now, the fact of the matter is that in this interview Dewey ad- 
vised with Aguinaldo about the form of that government and about 
the steps to be taken to set it up. 

Admiral Dewey said: 

inaldo has acted independently of the squadron, but has kept me ad- 
vised of his pragress, which has been wonderful. I bave allowed to pass b 
water recruits, arms, and ammunition and to take such § arms and 
ammunition from the arsenal as he needed. Have advised uently to con- 
duct the war humanely, which he has done invariably. 

And yet he now declares that Aguinaldo is not an ally; and Ad- 
miral Dewey further says in his recent utterances that there was 
no alliance; that his purpose was only to use Aguinaldo to whip 
Spain. Yet Dewey telegraphed to the Secretary of the Navy that 
Aguinaldo was allowed to pass recruits, arms, and ammunition, 
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and to have such Spanish arms and ammunition from tiie arsenal 
as he needed. He armed and consulted the insurgents about the 
whole operation; his (Aguinaldo’s) progress was officially an- 
nounced to have been wonderful; and yet there was no alliance! 
Mr. President, it is hardly necessary to comment further upon 
this subject. Any person who will look to ascertain what an al- 
liance is will find that the Philippine situation at that time con- 
stituted an alliance in every particular. 

i do not propose to question Admiral Dewey's veracity; but I 
am going to leave the public to decide that question upon the rec- 
ord which he has made. Compare his statements then and now 
and let them stand. Admiral Dewey says: 

I never promised him, directly or indirectly, independence for the Fiji- 
pinos. I never treated him as an ally except so far as to make use of him 
and his soldiers to assist me in my operations against the Spaniards. H. 
never uttered the word “independence in any conversation with me or m, 
officers. The statement that I received him with military honorsor salute:| 
the Filipino flag is absolutely false. 

He never treated Aguinaldo.as an ally except for the purposs 
of using him and his soldiers to ‘‘assist me in my operations 
against the Spaniards.” Well, who ever made fuller use of an 
ally in the world? Where was there ever acase?_ We might as 
well have claimed that in the Revolutionary war France was not 
an ally of the United States because we only used the French an: 
their armed forces and soldiers to assist us in operations against 
England. : 

But let us see, Mr. President, whether this is a fact. In the 
first place Admiral Dewey says he never saluted the flag of the 
Filipino republic. It is well known that shortly after Aguinaldo 
had organized his forces a flag was adopted; that a ship was do- 
nated by one of the wealthy Filipinos to the government; that 
upon it was placed a battery of guns, and that it was used in 
operations against the Spanish garrisons at different points. 

I looked up the question of a salute in the Century Dictionary, 
This is the definition of a salute: 

In the Army and Navy a compliment paid when ree or squadrons meet 
There are many modes of performing a salute, such as firing cannon or sia! 
arms, dipping colors, presenting arms, manning the yards, cheering, etc. 

Webster says: 

A token of respect or honor for a foreign vessel or flag by a discharg 
cannon, volleys of small arms, dipping the colors or the top sails, etc 

Johnson's Universal Cyclopedia gives about the same definition. 

I therefore wrote to Lieut. C. G. Calkins, who was on Dewey's 
ship in Manila Bay through the summer of 1898, one of the officers 
on Dewey's own vessel, and here is what he says about it: 

BRANCH HYDROGRAPHIC OFFIce, 
San Francisco, Cal., March 23, 1 

Dear Srr: In regard to salutes to the Philippine flag in Manila Bay 
elsewhere, I am satisfied that no regular naval salute was ever reudere: 
any vessel of Admiral Dewey's fleet. A naval salute involves the firing 
guns, and none of the vessels cruising under Aguinaldo’s authority had a 
saluting battery or made any attempt to offer a formal salute. 

The references to saluting in Filipino reports are pony due to the fact 
that their vessels in passing through our lines, as they were freely alloww! 
to do, dipped their colors, and the Olympia and other ships did the same in 
response. This might be called a salute by persons unacquainted with naval! 
routine. 

Very respectfully, 
eee C. G. CALKINS 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 
Senate of the United States, Washington, D. C. 

In other words, Mr. President, Admiral Dewey brands as 
unqualified falsehood the statement made by Aguinaldo and |y 
others that he saluted their flag; and when we look to the Century 
Dictionary, to Webster's Dictionary, or to Johnson’s Universa! 
Cyclopedia, we find that a salute may be dipping the colors; ani 
the executive officer of the Olympia says that they did dip their 
colors in response to the dipping of the colors of the Filipino ships 
as they passed by. 

Murat Halstead, who was one of the officers of the present A'l- 
ministration in the city of Manila, says in his book, The Story 
of the Philippines: 

The Philippine flag is oriental in cut and color, having red and blue bars— 
a white obtuse angle—the base to the staff, and a yellow moon with fantastic 
decorations occupying the field. This flag is one that Admiral Dewey salut«s 


with respect. 
Halstead was over there in an official capacity. He says that: 


On the 17th I was appointed to take charge of the duties performed by ' 
intendente general de ienda or minister of finance and all fiscal affairs 


Now, let us see how it was upon land. I have here a letter ad- 
dressed ‘‘To whom it may concern.” It is my ve by C. P, Van 
Houten, captain Company D, South Dakota Regiment, Unitec 
States Volunteers. He says: 


STATE HEADQUARTERS AMERICAN LEAGUE, 
Canton, S. Dak., February 8, 19%. 


an 


To whom it may concern: 

On or about the middle of oe 1898, the Philippine troops march e 
by the First South Dakota Regiment in columns of four, and the First Sout 
Dakota nt, through general orders, saluted the Philippine army |) 


acai : Cc. P. VAN HOUTEN, 
Ex Captain Company D, South Dakota Troops, United States Volunteers. 
H. E. GREENE, Sergeant. 


} 
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I have another: 


The Fifty-first Iowa Regiment saluted an armed body of insurgents near 
Calumpit during the stay of hostilities, and our men saluted the Filipino offi 
cers at Cavite. 

This is signed 

E. E. HAWKINS, 
Late Second Lieutenant Company B, First South Dakota Infantry. 


So it appears that we did salute the Filipino flag. It seemed to 
be very important on the part of the imperialists to show that 
such was not the fact. They seemed to think it absolutely neces- 
sary that it should not be established, because if they did salute 
the flag, if our officers helped arm them to fight the common 
enemy, they became our allies, and then in attacking them we 
attacked our allies. 

Mr. Schurman, one of these commissioners who went over 
there to negotiate with these people, makes the following state- 
ment: 

CORNELL UNIVERSITY, OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
Ithaca, N. Y., February 8, 1900. 


DEAR SENATOR Depew: I see, from page 1362 of the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
orp, that Senator PETTIGREW, speaking of myself, says: 

“The fact of the matter is that he tried to bribe the insurgents, as near as 
we can ascertain, and failed; but they would not take gold for peace.” 

Had this preposterous statement been made anywhere else I should not 
have paid any attention to it, but as it has been made in the Senate of the 
United States I desire to say to you that it is absolutely without foundation. 


Very truly, yours. 
. J. G. SCHURMAN. 
Hon. CHAUNCEY M. Depew, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Now, let us see whether it is without foundation or not. I go 
into this matter in detail, because I propose to show by the rec- 
ord that these men are not entitled to credit. Their statements 
will be used on the stump during the entire summer and fall. I 
quote from the Chicago Tribune of September 15, 1899, an inter- 
view purporting to be with Mr. Schurman, said to be authentic, 
never disputed except in this letter, which does not dispute the 
interview, but undertakes to dispute my statement that they 
undertook to bribe the insurgents: 


It is stated on authority that the Schurman Peace Commission offered 
every possible inducement short of absolute self-government to Aguinaldo 
and his followers. Aguinaldo was promised as the price of the restoration 
of peace in the Tagalo tribe a bonus of more than $5,0v0 a year while the Tag 
alos remained peaceful. He was told that he could chose men from his tribe 
for the minor municipal offices. 

The com on, it is asserted, went so far as to promise Aguinaldo the 
moral support of the United States Government, if such were needed, to 
make his leadership of the Tagalos thoroughly secure. 

With all these inducements, tempting as they must have been, Aguinaldo, 
as the recognized head of the insurgent movement, declined to yield. He 
insisted upon immediate self-government, and, as his insistence was so firm 
as to make an agreement impossible, the American commissioners ceased 
negotiations. 


I quote from an editorial in the Chicago Tribune of Septem- 
ber 21; 

President Schurman says Aguinaldo rejected with scorn an offer to take 
a salary of $5,000 and become governor of Tagals. 


I seems to me it is clearly proved that they did undertake to 
bribe the insurgents. Further, we all know they offered, and the 
offer is still open, $30 a gun for every arm they will surrender. 

Now, I am going to read from the only continuons, consecutive, 
and truthful, so far as I can ascertain, statement of affairs in the 
Philippines that has been published, and that is, the statement by 
Aguinaldo, giving a history of the Philippine revolt from its be- 
ginning up to last fall. It is the only consecutive statement we 
have. The Administration refuses to furnish one; has concealed 
the information, and has refused to send to us the facts which are 
in its possession. So far they have been unable to impeach this 
statement in any material particular, and it has been corroborated 
in very many particulars. Aguinaldo says that the flag of the 
Filipine republic was saluted. 

Ah! what a beautiful, inspiring. joyous sight that flag was, flutteringin the 
breeze from the Sopmeste of our vessels, side by side, as it were, with the 


ensigns of other and greater nations, among whose mighty war ships our lit- 


tle cruisers passed to and fro dipping their colors, the ensign of liberty and 
independence! 


* * * * . * * 
Admiral Roper said his reply to the French and German admirals was— 
with his know] and consent the Filipinos used that flag, and, apart from 


this, he was of opinion that in view of the courage and steadfastness of pur- 
pose displayed in the war against the Spaniards the Filipinos deserved the 
right to use their flag. 

Tam going to ask toplace in the Recorp asa partof my remarks, 
without reading, the report of Robert M. Collins, of the Associ- 
ated Press, in which he makes a statement in detail in response 
to the Associated Press managers of this country, with regard to 
the suppréssion of news and the total unreliability of Mr. Otis in 
his statements during the summer of 1899, last year. I will read 
the protest of the Manila correspondents, presented to Otis July 
¥ and cabled from Hongkong July 17, 189. 


The wu: sd, being all staff correspondents of American newspapers 
stationed at Manila, unite in the fullow ing statement: We believe that owing 
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to official dispatches from Manila made public in Washington the people of 
the United States have not received a correct impression of the situation in 
the Philippines, but that these dispatches have presented an ultra optimistic 
view that is not shared by the general officers in the field 

We believe the dispatches incorrectly represent the existing conditions 
among the Philippines in respect to dissension an? demoralization resulting 
from the American campaign and to the brigand character of their army 
_ We believe the dispatches err in the declaration that ** The situation is well 
in hand," and in the assumption that the insurrection can be speedily ended 
without a greatly increased force. ; 

We think the tenacity of the Filipino purpose has been underestimated, 
and that the statements are unfounded that volunteers are willing to enlist 
in further service. 

The censorship has compelled us to participate in this misrepresentation 
by existing or altering uncontroverted statements of facts on the plea, as 
General Otis stated, that “they would alarm the people at home,” or “have 
the people of the United States by the ears.” 

Specifications: Prohibition of hospital reports; suppression of full reports 
of field operations in the event of tailure; numbers of heat prostrations in the 
field; systematic minimization of naval operations, and suppression of com 
plete reports of the situation. 


ROBERT M. COLLINS, 
JOHN P. DUNNING, 
L. JONES, 
The Associated Press 
JOHN T. McCUTCHEON, 
HARRY ARMSTRONG, 
Chicago Record. 


OSCAR K. DAVIS, 
P. G. MCDONNELL, 
New York Sun, 


JOHN F. BASS, 
WILL DINWIDDIRE, 

New York Herald. 
D. KEANE, 
Scripps-McRae Assoctation, 
RICHARD LITTLE, 


Chicago Tribune. 


The Associated Press thereupon wrote to their correspondent 
in the Philippines to ascertain the truth of this statement, and 
Mr, Collins makes a reply which I ask to have printed in the 
RecorpD. I will read an extract from it: 


The censorship enforced during the war and before the beginning of it 
was, according to newspaper men who had worked in Janan, Turkey, Greece, 
Egypt, and Russia in war times, and in Cuba under the Weyler régime and 
during our war, so much more stringent than any hitherto attempted that 
we were astonished that the American authorities should countenance it, 
and were confident that public opinion would be overwhelmingly against it 
if its methods and purposes became known. 


E 


Here, then, wasacensorship of the press more thorough than that 
practiced by any despotic nation in the world, according to these 
newspapers correspondents, and yet we are asked to believe every 
thing that Mr, Otis says: 


sut when General Otis came down in the frank admission that it was not 
intended so much to prevent the newspapers from giving information and 
assistance to the enemy (the legitimate function, and, according to our view, 
the only legitimate one of a censorship), but to keep the knowledge of con 
ditions here from the public at home, and when the censor had repeatedly 
told us, in ruling out plain statements of undisputed facts, ‘** My instructions 
are to let nothing eo that can hurt the Administration,’ we concluded that 
protest was justifiable. 

* * * * * . * 

In this way the entire American press was made the personal organ of 
Otis. We were compelled to send nothing but the official view of all events 
and conditions, even when the official view controverted the opinions of the 
great mass of the officers in the field and of intelligent residents and was a 
falsification of events which passed before our eyes. In this way every fight 
became a glorious American victory, even though everyone in the army 
knew it to Eave been substantially a failure, and we were drilled into writing 
quite mechanically wholly ridiculous estimates of the number of Filipinos 
killed, knowing that if we wrote any other description than the sort being 
telegraphed to the War Department our work would be wasted. 


For this sort of work Mr, Otis is to be promoted. I will not 
read more of this report, but I desire, as I said before, to have it 
printed as a part of my remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


WORKINGS OF OTIS'S CENSORSHIP. 


The following is the letter to the general manager of the Associated Press 
from the correspondent in the Philippines, called forth by a request for an 
explanation of his reason for signing the protest of the correspondents against 
the censorship. It was written for the information of the general manager 
of the Associated Press: 


MANILA, P. L,, July 30, 1399. 
MELVILLE E. Strong, Esq., 
General Manager the Associated Press, Chicago, U. S. A 

My Dgar Mr. Stone: Your request for a detailed record of all circum- 
stances leading to the statement cabled to the newspapers by all the corre 
spondents in Maunilais just received. In the beginning, it should be explained 
that the correspondents had the question of taking some united action to se- 
cure the right to send the facts about the war, or, failing in that, to explain 
to our papers and the public why we were not telling the facts two months 
before the cablegram was released. ‘ 

The censorship enforced during the warand before the beginning of it was, 
according to newspaper men who had worked in Japan, Turkey, Greece, 
Egypt, and Russia in war times, and in Cuba under the Weyler regime and 
during our war, so much more stringent than any hitherto attempted that 
we were astonished that the American authorities should countenance it 
and were confident that public opinion would be overwhelmingly against it 
if its methods and purposes became known. 

For along time we submitted to the censorship because of appeal to our 
patriotism and a feeling that we might be accused of a lack thereot if we made 
any trouble for the American authorities here. 

But when General Otis came down in the frank admission that it was not 
intended so much to prevent the newspapers from giving information and 
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assistance to the enemy (the legitimate function and, according to our view, 
the only legitimate one of a censorship), but to keep the knowledge of condi- 
tions here from the public at home; and when the censor had repeatedly told 
us, in ruling out plain statements of Sees facts, “ My instructions are 
to let nothing go that can hurt the Administration,’’ we concluded that pro- 
test was justifiable. 

Otis had gained the idea from the long submission by newspaper men to 
his dictation that it was a part of the Governor-General to direct the news- 
papsr correspondents as he did his officers. Much of the censorship was 
concucted by him personally, the censorsending a correspondent to the Gen- 
eral with any dispatch about which he had doubts. The process of passing 
am 28sage was identical with the correction of a composition by a schoolmas- 
ter, Otis or the censor striking out what displeased him and inserting what 
he thought should be said, or, what came to the same thing, telling the cor- 
resj ondent he must say certain things if his story was to go. 

lu this way the entire American press was made the personal organ of 
Otis; we were compelled to send nothing but the official view of all events 
and conditions, even when the official view controverted the opinions of the 
great mass of the officers in the fiei. and of intelligent residents and was a 
falsification of events which passed before our eyes. In this way every fight 
became a glorious American victory, even though everyone in the army 
knew it to have been substantially a failure, and we were drilled into writing 
quite mechanically wholly ridiculous estimates of the numbers of Filipinos 
killed, knowing that if we wrote any other description than the sort being 
telegraphed to the War Department our work would be wasted. 

Repeated appeals made by all the correspondents to their papers tosecure 
change in censorship methods had been fruitless, and as conditions steadily 
grew worse and failure was piled upon failure while we were sending rose 
colored pictures of successfal war and inhabitants flocking to the American 
standard, the repeated suggestions of correspondents that “we must do 
something’ resulted in a formal meeting. 

All were agreed that their work was being made a farce; the papers were 
wasting money in keeping them there, that Otis might as well detail some of 
his own clerks to dothe work. Each had his own idea of whatshould be done. 
I proposed they protest to the President against the censorship, with the re- 
quest that all matter should be passed except military movements which 
would assist the enemy, and I thought it had better be signed by the names 
of the organizationsand epee represented than by our names, because their 
display might be construed into a desire for personal advertisement. The 
others thought we should send a statement of the conditions, with an expla- 
nation to the public why our reports had been so misleading. 

On comparing notes we found that we had among us learned the views of 
all *»e American generals and most of the other prominent men in Manila 
wh¢® opinions were worth consideration, and that there was a practical 
unanimity of opinions of the situation. The dispatch prepared was an 
epitome of those opinions. These men had told us continually that our re- 
ports were misleading the people at home, and that it was our duty to tell 
them how affairs were going; indeed, the pressure upon us to “tell the 
truth” from Army officers of high rank and men of all classes has been 
omens tremendous, and we have been accused of cowardice and all sorts 
of things. 

Before taking any steps we concluded to talk with Otis, and he made vague 
promises of greater liberality in the censorship, as he had done before, and 
assured us, as he had done times innumerable since the beginning of the war, 
that the insurrection was on the verge of collapse; that he was about to 
ndminister the final blow, and that he knew these things from invaluable 
private sources, which would be absolutely convincing if he was at liberty 
to reveal them to us. 

Then followed a month of history repeating itself. Before the movement 
of Antipolo, Taypay, and Morong we were told that it must inevitably result 
in the capture and destruction of Pilar’s army of 2,000 or 8,000men; then the 
same predictions were made of the movement to the south of Cavite Prov- 
ince; next, the collapse was about to come through the surrender of General 
Trias, who would bring over his army. 

About the middle of June I wrote a conservative review to the effect that 
everyone here was convinced that it would be impossible to end the war dur- 
ing the rainy season and for some time thereafter, unless heavy reenforce- 
ments were sent. 

The censor’s comment (J made note of it) was: “Of course we all know 
that we are in a terrible mess out here, but we do not want the poome to get 
excitedabout it. If you fellows will only keep quiet now, we will pull through 
in time without any fuss at home.” 

He took the story to General Otis, who said: “Tell Collins that if he will 
hold that for a week or ten days, he will thank me for not letting him send 
it,” and when I went to see ae the same old story about the insur- 
rection going to pieces, and hin so pertentousty about having wonderful 
things up his sleeve that I almost believed him in the face of past experiences 
of the same sort. The other men had practically the same experience, each 
one trying to get through a story of how matters stood at the beginning of 
the rainy season, then on. 

So, after waiting a month for the General's predictions to materialize, we 
decided to send the statement we had framed without changing it, as the 
conditions had not chan since it was written. Its form was not what I 
wanted, because I thought a correspondent of the Associated Press should 
not assume to give his own views upon any question; but, on the other hand, 
it was that or nothing. The views were not our personal views, but the views 
of Lawton, MacArthur, Funston, Wheaton, et al.,and we could not be accused 
of prejudice against the Administration, because the strongest Administration 
organ in the country was committed to the plan; and, moreover, the attempt 
to hold the newspapers by the throat was so unusual that unusual action 
seemed to be justified and demanded. 

Asa matter of form, we took the message to the censor. His commert 
was practically the same that he had made on my mes . He did not ques- 
tion the accuracy of the statement of conditions, but said: “This is just the 
sort of matter the censorship is intended to suppress." He, of course, took it 
to Otis, who in turn senta oaeaaer requesting Davis, of the New York Sun, 
to go and sea him, doubtless thinking that as he had treated the Sun as his 
organ, and its correspondents being under o ons to him for special 
favors, he could work them ore up the plan. Thompson said he ( mp- 
son) thought Collins and M tcheon should go also, as their views had 
a ways aoe conservative, etc. A committee was chosen—Davis, McCutcheon, 

ss, and I. 

When we were ushered into Otis’s room he said with some anger: “‘Gen- 
tlemen, you have served an extraordinary paper upon me. You accuse me 
of falsehood. This constitutes a conspiracy the Government. I will 
have you tfied by a general court-martial let you choose the judges.” 
We knew from experience with threats to “Put you off the island” that 
there was nothing to be frightened about, and also knew that all the officers 
who would be on a court-martial would know we told the truth. 

Three hours of encsodinaty puma talk followed. The did_ not con- 
tradict our statements that pu of the ce 
facts from the public, but said that w we wanted was to have the people 
stirred up and make sensations for the papers. We told him that there had 
never been any su furnishing more good material for sensations than 
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this war, and that he”should be exceedingly grateful to the papers for hia; 
dling it so temperately. i 

In that connection we reminded him that the stories of looting tn soldi, 
letters home had been little, if any, exaggerated. Davis and Bass told | 
they had personally seen our soldiers bayoneting the wounded, and | 
minded him that the cutting off of the ears of two American soldiers at 
marinas had been merely retaliation for similar mutilations of dead Fj}j) 
by the Americans. (Noone could possibly teil stronger stories of the }«: 
and blackmailing by our soldiers than Otis has told, although he char, 
all to the volunteers. ) 

We told him that we had refrained from sending these things and ot} 
of similar nature because we did not wish to make sensations. We told 
that the censorship was purely for the purpose of giving the impres: 
home that everything was lovely here, otherwise he would suppress thx 
papers, which print all sorts of clippings from the American papers, den: 
ing the Administration, and which keep the enemy posted on the positi 
every company in our Army aud even give advance notice of inte 
movements. 

Dealing with the specifications, we said that the hospital officers ref 
to give us any information as to the number of sick, on the ground t} 
had instructed them to withhold such facts from the papers; also that } 
reported to Washington a percentage of 7} sick when the surgeons ; 
that from 20 to 30 per cent of the command was sick; that not more t] 
per cent of some regiments were fit for duty, and that the hospital for. 
entirely inadequate, as we!l as the hospital room, so that they were com) 
to discharge hundreds of men who were really sick to make room for ; 
urgent cases. 

His reply was that the hospitals were full of perfectly weli men who 
shirking and should be turned out. Tosend home figures of the num!) 
hospitels would be entirely misleading. 

We reminded him that while he had been reporting to Washingtor 
“the volunteers will render willing service until relieved,” the same \ 
teers were sending regimental petitions to the governors of their Stat. 
use every influence tosecure their recall; that some regiments had petit 
him to relieve them from duty; that the members of various regiment 
at certain stages of the war been in a frame of mind closely resemblin 
tiny; that the members of the Third Artillery, who had enlisted for th 
ue h Seem, had threatened to stack their guns on the 4th of July unk 
charged. 

In the matter of prejudice against the Navy, it was stated on the part of 
the correspondents that all were compelled to change their accounts 
taking of lloilo to make it appear that the Army had done the work \ 
immaterial assistance from the war ships, and that only a few house 
burned. The unquestioned facts, told in the original stories, were that ' 
soldiers did not land until three hours after the marines had raised th 
and chased the insurgents out. 

General Otis explained that the Navy was so anxious for glory that i! 
obeyed instructions by nating before the proper time, etc., although tl. 
respondents would not have been permitted to send that explanati 
they known it, and were forced to give an entirely false account of w! 
curred. The fact is questioned by no one that almost all of the bu 
quarter and much of the other sections were burned. 

I reminded him that two stories by Dunning describing the work of | 
Navyin patrolling the coast and taking prizes were “ killed’ without re: 
and the others agreed that the entire attitude of the censorship toward | 
Navy has been one of prejudice and discrimination. There seemed to be 
childish fear that the Navy would get some advertising. Thecensor ani \) 
himself always made us refer to the gunboats operated by Captain Grant 
as “Army gunboats,” in their eagerness to keep the Navy from getting any 
credit not its due. 

Regarding the pronase of the reports of field operations which \ 
failures, we told the General that the whole purpose of most of the im} 
moyements, beginning with the advance from La Loma Church in 
had been to round up and capture or force the surrender of various diy 
of the Filipino army; that all of them had failed to accomplish this, 5 
had been obliged to represent that Otis was accomplishing just what ! 
tended and winning a series of glorious successes and administering n 
of final crushing blows. 

Otis isa hard man to argue with or to pin down to any definite pr 
tion, and his explanation of the failure of Hall's expedition the first w 
June was characteristic. He said: “But how could we capture thei 
they were not there? Theyall got out thenight before we started, and t 
were not 2,000 we found, but only 600.” 

We rehearsed in detail the objections to the censorship, which I have 
lined in the beginning of this letter. There was no question of the fact 
be had not allowed us to send full reports of the conditions here unless t 
reports were reflections of his own views. We asked that when there wo! 
diiferent views held by people whose opinions were worthy of consider: 
we should be allowed toexplain the various views and phases of the qui 
instead of echoing his opinions as though they were rock-ribbed and 
peachable facts. 

Davis said: ** When I returned to Manila, I asked what I would be | 
mitted to send, and you told me all facts, news about military operations not 
helpful to the enemy, and my opinions as opinions." All of the committce 
agreed that the fulfillment of that rule would be satisfactory, and Idisclain 
any desire to send my personal opinions for the Associated Press. Genvral 
Bates was present throughout the interview. At the close General (t's 
suena to him and asked, ** What would you do with these gentlemen, (icn- 
eral?” 

Bates promptly replied: ‘I would do what I said.” 

* Court-martial them?” Otis asked. : 

“No, let them send what you promised, the facts, and opinions a 
ions.”’ Bates said. 

The next morning Otis sent for Davis and tried to talk him over. Amo! 
other things he complained that he did not clearly understand wha! 
wanted. ishing to give him a chance to establish a reasonable censors 
we sent another committee with a written request that we be allow: 
send all facts not useful to the enemy and describe the different views «" ‘ 
situation when it was open todifferences of opinion. Thecommittee thra~ 
over the same ground several hours, and the result was a statement inc’ 
that we might send anything which in his opinion was “ not prejudici«: \ 
the interests of the United States.” 

That did not change our tion in the least, because he had always 
strued as damaging to the Government any mney tending to carry the 5! 
est inference that his acts and policies were not entirely successful an! 
dorsed by the wholearmy. He also appointed a new censor, althoug! “o 
had told him that would not be the slightest relief unless the syste™ \ 
changed, and he promised to keep the censor fully posted on all events, ‘! 
arrangement which he has not carried into execution. a 

There were two or three days of improvement and ter liberality 2 
the censorship; then it drop into the old rut. One of our complaints hed 
been that Otis himself was practically the censor; that whenever we |T 
sented stories which the censor had doubts concerning the policy of, or des! 
ing with matters he was ignorant of, he would send us to Otis, and we often 
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wasted hours waiting in an anteroom and then perhaps were unable to se- 
cure an audience. We asked him to give the censor exclusive jurisdiction in 
the field and keep him posted on all events, giving him access to official re- 
ports from the front. This he declared would be impossible. Therefore we 
sent the telegram. ; 

General Otis had complained of the language as an accusation of deliberate 
falsehood. We assured him we had no intention of conveying the idea that 
he had reported to Washington anything he did not believe to be true, and 
we softened the language to avoid the possibility of any such construction. 
He also said that the War Department had made public only the more opti- 
mistic of his reports, and we amended the dispatch to make plain that we re- 
ferred only to those reports which the Department had given out. Ll inclose 
a copy of the original version. 

We were entirely ignorant when we sent the message that something like 
an agitation against the policy in the Philippines was then afoot in America. 
So far as I can learn our action met the entire approval of everyone in Ma- 
nila except Otis and the members of his personal staff who would feel bound 
to support him under any conditions. 

The position of the newspaper correspondents here is, as it has been from 
tho beginning, most difficult. 

Otis had ciosed to us every pene source of information. Only yester- 
day when I attempted to send a report of the bombardment of Paete, the 
truthfulness of which was unquestioned, he immediately sent for Lawton, 
and demanded to know how it had been made public, and told Lawton to 
jamp on the members of his staff. 

Such strict orders against talking to newspaper men have been repeatedly 
issued that when we go about headquarters the officers avoid us as though 
we had smallpox, because they are afraid to be seen talking with us. Otis 
refuses to give us passes to go about the city after the closing hour (8.30) 
although such passes are given to the reporters on local papers and to busi 
ness men of all nationalities, even Filipinos. All of the privileges extended 
to newspaper men in Cuba, like the privilege of the Government telegraph 
wires and access to telegram; from the front which are not of a confidential 
nature, are denied us. Itisimpossible to maintain any system of correspond- 
ence from Iloilo and the other islands except by mail, as the officials in those 
places, under orders from headquarters, exercise a censorship practically 
prohibitive over the cable. 

Instances of the suppression of news to prove that the sole intent of the 
authorities is to suppress accounts of the real situation here could be multi- 
plied if it was necessary, but_the repeated assertions of the censor that he 
was instructed to permit nothing to go of a political nature—nothing that 
could reflect upon the Army or ‘‘create a bad impression at home’’—leaves 
no doubt on that point. Such items as courts-martial have been ruled out, 
with the explanation: ‘‘I am here to protect the honor of the Army.” 

Recently I filed what I thought a most inoffensive statement that the busi 
ness men who had appeared before the commission had advocated the reten- 
tion of the existing silver system of currency. The censor said: “I ought 
not tolet that go. That would bea lift for Bryan. My instructions are to 
shut off everything that could hurt McKinley's Administration. Thatis free 
silver.” I explained that the silver system here was not 16 tol, and with 
seeming reluctance he O. K.’d the item. 

The charge that we cared for nothing but to make sensations for our pa- 
pers is most unjust, for I doubt if ever a body of newspaper men were more 
conservative in the presence of unlimited provocation for sensationalism. 
There have been three or four instances which | now recall of conduct by our 
soldiers resembling the episode of the Seventy-first New York in-Cuba, 
which were matters of common knowledge here, and which none of us has 
attempted to cable nor desired to. 

There has been, according to Otis lkimself and the personal knowledge of 
everyone here, a perfect orgy of looting and wanton destruction of property 
. and most aero blackmailing of the natives and Chinamen in Manila, 

and various incidents like the shooting down of several Filipinos for attempt- 
ing to runfrom arrest at a cock fight, not to mention courts-martial of offi- 
cers for cowardice, and the dismissal of General —— for potting hopelessly 
drunk on the eve of two important battles—all of which the correspondents 
have left untouched by common consent. 

Also, there are the usual number of Army scendals and intrigues whicn 
we have not aired, foremost among them the fact—it is universally consid- 
ered a fact in the Army—that Otis is deeply prejudiced against and jealous 
of Lawton, and has done everythingin his power to keep Lawton in the back- 
ground and prevent him from makinga reputation. 

As a correspondent of the Associated Press, I am supposed to have no 
opinion, but in writing of events like this war one must necessarily, to con- 
vey any idea of the trend of affairs, go somewhat into the field of description 
of conditions, etc., which are in the final analysis matters of opinion. In do- 
ing so I have endeavored be to reflect the views of the great majority 
of well-informed people. Whether I have done so correctly you can easily 
judge by referring to the stories I sent “via Hon ae soon after my ar- 
rival and afterwards (one on the 7th of Ape say. that notwithstanding 
the aaeeno official view the war was likely to be a long one and that 
100,000 men would be needed to end it). You will notice also that the tone of 
the Hongkong dispatches was decidedly different from those sent from 
Manila direct. The only time General Otis has given us any freedom was 
during his row with Schurman over the peace negotiations, when (by insin- 
uation and those mien diplomatic methods which public men seem to 
think newspaper men do not see through) he was encouraging us to roast 
Schurman and take his side. 

The secret of the whole trouble here is that the Government has left a 
small man to deal with the most delicate problems, requiring broad states- 
@anship. Everyone agrees that Otis is honest, and that counts for much in 
& position affording such chances for dishonesty, but everybody agrees also, 
with most remarkable unanimity, that he has bungled affairs from the begin- 
ning; that the war might have been avoided by tact,and might have been 
ended before now by some other plan of campaign than slashing aimlessly 
about, taking a town to-day, deserting it to-morrow, retaking it the next 
week—and by diplomacy. 

The Hongkong press, which has always championed the American side of 
the Philippine question, reflects the feeling of most people here in an edi- 
torial inning: “It is not difficult to imagine the disgust and indignation 
that would be felt and expressed in the United States when once the country 
awoke tothe real condition of affairs in the Philippines. There has been 
mismanagement of the grossest description.” 

I the otiquette of officialdom might permit Dewey and Schurman to 
speak to McKinley and the public concerning Otis as freely as they have to 
newspaper men. Those two are the only men of the caliber of statesmen the 
Government has sent here, and Schurman has the college professor's weak- 
ness of believing that all other men, including Malays, were as sincere in 
what they said as himself. 

Otis is a bureaucrat who never leaves his desk, has never seen his soldiers 
in the field, and insists upon managing both the civil and military branches 
of the government, ae either one would fully occupy an able man, be- 
cause he trusts no one but himself, and witha] has a faculty for antagonizing 
everyone with whom he has to deal, as he has antagonized the newspaper 


Very truly, yours, ROBERT M, COLLINS. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, we have befure us a bill to 
continue the authority which the President has been heretofore 
exercising until the revolt in the Philippines is suppressed: 


A bill (8. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrection in, and to the 
government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States 
by the treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Hou 


of Re pre sentatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled. 


That when all insurrection against the 









sovereignty and authority of the United States in the Philippine inds, ac 
quired from Spain by the treaty concluded at Paris on the lth day of Decem 
ber, 1898, shall have been completely suppressed by the military and naval 
forces of the United States, all military, civil, and judicial powers necessary 
to govern the said islands shall, until otherwise provided by Congress, be 
vested in such person and persons, and shall be exercised in such manner as 
the President of the United States shall direct for maintaining and protect 
ing the inhabitants of said islands in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 


property, and religion. 


And this, after a six months’ session of Congress, is all that the 
Administration offers in this connection. We are told that when 
all resistance is suppressed the President is to govern the Philip- 
pine Islands as an emperor (without restraint, without advice, 
absolute despotic power enforced by an army) would govern his 
empire. We are asked to vest in him authority greater than that 
enjoyed to-day by any other person ruling over any other people 
on the face of the globe. Yet, while this bill when it was intro- 
duced was undoubtedly the policy of the Administration, it ap- 
pears that it has now been abandoned, and the intention is that 
Congress shall adjourn and that nothing will be done. I read in 
the morning paper what purports to be an interview sent back 
from Manila by Judge Taft, of the new peace commission which 
we have sent to the Orient. He says: 

Iam surprised that Manila has not received news regarding tke 


~ . 
’ , Spooner 
bill, a measure calculated to help us greatly in our work here 


In other words, when Mr. Taft sailed for the Philippines the 
programme evidently was to pass the Spooner bill and make him 
the civil governor, or rather the despot, of the Philippine Islands 
with all power in his hands; and he is surprised that the news 
has not reached Manila of the Spooner bill. Why? Because the 
Administration has changed its policy and there is no purpose or 
intention on the part of the party in power to pass this measure, 

It is said that we are encouraging the Filipinos by discussing 
this question. Mr, President, I hope my voice will never be raised 
except in encouragement of every aggregation of people through- 
out the world of every race who are struggling for independence, 
I care not what color or where they live, who are striving to es- 
tablish a government based upon the principles of our Constitu- 
tion and our Declaration of yp x ree ge 

Mr. President, I offered the following amendment as a substi- 
tute for the bill introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin, which 
I present as embodying what I think ought to be done in this con- 
nection: 

That all hostile demonstrations on the part of the armed forces of tho 
United States in the F pouppene Islands shall at once cease, and that we offer 
to the people of said islands self-government based upon the principles of 
our Constitution and the Declaration of Independence, and that negotiation 
on this basis be at once opened with the existing native government for aset 
tlement of a)l differences, with a view to the speedy withdrawal of our armed 
forces, and that fullauthority is vested in the President of the United States 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 


I propose that we shall cease all armed hostile demonstration 
against the people of those islands, that we shall negotiate with 
them and at once to set up a government patterned after our own, 
after the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the 
United States, 

It is said on the part of the imperialists in this body that by 
advocating this course we are giving aid, comfort, and encourage- 
ment to the enemiesof ourcountry. ThisIdeny. Mr. President, 
the people of the Philippines are not the enemies of my country. 
What have they done to us that we can charge them with being 
the enemies of the people of the United States? They joined us 
in a contest to drive Spain from the Philippine Islands. They 
were our allies and fought by our side. They took 9,000 Spanish 
prisoners, They laid down their lives in great numbers in order 
to fight a common foe. They captured the entire Spanish garri- 
sons in the Philippine Islands, except in the city of Manila, and 
invested that so that the Spaniards were unable to escape. What 
have they done tous? Nothing but resist aggression, nothing but 
combat our forces attacking them and undertaking to destroy 
their liberties. If we would cease hostile demonstration against 
the people of the Philippines, do you think they would attack u 
Do you believe for one moment there would be any difficulty in 


establishing the mostcordial and friendly relations? Why should 
we go on with this war of conquest? 

Have we any other title to these islands than conquest? It is 
true that our opponents dispute upon that question. Some of 


them say that we acquired title by purchase. [| think that is the 
view of the Administration; I think that was the view of the 
Senator from Wisconsin; but others who undertake to justily this 
course of aggression claim that we acquired title by conquest, 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator from South Dakota per- 
mit me to interrupt him? I think he misunderstood the position 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. He expressly denied that the 
Government acquired the Philippines by purchase. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does hecontend that we acquired them by | 
con juest; 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Thatis as I understand the Senator's posi- 
tion; at least, he disclaimed the proposition that we acquired them 
by purchase. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think he was perfectly right in disclaim- 


ing the proposition that we acquired them by purchase; and if | 
that is the case, and I presume the Senator from Indiana is right, 


| 


1 accept the correction, I will read from Kent's Commentaries, 
volume 1, page 177: 


With respect to the cession of places or territories by a treaty of peace, 
though the treaty operates from the making of it, it is apetneme of public 
law that the national character of the place agreed to be surrendered by 
treaty continues as it was under the character of the ceding country until 
it be actually transferred. Full sovereignty can not be held to have passed 
by the mere words of the treaty without actual delivery. To complete the 
right of property, the right to the thing and the possession of the thing must 
beunited. Thisisa necessary principle in the law of property in all systems 
of jurisprudence. * * * his general law of property applies to the right 
of territory no less than to other rights. 

I read also from a treatise on international law, by Mr. Baker, 
published recently in Boston by Little, Brown & Co.: 

In modern times sales and transfers of national territory to another power 
can only be made by treaty or some solemn act of the sovereign authority of 
the state. And such transfers of territory do not include the allegiance of 
its inhabitants without their consent, express or implied. 

At page 355 the same author says: 

The rule of public law with respect to the allegiance of the inhabitants of 
a conquered territory is, therefore,no longer to be interpreted as meaning 
that it is absolutely and unconditionally acquired by conquest, or transferred 
and handed over by treaty asa thing assignable by contract and without the 
assent of the subject. 

On the contrary, the express or implied assent of the subject is now re- 
garded as essential to a complete new allegiance. 

What are the facts in regard to the Philippines? We could not 
purchase title unless they could deliver possession of the property 
purchased. The facts are simply these: When we decided to at- 
tack Spain, when Dewey was ordered to sail from Hongkong and 
to destroy the Spanish fleet, a rebellion was going on in the Phil- 
ippine icente. The inhabitants of those islands were trying to 
throw off the Spanish yoke. Knowing that at Singapore there 
was a man the most capable among the Filipinos who led a former 
revolt, our officers in the East induced this man to go back to 
Manila and organize the insurgent forces. Aguinaldo arrived on | 
the 17th day of May,1898. Heimmediately organized the insurgent 
forces. He purchased arms in Hongkong. Admiral Dewey fur- 
nished him with arms taken from the Spanish forces, and he at- 
tacked the Spanish garrisons all over the province of Cavite and 
secured arms from his prisoners. He pursued this course during 
the summer of 1898, until he had captured the entire island of 
Luzon except two Spanish garrisons, very small ones, and before 
winter he captured those. Dewey in his —— says his progress 
was wonderful. He took 9,000 prisoners. After having captured 
the entire island he set up a government, which was a peaceful 
government, a government suitable to those people, a government 
which protected life and property throughout the entire area of 
that country. He also captured the southern islands, the island 
of Panay, of Cebu, and Negros, and organized governments there, 

He assembled an army of 30,000 men and surrounded Manila. 
His army was intrenched. He invested the city on the land side, 
while our Navy blockaded the port on the ocean side. We acted 
in absolute concert with each other, consulted together, and when 
Manila was finally taken our troops landed, asking the insurgents 
to give up about a quarter of a mile of their trenches. They 
marched out and allowed our troops to occupy a portion of their 
works. They believed that they were to act in concert with us in 
the attack upon Manila. When the attack was ordered, their 
troops marched into the city along with ours. They took the 
principal suburbs of Manila. We took and occupied the walled 
city. When they came to the walled city, which contained less 
than one-fifth of the population of the city of Manila, they found 
our bayonets turned against them. They were told that they 
could not enter. They had lost thousands of lives in their con- 
test with Spain. They were in possession of that entire country, 
and yet, although in the assault upon the city of Manila they had 
lost more men than we did, they were denied admittance to the 
city, and they yielded and occupied the suburbs for some time. 

Finally we requested that they retire from the suburbs, and 
they retired. Aguinaldoasked that he might be permitted to retire 
slowly, as it was difficult to govern his people and convince them 
that it was right that they should surrender ion of territory 
which they had conquered and for which many of their comrades 
had laid down their lives. He also asked that in case we made a | 
treaty with Spain the territory which he had conquered should be | 
restored to him, and this we refused. So we did not conquer the | 
islands from Spain, for Spain had been conquered and driven out 
by the government of Aguinaldo. We had simply helped to take 
the city of Manila. Therefore we took no title by conquest from | 
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Spain, for at the time of making the treaty with Spain we had no: 
conquered any territory from her. 

We did not acquire title by purchase, because title by purchas 
requires delivery of possession; and as Spain was not in possessi« 
she could not and did not deliver the islands tous. By wha: 
right, then, are we there? By no right in morals or law: by » 
right that can be defended before God or man. We are there », 
conquerors, we are there as the armed banditti would enter yo 
premises in daytime, and we have no better right to be there t}), 
the bandit has to enter and despoil your home. 

if our title is by conquest, then it is as yet incomplete. If o 
title is by conquest, we did not acquire it from Spain, and j 
nearly two years since the war with Spain ceased, and yet + 
conquest is in progress. 

In October he was again asked to 
was again asked to retire his troops beyond not only the city 
Manila, but the adjoining towns. Then hecalled the attention 
General Otis to the fact that the towns which Otis desired him {5 
surrender were not a part of Manila—you will find it on pages 2) 
and 21 of General Otis’s report. General Otis said, “ You are 
right; the territory which I now demand I can not find as ey- 
braced in thecity of Manila or its suburbs; but,” he said, ‘ta; 
makes no difterence; I insist upon the possession of the territory 
anyway.” Soour lines were pushed out constantly, creating irri- 

of the Filipinos in the harbo 


tation and bad feeling. 

Finally Dewey seized the ae 
Was not that an act of war? hy talk longer about who com- 
menced the war in the Philippines, when in October we seized 
the vessels of our allies—and they were vessels of war—dismisse{ 
the men who manned them, took down the Filipino flag and re- 
moved it from the sea? 

On the 24th of November Otis again wrote to Aguinaldo saying 
that he must retire beyond the village of Santa Mesa, and that if 
he did not he would attack him. On the 2ist of December the 
President sent a proclamation to be published in the Philippines 
telling the inhabitants that the United States had assumed sovy- 
ereignty over the islands—a proclamation which was a ‘clear 
declaration of war—a declaration that we would extend our mil- 
itary control then existing in the city of Manila throughout the 
entire area of the group. 

This proclamation was published in the Philippines on the 4th of 
January, 1899. Of what necessity, I say, Mr. President, is there 
for trying to ascertain who commenced the war, when it is demon- 
strated that we seized their ships in October, when we drove them 
beyond the territorial limits of the city of Manila, the only coun- 
try we had occupied or had a right to occupy under the protocol 
with Spain, when we on the 4th day of February attacked their 
forces and fired the first and the second shot, and killed three 
of their people? I say of what use is it to try to contend that 
those people began the war. And after that, on the 5th day of 
February, the day after hostilities were inaugurated, Aguinaldo 
asked to have hostilities cease, and said that he had no notion of 
making an attack upon our people and had not doneso. Th: 
reply was that, fighting having once commenced, it should go on 
to the grim end. 

I say under these circumstances we are precluded from taking 
any other position than that we betrayed and attacked an ally: 
that we are now undertaking to conquer an unwilling people. and 
that the only honest and honorable course for us to pursue is to 
withdraw our armed forces and negotiate with the Filipinos for 
the establishment of a government. 

To-day our army occupies a few towns. Out of the 1,100 vil- 
lages in the Philippines having more than 2,000 people we occupy, 
according to the Army reports, less than one-fourth. We occupy 
to-day and hold possession simply of the territory upon whic! 's 
planted the feet of our soldiers, and beyond the range of their 
guns we have no possession whatever. Those people are furms!- 
ing their own government and are pursuing the peaceful cours: 
life described by the twoofficers of the Navy who traveled throus 
the islands in the summer of 1898, 

Mr. President, I am laboring under some difficalty, and w) 
therefore finish my remarks to-morrow. I will yield the floor. 


CLAIMS FOR PROPERTY TAKEN BY MILITARY FORCES. 


Mr. TURLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H, R. 1136) for the relief of parties 
property taken from them by military forces of the United 511 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is too important a bill to be conside! 
now. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and te 
bill goes to the Calendar. 

BATTLE MONUMENT IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BUTLER and others addressed the Chair. : 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. BuTLER] had a bill which was nearly completed whet 
6 o'clock arrived. That Senator will be recognized. 


ive up more territory, Le 


i 


l 





1900. 


— 





Mr. BUTLER. Thebill had been read, and we had just reached 
the amendment of the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill was objected to just before the recess. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; it was not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask for the Calendar number. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is the bill (S. 2270) appropriating $10,000 to 
inclose and beautify the monument on the Moores Creek battle- 
field, North Carolina. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iask for the Calendar number. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That isa bill to expend public funds upon a 
lot owned by the State of North Carolina, and I object to it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pill goes to the Calendar. 


DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 11650) relating to certain railway corporations owning or 
operating street railways in the District of Columbia. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It provides that the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Com- 


pany, the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of Colum- | 


bia, the Capital Railway Company, the City and Suburban Rail- 
way Company, the Columbia Railway Company, the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Company, the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company of the District of Columbia, and the Washington and 


Great Falls Electric Railway Company may, under the authority | 


of this act, and the Washington and Rockville Railway Company, 
the Washington, Woodside and Forest Glen Railway and Power 


Company, and the Washington and Glen Echo Railroad Company | 


may also, if not inconsistent with the laws of Maryland, from 


time to time, by their respective boards of directors, enter into | 


contracts With each other, or with any of the others, for the use 
of their respective roads or routes, or any part thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSHUA BISHOP, 


Mr. McCENERY. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 2322) for the relief of Joshua Bishop. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It refers to the Court of Claims the claim of Joshua Bishop 
for alleged items of pay due and unpaid to him for services as a 
lieutenant-commander, United States Navy, between the dates of 
September 13, 1867, and March 9, 1871. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS FOR MILITIA, 


Mr.SEWELL. Iask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 9510) to 
amend section 1 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 
1887, entitled ‘‘An.act to amend section 1661 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, making an annual appropriation to provide arms and equip- 
ments for the militia.” 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It — and reenacts section 1 of the act referred to so as to 
read: 


That the sum of $1,000,000 is hereby annually appropriated, to be paid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose 
of providing arms, ordnance stores, quartermaster stores, and camp equi- 
page for issue to the militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISSUANCE OF BONDS IN TERRITORIES, 


Mr. HEITFELD. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4075) to amend an act to prohibit the 
passage of ial or local laws in the Territories, to limit the Ter- 
ritorial indebtedness, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read again for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with 
an amendment, in line 10, page 2, after the word “given,” tostrike 
out the words ‘at least” and insert ‘‘ not more than sixty nor less 
than; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved July 13, 1886, enti- 
tled “An act to prohibit the passage of local or special laws of the Territories 
of the United States, to limit Territorial indebtedness, and for other pur- 
poses," is hereby amended so as to permit, authorize, and | the issu- 
ance of bonds by chartered municipal corporations having a bona fide popu- 
lation of not less than 10,000 persons, in any Territory of the United States, 
oad erecting a city building and purchasing the ground for the same. The 
imitations of said act of July 13, 1886, shall not apply to such municipal cor- 
Porations: Provided, That before any bonds shall be issued the mayor and 


common council of such municipal corporation shall cause an election to be 
beld in such city or town, and the mayor and common council of such munici- 
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pa corporation shall cause to be published in a newspaper of general circu 
ation published in said city or town a notice of the time and place or places 
of holding such election. 

Such notice shall be given not more than sixty nor less than thirty days be 
fore such election. On the question of the issuance of said bonds no person 


| Shall be qualified to vote except he be in all respects a qualified elector and 


owner of real or personal property —— to taxation within tho munici 
pality. In case two-thirds of the qualified voters, as above described, shall 


| vote affirmatively for the issuance of said bonds, then the mayor and common 


council shall issue the same, and not otherwise. Said bonds shall contain all 


| necessary provisions as to form, and such municipality shall provide a proper 


sinking fund for the redemption of said bonds. Said bonds shall not bear a 


| rate of interest exceeding 5 per cent, and the interest shall be paid semi 
| annually, and none of said bonds shall be sold at less than their par value 
| Provided further, That no city under this act shall issue bonds in excess of 





| $30,000. 
Objection is made, and the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

L. O, MADDUX, 

Mr. FORAKER. _lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 880) for the relief of L. O. Maddux, doing 
business as Maddux, Hobart & Co. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to remit and release an assessment of $29.593.85 as- 
sessed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on the November 
list of 1892 in the First collection district of Ohio against L. ©. 
Maddux, doing business as Maddux, Hobart & Co.. by reason of 
a deficiency aggregating 32,882.05 gallons of distilled spirits be- 
low the requirement of 80 per cent of the producing capacity of 
the distillery operated by said L. O. Maddux. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ANNISTON, ALA, 

Mr. PETTUS. Iask for the consideration of House bill 11214. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there a Calendar number? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no Calendar number, 
The bill was reported this morning. It will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what committee was it reported? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 11214) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘Anact for theerection of a public building at Anniston, Ala. ;” 
and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration, It proposes to amend the 
act by adding the following proviso: 

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
thorized to proceed with the erection of the building at Anniston, Ala., in 
accordance with said act, upon cession of jurisdiction to the United States 
of the site of the proposed building in compliance with section 624, chapter 
15, volume 1, of the civil code of Alabama of 18%, which reads as follows 
‘The governor, upon application made to him in writing on behalf of the 
United States for that purpose, accompanied by the proper evidence of the 
purchase, describing the lands sought to be ceded, is authorized on the part 
of the State tocede to the United States jurisdiction over such lands, to hold, 
to use, and occupy the same for the purpose of the cession, and none other 
The jurisdiction thus ceded does not prevent the execution on such lands of 
any process, civil or criminal, under the authority of this State, nor prevent 
the laws of this State from operating over such lands; saving to the United 
States security to their property within the limits of the jurisdiction ceded 
and exemption of the same and of such lands from taxation under the author 
ity of this State during the jurisdiction ceded.’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES BY EX-SOLDIERS, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask for the consideration of the bill 
(H.R.9140) providing that entrymen under the homestead laws 
who have served in the United States Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps during the Spanish war or the Philippine insurrection 
shall have certain service deducted from the time required to per- 
fect title under homestead laws, and for other purposes. I will 
state that the first section of this bill has been read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

SALES OF TIMBER FROM PUBLIC LANDs. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
6063) to amend chapter 2 of the laws passed by the first session of 
the Fifty-fifth Congress of the United States, being an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 4, 1897. It is a short bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 


,» au- 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game with an amendment, on page 3, 
line 4, after the word “‘ stumpage,” to insert: 

To any one person; and hereafter persons actually residing within or in 
the vicinity of any forest reservation may, without c ge, under rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, cut and remove 


from such reservation dead and down timber for their own use as tirewood 
or for the improvement of their homes, mining ciaims, or farms. 


So as to read: 
Provided further, That he may, in his discretion, sell without advertise- 
ment, in quantities to suit applicants, at a fair appraisement, timber and 


cord wood not exceeding in re to any one person; and here- 
after persons actually residing within or in the vicinity of any forest reser- 


vation may, without charge, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by | 


the Secretary of the Interior, cut and remove from such reservation dead 
and down timber for their own use as firewood or for the improvement of 
their homes, mining claims, or farms 

Mr. KYLE. 1 ask that the amendment may be rejected. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 5 

Mr. ALDRICH. From what committee does that bill come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr, ALDRICH, Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. KYLE, It is a House bill, with a unanimous report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object to the further consideration of the 
bill. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

Mr. KYLE subsequently said: The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wogcort} withdraws his objection to House bill No. 6063. 

VYhe Senate resumed the consideration of the bill. 
/ The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
“passed. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CATHEDRAL FOUNDATION. 


Mr. KEAN. lIask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3481) to permit certain burials of the dead 
in the lands of the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I objected to that bill a few days ago, and 
inust object now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection is made, and the 


bill goes over, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY, one of itsclerks, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R, 11212) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other purposes, recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate Nos. 138 and 183, upon which the committee 
were unable to agree; recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate Nos. 140 and 141 and agrees to the same with 
amendments; in which it requests the concurrence of the Senate; 
further insists upon its disagreement to certain other amend- 
ments upon which the committee of conference were unable to 
agree; asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Can- 
non, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, and Mr. MCRAE managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House No. 4 to the bill 
(S. 2931) to incerporate the American Red Cross, and for other 

purposes. 

: The m 6sgage further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 11646) making 
provision for emergencies in river and harbor works, for certain 
surveys, and for the diversion of certain appropriations or modi- 
fication of provisions heretofore made, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and 
had appointed Mr. Burron, Mr. Reeves, and Mr. Vatcuines 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. / 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.11820) to ratify and con- 
tirm an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Before that is done, I ask that conference reports 
on the appropriation bills be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the House of Represenatives, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE Houses OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 4, 1900. 


Resolved, That the House recedes and agrees to amendments numbers 138 
and 183 to the bill H. R. 11212, “An act making appropriations for sundry 


JUNE 4, 


civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 90, 190). a5. 
for other purposes,” recedes and concurs with amendments to amend: 


numbers M0 and 141, as follows: Line 5of Senate 


amendment numbered 


strike out “five hundred” and insert “two hundred and fifty.” Ince) 
the end of line 5 the following: ** The Mississippi River Commission is her; 
directed to prepare, on or before December 1 next, a comprehensive | 
for the construction of levees sufficient to restrain the flood waters »; 
Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf. With such plan shall be pre; 


an estimate of the cost of completing such levees 


and of the probable «. 


maintaining the same after completion. The said commission shall a! 


p rt the comparative share of such work, or the cx 


sorne by the United States Government, and by 


st thereof, which sho 
the States, and by eac} 


the levee districts, sarishes, or counties bordering upon said river 


rately stated. Such pian or report shall be pre 
War and Chief of Engineers, to be by them tra 
such further recommendations and modifications 


And further insists on its disagreement to amendments numbere:| 


sented to the Secreta 


nsmitted to Congres 
as they may deem pr 


14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 27, 28, 36, 64, 73, 81, 82, 93, 96, 98, TOL, 105, 106, | 


110, 113, 114, 115, 117, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 184, 136 
155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 168, 169, 176, and 179, and asks 


3, 139, 142, 143, 144, 145, 1 
a further conferen 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Ordered, That Mr. CANNON, Mr. Moopy of Massachusetts, and Mr. } 


be the managers of the conference on the part of 


the House. 


Mr. ALLEN. Before this matter is acted upon, I should 
to know what disposition has been made by the House of | 
position appropriation for St. Louis and also of the appropri 

| for the memorial bridge? I do not know the numbers of th 
| amendments, and therefore I can only speak of them gene: 


| Has the Secretary read the entire report? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary has read 


message from the House of Representativ 


es. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have understood, though I do not know 
tively, that the Houseconsidered the amendmentsin disagre: i; 
and have adopted some of them. I shall be glad to have that ; 
tion of the message read, if it has not already been read. 

Mr. ALLEN. No person can tell from the numbers, as a mat- 


ter of course, what they refer to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The only thing the Secr 


| has read is the message from the House of Representatives. 
Mr. HALE. Let the report be read, then. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The message specifies the numbers « 
/ amendments that have been agreed to, and those that hav: 


disagreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 


ALLISON] has the conference report. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the conference report. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa 


i 


| sents the conference report, which will be read. 
| The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses or 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. I 


1212) making appropriat 


for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year e) 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conte: 
ence have agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective House: 


as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments 
Tl, 72, 83, #8, 102, 163, 164, and 180, 


numbered 7, 21, 39, 4 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments o! 
Senate numbered 5, 6, 8, 11, 13, 23, 25, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 37, BB, 41, 42, 45, 44, 


45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 58, 54. 55, 56, 57, 58, 50, 60, 61, 
78, 79, 80, 84, 85, 86, 87, 90, 91, 92, G4, 99, 100, 108, 
127, 128, }29, 130, 131, 132, 153, 137, 146, 149, 151, 154, 
171, 172, 173, 174, 175, and 182, and agree to the sam 


G2, 63, G6. 67, GS, TU, 74, 7 


104, 107, 112, 116, 118, 119, 12 


160, 161, 162, 165, 166, 107 
e. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o! 


Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with 
At the end of the last line of said amendment stri 


an amendment as f 
ke out the words ‘ext: 


for one year” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “extended tor 

time as may be determined upon by the Secretary of the Treasury or u 

further action of Congress; *’ and the Senate agree to the same, ; 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of thi 


Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with 
In line 4 of said amendment, before the word “ 


an amendment as { 
five,” insert the fo! 


“ provided that the same shall be made necessary by removal from pr 


Government building;" and the Senate agree to 


the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 


Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as fo! 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the followi! 


“Pollock Rip Shoals, Massachusetts: For an 


for the light-ship at a point north of the bell buoy, near the broken | 
Pollock Ri Shoals, at the northeastern entranceot Nantucket Shoals, 


chusetts, : 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


automatic towing | 


t 


tary 


y 


} 


i 


, 


, 


ent 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ' 
Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 


lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the followi 


repairs and improvements to present buildings and grounds and th: 
of a new oil house and lamp shop; and the Senate agree to the san 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen' 


Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with 
At the end of the amended pa ph insert 


an amendment is 
the following: “0 


amount not exceeding $15,000 shall used to change the characte! 
Cape Cod light, Massachusetts; and the Senate agree to the same. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
| Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as { 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the followi 
“ For new machinery and appliances for the United.States mint | 
at Denver, Colo., $25,000, and a contract is hereby authorized to be ente 
for such machinery and appliances at a total cost of not exceeding $!\' 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


he 


Mi 1388 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of thie =«" 
ate nambered 75, and to the same with an amendment as follow 
lieu cf the sum named said amendment insert ‘$75,000; and the > 


agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the ~" 


ate mumbered 89, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 


89, 
line 1 of said amendment, before the word “For, 
Building; and the Senate agree to the same, 


” insert the words “Ma 


1 
y 








1900. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the 1smendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 11 of said amendment, after the word “number,” insert the words “of 
whom not more than ten shall be of one political party;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 
~ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11), and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
strike out lines 5 and 6of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“For constructing jetties and other works at South Pass, Mississippi 
River: To enable the Secretary of War to pay to the legal representatives of 
James B. Eads, deceased, the second moiety of the sum of $1,000,000 retained 
by the United States under the act of March 38, 1875 (first section on page 465 
of Eighteenth Statutes), to be paid, all or in part, on the expiration of 
twenty years’ maintenance of the channel, $500,000," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$1,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For pay of superintendent of Antietam battlefield, said superintendent 
to perform his duties under the discretion of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment and to be selected and appointed by the Secretary of War, at his dis- 
cretion, the person selected and appointed to this position to be an honorably 
discharged Union soldier, $1,200.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment. as follows: 
In line 1 of said amendment strike out the word “and.” and in line 2, before 
the word “of,” insert the words ‘‘and completion;*’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Omit all after the word “Acts” in line 13 of said angendment down to and 
including the word “party,” in line 16. In line 17 strike out the words 
“report and digest ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “reports and di- 
gests,”’ and in line 25 strike out the words “seven hundred.” And the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 181, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the words “and 
leather parers; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 2, 4. 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 27, 28, 36, 64, 
73, 81, 82, 93, 96, 98, 101, 105, 106, 108, 109, 110, 113, 114, 115, 117, 120, 121, 122, 128, 124, 
125, 134, 136, 188, 139, 140, 141, 142, 148, 144, 145, 152, 153, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 168, 
169, 176, 177, 179, and 183 the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. G. CANNON, 

W. H. MOODY, 

THOS, C. McRAE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the appropriation for the St. 
Louis Exposition has been concurred in, and that the appropria- 
tion for the memorial bridge has been nonconcurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be a message stating, or there 
should be papers stating, what amendments have been concurred 
in by the House. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are only stated by number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the message be again read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the message be again read, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the amendments are only stated by num- 
bers. That is the trouble. No man, outside of the members of 
the committee, knows what are the amendments referred to by 
numbers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
message. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read, and then we can find 
out what the amendments are. 

Mr, ALLISON. Iask that the message be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. Amendment No. 138 is the amendment relating 
to dredges at the Passes of the Mississippi River. The Senate 
amended the House provision by inserting ‘‘one or more” instead 
of “two.” That is not a very important amendment, That has 
been concurred in by the House. 

Then, as to amendment No. 183—— 

= COCKRELL, That relates to the Louisiana Purchase Ex- 
position, 

Mr. ALLISON, Amendment No. 183, on page 164 of the bill, is 
the appropriation for the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. I un- 
derstood there was another amendment of the Senate agreed to by 
the House with an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be again stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House recedes and agrees to amendments Nos, 138 
and 183 to the bill H. R. 11212, “An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 190/, 
and for other purposes,” recedes and concurs with amendments to amend- 
ments numbered 140 and 141, as follows: Line 5 of Senate amendment num- 


bered 141, strike out “ five hundred ” and insert “two hundred and fifty.’ In- 
sert at the end of line 5, the following: 

The Mississippi River Commission is hereby directed to prepare, on or 
before December } next, a comprehensive plan for the construction of levees 
suflicient to restrain the flood waters of the Mississippi River from Cairo to 


They are all stated in the 
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rresented an estimate of the cost of m 
pleting snch levees and of the probable cost of maintaining the same att 
completion. The said commission shall also report the comparative 

of such work, or the cost thereof, which should be borne by the United S 
Government and by the States, and by each of the levee districts, parish 
or counties bordering upon said river, separately stated. Such plan or 1 
shall be presented to the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers, to ! 
them transmitted to Congress with such further recommendations and m 
fications as they may deem proper.” 

Mr. ALLEN, 
River? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Missouri River appropriation is still in 
disagreement, asis also the Upper Mississippi River appropriation. 

Mr. ALLEN. How about the Nebraska public building appro- 
priation? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. 
is in disagreement. 

Mr. ALLEN, Everything, then, seems to be in disagreement 
excepting the appropriation for the Louisiana Purchase Ex; 
tion and the amendment which has just been read at the 
tary’s desk? Those are the only amendments agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. Those are the only amendments agreed to with 
amendments, but there are a great number of Senate amendments 
that have been agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. What did I understand the Senator from 
Iowa to say has been done with the amendment for the Missouri 
River Commission? 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment is in disagreement. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask that the report may be considered 
by the Senate. It has not yet been considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg to inquire of the Senator from Iowa is 
there anything in this report which involves the consideration of 
the memorial bridge between Washington and Arlington? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisindisagreement. The House disagreed 
to the appropriation for the memorial bridge. The conferees 
would not agree to that appropriation, and afterwards, when pre- 
sented to the House, a vote was taken on concurring, and it was 
voted down. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is nothing in this report that involves tho 
consideration of that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereis nothing in this report which involves 
that. If Senators desire, I shall be glad to make a statement of 
what is in disagreement. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like that very much. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have a statement here in detail, but perhaps 
it is not necessary to mention all the matters in disagreement. 

The first chief disagreement is in relation to the appropriation 
for light-houses. I had perhaps better state in detail the disavree- 
ments in that regard. There were some eight or ten amendments 
relating to light-houses, light stations, and light vessels put on by 
the Senate, including the relief light-house vessels, etc., amount- 
ing in all to some $300,000. All of those were disagreed to by the 
House conferees, upon the ground that there was no specific leg- 
islation authorizing these expenditures, it being the contention of 
the House that they could not consent to any of these light-house 
appropriations unless a law should first be passed specifically au- 
thorizing the expenditure. That, the conferees stated, was under 
a rule of the House. We have no such rule in the Senate. 

It has been the custom of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the Committee on Commerce acting in unison to rec- 
ommend such appropriations as were regarded as indispensable 
or necessary for the commercial service of the country. So the 
Senate conferees insisted that, whilst that might be a rule of the 
House, it did not in the slightest degree affect the independence 
of the Senate as respects this appropriation. So there is now in 
the bill as it stands in disagreement only the light-house appro- 
priations found in the bill as it came to us from the House, All 
the appropriations placed upon the bill by the Senate, where there 
is no specific authority for light-houses or for light-house im- 
provements, are still in disagreement. 

I should be glad to have an expression of the Senate upon this 
subject, as it is a contention of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate that as to these appropriations there is no necessity for 
legislation, and it hasnever been regarded in the Senate as neces- 
sary to have specific legislation for this purpose. For example, 
there was recommended to us by the Light-House Board an expend- 
iture of $300,000 for a great number of lights in the Alaskan 
waters. The Senate Committee on Appropriations, instead of 
providing for $300,000, recommended by the Senate in this bill the 
appropriation of $150,000 for that purpose. 

The House conferees rejected this appropriation entirely on the 
ground that there was no legislation authorizing it, although it 
is perfectly well known that there is a very large commerce in 
those Alaskan waters. I noticed in the newspapers only this 
evening that 139 vessels, I think, had already left San Francisco 
for Alaskan waters since the Ist day of May. There have been 
many wrecks in these waters and at other points along the Pacific 
coast. The cfficers of the Light-House Board came before ihe 
Senate Committee on Appropriations and gave us a list of lights 


the Gulf. With such plan shall be 


What about the appropriation for the Missouri 


The Nebraska public building appropriation 
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that were necessary upon the Atlantic and Pacific coasts and agree to the amendments made by the House to Senate amen)j- 


upon the Gulf coast. We inserted in our list only those lights 


that were regarded as indispensable by the Light-House Board, all | 


of which have been thus far rejected by the House; first, by the 


House conferees, and, secondly, by a vote of the House itself, | 


because there is no specific legislation authorizing them. 
Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator a question. 


amendments because the House rules do not allow them. 

Mr. ALLISON, That boils it down absolutely, 
statement. 

Mr. HALE. That is their proposition, that they reject our 
amendments because the House rules will not allow them to be 
considered there. 

Mr. LODGE, 
ment extends to the increase of the general appropriations for re- 
pairs, etc., to light-houses? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. 
quite all—the increases made by the Senate amendments for the 


regular light-house service were acceded to by the House; but they | 


were small increases. 
be obliged to recede. 

Mr. LODGE. WhatlI referred to was the general item for re- 
pairs, for which the Senate added $15,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was agreed to by the House. 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if the objection to these appropriations was on the ground 
that they are not necessary? 


It may be that in other instances we may 


tion with us. They say that under the rules of the House they 
do not include such annie unless specific legislation has 
been had authorizing the erection of the lights. That covers all 
the amendments down to and including amendment numbered 20. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was that argument strongly presented? 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps in rather stronger form in this con- 
ference than ever before; but I may say that the Senate conferees 
did not recognize the right of the House to thus control the inde- 
pendence of the Senate in making appropriations which we deemed 
to be essential for the commercial interests of our country. 

The next item that may be of interest is the rejection on the 
ac of the House conferees of the fish hatcheries in Idaho and 

Jtah. 

The Nevada claim—amendment numbered 81—is still in confer- 
ence. The settlement of the Virginia and other claims is still in 
conference; the forest reserves, the survey of lands, etc., are still 
in conference. These are small items, and I will not enumerate 
them unless specially requested to do so. 

As to various military posts for which the Senate made some 
amendments, they have been rejected by the House conferees. All 
the amendments originally disagreed to by the conferees are still 
rejected by the House, except the two amendments indicated, one 
of which is the agreement to amendment numbered 183, and the 
other is a modification of the Mississippi River improvement. 

I move that the Senate agree to the conference report. 


When boiled | 
down, the proposition of the House is that it rejects the Senate | 


That is their | 
| brief statement of the appropriations of this Congress thus { 


I should like to ask the Senator if that disagree- | 


I think nearly all—perhaps not | 





| ments numbered 141 and 142, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa moyes 
that the Senate still further insist upon its amendments disagrey 
to by the House of Representatives, disagree to the amendiicy: 
of the House to amendments numbered 141 and 142, and agree ; 
the further conference asked for by the House. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, before that motion is put, a 
while this matter is before the Senate, so that it is entirely . 
mane to the measure, I should like to ask the Senator to ma! 


Heretofore it has been customary for the chairman of the ( 
mittee on Appropriations to make a brief statement or sched 
of appropriations, and I should like to have the Senator, eit 
now or before Congress adjourns, to put in the RECORD the us| 
statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be very glad to do that; but of c 
it can not be made up at present. 

Mr. ALLEN. It can be made up before Congress adjourns a) 
inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, including the Norfolk, N; 
item, if we are able to get it through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the m 


| of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson], which has been stat 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 


| ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr, CocKRELL were appointed. 
Mr. ALLISON. The House conferees did not discuss this ques- | 


EMERGENCIES IN RIVER AND HARBOR WORKS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the act 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for emergin- 
cies in river and harbor works, for certain surveys, and for t) 
diversion of certain appropriations or modification of provi 
heretofore made, and asking for a conference with the Sena 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ImovethattheSenate insist upon its ameni- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agr 
the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was aut)hior- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; aud Mr, 
McMILLAN, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

AGREEMENT WITH CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent ! 
present consideration of House bill 11820. There are pro) 
amendments to the bill, and I ask that they be considered as the 
bill is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 11820) to ratify and con! 


The bill will be read for in- 


| an agreement with the Cherokee tribe of Indians, and for other 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves | 
_ered; but I have an amendment, and, if it be accepted, | shall 
My. ALLISON. No; I move that the Senate agree to the con- | 


that the Senate still further insist-—— 
ference report. The Senate has not yet agreed to the conference 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the conference report. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should like to understand the 
conference report. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I have stated the disagreements. Allthe other 
Senate amendments have been agreed to. 


If any Senator desires 


purposes. 
Mr, STEWART. I have no objection to that bill being consid- 


be perfectly willing to let the bill pass. I will suggest the an 
ment. Ido not know that I understand this subject fully; |ut ! 


| have seen so much trouble arising from legislation of this c! 


The question is on agreeing to | 


ter that I want to properly safeguard it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, before the Senator 
offers the amendment, I hope he will let the bill be taken up!) 
the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is before the Senate’ — 

Mr. STEWART. I will not consent totaking up the bill unies 


to ask about any particular amendment I shall be glad to make an | I may be permitted toamend it. Otherwise I shall object tv 


explanation regarding it. 

’Mr. DANIEL. What is the recommendation of the conference 
report? It has not been stated what the conference report rec- 
ommends. 

Mr. ALLISON. The conference report discloses that all the 
Senate amendments have been agreed to except those which I have 

stated are still in disagreement. 
" Mr. DANIEL. Now, I wish toinquire, as a parliamentary ques- 
tion, if any motion is made that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and ask for any further conference? 

Mr. ALLISON. Sucha motion will be made as soon as the con- 
ference report is a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the conference report. 

The report was es to. 

Mr. BERRY. Thatagrees tothe Mississippi River amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it does not agree to it. 

Now, Mr. President, the conference report having been 
to, Imove that the Senate still further insist upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of pag aoe and agree to the 
further conference asked for by the House; and that it also dis- 


The question is on agreeing 


consideration. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have seen the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nevada, and 1 am fully satisfied that the 
amendment ought not to be adopted. If he chooses to prevent 
action on this important measure simply because he can not | 
two amendments in the bill which ought not to be putin « 
which are ee in themselves, he can take the responsibility. 
That will settle the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I will take the responsibility. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. _I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill goes to the Calen ar. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr, ALLEN. I desire to enter a motion to discharge the com: 
mittee arene in charge from the consideration of House \'! 
6852, and to e it on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE, What bill is that? 5 

Mr. ALLEN. It is what is known as the eight-hour bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is not in accordance wit! 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I desire to enter that motion at this time. strike out ‘‘ Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantrv;” andin line 6, after 
Mr. ALDRICH. You can not do that. the word “States,” to strike out ‘* Volunteers” and insert “Army.” 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I object to that, Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the joint resolution be read as pro- 
Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object to it? | posed to be amended. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is in violation of the unanimous-consent | 

agreement. ‘ i ; oo Resolved, etc.. That the President is hereby authorized to restore and ay 
Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island object to it? | point George W. Kirkman to his previous eradeas captain of infantry in the 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do object. I object to anything which is | UnitedStates Army with the rank, pay, and allowances to which he would 

contrary to the unanimous-consent agreement. pe onsitied if the sentence of dismissal by court in his case had not 
Mr. ALLEN. Let it be noted, then, that the Senator from | in his judement be Just for the effense of which » id George W. Kirl 7 n 

Rhode Island objects. i an es 
Mr. ALDRICH, Of course it will be noted. 


A. T. HENSLEY. 


| 
} 
| 
Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill 2357. It is a short bill, which has 
passed the other House and been reported unanimously by the Phe Selek rendtutlem wen eoteved to bé encrcesed for a third 
Comaniseee oe Ciaims of the Senate. Q reading, read the third time, and passed. ers 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks Whe the on ani te ans yas ai : 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill named 16 title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution au- 


The Secretary read as follows: 





was found guilty by a court-martial on the 17th of March. 100 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That covers the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution wasreported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 


by him. thorizing the President to appoint George W. Kirkman to bea 
“There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | “Pt of infantry, United States Army. 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief 

of A. T. Hensley, survivor of Fulton & Hensley, doing business 

under the name of Lavaca Wharf Company. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay A. T. Hensley, 
late of Lavaca, Tex., survivor of Fulton & Hensley, doing busi- 
ness under the name of the Lavaca Wharf Company, $5,389.86, be- 
ing for services rendered by said company to the United States in 
landing troops, baggage, and supplies in the year 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST, PAUL. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 9679) to authorize the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn. a 2s 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Mr. BURROWS. [ask consideration for the bill (H. R. 10899) 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. to restore to the public domain a small tract of the White Moun- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | tain Apache Indian Reservation, in the ‘Territory of Arizona, 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 

’ asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
PIPE LINE, FLAGSTAFF, ARIZ, which will be read for information. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R. The Secretary read the bill. 

2916) to grant right of way over Government lands for a pipe line Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould like to have the bill explained before 


JOHN M. MARTIN. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3044) for the relief of John M. 
Martin, of Ocala, Fla. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
M. Martin, of Ocala, Fla., $212.53, being the amount of post-office 
fun:'s lost by the failure of the bank in which they were deposited, 
the money having been paid and made good to the Government 
by Martin. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN APACHE INDIAN RESERVATION, 


for the conveyance of water to Flagstaff, Ariz. I consent. I can not tell what it is from the reading. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Mr. BURROWS. The Senator who is on the committee will 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. explain it. It is recommended by the Interior Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | Mr. THURSTON. I think I can explain the bill in a very few 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. words. The line of the reservation at the point indicated in the 


8 . bill runs just at the base of a mountain where some mineral loca- 
GEORGE W. KIRKMAN, tions are taken 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask present consideration of the joint reso- Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not on the reservation, 
Intion (8S, R. 129) authorizing the President to appoint George W. Mr. THURSTON, The mineral locations are not on the reser- 
Kirkman to be a captain in the Twenty-third Regiment of the | vation. To work them it requires the opening of asmall strip 
United States Infantry, and a major in the Forty-ninth Regiment Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Two hundred and thirty-one 
of Infantry, United States Volunteers. Ithasno Calendar number, | acres. 
The joint resolution was reported this morning. Mr. THURSTON. At the foot of the mountain, containing two 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut | hundred and thirty-odd acres, worthless for all purposes, as far as 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint | the Indians or the Government are concerned. The only purpose 


resolution which will be read for information. is to swing back to that extent the line of the reservation, thereby 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, permitting these mines to be worked. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is a mitigation of a punishment. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words “and major | ent consideration of the bill? 
in the Forty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Volun- Mr. PETTIGREW. I shoald like to know whether there is 
teers.” not an amendment to the bill. It seems to me the Committee on 
Mr. HAWLEY. I may say that he is not going to hold that | Indian Affairs reported an amendment to the bill. 
office long, The President is by this proposed act given the power The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no amendment, the 


of mitigation. Chair is informed. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We have never restored a volunteer—— Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill provides that the land 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will accept the amendment. shall be sold, and after the expense of surveying and selling are 


Mr. PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- = for, that the amount shall be for the benefit of the 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? ndians. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Mr. PETTIGREW. But I understand that the bill was to be 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. amended, for the reason that this is an Executive order reserva- 
Mr. WOLCOTT. What has been done with the amendment | tion, and we have not heretofore recognized the title of Indians 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri? in reservations established by Executive order. It is a change in 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee have reported | the rule or the custom of the Government in this particular. [ 
certain amendments. If the Senator will wait until those have | supposed the bill was amended in committee so as to obviate that 
been stated, probably one of them will cover the point. objection. 

Mr. WARREN it covers the point. The PRESIDENT protempore. Thereportindicates an amend- 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military | ment, but the bill does not show that the amendment was adopted, 
Affairs with amendments, in line 3, after the word “restore,” to | Is there objection to the present c« sideration of the bill? 
insert the words ‘‘ and appoint;” in line 4, after the word “ previous,” There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to strike out “rank” and insert ‘‘grade;” after the word ‘‘cap- | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
tain,” in the sameline, to strikeout the words“ inthe Twenty-third | Mr. THURSTON. I think I can move an amendment to the 
Regiment, United States” and insert ‘“‘of;” after the word ‘In- | bill. a = 
fantry,” in line 5, to strike out ‘‘and major;” in the same line! Mr. TELLER. I want to suggest that it is in the power of the 
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President to change the line without any statute. It is an Execu- 
tive order reservation, and the property does not belong to the 
Indians. It belongs to the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It has been the custom for the President 
to make these changes when necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. To make them whenever he chooses, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall have to object to the bill if it 
recognizes title in the Indians, 

Mr. THURSTON. Imove, inline 6, page 2 of the bill, to strike 
out the following words: ‘ the provisions ¢f the mining laws of 
the United States;” and after the word ‘ be,” in line 6, page 3, to 
insert ‘‘ restored to the public domain and be.” That simply re- 
stores the tract to the public domain. After the word ‘‘ under,” 
in line 6, page 3, I move toinsert the words “rules and regula- 
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. How about the proviso? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out, in line 6, page 3, 
after the word ‘‘under,” the words “ the provisions of the mining 
laws of the United States;” in line 6, after the word ‘‘ be,” to in- 
sert ‘‘restored to the public domain and be;” and after the word 
‘‘under,” in line 6, page 3, it is proposed to insert ‘‘rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior; ” so 
as to inake the proviso read: 


Provided, That said lands shall be restored to the public domain and be 
sold under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and that all moneys accruing from the sale of the lands hereby re- 
stored, except the fees allowed by law to the register and receiver, shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States and applied solely as follows. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not object to this bill, but I wish to 
state that there are all over the country—this is a great big ques- 
tion, and this is only a small biil—Executive reservations of very 
large extent, including mountain ranges and deserts where the 
Indians do not go and where the land is entirely worthless for the 
use of the Indians, and the miners are excluded. There are some 
in my State. There is amountain that the Indians have not been 
on; they never have been on it, perhaps; very little, if ever, where 
the whites went first. They found they could not mine because 
it was a reservation. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
mitted. 

Mr. STEWART. Just one word. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the bill be recommitted. 

Mr.STEWART. No, Letthebill be passed. It is meritorious. 
I did not intend by my speech to defeat the bill. I have nothing 
more to say except that there must be some general legislation. 
There are a great many cases, which are very meritorious, where 
the miners could go under proper legislation without injuring the 
Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out the words ‘and 
applied solely as follows,” in line 10, page 3, and then on the 
remainder of the bill.” 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 10, it is proposed to strike out 
the following: 


I suggest that the bill had better be recom- 


And . solely as follows: 


First. To reimburse the United States for all expenses actually and neces- 
sarily incurred in surveying said lands. 

Second. The remainder to be held in trust for the sole use and benefit of 
the tribes of Indians now located upon said reservation and to be expended 
hy the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction and control of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in such manner and for such purposes as may to 
him seem to be for the best interests of said Indian tribes. 


Mr. THURSTON. This is so small a matter, involving such a 
small amount of land, that, so far as I am concerned, I have no 
objection to the proposed amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thatallows the land to be disposed of; the 
money will gointo the Treasury of the United States; and if after- 
wards there are any equities found in the Indians, the money can 
be paid to them; but I object to the passage of a bill which recog- 
nizes their title in an Executive order reservation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There area great many Executive 
order reservations in the United States for the Indians upon which 
are mineral lands. The question at issue between us is whether 
those lands should be taken away from the Indians by act of 
Congress—I agree the President can do it—without making any 
compensation to the Indians. I think if Congress legislates to 
diminish an Indian reservation by taking away from it mineral 
lands, and realizes money from it, the money thus realized should 
go tothe Indians. That is the difference in the committee and in 
the Senate. Therefore I am opposed to this amendment, as it sets 
a precedent which will come back to plague us. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I object to the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The bill, being objected to, 
goes to the Calendar, 
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INTERSTATE AND WEST INDIAN EXPOSITION, 


Mr. TILLMAN, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 

| (H. R. 4678) to encourage the holding of an interstate and West 

| Indian expesition in the city of Charleston, in the State of South 
Carolina, in the year nineteen hundred and one. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 


} 


I object. 
ELLEN MILES BROWN. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bil] 
(H. R.10210) grantinganincreaseof pension to Ellen Miles Brow», 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 1t proposes to pension §)!en 
Miles Brown, widow of Otley Brown, late hospital steward Forty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and former widow 
of Daniel L. Miles, late lieutenant-colonel Forty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 

| that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SENECA TELEPHONE COMPANY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to have consider: 
at this time the bill (H. R. 9389) to authorize the Seneca ‘I. 
phone Company to construct and maintain lines in the Indian 
Territory. It was unanimously reported from the Committec on 
Indian Affairs, and is only eighteen lines long. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Seneca 
Telephone Company, incorporated under the laws of the State o! 
Missouri, to construct and maintain telephone lines from Seneca, 
Mo., to the Quapaw Agency, and to Wyandotte, Grand River, 
Fairland, Oseuma, Afton, and Vinita, in the Indian Territory, 
subject to the rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior; and to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OSAGE LANDS IN KANSAS, 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consii- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10152) to provide for the sale of isolated 
and disconnected tracts or parcels of the Osage trust and dimin- 
ished reserve lands in the State of Kansas. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, tlio 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, with 
an amendment in section 1, on page 1, line 4, after the word ‘ pub- 
lic,” to strike out ‘‘auction” and insert ‘‘sale;” so as to make tho 
section read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be duly proclaimed and 
offered at public sale, in the manner prescribed for the offering of public 
lands. all isolated or disconnected tracts or parcels of lands of one quarter 
section or less of the Osage trust and diminished reserve lands within tho 
State of Kansas for which no application has been filed under the prov 
of existing laws in relation thereto. but not more than one quarter 
tion shall be sold toany one purchaser under the provisions of this act l 
lands shall be offered for sale by advertisement for not less than thirty days 
in two aewapess in the proper land district, and by posting in the proper 
local land office for the same period, and upon the day named in such 1 
shall be sold for cash to the highest bidder at not less than the price fix«« 
law: Provided, That any settler upon any of said landsshall be permitt« 
any time prior to the sale of the particular tract claimed by him, to fi! 
application and submit proof therefor in accordance with existing laws 
any of said lands remain unsold after the offering as aforesaid they sha!! | 
subject to private entry, for cash, in tracts not exceeding one quarter section 
by one purchaser. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ain: 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to Le 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr, President—— i 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Will the Senator from Virginia 
allow the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to oiler 
a resolution so that it may be laid on the table? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to hayearesolu- 
tion laid on the table and printed without reading. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is it about? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the resolution read for 
information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will object toitanyhow. It is outside of the 
unanimous-consent agreement. I object to its reception. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Objection is made. 


d- 


The resolution will be read. 
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MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE EPES, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before the | 
Senate the resolutions from the House of Representatives on the 
death of Hon. SYDNEY Pryor EPEs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. wets 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 24, 1900. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that opportu- 
nity may be given for tribute to the memory of Hon. SYDNEY P. Eps, late a 
member of the House of Representatives from the State of Virginia. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, ‘That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 


Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolutions 
to the family of the deceased. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions 
which I send to the desk. I ask to have them read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
submits resolutions which the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


R solved, That the Senate deeply mourns the death of the Hon. SYDNEY 
Pryor Epes, late Representative of the Fourth Congressional district of 
Virginia. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That in testimony of our respect for the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, SypNeY Pryor Epes, Repre- 
sentative of the Fourth district of Virginia in the Congress of the 
United States, died at Garfield Hospital in this city on the 3d day 
of March last. His illness was sudden and brief. His death was 
a surprise, a shock, und a sorrow to all who knew him. Friends 
had barely time to come to his side and to summon the most 
skilled medical assistance. It was all in vain. I was absent 
from the city at the time of his death and at the time of his fu- 
neral, but my heart bled when I saw the sad announcement that 
he was no more. 

I knew him well, I honored him much, and I loved him dearly. 
I realized when I saw that announcement how afflicting the stroke 
would be to that happy family of which, as husband and father, 
he was the devoted head; to his aged parents, to whose declining 
years he was light and joy and hope, and to the hosts of friends 
who saw jn him the promise of a long and useful career and found 
in him tliose qualities that fulfilled their aspirations and made 
life worth the living. 

Grief is partially selfish. We miss the kind departed friend, 
for there departs with him the useful offices—the sympathy in 
tastes and opinions, the happiness of society, and the moral sup- 
port and comfort which he gave us. 

But grief is far from wholly selfish, We miss also the oppor- 
tunities of service to those who elicit it from our affections, and 
broken are the ideals of hope which theyconjured. Whole hearted 
is the grief that bends over the early bier of Errs, and it flows 
from every noble fountain of the human breast. 

In the Congressional Directory first published upon the assem- 
bling of the Fifty-sixth Congress there was this entry: 

Sypney P. Epes, Democrat, of Blackstone, was born at Sunnyside, Notto- 
way County, Va., August 20, 1865; was educated in Kentucky, and is by occu- 
pation a journalist; was elected to the house of delegates of Virginia for the 
session of 1891-92; served as register of the land office of Virginia from 1895 
until elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress over R. T. Thorp, Republican, by 
2,621 majority; was unseated March 1898, by the Republican majority, and 
was at once renominated by the Democrats of his district for the Fifty-sixth 
Congress,’to which he was elected, rere 8,633 votes, to 5,889 for R. T. 
Thorp, Republican, and 255 for Booker Ellis, Republican. 

The dry bones of the skeleton give indications of the measure and 
the stature of the man and some hint of his power, but how little 
doesit picture theliving, breathing, moving, andactive being. This 
brief and modest sketch gives equally as scant a portraiture of our 
departed friend. Yet between the lines we who knew him still 
see the full mold and figure of the man whose life glowed with 
the high and beautiful soul that was in him. 

Born in the summer of 1865, the whole life of Mr. Errs post- 
dated the civil war, and when we realize this and that he had 
grown to the political leadership of his section, and was passing 
toward middle age in the ripeness of matured and experienced 
faculties, we realize, too, how swiftly the years roll by, and how 
far we have moved away from that tremendous strug le, which 
still with us in heroic and tender memories, ‘The men of 
his generation are now in mid career, and of them he was a fair 
and worthy representative, and to them he was a noble example. 

In mental, moral, and physical attributes he was a charming 
personality. Mr. Eprs was one of the most attractive men I have 
ever known. Tall and handsome in person, with an open and 
engaging countenance that beamed with intelligence and sweet 
humor, with dignity of carriage, and the unaffected manners of 
the modest and unassuming gentleman, his very appearance in- 
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spired respect and favorable prepossession; and the qualities of his 
head and heart were in consonance with his outward seen 
To like him was as natural as to be with him. and to give 
confidence and friendship was as natural as to know him. 

He was of a family of high reputation for character and intelli- 
gence in Virginia, a family which had often on both the maternal 
and paternal sides been distinguished in the public service. He 
was the kinsman of our late honored colleague, the late Senator 
E. C, Walthall, of Mississippi. A strong attachment existed be- 
tween them, and one who has known both of those excellent 
men could readily discern in them likenesses of appearance, qual- 
ity, and character. 

The life of Mr. Errs was one of activity and of usefulness. It 
was marked by no sudden or brilliant essays, and by no stormy 
and exciting scenes. It flowed like a calm river of clear water 
ever widening and deepening. Of lofty ideals and of delicate sen- 
sibilities, he had no taste for the rough encounters of the hustin 
or for ostentatious demonstrations. He was a fine writer, was 
well informed on all questions, and capable of speaking 
cogency and perspicuity. He shunned rather than sought « 
sions of public show and public expression. 

His influence was large and ever increasing, and it was that 
steadfast and wholesome influence which flows from discriminat 
ing judgment, from love of duty, from steadfastness of purpose, 
from loyaity to principle and loyalty to friendship, from that com 
bination of diversified abilities and virtues which we often describe 
as force of character. 

To be rather than to seem, and to do rather than to say, was the 
quiet philosophy of his life work, and he did that work well. 

John Randolph, who was elected to the legislature when his 
eligibility in years was disputed, was asked his age. His reply 
was, ‘“‘Ask my constituents.” If any would know who EPEs was 
or what he was, ask his constituents. He was devoted to them, 
and served them with all diligence and fidelity. They were de- 
voted to him and were proud of him. 

The life of Mr. Eres was spent in the serious and earnest dis 
charge of duty, and there radiated from him on all sides amongst 
his acquaintances and those with whom his lot in life fe!l, those 
manifold tender and sweet charities which pass unmentioned, but 
do not fail to sow the seed of good. 

Tis a little thing 
To give a cup of water; yet its draught 
Of cool refreshment, drained by fevered lips, 
May give a shock of pleasure to the frame 
More exquisite than when nectarean juice 
Renews the life of joy in happiest hours. 
It is a little thing to speak a phrase 
Of common comfort which by daily use 
Has almost lost its sense; yet on the ear 


Of him who thought to die unmourned ‘twill fs 
Like choicest music. 
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The spirit of his life is contained in the beautiful lines which I 
have quoted, and after such a life surely he sleeps well. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I had known Hon. Sypney P. Eres 
only a short while before he died. I soon discovered that he was 
a man of distinguished ability, of lovable character, and that he 
possessed fixedness of purpose and untiring industry in the dis- 
charge of his public duties. 

I see from the Congressional Directory that he was born in Vir 
ginia, the State he loved and served so well, August 80, 1865, and 
was by occupation a journalist; that he was elected to the house 
of delegates of Virginia for the session of 1891-92; that he served 
as register of the land office of Virginia from 1895 until he was 
elected to the Fifty-fifth Congress over Hon. R. T, Thorp, Repub 
lican, by 2,621 majority, and was renominated by the Democrats 
of his district for the Fifty-sixth Congress, to which he was elected, 
receiving 8,633 votes to 5,889 for Hon. R. T. Thorp, his opponent. 
It will thus be seen that he had not reached his thirty-fifth year 
at the time of his death. 

Notwithstanding this fact, he had served his State with distin- 
guished ability and was fast becoming a useful and conspicuous 
member of the lower branch of Congress. Few men at his age 
have risen so rapidly in the public service and none have enjoyed 
to a greater degree than he did the respect, esteem, confidence, 
and love of his constituency. When we study his private life, his 
desires and aspirations, his associations with his fellows, the pure 
purposes of his life, wecan readily understand why he accomplished 
so much in such a short time. 

I first met Mr. Epes at the beginning of the session of the pres- 
ent Congress, and we remained at the same hotel until his death. 
I was impressed with the man when I first came in contact with 
him, and at the time of his death I esteemed him as a good citi 
zen, a devoted husband, a loving father, a loyal and trustworthy 
friend, anindustrious, painstaking, and useful Representative. He 
was modest, polite, kind, just, generous, and possessed all of the 
elements that go to make up a true gentleman, 

He possessed a gentle and lovable disposition, and was univer- 
sally popular with those who knew him, He was honest, frank, 
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courteous, and always had the courage to maintain his convic- 
tions. No State in the Union can boast of more distinguished 
sons who have contributed in making character and history for 
this nation than the Commonwealth of Virginia. 

The distinguished dead, though cut down before he had reached 
the meridian of life, has left a heritage of which his people may 
well be proud. His ability, his industry, and his wisdom as a 
member of Congress were fully appreciated by his own delegation, 
and they had elected him a member of the Congressional cam- 
paign committee, and he held the position of vice-president of 
the committee at the time of hisdeath. It is not often allotted to 
man to be the recipient of so many honors and of such confidence 
in so short a period of time. Had his life been spared, with a 
devoted constituency, untiring industry, and a laudable ambition 
to serve his people, he had before him a distinguished and brilliant 
career, 

How strange that one so young, so necessary to his affectionate 
wife and devoted children, should be cut down before he had 
reached the meridian of life. I was more than shocked when I 
heard that he was dead. He was young, hopeful, fond of his 
friends, devoted to his home, and seemed to be always happy when 
speaking of his wife and children. He was modest, refined, and 
in his conversation pure and chaste, and evidently with strong 
domestic ties. Why should one so useful be called away at such 
an early age? The inscrutable decrees of Providence we can not 
always understand, but must bow to the will of a just and mer- 
ciful God, knowing that His ways are just and right. 

It is hard to understand, but our kind and Heavenly Father 
doeth all things for the best. We know that death is not the end 
of life. The separation from home, friends, wife, and children is 
only temporary. He has gone to his final resting place,and we 
shall see him again. Death, thank God,is not an end of life. He 
was young, apparently in good health, with a devoted family, a 
large circle of friends, enjoying in an unusual degree the confi- 
dence of his constituency and asschiates in Congress, and was 
thought to have before him many years of happiness and useful- 
ness, but death came in an unexpected hour and his conspicuous 
career was ended; but his noble life, his deeds of kindness, gen- 
tleness,and mercy will never die. His patrioticand distinguished 
public services, both to his State and the nation, will ever be re- 
membered and cherished by his friends. 

He died young, but he has left behind him a life of usefulness, 
an honored and distinguished career, a valuable heritage to his 
devoted wife and children, State, and country. While I had 
known him only a few months previous to his death, I had learned 
first to respect him, then to honor and to love him. Above all, I 
believe that he was frank and sincere, and in such a way I desire 
to speak of my departed friend. When I learned of his sudden 
illness and that there was no possible chance for his recovery my 
heart was filled with grief and sadness. 

There was universal sorrow among all those who knew him at 
the hotel where he had been stopping. Every person I would meet 
who knew him had a kind word to say for our departed friend. 
It was universally remarked that he was in every sense of the 
words a just and good man. He was so lovable in his character 
and gentle in his disposition that all the children who knew him 
loved him. What higher tribute could be paid to any man? 

I shall always cherish the memory of his friendship and shall 
feel that my life has been made more gentle, purer, ard better by 
reason of our associations, and by reason of the splendid qualities 
of his mind and heart. His modest and gentle disposition, his 
pure and chaste conversation, impressed me in such a way that I 
shall never forget our friendly associations. 

Iam glad to have met such a man and to feel that life has been 
made better by reason of Isis friendship. Such alNfe has not been 
in vain. I have never met his wife and his five orphan children, 
but my heart goes out to them in the deepest sympathy for the 
irreparable loss they have sustained, but it should be a consola- 
tion to them to know that, while in his young manhood he was 
cut down, he has left to them and his frierids the evidences of a 
pure, unselfish life. 

His conspicuous and distinguished career, accomplished in so 
short a time, constitutes a valuable heri to his country and 
his grief-stricken wife and children. Had his life been spared, 
what a career he had before him! A distinguished public servant, 
a faithful friend, a good neighbor, a devoted husband, and loving 
father has finished his work. The workhas been well done. He 
leaves a reputation and a name without a blemish. His 
brave, courageous, and noble nature we can never forget. 

He has taught us a lesson of industry, devotion to duty, a pure 
and unselfish life, which, if we study and pursue, will bring to us 
usefulness and happiness. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I desire in a few words to re- 
cord my testimony to the personal worth and valuable public serv- 
ices of the distinguished Virginian who is refe to in the 
resolutions that have been read, SypNryY P. Epes was my per- 
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sonal and political friend. I gave him my confidence as I have 
given it to few men in thislife. In return, he honored me with 
his confidence and friendship. He was born in the county of 
Nottoway, in the State of Virginia, on the 20th day of August, 
1865, and died at the Garfield Hospital, in the city of Vashington, 
on the 8d day of March, 1900. e@ was suddenly stricken down 
with appendicitis and never fully rallied from the effects of a 
surgical operation performed by some of the best surgeons of this 
city. 

Although cut off in the prime of his manhood, I may even say 
in his youth, his life was not an uneventful one. He represente:| 
the county of Nottoway in the legislature of Virginia. He was 
elected by the legislature to serve and did serve his State in tho 
important and responsible position of register of the land office 
He was twice elected to represent the Fourth Virginia district in 
the Congress of the United States. 

He was not a showy man, but he was a safe one. He was not 
brilliant man, but he was a strong and able one. He wasa jour- 
nalist by profession, and was an ardent Democrat. He was a 
careful thinker, a close reasoner, a clear and able writer, and 
incisive speaker. In all the relations of private life—as son, 1 
husband, as father, and as neighbor—his life was blameless. | /o 
was a good citizen, taking an active interest in all public affai: 
and carrying more than his share of all public burdens. 

He was a man of the highest integrity and of the most punc. 
tilious honor in all things. In the discharge of his public duties 
he was watchful, diligent, faithful, and efficient. Coming from 
an honored and honorable family in his State, getting his train- 
ing and inspiration from a father who was and is a typical gen- 
tleman of the old school, reared by a cultured, intelligent, and 
Christian mother, SYDNEY P. Epes could not well have been other 
than what he was—one of nature’s noblemen. Soon after his 
death I received a letter from his mother, who, in the last few 
days, at a ripe old age, has been summoned to join her son, which 
impresses me so favorably that I will read it. 

BLACKSTONE, April 23, 150 

My DEAR FRIEND: I read your letter to Captain Harris, which prom) 
me to express my gratitude to you for your tender words of love and app 
ciation of my precious son. His regard for you was very great. Yourna 
is a household word with us. There were others, too, whom he loved most 
ardently. You know whotheyare. With youand with them I desire always 
to be “ in touch ” (to use one of dear Sydney's expressions). I wish the cha 
of love for him never to be broken, but the links to be knit more closely and 
more tenderly among us who are left. 

Why he was cut down so young, in the heyday of hope and success, is a 
mreety that eternity alone will unveil for us. ‘* But right through it al! 
God is loving, and knows so much better than we.” Lucy (Sydney's poor 
stricken young wife) sent a letter to Mrs. Martin, which Iam afraid she did 
not receive, as [ noticed in the paper her having left Washington. 

Praying God's choicest blessing on all of you who loved him, and that ! 
shortened life may be the means of giving you life eternal, is the ferv: 
prayer of Sydney's — 

MO t 


Accompanying this letter was a copy, made by Mrs. Epes her- 
self, of some verses of Mrs. Margaret Preston, a distinguished \ ir- 
ginia authoress, to which she called my attention by the following 
memorandum: 


Think these beautiful lines are from the gifted 
Preston, so appropriate to my precious child. Rea 
I will read them: 
GOD KNOWS BETTER THAN WE. 
He has solved it, life's wonderful pochiem, 
The deepest, the strongest, the last, 
And into the school of the angels 
With the answer forever has passed. 
How strange, that in spite of our questioning, 
He maketh no answer, nor tells 
hy so soon were life’s honoring laurels 
Displaced by God's immortelles! 
How strange he should sleep so profoundly, 
So young, so unmoved by the strife, 
While beside him, brimful of life's nectar, 
Untouched stands the goblet of life. 
*Tis idle to talk of the future, 
Of the sad “‘might have been,” mid our tears; 
God knew all about it, yet took him 
Away from the on-coming years. 
God knew all about it; how noble, 
How gentle he was, and how brave, 
How bright his possible future— 
Yet put him to sleep in the grave. 
God knows all about those who love him, 
How bitter the trial must be, 
And right through it all God is loving, 
And knows so much better than we. 


From such mothers as this have come and always will come t!° 

triots and the statesmen who make our country great. SyDN!Y 
p. Epes was one of them. Virginia honored him while living. 
and all true Virginians honor his memory. 


Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the resolutions. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is on the. adoption of the resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. DaNIEL]}. 


enof Mrs. Margaretus 
them. 
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The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock 
and 58 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, June 5, 1900, at 10 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 4, 1900. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
To be major-general. 
Brig. Gen. Elwell S. Otis, United States Army (major-general, 
United States Volunteers), June 16, 1900, vice Merritt, to be re- 


tired from active service on that date under the requirements of 
the act of Congress approved June 30, 1882. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-ninth Infantry. 


Q. M. Sergt. Elmer B. Gavett, Company H, Thirty-ninth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 25, 1900, | 


vice Vickers, honorably discharged. 


NotTe.,—Sergt. Maj. Archer W. Davis, Thirty-ninth Infantry, 


United States Volunteers, was nominated April 27, 1900, for 
appointment to the vacancy caused by the discharge of Lieuten- 
ant Vickers; was confirmed by the Senate May 4, 1900, and duly 
commissioned, but died May 16, 1900, not having accepted his 
commission, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Thirty-sixth Infantry. 

Second Lieut. William F. Gwynne, Thirty-sixth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 25, 1900, vice Haisch, 
resigned. 

Thirty-seventh Infantry. 


Second Lieut. Alvin K. Baskette, Thirty-seventh Infantry, | 


United States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 25, 1900, vice 
Russell, resigned. 


To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


Capt. Robert Burns, assistant surgeon, Forty-ninth Infantry, | 


United States Volunteers, May 24, 1900, vice Evins, resigned. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain. 


First Lieut. William C. Warmsley, assistant surgeon, Forty- 
ninth Infantry, United States Volunteers, May 24, 1900, vice 
Burns, promoted, 


CHIEF JUSTICE OF COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 
Joseph R. Reed, of Iowa, to be chief justice of the Court of 
Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration of 
his present term, on the 30th day of June, 1900, and expiring on 
the 30th day of June, 1902, provided for by act of Congress ap- 
proved April 17, 1900. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Thomas C, Fuller, of North Carolina, to be associate justice of 
the Court of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the 
expiration of his present term, on the 30th day of June, 1900, and 
expiring on the 30th day of June, 1902, provided for by act of Con- 
gress approved April 17, 1900. 

William W. Murray, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the 
Court of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expi- 
ration of his present term, on the 30th day of June, 1900, and ex- 
piring on the 30th day of June, i902, provided for by act of Con- 
gress approved April 17, 1900. 

Henry C. Sluss, of Kansas, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration 
of his present term, on the 30th day of June, 1900, and expiring 
on the 80th day of June, 1902, provided for by act of Congress ap- 
proved April 17, 1900. 

Wilbar F. Stone, of Colorado, to be associate justice of the Court 
of Private Land Claims for the term beginning at the expiration 
of his present term, on the 30th day of June, 1900, and expiring 
on the 30th day of June 1902, provided for by act of Congress ap- 
proved April 17, 1900. 

CONSUL. 


Thomas Herbert Norton, of Ohio, to be consul of the United 
States at Harput, Turkey, to fill an original vacancy. 


POSTMASTER. 


William 'M, Sullivan, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Butler and State of Ohio, in the place of J. Q. Baker, 
whose commission expired May 18, 1900. 


INDIAN COMMISSIONER. 


Clifton R. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, to be a commissioner to 
negotiate with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, 
Muscogee (or Creek), and Seminole nations, under the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Statutes, page 
645), vice Archibald S. McKennon, resigned, 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER 
Thirty first Infantry. 
Maj. Lloyd M. Brett, Thirty-first Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers, to be lieutenant-colonel, May 31, 1900, vice Hayes, re- 
signed. 
Capt. Charles P. Stivers, Thirty-first Infantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be major, May 31, 1900, vice Brett, promoted. 
First Lieut. Benjamin Stark, jr., Thirty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be captain, May 31, 1900, vice Stivers, pro- 
moted. 
Second Lieut. Wilford Twyman, Thirty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 31, 1900, vice Stark, 
promoted. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fifth Infantry. 
Sergt. Donald W. Strong, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 81, 110, 
vice Chappelear, promoted. 


ARMY. 


To be brigadi re ie rals, 
Col. Jacob H. Smith, Seventeenth Infantry, United States Army, 
June 1, 1900, 
Col. Luther R. Hare, Thirty-third Infantry, United States Vol 
unteers (captain, Seventh Cavalry, United States Army), June 1, 


| 1900, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Infantry arm, 
Maj. Carroll H, Potter, Fourteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May 31, 1900, vice Hartz, Twenty-second Infantry, retired 


| from active service. 


Capt. Henry A. Greene, Twentieth Infantry, to be major, May 


| 31, 1900, vice Potter, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 





UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Morris M. Estee, of California, to be United States district judge 
of the Territory of Hawaii, an original appointment under the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘*‘An act to provide a 
government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY, 

John C, Baird, of Wyoming, to be United States district attor- 
ney of the Territory of Hawaii, an original appointment under 
the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act to provide 
a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 
1900, 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Daniel A. Ray, of Illinois, to be United States marshal of the 
Territory of Hawaii, an original appointment under the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress entitled ‘* An act to provide a govern- 
ment for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Frederick A. Kuntzsch, of New York, to be surveyor of cus- 
toms for the port of Syracuse, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed John F. Nash, whose term of office will expire by limitation 
June 5, 1900, 

POSTMASTER. 

John L. Nesbit to be postmaster at Corona, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, in the place of G,. L, Rapelye, re- 
moved, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Albert Gleaves to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 25th day of May, 1900, vice Lieut, Commander 
William P Elliott, deceased. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Waldo Evans, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 12th day of December, 1899, vice Lieut, Robert I, 
Reid, promoted. 

Also the following-named ensigns to belieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy, from the Ist day of July, 1900, they having completed 
three years’ service in the grade of ensign (all subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law): 

Frank H. Brumby. 

Thomas M. Dick. 

Charles K. Mallory. 

Frank P. Baldwin. 

William C. Davidson, 

Newton Mansfield. 

Harris Laning. 

James P. Morton. 

Daniel M. Garrison. 

Franklin D, Karns. 

David W. Todd. 

John V. Klemann, 

William R. Cushman, 

Henry V. Butler, jr. 

Walter R. Gherardi, 

James J, Raby. 

James E, Walker, 
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Frederic N. Freeman, 

William H. Standley. 

Arthur T. Chester. 

Cassius B. Burnes. 

Albion J. Wadhams, 

Kenneth M, Bennett. 

Edward H, Watson. 

Orlo 8. Knepper. 

Michael J. McCormack, 

John F, Marshall, jr. 

Rufus Z. Johnston, jr. 

Ernest F. Eckhardt. 

Edward H, Dunn. 

The following-named naval cadets to be ensigns in the Navy, 
from the 4th day of April, 1900, all subject to the examinations 
required by law, to fill vacancies existing in that grade: | 

John Halligan, jr. 

William C. Watts. 

George L. Smith. 

Herman J. Elson. 

Wilbur G. Briggs. 

Fletcher L. Shettield, 

Ralph N, Marble, jr. 

Henry C. Dinger. 

James A. Hand, jr. 

Lyman A. Coiten. 

Edward Woods. 

Alexander N. Mitchell. 

Charles Boone. 

Louis Shane. 

Edward W. McIntyre. 

Frank L. Pinney. 

William P. Cronan. 

Ulysses 5S. Macy. 

Zeno E, Briggs. 

Walter B. Tardy, 

William T. Tarrant, 

Guy W. Faller. 

Clarence A. Abele, 

William B. Wells. 

Yancey 8S. Williams, 

Edward T. Constien. 

Thomas L. Johnson. 

George T. Pettengill. 

John A. Schofield, 

George C. Sweet. 

Franck T, Evans. 

Morris H, Brown, 

David C. Hanrahan, 

John F., Babcock. 

John 8. Graham. 

Charles P. Nelson. 

The following-named naval cadets, to be assistant naval con- 
structors in the Navy; from the 4th day of April, 1900, subject to 
the examinations required by law, to fill vacancies existing in that 
corps: 

Henry Williams, and 

Henry T. Wright. 

The following-named naval cadet, to be a second lieutenant in 
the United States Marine Corps, from the 4th day of April, 1900, 
subject to the examinations required by law, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that corps: 

Walter G. Roper. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 


Corp]. John H. Ruff, Company H, Thirty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, June 2, 1900, vice Cor- 
liss, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fourth Infantry. 


Second Lieut, Robert C. Corliss, Thirty-fourth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, April 30, 1900, vice Cra- 
mer, dismissed. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 


John E, Kendrick, of Rhode Island, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Rhode Island, vice James 8. McCabe, 
whose term expired February 10, 1900. 

MEMBERS OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO, 

José C, Barbosa, of San Juan; Rosendo Matienzo Cintron, of 
Ponce; José de Diego, of Mayaguez; Manuel Camuiias, of Fajardo, 
and Andreas Crosas, of San Juan, to be members of the executive 
council of Porto Rico, original appointments under the provisions 
of the act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide revenues and a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved April 12, 1900. 
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COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION OF PORTO RICO, 

Martin Grove Brumbaugh, of Pennsylvania, to be commissioner 
of education of Porto Rico, an original appointment under the 
provisions «cf an act entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to provide reve- 
nues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved April 12, 1900. 

CHIEF AND ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF PORTO RICO, 

José Severo Quinones, of Porto Rico, to be chief justice of the 
supreme court of Porto Rico. Louis Sulzbacher, of Missouri; 
José C. Hernandez, of Porto Rico; José M. Figueras, of Porto 
Rico, and Rafael Nieto y Abeillé, of Porto Rico, to be associate 
justices of said court, original appointments under the provisions 
of the act of Congress entitled “An act temporarily to prov 
revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for ot 
purposes,” approved April 12, 1200. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE OF PORTO RICO, 

William H. Holt, of Kentucky, to be United States district ju 


| for the district of Porto Rico, an original appointment under t 


provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act temporarily to 


| provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for 


other purposes,” approved April i2, 1900. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF PORTO RICO, 

Noah B. K. Pettingill, of Porto Rico, to be United States dis- 
trict attorney for the district of Porto Rico, an original appoint- 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act 
temporarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
Rico, and for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT MARSHAL OF PORTO RICO, 

Edward S. Wilson, of Ohio, to be United States district mars)ial 
for the district of Porto Rico, an original appointment under the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled “‘An act temporarily to 
provide revenues and a ciyil government for Porto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900. 

MEMBERS OF COMMISSION TO COMPILE LAWS OF PORTO RICO, 

Joseph F. Daly, of New York; Leo 8. Rowe, of Pennsylvania, 
and Juan Hernandez Lopez, of San Juan, Porto Rico. as members of 
the commission to compile and revise the laws of Porto Rico, etc., 
as provided by the act of Congress entitled “‘An act temporarily 
to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and 
for other purposes,” approved April 12, 1900, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4, 19 
MARSHAL. 

Daniel A. Ray, of Illinois, to be United States marshal for tho 
Territory of Hawaii. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

E. R. Stackable, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Hawaii, in the Territory of Hawaii. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 
To be brigadier-generals. 

Col. Jacob B. Smith, Seventeenth Infantry, United States Ariny, 
June 1, 1900. 

Col, Luther R, Hare, Thirty-third Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers (captain Seventh Cavalry, United States Army), June |, 
1900. 

THIRTY-NINTH INFANTRY, 

Q. M. Sergt. Elmer B. Gavett, Company H, Thirty-ninth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May ~», 
1900. 

THIRTY-FIFTH INFANTRY, 

Sergt. Donald W. Strong, Company A, Thirty-fifth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, May 31, 110. 
THIRTY-FIRST INFANTRY. 

Maj. Lloyd M. Brett, Thirty-first Infantry, United States Vol- 
unteers, to be lieutenant-colonel, May 31, 1900. 

Capt. Charles P. Stivers, Thirty-first Iufantry, United States 
Volunteers, to be major, May 31, 1900. 

First Lieut. Benjamin Stark, jr., Thirty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be captain, May 31, 1900. 

Second Lieut. Wilford Twyman, Thirty-first Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 31, 1900. 

THIRTY-SIXTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. William F. Gwynne, Thirty-sixth Infantry, Unite: 

States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 25, 1900. 
THIRTY-SEVENTH INFANTRY. 

Second Lieut. Alvin K. Baskette, Thirty-seventh Infantry, Unite 

States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, May 25, 1900. 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 

Capt. Robert Burns, assistant surgeon, Forty-ninth Infantry, 

United States Volunteers, May 34, 1900, 





1900. CONGRESSIONAL 





To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain, 

First Lient. William C. Warmsley, assistant surgeon, Forty- 

ninth Infantry, United States Volunteers, May 24, 1900, p 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

Maj. Carroll H. Potter, Fourteenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, May 31, 1900. 

Ce. Henry A. Greene, Twentieth Infantry, to be major, May 
31, 1900, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDAY, June 4, 1900. 


~~ House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, June 2, was read 
and approved. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
personal privilege. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, a question of privilege. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. [rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. So does the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

PRINT OF THE GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to ask an order to print? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the general deficiency mll, with the Senate amendments, be 
printed, the amendments numbered, and that it lieon the Speaker's 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [linois [Mr. Cannon], 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, asks unanimous 
consent of the House that the general deficiency bill be printed, 
the amendments numbered, and the bill lie upon the Speaker's 
table. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLLAMS of Mississippi. Is there anything in that re- 
quest which would prevent consideration of this bill by tbe Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. CANNON. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks it would be within the power 
of the House to insist upon going into Committee of the Whole if 
the House desired todo so. This is simply a matter of printing. 
It does not interfere with the parliamentary rules of the House, 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A meena from the Senate, by Mr. Bennett, its Secretary, an- 


nounced that the Senate has with amendments bills of 
the following titles; in which 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 


e concurrence of the House was 


er , ie 
. R. 11537. An act making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 11719, An act amending section 5270 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; 

H, R. 11646, An act making provision for emergencies in river 
and harbor works for certain service, and for the diversion of cer- 
tain appropriations or modification of provisions heretofore made. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10650. An act to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville 
Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red 
River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State 
of Louisiana; and 

H. R. 1992. An act for the relief of Mathias Pederson. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

nate concurrent resolution 75: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed, and bound in cloth, for the use of the Census Bureau 500 copies 
of Senate Document No. 194, first session Fifty-sixth Congress, entitled * The 
History and Growth of the United States Census.” 

Senate concurrent resolution 74: 

Resolved by the Senate Lee ey of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed the eulogies upon the late Monroe L. 


additional 
Hayward, Senator-elect frome the State of Nebraska, of which 2,000 copies 
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shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies shall be for the u 
House of Representatives. 
Also the following concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 


be printed of the final report of the board of lady 1 
Columbian Commission 3,750 copies, of which 1,000 


concurring), That t! ’ 
wagers of the W \ 
hall be for the u 


Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, 20) copies to be delivered to Mrs 
Potter Palmer, president of the said board of lady managers, for distribu 
tion by her to members of home and foreign commissions. 

Also the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate’has heard with profound sorrow the annou 
ment of the death of Hon. WiLuiAm L. GREEN®P, late a Repr nita f 1 
the State of Nebraska. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended l 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to t e 


of Representatives. 
Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect tothe memory of 
the Senate do now adjourn 
SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 74: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represent es concurri I 
there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late M 
L. Hayward, Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, of which 2 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies shall be for the u 
House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Also the following concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri That 
there be printed of the final report of the board of lady manage: t 
World's Columbian Commission 3,750 copies, of which 1,000 shall be for t 
use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, 250 copi: 
livered to Mrs. Potter Palmer, president of the said board of | 
for distribution by her to members 
to the Committee on Printing. 

5. 4259. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice Worth- 
ington Winthrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5. 3669. An act granting an increase of pension to Ariana F, 
Mills—to the Committee on Pensions. 


‘ 
7 ifatir 


dy managers 
of home and foreign commission 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 5254, An act for the relief of the estate of Maj. Guy 
Howard, deceased; and 

H. R, 2826. An act to create a commission to make settlement 
and adjustment with the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany of its indebtedness to the Government of the United States. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read an 
extract from a speech delivered in Buffalo in September, 1899, by 
former Representative Mahany, and which was.read into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at the other end of the Capitol on May 
81, appearing on page 6269. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ALEx- 
ANDER] rises to a question of personal privilege and asks the Clerk 
to read the following, which will be read for the information of 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

As a momber of Congress, my duty was to serve the people, not to sell 

achts for Democratic bosses. [Cheers.) Speaking of the yacht question, 

r. Conners’s yacht, the Enquirer, cost him $45,000, am informed. Through 
the influence of John R. Hazel and D.8. ALEXANDER the yacht wassold to the 
Government for the enormous sum of $80,000. Mr. Conners received $60,000, 
according to a statement Mr. Hazel made to me personally, and Mr. Hazel 
said his rake-off was $5,000, and he was sorry he did not ask more, for he be 
lieved he could have gotit. [Laughter.] History does not record where the 
other $15,000 went. The Government recently relisted the yacht for sale at 
the low figure of $25,000. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Now I ask the Clerk to read the follow- 
ing affidavit of Mr. John R. Hazel. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the affidavit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE oF New York, County of Erie, city of Buffalo, ss: 

John R. Hazel, being duly sworn, deposes ar 

That soon after the war was declared with | 
to have left the Canary Islands for an unknown 


l says: 
min Cervera’s fleet was said 
destination. It was thought 









by many that the fleet would soon appear upon the Atlantic coz and 
unless the coast was properly protected much damage might be done to New 
York City and other cities bordering upon the Atlantic coast. Asa resnit 


the New York press from day to day urged and insisted that the Gover1 
ment provide additional harbor protection. Commercial bodies of N« 
York City and other cities advised the purchase of torpedo boats and other 
vessels, and that immediate steps be taken by the Government to prot 
New York Harbor and other harbors along the Atlantic coast, and to pro 
cure and cause said coast to be patrolled by torpedo boats and other speedy 
craft, so that warning might be given of the approach of Cervera’'s fleet or 
any other fleet of the enemy. 

At this time Mr. W. J. Conners, the owner of the steam yacht Enquirer, 
whom I had known for many years, advised with me in reference to a letter 
which he had received from a ship broker of New York City, requesting per 
mission to offer the Enquirer for sale to the Government. As a result of his 
consultation with me, I was employed by him to place the matter of the sale 
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of the steam yacht Enquirer before the then existing auxiliary board, ap- 
pointed for the purpose of inspecting ships and vessels and to recommend 
their purchase by the Government. I appeared before this body at New 
York Ci-y, and found that several of its members were acquain with the 
Enquirer and had its inspection and purchase under consideration. The 
yacht was 140 feet long, and was reported to have considerable speed. She 
was seaworthy in all respects; and it was said by the chairman of the auxil- 
iary committee that she was not heavy enough for torpedo purposes, but 
would do very well for a mosquito fleet, so called. Soon thereafter the 
naval appropriation bill was passed, and the Government considered the 
purchase of yachts of the size and kind of the Enquirer for the purpose of 
establishing a fleet co petees the harbor of New York and other Bar ors on 
the Atlantic coast. and I again oppaues before the auxiliary committee at 
Mr. Conners’s request. In fact, lappeared before this committee a number 
of times, and had considerable correspondence with the committee. 

It was stated to me by various members of the committee at these times 
when I »ppeared before the board that whenever the Government ordered 
the est: b!ishment of a mosquito fleet the Enquirer would be purchased, upon 
condition that the owner would enlarge her coal bunkers. 

While negotiations were pending, the Government ordered an inspection 
of the yachtat Buffalo, N.Y. Lieutenamt-Commander Patch and Commander 
Dickson inspected her, and soon thereafter I was informed that the inspect- 
ors had recommenced the purchase of the Enquirer for the sum of $80,000; 
but the yacht was not immediately purchased, because the naval appropria- 
tion bill had not passed. 

Upon my advice Mr. Conners brought the yacht to New York by way of 
the Welland Canal and St. Lawrence River, and as soon as the appropriagion 
bill became a law laga'n called the attention of the auxiliary committee, as 
well as the attention of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, tothe Enquirer, 
ind the purchase by the Government was consummated. 

Deponent examined the necessary papers to effect the sale of the Enquirer 
tothe Government and delivered her at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard and re- 
ceived the voucher and check, drawn to the order of W. J. Conners, in the 
usual manner, and that the check was delivered to deponent's client. That 
there was no reduction of $15,000 or any payment of this or any other sum 
paid to any person, and the entire purc price was paid to Mr. Conners, 
as the result of the appraisal aforesaid, and it was conducted in all respects 
properly and as was the course of said auxiliary board. 

Pending the negotiations, the auxiliary committee had the purchase of 
many steam vessels under consideration, and often times a number of days 
elapsed before a hearing was granted me, and I deemed my services. inclusive 
of expenses, were reasonably worth the sum of $5,000, which Mr. Conners paid 
me, and which I have never concealed. 

JOHN R. HAZEL. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3lst day of May, 1900. 
[SEAL.] J. C. BEECHER, 
Notary Public, Erie County, N. Y. 

During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from 
New York state that this is a matter of personal privilege? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I had not heard anything that made it 
such. 

Mr. RYAN of New York. 
to be read. . 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the affidavit. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I nowask the Clerk to read the following 
affidavit of William J. Conners. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
STATE OF NEw York, County of Erie, city of Buffalo, ss: 
. William J. Conners, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That he has heard read the affidavit of John R. Hazel, verified on the 3ist 
day of May, 1900, before James C. Beecher, notary public, and that the same 
is in all respects true. 

Deponent further seys tyat he accepted the appraisement of the Govern- 
ment inspectors, and the yacht Enquirer was sold to the Government and 
delivered at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard in the month of May, 1898. The pur- 
chase price was not paid until the following June, on account of a delay in 
the preparation, transmission, or proper execution of the bill of sale and 
vouchers. 

That deponent did not in any way improperly influence the appraised 
value of the yacht Kaguirer, nor the purchase price of it by the Government, 
nor did he cause any person or persons to do so in his behalf. The only sum 
paid was the sum of $5,000, which was paid to John R. Hazel, for his legal 
services and legitimate expenses incurred by him. Said Hazel ap 
fore the auxiliary board in New York on a number of occasions and prepared 
the bill of sale, inspected the vouchers, and performed such legal services as 
are necessary in transactions of this character. 

This deponent also ap several times before the auxiliary board at 
New York for the purpose of giving such explanations in regard tothe yacht 
and to furnish such description of her as was required of him at the time. 

The statements made in the publi: 5 pend that this deponent only received 
$60,000 for the Enquirer, and that $15,000 was paid by him or used to influence 
the appraisement or to influence the sale of the yacht to the Government, 


re wholly untrue. 
W. J. CONNERS. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2d day of June, 1900. 
(SEAL. ] E. H. DIETZER. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to a letter from 
. Mr. John R. Hazel, I said to him thatall negotiations for the pur- 
chase of vessels for the use of the Government must be made be- 
fore the board of naval survey in New York City, composed of 
several distinguished naval officers; that I knew none of them, 
but that he could probably get letters of introduction to them 
from the collector of customs in New York or some other friends. 

Some time after that Mr. Hazel informed me that the yacht had 
been ordered from Buffalo to New York for purposes of survey and 
asked me to see the Secretary of the Navy and ascertain if it could 
be tied up to the navy-yard wharf in Brooklyn pending the sur- 
vey. I saw the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, whoreplied that 
he would communicate with the commandant of the navy-yard. 
I never knew whether that request was granted or not. 

I never was on the yacht; I never saw it, to my knowledge, but 
once, and then from a distance; I never had any negotiations of 
any kind or character whatsoever respecting the saleof the yacht. 


I hope the gentleman will allow this 
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Until Saturday, when the affidavit of Mr. Hazel was handed me. 
I never knew when the money was paid, to whom it was paid, or 
how it was paid, or anything respecting the negotiations for the 
sale of the yacht to the Government. I inflict this personal ex- 
planation upon my colleagues of this House simply because the 
extract from the speech referred to was read into the Recorp on 
last Saturday at the other end of this Capitol, although I think 
owe the House an apology, regardless of that. 


PENSIONS OF CERTAIN WIDOWS, 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a questio: 
of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge th, 
Committee on Invalid Pensions from the further consideration o! 
resolution No. 264 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I donot claim it to be a question of 
personal privilege: but it is a question of privilege. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It isa question of privilege. This re 
lution of inquiry has been in the committee for more than a wee 
It is not a matter of personal privilege, but it concerns the privi- 
lege of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is this aresolution of inquiry? 

Mr. MIERSofIndiana. A resolution of inquiry, pending before 
the committee more than a week. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from Indiana. Let the resolution be read by the Clerk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested and 
rected to transmit, for the information uf the House of Representatives 
the papers, official reports, and epeverncasnes on file relating to the dro) 
ping from the pension roll certain widows; especially the reports and cor 
respondence from special examiners William M. Goodlove, W. 8S. Harris, 
A. W. Room, and Gen. J. H. Stibbs, and each of them, relative to said widow 
also all letters and correspondence by said Stibbs and the Commissioner of 
Pensions to and with said Stibbs, Harris, Room, Goodlove, and each of th: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Iask that the committee be discharge 
from further consideration and the resolation placed on its jas- 
sage. 

The SPEAKER. What was the motion of the gentleman? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Itis that the resolution be placed upon 
its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to discharge the 
committee first? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes,sir; I move to discharge the com- 
mittee from further consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to dis- 
charge the Committee on Invalid Pensions from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution. The question is on discharging the 
committee. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, I desire to be heard briefly on this 
question. 
Mr. 8 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
not hear anything. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The defender of the home is entitled 
to the esteem of every member of that household. The nation's 
protectors are entitled to the ane me of every citizen of the na- 
tion. And, Mr. Speaker, if the nation's protector gives his life 
for the nation and leaves behind him a widow to mourn the |oss, 
that widow is entitled to all the protection the nation can give. 
The Government has recognized this by nting not only to the 
heroes of 1861 to 1865 liberal pensions, but to their widows as 
well, On August 7, 1882, the following amendment was passed 
to section 4692: 


And the open and notorious adulterous cohabitation of a widow who is « 
pensioner shall operate to terminate her pension from the commenceme!t 0! 
such cohabitation. 

A rule has grown up, and has been established in the Pension 
Office, construing this section of the statute, and instead of it 
being a liberal construction, as the spirit of Americanism requires 
to be given every statute in favor of the nation’s protectors, there 
has been read into this section by the Commissioner of Pensions 
that which renders it a close and narrow construction and maks 
it apply to applicants for pensions, as well as to those who are })«!!- 
sioners, and to apply to the act of June, 1890, when the act docs 
not so provide. 

I want to call the attention of the House for a moment further 
to the act of June 27, 1890, in connection with this statute that | 
have just read. 

Shall hereafter die— 


That is, the soldier— 


leaving a widow without other means of support than her daily la! or, 
* * * such widow shall, upon due prot of her husband's death, withou 
proving his death to be the result of his Army service, be placed on the pel 
sion from the date of the application therefor under this act. 


ker, there are some things that are sacred to all men. 
Mr. Speaker, a question of order, We can 












1900. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not understand what connection this gen- 
eral discussion of the ve question has to a resolution of in- 
quiry about a particular case. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will connect with that in just a mo- 
ment. Iam only leading up to this in order not to be personal, 
and I will show very clearly the application and make the connec- 
tion. 

So that, Mr. Speaker, a practice has grown up, as I have said, 
of construing this first section not only as against the widow who 
is a pensioner (the language of the statute), but it is construed 
against those who are applying as well, reading into the statute 
that which is not placed there. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. We would like to have order. 
hear a word. 

The SPEAKER, Gentlemen will please cease conversation and 
preserve order. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, another word on this 
question, The Commissioner of Pensions reads into this statute, 
which provides that the widow’s name shall be dropped when she 
is guilty of open and notorious adulterous cohabitation—makes it 
apply to those who make application. He also reads it into the 
act of June 27, 1890, which provides so'ely upon proof of the death 


of her husband and that she is without means that she is entitled | 


toa pension. While. that is a matter of criticism, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions or no other officer ought to be permitted to 
read anything into the statutes, but this body ought to amend, if 


the statute is not broad enough to cover moral questions or legal | 


questions, and apply the law as it is. 
on that part of the question. 

I desire briefly to call your attention to the information called 
for in this resolution. I understand, Mr. Speaker, without mak- 
ing any charge, yet stating to this House from information which 
seems reliable and trustworthy, that there have been about 30 
widows dropped from the rolls on the report of one gentleman 
who is acting in the capacity of a special examiner. By this reso- 
lution I have asked that the report be given to the House asa 
matter of information. 
report that I refer to is William Goodlove. I am informed by 
evidence which seems to be reliable that not only did this special 
examiner, but others, some of whom arenot included in this reso- 
lution, ask the widow direct questions that are not to be re- 
peated in this public assembly. 

1 am informed that this same report which I have asked be 
laid before this House gives the entire statement,-question by 
question, that I want this House to know. While I do not desire 
to he put in the attitude of making any charge, I will state fur- 
ther what, I am informed, that report would furnish for our in- 
formation. I am informed, too, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House, that this same special examiner on divers occasions 
boasted that the Commissioner of Pensions had knowledge of the 
kind of questions and conduct that he was applying to the wid- 
ows, and that he fully approved it. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that I do not believe it. I believe that to be a base slander against 
the present Commissioner. 

I realize and believe that the present Commissioner has made a 
narrow and contemptible construction of the pension laws against 
the old soldiers and their widows, but I am not willing to believe for 
a moment that he consented to or sanctioned questions in the form 
they are made here, If such questions were propounded, an in- 
vestigation will show who is to blame. It is said that, without 
any regard to the standing of the woman and without a suspicion 
against her character, the question is asked of her if she had been 
guilty of adultery since the death of her husband; whether she 
had given birth to any illegitimate children since the death of her 
husband, and similar questions. What are the facts? These re- 
ports will show something on this subject. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this House, there were two other 
special examiners, Harris and Roome, who were sent to the city 
of Chicago for the purpose of inquiring as to the conduct of Spe- 
cial Examiner Goodlove, referring to these examinations. 
informed that each one of the special examiners made reports to 
the Commissioner of Pensions which are on file on this subject, 
This resolution asks that they may be submitted to the House. 

I am informed that Special Examiner Roome made a plain 
statement of the facts, and for having done so he was reduced, 


That is all I desire to say 


brought from the field and placed at the desk, rather than to be | 
left on an equal footing with the gentleman against whom he | 


made the report. This resolution asks for that report. Who is 
unwilling that the public shall know its contents? 

! am informed that the other examiner, Harris, made a report 
to the Commissioner, and the evidence goes to show that the Com- 
missioner took a biased judgment of the matter, reduced the man 
Harris, and left the man Goodlove standing. 

1 want to say that I do not know either of these gentlemen. 


I 


Ican not | 
| Post of September 


lam | 
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| matter of no personal interest to me. 
| know how these examinations are conducted, 


| ernment employee or not. 


\ | | sioner of Pensions went his way to the next name on his list 
That special examiner who makes that | 


| question in the presence of a male member of the family 
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have not even a personal acquaintance with one of them, so it isa 
l oniy want the pubiic to 





Mr. Speaker, General Stibbs wrote letters to the Commissioner, 
not only wrote letters to the Commissioner, but he was sent to 
make an examination, and I am informed that his letters and his 


| report thereon are on file and show conduct most unbecoming, 


language constituting the most lascivious treatment of a woman 
who was a widow of one of the defenders of this country, such as 
no gentleman would permit in his presence, whether he be a Gov- 
The resolution asks that that com- 
munication, which is on file in the Commissioner's oftice, be laid 
before the House, and that is all I ask upon that subject. Let the 
country know the facts. Who will say no? 

In addition that patriot, the gallant soldier, the humanitarian, 
the friend of the soldiers and their widows, in season and out of 
season, Corporal Tanner, gave an interview in the Washington 

; 25, 1899, extracts from which I have copied 
which bear upon that subject, and I ask that the Clerk read the 
same for information, and, Mr. Speaker, I would like the House 
to be in order so that they may hear what the charge is as made 
by this gallant, maimed old soldier. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not understand what this is 
that the gentleman is to have read. Will he state what it is? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. It is extracts from an interview with 
Corporal Tanner upon the subject of dropping the widows from 
the pension rolls, on reports made, and on questions entirely out 
side of the law and along the same line as called for in the reports 
and correspondence referred to. 


Mr. RAY of New York. I understand this is simply an inter- 
view with Corporal Tanner? 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


They were told to inform each one upon whom they called that they were 
employees of the Pension Office, and were directed to ask them certain ques 
tions. 

The questions asked a male pensioner were: First, as to his identity as the 
person who drew a pension under certificate of such a number; then, as to 
whether he ever executed his voucher in advance of the first day of payment; 
then, as to whether he always produced his certificate when he executed his 
voucher. Answers being satisfactory, the representative of the Commis- 
If it was that 
of a soldier's widow, he was to identify her as above, and also to ask her if 
she had cohabited with any man since her husband's death. 

My informant told me that he had first on his list the names of many male 
pensioners, and that at a certain stage of his work, as he looked at the next 
name on his list, he said: “I almost froze in my tracks, for there among the 
names allotted to me to investigate was that of the widow of General Blank. 
under whom I[ served a little more than half of my four years’ service. | 
swore in my heart that I would lose my position betore I would ask her any 
such question, and 1 checked her name and went on.”’ He had named to me 
one of the great generals of the war of the rebellion, whose widow is pen 
sioned under a special act of Congress, and who is universally loved and es 
teemed by all who know her, and who is held in the highest regard by the 
millions of Americans who know her only as the widow of her distinguished 
husband. 

On the Saturday before the Grand Army met I sat in the office of a pro 
fessional gentleman of this city, to whom [ told the above, and as I finished a 
sneer was on his face as he said, ** Oh, of course Tanner, they would not ask 
such a question of General Blank’s widow, but I have a friend, an elderly 
lady, and as good a woman as exists, and I suppose it is her misfortune that 
her husband was only a private, for they asked her thatd insulting ques- 
tion.” 


Yes; I ask that it be read in my time. 


+. . * * * * . 

Joseph W. Kay is department commander of the Grand Army of New 
York, and resides in Brooklyn. He told me that a man came to hia house one 
evening and introduced himself as a special pension examiner of the Pension 
Office, under instructions to ask certain questions of Commander Kay's 
mother-in-law, who lives with him, is the widow of a soldier, and has a claim 
fora pension. He showed Kay the questions he was instructed to ask, and 
among them was the objectionable one. Kay said to him: “My mother-in 
law is upstairs. She is 7% years of age. I will call her down and you can ask 

your questions, but I tell you now if you ask her that question I'll kill you 
sfore you can cross that threshold.’ The question was not asked. 
a a 7 * * + 7 

Since I have returned from Philadelphia several names have been given to 
me—names of honored and distinguished ladies residing here at the capital 
tc whose cheeks the blush of indignation has been brought by this question, 
based upon the assumption that virtue is the exception and not the rule 
among the widows of the defenders of our country. Age appears to be no 
protection, and common sense is never consulted, as in the case of Com 
mander Kay's mother-in-law. Women tottering in the eighties have it pro 
pounded to them. Commissioner Evans seems unappreciative of the fact 
that God Almighty, operating through nature, has a statute of limitations 
concerning some things, which runs for all time. 

” * * * * * * 

And some time ago one of his special examiners, by name James Reilly, 
was indiscreet enough to ask a lady residing in New York this objectionable 
The result was 
that Mr. Reilly was severely chastised on the spot and thrown out of the 
house, which was very unjust to him, as it is not to be presumed for a mo 
ment that he was asking such a question of his own motion. 

* * * * « + o 

At this point in this communication I was interrupted by a lady who is 
temporarily residing in Washington, a client of mine, and who is at present 
president of one of the national patriotic associations of ladies, which posi 
tion she is occupying for the third time. She is a soldier's widow and an 
applicant for a pension, and she but a moment ago informed me that a paper 
was put before her containing this question: ‘Have you given birth to any 
illegitimate children since the death of your husband?"’ 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Imight have this class of 
information extended at length, but I think I haveshown enough to 
make the hot blood tingle in the breast of every true American in this 
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House and to entitle it to the information asked for i : i 
: : n the re - y is inte i+ ao 
tion, and thatisall I desire to dothis morning. Imake no —_ Sn a nes it seems to me, to afford occasion { 
I only ask for the facts as they exist. I will say further that Office ‘a et ouse attacking the administration of the Pen 
Special Examiner Harris and Special! Examiner Roome are both Now I —— cut the ee ee oo “na resolution can s 
now residents of this city. General Stibbs is located over in Illi- | to who usa So ee a nnneane the wid 
nois somewhere. I have forgotten at what point, but he can be | bee eailt : refers. If the Department or any officer thereot 
had, and when this information is given to the House, if the House aa esas wile tsttien ie ee ene Cae 
desires to follow it further, I will then know ws ee oe eee ar widow, let the gentleman name her and give her 
ground for the charges. Then I will assist i ieaivis emia re gg tio Sar are ih a ee ee tr pa 
to this House and to the country much more evi lif all of acl en maed 
3 evidence along the | and if all of aclass have | i 
same line as that which has already been read to this H 71 f aclass have been treated alike, then let the gent), 
Sie Maamieaii dae mance aay Seen oe his oust - | name the class of widows to which he refers. It does seen 
cauunnindanen, y for the facts contained in the reports and | _ aro. that —_ — . done and until this resoluti 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this Hou amended to correspond with that idea, it should not be ad 
« i se, w - 7 £ i . . nt F : . ' ado 
— over the propert y of the Government it is eae thet = ao inane enti be abl 5 to find the oe 
that property is protected by every power Ses aw | ‘ ected, would not be able to find the papers. 
perty 16 ’ } given to the Govern- | records called for. Mr. Speak gm 
ment. Thatisright. If you would protect tt rty is | ‘tion of tt siete es @ literal compliance with 
country with a strong anand all the power the donrament oo ta leith ried is oes ton Pare 
what would you, gentlemen of this House, do fc : + elf |. oeeree rior to send to this House one-half, probably, ani 
gave his life that the Republic might tire, or ie eee tn Poneio om re an fee pgpene and records on 1 
years of it, which shortened his life, who left behind a aio be aeitien Office and with the Secretary of the Interior 1 
tomourn? Would you extend toherthesame protection? W A Meuse 
you allow a special examiner or any citizen of the Republic a | ésceee And then he would not be certain that he ha 
der any guise, to taunt her with such questions as are indicated i ee BAY, > ‘Ee 
these charges? I want to say, Mr. Speaker —— - — : M r. oe of New York. ertainly he would not; he wo 
House, I do not wonder that one special examiner was maltreated = ailene ieee eee Bam 
and thrown out of the house. . '  MIERS an i ; 
I do not wonder that Commander Kay said to the examiner Mr. Wes Indiana. I will do so in my own time. 
*“My good cold mother-in-law is upstairs; she is 83 years old: I Mr MIERS ew York. I ask you to name one in my tim 
will call her down and you can ask that question, but if you dol | you =m I Saran k Task you to make your own 5; 
will take your life before you get out of the room.” Idon ron- |” “RAY ee ee 
der at it, and only wonder, Can it be true? If ine: acme ao — ETERS New York. Icall upon younow—do you kno 
yoing on, the comrades of the Grand Army are entitled to know if aie : bef : See 1 will answer, tothe gentleman's 
it. if these things are going on, the members of this House are “I, RB AY of Ne oot enone 
entitled to know it. If this conduct is going on, the country has a | me cs — . a Saree ane Ge tay. gpettion in pe 
right to know it; and I want to say for one, Mr Speaker that am a renee. yh yee poaperen oo a 
oo far £6 muy Voice, uo far as my ability and Det er yd wi ow that he claims has been offended against by the Com 
Eternal, the House and the country shall know what there is in | oes eae fed _— ——— eeeesnel 
these charges. The country demands the facts, and I ; of ee eee tee 
no charges; I wantonly the facts. Later, if the facts a cates oe ae i ee ee nears antute g 
gested, no one will need to make a charge. Thepatriotic citizens | ee tke, I cael Seen eeenenne a, ae aaewen any 8 
without reference to politics will express their indi ion ins ” RAY y eg a nctacthe Pega i 
a way that the evil will be corrected. | ees - xa se spin yf agp I A er geetlomen fro 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave that I ma | rt osed ene cnaractes 
. ’ exte ; - > 7 eo: a 
marks in the Recorp; and I reserve the remainder of — ame. | salen tans ae ee emer ss 00 eford oc 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks ees | — or a general attack on the Secretary of the Interior and 
édttenth tie aeminieies Sn tds ee. © | the Commissioner of Pensions; that is all. My question was a 
Mr. PAYNE, I object to that. oan fee oe the oaiones, bringing into the House a res- 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made olution of this kind, is unable to name, or unwilling to name, aud 
Now York (Mr. Ray] uaanechant » The gentleman from | petaees —— a single peren who, “ he claims, has been 
Mr, MIERS of Indiana. Ish ike to i i mac smbah eau thie Si, eae ton On 
duiaatin ould like to inquire who made the — a = ted =~ this — ought to vote it down. I trust 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Y __ _ | that wi done. if, upon the other hand, Mr. Speaker, he can 
Mr MIERS of indian ee ee aes ce PAYNE. ] come here with a charge against the Secretary of the Interior or 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New at. cleus in his | _ Commissioner of Pensions, naming one or more widows or a 
jlace, has objected. Thatendsthe matter. The gentleman from | class of widows that he alleges upon his honor have been offence 
ew York [Mr. RAY] is entitled to the le against by some unjust ruling, report, or action, then I will «id 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, 1 Dati eaten . | him, and every Republican in this House will aid him, to invest:- 
sedation tanmbeiadhen tdi . ’ P ge o | gate the matter and ascertain the facts and let them go to tle 
Th eSPEAKER. That wi a. country. If awrong has been done, let it be righted. If this in- 
eg ey Re ge oy epee is needed to enable Congress to act, then let us have ‘1. 
= to understand the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana wo nee re anmmrenn ene 66 16 8 mere 
they constitute an attack upon the administration of th ion | is is an ‘ 
a on the Commissioner himself or ae coat en aime - tt = 
special examiners. I was not able to understand just what the d men pao rele ag 
1 : i just | cussed to some extent at the last meeting of the National Enca)- 
gentleman intended in thatregard. But I desire tocall the atten- | oom ces et it, Ti 
; : q en- | ment, Grand Army of the Republi ing came of The 
tion of the House to the indefiniteness, tl i is | j . coe a yay ey eer Ba 
resolution. No gentleman on the floor of ah eee: ay ee —_— — ; ami ba sitet mya 
ing the resolution form any intelligent judgment as to wh | aan : gentleman from Indiana { Mr, Mirk- 
: : at class t to h : Reais 
of widows it refers or what particular widows are int eo ave seen any papers, to know of a single im)! 
intended if it | act, and the alleged intervi i 7 for or 
does not refer to a class. Whether or not the Commi | act, and the alleged interview of Tanner is not vouched for o1 
Pensions, if the resolution should be adopted and ace | with ae tommmaiiies on lid Pe een dara 
ascertain from the terms of the resolution what informatio ; tttae 3 : nvalid Pensions to investigate. os 
give this House is a matterof greatdoubt. I read the saeslenion: ne ane mi a eee : ee a cetiemen tro: 
Bresteed, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested and ai. lowe [Mr- LACEY ee 
rected to transmit, for the information of the H > 1 ( ry ti } 
the papers, official reports, and correspondence on file sesate tae Gar |, Mr. LACEY, r. Speaker, I do not really suppose that the : 
oa Fe wee pension yeu curtain ers especially the reports and corre- tleman from Indiana expects this resolution to pass. It has »: 
Toma aad Gon SO Bekenead caveat then cares wai wtiors” ”* | mils Pave beak sankote pumedl aaveteon em appropriation 
in seetenaiatedinadiemnaamiieds ae i euetehan ae - | might have been made in general debate on an appropriation 
oir LAGHY. Uneertein ino certain widows. | but by some means or other has miscarried. The proposition 
Mr, RAY of Now Vach Yen. jelaine f es | is to have all of the original papers in relation to “certain ' 
. York. s, judging from the remarks of the | ows ”"—which papers were made out by William M. Goodlove, \\ 
peer wang a he yma we pe - not a widow named; theclass | Harris, A. W. Room, and Gen. H. Stibbs—sent to Congress 
eC refer is not specified. The resolution continues: | appe ; hese pa j tacks upon 
Also all letters and correspondence by said Stibbs and the Commissio’ ft | tain ahaa th ce a ae cha pactef 
Pensions to and with said Stibbs, Harris, Room, Goodlove, and each of them and sealant ane one eee — be thi —_ oy 
T ~ of them. | and gz, Which. this resolution seeks, by this drag-net | 
oe —~ — names of — eee The resolution does | ceeding, to give publicity in the American House of Represen(a- 
y particular widow by name; it points outnoclass | tives. Such a resolution ought not to pass, If any inquir) 13 
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desired, it ought to go to the committee and the committee ought | discharged. The only motion before the House is to discharge the 
to examine any particular case of abuse and take the testimony, | committee. If the House decides to discharge the committee, then 
making public what was deemed proper and without attacking | the resolution will be put upon its passage. 
the private character of any pensioner. Mr. DRIGGS. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri, If these insulting questions that the | The SPEAKER. 
gentleman from Indiana alleges have been asked, do you not think Mr. DRIGGS. 
the American public ought to know it? to yield to me? 
Mr. LACEY. That is another proposition. If any insulting The SPEAKER. The point of order is made that the motion is 
question has been asked of a lady by one pension examiner or two | not debatable, and the point of order is sustained. 
pension examiners, that would be a proper subject of inquiry; but Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise toa point of order. 
here isa drag net that takes every widow on the roll. Any widow The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
upon the roll can be attacked through this resolution, ‘* Certain Mr. RICHARDSON, I donot understand under what rule the 
widows” isa very vague term, Theseexaminers, four in number, | point of order is made that the motion is not debatable. The 
are singled out—— rules do not sayso. There is no rule that prohibits debate on this 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This picks out four of them. motion. 
Mr. LACEY, Picks out four of them. Some one of them may Mr. STEELE. I submit that because the gentleman does not 
have done wrong; but this couples three others. It is inthe form | know the rule, that is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
of a fishing resolution, and it ought not to pass this House. If Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman may be richt about that. 
there is any inquiry which ought to be made, the Committee on | I will not take any issue with him about what he knows about ‘he 
Invalid Pensions already has the right to investigate it. rules. I ask the attention of the Chair to Rule XXII. clause 5, 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many of these examiners are | which makes a resolution of inquiry privileged after one week, 
there? but it does not say that it shall not be debated. I think they have 
Mr. LACEY. There are scores of them, Now, if the gentle- | always been open to debate. , 
man knows anything that is derogatory to any one of these ex- The SPEAKER. It isa question involving the priority of busi- 
aminers, if the gentleman knows of any charge that is derogatory | ness, and it has been decided more than once that that is not 
to any widow that he thinks Congress ought to inquire into, why | debatable. The Chair will refer the gentleman to page 254 of 
should he not bring that matter before the House? He does not | Hinds’s Book of Precedents, section 428, where it was squarely 
do it, and in addition to that, when he is asked to name anybody | decided. Rule XXV provides that questions relating to the priority 
he says ‘‘ he is making the speech,” and he does not propose to | of business shall be decided by a majority without debate. This 
give the House any facts. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, these | is such a question. There is no question but that the point of 
women ought not to be assailed in this covert way, and that these | order is well taken. The question will be put to the H 
examiners ought not to be assailed in this general way. If any Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to submit 
gentleman is willing to rise upon the floor and make a specific | a parliamentary inquiry. 
charge, it ought to be investigated and will be investigated. The The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
gentleman is on the Committee on Invalid Pensions; he had the Mr. RAY of New York. This being a motion, as I understand, 
power to call the attention of that committees to it, and that com- | to discharge the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if they are dis- 
mittee would investigate anything that they desired to investi- | charged, then the question comes immediately before the House 
gate. So, asI said before, this resolution ought not to pass. It | for consideration 
has done its duty. It has given the gentleman an opportunity to Mr. DRIGGS. 
relieve his mind upon the pension question, and it seems to me it The SPEAKER, 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
Has not the gentleman from Indiana any time 


ouse, 


A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
One point of order at a time. 


is time for us to vote on it and to vote it down, Mr. RAY of New York. If that motion to discharge the com- 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. How much time have I remaining? mittee is voted down, then this resolution will remain with that 
Mr. RAY of New York. Itis understood that I reserve the bal- | committee to act, to ascertain the facts and report to the House 
ance of my time. ata later day. Is that correct? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman bas thirty-four minutes re- | The SPEAKER. T ie gentleman will readily see, andthe House 


maining. must see, that if a motion is made to discharge a committee from 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry, a particular matter, bill, or resolution, and the House refuses to 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. | discharge the committee, the matter remains with that commit- 


Mr, TAWNEY. Wouid it be competent after gentlemen have 
made their speeches to offer amendments to this resolution before 
voting upon it? 


tee, 
committee. 


The question is on agreeing to the motion to discharge the 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noeg 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the only question | appesred to have it. 
before the House is the motion to discharge the Committee on Mr. MIERS of Indiana demanded a division, 
Invalid Pensions. There is nothing that can be amended, under The House divided; and there were—ayes 5”, noes 107 
the gentleman's motion, and the motion is strictly not debatable, | Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The yeas and nays, _ 
bat no point of order was raised. When the question of the pas-| Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, if the motion of the gentleman 
sage of the resolution comes up, that is another matter, which has | from Indiana to discharge the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
not yet been submitted to the House, | from the further consideration of this resolution is idopted — 
Mr. HOPKINS. If the House refuses to discharge the commit- | The SPEAKER. That motion is before the House. 
tee, then it leaves the resolution with the committee toinvestigate| Mr. MORItIS. If that is adopted, will this resolution then be 
it as a committee, does it not? in order immediately { onsideration? — 
The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to discharge the com-| ‘ihe SPA lf it is adopted. If voted down, it will re- 


mittee, of course it leaves the resolution with the committee. 


| main with the committee. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Then the committee is charged with the duty | _ Mr. MORRIS, If immediately in order ‘or consideration, will 
of investigating the subject-matter of the resolution and re- | it be subject to amendment while it is being considered? Can it 
porting. be amended ; , 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. No, Mr. Speaker, it is not charged | The SVUAK ER. That will depend upon the condition that it 
with the duty of investigation. It is simply charged with asking | !5 }" t that time, 


the questions of the Pension Bureau. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry has 
been answered by the Chair. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. DriaGs]. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 130, 


” 4 


| answered ‘*‘ present” 15, not voting ¥5; as follows: 


YEAS—112, 





Adamson, Cochran, Mo. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Kluttz, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Chair to say that | a1: ie Cooper, Tex. Siemine. Lanham, 
the motion was to discharge the committee, which motion is not | Alien, Miss. Cox, Gaines, Latimer, 
debatable. Bailey, Tex. Crowley, Gaston, Lentz, 

“ Ball, Cummings, Gilbert, Lewis, 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. Rasher, Daly. No Glynn, Little. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then i make the point of order that the gentie- | Bell, Davenport, 8. W. 0 Lloyd, 
man from Indiana is not in order. ; a Ys oe ey, sokain, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. The | pranticy, De Arecod. Meckison. 
question is on discharging the committee. Breaseale, De Graffenreid, Miers, Ind. 

GGS. i i i srewer, Je Vries, inor, 

-_ DRI A rliamentary inquiry. : : Brundidge, Denny, Howard, Moon, 

. MIERS of Indiana. A parliamentary inquiry. Burleson, Dinsmore, Jett, Muller, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. E Burnett, Dougherty, Johnston, Neville, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. The question of putting the resolution | (*! ag Driggs, J ques, Va. Noonan, | 
upon its is the matter that we have been discussing. _ Clayton, Als. Finley. Kitchin, — 

The SP That can not be done until the committee is ' Clayton, N. Y. Fitzgerald, Masa. Kleberg, Pierce, Tenn. 
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Prince, 
Ransdell, 

Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, Va 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 

Rixey, 
Robinson, Nebr. 
Rucker, 


Acheson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock. 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
Bartholdt, 
Bingham, 
Bishop, 
Boreing, 
Boutell, IL 
Bowersock, 
Brick, 
Brosiys, 
Brown, 
Burke, 8. Dak 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Cannon. 
Clarke, N. H. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crump, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 


Davenport, 8. A. 


Davidson, 


Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 


Adams, 
Atwater, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Berry, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Bradley, 
Brenner, 
Broussard, 
Bull, 

Burke, Tex. 
Calderhead, 
Campbell, 
Carmack, 
Catchings, 
Chanler, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cusack, 
Dahle, Wis. 
Dayton, 


Ryan, N, Y. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shackleford, 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sims, 
Smith, Ky. 
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Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Thayer, 
Thomas, N. C, 


NAYS—120. 


Dick, 
Dolliver, 
Driscoll, 
Eddy, 
Emerson, 
Esch, 
Faris, 
Fordney, 
Foss, 
Freer, 


Gardner, N. J. 


Gibson, 

Gill, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Graham, 
Greene, Mass, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hamilton, 
Hawley, 
Hedge, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoffecker, 
Hopkins, 
Howell, 
Hull, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT"—l 


Capron, 
Fos 


‘oster, 
Gardner, Mich. 


McAleer, 


Jack, 

Jones, Wash 
Joy, 

Kahn, 
Ketcham, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 


Linney, 
Littlefield, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
, Lovering, 
Lybran 
cCall, 
McCleary, 
McPherson, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Moody, Mass. 
son’ Oreg. 
Mudd, 
Needham, 
O'Grady, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, N. J. 


Metcalf, 
Meyer, La 
Naphen, 
Southard, 


NOT VOTING—%. 


Dovener. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fletcher, 


Gayle, 
Griffith, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 
Henry, Tex. 
Jenkins, 


Levy, 
Littauer, 
Livingston, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McRae, 
Mann, 


May, 
Mesick, 


Norton, Ohio 
Packer, Pa. 
Pearson, 
Pearre, 
Polk, 
ms 
uarles, 
Reeves, 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ind 
mayoett. 
Sibley, 
Slayden, 
Small, 


5. 


Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, & C. 
Zenor. 


Payne, 
Pearce, Mo. 
Phillips, 
Pugh, 


Bobler. 
Rodenberg, 
Russell, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Sherman, 
Showalter, 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Spalding, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway. 
Tayler, Ohio 
Thomas, Iowa 
Thropp, 

Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waters, 
Watson, 
Weaver, 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Young. 


Sperry, 
Stewart, N. Y¥. 
Tate. 


Smith, IL 

Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Sparkman, 
Spight, 

Sprague, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Talbert, 
Taylor, Ala 
Terry, 
Tompkins, 
Tongue, 
Turner, 
Vandiver, 
Vreeland, 


So the motion to discharge the committee from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. ATWATER. 


Mr. Dayton with Mr. 


EYER of Louisiana, 


Mr. FowLeErR with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr, CARMACK, 
Mr. Capron with Mr, SLAYDEN, 
Mr. BARHAM with Mr, TURNER. 

Mr, Stewart of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 
Mr. SouTHarD with Mr. Norton of Ohio, 
Mr. Morris with Mr. McCuLuocn. 


Mr. BuLu with Mr. NaAPHEN, 


Mr. DovENER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. WreyMmourn with Mr. BrRovussaRD, 
Mr. SperRY with Mr. CowHERD. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. BisHop with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. WEEks with Mr. Burke of Texas. 
Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 


Mr. MANN with Mr. Cusack. 
Mr, Tompkins with Mr. Fox. 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. GAYLE. 


Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana, 


Mr. BouTELLE of Maine with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 
For the session: 
Mr. MetcaLF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Mr, BRoMWELL with Mr. McDowE LL. 


JUNE 4, 


Mr. LInnEy with Mr. Ross, from the 1st to 6th. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, until the 5th. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. MCCLELLAN, until | 
5th. 

Mr. STEWART of New York with Mr, RiorpDan, until the 5t)). 

Mr, LITTAVER with Mr. RuPPERT, until the 5th. 

For this day: 

Mr. Sirs of Illinois with Mr. Spicurt, 

Mr. PEARRE with Mr. May. 

Mr, MONDELL with Mr. McRag, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. TaTE, 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SmMiTH with Mr. QUARLEs, 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. VANDIVER. 

Mr. KERR with Mr. FiTzpaTrick, 

Mr. Apams with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. BaRNEY with Mr, CHANLER. 

Mr, CALDERHEAD with Mr. BRADLEY, 

Mr, CRUMPACKER with Mr, BRENNER, 

Mr. Curtis with Mr. Cooney. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin with Mr. LIVINGsTON, 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr, Lams, 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. LASssITER, 

Mr. PEARSON with Mr. LEvy. 

Mr. RoBerts with Mr, TALBERT. 

Mr, Henry C. SMITH with Mr. Terry, 

Mr. TONGUE with Mr, TayLor of Alabama. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. PoLxK. 

Mr. Mesick with Mr. NEwWLANDs. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw 
my vote. I am paired with the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. Dayton]. 

The name of Mr. Meyer of Louisiana was called, and he an- 
swered ‘‘present.” 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. FowLeEr] voted upon the roll call? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to withdraw my vote, as | am 
paired with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow Ler]. 

The name of Mr. BARTLETT was called, and he answered 
** present.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. 
if I am recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening 
when his name should have been called? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. I was present on the secon roll 
call, and listening. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
should have been called and failed to hear it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Call the name of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska. 

The name of Mr. Ropinson of Nebraska was called, and he 
voted ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I heard my name 
called on the second roll call. I voted on the first roll call. 

The SPEAKER, Did the gentieman vote? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I did. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

The name of Mr. BouTrE.t of Illinois was called, and he voted 
“nay.” 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. I voted on the first roll call, and when I came 
in at the door I thought I heard my name called. 

The name of Mr, CANNON was called, and he voted ‘‘ nay.’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION - BILL, 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the report of the contcr- 
ence committee on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
This report is identical with the report filed the other day, excep! 
that the item providing for the purchase of a site for a municip:! 
hospital is disagreed to. That report was published in fuil in the 
RECORD, page 5622. I suppose, technically, the way the matter 
stands in a parliamentary sense, all the items are open. Now, | 
ask that the reading of the full report be dispensed with and the 


— statement only of the managers on the part of the House )e 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DaLzELL). The gent man 
from Vermont asks that the reading of the report be dispense“ 
with and that the statement be read. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before that consent is given, I | understocd by the members of this body. When the Sisters of 
want toask the gentleman a question. There was so much con- | Charity, or any of the noble orders of women engaged in helping 
fusion I did not hear what the gentleman said was involved. humanity, who are respected and loved by all mankind, are dealt 

Mr. GROUT. The purchase of a site for a municipal hospital | a foul blow by this Congress or by any other legislative body, that 
is disagreed to. | blow will be met by every law-abiding citizen of this country; it 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is that the St. Elizabeth Hos- | will be met by every Catholic in the United States who is made 

vital? | to feel that in discriminating against these sisters an unjust dis- 
Mr. GROUT. No; the purchase of a site for a municipal hos- | tinction has been made against the members of that church, 

pital. The conferees on the part of the House have disagreed, | Mr. Speaker, what is the condition of affairs here in this Dis- 
under the instructions of the House, to that item, and bring in a | trict? There is a man occupying the position of superintendent 
report to that effect. On all the other items an agreement is sub- of charities who is, in my opinion, one of the meanest bigots in 
mitted precisely the same asthe otherday. Of course, technically, | the United States. This man submitted a report in 1898 on the 
the whole matter should be read again unless consent is given | charities of the District at the expense of the people of the United 
that we dispense with the reading of the report. | States, the cost of the printing and binding being paid by the 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The Senate withdraws upon | Catholics as well as the Protestants of this country. This man 
this particular matter. | Lewis, who ought to be tarred and feathered, and who would be 

Mr. GROUT. No; they insist on the amendment, and the | if he lived in certain communities in the United States, undertook 
House conferees disagree and have brought in a disagreement. | an analysis of the teachings in the St. Joseph’s Orphan Asylum, 
It will all be made p!ain by the reading of the brief statement of | and treated with scorn and contempt the doctrine and practice of 


the managers. | the Catholic Church. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. This does not shut off This document, which forms a part of the report of the Com- 
debate? missioners of the District of Columbia, contains statements which 
Mr. GROUT. Not at all. I will not dignify by reading to the House, but these quotations, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to dispensing | with his insulting comments, can be found on pages 221 and 222 
with the reading of the report? [After a pause.] The Chair | of the report of the District Commissioners of 1898. On page 
hears none, and the Clerk will read the statement. 220 of this same report is found this impertinent criticism of the 

The Clerk read as follows: school: ‘The teaching is mechanical and shows lack of training.” 

The accompanying conference report is identical with that submitted to | A little further on he sarcastically adds that ‘‘one of the best 
the House on May 16 last, except that amendment No. 155, appropriating | rooms in the institution is fitted up asa chapel.” Just think of 


$100,000 for the purchase of a suitable site for a municipal hospital, is dis- iticis 0 : ; ins ic doc > > ne venadl 4 
agreed to. The said conference report was explained in detail as to each of pone em f = kind ma = de . this = He has rendered a 
the Senate amendments in a written statement by the managers at the con- | 8Tatuitous insult to every Catholic in this District. 


ference on the part of the House, and printed in the RECORD of May 16, 1900, Mr. Speaker, as I said a few moments ago, no civilized com- 
page munity in this or any other country would tolerate the continu- 
ewe a. BiNGaan, ance in office of this man for twenty-four hours, yet this is the 
JOHN M. ALLEN, individual to whom the orphans of the District of Columbia look 


Managers on the part of the House. | for protection. This is the man to whom this House of Congress 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move now that the report be ac- | has turned over the care and custody of the orphan children of 
cepted a the House so far as the conferees have agreed. this greatcity. Itseemstomethatif this subcommittee who have 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to | had thismatter in charge had investigated this problem as it should 
the conference report. | have been investigated no such authority would be given to any 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is this matter open to | such small, mean character as this man has proven himself to be. 
debate now? To whom must we look to protect these children, to guide them, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont | to bring them up as they should be brought up? The board of 
[Mr. Grout] has the floor. children’s guardians. What institution do they support? An in- 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask for sometime now, | stitution over here in Georgetown, where I believe children remain 
Mr. GROUT. What does the gentleman desire? three or four weeks, and whether the child is a child of Catholic 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I want to say a few | parents or not, I understand he or she is compelled to attend sery- 
words. I ask for five or six minutes before the report is accepted. | ice in the Protestant church every Sunday, and I aminformed that 


Mr. GROUT. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes. no Catholic priestis allowed to enter thishome. Yet, Mr. Speaker, 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Make it ten minutes, | thisisanonsectarian institution! Mr. Speaker, these children are 
and then I will be through. | taken by this man Lewis to be placed in suitable homes in differ- 
Mr. GROUT, -I will yield the gentleman ten minutes if he | ent parts of thecountry; and with a man of his narrow views and 
desires, prejudices what guarantee is there that a child of Catholic 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, in order to bring this matter to | parents will be placed in a Catholic family? ‘ 
a speedy conclusion, I will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts The members of this House, I think, will agree with me, if a 
to suspend until this agreement is reached and then there will be child of Catholic parents is turned over to the board of children’s 
plenty of time. guardians to be placed in a home that some effort should be made 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a great hue | to find a Catholic family, but with this man Lewis in charge no 
and cry has been rhised in various sections of this country during such practice will ever be carried on, s : 
the past ten years as to the propriety of Congress making appro- Scant attention has been given by Congress to the interests of 
priations which some people choose to term sectarian, and in cer- the Catholic Church, This kind of legislation was enacted in Ger- 
tain sections of the country this matter has been made an issue, | Many for a long term of years until within comparatively recent 
with the result that the members of this House, when matters of | years what is known as the Catholic Party sprang up, and they 
this kind have been discussed and questions of this nature have made themselves a power in every community. Andif this kind 
come before the House, have voted in accordance with promises of legislation is carried much further in this country something 
made in their district before they came to the House, and not at | of that kind—although I hope it may never come to pass—will 
all in accordance with the principle of justice and fair play which | eventually arise here, 
should characterize the proceedings of this body. The Senate made this appropriation. The House until the 
| find in the present appropriation bill, which is up for consider- | matter came in on the conference report never had a chance to 
ation at the present time, in the matter of appropriations for | vote onit. The gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. ALLEN | favored 
private charities, $4,000 given to the Women’s Christian Associa- | it; the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], the chairman of 
tion and $1,000 for the Teane Women’s Christian Home, organ- | the committee, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Bina- 
izations and associations which are essentially religious in every | HAM] did not wantit. ‘he gentleman from Pennsylvania, com- 
particular, and yet no question has ever been raised by this House | ing from the large city of Philadelphia, in whose district there 
or by the committee as to the propriety of making those appropria- | are hundreds of thousands of loyal Catholics living to-day, honest 
tions. No charge of sectarianism has ever been advanced upon | and law-abiding citizens, comes in, and by his vote on this House 
the floor of this House against either of these institutions, yet | committee takes that $1,800 from these poor orphans, from these 
every member must admit that religious teaching and religious | Sisters, who will be compelled for the next year, in taking care of 
training are the essential factors, and justly so, in the work of both | the orphan children of this District, to go to the market, to the 
these institutions. When it comes, Mr. Speaker, to the appropri- | clothing store, and to merchants here in Washington begging 
ation of the small sum of $1,800 for the St. Joseph’s Orphan | a mite, in order that these children may be allowed to enjoy a 
Asylum and $1,600 for the St. John’s Episcopal Home, a great | scanty living. 
many of the members seem to feel that some dire calamity is| Now, Mr. Speaker, all lask is fair play. This matter was voted 
about to take place, and that our institutions are to be torn | unanimously and without any objection on the part of the Sen- 
asunder if these small appropriations are allowed. ate; it came over here, and, as was the case last year, two men 
Mr. Speaker, while this amount of money is very small, the con- | have decided what the purpose and policy of this House is going 
sequences of the action of this House and the Senate should be | tobe. Mr. Speaker, to strike in the dark at institutions of this 
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kind is no way to deal with this problem, These Sisters are clois- 
tered up within the walls of that institution. They are shut out 
from the world and have nobody tostand up for them and protect 
them; they are consecrated to this kind of life, and underhand 
work of this kind is not fair dealing with them. 

It seems to me pretty small business on the part of the Congress 
of the United States to refuse this appropriation of $1,800. I 
wish, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia would make some little investigation as to how these institu- 
tions are run. From the report of this year submitted by this 
same superintendent of charities, I find that the Reform School 
for Girls last year cost $11,095; that the daily average of inmates 
was 26, and that it cost four thousand and odd dollars for salaries 
for officials to look after these 26 inmates. The average cost to 
the District of Columbia for taking care of those 26 girls was 
$481.75. The Reform School for Boys costs the Government 
$208 per capita. Yet, in these private institutions, Mr. Speaker, 
the cost in the House of the Good Shepherd was $32.15; the St. 
John’s Orphanage, which is an Episcopalian institution, $21.65, 
and in St. Jozeph’s Orphan Asylum, a Catholic institution, $20.93. 

In this connection I desire to submit at this time a short extract 
from the report of St. Joseph’s Orphan Asylum for the past year: 


Orphans are received at St. Joseph's irrespective of creed, and are chiefly 
from the city and District, including St. ann’s Asylum. There are in the 
house at the present time a number of children who are the sons of Union 
soldiers, as well as a number of Protestant children, some placed here by the 
police and others by relatives of the deceased parents. Children leave the 
asylum at the age of 13 or 14 years, at which age there is no difficulty in find- 
ing suitable homes for them. Many of our boys are instores throughout the 
city and are doing well. The health of the children has been remarkably good, 
there having been but six deaths in the asylum during the past twenty-five 
years. 

Our board of trustees is composed of Catholics and Protestants, and the 
asylum stands at all times open to inspection, not only by authorized agents 
but by any one interested in the care of orphan children. 

I also desire to present to the House a statement on charities in 
the District, addressed to the Senate Committee on the District of 
Columbia, submitted by some of the most prominent members of 
the Washington Board of Trade: 

WASHINGTON BOARD OF TRADE. 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1900. 
The Committee on Charities and Corrections. 

S1rs: We have the honor, as the subcommittee poet at the meeting 
of the committee held on January, 1899, to present the following report: 

Upon investigation we find several of the charitable institutions of our 
city in great distress beceuse of lack of funds to successfully carry on their 
work. This is mainly due to the act of Congress passed June 30, 1897, and 
put into effect June 30, 1899, according to which no money for charitable pur- 
poses in the District of Columbia is paid to any institution under sectarian 
or ecclesiastical control. By this act the following institutions were cut off 
from government aid: (1) The House of the Good paere, (2) The Asso- 
ciation of Works of Mercy, (3) St. Rose’s Industrial School, (4) The Church 
Orphanage of St. John’s Parish, and (5) St. Joseph's Male Asylum. 

his act of Congress has worked t hurt to all these institutions. Most 
worthy in all respects, long esta ed, with a noble record of good deeds, 
and having every facility to carry on their respective work | the most 
practical and economic lines, instead of having all government aid violently 
and utterly cut off from them, we believe they sho receive encouragement 
and aid, as they care and provide for a la number of children who other- 
wise would be an expensive present public charge, with danger to each of 
being led into lives of pauperism and perhaps of wrongdoing. 

It will be found by comparing the above-named vate charities with like 
work carried on under Government control, that it cost the Government in 

wm blic institutions a great deal more per capita than in private institutions. 
bor example, compare the two female institutions—the Reform School for 
Girls and the House of the Good Shepherd. The former received an appro- 
priation of $11,025, for which sum 39 girls were cared for during the year, 
ora daily average of 26, exclusive of officers and employees. The annual 
cost per capita was $421.75, or a daily cost of $1.15. To the House of the Good 
Shepherd the Government gave, by appropriation, $2,700, ye aid the 
number of inmates cared for during the year was 117, ora y average of 
i4, exclusive of officers or employees, being at an annual cost to the public 
per capita of $32.15, or a daily cost of less than 10 cents. 

In reference to child-caring institutions we find the Government appro- 
priated for the Boys’ Reform School an amount we to re annum for 
each inmate. Further, there is a contract with William H. H. Hart for the 
placing on his private farm near Fort Washington, Md., a number of colored 

ys (not less than 60), for the care of whom he is to receive $210 each per year. 

Against this the same report shows that St. John’s Church Orphanage 
cared for during last year 110 children, a daily average of 83, this with the aid 
by the Government of only $1,800, making cost of each of these to the 
public of $41.01 per capita per annum. At St. Joseph's Male Orphan Asylum 
there were 117 boys cared for during the last year with a ant average of 99; 
the Government aid to this institution was only $1,800, making the cost to 
the public of these needy children only $29.51 per capita per annum. 

The above statement shows that the cost to the Government of boys com- 
mitted to reformatories and private unsectarian institutions is nearly five 


times the sum for which these institutions, thus cut off from Government 


aid, were doing almost identical work. 


The contract with Mr. Hart to entertain sixty colored boys at the rate of | 


$210 each per annum will amount to $12,600. 


The amount denied by the Government to the five institutions now cut off, | ; : . 
od ™ “see | their lives to God and the welfare of humanity. 


| union or concord to be found in the primitive medieval States. but 


as above stated, is as follows: 


Inmates. | Amount. 


The House of the Good Shepherd ....... pbucinnchaliaie: . 
Association of Works of Mercy 
St. Rose's Industrial School. .... 
St. John’s Church Orphanage ........................... 
St. Joseph's Male Orphan Asylum...................... 


DOE wiss et dna a nic ccnesncne Scbéeccccseecntatubind 
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Giving needed aid to sixty colored boys is not complained of, but it sh 
not be done at the expense of 441 unfortunate white orphans and chi! 1). 

While it is necessary to have prisons and reformatories under Govern 
control in order to punish and confine the vicious, is it well to have iny 
children or the unfortunate thrown on the streets to be in danger of |, 
finally sent to penal institutions, reformatories, or poorhouses? Ther: 
least no economy in this, looking at the proposition from the low stan 
of the dollar. is is a subject of interest to every intelligent ani ¢ 
minded citizen, particularly to the taxpayer, from whom the means of » 
taining all these unfortunate and other classes must come. 

The District of Columbia bill is now before Congress for action. \ 
committee believes it wise from every point of view that, under powe;.< 
visitation by the proper officials, the small sum heretofore annually al 
priated to the institutions named should be contributed—at least for a ¢ 
of years to enable them before the expiration of the term to either see 
sources of aid or else transfer their respective tasks to other and mo; 


sourceful institutions. 
Respectfully submitted, WM. F. DOWNEY. Chairman. 
W. W. BURDETTE. 


8. W. CURRIDEN. 
Cc. H RUDOLPEL 
B. T. JANNEY, 


Chairman Committee on Charities and Corrections. 


This statement speaks for itself, and is signed by Catholics and 
Protestants alike. 

It ought to convince every member of this House that the hes 
and most economical way of taking care of these children is to yota 
these appropriations. I feel that this willnot bedone. There ara 
so many men in this body who are afraid to doscant justice t 
proposition where the Catholic Churchisinvolved. Iam goin» to 
delve a little into history to show that the interest of the Cat 
Church in aiding all classes of unfortunates is not of recent orivin, 

The Catholic Church has ever been the friend of humanity, 
She has always held human life as a thing absolutely sacred from 
the first moment of its existence to the last breath of decaying old 
age. She has dealt through many centuries with all classes of 
men, with all grades of civilization, in every part of the habitable 
world; never has she belied herself in her legislation or in her 
practices as to the sacredness of human life. Look into her law 
books, in which have eventually been codified the practices that 
she followed from the beginning, and you will find that wherever 
it is a question of the origin of human life, its sources, its preser- 
vation or contamination, the character of marriage, the crime of 
suicide, her dealings with physicians, both individually ani as 
——— teachers, she has never substantially varied from her- 
self. 

I donot deny that, in the long course of now well-nigh twenty cen- 
turies, we shall find on the part of Catholic Christians—nay, even 
of Catholic churchmen called to and qualified for the highest and 
noblest offices known to mankind—many a human weakness, many 
ashameful and disgraceful folly, even what we may look upon 
to-day as temporary insanities. But all these are exceptions. no- 
toriously against the spirit and the teachings of organized Cith- 
olic Christianity, loudly repudiated by the teachings of the ! ‘oly 
See and the Catholic episcopate. Asa matter of fact, there does 
not exist to-day, and has never existed in the world, any soc ‘ety 
which has so well deserved of humanity in general, of all organ- 
ized society, as the Catholic Church. She has watched over it 
from the cradle to the grave; she has fought tenaciously every 
one of the monstrous and horrid abuses that threaten it in i's in- 
ception, in its progress, and in its ending. Whether these abuses 
came from the act of the individual or from the family authority, 
or from the still higher authority of the State; whether they were 
gross abuses of the civil power or anti-natural customs of pazan- 
ism, or of the refined but no less dangerous teachings of schools 
and academies gone astray, the Catholic Church never lost tle 
sense of her duty toward humanity, nor the courage to proc'aim 
the details of that duty, nor the skill to exercise it as often as 0c- 
casion or opportunity offered. = 

The great emperor-lawyer, Justinian, bore witness from lis 
throne to the merits of the Catholic priesthood in all that pertains 
to the care and preservation of human life, He has put down 
these words in his immortal code: 

Tt is a serious inj ice to put obstacles in the way of those who undertake, 
in the name of God, to support and educate those children who hay en 
Copsived of parents or fortune. 

ould that all who listen to me would be filled with this sense of j 8 
and respect! Would that they could appreciate in the same degree the»)! 


endeavors of those good men and women who, in the course of tin) 
succeeded to the care and protection of poor, abandoned, and orphan ciiiiiien. 


Now, all laws like the laws from Constantine to Justinian were 
—— by the Catholic hierarchy, and executed by the priests 
and monks as well as by the noble women who even — dev: ted 

ere is littie 


one set of institutions can be found everywhere, because ticy 
were created by that force which was alone universally recogn! © 
and beloved—the CatholicChurch. These institutions are the !ios- 
pitals, the asylums, and the refuges into which the miserable and 
wretched and helpless of humanity could gather themselves wen 
there was nowhere else shelter or protection or respect. 

It was a Catholic priest who first organized in the modern sens 
the care of the orpbans of a nation. In the latter half of the sev- 
enteenth century St. Vincent de Paul caused the creation at 
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Paris in the Hotel Dieu of sections especially devoted to the chil- 
dren whose parents had been lost or impoverished by the wars, 
famines, and pests that ruined France in his time. To him we 
owe the creation of the institute of the Sisters of Charity, whose 
merits and virtues have been sung, like those of Vincent, equally 
by the Protestant Whittier in his noble poem ‘The Angel of 
Buena Vista,” and by the Catholic Gerald Griffin. In a very 
special manner Vincent de Paul may be said to be the parent of 
all modern devotion to the orphansand abandoned children. But 
it was no new thing that he did in Catholic France. For more 
than two hundred years before him the canons of Notre Dame 
Cathedral were wont to look after the abandoned children of 
Paris. It was largely owing to their efforts, and the efforts of the 
French clergy in general, that the nobles and the towns recognized 
their responsibility in the matter of children deprived of parental 


h 
care. And while all these efforts were going onin favor of the poor 


orphaned, abandoned children, thousands of parish churches were | 


recognizing their obligations and making provision for the car 
local orphans. All this work was usually in the hands of religious 
sisterhoods created for it, and was independent of the numerous 
Catholic hospitals in which children were often accepted and 
cared for, 

In time the noble charity of the canons of Notre Dame developed 
into the magnificent undertaking known as the ‘‘ Maison de la 
Couche,” in which for centuries French Catholic charity gave the 
example and the impu'ss to all the nations of Europe. Thou- 
sands of unfortunate children were regularly taken into this noble 
establishment that kings like Louis XIV delighted to patronize 
and endow, and in whose service the bluest blood of France was 
not ashamed to be seen. In 1773 the Parliament of Paris recog- 


of 


nized the incalculable benefits of this enterprise, and paid the | 
sisters in charge the compliment that they had conducted it more | 


economically, more loyally, and more religiously than would 
have been possible to any other body of women, however devoted. 


This splendid charity was the forerunner of many similar ones | 


created by Catholic generosity, and which have won the admira- 
tion of all who have seen them. 
It was only in the middle of the last century that rich England 


arose to the need of afoundling hospitalin London. Thefounders | 


were obliged to imitate the Catholic creations in Paris, Lisbon, 
and Venice, but they did it from afar, and neither in their man- 
agement nor in their liberality have the child institutions of 
England ever approached those of the Catholic continent. When 
there were few or no institutions for the care of children in 
England, Paris alone in the last century could show nearly a 
dozen, in each of which from forty to a hundred of both sexes 


were cared for by religious women to the great welfare of the | 


State. In one of these, for examp’e, the Orphanage of the Trin- 
ity, that lasted six centuries, from 1202 to 1789, trades were taught 
the boys. In nearly all dowers were provided for the girls, so 
that these unfortunates should not begin life under adverse cir- 
cumstances. 

I think I have said sufficient to show that all our modern 
charities have their impulse, their origin, their models, and their 
traditions in Catholicism. 

There is no training for the young like religious and moral 
training. I shall never object to any appropriation which pro- 
vides for the orphan and destitute, no matter what form of relig- 
ious teaching may go with it. 

Christianity is the basis of all civilization, and if our institu- 
tions are to be preserved we must foster in the minds and hearts 
of the youth of to-day the teaching and precepts of religion. 

President Eliot in a speech delivered in Chicago a short while 
ago said, except in the Roman Catholic churches the attendance 
of church goers was becoming smaller every day. This is to be 
accounted for by reason of the absence of religious teaching now- 
adays to the young, and the consequent growing upof the youth 
of the present generation in an atmosphere of materialism and 
infidelity. 

The divine origin of civil power has always been upheld by the 
Catholic Church, and she has always condemned disobedience, 
disloyalty, and revolution against legitimate authority. Love of 
order, respect for rightful authority, and obedience to just laws 
is the battle cry of thé min‘stry of the Catholic Church. 

_ Blessed with these weapons the priest has moved from one sec- 
tion of this broad land to theother, evangelizing and ministering to 
the wants of mankind until the adherents of the Catholic Church 
number millions, where a few short years ago they were counted 
by the thousands. 

On every hillside, in every village square, and on every city 


street you can find her churches, her schools, her asylums, her | 


academies, and her hospitals open and ready to do God’s work in 
the uplifting of humanity and in the progress of the human race. 

wy then, does this intense opposition to her interests spring 
up? Thisnation grew ou: of communities nurtured in prejudice 
and bigotry, and it has not gotten away entirely from these influ- 
ences, Itseems to obtain such a hold on otherwise sound-reasoning 


am 
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and well-balanced minds as to completely obliterate all 
justice and fair play. 





It is hard for a great m: n who are members of this H 8 

at the present time to ad a truth which they have alwa i 

| taught to deny, but every man here must realize that no influ ) 

is as potent in advancing civi ization and preserving lawand Gael 
in this country to-day as is the Catholie Chat 


In the great fight that is coming on bet y 
cism, the boy and girl of th pres en n must bear the 
brunt of the battle, and héw poorly \ } ' pod to. f 
the deadly enemy of civilizati , 
insisted upon by this House pr 

The progress of that false civilization whic] hips God and 


x Mawr? ay 1 nt , } ‘ 
CHS every lux Yana convenie! , regardles L tui 





mankind, is bound in the end to the f | 
irreligion, and cause direful results to all hum 
Public worship in a nation is nec 1 ) 
be the foundation of society, and the teac] f all 
against this doctrine. Nonsectarianism is idle to talk it. 
There can be no such thing as nonsectarianism. Look ind vou 
in the city of Washington and examine the different churches that 
abound in every square. 
[s there one of them that does not teach some particular form 
of worship and attach a different significance concernin 
| teachings of the Bible? Where is there in all this contin 


meetinghouse where this c what 
are its beliefs? 

No man who advocates this doctrine belongs to a nons 
church himself, because as soon as he does he lays claim to a 
special form of worship and at once establishes himself as belong- 
ing toa sect. 

Nonsectarianism is but another name for irreligion. I wish to 
quote here the significant words of the Protestant writer, Fred- 
erick Stokes, in his preface to Maitland’s Dark Ages. 

To-day Christianity itself is menaced. We are face to face with anew 
phenomenon in the intellectual history of Europe—a religion without a God. 
Infidelity has developed into materialism, and materialism propounds to the 
world a philosophy which shall explain the mysteries of the past and the 


mmon religion is taught and 


ctarian 





| future, which shall guide the thoughts and the wills of men, but in which a 
Creator has no place. Man, according to the new Gospel, is ym bination 
of chemical and physical atoms produced by evolution and dissolved by 
death. The moral effects of such acreed, when once established—and it is 
spreading daily—can not but be disastrous. For without God there is no 
morality and no civilization, no joy in the past, no peace in the present, no 


hope for the future. Let us eat and drink, for t and death 
is the end of all things. 


| And this modern materialism comes upon us not as 


-norrow we die, 


other religious mov 
| ments have done, with blare of trumpets and beat of drum; rat it 
| upon men’s minds like some poisonous malaria begotten of polluted ‘ r 
| unwholesome marsh, asphyxiating the conscience and corroding the intellect so 


that men find that faith is dead before they were cious that if was in on 
ger. Moreover, the germ of it is in every man’s heart, from the the 


' watching with perplexed spirit the perennial waves of | 


con 
linan fo 
ery, to the peasant sullenly gazing at his empty platter and fireless ,; ’ 
and its spread is helped and furthered by the social and economic mis ; 
| of the times. More and more the great landlords and labor lords are ea ' 
up the people as men eat bread, and grinding the faces of the poor. M 

and more the wealth of Europe, scanty in proportion to the needs and num 
bers of her population, is being garnered into the cellars of the banker and 
the safes of the usurer. More and more money is used not to satisfy 
gitimate needsof humanity, but as coins in a vast system of public gamb . 
| as bait for the unwary, as the minister of a luxury upon which Ca ta 





thy 


might have looked with envious eye. It has been said, and said traly, t! 
the rich are growing richer and the poor poorer, and thi d 
| spread of democratic institutions, is tending to a perilous state 
when wealth is in the hands of the few and political power in 
the many. 
| Itisan undeniable fact that the rulers of Europe to-day rely 
| more on the patriotism of the Catholic body to stay the advance 
of communism and anarchy than any other influence. Itcan not be 
| doubted that irreligion is increasing in certain portions of this 
country. 

These doctrines, if allowed to prevail, will result in communism 
and anarchy and end in desecrated homes, faithless peoples, and 
GodlessStates, Christian society and Christian civilization would 
go to the wall and the devil; the world and the flesh would once 
more be triumphant. Every day we see recorded in the press 
lengthy articles doubting the existence of a Supreme Being; 
sophistry calls into question the existence of a God; yet Congress 
chooses to strengthen, rather than weaken such tendencies. 

The Catholic Church has always been the staunch defender of 
the poor and oppressed, the wise dispenser of knowledge and 
| learning, and theever-watchful guardian of righteous enlightment. 
Countless of her martyrs have died upon the cross to vindicate 
her teachings in truth, justice,and Christian morality. [Lond 
applause on Democratic side. | 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brnanam] two minutes, 
| Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to understand the 
| honorable gentleman's reference to myself in connection either 
with my action as a Representative from the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, where there are a large number of loyal Catholics, as I believe 
the gentleman expressed himself or the gentleman's reference 
to me asa member of the Committee on Appropriations, Asa 
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Representative of my district upon this floor, or of my State, I shall 
at all times take care of myself. As a representative of this body 
in a conference committee, I shall endeavor torepresent the House, 
I was governed, if it is necessary for me to state, by what I con- 
sidered to be a direction, so far as the act of March 3. 1897, runs, 
in my determination in vonference. I will ask the Clerk to read 
that part of the general law which I have marked, and upon that 
I rest my case. Should the House determine to instruct their con- 
ferees other than the conferees have believed themselves instructed, 
that is for the House todo. That the gentleman can move, and 
upon that question I will vote asa Representative from my State; 
= as a conferee of this House I will obey the instructions of the 
ouse. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
allow a question right there, please? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman calls at- 
tention tothe law of 1897. Ishould like to ask him, if he construes 
the St. Joseph’s Orphan Asylum as a sectarian institution, in what 
class does he include the Women’s Christian Association, and the 
Young Women’s Christian Home, both of which institutions have 
received appropriations in this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do you mean that they are charities included 
in the bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 
ities that are contained in the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The House itself put them in. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman was on 
the conference committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That paragraph was notin conference. The 
House itself put that paragraph in. Your conference committee 
had nothing to do with that paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Butthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania must admit that before this matter was brought to 
the attention of the House at all he voted against allowing the 
Senate provision for St. Joseph’s Orphan Asylum and for St. 
John's Home to remain in the bill. He voted against those insti- 
tutions in the committee of conference before he received any in- 
structions from this House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatever may be my record in the House, 
it is there. I am not disposed to question my record, nor, I sup- 
pees. is the gentleman. The House put the other charities in the 

ill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The Senate put in the 
charities appropriation to which I refer, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. BINGHAM], by his vote in the conference com- 
mittee, struck them out. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was not in conference. The two Houses 
have agreed upon that paragraph. Now they bring a report on 
other matters to this House. The gentleman has a right to move 
concurrence or nonconcurrence, and your conferees will be gov- 
erned by the judgment of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The point I wish to 
make to the House is that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, be- 
fore any conference report was submitted to the House, voted as 
a member of that conterence committee to strike out the appro- 
priation for St. John’s Orphan Asylum, an Episcopalian institu- 
tion, and the St. Joseph’s Home, a Catholic institution, and that 
report was accepted by the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The conferees of the two Houses agreed 
without any regard to how the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
voted in conference. The gentleman from Massachusetts knows 
nothing about what the vote was in conference. He is jumping 
to his own conclusions. The ‘‘ gentleman from Pennsylvania” 
has no defense to make. He is at this moment the organ of the 
House. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 
ir.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, with reference to these two items 
concerning which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] has submitted some remarks, the House will, of course, 
remember that they acted specifically on them the other day and 
ordered the conferees to agree to them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why, of course. 

Mr. GROUT. Which we did, and brought in a report accord- 

ingly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I desire to have this 
subject properly understood by the House. This matter was a 
subject of conference on the part of the conferees of the House 
and Senate before the matter was brought into the House at all. 
When that conference was held the Senate asked that these appro- 
priations be included in the bill; but the members of the House 
voted against the continuation of the appropriation, and insisted 
upon their being stricken out. Isnotthatthefact? Sothat when 
the report came before the House, these appropriations had al- 
ready been stricken out. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Speaker, itis hardly correct to speak of “ con- 
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tinuing” the apereueates. becauseitisnotinthecurrentlaw. |; 
was left out of the last bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I do not say these ap. 
propriations are included in the current law. The point I wan: 
to emphasize before the House is that these appropriations wer, 
stricken out, presumably because they were sectarian institutions 
when the same bill carries a $4,000 appropriation for the You; 
Women’s Christian Home and $1,000 for the Young Women 
Christian Association. 

This is hypocrisy, pure and simple, and I wish the facts known 
to the country, so that the people can see what institutions (\o) 
gress terms sectarian and what institutions are nonsectariay 
If St. Joseph’s Orphan Asylum was not a Catholic institution, 
gaged in bringing up the orphans of this District in the fait), 
their fathers and mothers, no objection would ever be mad 
this appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. One moment. In my colloquy with the ge. 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FirzGERALp] I failed to hay 
the Clerk read the paragraph of the law that I sent tothe desk. | 
ask that it be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Government of the Uni: 
States to make no appropriation of money or property for the purpo: 
founding, maintaining, or ——s by payment for services, expenses, or ot 
wise any church or religious denomination, or any institution or socie: 
which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical control; and it is hereby enact 
that. from and after the 30th day of June, 1898, no money appropriated for 
charitable purposes in the District of Columbia shall be paid to any chur«) 
or religious denomination, or to any institution or society which is under - 
tarian or ecclesiastical control. 

Mr.GROUT. Now, Mr.Speaker, Iask for a vote on the mot 
to concur. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, just a 
question of inquiry at thistime. Is it competent for the House 
now to vote down this report and send this matter to conference 
on this question of appropriations for charities? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The entire report will go back: if 
the House so votes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is there any way in 
which a separate vote can be obtained on these amendments after 
the House has given one instruction? 

Mr. GROUT. We hada separate vote on this very amendment 
the other day. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The only way in which that could 
be done is by voting down the conference report. 

Mr. STEELE. I thinkthere isa misunderstanding. The ques- 
tion the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FITZGERALD] speaks 
of was disposed of here the otherday. What we do here now will 
have nothing to do with that question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. We can certainly vote 
down the conference report if we wish to do so. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is only 
one item in the District bill that is not agreed to, and I rise to this 
parliamentary er If the House concurs in the Senate amend- 
ment, will that pass the bill, I ask the gentleman from Vermont: 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman refers to this item of construct- 
“| a a hospital. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
that will pass the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I move that the House recede and con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. GAINES. Let the proposition be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the propos! 
tion will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amen i 2 

For Se caine tae teen deioan “ er the District of Columbia of not 
to exceed 10 acres of land in the District of Columbia for a municipal hos)! 
$100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ver- 
mont desire to be recognized? The Chair will hold the gentleman 
from Vermont is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield to the gentleman, if it be necessary. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Irenewthe motion. 1 understood I was 1c 
ognized by the Chair. I will move that the House recede and cun- 
cur in the Senate amendment. : 

Mr. GROUT. The question is whether the gentleman is eut'- 
tled in his own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman control of the bill. — 

Mr. BABCOCK. Am I recognized to renew that motion’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. GAINES. P would like to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, before the gentleman proceeds, if this appropriation ©! 
$100,000 is for the land that was under discussion when this bi! 
was before the House. 
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Mr. GROUT. I think the gentleman refers to the Government 
asylum. This has nothing to do with that proposition at all. 

fr. SHAFROTH. What became of that item? 

Mr. GROUT. It was defeated in the House and Senate both. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House succeeded in getting that asylum 
item ont, and the fight is to be made on this other one, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments, I would like to explain 
this proposition, which is one that should not have an antago- 
nistic vote when thoroughly understood. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a report made by a joint com- 
mission of the Senate and House in 1898, That report was made 
by Senators McMILLAN, Faulkner, and Martin of Virginia, and 
by Messrs. Pitney, Northway, and Dockery, of the House. 

Mr. GAINES. Was the report unanimous? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This report was unanimous. In this report 
they take up the whole subject of the charities in the District of 
Columbia. Now, the first recommendation that they made was 
that a board of charities should be appointed that would handle 
all the charitable institutions in the District of Columbia. 

I will state to you that in line with that recommendation the 
House passed a bill which provides for a board of charities, con- 
sisting of five members, to be appointed by the President. That 
isnow alaw. This board of five will have charge of all the chari- 
table institutions of the city. They further discussed the ques- 
tion of the hospitals which are being supported by the Government; 
and I want particularly to call your attention to this part of it, gen- 
tlemen, for it is important, and this appropriation is in line with 
this report and carries out the plan which has been agreed upon 
by the committee of both Houses to handle the whole matter in 
the future. Now I want, in the first place, to call your attention 
to the Freedmen’s Hospital, which it is proposed we should do 
away with. They have a capacity of 135 patients, and the aver- 
age number of inmates is 137. The appropriation by the Govern- 
ment is $54,000. 

You will notice that this is enormously expensive—something 
over $100 for each patient. Why, Mr. Speaker, over here at Provi- 
dence Hospital, one of the grandest institutions in America, they 
are supporting to-day 160 charity patients for an appropriation of 
$19.000. The understanding when this appropriation was made 
was that it pays $200 a year for each of 95 patients. Sister 
Louise, who fos charge of the hospital, informed me yesterday 
that there are, in fact, 160 charity patients, for which they are get- 
ting 55 cents a day for medical care, attendance, board, and every- 
thing else for 95 of them, and nothing for 65. Now, this Freed- 
man’s Hospital, which is so very expensive to the District, it is 
proposed to dispense with. Then we have the Washington Asy- 
lum tne aye with a capacity of 75. Now, this hospital is con- 
nected with the poorhouse, and most of its patients come from the 
poorhouse and are neg owt entirely by the Government. 

Now, the third and most important is the Columbia Hospital 
for Women. This hospital was established in 1866, and no patients 
are admitted exceptwomen. The normal as is only 60; and 
with a capacity of only 60, the average number of cases is but 41, 
and the cost perannum $597. The appropriation is $20,000, which 
is 85.75 per cent of itsexpenses. This property is located on Penn- 
sylvania avenue, near Georgetown; and I am advised by the Com- 
missioners of the District and real estate experts that if placed 
upon the market it would bring about $300,000, The hospital 
itself is old and can not be remodeled. 

Now, the Commissioners ask for $100,000 to purchase a site. 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations has agreed to it, the 
District Committee in the Senate has agreed to it, the Committee 
on Appropriations in the House has agreed to it, and the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, of which I am a member, [ 
am sure is in favor of it. I have not been able to see or talk with 
all of the members of the District of Columbia Committee, but I 
think I can speak authoritatively for four committees—two in 
the Senate and two in the House—who are in favor of carrying 
out this project. Now, the proposition is to appropriate $100,000 
to buy a suitable site for the erection of a hospital, a municipal 
hospital to be entirely under the control of the government of the 
District of Columbia. 

It is contended that with a properly and modern built hospital 
these enormous appropriations which are being made for other 
hospitals will be reduced 50 per cent. Not only that, but the 
ground on which Columbia Hospital now stands will pay for a 
large part of the improvement. Now, I want to call your atten- 
tion to the appropriations for these various institutions: Garfield 
Hospital, $19,000" Providence Hospital, $19,000; Emergency Hos- 
pital, $15,000; Columbia Hospital, $20,000; Freedmen’s Hospitai, 
554,000; Homeopathic Hospital, $8,500; Children’s Hospital, $10,- 
000; Home for Incurables, $2,000; Eastern Dispensary, $1,000; 
Women’s Hospital, $500; Washington Asylum, $20,000; physicians 
to the , $10,400, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 





Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the purchase of the new site and the 
erection of a new hospital enable the Government to abandon 
its interest in the various hospitals you have mentioned? Is it 
possible to concentrate in one institution all the great variety that 
we are appropriating for? 

‘Mr. BABCOCK, Yes; Ithinkso. Now, these three hospitals— 
the particular ones for which the Government is appropriating all 
the money they receive, $94,000 a year—are the Columbia, Freed- 
men’s, and almshouse hospitals. The Providence Hospital, which 
takes care of 160 patients, has an appropriation of $11,000 a year. 
They are doing a magnificent work. I never saw a better institu- 
tion in my life than that hospital. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then the private hospitals do the work better 
and at a much less price than those controlled by the Government. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Government is not paying for what it is 
getting at the Providence Hospital. It is being done by the Sis- 
ters for the Government, and the Government does not pay what 
it costs. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Government pays for 85 beds. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ninety-five. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is 85. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is $200 a bed. In other words, the Govern- 
ment can get them taken care of for $200, while in every Govern- 
ment hospital it costs four or five times that, according to your 
own statement. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I made no statement of that kind. 
know where it costs any such sum, 
patients for $19,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. You have made statements of what it costs at 
other hospitals, and it amounts to a much larger sum than $200, 
which we are paying at the Providence Hospital. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Why, Mr. Speaker, at Columbia Hospital, 
where they are occupying ground worth $300,000, they only have 
41 patients, and the attendants exceed the patients by more than 
10 per cent. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is under the control of the Government? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is under control of the Government. 

Mr. PAYNE. That illustrates my point exactly. It costs more 
to run a little hospital, when you can get it done at a private hos- 
pital for $200 a bed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman's statement is entirely mis- 
leading. Providence Hospital takes care of a larger number of 
patients. 

Mr. GAINES. At how much a patient? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Government pays $200 a bed. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. What appropriation, if any, has been made in 
this bill to carry on the hospital or headquarters or hotel, down 
beyond the Capitol here, where the Union soldiers come for treat- 
ment and to look after their pensions and things of that sort? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Does the gentleman mean Providence Hos- 
pital? 

Mr. GAINES. I do not know whether that is the hospital or 
not. I do not know the name of it. It is a headquarters where 
the old soldiers come and where, by the by, no soldiers can be 
received except the Union soldiers—the soldiers of the civil war. 
Soldiers who have been engaged in the Cuban or Philippine war 
are not allowed to stop there. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Is it a hospital or a hotel? 

Mr. GAINES. It looks like a hotel. Iask the gentleman who 
is chairman of the District of Columbia Committee to state how 
much we appropriate for it in this bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ihave notcharge of the District appropriation 
bill; that belongs to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. GAINES. Does the gentleman know whether the law has 
been changed so as to allow soldiers of the recent war to go there? 

Mr. BABCOCK, I do not know; the matter has not been 
brought to my attention. 

Mr. STEELE, [think I can answer the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. The institution to which he refers is supported by a fund 
contributed by the old soldiers themselves, and the Government 
agents here assign them places in that institution. 

Mr. GAINES. I was there, once upon a time, and the gentle- 
man in charge to!d me that under the law that institution was 
supported by appropriations of the Federal Government, a certain 
sum being appropriated from time to time tocarrviton. I made 
an investigation and found out these facts. I found that those in 
charge refused to allow a soldier who had been injured in the 
Cuban war, and who was here for treatment, to stay all night in 
that institution; and he was turned out of doors when the snow 
was 3 or 4 feet deep. 

Mr. HULL. The institution to which the gentleman refers is 
a Regular Army Home, supported by contributions of soldiers of 
the Regular Army. | 

Mr. BABCOCK, 
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Mr. GAINES. They turned that man out in the snow, because 
the law would not allow them to admit anybody but a Union sol- 
dier, 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As I understand, the institu- 
tion is supported by the contributions of soldiers of the Regular 
Army? 

Mr. HULL. Absolutely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And the United States does not 
pay a dollar toward maintaining it. 

Mr. GAINES. It is evidently controlled by officers of the Gov- 
ernment, one of whom stated to me that under the law he was 
compelled to turn that soldier, who was on crutches and in a bad 
fix, out into the snow; he was turned outand came up tomy room 
and told me the facts. 

Mr. HULL, 
tions of soldiers of the Regular Army; and volunteer soldiers have 
no right there, 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman can not havein his mind the in- 
stitution of which I am speaking. The man in charge had the 
bearing of a military man and was evidently trying to have every- 
thing his own way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Was it not an institution con- 
ducted by the Grand Army of the Republic? 

Mr. GAINES. It is controlled by the Federal Government and 
under the charge of an officer who thought he was the Govern- 
ment, and the Government makes appropriations to run it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to understand what 

wrovision is made in this report for the sale of the 
c the Government to which the gentleman from 
BaBoock] has been referring. 

Mr. BABCOCK, There is no provision at all for the sale; the 
ground belongs to the United States. The report propenes to ap- 
propriate $100,000 for the purchase of a new site—larger and in a 
better location. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the amendment provide that 
before this $100,000 purchase is made, the bids, etc., shall be re- 
ported to Congress for approval? 

Mr. BABCOCK, No, sir; the Commissioners are authorized to 
make the purchase as they usually do, upon proposals submitted 
to them. And let me say that I have had knowledge of numbers 
of cases where real estate in this city has been purchased by the 
Commissioners in that way for schools and other purposes; and 
by means of a system of competitive proposals the ground has 
been secured at a low figure. In the last instance within my 
knowledge—the purchase of ground for a colored school—the land 
was obtained at a price which, in my ~ was only a little 
over 50 per cent of the estimated value of the property. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does this provision require that 
competitive bids shall be submitted? 

Mr. BABCOCK,. There is on file aletter to Senator McMILLAN 
in answer to a question of that kind, saying that if this bill should 
pass, the Commissioners would follow their previous course and 
ask for competitive bids. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This provision allows them to pay 
as high as $10,000 an acre for 10 acres—— 

Mr. BABCOCK, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And to make the purchase final 
before notifying Congress. Now, it would seem to me that on 
general business principles before the sum of $100,000 of Govern- 
ment money is to be expended in the discretion of anybody, there 
should be a provision for competitive bids; it should not be left 
to the discretion of anybody to fix the price which they will pay 
for land the location of which is not determined, 

Mr. BABCOCK, I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that [ have never heard any criticism of purchases made by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Their practice has 
always been what I have stated, and their letter is on file saying 
that in this case they would pursue the same course adopted here- 
tofore; that is, they would ask for competitive proposals from 
parties desiring to sell. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
consist? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. GAINES, My friend from Mississippi has suggested that 
the building to which I alluded a few moments ago was a Grand 
Army hotel. 

A Memper. A Grand Army hospital. 

Mr. GAINES. I only wish to repeat that it does receive appro- 
riations from Congress; and I would like to know whether the 
aw has been changed so as to allow soldiers of the late war to be 

admitted there. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have here a list of appropriations for hos- 
pitals, taken from the last report, but there is no institution here 
which I can recognize as that to which the gentleman refers. The 
institutions named are the Children’s Hospital, the Home for In- 
curables, the Eastern Di , the Women’s Dispensary, the 
Washington Asylum, and physicians for the poor, 
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Mr, GAINES. Does the gentleman know anything about the 
institution to which I refer? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Ido not, 

Mr. GAINES. And you do not know whether the law has been 
changed in the respect I stated? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. STEELE, I do not think there is such a hospital as the gen- 
tleman describes, 

Mr. GAINES. Oh, yes, there is; down here one block to the 
left as we go from this House. 

Mr. THROPP. As I understand, the provision now under dis- 
cussion provides for the purchase of a site for the erection of a 
municipal hospital in the District of Columbia, upon the comple- 
tion of which the appropriations heretofore made for individual 


It isa Regular Army Home supported by contribu- | or separate hospitals are to be withdrawn, 


Mr. BABCOCK,. Certainly. 
amount to $179,000 per year, 

Mr. THROPP. They would get nothing in the future if tho 
municipal hospital were constructed and in working order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Notifthe municipal hospital were of sufficient 
capacity to take care of the charity patients. 

r. STEELE. It is certainly not contemplated to take old 
women there, or to take children there, or other special cases. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I was speaking of hospitals. 

Mr. THROPP, I understood the purpose was to build a modern 
hospital, so that you would have departments enough, possibly, for 
children; one, perhaps, built for women and another for children, 
as they now are built on cottage system, andin that case you would 
take care of all the patients from the District of Columbia, 

Mr. STEELE. at is not contemplated. 

Mr. BABCOCK,. Ido not understand that it is contemplated 
to that extent, that there will be a children’s department or any- 
thing of that kind, but that this hospital will be built under moi- 
ern omeee, so that it will take care of contagious diseases as well 
as others. 

Mr. THROPP. Then thereisa possibility of still making ap- 
propriations for the other hospitals? ; 

r. BABCOCK. Well, there is an appropriation for the Chil- 
dren’s Hospital of $2,000 and for the Home for Incurables of 
$2,000. They are hardly hospitals in the sense in which we under- 
stand the word. 

~ THROPP, For such institutions appropriations might be 
made? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. 
nee 

Mr, BABCOCK,. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I should like to call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that the Senate amendment would 

yrevent the purchase of any larger lot than 10 acres of land. 

ow, when the matter was originally brought before the House 
by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], he changed the 
language so that the Commissioners would not be confined toa 
lot of not to exceed 10 acres. Now, if the House is to enter upon 
the project of purchasing and building a hospital (and I do not 
say that the House ought not to do it), certainly we ought not to 
concur in the Senate amendment without a further amendment 
striking out that limitation upon the size of the lot. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] is a 
very wise one. I do not know any reason why there should be 
such a limitation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Vermont can tell what 
the reason is, 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, of course, the a on the 
part of the House could only disagree to thatitem. They agreed 
to a new item and brought it in here in their report, striking out 
the limitation of 10 acres, and putting a hundred thousand dol- 
lars at the disposal of the Commissioners in their discretion to pur- 
chase asitefor acity hospital. Now, that proposition having been 
voted down, we could only disagree to the Senate amendment. 
Of course, it would be competent for the gentleman to move con- 
currence with an amendment. f 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I was not finding any fault 
with the gentleman from Vermont. I was only pointing out to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that if astraight motion to rece le 
and concur were adopted, then the amendment which the gentle- 
man thought was desirable before could not be adopted. 

Mr. GROUT. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts a practical one. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think it would be wise. 

Mr. GROUT. It would agree with the motion of the conferees. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will try to detain the House 
but a moment longer, I never have had the honor before to stand 
upon this floor and present a question that had the indorsement 
ot four great committees of the House and Senate without a dis- 
senting voice. In this case, Mr. Speaker, not only has this propo- 
sition the indorsement of the four great committees—the two 


These appropriations in toto 


Will the gentleman permit an 
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Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate and the two 


Committees on the District of Columbia—but it has the indorse- | 


ment of this joint committee of the House and Senate. It has the 
indérsement of the experts that were employed and brought here 


by this joint committee, and I think for this House at this time to | 


bar and stop this plan of progress would be a very unwise pro- 
ceeding. 

I never have heard a reason suggested that could be considered 
foramoment. I know that some people connected with the man- 
agement of some of these hospitals here do not want to have them 
abolished. They want to stay there and keep their jobs. 
the only opposition that I have heard of coming from the outside. 


I was not present when the debate occurred on the floor the other | 
There may have been other good and sufficient reasons of- | 
fered at that time; but I wish to say now, Mr. Speaker, that in my | 


day. 


opinion there is no question about the desirability of this hospital; 
there is no question about the duty of this House to concur in the 
Senate amendment. And I desire to add, Mr. Speaker, to my mo- 
tion that we concur with the amendment, the amendment agreed 
upon by the House committce in the line of the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
his amendment up. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can perfect his amendment after- 
wards. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words in reference to 
this. The House, on the 16th of May, after a pretty full discus- 
sion of this item, decided by an almost unanimous vote, from the 
sound, to instruct the committee to disagree to it and to insist on 
their disagreement, The Chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia [Mr. Bascock] comes in here this morning 
with a statement containing some additional facts, and he has 
only confirmed my mind in the belief that this item ought to go 
out of this appropriation bill. At that time I showed to the 
House that there were some fourteen hospitals in the city of 
Washington, that Congress appropriated $162,000 a year to sup- 

ort those hospitals, besides other items that were covered up. 
he gentleman from Wisconsin, with his greater sources of in- 

formation, comes in and shows that one of these little hospitals 

which the Government runs, which takes care of 41 patients, re- 

quires an annual ee of $595, or substantially $600, per 

-— for each of the patients. I do not remember which hos- 
ital it is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Columbia Hospital. 

Mr. PAYNE, That is the one they want to sell. Well, I think 
you ought to sell it. If the equipment is worth $300,000, and in 
addition to that it costs $600 a patient to support them during the 
year, when you can make contracts with these other hospitals for 
$200 a patient, I think it is your duty to sell this hospital and go 
on and make your contracts. Now, Ido not believe, for one, that 
amunicipality ought to do everything under the heavens. I think 
it is just as well to leave the hospital service to private parties 
and let them run it economically in connection with their pay 


patients, and let the Government pay them for the services which | 


they render, 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Even if they are sec- | 


tarian. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish the gentleman would not interrupt me, 

Mr. BABCOCK, Justa question. In the great State of New 
York, can the gentleman point me to any great municipality that 
does any such thing? 


Mr. PAYNE. Ican point the gentleman to a number of cities | 


that have a number of private hospitals. Of course the State of 
New York does build most expensive buildings, most magnificent 
buildings, and it has been a subject of a great deal of criticism of 
. their hospital service, especially of the insane hospital service. 
But I want to go back and talk about this subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It has been very burdensome to the taxpayers 
in New York, has it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It has been a source of a great deal of complaint 
and trouble. Now,I want totalk about this original proposition. 
The gentieman says that two years ago this joint committee rec- 
ommended that thisland be sold herein connection with the Colum- 
bia Hospital, which, he says, will bring $300,000, Now, I under- 
stand the gentleman to want to go outside and purchase some land 
and build a building. Now.if every member of the House wants 
to get a public building in his district, what does he do? He has 
to goto a committee of the House with his bill; the bill has to 
provide a total limit of expense before he can get any considera- 
tion. He can not get a bili through the House without providing 
a limit of expense. 

Now. why not apply the same rule to the District of Columbia? 
Why allow the Senate to tack an amendment onto the District of 
Columbia bill? This amendment, I understand, was offered in 
the Senate and not by the Committee on Appropriations, and the 
great Committee on Appropriations of the Senate did not con- 
sider this matter. The gentleman says the District of Columbia 


That is 


The gentleman will please send | 
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Committee in the Senate considered this matter. If they did, why 
did they not bring in a bill at the same time to sell this $300,000 
worth of land and make a limit of cost to the new building: 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is impossible to sell that building now. 
| Are you going to turn the patients outdoors? 
|} Mr. PAYNE. Oh, you have got 41, and there are a 
| different hospitals in the city. 
Mr, BABCOCK. These are all special cases, 
Mr. PAYNE. The other hospitals will contract to take them 








dozen 


for two or three hundred dollars per patient, and save money on 
the annual appropriation, Why did you not go at this proposition 
| in the same businessliké way in which you consider other Dis- 
trict matters and not hang this onto anamendment to this appro- 
priation bill? ; 
Mr. BABCOCK. Eecause the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia does not have jurisdiction of appropriations. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Then why did ‘not the chairman send the mat 
ter to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground r any 
other committee that had jurisdiction, and. with his powerful in- 
| fluence, get’ it through that committee? Why not > at itin a 
businesslike way? Why, Mr. Speaker, this is not the only ab 
| of this kind that has crept into these appropriation bills. “A y 


ago there was a little item in this bill of $50,000 to build a work- 
house, 

The location was not spoken of, but they finally located it on 
Government land in connection with the almshouse and jail, n 
Massachusetts avenue prolonged, and the appropriation ; 
$50,000. They did not commence the erection of the building 
with that $50,000; that was only a starter. This year we have an 
appropriation of $50,000 more. I did not get hold of this fact un 
til both Houses had agreed upon this $50,000. Now that they 
have got $100,000, what have they done? Well, we have to go to 
the public prints to find out what they are doing. I have in my 
hand a copy of the National Architect and Builder, and I find on 
page 6 acut of the magnificent building which they propose to 
erect there, at a cost of half a million dollars, They started last 
year with $50,000 of appropriation. They have not used any of 
that $50,000 except what they have paid to the architect. 

The understanding is that the first $100,000 is to be the expense 
of the central part of the building, which comprises the executive 
offices for this building, and afterwards provisions for the work- 
house, for the people of the workhouse, are to be made from fu- 
ture appropriations, until we get fully $500,000, or a million dol- 
lars, or whatever it may be, for building this workhouse, That 
is what we commence with here—$100,000. It was only a year 
ago, I think, that an appropriation of $10,000 was made toward a 
foundation for a wali around this jail and workhouse; and I am 
told that it will cost over $100,000 in order to have it completed. 
They commence with these little items. 

Now, what is the item in this appropriation bill as it passed the 
Senate—$100,000—for? ‘‘Notto exceed 10 acresof land.” Where 
isthat located? LIasked the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and he did not know. It has not been located; 
and yet it is floating all over the District that the most desirable 
place is Schuetzen Park. Now, Ihave never been there, but I un- 
derstand it was formerly a lager-beer garden, out near the Sol- 
diers’ Home. Iam told by reputable citizens that in half a mile 
or three-quarters of a mile, instead of buying land and paying 
$10,000 an acre, you can get whole farms there for $200 to $500 an 
acre attheoutside. Now, why make this appropriation of $100,000 
for this 10 acres? 

Mr. BABCOCK., 
| amendment at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not discussing what? 

Mr. BABCOCK. You are not discussing the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE, Well, letussee. The gentleman’s motion was to 
recede and concur, 

Mr. BABCOCK, 
ment as follows: 





The gentleman is not discussing this proposed 


I moved to recede and concur with an amend- 


In lieu of matter inserted by said amendment insert thea following: 

‘For the purchase by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a 
suitable site in the District of Columbia for a municipal hospital, $100,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no 10 acres; no limitation at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman has another proposition, 
and we will talk about that amendment. ‘The original proposition 
in the Senate was “ not to exceed 10 acres.” The original motion 
of the gentleman was to concur in the Senate amendment. Now 
he strikes out the 10 acres and still leaves the $100,000. They can 
buy a farm of 100 or 200 acres, or buy a park of 10 acres for 
| $100,000. Well, which are they most likely to do? He says the 
| Commissioners will advertise for bids. 

Here comes one man with a farm, where they can get the entire 
farm for $500 an acre, and another, Scheutzen Park at $10,000 an 
acre, for $100,000; and if it is left to the swe-t will of the Cominis- 
sioners of the District, they will say that the farm is too far off 
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from the city of Washington, and they can not go that half or 
three-quarters of a mile farther, and Scheutzen Park is just the 
place for this splendid building, to be built at the expense of a 
million dollars... Now, that is the proposition. It has no place on | 
an appropriation bill. It is not authorized by anylaw ood should | 
not be there. The Senate would recede in a minute if the House 
conferees in their own private judgment were not in favor of the 
Senate amendment, or of aslight modification of it. It was not 
quite artificially enongh drawn for the gentleman from Vermont, 
the head of the conferees. That was the argument he made in 
the debate. They, of course, were in fayor of the Senate propo- 
sition. If they had voiced properly the sentiment of the House, | 
which votedit down sounanimously, Ithinkthe report would have | 
been back here with a full agreement, and with this amendment | 
stricken ont. 

Now, gentlemen, is it best to go into this expenditure? What | 
does the gentleman from Wisconsin say about that? What figures | 
does he present? Conclusive? No; because private hospitals can | 
care for them at $200 a bed, and care for them, as he says, magnifi- | 
cently. The Providence Hospital is not the only one that is doing | 
the same thing for $200 abed. The gentleman says they go beyond | 
their contract and give the city and the country more than they | 
are paid for. and they have 160 patients instead of 95, and do it for | 
less than $200 a bed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman a | 
question? | 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Take the Providence Hospital 
and these other hospitals that are caring for patients at $200 a year, 
are they controlled, regulated, and supervised by the Government? | 

Mr. PAYNE. No; by private parties. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman think | 
we ought to have a municipal hospital controlled, supervised, and | 
governed by the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. If you want it, go about it in a businesslike | 
way; select the land 

Mr. BABCOCK, You have to buy the land first, 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). And let the House see about it. 
Let the Government have some representation on the commission 
which is to buy the land. Do not give it all to the District of 
Columbia, to those gentlemen who are so anxious to build up the 
city of Washington by building magnificent buildings on ground 
contiguous to sites which are for sale. Obtain the site, but go 
about it in a businesslike way. Get an option from somebody, 
and let the Commissioners report their bids, and let Congress say | 
whether it is too near or too far. 

In the meantime the patients are being well taken care of by | 
private hospitals, better taken care of than the Government can 
do it. But the gentleman says, right in that connection, we have 
under Government control a hospital that is costing us $600 ayear 
a bed to take care of 41 patients. A pretty large expenditure. 


Had we not better look into this a little and see if there is not a | 
A great many cities in this coun- | 
try are dependent on private hospitals; they make them pay for | 
| sion to the other asylums, remarking that those interested in 


better way in private hospitals? 


each patient as other people pay. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman from 
New York think if we had a real fit, capable, municipal hospital, 
that there would be more patients, and the price would not in- 
crease in oe to the number of patients? 

Mr. PAYNE, I never saw any government do any business of 


that kind unless it paid double the price of what private parties | ; 2 r : 
| the management of that hospital had interfered against this ameni- 


ay. 
: Mr. BABCOCK. Willthe gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The State of Wisconsin is supporting the 
insane patients for less than $2 a week. Not only the State, but 
every principal county in the State, has an insane asylum of its 
own and a hospital in connection with it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I feel sorry for some of the insane in the 
State of Wiscoysin, especially those in the hospitals in the counties, 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman doesnot understand. They are 
not hospitals entirely; they are for the insane and indigent, and 
have hespitals in connection with them. 

Mr, PAYNE. If the gentieman will carefully examine the 
figures of the Wiscors-» hospitals, he will find that the statement 
he has made of $2 a week does not cover all the expenses, salaries, | 
etc., for the running of the hospital, but simply the bare existence | 
of the patient. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope that we shall never have to adopt the 
Wisconsin methods in the District of Columbia; that we shall 
never come down to}? aweek. I would rather pay $200 and have 
the grand, magnificent care the gent!eman from Wisconsin says 
the people are getting in the private hospitals in the District of 
Columbia. 

But. Mr. Speaker, we ought to stop this performance on appro- 
priation bills. We ought not to start any more $100,000 walls 
around buildings in this city with an appropriation of $10,000; 
no more workhouses to cost half a million dollars with an ap- 
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a of $50,000, and no more extravagant appropriations to 
uy land around the District of Columbia. It is only afew weeks 
ago that we knocked out in the House, and finally the Senate con- 
curred, after full discussion of the subject, an appropriation to 
pay $1,500 an acre to buy a farm adjoining an asylum over here. 
I am told that land adjoining that farm can be bought for $4\)) 
an acre; that there is an option on that very land at that price, 
and that it is assessed at about $90 an acre. This question wa 
ventilated in the Senate, and that body struck the provision ou 
of the bill. The present provision has never been adopted in tho 
Senate. I do not know whether it was ever considered by th 
Appropriations Committee of the Senate. There is no record 
showing that fact; no record showing that the District of Colum 
bia Committee in the Senate ever considered the matter. Th, 


| gentleman himself says that his own committee has never consi 


ered this proposition; but he is in favor of it and he thinks the 
committee would be. There is no record to show that the Appro- 
priations Committee of the House ever considered this proposi- 
tion. The three conferees appointed by the House have agreed to 
it; they are in favor of it. But I think the House ought to strike 
it out of this bill. There need be no fear about delaying the ad- 
journment. It is just as easy,and a good deal easier, for the S:n- 
ate to take a vote and recede from an amendment that is in contra- 
vention of the present law than for the House to give up its con 
victions and yield tothe Senate upon this extravagant proposition 
surrounded by no safeguards to the Treasury, either of the city or 
of the United States. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think it necessary to 
reply to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Payne], but I want 
to answer one or two of his propositions. 

He proposes to strike out this provision, a proposition that has 
the recommendation and indorsement of everyone, whether in or 
out of Congress, interested in charitable matters in this District. 
I should like to know how the gentleman will vote on the propo- 
sition to give $5,000,000 to the St. Louis Fair when he stands 


| aghast at a little proposition of $100,000 to make provision for 


caring for the poor? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will vote against that $5,000,000 appropria- 
tion—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you vote against it? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I think I will vote with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well. youarealittlefeebleaboutit. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, this proposition is to ap- 
propriate only so much of the $100,000 as may be necessary. When 
the site has been located and the land purchased, Congress will be 
called upon to say how large an appropriation shall be made for 
building the hospital. In the opinion of those who have investi- 
gated the Columbia site, the sale of that would bring enoug): to 
pay for the ground and go a long ways toward building this hos- 
pital. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say a single word; I meant to have 
said it before. The gentleman from Wisconsin made some al!u- 


them were opposed to this amendment. Now, so far as I know, 
no one connected with the other asylums is opposed to this ameni- 
ment or has interested himself against it. Because I broug)! 
forward the proposition of the Providence Hospital asking $50) 
to erect a building on their own land, to be controlled by the 
Government, I understand it was thought by some persons thi! 


ment. ot at all. The people connected with the Providence 
Hospital disclaim ever having opposed this proposition in aiy 
way. I wanted to say that much in justice to them. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thegentleman would favor an appropriation 
of $50,000 to build an addition to an existing hospital on private 
grounds rather than support this proposition tospend $100,000 for 
a hospital that will take care of all these people. 

Mr. PAYNE. The $100,000 appropriation is simply to buy the 
ground; the hospital, before it is completed, may cost a million 


dollars. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from New York allow 1 
to ask him a question? Am I correct in understanding the gen- 


| tleman to say that the House has once voted to strike this appro- 


priation out of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir; and so far as we might judge by the 
sound, the vote was almost unanimous. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman know who are the own- 
ers of this park for which they want to get $10,000 an acre? 

Mr. PAYNE. Idonot. I ask for a vote. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the United States be, and he is, respectfully requested toreturn 
to the House of Representatives House bill 9083. 








1900. 





The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 


H. R. 8815. An act to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Re- | 


vised Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 5296. An act establishing terms of the United States cir- 
cuit court at Newbern and Elizabeth City, N. C.; 

H. R. 2935. An act changing place for holding court in the 
central divisicn of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 247. Joint resolntion to authorize and empower the 
Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) to 
amend its by-laws. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

H. R. 10665. An act to provide for the use of timber and stone 
for domestic and industrial purposes in the Indian Territory; and 

H. R. 9388. An act to provide better facilities for the safe-keeping 
and disbursement of public moneys in the Philippine Islands and 
in the is!ands of Cuba and Porto Rico. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of | 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 
S. 2161. An act granting a pension to Eli F. Chittenden; 
S. 2087. An act for the relief of George L. Merrill; and 
: . = An act for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul 
. Pelz. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- | 


tives to the bill (S. 2981) to incorporate the American National 
Red Cross, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. Wo.cott a conferee on the bill (H. R. 10308) 
to extend to certain publications the privileges of second-class 
mail matter as to admission to the mails in place of Mr, CHANDLER, 
excused, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 2161. An act granting a pension to Eli F. Chittenden—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 2087. An act for the relief of George L. Merrill—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). Does the gentle- 
man from Vermont yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD}? 

Mr. GROUT. No, sir; let the gentleman speak in his own 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BABCOCK. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, after the discussion that 
has already taken place on this amendment I do not know that I 
can throw any light on this subject; but I do think that the time 
has come when questions of this kind ought to be considered 
under the rules of the House. If a member on this side of the 
House desires an appropriation for a public building for the ben- 
efit of his district or his people he must go to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and await his turn. If there is a member here 
who desires anything to be considered for people of this District 
who are friends of his he must go through tbe regular course of 
the machinery of this House. 

But in the last six years I have noticed that when gentlemen 
on that side of the House desire to favor certain people in this 
community, to favor certain officers of the Government in this 
community, contrary to the rules of the House, contrary to pro- 
cedure in this House, and contrary to justice between members on 
this floor in regard to their equal standing, the great appropria- 
tion bills of this House are open to such procedures as this, There 
is no check on such expenditures, as has been pointed out by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. When a proposition of 
this kind comes before this House, an indefinite proposition that 
Congress can not control, the expenditure of which we do not 
know where it will be put or for what purpose it will be used, it 
is uniformly put into an indefinite clause in a general appropria- 
tion bill, and always hurried through this House in the closing 
hours of the session, when there is but little opportunity for con- 
sideration or debate. 

I therefore say, Mr. Speaker, that if we are going to do justice 
by our constituents, if the members of this House and of this side 
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of the House are going to protect their own interest in this mat- 
| ter, there is but one way in which we can see that equal justice is 





| done to us and that it is done to other members, and that is to de- 
mand that every man in this House shall stand the same chances 
before the committees, and that the same procedure shall be had 
in reference to appropriations that I desire, that is had with refer- 
ence to appropriations that some other gentleman desires. There 
is not a member of this House who does not know that this prop- 
osition is out of order; that it would be stricken from this bill if 
offered in this House; that the only reason it can stand in the bill 
is that it comes back here as a Senate amendment, and that the 
opportunity i3 not given to raise pointsof order. I therefore say, 
Mr. Speaker, that if we want protection for what we want our- 
| selves, if you want to get your bills out of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, if you want bills of that class reported 
for yourselves, you have got to make every other gentleman of 
this House stand on the same basis that you have had to stand on 
in reference to your bill. 

lL hope that the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
not be agreed to, and that the motion to recede and concur will be 
defeated. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the following letter, 
written to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions, be read by the Clerk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 





EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DistRiIcT OF COLUMBIA, 


Washington, May 26, 1900. 
DEAR Str: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
,; to acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 2%, requesting them to furnish 
to your committee any additional facts in relation to the purchase of a mu 


nicipal hospital grounds that would be of value to the conference committee 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill 

In response to the same the Commissioners state that they regard the erec 
tion of a municipal hospital asa matter of the utmost importance. While 
there are hospitals which are conducted by boards of trustees which render 
efficient services, yet they do not meet the demands which exist for a mu 
nicipal hospital. 

There is respectfully transmitted herewith a copy of a communication 
from the sanitary officer of the District to the major and superintendent 
of police, showing that during the calendar year 1800, 68 patients were re 
fused admission to these hospitals. A large number have also been re 
ported as having been refused during the current calendar year. The 
Commissioners have no control whatsoever over these hospitals, and have no 
recourse in such cases as these so reported other than to send the unfortu- 
nate persons to the hospital of the Washington Asylum. While this last- 
named institution is well managed, yet it has not the proper facilities for 
placing patients in wards adapted for their treatment; but chronicandacute 
cases must of necessity be kept in the same wards. Its capacity is not suffi 
cient to permit it to receive all cases which should be taken care of by the 
municipality. 

Every consideration, therefore, of humanity would seem to prompt early 
and favorable action looking toward the ereetion of a municipa! hospital. 

In case this appropriation is made at the present session of Congress, it is 
the unanimous purpose of the present Board of Commissioners to advertise 
for proposals for the sale of a suitable site on which to erect the new build 
ing. and in the selection of such a site the Commissioners will be guided only 
by what may seem to them to be the best interests of the entire District of 
Columbia. 

Very respectfully, 





JOHN W. ROSS, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners, 
District of Columbia, 


Hon. W. B. ALLISON, Chairman, etc. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, this letter, which came from the 
Commissioners of the District, shows that 68 persons have been 
refused admission to the hospitals of the District during the past 
year because there was not room for them. Now, it is clear that 
the hospital accommodations of the city are inadequate and that 
additional provision should be made. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I notice that these different hospitals refused 
admission to so many people. It does not say that when refusal 
was made at one hospital the patient was not admitted at some 
other hospital. It does not show, and it takes pains not to show, 
how many were ultimately refused. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman feels like attack- 
ing the sincerity of the Commissioners in their report of these facts 
to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Appropriations, the 
responsibility is with him. I shall undertake no explanation of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is not the statement of the Commissioners. 
It is the statement of some man under the Commissioners as to the 
number refused. Now, I say it does not show what ultimately 
became of those patients, whether they ultimately received admis- 
sion at some other adjoining hospital or not. 

Mr. GROUT. And the gentleman has the right to insinuate 
that this man falsified about it, or deliberately misrepresents the 
facts to the Commissioners, and that the Commissioners have com- 
municated them to Congress for the purpose of mis!eading that 
body. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. GROUT, 

Mr. PAYNE, 
and apologize. 

Mr. GROUT, 








ee 


I do not mean to make any such insinuation. 
That is the scope of the gentleman’s suggestion. 
If the gentleman thinks so, [ will withdraw it 
We will not getintoany such controversy as that. 
That is satisfactory to me. Now, I wish tocall 
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attention to one other fact, the cost of the hospital service of the 
District. It amounts to $179,400. That is the interest on just 
about $3,000,000 at 6 per cent. Now, when the gentleman talked 


about a million-dollar hospital, you could build a million-dollar | 


hospital and have the interest on $2,000,000 still left to expend 
in the care of the sick in the hospital after it is completed before 


the annual expenditure will be as much as it is now by hiring | 


patients cared for in these private hospitals. Make a note of that 
tact when you come to figure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Have you any evidence that if this hospital 


that is now under discussion should be erected the appropria- | 


tions for the colored hospital would not still be made, amounting 
to $90,000? 

Mr. GROUT. That would depend altogether upon the extent 
of the city hospital that was built under this provision. It ought 
and doubtless would in time be sufficiently ample to provide for 
the colored hospital. 
place. 
that, and can last only a little while. The buildings were put up 
for quartermaster’s supplies or hospital purposes of a temporary 


nature during the civil war, and have stood there since, and are | 
They can last only a little while | 


used for hospital purposes now. 
at the longest, and are rented at that. 

So much for the expense. Now, Mr. Speaker, another thing. 
The gentleman referred to the expense at Columbia Hospital being 
larger than what we pay at Providence ‘and other places. That 
is because there are very fewinmates, It requires the same num- 
ber of officers, with high salaries, to care for 50 patients that it 
would to care for 500, The organization has to be complete and 
perfect for the small number as much as for the larger number. 
So, when you get 500 or 1,000 patients in a hospital, they can be 
cared for at a less sum per capita than they can be ina hospital 
where you are caring for only 50 or the small number thatare at Co- 
lumbia Hospital. ‘This explains the high rate per capita at Colum- 
bia, and isan unanswerable argument in favor of a large hospital, 
where the expense per capita is always small. 

The expense at Columbia, which the gentleman so much elabo- 
rated, really makes against his position. 

Mr. Speaker, the demand of the time is for a hospital to care 
for the sick in suitable style, in accordance with the civilization 
of the age, after the fashion of other cities throughout the coun- 
try; a hospital which the District shall own, and not longer be 
compelled to resort to private institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman took occasion to refer to an appro- 
priation in this bill for the Washington Asylum of $50,000; also 
an appropriation last year of $50,000 for that institution. 

Mr. PAYNE. For the workhouse, 

Mr. GROUT. The asylum and workhouse are on the same 
grounds. I would ask the gentleman the reason for this strange 
criticism in this connection of an expenditure on the Washington 
Asylum grounds. There is a movement on foot to drive the Gov- 
ernment out of thosé grounds, to have them abandoned entirely 
by the workhouse and asylum, and the gentleman seems to have 
shadowed forth a knowledge of that scheme when he spoke of the 
extension of Pennsylvaniaavenue through the asylum grounds—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam not in it. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, Ido not say the gentleman is in it. He 
says he is not, and that settles it with me, for he is an honorable 
man. But there is a scheme of that kind on foot in the city of 
Washington, and it is a land-jobbing scheme, too, because it 1s to 
turn that ground—the asylum ground—over for city purposes, 
thus destroying the accommodations for the six or eight hundred 

ersons Who are accommodated there, and make it necessary to 
one up accommodations elsewhere in the District. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. The idea, thén, in making that appropriation of 
half a million dollars, is to prevent people from buying from the 
Government of the United States the land which the Government 
already owns. 

Mr.GROUT. Whatappropriation of half a million dollars does 
the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. PAYNE. Toanchor a building on that lot, so that the Gov- 
ernment will not be forced to sell the land that it owns. 

Mr. GROUT. Thegentleman spoke some time since of $50,000. 
Now he speaks of half a million dollars, 

Mr. PAYNE. Half a million dollars for the building. You 
have already appropriated a hundred thousand dollars under the 
two appropriations, and the building estimated for, according to 
plans adopted by the Commissioners of the District, according to 
astatement in the paper, is placed ata half million dollars. Now, 
I understand that the anchoring of that building on that lot is to 
prevent people from getting away from the Government the lots 
which it already owns and over which it has unlimited control. 

Mr. GROUT, I must confess I hardly understand what the 
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I can not say how soon that would take | 
Those buildings are old and of a temporary character at | 
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gentleman means, nor can I quite understand why he has referred, 
| in this connection, to the Washington Asylum at all, as it is in no 
| way connected with this city hospital question. It is true, how- 
ever, that it is in keeping with the vague rumors on the right 
| and on the left that a new site for the asylum should be obtained, 
| Mr. Speaker, the committee which prepared this bill were in- 

formed that there was necessity for additional accommodations 
at the asylum and have made provision for them. And to show 
the character of the investigation we made I will read for the in- 
formation of the House from the hearings before the committee 
during the present session of Congress concerning this appropria- 
tion of both this year and the year preceding: 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the total cost of this workhouse? 
Captain Beacu. The plans are so drawn that they will admit of a pret 
xpansion. One small part can be constructed, and then as the ne 

mand it the other buildings required can be erected afterwards, a: 
ras I can find out, this estimate of $50,000 will carry the building to su 
a point as will enable us to get along for several years. 

Mr. Lewt1s. The original estimate of the cost of this workhouse was $150,()0 

The CHAIRMAN. What state is the work in now? 

Mr. Lewis. There has been no actual work on the ground. 

Captain Beacu. It is about ready for advertisement. Preparation of the 
lans was delayed somewhat for the purpose of obtaining information w] 
‘onld be obtained only by visiting the more recently built institutions of its 
kind throughout the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. This building is entirely new? 
Mr. Lewis. Oh, yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. After its completion this old building is wholly discard: 
Mr. Lewis. The old building will be used for another department. 
The CHAIRMAN. How far is the building from the other? 
Mr. Lewis. Six hundred feet. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Fifty thousand dollars will provide wardsand certain 
tions which can be completed separately ? 
Mr. Lewis. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN, You arestill using the old building and propose to di 
Mr. Lewis. We will have to until the new building can be occupied. 
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The ; ‘HAIRMAN, This is the place where the men reside, or is it where thoy 
| do work? 
| Mr. Lewis. It is where they reside. 
| The CHATRMAN. Is there any machinery there? 
Captain BeEAcu. Nothing but cells. 
The CHAIRMAN. This is for the occupation of the men? 
Captain Brac. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Can you not make provision for them in the old estab! 
ment? 
Mr. Lewis. No, sir; we can not make a workhouse there to accommoda 
180 to 250 men for less than that sum of money. 
| The CHATRMAN. It is a lodging house, practically? 
| Mr. Lewis. Itisa prison. It calls for steel construction, cells, etc. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is to be built in sections or wings, and the question is, 
Is not $50,000 sufficient to get on with? You say the old workhouse is too 


crowded? 

Mr. Lewis. Very much so. We shall have to ask another appropriation 
after this one in order to complete the new one. 

The CHAIRMAN. To accommodate the people? 
with the old one? 

Mr. Lewis. We will useit for the almshouse or an extension of the hospit 

Mr. McCLEARY. How many people will this accommodate now, probal 

Mr. Lrwis. About 200. 

The CHAIRMAN, The almshouse is one establishment and the workhou 
is another? 
| Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How far are they apart? 

Mr. Lewis. They almost adjoin. Six hundred and ten was the number 
of inmates last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. How many in the workhouse? 

Mr. Lewis. About 250. 

The CHAIRMAN. The larger part of them, it seems, are really in the alms- 
10u8e 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question I am raising is whether the situation thero 
| is such as to call for continuing this piece of work to completion according 
to the original design of $150,000, or whether the work could be rested w! 
} 
| 
| 


What are you going to do 





you eee, or could you stop with $50,000 more, or would it require this outlay 
at all? 

Mr. Lewis. We can not get on with one-third of the estimate originally 
mace 

Captain Beacn. The one wing for the steel cells alone is estimated t 
cost about $50,000. That does not provide for any room for administrati 
It is simply for cells. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, But your administration is carried on in the old buildi: 

Captain Bracu. That is crowded. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. This $50,000 will provide for the crowded condition of t 
old building, and is not that sufficient relief so that the administration cau 
be provided for? 

Captain Beacnw. No, sir. Ihave talked the matter over with Mr. Stoute: 
burgh. and the administration ought to go with the building itself for proj 
| discipline. We donot want to have to send a man 600 feet away when there 
may be a riot. and to properly meet the administration this building should 
be erected. This amount of $50,000 is needed in addition to the amount «| 

provriated last year. 

Now, this was the evidence before the committee, on tho 
strength of which we recommended this appropriation which the 
gentleman has seen fit to ride into in his imaginative style. Ie 
also referred to another matter, viz, a wall around the j1 
There was, it is true, in this District bill in 1898 an appropriation 
of $10,000 toward the erection, under the Attorney-General, of a 
bric’s or stone wall inclosing the grounds on which the jail for the 
Districts now stands, “including the purchase of material and 
labor.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 
Certainly. 


o 


Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Was the purpose of the wall for the inclosure of 
the grounds or a sort of fortification against those people who are 
trying to get this land away from the Government? 
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Mr. GROOT. This is the city jail; an entirely separate affair. 

Mr. PAYNE, Is it not on the same lot with the workhouse? Are 
they not right on the same tract of land? 

Mr. GROUT. It is on the same tract, but it is a separate and 
distinct institution, and under the control of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, whereas the asylum is under control of the Commissioners. 
He said he wanted this appropriation. Iremember distinctly that 
he said that the work, excepting the skilled labor, could be per- 
formed by the inmates of the jail. It doubtless was, and they 
completed the wall about the jail. They said it was necessary, 
and here again the gentleman seems to come in on his high horse 
riding on top of that wall. That was a matter that the Attorney- 
General of the United States recommended and the committee 
recommended it and the House approved it, and it was built two 
years ago. Every jail should have a wall about it, and the gentle- 
man has shown nothing to account for his allusion to it here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the municipal hospital. I want to say 
that so far as | am personally concerned, I do not care a peg about 
it, except as I believe, as I said in the House the other day, that 
this capital city of this great Republic ought to own its own hos- 
pital for the care of its sick. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It would be a matter of economy. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly it would, as the figures I have given 
plainly show. Here is $179,400 paid out annually for current ex- 
penses in hiring hospital accommodations in private hospitals, 
which would be the interest on $3,009,000, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The House the other day instructed the gen- 
tleman, as one of the conferees, to insist on striking this amend- 
inent out. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir; and I obeyed the instruction. I am 
speaking now, Mr. Speaker, not as aconferee; I am speaking asa 
representative of the people and on my responsibility as a mem- 
ber of this House, and I have the right to give my own opinion in 
the matter, and propose to do it fearlessly. So farastheconferees 
are concerned, they faithfully carried out the views of the House, 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
they had made with the Senate conferees to impress on that com- 
mittee the action of the House and the spirit manifested by the 
vote? 

Mr. GROUT. I did not take them by the collar; I did not 
threaten them with personal violence, nor did my associates. We 
respectiully submitted to them the vote of the House, and told 
them the House had ordered that item out of the bill. For a mo- 
ment the Senate conferees were at a loss to see why we could not 
agree to the item. But the House managers were clear that they 
could not; in short, that there was only one thing to do, and that 
was to bring back a disagreement, as we have, and that is the 
whole story. 

Now, once more, as I was saying when the gentleman inter- 
rupted me, you may do what you choose about a municipal hos- 

ital. You may throw it overboard, and hang on to these little 
institutions, and pay $179,000 annually for the support of the sick 
of this city, and continue this piecemeal method, which is really 
a very expensive one. 

You may do if you choose what the gentleman from New York 
says he would do, and that is to give Providence Hospital $50,000 
to enlarge its quarters, so that the sick in Washington may find 
aresting place. I myself do not believe in that policy. I believe 
that this city ought to have a hospital of its own. That is whatI 
believe, so that the sick of all classes can be provided for, and these 


little private institutions be abandoned, gradually of course, until | 


the municipal hospital is completed, which will take years. 

I believe that the plan recommended by this joint committee 
who investigated charities three years ago and made their report 
two years ago, of which Mr. Pitney, of New Jersey, was chairman 
upon the part of the House, and upon which was Mr. Dockery, of 

issouri, whom we all remember as an able and conservative mem- 
ber of the House—l1 say 1 believe the plan recommended by that 
committee should be entered upon by the District of Columbia. 

Mr, PAYNE. They did not recommend any policy of putting 
$100,000 into the hands of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, the gentleman refers again to the Commis- 
sioners, Some onemust becharged with theduty of securing land, 
and I am willing to trust the Commissioners. If the gentleman 
will Suggest any better way, the House will be ready to consider it. 

Mr, PAYNE. I have. 

Mr, GROUT. What is it? 

Mr. PAYNE. To bring in a bill properly guarded, the same as 
youwould a bill to build a public building in your district or mine. 

Mr. GROUT. “Properly guarded,” the gentleman says. It 
could be guarded only with authority to expend the money the 
same as this money is to be expended by the Ccmmissioners of the 
District, and they are the officers of the General Government as 





I would like to ask the gentleman what effort | 
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well as of the District, and if they can not be trusted, let th 
tleman say so. 1 consider them high-minded, honorable men 
every one of them, 

Mr. HOPKINS. They could pay §20,000 an acre if they saw fit. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly they can. But they say in the letter 
sent the conference committee—and if the gentleman had given 
attention to the reading he would not have made the suggestion 
they say if authorized to purchase the land they will advertise for 
bids. If the gentleman wants to impugn the motive and the pur- 
poses of the District officers all through, let him doit. Gentle- 
men are at liberty to doit. But, Lrepeat, [am willing to trust 
the District Commissioners in this ma and all others c 
mitted to their keeping. I will now yield to the gentleman ft 
Mississip} Mr. ALL : 


_[Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi addressed the House. 
dix. | 
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The motion of Mr. Barcock was read, as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK moves to recede and concur with an amendment follow 

“in he he 1 * inserted by said amer insert 
chase by missioners of the Dist f Columbia of a suitabl n 
the Distr lumbia fora municipa pit 100,000, or somuch f 
as may be necessary;* and the Senate agi to tl ame. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for one 
minute to correct a statement of fact. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Vermontasks unanimous 
cons:nt for one minute's time to make some correction. Is there 

| objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. he gentleman from New York |[Mr. Payne} 
told us that we had embarked upon a building out here on the 
asylum grounds that will cost half a million dollars, 1 thou 
the sum was high, and to show how utierly in the air the gent 
man is, 1 resa from the testimony here. Mr. Lewis says t 
original estimete of the cost of this work was $150,000. This 








shows how flig::ty my friend has become. Thereisno half million 
dollars mentioned anywhere in the testimony. 

Mr. PAYNI Phat is in connection with the present plans. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The questionis on the motion which has been 
reported by the Clerk. 

The question being taken. Mr. Barcock demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 68, 

Accordingly the motion was agreed to. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a conference report on tho 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman desire the 


N 


report and 


statement both read? 
Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to read the statement 


f 


in liew of the report. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the report will be omitted 
and the statement will be read, 

There was no objection. 

The conference report was read at length. 

{Fcr report see Senate proceedings. | 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the con!ere: it 








ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the + ate 1 e | 
(H. R. 11212) making appropriations for sundry « expel vt ! 
year 1901 submit the following written statement in ex planati t t 
agreed upon and recommended as to each of the Senate an ents 
mitted in the accompanying nference report, namely 

On No. 1: Appropriates $25,000, 1s proposed by the S nt of 
porary quarters for Government offi at Baltimore, Md 

On No. 3: Appropriates $5.00, as preposed by the Senate, for ri f quar 
ters for Government offices at Macon, Ga 

On Nos. 5, 6, and 7: Provides for a quarantine station near Key West i 
stead of at or near Fleming Key,and strikes out the provision proposed by t 
Senate requiring that no such station shall be established within 5 miles 
the island of Key West. 

On No. 8: Applies the appropriation for heating apparatus for p ui 
ings to the Marine Ho pital Sanitarium at Fort Stanton, N. Mex 

On No. 10: Appropriates $5,000, as propesed by the Senate, for automa 
towing machine for the Pollock Rip Shoals, Massachusetts, light-ship 

On Nos. ll and 12: Makes the appropriation for the Staten island light 
house depot available for repairs and improvements to the present buildings 
and grounds, and for the erection of a new oil house and lamp sho 

On No. 13: Appropriates $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Dela 
ware Bay light and fog signal. 

On No. 21: Increases the limit of cost, as proposed by the House, for the 
light-house tender for the Thirteenth light-house district from $100,000 to 


On No. 23: Appropriates $12,500, as proposed by the Senate, for the Slip 
Point light and fog signa), Washington. 

On Nos. 25 and 26: Increases the appropriation for repairs of light- houses 
to $640,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $625,000, as proposed by the 
House, makes the same available for purchase of land for day marks and pier 
head and other beacon lights, and makes $15,009 of the same available to 
change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, Massachusett 


On No. 29: Appropriates $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Porto 
Rican light-house establishment. 

On Nos. 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34, relating to the Life-Saving Service: Provides 
for a superintendent for the coast of Rhode Island and Fishers Island. as pro- 
posed by the Senate, at $1,690, and authorizes the Secretary of the Tr ury 

| to change theserial numbers of life-saving district 

On No. 35: Appropriates $2,500 additional, as proposed by th enate, fora 
launch for the customs service in the vicinity of Astoria, Oreg. 
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On No. 37: Appropriates $600, as proposed by the Senate, for rent of offices 
for the stamp agency of the Post-Office Department in Washington. 





On Nos. 38, 30, 40. 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, and 47, relating to the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey: Authorizes the lease of sites for the erection of temporary 
mag ctic buildings, strikes out the provisions that the appropriations for 
mawuetic observations and for repairs and maintenance of vessels shall con- 
tinue available until ex pended, appropriates $20,000 for purchase or construc- 
tion of one small steamer, and makes certain verbal corrections in the text 


of the bill 

On No. 48: Increases the amount for rent of buildings for the Bureau of 
American Ethnology from $1,000 to $1,500, as propenes by the Senate. 

On No. 49: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for purchase 
of specimens for the National Museum. 

On No. 50: Reappropriates the unexpended balance of $8,000 for widening, 
grading, and regunting Adams Mill road from Columbia road to the Zoolog- 
ical Park, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 51: Strikes out the appropriation of $20,000, proposed by the Senate, 
for a fence around the Zoological Park. 

On Nos. 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60,61, 62, and 63, relating to the Fish Commis- 
sion: Increases the pay of three firemen of the office of the Commissioner 
from $540 to $600 each; provides for an additional clerk at $1,200, instead of at 
$720, in the office of accounts, and for a clerk at $1,400, instead of $1,200, in the 
division of fish culture; provides for two laborers at $600 each, instead of 
one laborer at $540, for the Leadville, Colo., station, and for a fish culturist 
at $900 at the Clackamas, Oreg., station. 

On No. 65: Strikes out the appropriation of $10,000 proposed by the Senate 
to om me te Interstate Commerce Commission to collect and compile a ten- 

ear DOOK. 
- On No. 66: Increases the pay of two assistant engineers in the Treasury 
Department from $720 to $1,000 eacb. 

On No. 67: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$75,000, as proposed by the House, for punishment for violation of internal- 
revenue laws. 

On No. 68: Strikes out the appropriation of $3,000 proposed by the House 
for rent for the collector of internal revenue at Syracuse, N. Y. 

On No. 69: Appropriates $25,000 and authorizes a contract not exceeding 
150,000 for new machinery and appliances for the new United States mint 
yuilding at Denver, Colo. : 

On No. 70: Provides for one additional counter of distinctive paper for 

United States securities. 

On No. 71: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the House, instead of 
$20,000, as proposed by the Senate, for compensation in lieu of moieties. 

On No. 72: Strikes out the aputonetation of $300, proposed by the Senate, 
for supplyiog the natives of A Island, Alaska, with tishing nets. 

On No. 74: Fixes the salary of the deputy recorder of deeds of the District 
of Columbia at $2,500, as proposes by the Senate. 

On No. 75: Appropriates $75,000, instead of $100,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for yuarantine service in Hawaii. 

On No. 76: Makes the appropriation for prevention of epidemics imme- 
diately available. 

On Nos. 77, 78, 79, and 80: Appropriates, ap ppepeass by the Senate, for sal- 
aries and other expenses of the Territory of Hawaii, as authorized by law. 

On Nos. 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, and 90, relating to the Capitol building: Re- 
stores the provision proposed by the House ees the delivery of fuel to 
the building; appropriates $100 for flags, $1, for cleaning and re iring 
works of art, gi: or steam heating and machinery (Senate wing), ) for 
ventilation of the Senate wing, $6,000 for new elevator shaft in the Maltby 
Building, $1.431.50 for improvements in the water supply and fire protection 
of the Maltby Building, and strikes out appropriation of $150 for repairing 
elevator walls in the Maltby Building. 

yn No. 91: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate concerning con- 
certs in the Capitol grounds. 

On No. #2: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate regulating con- 
tingent expenses of registers and receivers of land offices. 

On No. 94: Appropriates $10,000, as by the Senate, for transcripts 
of records and plats, General Land Office. 

On No. %: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the Senate, for payment of 
fees for the General Land Office. 

On No. 97: Appropriates $25,000, as pro by the Senate, for examina- 
tion and classification of mineral lands in Montana and Idaho. 

On Nos. 99 and 100:- Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, examination 
of public surveys by competent surveyors authorized by the Secretary of 
the Interior, to be selected by surveyors-general. 

On No. 102: Appropriates $240,000, as ee the House, instead of 
eae. as proposed by the Senate, for topographi surveys by the Geolog- 
ical Survey. 

On Nos. 108 and 104: Provides $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$7,000, as proposed by the House, for chemical and physical researches relat 
ing to the geology of the United States, and makes a verbal correction in the 
text of the bill. 

On No. 107: Fixes the salary of the appointment clerk of the Census at 
$2,500, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 111: Appropriates $97,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs of 
wing dam of Rock Island Arsenal water power, and strikes out the provision 
that the same shall be available until expended. 

On No. 112: Appropriates $12,500, as proposed by the Senate, for fence 
around the Watertown Arsenal. 

On No. 116: Makes immediately available the appropriation for new store- 
howse for public buildings and nds in Wage. 

On Nos. 118 and 119: Makes immediately available the appropriations for 
electric power for the Washington Monument. 

On No. 126: Strikes out the appropriation of $50,000, proposed by the House, 
for Whipple Barracks, Ariz. 

On Nos. 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, and 1282: Makes the appropriations for the Yel- 
lowstone Park in the terms proposed by the Senate, and requires all road ex- 
tensions and improvements in said park to be made under a general plan to 
be approved by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. 

On No. 133: Provides that $6,000 of the appropriation for the Vicksburg Na- 
tional Military Park may be used in the purchase of lands for said park. 

.On No. 135: Appropriates $500,000, as pro by the House, for final pay- 
ment to representatives of James B. s for constructing jetties and other 


works at South Pass, Mississippi River. 
On No. 137: Provides, as_pro by the Senate, that the east channel 
fork, shall hereafter be known as Ambrose 


os Sendy Hook Bar, New 
Channel. 

On No. 146:-Appropriates $2,500, as proposed by the Senate, for reburial of 
certain Confederate soldiers. 

On Nos. 147 and 148: Appropriates $1,500, instead of $1,000, as proposed by 
the House, and $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Antietam battlefield, 
and authorizes the appointment of a superintendent of said battlefield at a 
salary of $1,200. 

On No. 149: Appropriates $5,000, as proposed by the Senate, for completing 
isolating wards of the Garfield Memorial Hospital. 

On No. 150: Appropriates $19,000, as proposed by the Senate, for comple- 
tion of military road in Wyoming. 
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On No. 151: Provides for distribution of sets of Official Records of the Re. 
sllion, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 154: Makes appropriation for State or Territorial homes, as pro. 
posed by the Senate, available for all classes of soldiers admissible to tho 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

On No. 160: Appropriates $2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for index to 
diplomatic correspondence. 

On No. 161: Appropriates $2.500, as proposed by the Senate, for miscella 
neous expenses of the Department of Labor. 

On No. 162: Appropriates $4,348.50, as proposed by the Senate, for specia| 
repairs to the court-house of the District of Columbia. 

On No. 163: Strikes out the provision proposéd by the Senate providing for 
a compute set of Federal Cases, with digests thereof, for circuit and distric; 
courts. 

On No. 164: Appesgviches $1,500, as proposed by the House, instead of $1,00 
as proposed by the Senate, for digest of the Opinions of the Attorney-Genera| 
On Nos. 165, 166, and 167: Inserts the provision ee by the Senate re 
lating to advances to United States marshals, and makes verbal corrections 
in the text of the bill. 

_On Nos. 170, 171, 172, and 173: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the 
bill and strikes out the provision proposes by the House, that the duti 
heretofore performed by criers of United States courts shall hereafter be 
performed by the marshals, their deputies, or bailiffs. 
_ On Nos. 174 and 175: Appropriates for the salaries of the additional distric: 
judge in New York and for the judge in Hawaii and for salaries of the clerk 
and reporter of the court in Hawaii. 
On No. 178: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for continuance of tho 
spsactetal Commission until ember 15, 1901, and appropriates $129.50 
ereior. 
On Nos. 180, 181, and 182: Strikes out the provision proposed by the Hous: 
for increase of compensation to leather cutters in the Government Printiny 
Office, and provides, as proposed by the Senate, that the limitation as t5 
peas for the Supreme Court shall apply only to the appropriation mad.» 
or 1% . 
The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments: 
_ “ No.2: Appropriating $10,000 for elevator in old custom-house at Detroit 
ich. 
On No. 4: Appropriating $50,000 for a public building at Norfolk, Nebr. 
- on No. 9: Appropriating $30,000 for Rockland Breakwater, Maine, pierhead 
ight. 
. yo Ho. 14: Increasing appropriation for Sabine light, Texas, from $5),(\\) 
0 $80,000. 
On Nos. 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, and 24, relating to light-houses, as follows: In- 
creasing the limit of cost of Toledo Harbor light and fog-signal station 
Ohio, to $100,000; diverting former appropriation of $15,000 for a light ves:e! 
tor Poe Reef, Michigan, t» construction of a light vessel for Grosse Point 
eigen: appropriating $2,700 for range lights for St. Marys River, $3.50) 
for a dwelling for the light keeper at Grosse Isle, South Channel, Detroit 
River, Michigan, and $3,000 for a light keeper's dwelling at Grosse Isle, Nort}; 
Channel, Detroit River, Michigan; authorizing a relief light vessel for tho 
Twelfth and Thirteenth light-house districts, Pacific coast, at a cost of $80,(1\); 
oppropsiating $24,000 additional for Desdemona Sands light-house, mouth of 
Columbia River, Oregon, and $150,000 for joint light-houses and fog-signal st «- 
tions in Alaskan waters. 

On Nos, 27 and 28: Authorizing suitable lights at the mouths of Warroad 
and Rainy rivers, in Minnesota, and appropriating $6,000 for lighting ship 
channels on the Great Lakes. 

On No. 36: Authorizing a revenue cutter for St. Marys River, Michigan, 
at a cost of $75,000. 

On No. 64: Appropriating $10,000 for fish hatcheries in Idaho and Utah. 

On No. 73: Placing under the supervision and control of the Secretary of 
= Treasury the execution of the Chinese exclusion and immigration 

ws. 

. Gn Fe. 81: Appropriating $462,441.97 for payment of claim of the Stat: 
evada. 

On No. 82: Providing for the settlement of certain State claims. 

On No. 93: Relating to lands within the boundaries of forest reservat 
belonging to land-grant railroads. 

On No. 9%: Appropriating $1,100 additional for contingent expenses of the 
surveyor-general, Colorado. 

On No. 98: Relating to entry of lands in wagon-road and railroad land 
grants in Oregon. 

On No. 101: Appropriating $11,000 for surveying Fort Buford abando: 
military reservation. 

On Nos. 105and 106: Increasing appropriation for gauging streams and <e- 
termining water Supply trom 50,000 to $250,000. 

On Nos. 108 and 109: Increasing appropriation for Sequoia National Park 
from $4,000 to $25,000. ; 

On No. 110: Increasing the number of admissions from the States to tle 
Deaf and Dumb Institution from 60 to 100. 

On Nos. 113, 114, and 115: Appropriating for improvements at the Schuy!- 
kill Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. ; 

On No. 117: Providing for examination and report to Congress of plan for 
enlargement of the Executive Mansion. 

On Nos. 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, and 125: Making special appropriations for « 
tain ae posts. 
ae No. 134: Appropriating $200,000 for memorial bridge across the Potomac 

ver. 

. On e o. 136: Appropriating $25,000 to maintain channel of South Pass, Mis 
sippi River. 

Sn No. 138: Authorizing one or more instead of two dredges for improviny 
Passes of the Mississippi River. 

On Nos. 139, 140, 141, 142, 148, 144, and 145: Relating to the improvement 
the Upper White River, Arkansas, a —- for improvement of t! 
Upper and Lower Mississippi River, the Missouri River, and the Colum! 
River, and relating to the construction of a bridge across the Yellowsto! 

iver. 

On No. 152: Providing for the settlement of claims for property taken in 
the military service during the war with Spain. 

On No. 153: Providing for a Branch Soldiers’ Home in Idaho. , 

On No. 155: Striking out the provision proposed by the House relative to 
the settlement of claims of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines. r : 

On No. 156: Authorizing the employment of an agent pe gr toge J the 
officers of the Confederate navy in the Office of Naval Records of the Rebe! 


lion. 
On No. 157: Regeidies ter, salary of woman commissioner to represent tlic 
United States and the Daughters of the American Revolution at the unve!! 
ing of the statue of Lafayette in Paris. i 

On Nos. 158 and 159: Relating to legation buildings of the United States in 
Korea and Siam. Si 

On Nos. 168 and 169: Increasing allowance for expenses of office of United 
States attorney for the District of Columbia. 

On No. 176: Appropriating $7,500 for statue of Rochambeau. 

On No. 177: Striking out provision proposed by the House relating to the 
files of the House of Representatives. 
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On No. 179: Striking out the provision proposed by the House relating to 
the appointments controlled by the Joint Committee on Printing. 
On No. 183: Relating to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 


J.G. CANNON, 

W.H. MOODY, 

THOS. C. MCRAE. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, by this conference report there is | ; 
a P oo Pp | vote on amendment 183, with reference to the Louisiana Purchase 


an agreement as to122 amendments in the sundry civil bill. There 
is a disagreement as to 61. The House conferees did not feel au- 
thorized to agree upon many of these amendments. 
not much difficulty, however, about amendments which are 
authorized by law. 
report, There area large number of amendments made by the 
Senate proposing appropriations not authorized by any law, and 
then there are a number of amendments that both appropriate 
and legislate. 

Gentlemen understand what ourrulesare. And I may say that 
the Senate rules are substantially the same as ours, namely, that 
upon these great money bills that must pass or the Government 
stop it has been found necessary to hedge them about by rules 
which prevent legislation and deny appropriations when there is 
no authority of law, if the rules are enforced. The House in the 
main in this bill, and generally in appropriation bills, has observed 
these rules. 


The Senate, with rules like unto the House rules, by unanimous | 


consent or otherwise, has been heretofore in the habit, upon many 
money bills, and following that habit, has placed upon this bill a 
large number of amendments, and thereby said to the House, 
‘‘You can not get rid of a Senate amendment on a point of order, 
and the bill can not pass until the Senate amendment is disposed 
of;” and therefore, by the discretion of the Senate and by the 
grace of the Senate, the Senate under this condition permits the 
House, or compels the House (and you may put it either way), to 
pass upon such matters as it pleases the Senate in this condition 
of things to submit to us for our consideration. 

To illustrate, there is an amendment on this bill to appropriate 
for a public building in the State of Nebraska, It is not author- 
ized by law. This bill can not pass until that amendment is dis- 
posed of by agreement between the House and Senate. Now, it 
is not in our power, under our rules, as we enforce them, to 
amend that amendment by putting on a provision for a building 
at a crossroads or in the city of New York or in the State of Mis- 
souri oranywhere else. So that, with a desire on the part of many 
excellent gentlemen in the House of Representatives to be recog- 
nized touching public buildings, we are absolutely powerless on 
this great money bill to put in one item, 

So I might go on about other items to illustrate what I mean. 
There are various propositions here, to build light-houses, to build 
light-ships, to authorize the erection of lights, to light the Cana- 
dian coast in one or two instances, and various things of that kind 
not authorized by law, that the Senate have put upon this bill. 
They must be disposed of before this necessary bill can pass, and 
we have to deal with them. 

Now, there have been times in the House when very severe 
criticism has been made against the House Committee on Appro- 
priations because, as it was alleged, it had invaded, in matters of 
legislation and appropriation, the jurisdiction of other committees. 
Why, at this session of Congress the chairman of one of the great 
committees said that the action of the House Committee on Appro- 
priations in thus invading the jurisdiction of the committee over 
which he had the honor to preside was simply infamous, Yet in 
every instance that he referred to amendments came from the 
Senate upon a great money bill, and had to be disposed of and 
were disposed of by the consent of the House, and generally by the 
concurrence of the House. 

Now, I will not say that this method of proceeding is infamous, 
but I will say that it isthoroughly bad. it places the great House 
of Representatives, that is close to the people, at a disadvantage, 
because, as I said before, it legislates only in part, if we agree to 
it, and that part just so far as the Senate permits. 

Now, I should be glad to have the concurrence of eminent gentle- 
men in the House in preventing an invasion of the jurisdiction of 
the other great committees in the House, by rejecting this legisla- 
tion and these matters of appropriation not authorized by law. 
[Applause.] I think I have said enough just at this time, I 
wanted to call the attention of the House to it. Now, not to 
take — further time, I move the adoption of the conference 
report, 

The conference report was agreed to. 

_Mr.CANNON. Now I move that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURTON. Am I to understand an opportunity will be 
given to move to concur or nonconcur? 

Mr. CANNON. If gentlemen desire upon any of these amend- 


ments to move concurrence or nonconcrrrence in the amend- 





There was | 


They have been agreed to in the main in this | 
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ments, as the case may be, they have the parliamentary right to 
demand a separate vote; and I certainly have no disposition to 
undertake to interfere with it. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Hlinois, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded upon any 
of these undisposed-of amendments? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate 


| Exposition. 








| 
| 








The SPEAKER, Is there any other amendment upon which a 
separate vote is demanded? 

Mr. RIXEY. I demand a separate vote on amendment No. 134. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. [ demand a separate vote on 
amendments 121 and 122, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I demand a separate vote on amendment 15. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire a separate vote upon 
amendments 28, 36, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, and 145. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 1 demand a separate 
vote on amendments Nos. 24, 93, and 104. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr, Speaker, I demand a separate vote on 
amendment No. 133. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, 
105 and 106. 

Mr. SWANSON. 
No, 82. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment upon which a 
separate vote is demanded? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I desire a separate vote on amendments 108 
and 109, 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. 
ments 18 and 19. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make an inquiry of 
the chairman of the committee with reference to amendment No. 
81. Itis an appropriation for the claims of Nevada arising out 
of the civil war. 1 understand the gentleman has to-day received 
a communication from the Auditor of the Treasury for the War- 
Department stating that there is adeduction to be made from his 
previous estimate of about $20,000. and that will force this back 
into conference. Is that the case? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, as I understand it, even if the matter 
were agreed to, from this statement from the Treasury Depart- 
ment the amount is wrong. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It was my intention to take the sense of 
the House upon this amendment, but I will not take it at this 
time, with the understanding that hereafter I shall have an op 
portunity to take the sense of the House upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can do this: If the House shall 
further insist, under the circumstances, the gentleman may move 


I ask for a separate vote on amendments 


I demand a separate yote on amendment 


[ ask for a separate vote on amend- 


a resolution of instruction, if he sees proper; but it evidently 
ought not to be agreed to now, even if it was the sense of the 
House that the general appropriation ought to be made, because 


the amount is wrong. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, 1 can rest assured under the circum- 
stances that I will have an opportunity hereafter to test the sense 
of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I dare say, with the temper seen so far 
as manifested, the Senate, in my judgment, undoubtedly will in- 
sist upon thisamendment. , , 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman that possibly 
the conferees on the part of the House may finally agree to it. 

Mr. CANNON. Of course if that is done the gentleman from 
Nevada would have accomplished all he desires. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment on which a 
separate vote is demanded? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, 
ments numbered 98 and 145. 

Mr. PEARRE, I demand a separate vote on amendments 168 
and 169. 

Mr. GAINES. I have only been able to get a copy of the bill 
now, and hope there will be an opportunity to ask for a separate 
vote on any amendments hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman now ask for a separate 
yote on any amendment? 

Mr. GAINES. I do not now, because I have not been able to 
get a copy of the bill until quite recently, and I do not know. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthereany other demand for aseparate vote? 

Mr. MORRIS. I ask for a separate vote on amendments num- 
bered 27 and 28. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no further demand, the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois will be submitted as to the other 
amendments not named, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry of the 


I demand a separate vote on amend- 


gentleman in charge of the bill concerning the status of the forest 
Is that embraced? 

It is not agreed to. 

I desire todemandaseparate vote on amendmeat64, 


reservation proposition. 
Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. KING, 
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The SPEAKER. 


agreement on all the other amendments undisposed of and not ex- 
cepted by the requests of members, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the first excepted 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 1 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House 
recede and concur in the Senate amendment 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state on these amendments 
that have been excepted, the requests of members will be called 
by the Clerk in the order upon which they are in the bill. For 
the convenience of members, they will be called in their numer- 
ical order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(15) Toledo Harbor light and fog-signal station, Ohio: The Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to enter into a contract for the construc- 
tion of a light and fog-signal station to mark the outer end of the main chan 
nel entrance to Toledo Harbor, Ohio, at a total cost of $100,000, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 

Mr. CANNON. M 

The SPEAKER, 
The gentleman from Ohio calls up amendment No. 15, 

Mr. SouTHARD rose, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentieman three minutes. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I suppose it isin order to move 
that the House recede from its disagreement and concur in the 
Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. 





Mr. Speaker-—— 
r. Speaker— 


That motion is in order. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. That is the motion I desire to make. 

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, during the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress a light-house and fog-signalstation was authorized to be built 
at the Maumi Strait Channel at Toledo, not to exceed in cost $75,000. 
Prior to this authorization a bill had beenintroduced and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, The bill 
went into the Senate and received a favorable report from the 
committee intheSenate. The authorization, however, was on the 
sundry civil bill of the Fifty-fifth Congress. it authorized the 
contract for the construction of a light-house and fog-signal! sta- 





The question now is on agreeing to the motion | 
of the gentleman from MIlinois, that the House insist on its dis- | five. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| man from Ohio that the House recede and concur in the & 
| amendment. 


SouTHARD) there were 51 ayes and 63 noes. 


+m — 
The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 


| which the gentleman from Ohio asks a separate vote on has | cen 


| fog 


tion not toexceed in cost $75,000, and appropriated $37,500 toward | 


the construction of it. 

Plans were prepared and bids invited. The lowest bid for the 
construction of such a light-house as in the opinion of the Light- 
House Board ought to be constructed at that place was $98,400. 
It was suggested that the plan be altered and a different light- 
house built, but_in the opinion of the Light-House Board no 
structure costing a less amount would be suitable for this loca- 
tion, and at the suggestion of the Light-House Board this legisla- 
tion has gone into the sundry civil appropriation bill. The plans 
are all prepared, bids have been invited, and bids received. The 
Light-House Board have prepared plans for such a structure as in 
their opinion is necessary for that place. The committee of the 
House had no doubt about the urgency of thisimprovement. They 
reported that this light-house was needed at that place, and it has 

* been needed for a long time. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
interruption? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
ment No, 15? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Isnot thatmost unusual language, 
to authorize them to enter into a contract at a total cost of $100,000? 
The usual language is ‘‘ not to exceed that amount.” 

Mr. SOUTHARD., I think the gentleman from Wisconsin is 
right, but this is the language adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ought that to be the language in 
any public act? It forces the expenditure of $100,000. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I do not think the language will make any 
difference, because the structure is already planned and bids re- 
ceived. The plans have been prepared, and the bids have been 
invited and received. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. They can not spend less than 
$100,000 uncer the language of this act. They are authorized to 
enter into a contract for that amount. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I am willing to offer an amendment as 
suggested by the gentleman. 

r. CANNON, How much time, Mr, Speaker, did I yield to 
the gentleman? 


Will the gentleman allow me an 


Are you speaking about amend- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used three minutes of t})o 


Mr. CANNON. Three minutes is all I yie'ded. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. CANNON, No, I think not, because [ think I can h; 
this matter. This light-house at To’edo is absolutely a pr 
item,asI believe. It wasauthorized at $75,000, and it is neces 
to build it as it onght to be built, that the other $2 
added. But thereis nolegislation, either from the want of pr. 
attention or otherwise. There is none whatever. The Se: 
puts it on, and it is now for the House to say whether it will 
cur in this Senate amendment or whether it wi!l refuse to c 
and remit this properimprovement to the same place that so ma 
other proper improvements are remitted at the close of a ses: 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen 


009 shou] 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr 


So the motion was lost. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the next amendment 
which a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read amendment numbered 18. 


Mr. HENRY C, SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request 
for a separate vote on that amendment, and also the following 


one. 

Mr. CANNON, Then, Mr. Speaker, Iask that the House fur- 
ther insist on amendments 18 and 19. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 
make his motion on amendments separately? The amend: 


voted down. 

Mr. CANNON, I think we will go through with all the amend. 
ments and then I will make one motion covering them all. 

Amendment numbered 24, in regard to joint light-houses and 
signa! stations in Alaskan waters, was read. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, I withdraw my request for a sep- 
arate vote on that amendment. 

Amendment numbered 27 was read, as follows: 

On page 26, after the word “ dollars,” in line 3, insert: 

“The Light-House Board is hereby authorized and directed to esta! l'sh 
suitable lights at the mouths of Warroad and Rainy rivers, Lake of the 
Woods, in Minnesota.” 

Mr. MORRIS. I move that the House recede from its disa; 
ment and concur in this amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Iilino’s [Mr. CANNON] yield to the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr, 
MorRIs |? 

Mr. MORRIS. I want only two or three minutes, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MORRIS. The object of this amendment is to estab!is! 
lights at the mouth of the Rainy River and the Warroad River, a 
small stream running into the Lake of the Woods, in the northern 
part of Minnesota. That country is now being very rapidly set- 
tled. Quite a large steamboat traffic is being carried on betw: 
the Rainy River and the Warroad River and the Canadian sii 
the Lake of the Woods. The trouble is that this particular terri- 
tory is not in any light-house district. If it were, it could be pro- 
vided for by the Light-House Board, but under existing cir 
stances it is necessary to have this legislation. In order that t 
steamboat men may get into the Rainy River and this little \\ar- 
road River it is necessary that these small lights should be esta! 
lished at the entrance of theserivers. Noadditional appropriat 
isinvolved. Theamendment simply authorizes the establishmen 
of these lights out of the appropriation which is made for : 
peers, and, as I have said, the authorization is only necessary 

cause those waters are not in any light-house district. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwanttosayonlya word. This is legislation. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Morris that 
the House recede from its disagreement and concur in the ameid- 
ment, it was rejected. 

Mr. MORRIS. I withdraw my request for a separate vote 01 
amendment numbered 28. Iam willing to leave the matter to th 
conferees. 

Mr. BURTON, I withdraw my demand for a separate vote 
amendments numbered 28 and 36. 

Mr. KING. I withdraw my demand for a separate vote on 
amendment numbered 64, 

Amendment numbered 82 was read, as follows: 

SETTLEMENT OF CERTAIN STATE CLAIMS. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Attorney 

General are hereby fully authorized and empowered to compromise, a! 
and finally settle with the governors, respectively, of the States her 
named, or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the law 
said several States to act in their behalf in making the several settleme!'s 
herein provided for, such settlements to be made upon such terms and ‘ 
ditions as to them may seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Co" 

ress as hereinafter provided, and said compromises, adjustments, and_* t- 
Goments to be made by said Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of Wa! 
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and Attorney-General with the following States, namely: Virginia, Delaware, 


Pennsylvania, and 


New York for and on account of advances and expendi- | 


tures made by said States in the war of 1812 with Great Britain and now in | 


dispute; with the State of South Carolina for and on account of advances 
and expenditures made by said State in the war of 1812 with Great Britain 
now in dispute, and also on account of money expended by said State for 
military purposes in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 1838 now in dispute, 
and as against Virginia and South Carolina the claims of the United States 
on account of principal and interest of the unpaid bonds of said States, re- 
spectively, due to the United States and held in its own right or in trust by 
the United States; and with the States of California and Oregon for and on 
account of advances and expenditures made by said States in the war of the 
rebellion and claimed to be due them, being the claims and demands made 
py said States of California and Oregon and_now on file and particularly 
described and mentioned in Senate Report No. 544, part 2, second sesxion 
Fifty-fifth Congress. — 

And any compromise or settlement they may make with the said States, 
respectively, shall be fully reported to Congress for its future further action, 
stating the amounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States to 
any of said States and the amounts, if any, which should be paid by any of 
eaid States to the United States. And the Secretary of tho Treasury is here- 
by directed to suspend until further action of Congress any act or proceeding 
under provisions of section 4 of the act upproved March 3, 1899, entitled ** An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to reimburse the governors of States 
and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States 
to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of the 
United States in the existing war with Spain,’’’ as respects the States of 
Virginia and South Carolina. 

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to withdraw my demand for a sep- 
arate vote on this amendment. 

Mr. MUDD. Irenew the demand. I move that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment which I send to the desk, 

The amendment of Mr, Mupp was read, as follows: 

Page 70, line 2,.between the word ‘‘for” and the word “such,” insert “and 
with the city of Baltimore or its legally authorized financial officer or agent.” 

Between the words “ New York” and the word “for,” line 8, insert “and 
the city of Baltimore.’ 

Between the word “States,’’ line 9,and the word ‘‘in,’’in line 10, insert 
“and the city of Baltimore.” 

Page 71, line 6, between the word “States” and the word “respectively,” 
insert “and the city of Baltimore.” 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I want about two or three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Illinois yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. CANNON. Three minutes, 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, my object in offering this amend- 
ment is that the city of Baltimore shall share the same fate as the 
States which have been named in the amendment of the Senate. 
The amendment was offered in the Senate, including with these 
States the city of Baltimore, but (for what reason Iam not aware) 
Baltimore was afterwards struck out, while the several States 
named were left in. 

The United States owes to the city of Baltimore for advances and 
expenditures made in the war of 1812, on similar an ee and 
under similar circumstances to the advances made by the States 
that are named in the bill, There is no reason for paying these 
States and not paying the city of Baltimore. I believe this is the 
only municipality in the country that has such a claim. 

Understanding, however, that the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Swanson], who had intended to make a motion to concur, 
is willing to allow the bill to go again to conference without 
action by the House at this time on this question, I am willing 
that this amendment of mine, to which I have now called the 
attention of the House, may be disposed of in the same way and I 
shall insist that it receive the same treatment. Having called the 
attention of the House and the conferees to the matter, I do not 
care to press the amendment now. 

These claims, it is well understood, are for interest due the States 
named—New York, Pennsylvania, and others, and the city of 
Baltimore—for interest upon, and to someslight extent principal, of 
moneys advanced for the use of the Government in the war of 1812. 

Massachusetts and Maine and one or two other States have been 
repaid their share of such moneys by various acts of Congress. 

n or about the year 1858 Congress passed an act requiring the 
Secretary of the reasury to report at the ensuing session just 
what amounts were due in the aggregate to the various States 
and the city of Baltimoge upon suchclaims. The Secretary made 
his report, an extract of which I have before me now. 

In that report it is shown that the city of Baltimore at that time 
had a claim against the Government of the United States, and a 
valid claim, a claim of precisely the same nature as had been paid 
in several instances, for interest to the amount of $53,000, in round 
numbers, and for balance of principal due, in round numbers, of 
$8,000, making an aggregate of somewhat over $60,000 due over 
forty years ago to the city of Baltimore. A simple calculation of 
. ? P 
interest will show what is now the claim of the municipality of 
Baltimore against the United States. 

There is no sort of reason whatever why a distinction should be 
made between the States and this city, and I apprehend the sense 
of fairness of this House and of Congress will see to it that no 
such distinction is made. 

As I say, however, I am willing that this matter of Baltimore's 
claim should go — to the committee of conference between 
the two Houses. the claims of the States are allowed by the 
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If 
I find practicable and per- 
missible under the rules toward incorporating the claim of Balti- 
more city among the claims allowed to the States when the con- 
ferecs again make their report to the 


conferees, I expect the claim of Baltimore City to be allowed. 
it is not, I shall take such action as 


Mouse, 
The SPEAKER. gentleman withdraw his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MUDD. 
gentleman. 

Mr.SWANSON., I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk reported amendment 93. 

The SPEAKER, Isa separate vote demanded on that? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I withdraw the demand. 

Tho Clerk reported amendment No. 98, 


Does the 


I understand that to be the on of the 


suggest 


The Clerk 


The SPEAKER, Is a separate vote demanded on amendment 
No. 98? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. I withdraw the request. 

The Clerk reported amendment No. 105, 

The SPEAKER, Isa separate vote demanded on amendment 
105? 

Mr, JONES of Washington, I withdraw the demand, Mr. 


Speaker. 

The Clerk reported amendment No. 106, 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on 
106? No one requesting a separate vote, it 
withdrawn. 

The Clerk ri 

The SPE 
108? 

Mr. NEEDHAM, I withdraw the demand. 

The Clerk reported amendment No. 109. 

The SPEAKER, Is a separate vote demanded on amendment 
No. 109? 

The request for a separate vote was withdrawn, 

The Clerk reported amendment 121, 

The SPE AKER. Is a separate vote demand 1 on 
121? 

Mr. SPALDING. I withdraw the request. 

The Clerk reported amendment 122. 

The SPBAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on amendment 
122? 

Mr. SPALDING. I withdraw the request. 

The Clerk reported amendment 123, 

The SPEAKER, Is aseparate vote demanded on amendment 
1237 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I withdraw that. 

The Clerk reported amendment 134. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on amendment 
134? 

Mr. RIXEY. A separate vote is demanded on that amendment, 

The SPEAKER. ‘the gentleman demands a separate vote on 
that amendment. What 1s the motion of the gentleman? 

Mr. RIXEY. My motion is to recede and concur in the Senate 


amen: Lu 
will be considered as 


ported 
AKER. 


amendment No. 108. 


Is a separate vote demanded on amendment 


amendment 


amendment. 
Mr. CANNON, Does the gentleman from Virginia desire to be 
heard? 


Mr. RIXEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois if he 
proposes to discuss the question? If so, I wish to be heard, 
Mr. CANNON, I think I can say all I wish to say in five min- 


utes. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to have ten minutes myself on this 
ainendment. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Virginia asks for ten 
minutes. 


Mr. CANNON. This is so important a matter that since the 
gentleman makes the motion I should like to have the sense of the 
House upon it. 

Mr. RIXEY. I desire ten minutes, and there are other gentle- 
men who desire to discuss the question. Isuggest that the chair- 
man of the committee allow us thirty minutes on a side. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the hour is getting late. I think we can 
get along with ten minutes on this side, and I will ask the gentle- 
man if twenty minutes will not be satisfactory to him? 

Mr. RIXEY. We will try and get along with twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman twenty minutes, 
to dispose of as he chooses. 

The SPEAKER. This comes out of the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, 

The SPEAKER. 
from Virginia, he to control the same. 
the amendment to the House. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Certainly. 
Twenty minutes are yielded to the gentleman 
The Clerk will first report 


Page 89, after line 18, insert: ‘ 
** Memorial bridge across Potomac River; To enable the Secretary of War 
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to commence the construction of a memorial bridge from the most conven- 
ient point of the Naval Observatory grounds, or from some point adjacent 
thereto, across the Potomac River to the most convenient point of the Ar- 
lington estate property, according to the recommendations of the board of 
officers of the Corps of Engineers and of architects, approved by the Secre- 
tary of War and the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, as set 
out in Document No. 578 of the House of Representatives, first session of the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, the sum of $200,000." 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new question. It has 
been before Congress in one form or another for the last ten or 
twelve years. A number of bills have been introduced in both | 
Houses of Congress. A report has been made to this House in | 
one or two Congresses, and a bill was passed in the Senate provid- | 
ing for the building of a bridge across the Potomac River. The 
importance of a bridge across the Potomac River, connecting the 
city of Washington with Arlington Cemetery, has been urged re- 
peatedly by the several Quartermasters-General, by several of the 
Secretaries of War, and more recently by the President of the | 
United States. ; 

Every precaution has been taken to secure a proper location and | 
proper plana. In 1897 the sundry civil bill carried an appropria- 
tion of $2,500 for the purpose of making soundings to ascertain 
whether the proposed location was suitable. Under that appro- 
priation the Engineer Corps reported that it had made soundings 
and that the bed of the Potomac was solid rock, and that a proper 
foundation could be secured upon it for the bridge—in fact, a | 
more suitable location could not be secured than from the old 
Naval Observatory grounds to Arlington. The sundry civil bill 
of March 3, 1899, carried an appropriation of $5,000 to provide 
plans and specifications for a bridge across the Potomac at that 
point. Under that appropriation architects were selected and 
called on to make a report. 

Upon the receipt of their several plans by the War Department, 
the Secretary of War appointed a special board, consisting of 
three members of the Corps of Engineers and two civilian archi- 
tects. This board, consisting of engineers and architects, re- 
ported unanimously in favor of the plan which was subsequently 
approved by the Engineer in Chief, General Wilson, and by the 
Secretary of War. The plan submitted provided for an expendi- 
ture of something less than $4,000.000 for the bridge. The Chief of 
Engineers, General Wilson, and the Secretary of War recom- | 
mended that the plans be modified by additions so that the total 
cost would be something less than $5,000,000. The importance of 
the bridge at this point is well set forth in the report of the Sec- 
retary of War in 1893, I read from his report: 


Very large sums have been appropriated by Congress for the construction 
of roads to cemeteries, more or less unimportant, in various parts of the 
country, but a like generous care has not been bestowed upon Arlington, the 
most important of all. The Arlington Heights grounds contains 1,100 acres, 
with a frontage of about 1 mile on the Potomac. They constitute one of the 
grandest and most beautiful parks in the country, the national cemetery 
occupying about one-fifth of the inclosure. In addition to its historical asso- 
ciations, the park abounds in rare natural beauty, and has been most care- 
fully kept and improved. 

Few cities have so finea park contiguous totheir borders. Arlington Cem- 
etery, where so many heroes lie buried, has in a large measure become, like 
Great Britain's Westminster Abbey, the nation's ‘* Walhalla.’ Consecrated 
as it is to our illustrious dead, with its stately and expressive monuments 
commemorative 6f the deeds of patriots, its hallowed associations and its 
lessons appeal strongly to all visitors tothe nation’scapital. But the journey 
thither by a roundabout way, over roads controlled by local authorities, 
which are rough at all times and frequently well-nigh impassable, is not only 
tedious and uncomfortable, but invelves an expenditure of time and money 
which deters great numbers from undertaking it. 

A bridge over the Potomac at or about the terminusof New York avenue, 
near Observatory Hill, would furnish a short and direct route to the park 
and cemetery, and would, in fact, bring them to our very doors. But the 
park and cemetery are not alone to be considered. Asa means of direct and 
rapid communication between the capital and the aeeeenen® military post of 
Fort Myer, which adjoins the park on the north, the value, in a military 
sense, of a bridge at this point can not be overestimated. Such a bridge 
would also practically join this beautiful park to the large area of reclaimed 
lands on the river, all of which is to form ee park. Plans for such a 
bridge have been prepared by the Engineer Department, and its construc- 
tion 1s urged asa necessity. It is respectfully recommended that Congress 
be requested to make an appropriation therefor. 


I also quote from the report of the Secretary of War for 1894: 


I renew the recommendation for improved transportation facilities be- 
tween the seat of Government and the Virginia shore, and for the construc- 
tion of a memorial bridge to render speedily accessible the principal military 
post of the capital, Fort Myer, and to furnish a befitting approach to the na- 
tional cemetery at Arlington. The need of sucha bridge to Potomac Heights 
grove more imperative each year, and the surroundings su t that it should 

e800 designed as to become one of the ea memo structures of the 
capital. istorical associationsand natural beauty give the site unsurpassed 
value for such a purpose. 


I read again from the report of the Quartermaster-General for 
1891, as follows: 


The necessity for improved approaches to the Arlington National Ceme- 
tery and Park, as referred to in my last annual report, is again earnest! 
urged upon Congress, and an soqreptien therefor recommended. Esti- 
mates made by engineers of this ent for the construction of good 
macadamized , of a substan and durable character, fix the cost at 


$50,000. 

The present intolerable condition of the epprenchen to this historical spot, 
which forms a part of one of the most beautiful parks in the country, and 
where so many of the nation’s heroes are buried, should be ied at the 
earliest practicable date, so as to render it more accessible to the people of 
the city of Washington and to the thousands of visitors to the national capi- 
tal from all parts of the country. 














| will be read in the gentieman’s time for information. 
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In this connection I also renew my recommendation of last year, that 
appropriation be made by Congress for the construction of a bridge over | 
Potomac at or about the terminus of New York avenue, near Observat 
Hill, which,if constructed, will not only furnish a short and direct rout 
the cemetery and park, but also be a means of direct and rapid conn, 
tion between the capital and the important military post of Fort Myer, \ 
which adjoins the cemetery on the north. The value froma military ; 
of view of a bridge at this place is apparent. 

The Secretary of War in his annual report for 1895 says: 


Improved means of communication between Washington and the Virg 
shore must very soon be provided. Another bridge is not only a coi 
necessity to the population of both sides of the Potomac and as an apr 
to the national cemetery at Arlington, but also as a military convenie: 
bring the principal garrison of the national capital witbin easy reach 
streets and public buildings. 

Twice I have submitted the suggestion that such a structure can casi! 
made the most impressive of the world’s memorials to heroism. The na 
advantages of the site are unsurpassed. The region is associated wit), 
as no other region of our country, and the site is distinctly national. 

a memorial bridge, ornamented with statues of our greatest warriors 
symbolical figures of the strong qualities that warfare brings into play 
with representations of the crucial events in national history, would |« + 
same incomparable memorial to the greatness of a peaceful people ar 
by war as our single shaft to Washington is the worthiest monument | 
dividual greatness which human genius has yetexecuted. It is not pro; 
that the embellishment of the bridge shall now be provided for, but 
urged that its ultimate memorial character shall be considered in th 
designs and earliest appropriations. 

I call the attention of the House to the fact that the approach 
on the city side is owned by the National Government. The !and 
upon the south side of the Potomac is also owned by the Govern- 
ment. The bed of the Potomac is owned by the Government 
No better place can be found for the building of this bridye: j 
is urged as a necessity by the War Department, it was recom- 
mended by the President, and I trust that this House will b 
favor of it. : 

I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Maryland | \\r. 
Mupp]. 

Mr. MUDD. In my time I want to submit a proposition which 
I would be glad if the gentleman from Virginia could see his way 
clear to accept in lieu of his own. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LANpIs). The amendment 
_ Mr. MUDD. Yes; 1 do not offer it now. 
in my time, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recede from disagreement to Senate amendment, and concur therei: 
the following amendment: Add to Senate amendment after word “do! lars,” 
on line 6 thereof, the following: *‘ and the Secretary of War be, and he is here 
by, authorized to contract for the construction of said bridge at a total cost 
not to exceed $5,000,000." 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, the proposition which has just |een 
read from the Clerk’s desk perhaps expresses my judgment iis to 
this measure for the construction of a memorial bridge better than 
I could doit in any other way. I believe that we should construct 
this bridge and that we should authorize the Secretary of \Var to 
contract for it now. 

I shall not, however, insist upon the provisions of the amen! 
ment which [ have suggested and had read to the extent of conflict 
with the motion made by the gentleman from Virginia, because | 
am willing to cooperate in any effort from which there is any 
hope of success for this movement. 

‘This matter has been pending before the two Houses of Con- 
gress for about fifteen years. Some gentlemen seem to be in 
clined to still further delay and to urge difficulties in the way of 
selection of plans. I apprehend, Mr. Speaker, that we do not 
want to cause any further postponement of this great work. if it 
is to be done at all, by any discussion or controversy over the «ues 
tion of the selection of plans. 

A board of architects appointed by the Secretary of War |ias 
decided upon what, in my judgment, are suitable and admiral: 

»lans for the building of this project, and the Secretary of War 
as approved them. 

Many varied interests and the best impulses of the best s:1'i 
ment of the country look favorably upon this project. 

The Grand Army of the Republic favors and has appeale! to 
Congress from time to time for the construction of this bridge 
The Secretary of War has over and over again reported in 1's 
favor. The ident of the United States, in his late messace t» 
Congress, commends it, in terms that should appeal to us «!!, 
what he was pleased to regard as ‘‘a monument to American })- 
triotism.” 

This bridge should commend itself to this body both as a meas 
ure of utility and as a measure of the best and highest nation! 
sentiment. 

It commemorates the one hundredth anniversary of the estal- 
lishment of the seat of government of this country in this city. 

This bridge will span the Potomac River. It will link this «ty 
of the living with the city of the dead over yonder at the home ©! 


lask that it be read 


It will, in better and more attractive manner than can in any 
other way be devised, give a concrete expression to the sentimen' 
of the figurative hand clasp across the line that hitherto divided 
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the two sections of this country. It will typify and symbolize 
and be for the years to come an object lesson of the complete and, 
as we hope, the lasting unity of the two sections of this great land. 

There are no adequate facilities now for crossing this river be- 
tween the national capital and the national cemetery. 

There is no occasion for parsimony or illiberality in expenditure 
fora project of such national, patriotic, and commemorative char- 
acter as this would be and ought to be. 

There is a surplus, and large surplus, of money in the Treasury 
of the United States. It seems to me there could be no better 
way of distribution, no method of expenditure more in conso- 
nance With national spirit and national pride, than in the erection 
of great public works that at once tend to facilitate travel and 
trade between the various communities between which they are 
built, and to perpetuate and keep alive the memory of the great 
landmarks of the history of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time has the gentleman remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has nine minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. CANNON, 
utes of his time. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will say to the gentleman I only have nine min- 
utes remaining. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. CANNON. [yielded the gentleman twenty minutes of my 


IL hope the gentleman will use five more min- 


time. 

Mr. RIXEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. PEARRE]. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, so far as I have been able to gauge 
the sentiment of this House upon this subject, which has recently 
been brought to its attention by the incorporation into this bill of 
the Senate amendment, thete is very little difference of opinion as 
to either the necessity or the propriety of this memorial bridge. 
The District of Coluznbia has been separated, we may say, from 
the State of Virginia and from the whole South by the Potomac 
River without any proper or decent means of communication be- 
tween the two. lf you canvass the sentiment of this House upon 
this subject, you will discover that almost every man yields to 
the argument or suggestion that this bridge should be buiit, and 
many suggest the postponement of the beginning of this construc- 
tion at this time. 

It appears to me, sir, that now is the accepted hour, now is the 
time to begin this bridge; not only because the revenues of the 
Government of the United States are greater than they have ever 
been before; not only because this Government at this time can 
better afford to pay the money to construct this bridge, if it does 
construct it, but because, sir, the relations existing between the 
great Southland and the North have reached that degree of har- 
mony that this sentiment of reunion and of reuniting the two sec- 
tions can be best and most opportunely incarnated in this mag- 
nificent memorial structure. [Loud applause.| The time has 
come, sir, after many years of travail, atter many years of hesita- 
tion, after many years of pride, and after many years of misgiv- 
ing and suspicion upon both sides—the time has come when the 
heart of this nation has become healed and the two sections are 
united; the time has come when the boy of the North and the boy 
of the South march side by side for the glory of the flag and the 
honor of areunited- country. That time, sir, isthe time when this 
memorial should be constructed. [Loud applause. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would be glad if my friend from Dlinois would 
use some of his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois had 
yielded the gentleman from Virginia twenty minates of his time. 

Mr. RIXEY. I now yie!d to my colleague {[Mr. Swanson}. 
Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, this is not an unusual appro- 
riation, There is nothing in this appropriation that Congress 
1as not repeatedly done. As was well stated by the Secretary of 
War, appropriations have been made repeatedly for roads, beau- 
tiful avenues to cemeteries, where soldiers were buried, In all 
parts of the Union thousands and thousands of dollars have been 
appropriated in the past for that purpose. The cemetery at 
Arlington is the most important cemetery in the country. The 
United States Congress has appropriated thousands and millions 
of dollars for parks in various parts of the country commemorat- 
ing the late war. It has parks inthe various States of the Union, 
and the sums appropriated for all these purposes vastly aggregate 
what it will cost to build this bridge. 

Now, this bridge is for ornamental p ses and for useful pur- 

oses, which is rare in the other appropriations heretofore made, 

ere is the capital of the nation, and the whole ple of the 
United States are interested in all which makes Washington great 
and beautiful. The nation owns it. All the people of this coun- 
try are interested in Arlington. There is the national cemetery. 
There will be buried in the future, as there has been buried in the 
past, the great heroes of this nation. It is proposed to build a 
dge that will connect that portion of the city from the Naval 
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Observatory with Arlington, making it the most beautiful bridge 
in the world. 

Upon it is proposed, instead of having monuments scattered 
here and there in the various parts of the city, to erect on the 
bridge monuments and memorials of the distinguished citizens of 
the United States. If you want to make a memorial that will be 
beautiful, be remembered, that will be equal to the Washington 
Monument, to which you have contributed thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars, one that will be more sensible and certainly equal 
in every way, then make this appropriation for this beautiful and 
great bridge. It will have as much beanty, it will have as much 
sentiment, it will have as much admiration and devotion to the 
great heroes and the great achievements of this nation as all other 
memorials combined, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in addition to that, as I have said, nothing 
practically has been spent upon Arlington in tho shape of roads 
and avenues, compared with that which has been spent in other 
places. Look at the Government parks at Gettysburg, and Chat- 
tanooga, and the amount that has been contributed toward thein, 
and here is Arlington, right at the capital, where we all cau 
go, and this bridge will open it up and make it a beautiful section 
in that direction. 

In addition to that here is the capital of the nation. Across 
the river are all the defenses to this great capital. There is Fort 
Myer, there are the cannon, there are the troops to defend this 
capital. Consequently this bridge, in addition to being a meno 
rial, has been recognized by the Secretary of War as necessary for 
the purposes of defense of the capital, It isclosely connected with 
the troops at Fort Myer. If anything should occur in Washiny- 
ton requiring the soldiers to be here quickly, it is of the utmost 
importance that this bridge should be built so that they could 
come directly, quickly, and promptly. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, this plan has been tried and 
passed upon by four of the best architects and recommended by 
them. The War Department approves of it; the President in his 
message recommended it as a proper and legitimate object of 
governmental aid and support. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have heard it whispered around here that 
it will be by the terms of appropriation an object of expenditure 


} for an unlimited amount. 


This appropriation is for the method recommended by the War 
Department. Congress limits it so that it can not exceed $4,800,- 
000, as I understand it. We would have liked to have heard the 
objections to it so that we could haveanswered them. This only 
carries an appropriation of $200,000. If Congress sees proper in 
the future to lessen the cost of the bridge, Congress has the thing 
entirely in its power. You do notenter upon the expenditure of 
any unlimited amount by making this appropriation. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's 
pired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as there is another important 
amendment, and it is now the hour of 5 o'clock, I will ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have an additional hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has forty min- 
utes of his hour remaining now. 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw my request, Mr. Speaker. I now 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. Ban- 
COCK]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have always been a firm be- 
liever that a bridge across the Potomac River at Washington 
would be a very desirable and appropriate thing to build. I have 
always been friendly to the proposition, and to-day I would be 
glad to vote for a bill, if brought before the House here intelli- 
gently and with a design which met the approval of the people of 
the District and the Secretary of War, in such a manner that 
Congress would know what it was doing. 

Mr. MUDD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have only five minutes. The proposition 
before the House is to make a certain minor appropriation limit 
ing the expenditure in the future to a certain sum. Now, in the 
first place, Congress has not this matter in shape to act intelli- 
gently. A memorial bridge has no better friend in this House 
thanlam. But Iam against this proposition until it has been 
brought to the House intelligently, and has been considered by a 
committee of the House that can make its report and answer 
all questions as to the design and the cost and the terms of con- 
struction. 

Gentlemen, you have no information here except some surveys 
that have been submitted by the War Department. Now, if | 
found thatit would require $6,000,000 to build that bridge and we 
had an intelligent report here upon it, 1 would vote for it to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. What is this? [Holding up a large docu- 
ment. } 

Mr. BABCOCK, That is the report submitted by the Secretafy 
of War. 


time has ex- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
proposed bridge. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir. With drawings and plans; but I 
have been informed by reputable men in the District of Columbia 
that they do not want that kind of a bridge; that the plans are not 
satisfactory. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yon want the ‘“‘reputable men” to have 
the first say about this matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Oh, no; but this bridge is proposed asa great 
monument to 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It may be that this report is weaker be- 
cause it did not come from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman think so? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; but the gentleman himself does. 

Mr. BABCOCK., Thank you. The gentleman from Ohio well 
understands that this appropriation could not well come from 
the District Committee without the consent of the House. But I 
do think, Mr. Speaker, that this is a matter that can well be put 


With all the drawings and plans for this 
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| gress, and Congress is not committed to the construction of 1 


off until it haze been further considered—put off until a day when | 


this House can act intelligently upon the whole subject. 
Mr. HULL. Does not the gentleman think that some limit 


should be placed upon the expenditure, so that the ultimate cost of | 


this bridge may be at least approximately determined beforehand? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Theamendment specifies a limit of $5,000,000: 
but that limitation amounts tonothing. Congress would be called 
upon to appropriate whatever the bridge might cost. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand 
a copy of the same report to which the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
Grosvenor] has justalluded. I notice thatitis signed by Charles 
J. Allen, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers; Thomas W. Sy- 
mons, major, Corps of Engineers; D. D. Gaillard, captain, Corps 
of Engineers; Stanford White, a very distinguished architect; 
James G. Hill; and is approved by the Secretary of War. 

This board of experts, as I understand, was commissioned for 
the express purpose of computing with the utmost accuracy and 
detail the cost of the bridge, which I understand they have done 
in extenso. They were authorized and instructed to do this by 
an act of Congress in pursuance of which they have acted. To 
say that with such a report before us we can not act intelligently 
is, it seems to me, rather begging the question, for we can not 
hope to get from any board a more intelligent and exhaustive re- 
port than that already submitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman further time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that this report 
has been submitted by the War Department in answer to a reso- 
lution adopted by Congress, and to a certain extent the plans sub- 
mitted by this board have been approved. But 1 do not under- 
stand that the report has been even considered by any committée 
to which this proposed legislation properly belongs. The Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I think, have juris- 
diction of the subject. I have nothing further to say, except that 
I think it would be unwise to enact this legislation at the present 
time. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want only one minute in which to correct 
& mistaken statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin. I under- 
stood him to say that this matter has never been before any com- 
mittee of the House. If I mistake not, the gentleman’s own com- 
mittee, the Committee on the District of Columbia, has reported 
on this question and, | believe, reported it several times. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr.SWANSON, Then it was the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. , 
Mg, BABCOCK. Possibly so. The Committee on the District 
ca Columbia has not any such measure. 

. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
Honse, I think I can say in about three minutes all I wish to say. 

This is another legislative provision placed upon this bill by the 
Senate. It never was moved by any committee in the Senate. So 
far as I know, it was never considered by any committee in the 
Senate. So far as I know and believe, this measure has never 
been reported by any committee in the House. 

Mr. MUDD. The debate in the Senate, as shown by the Rec- 
ORD, states that this proposition was unanimously reported by the 
Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CANNON, Well, it was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce over there. But I do not care (to get down tostraight 
business) whether any committee of the Senate ever reported it or 
not. I do know that it is a ee against the rules of the 
Senate and against the rules of the House; for this amendment 
confessedly as a legislative provision commits this Government in 
four lines of space to an e diture of $5,000,000 for a bridge. 
Even if it is desirable to build that bridge, I do not think this is 
the way -- at it. I have to wait until the next session of Con- 

© 


gress, and 





Lord knows how much longer, for desirable legis- 


| bridge is completed at the expense of the National Treas | 
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lation and appropriation for a very important public improvement 
in my part of the State of Llinois. So it is with interests all over 
the country. 

Now, then, considering the fact that there is the Long Pridgo, 
reaching from one shore of the Potomac to the other; consideriy« 
the fact that there is the Aqueduct Bridge (which would hold u), 
a whole train of elephants), reaching from the Georgetown shor, 
to the Virginia shore, and as there are street-car lines runni: 
that bridge, it does seem to me that we can afford to wait 
months more before authorizing this bridge; wait until the pro; 
comuittee, the Committee on the District of Columbia, has ta}:ey, 
charge of it and reported upon it; wait until it has had its day in 
this House, and until the inquiry has been made in good fait), 
whether we can not build this bridge for $2,000,000, or $3,000,() 
or $1,000,000, or whether we ought to adopt one of these ))| 
and authorize an expenditure of $5,000,000, or according to 
other nee $11,000,000, or according to another report $16,0 

The plans are ornate, but they never have been adopted by ' 
bridge. I will tell you what I should like to see. Befor 
should like to see the other landing for 3 or 4 miles on the o: 
side of the Potomac River a part of the District of Columbia 

Number 2, if it is to remain a part of Virginia, as it is 
day, I respectfully submit that, as the bridge lands in Virg 
possibly that great Commonwealth might contribute somet 
toward its construction. But whether it does or not, this | 
that is builded for the benefit primarily of the District a: 
Virginia, I think might well be paid for out of the District rey- 
enues in part, and out of the Treasury of the United States in 
part. 

this proposes to pay it all out of the Treasury of the United 
States, and not one cent out of the revenues of the Dist: 
Columbia. To that, at this time, I am opposed; on the merits | 
am opposed toit. Then, if I were for it, teeth and toe nails, as 
strong as I could be, I would object to if until, in an order): y 


it should do as the business that comes from Illinois and every 
other State in the Union hasto do, and that is, to receiveits pro) er 
consideration and its proper day in the House, and after it has 
been coolly and calmly considered, that we plant our footste))s in 


wisdom and do the right thing. 

I do not believe in being flushed in the last hours of this session 
of Congress. From every standpoint I believe that the House 
ought to put its foot down and refuse to consider with favor this 
proposition, which we consider by the grace of the Senate 
to-day. 

I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gent! 
man from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] to recede and concur. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Rixey) there were—ayes 109, noes 103. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 130, 
answered “‘ present” 10, not voting 96; as follows: 


} 
n 
one 


e- 





YEAS—116. 
Acheson, Davenport, 8. W. Jack, Rhea, Va 
Adams, vey, Jett, Richardson, 
Aldrich Job Ridgely, 
Alexander, De Armond, Jones, Va. Rixey. 
Allen, Me. De Vries, Joy, Roberts, 
Allen, Mies. Denny, Ketcham, Robinson, Nebr 
Bailey, Tex. Dinsmore, Lacey, Rucker, 
Ball, Dougherty, Lam Russell, 
Bankhead, Lane, Ryan, N. Y 
Bartholdt, Elliott, Latimer, Ryan, Pa. 
Bartlett, Lawrence, Scudder. 
Bell, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Levy, Shackleford, 
Bellamy, oster, Lewis, Sheppard, 
Benton, Fowler, Littlefield, Sibley, 
poreing: r, Lloyd, Stark, 
Boutell, ML Gardner, N. J Love \ Stokes, 
Breazeale, i Ly bran Sutherland, 
Brownlow, Gill, oon, Swanson, 
Burleigh, Glynn, Mudd, Taylor, Ala 
Burleson, Gr . Neville, Thre PP. 
Burnett, Greene, Mass. ew lan Underhill, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Noonan, Underwood, 
Caldwell, Hawley, Norton, 8. G Waters, 
Clark, Mo. Hay, Olmsted, Williams, J. R. 
Clayton, N. Y. Hedge, Otey, Williams, W. 1°. 
Cooney, Henry, Conn. Otjen, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Pearce, Mo. Wilson, Idaho 
Cummings, Henry, Tex. Pearre, Wright, 
Davenport,8. A. Howell, Ransdell, Young. 

NAYS—130. 
Allen, Ky. Brantl Burton, Cox, 
Babcock, Brenner, Calderhead, Cromer, 
Bailey, Kans, Brick, Cannon Crowley, 
Baker, Brosius, Clarke, N. H. Crump, 
Barber, Brown, Cla a Crumpacker, 
Bingham, Dake Dek, Coen ee 

e, rr 

Bowersock, Burkett, Co Dahle, Wis. 
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Dalzell, Hill, Miller, Snodgrass, 
Davidson, Hitt, Minor, Spalding, 
De Graffenreid, Hoffecker, Mondell, Sparkman, 
Dick, Hopkins, Moody, Mass, Stallings, 
Dolliver, Hull, Moody, Oreg. Steele, 
Driscoll, Jones, Wash. Morgan, Stephens, Tex. 
Eddy, King, O'Grady, Stevens, Minn. 
Emerson, Kluttz, Overstreet, Stewart, Wis. 

Landis, Packer, Pa. Sulloway, 

Lanham, Parker, N. J. Tate, 

Lester, Payne, Tawney, 

Littauer, Pierce, Tenn. Tayler, Ohio 
Fletcher, Little, Phillips, Terry, 
Foss, Livingston, Pugh, Thayer, 
Gaston, Long, Ray, Thomas, Iowa 
Gilbert, Loud, Reeder, Thomas, N. C, 
Gillett, Mass. McCleary, Reeves, Tongue, 
Gordon, McLain, Rhea, Ky. Van Voorhis, 
Graff, McPherson, Shafroth, Vreeland, 
Grout, McRae, Shattuc, Warner, 
Grow, Maddox, Shelden, Weaver, 
Haugen, Mahon, Sherman, Zenor, 
Heatwole, Mercer, Showalter, Ziegler. 
Hemenway, Mesick, Sims, 
Hepburn, Miers, Ind. Smith, Ky. 

ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—10 
Bishop, Gaines, Morris, Wadsworth. 
Bromwell, Metcalf, Naphen, 
Capron, Meyer, La. Southard, 
NOT VOTING—#6. 

Adamson, Fox, McCletlan, Smith, Tl. 
Atwater, Freer, McCulloch, Smith, H. C. 
Barham, Gamble, McDowell, Smith, Samuel W. 
Berry, Gayle, Mann, Smith, Wm. Alden, 
Boutelle, Me. Gillet, N. Y¥. Marsh, Sperry, 
Bradley, Green, Pa. May, Spight, 
Brewer, Griffith, Meekison, Sprague, 
Broussard, Griggs, Muller, Stewart, N. J. 
Bull, Hall, Needham, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burke, Tex. Hamilton, Norton, Ohio Sulzer, 
Campbell, Howard, Pearson, Talbert, 
Carmack, Jenkins, Polk, ‘Tompkins, 
Catchings, Kahn, Powers, Turner, 
Chanler, Kerr, Prince, Vandiver, 
Cochran, Mo. Kitchin, seerres, Wachter, 
Connell, Kleberg, iordan, Wanger, 
Cooper, Tex. Knox, Robb, Watson, 
Cowherd, Lassiter, Robertson, La Weeks, 
Cusack, Lentz, Robinson, Ind. Weymouth, 
Daly, N. J. Linney, Rodenberg, Wheeler, Ky. 
Dayton, Lorimer. Ruppert, White, 
Dovener. Loudenslager, Salmon, Wilson, N. Y. 
Fitzpatrick, McAleer, Slayden, Wilson, 8. C. 
Fordney, McCall, Small, Wise. 


So the motion to recede and concur was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SuirH with Mr, WILSON of South Carolina. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McCatu with Mr. GAINEs. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

For this day: 

Mr. WapswortTs with Mr. Griaas. 

Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. KLEBERG. 

Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. CocuRAn of Missouri, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Powers with Mr. RiorDAN. 

Mr. Gattet of New York with Mr. Ruppert. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a general pair with my 
colleague, Mr. McCDowELL. I do not know how he would have 
voted if present. I voted ‘‘no.” I wish to withdraw that vote 
and to be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. MORRIS. I have a general pair with the gentleman from 
Arkansas, Mr. McCu.Locn. I voted, and I desire to withdraw 
that vote and to be marked ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw 
my vote, I voted ‘‘aye.” I have a general pair with the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, Mr, DayTon, and | observe that he has 
not voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk reported amendment 138. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that this provision also 
appears in House bill 11646, providing for emergencies, and so forth, 
in river and harbor work, and I should be inclined to think that 
it more properly belongs there. 

Mr. CANNON. Does this proposition meet with the approval 
of the gentleman? 

Mr. BURTON. It does. 

Mr. CANNON. What would the gentleman say to making a 
— to concur, in the event of anything happening to the other 

ill? 

Mr. BURTON. I see no objection. In the original statute 

was a provision for two dredges. The amount authorized 
was insufficient, so we struck out the word ‘‘two,” and the alter- 
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native was left to construct one or two, so that the general pro- 
vision might be carried out as far as the amount authorized 


would allow. 

Mr. CANNON, 
this amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. I move to concur in amendment 138. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Amendment No, 139 was reported. 

The SPEAKER, Isa separate vote demanded? 
_ Mr. BURTON. I will say in regard to that amendment it also 
is duplicated in H. R. 11646, and the provision is very much more 
carefully drawn there. Therefore I think it would be better to 
let it stand in the other bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Will that be satisfactory to the 
from Arkansas | Mr. McRar]? , 

Mr. McRAE, Wecan nonconcur in this. I shouid prefer to 
have the provision in the other bill, if it is to become a law. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for aseparate vote is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suppose the gentleman moves to concur in 


centleman 


Mississippi River. 


The SPEAKER, Is a separate vote demanded? 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, amendment 140 goes with 141, 
One hundred and forty is merely the title to amendment 141, 
The two should go together. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded? 

Mr. BURTON. Iask unanimous consent that the two be con 
sidered together. 

Mr. CANNON, All right. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this order will be made, 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURTON, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede and 
concur with two amendments. The first amendment I will give 
orally, and the second I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his oral amendment, 
and the Clerk will report the written amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. Line 19, change the words ‘‘ five hundred” to 
‘two hundred and fifty;” and insert the amendment following at 
the end of the amendment, after the word ‘‘ dollars.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recede from amendment numbered 141, and agree with the following 
inserted at the end thereof: 

“The Mississippi River Commission is hereby directed to prepare, on or 
before December | next, a comprehensive plan for the construction of leve« 





sufficient to restrain the flood waters of the Mississippi River from Cairo to 
the Gulf. With such plans shall be presented an estimate of the cost of 
maintaining the same after completion. 


Che said commission shall also report the comparative share of such 
work or the cost thereof which should be borne by the United States Gov 
ernment and by the States and by each of the levee districts. parishes, or 
counties bordering upon said river, separately stated. Such plan or report 
shall be presented to the Secretary of War and Chief of Engincers, to be by 
them transmitted to Congress with such other recommendations and modi 
fications as they may deem proper.” 


Mr. BURTON. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for some time to explain. 


Mr. MAHON. I make apoint of order that this is new legisla- 
tion, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 


point of order that this is new legislation, 

Mr. BURTON. Itis germane toa matter that has been the 
subject of legislation for twenty years. I think the explanation 
which I can give will make that plain. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I should very much have pre- 
ferred that this provision for the Mississippi River should go over 
to the next river and harbor bill, to be brought in next winter: 
but exceptional conditions exist here which make it necessary to 
make an appropriation now. Beginning with the year 18381, the 
General Government instituted extensive plans for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 

In the nineteen years from 1881 to 1899, inclusive, something 
over $38,000,000 has been appropriated for the Mississippi River 
below Cairo, or an average of a little over two millions per year. 
The money has been expended under the direction of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, a body organized by statute passed in 
1879. This money has been expended for divers purposes. First, 
for the construction of levees; second, for the construction of 
channels, the revetment of the banks, and the protection of the 
land immediately abutting on the banks; third, for dredging. 
There have been divers miscellaneous expenses, but these are the 
2 objects to which the appropriations have been 

li 


a , 

Phe Government has expended during twenty years $15,200,000 
in the construction of levees; a somewhat larger amount for the 
protection of harbors, revetments, or channel construction, and a 
considerably smalier amount for dredging. If this question of 


the building of levees were to come up as an original proposition 
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to-day, I think it would meet with strenuous opposition in this 
House. 

For myself, I am inclined to say I should oppose it; but their 
construction has been in progress for nearly twenty years, and 
may be called the settled policy of the Government. It isclaimed 
by most of those who have examined the subject that they have 
only an indirect influence upon navigation; certainly upon low- 
water navigation; but some construction of this kind is necessary 
to restrain the waters of the river within limits and for the preser- 
vation of the harbors and the lands at the side so as to prevent 
the channel from going out in new and unknown courses, as a re- 


sult of which the navigation of the river would be very materially | 


interfered with. 

It should be stated that more than the amount expended by the 
Government—$15,200,000—has been expended by the States, coun- 
ties, parishes, and levee districts bordering upon the Mississippi 
River. The levee district, usually made up of counties or par- 
ishes, is a political organization, having the right to levy taxes for 
levees. 

The latter amendment to the bill—more important than the leg- 
islation as to the amount of the appropriation—s2eks informa- 
tion for the further discussion of this subject, to enable us to 
determine intelligently what shall be the future policy of the Gov- 
ernment in constructing these levees, and to secure a proper divi- 
sion between the United States Government on the one hand 
and the States, counties, and owners of abutting property on the 
other. It is fair that those who own abutting property and the 
States along and bordering on the river should pay half of this 
expense, 


The levees have made available many thousands of square miles | 


of land, which without them would be worthless, but which with 
them are extremely valuable. As regards the amount, it is cut 
down $250,000 from the amount provided in the Senate amend- 
mnent. 

It also provides, as I have stated, for an examination and re- 


port, which will bring this whole matter before Congress, which | 


shall contain an estimate as to the cost of building these levees, 
as to the annual cost of maintenance after completion, and as to 
an equitable division between the General Government and the 
divers States, counties, and other localities immediately inter- 
ested. 


I may say to the House that the estimate has been made that | 


$20,000,000 will complete the levees, so, if divided between the 
General Government and the abutting owners, $10,000,000 would 
be paid by the abutting owners and $10,000,000 by the other party. 
It would be disastrous to allow this great body of water to go for 
another year without some appropriation. For this reason, al- 
though I should prefer and while the House would prefer to post- 
pone it to next winter, it seems desirable to concur in the Senate 
amendment with the modification | have offered. 

Mr. CATCHINGS rose, 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I shall only trespass upon the 
House a few mcments. I desire to say that those who are prin- 
cipally concerned in this appropriation consent to the amendment 
which has been suggested by my friend from Ohio [ Mr. Burton}. 
I only rise for the purpose of saying that I do not wish to be 
understood as being foreclosed as to my future course by any sug- 
gestions which have been made. 

lam myself perfectly satisfied that no man can investigate the 
subject who will not reach the conclusion that if there was not a 
human being living in the Mississippi Valley, and that if it was 
expected that there would never be a human being living in the 
Mississippi Valley, it would be the bounden duty of this Govern- 
ment, in the interest of commerce, to build the levees along the 
banks of the river to restrain its great floods. 

Mr. Speaker, the only dispute that has ever occurred between 
engineers and scientific men is as to the commercial importance 
of the levees in relation to the low-water navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River. They all agree that it is absolutely essential in 
order to maintain the commercial use of the river during periods 
of flood that levees should be built to restrain those floods. 

If there were no levees on the banks of the Mississippi River 
and there should be, as it is in times of flood, a great sea of water 
from 20 to 60 miles wide spreading over an area of 32,000 square 
miles, you can see, without argument or illustration from me, 
that all navigation on that river would cease and be destroyed. 
There was a difference of opinion, and there is now among engi- 
neers, a8 to the value of this restraint of the floods upon what is 
called the low-water navigation of the river. 

I am free to confess, myself, that I am by no means satisfied that 
the restraint of these floods by embankments operates in any ma- 
terial degree to improve the low-water navigation. But I do 
know, Mr. Speaker, not only from the reports and arguments and 
illustrations of these men of science, but from my own personal 
observation, covering a period of more than a quarter of acentury, 
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| that there would be no navigation or commerce upon that rive, 
| if these floods were not restrained. 

I wish also to say that the people of the Mississippi Valley hay 
| not been unmindful of the duty of helping themselves. “The, 
| Was an investigation of this entire question made in 1898 by 

intelligent, industrious, painstaking committee of the Senate. a) 

it appears from their report, which any man can read who 
| curious enough to inquire, that the people residing in that val), 
| have expended $32,000,000 of their own money in an effort to 
| tect themselves from these floods, as against $15,000,000 expend 
by the Government. 

In other words, for every dollar of money which has gone fr. 
the Treasury for that purpose they have taken $2 out of their 0 
pockets. My own opinion is that it is the duty of this Gove: 
| ment to take the sole and entire control of this problem and | 


| from its own Treasury every dollar which is needed to fend 
the great floods which come down from over 27 States of | 
Union. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the Mississippi River is sui generis. It d 
not present the case of a man residing on an ordinary str 
who is under obligation to protect himself from the floods that 
| occasionally threaten him. When these floods come, it must 

understood that they are the surplus waters flowing fron 

States of the Union, and that the people dwelling in that valle, 
| can not be protected unless the whole problem be placed un 
one hand and be governed by one head. 

W hat would it boot ifthe people of one part of Louisiana shou), 
desire to protect themselves by building levees, and the peop). 
the other parts of Louisiana should choose not to do so, or if the 
people of Arkansas should choose not to do so? Every man must 
| see that this problem can not be dealt with except it be contro! led 
| by one head and one strong arm. 

I wish to say that while I have no objection at all to the inju 
suggested by my honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. Burton), t 
time will come sooner or later when the people of this country 
will accept the opinion which I have the honor and the plea 
to announce, The interests involved are too great; they are be- 
| coming greater. This question will never rest. It may be | 
poned for a day; it may be postponed for to-morrow; it miy be 
put off one year or twenty years, but as certain as the sun wil! 
shine to-morrow morning the day will come when this great Gov- 
ernment,in its generosity and wealth, will take charge of this 
stupendous problem and settle it once for all. 

This is not a question which concerns merely those who dvwe'!! 
on the banks of the river. Gentlemen must understand that the 
greater part of this valley is yet a wilderness, and that the peo))! 
| who occupy it inhabit only those portions under cultivati 
When we consider the very limited area of it which is under cu!- 
tivation and in actual use as compared with the part yet unsub- 
dued and the taxes which the people have imposed upon therm- 
| selves, it may be truthfully said that the world from its ince) tio: 
| until now does not furnish an example of such self-abnega'i 
|}and heroic purpose. Indeed, if the whole 32,000 square miles 
were in cultivation, what those people have done would be a 
marvel, and yet four-fifths of it is still a wilderness. 

Another thing which concerns the whole people of this coun- 
try is that the Mississippi Valley furnishes a great highway for 
the railroads. Itisas level as the floor upon which we now stand, 
and great trains go through this valley at a cheapness which can 
not be found elsewhere in thiscountry. Railroads have laid their 
| tracks, since there seemed to be some promise of immunity from 
overfiow, not only longitudinally, but straight across this great 
valley at many points. 

And, sir, it is to-day worth the while of this Government. i! 
never a steamboat should turn its paddles on that river, if never 
the ax of the woodsman should be heard resounding through 
those primeval forests, to fence in these great floods in order that 
our interstate commerce may make use of that splendid and miig- 
nificent natural roadway. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say another thing. While personally | 
speak chiefly for the people who till the soil, who earn their bre: 
in the sweat of their face, yet I do not hesitate now to express 
the judgment that if the assessable value of all the property 11 
the Mississippi Valley could be made known, it would be found 
that that which is assessed to those who till the soil is little greaivr 
than that which belongs to the great corporations which hav: 
come to help us develop the country and the railroads which spo! 
| through our midst. 

I have only risen, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of saying tha! 
never, solong as [am a member of this House—never, so long «s 
Iam strong enough to raise my voice here—will I consent to «:- 
mit for one single instant that it is not a high and solemn duty 0! 
this imperial Government to protect that great valley from thes: 
floods. [{Applause.] I am content to let this amendment go. | 
am content to have this inquiry made; and, Mr. Speaker, if th» 
dwellers in that valley can get assistance only by further sel!- 
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taxation and by adding to the onerous burdens which they have 
imposed upon themselves, they will accept the harsh and cruel 
conclusion, hoping that if not now, at least when the levees shall 


have been completed, the Government will take them from their | 


hands and maintain them at its own expense. 

[ thank the House for listening to me. I had not intended when 
I rose to speak at even this length, but merely to express my assent 
to the motion which my good friend has made, But Iam so fuil 
of this subject (this being perhaps the last time I shall ever speak 
upon it) that I could not stifle the impulse once more to say to 
this House what it has heard me say so many times, that the people 
of the Mississippi Valley are the greatest, bravest, and most heroic 
peop!eon thisearth. They have been trained to struggle with the 
mighty forces of nature. 

In their prolonged struggle with the great river they have won 
victories and suffered defeat. When the sky was darkest, by su- 
perhuman effort they have turned defeat into triumph. If to-day 
you could go to that maguificent section you would realize the as- 
piring ambition and hopeful hearts of those people. Why have 
they fought this great fight and maintained their undaunted cour- 
age? Because in adversity and in triumph, in sunshine and in 
storm, they have had ever before them the alluring star of hope; 
because they have rer and steadfastly believed that if not this 
year, the next year, or the next, or the next this great and power- 
ful and generous Government would come to their rescue, and 


save them from this dreadful and crushing burden. [Loud ap- 
plause. 
, Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HrEp- 


BURN] ten minutes, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to hear what the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] has said to-day, 
For years, and before the gentleman became a member of this 
House, some of us insisted that the whole scheme of the levee sys- 
tem along the Mississippi River was a false pretense when it was 
claimed that it aided in, or in any manner benefited, the naviga- 
tion of the river. You may remember, Mr. Speaker, with what 
unanimity, years ago, all of the gentlemen on that side of the 
House denied that the purpose of these appropriations year after 
year was to benefit those who owned lands on the Mississippi 
River. 

Never until 1885 would they admit that the levee system had 
any relation to the benefit of individuals whatever. It was justi- 
fied, it was insisted upon then, because it was claimed to be an 
aid to navigation. Now the gentleman tells us that it is a dis- 
puted a m, and that perhaps he himself is content to say 
that the levee system is not an aid in low-water navigation. 
When he says that, the whole proposition for which years ago he 
and the other advocates of the levee system have contended is 
given away; for every man knows that when that magnificent 
river is at flood, the levees aid nothing in the navigation, 

The gentleman from Ohio has said that $15,000,000 were ex- 
pended in the building of levees, and the balance, $37,000,000, was 
expended in revetmments and excavations. I would like to ask him 
now whether it is not true that the whole system of revetments 
has been abandoned by the commission, and that nowhere from 
one end of the river to the other can you find that old system now 
being pursued by those gentlemen? 

Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman desires an answer, I will say 
that the plan of revetments, as a general plan for the improve. 
ment of the river, has been abandoned. It was found that the 
cost would be enormous—over $100,000,000, perhaps $120,000,000, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I madethatstatement some fifteen years ago 
in this House, and it was indignantly denied by the gentlemen 
who were the proponents of this commission system. 

Mr. BURTON. Further answering the gentleman, I would say 
that the revetment system has not been abandoned altogether, 
a i mo] used in many places to prevent cut-offs and to preserve 
the banks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it used for any other purpose than in some 
way or other, where the levee is imperiled, to divert, temporarily, 
the water? 

Mr. BURTON. In some cases it may be used for the protection 
of the levee, but in the majority of instances it is not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman, Is there any other 
method now proposed for the improvement of the navigation of 
the river, for improving its channel, than that of dredging? 

Mr. BURTON. Revetment to some considerable extent, be- 
sides one 5 

Mr, CA CHINGS. In the Plum Point reach, for instance. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman mean to say that revet- 
en been indulged in by this commission in the last three 
years 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did they not say some four years ago that 
they had come to the conclusion that that was an erroneous idea, 
and that they proposed its abandonment? 

Mr. BUR’ IN. If they made a statement of that kind, it was 
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in the line of what I have already said, that as a general plan, for 
the improvement of the whole river, that was impracticable; but 
they have not abandoned it in certain places. 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is all I desire to say. 
Mr. MCRAE, Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for 
a moment? 
Yes. 


Mr. CANNON. 
How much time does the gentleman from 





fhe SPEAKER, 
Illinois yield? 

Mr. MCRAE. 

Mr, CANNON, 
utes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want to indorse everything my 
friend trom Mississippi [Mr. CatcHincs] has said in relation to 
the importance of Mississippi River improvement, and as to 
struggles and trials of the people of that great valley. 1, how 
ever, want to address myself particularly to the pending proposi- 
tion, which is to concur in the Senate amendment, with the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Burton]. 

While we would very much prefer to have the amendment 
adopted as proposed by the Senate, we must have something at 
this session, and we do not fear any investigation of the present 
well-considered plan of improvementof that great waterway by the 
able commission charged with the work, or by any committee or 
commission that may be appointed by this Congress. A committee 
of the Senate within the last few years investigated it and made a 
favorable report upon it. We arecommitted to the improvement 
of this river in the manner suggested by the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Burton]. That the work has been beneficial to navigation, 
and at the same time of benefit to the inhabitants, to those living 
in the valley, will not be denied by anyone familiar with the con- 
ditions before the work commenced and now. But the commis- 
sion charged with this duty, a commission of able men, agreethat 
the levees are necessary to the improvement of navigation for the 
reason that the water flow is thereby confined to its regular chan- 
nel deepened. 

It has been the custom for the past eight vears to authorize ap-- 
propriations for the Mississippi Kiver, trom Cairo to the Head of 
the Passes, at the rate of about $2,250,000 per annum, in terms of 
four years each. 

The last term of four years expires with this fiscal year, so that 
the failure to pass a river and harbor bill leaves that river without 
provision. 

It will be a great misfortune to reduce this amount, for about 
half of it will be needed in strengthening the weakest levees so 
as to enable them to withstand the flood which may occur any 
spring, and thus prevent the destruction of millions of doliars of 
property; whereas if the disaster come, for the want of this appro- 
priation, then next year's allotment will be required to close the 
breaks and no advancement will result for two years. Colonel 
Gillespie, president of the Mississippi River Commission, was 
called upon by the chairman of the Senate Commerce Committee 
for a report as to the needs of the commission, and he said that 
$3,000,000 was necessary to continue the work. 

A failure to provide tor continuing levee work will cause a dis- 
persion of levee contractors who have collected there in numbers 
on account of the certainty of continuous employment, and when 
levee work is resumed they can not get their outfits back without 
great expense, which will result in increased cost of future levee 
work, 

It would be ruinous to stop the progress of improvement just 
now, when such beneficial results have been obtained. 

While the levees are in better condition to stand an ordinary 
flood, they are not, in the opinion of the commission, strong 
enough to withstand a great flood, such as we may expect; and 
the commission estimate that it will require $20,000,000 to bring 
them to that standard. 

With $1,125,000 expended by the Government (as would be the 
case if the amendment stands at two million two hundred and 
fifty thousand), and with about the same amount expended by 
State organizations, it Will require ten years to reach that stand- 
ard, The necessity for continuing improvement is, therefore, very 
urgent, and may enable the levees to hold against some flood in 
the near future, while preparing against the time when the great- 
est flood must come. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Can you tell us if the plans in contemplation 
include the storing of this flood water at the heads of the streams 
that empty into the Mississippi River? 

Mr. McRAE. ‘The present plan does not contemplate that. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Do you not think that that is one of the most 
effectual methods? 

Mr. McRAE, I sincerely trust that it is true, for we in the 
lower valley of that great river would be more than delighted 
with some such plan by which the water could be kept up in the 
mountains and off of us. We would be only too glad to find 


I do not care for more than five minutes. 
Very well; I yield to the gentleman five min- 
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some plan to transfer it to the dry landsof Kansas, Nebraska, and 
to the arid regions. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If you will let us have one-half of the money 
we will keep two-thirds of the water away from you. 

Mr. McRAE. Lhope, my friend, that you may be right about it, 
but that will not do us for this year. When this amendment was 
put on this bill, it was thought there would be no river and har- 
bor bill, and we thought the work too important to be neglected. 
This great inland waterway affects so many people and affects 
the commerce of so many States that it must not be neglected. 
We have, so far as the House is concerned, committed the Gov- 
ernment to building the Nicaragua Canal on foreign soil in order 
to extend the growing commerce of thisexpanding country. Shall 
we at the same session of Congress abandon the greatest water- 
way in the world, which divides our Government from north to 
south? I hope not. [Applause]. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope we may have a vote on the proposition 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon}, that 
the amendment is not germane to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. MAHON, I made the point of order that it was new legis- 
lation, and also that it is not germane. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. If the point 
were to be sustained, it would entirely disarm the House from the 
treatment of amendments of the Senate. The Senate amendment 
has reference to the Mississippi River and itsimprovements and the 
Mississippi River Commission, and the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio {Mr. BuRTON] treats of the same matter. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Burton], to recede and concur with an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CANNON. I trust not. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TAWNEY) there were—ayes 47, noes 106. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk reported amendment 142. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for a sep- 
arate vote on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk reported amendment 143. 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the demand for a separate vote on 
that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk reported amendment 144. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on this amend- 
ment? No one appearing to demand a separate vote, the demand 
will be considered as withdrawn, if there be no objection. 

There was na objection. 

The Clerk reported amendment 145. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded? 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand. 

The Clerk reported amendment 168. 

The SPEAKER. Isaseparate vote demanded? No ore appear- 
ing to demand it, without objection, the demand will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk peewee amendment 169. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded? 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk reported amendment No, 183. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, page 164, insert: 

* Louisiana Purchase Exposition: Por defraying the expenses of the Loui- 
siana Purchase Exposition Commission, when appointed, $10,000; and when 
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of 1963, a corporation under the laws of 
the State of Missouri, shall have raised, to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $10,000,000 for and on account of inaugurating and cores 
forward an exposition at St. Louis, Mo., to celebrate the one hundredth an- 
niversary of the purchase of Louisiana Territory by the United States, then 
the United States will authorize the expenditure of the sum of $5,000,000 for 
such exposition, to be disbursed under the direction of ‘The Louisiana Pur- 
chase Exposition of 1908," under rules and regulations and under conditions 


to be hereafter prescribed by the oe Provided, however, That said sum 
shall not be expended until the said sum of $10,000,000 raised b 
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of $5,000,000 
said Louisiana Purchase Exposition of 1903 shall have been od for anc 
on account of said exposition, and there shall be repaid into the Treasury of 


the United States the same proportionate amount of the aid given by the 
United States as shall be repaid to either the tion or the city of St. 
Louis: And provided further, That all sums ex mod by the Government on 
account of said ee, except for its own buildings and exhibits and the 
care of the same, ll be deducted from any general appropriation made for 
said exposition.” 
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Mr. CANNON. I have asked a number of gentlemen who are 
favorable to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois | Mr, 
BovuTELL], although I have not asked him, what the desire was 
for debate upon this matter, and generally, I think, gentlemen aro 
willing to have a vote without debate. I will ask the gentleman 
from Illinois what he desires. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Considering the lateness of tho 
hour and the disposition of the House, I am entirely willing that 
the motion should be voted upon without debate on either side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from L[llinois [Mr. Bourr,, ] 
moves that the House recede and concur in Senate amendment, 

Mr. STEELE. I think the House ought to understand wha} 
they are voting upon. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They do. All members know what they arg 
going to do. ; 

The question was taken on the motion to recede and concur, 

Mr. CANNON demanded a division. 

Pending the announcement of the vote on the division, 

Ma -Suake and Mr. STEELE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 75 
answered ‘‘ present” 11, not voting 139; as follows: 
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YEAS —127. 
Aldrich, Davis, Johnston, Richardson, 
Alexander, De Armond, Jones, Wash. Ridgely, 
Allen, Miss. Dick, Joy, . Rixey, 
Bailey, Kans. Dinsmore, Kahn, Roberts, 
Baker, Dolliver, Lacey, Robinson, Nebr. 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Lamb, Rodenberg, 
Bartholdt, Driggs, Landis, Rucker, 
Bell, Elliott, Lane, Ryan, N.Y. 
Bellamy, Esch, Latimer, Scudder, 
Benton, Finley, Little. Shackleford, 
Boreing, Fitzgerald, Mass. Littlefield, Shafroth, 
Boutell, ML Fletcher, Lloyd, Spalding, 
Breazeale, Foss, Lorimer, Sparkman, 
Brown, Foster, Lovering, Stark, 
Brownlow, Fowler, McPherson, Stokes, 
Brundidge. Gaston, McRae, Sutherland, 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Gibson, Marsh, Swanson, 
Burleigh, Glynn, Miller, Tawney, 
Burnett, Graff, Mondel!, Taylor, Ala. 
Calderhead, Greene, Mass. Moody, Oreg. Terry, 
Caldwell, Grosvenor, Mudd, Thayer, 
Clark, Mo. Hawley, Needham, Thomas, Iowa 
Clayton, N.Y. ay, Neville, Thropp, 
Cochran, Mo. Hedge, Newlands, Underwood, 
Cooney, Hemenway, Noonan, Warner, 
Cousins, Henry, Miss. Norton, 8. GC Waters, 
Cummings, Hepburn, Otjen, Williams, J.R 
Curtis. itt, Pearce, Mo. Williams, W. E. 
Daly, N. J. Hopkins, Phillips, Wilson, Idaho 
Davenport,S.A. Howard, Ransdell, Wise, 
Davenport, 8. W. Hull, Ray, Young. 
Davey, Jett, Reev 
NAYS—75. 
Acheson, Dalzell, Lester, Rhea, Ky. 
Bailey, Tex, De Graffenreid, Lewis, Russell, 
Barber, _ Driscoll, Long, Shelden, 
Barney, Emerson, McCall, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Maddox, Sherman, 
Bingham, Gaines, Mahon, Showalter, 
Brosius, Gill, Miers, Ind Sims, 
Burkett, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Smith, Ky. 
Burleson, Grow, oody, Mass. Snodgrass, 
Burton, Hall, Moor, Stallings, 
Butler, Haugen, ae” Steele, 
Cannon. Henry, Tex. Olmsted, Stephens, Tex. 
Clarke, N. H. Hill, Otey, Tayler, Ohio 
Clayton, Ala Hoffecker, Packer, Pa. Underhill, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Ketcham, Parker, N. J. Van Voorhis, 
Corliss, Kitchin, Pa ‘ Vreeland, 
Crump, Kluttz, Pierce, Tenn. Weaver, 
Cushman, Lan Pugh, Wright. 
Dahle, Wis. Lawrence, Reeder, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT” —11. 
Bishop, De Vries, Meyer, La Stewart, N.Y 
Bromwell, McLain, Morris, Williams, Miss 
Capron, Metcalf, Southard, 
NOT VOTING—139. 
Adams, Cc pane, Wis. Graham, McAleer, 
Adamson, Cowherd, Green, Pa, McCleary, 
Allen, Ky. Cox Griffith, McClellan, 
Allen, Me. Cromer, Griggs, McCulloch, 
Atwater, Crowley, Grout, McDowell, 
Babcock, Grampacker, Hamilton, Mann, 
Ball, Cusack, Heatwole, May, 
Barham, Davidson, Henry. Conn. Meekison, 
Berry Dayton, Howell, Mercer, 
Boutelle, Me. Denny, Jack, Mesick, 
Bowersock, Dovener, Jenkins, Morgan, 
Bradley, y, Jones, Va. Muller, 
Brantley, Faris, Kerr, Naphen, | 
Brenner, Fi King, Norton, Ohio 
Brewer, Fleming, Kleberg, Overstreet, 
Brick, Fordney, Knox, Pearson, 
B Fox, Lassiter, Pearre, 
Bull, Freer, Lentz, Polk, 
Burke, Tex. Gamble, Levy, Powers, 
Campbell, Gardner, Mich. Linney, Prince, 
Carmack, Gardner, N.J. Littauer, uarles, 
Catchings, Gayle, Li hea, Va. 
Chanler, Gilbert, Loud, Riordan, 
Connell, Gillet, N. ¥. Loudenslager, Robb, 
) ” Gordon, Lybrand. Robertson, La 
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Robinson, Ind. Smith, Samuel W. Talbert, Watson, 
Ruppert, Smith, Wm. Alden Tate, Weeks, 
Ryan, Pa. Sperry, Thomas, N.C. Weymouth, 
Salmon, Spight, Tompkins, Wheeler, Ky. 
Shattuc, Sprague, Tengue, White, 
Sibley, Stevens, Minn. Turner, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Sla Stewart, N. J. Vandiver, Wilson, 8. C. 
Small, Stewart, Wis. Wachter, Zenor. 
Smith, Tl. Sulleway, Wadsworth, Ziegler. 
Smith, H.C. Sulzer, Wanger, 


So the motion to recede and concur was agreed to, 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. Rriorpan, 

For this day: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. Henry of Connecticut with Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky, 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. BALL, 

On this vote: 

Mr. Mercer with Mr. WiLLIAMs of Mississippi. 

Mr. De Vriks with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. GorDON with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. LasstrerR with Mr. McLatrn, 

Mr. WArSWORTH with Mr. Griaas, 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I voted *‘ yea” on the first roll call. 

The name of Mr. HEMENWAY was called, and he voted “‘ yea. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to change my | 
vote from ‘‘ yea” to ‘‘ present.” 

Thename of Mr. BROMWELL was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to change my vote 
from ‘‘ yea” to ‘‘ present.” 

The name of Mr. Morris was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. STEWART of New York. 


” 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to change 
=, vote from ‘‘ nay” to “‘ present.” 

he name of Mr. Stewart of New York was called, and he 
answered ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘nay.” 
I am paired with the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. MERCER, 
and I wish to withdraw my vote, and answer “ present.” 

The name of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi was called, and he 
answered ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. McLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I voted “ nay.” 
the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Lassirer. 
draw my vote, and answer “present.” 

The name of Mr. McLatn was called, and he answered “ pres- 
ent.” 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Minnesota, Mr. HeatTwo.e. If present, he would vote “ yea” and 
I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The SPEAKER. That statement is out of order. | 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | 
{Loud wo) 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House further insist on its dis- | 

ent to the Senate amendments yet undisposed of, 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves that the | 
House further insist on its disagreements to the Senate amend- 
ments not disposed of. 





I am paired with 
I desire to with- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask 
for a conference upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois asks for a con- 
ference on the sundry civil bill. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees: 
Mr, Cannon, Mr. Moopvy of Massachusetts, and Mr. McRAg. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate No. 155 to the bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30. 1901, and for other purposes, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert: ‘ For the purchase 
the ‘oners of the District of Columbia, for a municipal hospital, 
,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 

lowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to moqnest the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the 
and Pineville Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic 


bridge across Red River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, 
State of Louisiana. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
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amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 155 to the bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for oth» 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 76: 


Resolved by th rate (the House of Repy tatives concur 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Sez 
granting an increase of pension to William Blades 


Senate concurrent resolution 77: 


Rese Lby the S tte (the House of Representativ icurrin That 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. I 
granting a pension to John G. B. Masters 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles; | 
same: 

H, R. 1992. An act for the relief of Mathias Pederson: 

A. J. Res. 247. A joint resolution to authorize and empower the 
Banco Espaiiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) to 
amend its by-laws; 

H. R, 2936. Anact changing place for holding court in the cen 
tral division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and 
for other purposes; 

H. R. 5296. An act establishing terms of the United States « 
cuit court at Newbern and Elizabeth City, N. C.; 

H. R. 10650, An act to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville 
Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across 
Red River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, 


when the Speaker signed the 


| State of Louisiana; and 


H. R. 8515. An act to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 359, An act to extend the privilege of immediate transporta- 
tion of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below. 

S. 186. An act for the relief of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul JJ 
Pelz—to the Committee on Claims. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to 
the general deficiency bill and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I[llinois.asks unanimous 
consent that tie House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to 
the general deficiency bill and ask for a conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speake r, tuere are quite a 
good many new appropriations put upon the bill in the Senate in 
connection with that matter. lor the present—I may withdraw 
it later—I make the point of order that it ought to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. It will go over until to-morrow. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER Iaid before the House the Military Academy 
appropriation bill, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House disagree to the amendments of the Senate and agree toa 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the House disagree to the amendments of the Senate 
and ask a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What bill is that, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. HULL. It is the Military Academy bill, making appro- 
priations for the Military Academy for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa what the Senate amendments are, if he will state them briefly. 

Mr. HULL. They have made agoodmany amendments. They 
have increased the total; they have increased the pay of the master 
of the sword, and they have made several other amendments. 
Among others, one for the General of the Army and another for 
the Adjutant-General of the Army, and also they have increased 
the number of cadets at West Point. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that bill should be considere t in 
Committee of the Whole, Mr. Speaker, and I shall have to object 
unless that is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 
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SPECIAL RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent thatthe 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the House bill 
11646, known as the special river and harbor bill, and ask for a 
conference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill known 
as the special river and harbor bill, and asks for a conference. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Ohio as to the number of the amendment relating to the 
proposed survey for increasing the height of the dam of the Ohio 
River from 6 to 9 feet. 

Mr. BURTON, It is numbered 21, 

Mr. STEELE. I think that might as well go over with the 
Military Academy bill. 

}ir. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that therules be suspended 
ana that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana withdraw 
his objection? 

Mr. STEELE. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
House suspend the rules and nonconcur in the Senate amendments 
and ask for a conference. 

The question was taken, and in the opinion of the Chair, two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the motion was agreed to. 

The Chair appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
Burton, Mr. Reeves, and Mr, CaTCHINGs. 


RED CROSS ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
conference report on the Red Cross bill, which will take only a 
a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts calls up 
the conference report on the bill known as the Red Cross bill, 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that only the statement be read. 

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendmentsof the House tothe bill 8. 2931, ““An act to incorporate the 
American National Red Cross, and for other purposes,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

FRED H. GILLETT, 


JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


H. D. MONEY, 
H. C. LODGE, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (5S. 2931) 
to incorporate the American National Red Cross, and for other purposes, 
submit the following. statement, to accompany the conference report: The 
conferees unanimously agree that the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the substitute which the House inserted in place of section 4. 

FRED H. GILLETT, 
JOHN 8. WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
NAVIGATION IN NEW YORK HARBOR, 


Mr. MULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8777) to confer upon the 
supervisor of the harbor of New York further power to act in 
reference to interference with navigation, and to confer jurisdic- 
tion upon the United States courts to punish offenders thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
New York is obliged to go home to-night on account of sickness 
in his family, and the Chair therefore recognizes the gentleman 
at this time. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. MAHON and others objected. 

Mr. MULLER. I move to suspend the rules, Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that we now adjourn. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. A question of order, 
Mr. Speaker. The gentleman from New York made his motion 
before the motion of the gentleman from Michigan was made. 

The SPEAKER, The motion to adjourn was in order. 

Mr. MULLER, I hope the gentleman will withdraw his mo- 


tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. lI ask the gentleman to withhold his motion 
until I can ask consideration of the House of a resolution on the 
death of Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will withhold my motion, Mr. Speaker, for 
the present. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 4, 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE A, C, HARMER, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BiIncHAM]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, at 1p. m., the 8th day of December, 1900, be set 
epert for the purpose of paying tribute to the memory of Hon. ALFRED © 
HARMER, late a member of the House of Representatives from the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I object until the ques- 
tion of the right of the gentleman from New York—— 

The SPEAKER. That question was ruled upon twice. The 
motion to adjourn took precedence of the motion of the gentleman 
from New York. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 


OBITUARY ADDRESSES ON HON, DENIS M. HURLEY. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, by unanimous consent, su! 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, considered, ani 
adopted: 

Whereas the late Hon. Dents M. HuRLEY, member of the Fifty-fifth ( 
gress from the Second district of the State of New York, died on the 26th da 
of February, 1899, immediately preceding the final adjournment of the Fitt, 
fifth Congress; and k 

Whereas the pressure of public business in the few days then remaini: 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress prevented a day being set apart for the customa: 
tributes to the memory of the said deceased: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That me: 
bers of the Senate and of the House of Representatives be permitted to pri 
in the RecorD ogra remarks in eulogy of the said Hon. Denis | 

IURLEY, deceased. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 7 o’clock and 3 minut: 

vp. m.), the House adjourned until 12 o’clock m., to-morrow, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from thie 
Secretary of War submitting an estimate of appropriation ($120),- 
000) for filling in Fort Delaware Reservation—to the Comiitice 


| on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1910) to pension 
the National Guards of East Tennessee, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1929); which said 11! 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12069) providing for certain 
employees in the preparation of plans and specifications for pu)- 
lic works under the Bureau of Yards and Docks, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 19:2): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of tli 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S,. 1023) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to loan naval equipment to certain military 
schools, reported the same without amendment, accompanied hy 
a report (No. 1934); which said bill and report were referred to 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported the bill of the House (H. R. 12099) to grant 
the Knoxville Power Company the right to dam the Tennesseo 
River at or near Knoxville, Tenn., in lieu of H. R, 11787, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1937); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2488) to establish a fish-hatching and fish station in the State 
of West Virginia, reported the same without amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1938); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Kk. 
10661) to authorize the Central Railway of West Virginia to build 
a bridge across the Monongahela River at or near Morgantown, in 
the State of West Virginia, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1940); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


AND 








1900. 


Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 201) 
donating a condemned cannon to the Commandery in Chief of the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1943); which said 
reso_ution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9201) authorizing the 
President to appoint additional cadets at large at the United 
States Naval Academy, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1944); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on the Public Lands. to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4306) for the relief of set- 
tlers under the public-land laws io lands within the indemnity 
limits of the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1948); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. DAYTON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4728) providing for leaves 
of absence to certain employees of the Government, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1950); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McCLEARY, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5795) for the purchase 
of a bronze portrait statue of George Washington, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1951); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11795) granting a pen- 
sion to Columbus 8. Whitaker, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1908); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

fr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4557) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucy E. Danilson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1999); whieh said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6810) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Anderson, of Strong City, Kans., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1910); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1775) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew J. Arnett, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1911); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3871) granting a 
pension to W. J. Worthington, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1912); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4241) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Gratton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1913); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2395) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew McDonald, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a Pe (No, 1914); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4261) granting a 
pension to Frances M. Cellar, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1915); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

tr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11936) granting 
an increase of pension to William Everett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1916); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2755) granting an 
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increase of pension to Isaac N. Cissna, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1917); 


which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6997) to increase 
pension of Mrs. Josephine H. Whitehead, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanit d by a report (No. 1918); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

_Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9787) 
granting a pension to Marion M. Stone, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1919): which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1456) granting an 
increase of pension to Fordyce M. Keith, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1920): which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11198) 
granting an increase of pension to Louis Snyder, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1921): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.2178) granting a 
pension to James Beistle, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1922); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.4553) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Rippleman, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1923); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9404) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Hendricks, of Dubois, Pa., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1924); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4552) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Smith, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1925); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10617) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate E. Duffy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1926); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3512) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Schutz, reported the saine without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1927); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3574) granting a 
pension to Julia Van Wicklen, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1928); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4996) for the relief 
of John L. Smithmeyer and Paul J. Pelz, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1980); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 854) for the relief of Lieut. 
Horace P. McIntosh, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1933); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6203) for the relief of C. M. 
Parkins, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1935); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1749) for the payment of Joshua 
T. Roberts of balance due for surveying public lands, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1936); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7602) tocorrect the mili- 
tary record of Palmer G, Percy, ——_ the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1939); which said bill and 
report were referred ¢0 the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RIXEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2055) for the promotion 
and retirement of P. A. Surg. John F. Bransford, of the United 
States Navy, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


ons, 
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by a report (No. 1941); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3077) au- 
thorizing the President to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United 
States Navy, to the rank of commander, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1942); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11598) for the relief of Frank B. Case, 
reported the same without amendment, accofhpanied by a report 
= 1945); which said bill and report were referred tothe Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11394) for the relief of William G. Mayer, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1946); which said bill and report were referred tothe Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2884) for the relief of Edward Everett 
Hayden, an ensign on the retired list of the Navy, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1947); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R, 8349) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of 
Claims in the claim of the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians in and 
to unceded lands in Illinois and elsewhere, and also to hunting, 
camping, and fishing privileges reserved to said Indians under 
treaty stipulations, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a > (No. 1949); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 


RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 12094) providing for the con- 
struction of a diverting canal and the enlargement of the north 
branch of the Calaveras River, and for the improvement of the 
San Joaquin River and Stockton and Mormon channels, Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12095) determining how 
and what ratings shall be made in adjudicating claims for invalid 
pensions, providing for a pension on account of age, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 12096) providing for the con- 
struction of restraining barriers, dams, and impounding works 
upon Bear River, California, for the protection of navigable 
waters of said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12097) providing for the construction of re- 
straining barriers, dams, and impounding works upon the Ameri- 
can River, California, for the protection of navigable waters of 
said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIDGELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12098) to enable 
each State to improve its own rivers and harbors or to make other 
public improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce: A bill (H. R. 12099) to grant the Knoxville Power 
Company the right to dam the Tennessee River at or near Knox- 
ville, Tenn.—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 12100) to enforce the repayment 
of moneys alleged to have been illegally collected from the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DE \ RIES: A bill (H. R, 12117) appropriating money 
for the improvement of the Sacramento, Feather, and Yuba rivers, 
California—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Aresolution (H. Res. 291) requesting 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to inform the House before 
the close of the session what steps have been taken to furnish the 
information apparently contemplated by H. Res. 264—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEVY: A resolution (H. Res, 292) relative to the repeal 
of the war-revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PUBLIC BILLS, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
- following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 12101) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


3y Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 12102) for the relief of J. p, 
Roberson, administrator of the estate of J. P. Roberson. doe- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 12103) for the relief of tho 
— of Stephen Fransiola, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12104) 
for the relief of George T. Sampson, surviving partner of the 
firm of A. & G. T. Sampson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 12105) granting an hono; 
- discharge to John Green—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

3y Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 12106) to increase the pension of 
the widow of George Duffield—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 12107) for the relief of Solomon 
Bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12108) for the relief of Mary C. Cathcart—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 12109) granting relief to Eliz- 
abeth A, Nalley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12110) for the re- 
lief of Cesar Dixon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12111) granting a pension to William 
Choate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12112) granting a pension to William Ran- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 12113) for the relief of 
Pay Clerk Charles Blake, United States Navy—to the Commit ‘co 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12114) for the relief of Paymaster James E, 
Tolfree, United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 12115) for the relief of Wash- 
ington Horton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12116) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Samuel B. Hill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12118) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. McMurtry—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12119) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12120) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reexamine and resettle the account of the city of 
Baltimore growing out of moneys expended by the said city for 
military purposes during the war of 1812—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 12121) granting a pension 
to Caroline H. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill increasing 
the pension of Henry E, Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810D8. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of druggists of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. DRIGGS: Petition of William Dean Howells and 11 
other citizens, authors, editors, and publishers, asking for perpetual 
copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Circular of the Amer- 
ican Anti-Trust League, entitled ** The Anti-Trust Bulletin "—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 11801, to 
compensate William Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of C. W. J. Hahn and 6 other druggists, 
of St. Louis, Mo., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfum- 
ery. and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Union No. 453, United Mine Work- 
ers of America, Leighton, lowa, urging the passage of House !)ills 
6882, 5450, and 8917—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: Petition of citizens of La Grane, 
Oreg., to prohibit the selling of liquors in any post exchange’, 
transport, or premises used for military purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill No, 10179, ‘or 
the relief of R. B. Warren—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Solomon 
Bell, of James County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military A‘ 
fairs. , 

Also, papers to accompany House bil! for the relief of Mary ©. 
Cathcart—to the Committee on Pensions. liane 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Woman’s Christain Tem- 

rance Union of San Diego, Cal., urging the enactment of a law 
forbidding thesale of intoxicating liquors in Alaska, the Hawaiian 
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Islands, Philippines, Porto Rico, and Cuba—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: Petition of Judge N. A. Brewster and 36 
other citizens of Sedan, Kans., to accompany House bill No. 9622, 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Welch, widow of Charles Eger- 
ton, late of Company D, Ninth Kansas Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 11611, for 
the relief of James W. Stone, of Stafford County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of citizens and drug- 
gists of Demopolis, Ala.. for the repeal of the stamp tax on pro- 
prietary medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 4, 1900. 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miupurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


DISPOSITION OF THE RENAULT GRANT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the ist instant, certain information 
relative to the proceeds in whole or in part of the sale to Lynn 
& Pratt, or any other person or persons, of the mine La Mott in 
the State of Missouri; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 


NORTH AMERICAN COMMERCIAL COMPANY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, certain information rela- 
tive to the disposition made of the appeal of the defengant in the 
case of The United States vs. The North American Commercial 
Company, made in the United States district court, southern dis- 
trict of New York, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 


CASUALTIES AMONG FILIPINOS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 17th ultimo, a copy of cablegram sent to the 
commanding general, Division of the Philippines, relative to the 
number of Filipinos killed and wounded since the breaking out of 
the present hostilities with them, etc.; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONS APPOINTED BY THE EXECUTIVE, 


Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair, On April 21 I introduced a resolution asking the 
President to furnish the Senate certain information with refer- 
ence tothe creation of commissions, That resolution was adopted 
by the Senate April 24, more than a month ago. I desireto know 
if any Tespouse as been made to the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed 
that any has been. 


PETITIONS, 


Mr. BARD presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Easton, Cal., and a petition of the Central 

oman’s Christian Temperance Union of San Diego, Cal., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Basin, 
Wyo., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Department of 
Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a dental corps in the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Audubon Society of Indian- 
7 Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the protection of game and song birds; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of A. M. Wooley, Company B, 
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Sixty-eighth Indiana Infantry, and the petition of Atwell G: 
Company G, Thirty-seventh Indiana Infantry Volunteers, pravin 
for the passage of a service per diem pension bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented an address of the National Business Men's 
League to the President and Congress of the United States, sus- 
taining the President's policy of strict neutrality in the present 
war between Great Britain and the South African States, indorsed 
by business men of Boston, Worcester. and Springfield, in the State 
of Massachusetts, and of New York, N. Y., Hartford, Conn., and 
other cities; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the congregation of Christ 
Church of Springfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis 
lation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army can 
teens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented sundry papersto accompany the bill 
1793) granting a pension to Elizabeth McGaw; wh 


which w 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


re re 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to wh 


m 
was referred the bill (S. 97) for the relief of Edward Byrne, 1 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3749) for the relief of Gustav A. Hess: 
berger, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4818) for the relief of 
the devisees of Casper Barber and their assigns from the opera- 
tion of the act restricting the ownership of real estate in the Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia to American citizer 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S, 4804) to regulate the production and sale of milk and cream 
in and for the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4816) to provide for the closing of part of an alley in 
square 169, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the sale 
thereof to the Young Men’s Christian Association of the city o! 
Washington, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10235) granting an increase of pension to George 
Friend; 

A bill (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W. Tester- 
man; and 

A bill (H. R, 8767) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Hartley. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 4756) directing the issue of a duplicate of lost 
check drawn by James B. Quinn, major, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, in favor of Henry L. Breneman, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H, R. 737) granting a pension to Cyntha A. Mid- 
dieton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 


, re- 


REPAIR OF 


Mr. McMILLAN, Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report a joint resolution making an emergency 
appropriation for the repair of certain roads and bridges in the 
District of Columbia, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Joint resolution (S. R, 130) making an emergency appropriation 
for the repair of certain roads and bridges in the District of Co- 
lumbia was read the first time by its title, and the second time at 
length, as follows: 


DISTRICT ROADS AND BRIDGES, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the repair of county 
roads and bridges (including those in the Rock Creek and the Zoological 
parks) that were damaged by the storm of June 2, 1900, the same to be imme- 
diately available and to be expended under the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considere 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed, 


l 
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ESTATE OF TILGHMAN WEAVER, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 4911) for the relief of the heirs of Tilghman 
Weaver, deceased, reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4911) entitled “A bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Tilghman Weaver, deceased,”’ now pending in the Senate, together with 
all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 
States,"’ approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. 


PAYMENTS TO VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred resolution No. 357, directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to transmit to the Senate a statement 
showing whether the volunteer officers and soldiers who served 
in the late Spanish war have been paid more than one time, have 
had it under consideration, and recommend that it be adopted. 
I should like to have that done now, because I will follow it with 
some interesting information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, reports a resolution, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SULLIVAN 
on the 2ist ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved by the United States Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit to the Senate, for its information, 
a statement showing whether the volunteer officers and soldiers serving in 
the late Spanish-American war have been paid more than one time for their 
service between the time of their enrollment and their muster in, or for any 
other service connected with said war, and if such payments have been made, 
what officers and soldiers have been so paid, and upon what authority. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the meantime, while that resolution has 
been pending, I have obtained the information from the Treasury 
Department. I do not know whether to print it as a separate 
document or to print it as a report upon the resolution. It comes 
in answer to an inguiry from the committee. I think perhaps it 
would be well to print it as a report upon the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What action does the Senator 
desire as to the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not desire any action, the resolution 
having been adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be printed for the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I will print the information as a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution, which calls for the information which the Chair 
understands is contained in the report of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The information happened to come in before 
the passage of the resolution, because, in accordance with the 
usual custom with the Committee on Military Affairs, upon re- 
ceiving the resolution it immediately sent it down for an inquiry, 
and the inquiry has got here before I have been able to have the 
resolution passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just let the resolution be reported back 
from the committee and the committee submit a written report, 
and then let the committee be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, because the report is the answer to the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received 
and printed and the committee discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolution. 


PORTO RICAN INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Foraker on the 4th instant, re- 
ported it witheut amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee ou Pacific Islands and Porto Rico or any 
subcommittee thereof is hereby authorized and empowered to visit Porto 
Rico for the purpose of investigating and inquiring into conditions existing 
there bearing upon the relations of the United States with Porto Rico and 
its duty to the people thereof; and that the expenses of said committee or 
subcommittee, including necessary assistance, id out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers signed by the of the committee. 


ESTATE OF ISADORE DAIGLE, ETC. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 572) for the relief of the estate of Isadore Daigle, de- 
ceased, late of West Baton Rouge Parish, La.; 

A bill (S. 575) for the relief of A. E. and M. E. Goodrich; 

A bill (S. 585) for the relief of Augustin Broussard, of Vermilion 
Parish, La.; 

A bill (8S. 689) for the relief of the estate of Samuel J. Jones, 
deceased; 
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A bill (S. 784) for the relief of the estate of William G. Birchett. 
deceased, late of Prince George County, Va.; 

A bill (S. 893) for the relief of the heirs of J. Madison Wells: 

A bill (S. 1892) for the relief of the estate of Robert Fishburne. 
sr., deceased; 

A bill (S. 295) for the relief of those suffering from the destrn- 
tion of the salt works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to th 
orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell; 
ae bill (S. 1093) for the relief of Mary E. Martin, of Tate County 
Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1107) for the relief of Archilles M, Haraway, of De 
Soto County, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1108) for the relief of Martha T. Davis, of Marsha 
County, Miss.; 

A bill (S. 1109) for the relief of Jordon Broadway, of Marsha 
County, Miss.; 

A bill (3. 1115) for the relief of .1.W. McCauley; 

A bill (5. 1142) for the relief of the estate of Fletcher Lane, do. 
ceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.; 

A bill (S, 2119) for the relief of Robert W. Renick; 

A bill (8S. 2120) for the relief of James W. Johnstone, adminis- 
trator of Samuel McClung, deceased, late of Greenbrier County, 
W. Va., or his legal representative; 

A bill (S. 2379) for the relief of Patrick G. Meath; 

A bill (S. 2877) for the relief of the estate of William Harris: 

A bill (S. 3016) for the relief of the estates of Celina M, Wright 
and Charles G. Wright, deceased: 

A bill (8. 3026) for the relief of Sarah Jane Johnson; 

A bill (8. 3611) for the relief of the estate of Stephen Barton: 

A bill (S. 3612) for the relief of Samuel R. Barton; 

A bill (8. 3820) for the relief of Henry M, Cobb; 

A bill (S, 3913) for the relief of the heirs of James W. Bellah, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4045) for the relief of the estate of James C. Mosby, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 4248) for the relief of Patrick Twohig; 

A bill (8. 4246) for the relief of Simon Witkowski; 

A bill (S. 4594) for the relief of Daniel Reid, W. R. 8S. Burbank, 
and the heirs of J. H. and E. H. Taft; 

A bill (S. 4665) for the relief of the estate of Mary S. Porter, 
widow of Samuel Stafford, deceased, late of New Orleans, La. 

A bill (S. 4893) to refer the war claim of Felix Richards, de- 
ceased, late of Alexandria County, Va., to the Court of Claims: 

A bill (8. 4815) to refer the claim of the estate of Richard Lay, 
deceased, late of the District of Columbia, to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 4851) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Milton 8S. Shirk, deceased; 

A bill (S. 4892) to refer the war claim of the estate of Jane Tay- 
lor, deceased, late of Fairfax County, Va., to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S, 1911) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of John Clemson and John C. Cookson: and 

A bill (S. 4905) for the relief of Elizabeth Talbot Belt— 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the claims represented by the following bills, to wit: 
575, 585, 689, 784, 893, 1892, 295, 1093, 1107, 1108, 1109, 1115, 1142, 2119, 2120, 2379, 2877 
3016, 3026, 3511, 3612, 3820, 3013, 4045, 4243, 4246, 4504, 4685, 4808, 4815, 4851, 480° 1911 
and 49; for the relief of the estate of Isadore Daigle; for the relief o! .\ 
and M. E. Goodrich; for the relief of Augustin Broussard; for the relic! of 
the estate of Samuel J. Jones; for the relief of the estate of William (i. bir- 
chett: for the relief of the heirs of J. Madison Wells; for the relief of ti «s 
tate of Robert Fishburne; forthe relief of the sufferers by the destruc! 


of the salt works near Manchester, Ky.; for the rélief of Mary E. Martin; for 
the relief of Archilles M. Haraway; for the relief of Martha ‘. Davis; forthe 
relief of Jordan proammen, Sor the relief of A. W. McCauley; for the relief 
of the estate of Fletcher Lane; for the relief of Robert W. Rennick; for tle 
relief of James W. Johnstone, administrator of Samuel McClung; for the re 
lief of Patrick G. Meath; for the relief of the estate of William Harris; for 
the relief of the estates of Celina M. Wright and Charles G. Wright; for the 
relief of the estate of Sarah Jane Johnson; for the relief of the estate o! 
Stephen Barton; for the relief of Samuel R. Barton; for the relief of Henry 
M. Cobb; for the relief of the heirs of James W. Bellah; for the relief of tl 
estate of James C. Mosby; for the relief of Patrick Twohig; for the relic! of 
Simon Witkowski; for the relief of Daniel Reid and others; for the rvlicf 
of the estate of 8. Porter, widow of Samuel 8. Tafford; for the relic! o! 
the estate of Felix Richards; for the relief of the estate of Richard Lay; for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Milton 8. Shirk, deceased: for tho 
relief of the estate of Jane Taylor; for the relief of the heirs and legal repre 
sentatives of John Clemson and John C. Cookson; and for the reliet «! 
Elizabeth Talbot Belt, now pending in the Senate, together with all the 4 
companying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court 
Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” «| 
proved 5, 1887. And the said Court of Claims shall proceed with tlio 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. 


DAVID M. WHITNEY, DECEASED, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom w's 
referred the bill (S. 4948) for the relief of the estate of David M. 
Whitney, deceased, reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resol That the bill (S. 4948) entitled ““A bill for the relief of the esta'» 
of David M. Whitney, deceased,” now pending in the Senate, ther with «i! 
the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, refe to the Court 
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of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 
approved March 3. 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in 
accord#nce with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in ac- 
cordance therewith. 


WILLIAM WOLFE, 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Com‘nittee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5755) for the relief of William 
Wolfe, to report it back favorably without amendment, and I 
submit a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That billis one of only eleven lines, and it is 
for the adjustment of aclaim that in the last Congress was re- 
ferred to the War Department fcr investigation and report. After 
an examination a report was made, and the committee have in- 
dorsed it for about one-half the amount the claimant thinks he 
ought to have. I ask for its present consideration, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is there a report connected with the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a report there. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. TELLER. There isa House report and a report made by 
the Senate committee, but of course the latter is not printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amount was found by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department and reported then to the committee, and they 
have reported it. Here is the report. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to have the report read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report of the Committee on 
War Claims of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is a House bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a House bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. et it go to the Calendar. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will go tothe Calendar. 


PURLIC BUILDING AT MARBLEHEAD, MASS, 


Mr. WARREN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 246) for 
the erection of a public building at Marblehead, Mass., to report 
it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, That is a bill of about ten lines, and I ask that it 
may be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill just reported, which will be read in full for the information 
of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to acquire by gift, 
purchase, or condemnation, or otherwise, a site for and to cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States post-office and other 
Government offices at the town of Marblehead, in the State of 
Massachusetts, the site and building thereon, with its appurte- 
nances, when completed = plans and specifications to be pre- 
viously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, not 
to exceed in the aggregate $50,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURT OF PENSION APPEALS, 


Mr. TURNER. I introduce a bill, and desire to make some ob- 
servations on the same. 

The bill (S. 4949) to establish a court of pension appeals, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I introduce this bill at the re- 
quest of the representative in this city of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, who addressed me this letter: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Washington, D. C., June 2, 1900. 


DEAR SENATOR: Iam directed to hand you the inclosed draft of a bill to 
establish a court for the adjudication of appeals from the rulings and decisions 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, and to request you, for the Grand Army of 
the Republic, to introduce the same at the present session of Congress and to 
urge its substantial enactment into law at the earliest practicable date that 
may be consistent with conservative legislation. 

Very recent events have demonstrated the extreme urgency of judicial 
supervision whereby the administration of the pension system should be 
made to conform to and not longer be permitted willfully to violate and nul- 
lify every law that a liberal and just Congress, wholly forgetful of party or 
secti lines, can, by unanimous vote, place upon the statute books, 

The unwarranted construction placed upon the act of June 27, 1890, since 
its amendment May 9, 1900, might seemingly jestity an extension of the ses- 
sion until that wrong to perhaps half a million of invalids and their dead 
comrades’ widows and orphans could be righted, for we did not hesitate, 


nearly forty years ago, when life was all before us, to hold a continuous ses- 
sion tl gh the warm and rainy seasons alike, that those now in authority 
might enjoy incomes from the public purse beside which our little six to 
twelve rs a month pension allowances—and I speak only for others, for 


the G. A. R. representatives are not on the pension roll of honor—are but as 
grains of sand to the desert. 
Talso hand you a copy of a letter addressed to His Excellency the Presi- 
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dent under date April 10, 1900, in furtherance of the instructions of our na 
tional encampment, as a better expression of the argument in support of t! 
proposed legislation than I could write. 

I beg to thank you in advance of your action in this behalf, and for the 
uniform attention during vour long public life that you have freely given to 
every demand of the veterans and their families. It is because of your past 
sondeasets that we take the liberty to impose apon you this additional 

yurden. 

With renewed assurance of our consideration and esteem, 

I remain, your obedient servant, 
GEO 
Grand 


H. PATRICK, 


For the irmy of the Republic. 


Hon. GrorGe TURNER, 

United States Senator, Senate Committee on Pensions 

Washington, DC 

This letter incloses a letter addressed by the representatives of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, being Commander in Chief 
Shaw, General Sickles, and Captain Patrick, to the President of 
the United States, which I ask may be read at the desk in further 
explanation of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The letter will be 

The Secretary proceeded to read the letter. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to inquire what is the purpose of this 
reading. Is it the purpose to pass the bill now with reference to 
this proposed court? 

Mr. TURNER. I wish the Senate to understand the nature of 
the bill. Iam doing this at the request of representatives of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. TELLER. What I wish to inquire is whether the Senator 
expects to have the bill passed now? 

Mr. TURNER, I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. He is having the letter read merely for infor- 
mation? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the letter, 
which is as follows: 


read, 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
Washington, D. C., April 10, 1900. 
To the President: 

The undersigned, in behalf of the committee on pensions egypointed by the 
last annual encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, have the honor 
to present for your consideration the inclosed draft of an act for the estab 
lishment of a court to hear and determine appeals from the decisions of the 
Commissioner of Pensions. 

Hieretofore such appeals have been heard bya tribunal so constituted that 
its decisions could not possess the character of judicial determinations. An 
appeal is now taken from the Commissioner of Pensions to the Secretary oi 
the Department of the Interior. By that official the papers are referred to 
an assistant secretary, who refers the matter to the chief of a division con 
posed of clerks, some of whom are employed in the Pension Office detailed for 
such duties by the Commissioner. 

These clerks make reports on the cases givon to them which are forwarded 
to the chief of the division, who transmits them to the Assistant § 


ecretary 
by whom the appeals are formally decided. If the Commissioner he over: 
ruled, he may ask that the case be reviewed by the Secretary of the Interior 
in person. It is obvious that this procedure is not judicial. Many thousands 





of appeals are annually taken from the decisions of the Commissioner of Pen 





sions. According to the last annual report of that official 84145 appeals were 
taken during the year ending June 3). 1800, of which 4,941 were decided. In 
3,836 of these cases the action of the Commissioner was affirmed, and in 


71 
and and dfty-seven cases were 
The Commissioner's report 
ated) of the cases decided in 


cases his decisions were reversed. Twelve thou 
appealed during the year ering June 30, 10s 
(at page 18) further shows that a 1%amber (not s 
1809 were not appealed from the prese nization; that is, that they had 
been pending in the Department since before your inauguration two and a 
half years earlier, and we are informed that, at the same date, an accumula 
tion of more than 13,000 appealed cases awaited decision under the system 
then and now in vogue. 

The board of pension appeals in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
as shown at page 895, Blue Book of 1899, volume 1, is composed of 


1 chairman of the board, at $2,000 per annum wanes $2, 00 
1 first vice-chairman of the board, at $2,000 per annum . 2,000 
1 second vice-chairman, at $2,000 per annum area ecee 28.000 
10 members of the board, at $2,000 per annum Sia lealeel read ea 
2 clerks, at $2,000 per annum.......... ninitientinelehedaiial< . 4.000 
I an nanihd bane beeeaebaee 1.600 
§ clerks, at $1,400 per annum.......... ..-...---...<. lh ei ee 7.000 
3 clerks, at $1,200 per annum.......... . aia inane a 
2 clerks, at $1,000 perannum.... npenmceae aqene é cca ee 
I is 1 cules Ghinehd aemlnk Soonkhied bene bene 660 
dit ckskentagusctbeinthawhitsdnden secnbadingh ¢sgectitnas hussdosnd’ Gee 
The Commissioner of Pensions (at page 42 of his annual re 
port for 1809) states that during the year ending June 3), 1599, 
there were detailed to the Secretary's office: 
19 clerks at the annual compensation of.............-...... ; 18, 008.79 
62,058.79 
2 clerks were detailed from the Pension Office to the pension 
committees of the House and Senate, at the annual compensa 
DE Md chines 6sténakanecbeews endows ceskps gneees ene ae ae oe 
48 ita he cuntindhdd beewe scr ccesceuvcnece seen dnsces enndeannd ete 65, 769. 94 


It will readily be seen that the proposed court can not be more expensive 
after the business shall have become current, through the disposition of the 
congested accumulation of past years, which the Cineaifiention and simpler 
and more judicial methods may be expected to permit quite within the time 
allowed in the proposed bill, even without the addition of the salary of the 
Assistant Secretary and a number of other proper charges against the item 
of eppes. 

It is not to be expected that a reviewing tribunal composed largely of 
clerks appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, on the nomination of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, would have the necessary independence required 
for the adjudication of questions involving a review of the acts of their su- 
periors in authority. 
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Clerks holding subordinate positions in a burean and depending on its 
chief for their tenure of office would naturally be disposed to affirm his de 
Clsion 

Moreover, in 


view of the fact that 107,919 pension claims were rejected 
during the past year, it must be assumed that the great mass of these cases 
are disp< by the clerks in the Pension Office. The appeals taken are 
likewise referred to clerks composing the board of pension appeals, so that, 
in practice, « group of clerks in the Department reviews the acts of other 
clerks, all subordinate to the same chicf. Whatever may be said of the ad 
ministrative advantage of this system of revision, and it is not our purpo 
to criticise itas a convenient method for the dispatch of business, we are 
persuaded that you will agree with us in affirming that the essential requir 
ments of a judicial determination of questions of law and fact are not found 
in a tribunal so organized. 

The present practice is objectionable both because of the lack of inde 
pendent reviewers and because they do not, probably can not under their 
complicated system, review until after meritorious claimants may reasona- 
ly be supposed to have died from old age or disabilitie 

The necessity for the establishment of such a court to interpret the pen 
yn laws and to define and settle their application to the multitude of cases 

‘hich appeals have been pending for a long period is demonstrated by the 

oO yt the Commi er of Pensions } ore the Senate Committee on 
ing the present session of Congress, from which the following 


’ 
sed « 


f) 


y 0 

sions dur 
are extracts 

Quoting from his annual report for 1898: 

“Bin the passage of the general law of July M4, 1862, there have been 
numerous laws amendatory, special and geveral, with the many rulings and 
decisions interpreting the laws, until the whole system is a most complex 
and wonderful network or labyrinth of laws and legal opinions, to the end 
that a precedent may be cited for any action of this bureau.” 

Quoting from his annual report for 1809: 

“With our present laws and established practice there can be no uniform- 
ity in pensioning. The beneficiaries are dissatisfied, and there is general 
criticism (Page 9, Report No. 1, Senate, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session. ) 

For these and other reasons there is a widespread conviction among the 
veterans of the civil war that a court—a court of competent jurisdiction and 
authority—a court composed of judges of learning, ability, and character, 
should be established to hear and decide appeals from the decisions of the 
Commissioner of Pensions. Sucha tribunal would likewise command the re- 
spect of all citizens,and secure for the administration of the pension laws 
the largest measure of public confidence. Under similar circumstances the 
Court of Claims was established for the purpose of affording those who made 
demands upon the Government an opportunity to be heard by a court, while 
the public interests were always guarded by the presence of the Attorney- 
General. 

According to trustworthy computations there are now living a million of 
men who bore arms in the Union forces during the war of the rebellion, and 
probably not less than 500,000 widows and orphan children of deceased sol- 
diers, all of whom are entitled to be heard in court if they, or any of them, 
feelaggrieved by a decision of the Commissioner of Pensions rejecting a claim 
for a pension or for an increase of pension. If the public creditors of the na- 
tion have been justly given a court for the adjudication of their claims, a like 
recognition is surely due to the surviving veterans of the civil war and tothe 
widows and orphans of their deceased comrades. 

In preparing the draft of an act for the adjudication of appeals in pension 
cases the undersigned have followed the provisions of the Revised Statutes 
establishing the Court of Claims and the circuit courts of appeals with such 
modifications as seemed necessary to meet the requirements of the large 
amount of business to be disposed of by a court of pension appeals. It is be- 
lieved, however, that a court of competent jurisdiction equipped with ade- 
quate facilities would very soon classify the cases before it in such a manner 
as to reduce to comparatively narrow boundaries the number of appeals re- 
quiring spots adjudication. 

It will be observed that the bill provides for a codification and revision of 
the pension laws by the proposed court, thereby securing prompt action by 
a competent body of jurists and saving the large expenditure (very much 
greater, under the code commission bill that has passed the Senate and is 
pending in the House, than the gross salaries and expenses of the permanent 
establishment of the proposed court) that otherwise would be incurred by 
the appointment of a commission to perform that duty. 

Although the undersigned have availed themselves of the best sources of 
information within their reach in drafting the act now submitted for your 
perusal, they respectfully suggest that it be referred to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for revision; and if, upon examination, the measure should be found to 
deserve your approval, we beg that you will recommend it to the favorable 
consideration of Congress. 

Very respectfully, yours, ALBERT D. SHAW, 
Commander-in-Chief, Grand Army of the Republic. 
D. E. SICKLES. 
For Committee on Pensions, Grand Army of the pgpeettic, 
GEO. H. PATRICK, 
Of Counsel for the Committee on Pensions and Legislation, 
Grand Army of the Republic. 

On Monday, May 21, 1900, the honorable Secretary of the Interior stated 
te above named, in the presence of the Commissioner of Pensions, that the 
accumulated pension appeals at that date had reached the number of 15,000; 
a gain over current business of 2,000 appeals in six months. 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, there were two points in the 
construction of the act of 1890 by the Commissioner of Pensions 
which the Grand Army of the Republic objected to. That act 
allowed a pension anywhere from two to twelve dollars a month, 
to be rated according to disability, The Pension Office took the 
position that only one disability could be considered in making 
this rating; and although a pensioner might have had several dis- 
abilities, all of which went to make up a total disability, his rat- 
ing under the act of 1890 could only be predicated upon one of 
those disabilities, a manifestly absurd construction, which nobody 
who had any training in the law could come to, and which was 
only possible to a bureau officer acting under the direction of 
aes, who desired to practice economy at the expense of the 
old soldiers of the Republic. 

Another point to which the Grand Army took exception was 
the ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions that the widows of 
soldiers who had an income of $96 per annum were thereby de- 
barred from the benefits of thatact. It was an absolute ipse dixit 
on the part of the Commissioner of Pensions, having no warrant 
whatever in the statute granting pensions, and which, like the 
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other construction mentioned, could only be predicated upon a 
desire to practice economy at the expense of the soldiers of tho 
Republic and their widows. 

In this state of affairs the Grand Army of the Republic drafted 
an act which lately passed both Houses of Congress and recei\ 
the signature of the President. That act provided as an amend. 
ment to the act of 1890 that disabilities should be aggregated ip 
determining the extent of pensions to be granted under the act o; 
1890, It further provided that any widow who did not have a 
income exceeding the sum of $250 per annum should be entit). 
to be pensioned under that act. The act of 1900, to which I ro- 
ferred, was merely declaratory of the act of 1820, and good fait 
would seem to have required that the Department of the Inter; 
and the Commissioner of Pensions should have put it in force 
mediately, as was the evident purpose and intention of Congr 
in passing it, yet the Commissioner of Pensions immediately to 
the position that it was an entirely new law, that it kicked 
from the Department the pending applications of those old so! 
and their widows, and required them to file new applicat 
The absurd construction was put forward that this act of 
was an entirely new law, and that its provisions were enti: 
prospective, when everybody who had anything to do with t 
act, from the committee on pensions of the Grand Army o! 
Republic, who drew it, to those who were in charge of it in | 
Houses of Congress, knew that it was intended to be a cons! 
tion of the act of 1890, upon which the Interior Department 
reyuired to afljudicate the claims then pending before that 
partment. 

Understanding that the Commissioner of Pensions was a! 
to take that view, the committee on pensions of the Grand A 
of the Republic came to this city and interviewed the Com: 
sioner of Pensions and the President of the United States. 
cerning it, and received the promises of both of them, I belie; 
that before any such construction as that should be placed u; 
the act of 1900 it would be referred to the Attorney-General 
his construction, and likewise that it might be referred to t 
Court of Claims, under the Tucker Act, which permits, I th 
reference by the heads of Departments to the Court of Claims 
such cases for construction. They departed from the city 
pecting that course to be pursued; yet it is a fact that since that 
promise was made to this committee of the Grand Army o! 
Republic the Commissioner of Pensions has gone on rejecting 
these claims on the ground that, having been filed previously, 
they can not now be considered, and that these old soldiers ;nd 
their widows have no status unless they file additional applica- 
tions. 

It ic in this situation of affairs, Mr. President, that the commit- 
tee of the Grand Army of the Republic send this bill to Convress 
and ask action upon it at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to inquire whether or not the Sen- 
ator from Washington is proceeding by unanimous consent, and 
to suggest further that if such is the fact I desire a few minutes 
by unanimous consent in which to reply, and that unless that is 
granted in advance I think the discussion ought not to proceed. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I am simply proceeding as I 
have seen Senators proceed heretofore a hundred times. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from Washington may proceed, and that then the Senator from 
New Hampshire may be permitted to reply. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is es objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nevada? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TURNER. Isay, Mr. President, in this posture of affairs 
the committee of the Grand Army of the Republic send this bi!! 
here and bring it to the attention of Congress and ask action on 
it at the earliest practicable moment. I am not surprised, in 
view of the treatment which has been accorded to the old soldicr 
of the Republic in this matter, that they should remind Cons: 
that they themselves never adjourned through rain or shine until 
their work was done, and should make the suggestion that it 
would be a worthy act it Congress should remain in session, eve" 
at some inconvenience to its members perhaps, in order to right 
the wrongs which they have suffered and to give them some reu- 
edy against the perverse conduct of those who seem determine, 
whatever Congress may do, to deny them the benefits of the ) 
sion laws which a grateful Congress has put upon the statuio 
book for their benefit. 

There is work enough to do, Mr. President, to detain us here 
while a committee may consider the bill which I have presente 
in behalf of this great organization. We have the Nicaraguan 
Canal bill here, which was passed almost unanimously by the 
House of Representatives, a measure which has intensely stirred 
the American people, the necessity for which is known and recos- 
nized and admitted by every human being in this country; nd 
yet, in the face of this bill, which has just come to us, we are 
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asked to agree to a resolution to adjourn to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 
We have before us an anti-trust bill just passed by the House of 
Representatives, which came to us yesterday, a bill which received 
the almost unanimous vote of the lower House of Congress, asub- 
ject upon which the feelings of the people of this country are 
intensely stirred, a subject concerning which legislation is imper- 
atively demanded by the intelligent voice of the American people; 
and yet, almost contemporaneously with the sending to us of these 
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it was written by the Secretary of the Interior and that it was in- 


| tended to do harm to the best interests of the soldiers of the coun- 


two great measures, which are of sufficient importance in them- | 


selves to justify Congress in remaining here three months longer, 
we get a concurrent resolution providing for the adjournment of 
Congress to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

It suggests the idea to my mind, Mr. President, that the other 
House, passing these bills unanimously and then sending us a 
resolution of adjournment at so early a date, expect this body to 


pose in the character of the wicked partner, who is to defeat the | 


just and generous intentions of the representatives of the Amer- 
ican people, It would seem to suggest that the Republican ma- 
jority in this body was expected to see to it that, whatever might 
be done looking toward relief with respect to the two subjects 
covered by the measures to which I have referred, no law giving 
relief to the people should be passed at this session of Congress; 
and, as my friend on my left [Mr. MALLORY] suggests, before the 
Nicaraguan bill passed the House of Representatives it was pub- 
licly announced that the Republican party intended to pass it in 
that House to serve its friends, but not to permit it to pass the 
Senate of the United States in order not to offend its enemies. 

We had also presented to the country only a few days ago the 
most astonishing chapter of fraud and peculation and misde- 
meanor by officials of the United States in the island of Cuba, 
We have resolutions looking to an investigation of those frauds; 
we have various measures looking toward curing the situation 
there which makes these frauds on the part of officials of the 
United States possible; and yet, in the face of that, Congress is 
asked to adjourn to-morrow at 12 o’clock. We have General 
Otis, I believe, at San Francisco yesterday telling the American 
people that insurrection in the Philippines has been subdued and 
is now at an end, with the President of the United States still ex- 
ercising imperialistic powers there through'the military arm of 
the Government, and this situation imperatively demands, if the 
statement of General Otis be true, legislation on the part of Con- 
gress looking toward regular and constitutional government of 
the people of those islands. 

In the face of these facts we are asked to adjourn Congress to- 
morrow at 12 o’clock. I say, Mr. President, that it is not sur- 
prising that the old soldiers of the Republic should come here and 
present their wrongs to their representatives in both branches of 
Congress and suggest that it is the duty of Congress to remain in 
session until those wrongs have been righted. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Mr. President, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, a position involving a great deal of labor and 
personal inconvenience, I have endeavored to discharge the duties 
of that position to the satisfaction of the Senate, and I have hoped 
without detriment to either the public Treasury or the interests 
of the men who fought to preserve the Union and to sustain our 
Government. I have scrupulously avoided, under all circum- 
stances, introducing into the consideration of pension matters the 
least thing that could by any possibility be contorted into a politi- 
cal or partisan consideration; and it is to me a matter of the sin- 
cerest regret that in the closing hours of this session of Congress 
a member of the Committee on Pensions has felt it his duty to 
introduce into our deliberations an argument that is nothing if it 
is not political and partisan. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER] has this morning 
introduced a bill, which he says has the indorsement of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. It seems that the chief sponsor for this 
billis a Captain Patrick, who has heretofore lived in Alabama, 
but who now, I believe, is a resident of the District of Columbia. 
It is possible that he is still a legal resident of the State of Ala- 
bama; indeed, I judge that to be so from the fact that one of the 
Senators from Alabama shook his head when I suggested that he 
was a resident of the District of Columbia, 

Captain Patrick, as I understand, was a soldier in the Union 
Army. He now appears as the special representative of the Grand 
Army of the Republic. I doubt very much whether he has cre- 
dentials that will entitle him to speak for that great organization, 
or to be sponsor for their wishes in the matter of legislation. 

I know, Mr. President, that Captain Patrick has grossly mis- 
represented me in connection with a bill that was introduced and 
that passed the Senate during the present Congress. I took occa- 
sion to present a bill—realizing, as the Senator from Washington 
argues, that the laws of the United States regarding pensions are 
in &@ somewhat chaotic condition and very difficult of interpreta- 
tion—to create a commission to revise and codify the pension laws. 
That bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions and 
passed the Senate. Immediately Captain Patrick, claiming to 
represent the Grand Army of the Republic, attacked the bill and 
represented to the other body and to men outside of Congress that 
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try. 1 saw Captain Patrick in person and stated to him that 
every line and word of the bill had been written by myself, with- 
out consultation with either the Commissioner of Pensions or the 
Secretary of the Interior: but, notwithstanding that fact, he has 
continued to state that the Secretary of the Interior is responsible 
for the bill and he has tied it up in the other House of Congress. 

A little later on I presented a bill that I stated frankly had 
been written by the Secretury of the Interior, Senate bill 4251, 
providing for the adjudication by the Court of Claims and Su- 


| preme Court of pension claims involving difficult or important 


questions of law, as a means of establishing judicial precedents 
for the guidance of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, 

Mr, President, that bill provides that the Secretary of the In- 


| terior may, during any one calendar yar, submit to the Court 
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of Claims for adjudication not exceeding five pension claims 
which involve difficult questions of law for his guidance in de 
termining certain lines of cases that may be giving trouble to 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions, 
The bill provides for an appeal to the Supreme Court, and for 
the payment out of the public Treasury of a certain amount to en- 
able the soldier to have competent counsel. Immediately Captain 
Patrick proceeded to say that the bill Was intended to do harm to 
the interests of the soldiers, and that it ought not to be enacted 
into law, and when I asked for its consideration, representing 
the Committee on Pensions which reported it, the Senator from 
Washington objected to its consideration on the ground that it 
was opposed by the Grand Army of the Republic, and it remains 
on the Calendar of the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going to say anything that is not 
warranted by facts. The Senator from Washington finds fault 
with the manner in which the amended pension law, known as 
the act of June 27, 1890, is being administered. Representatives 
of the Grand Army of the Republicappeared before the Committee 
on Pensions during the present session of Congress and advocated 
two changes in the act of June 27, 1800. One was that the dis- 
abilities of soldiers under that act should be aggregated, and the 
other that in granting widows’ pensions favorable action should 
be taken if the widow was not in receipt of a net income in excess 
of $250 in addition to the proceeds of herlabor. That bill received 
prompt and favorable consideration. It passed the Senate and 
was slightly amended in the House of Representatives. The 
amendments were promptly concurred in by this body, and the 
bill received the immediate approval of the President of the United 
States. 

The Senator from Washington complains that the Pension 
Bureau is not administering that amended law in a liberal spirit. 
In that respect, Mr. President, the Senator has the advantage of 
me for the reason that I have no knowledge as to what inferpre- 
tation has been put upon that law by the Commissioner of l’en- 
sions; but I will venture to say this, that before that bill became 
a law certain gentlemen who were interested in pension claims 
visited me in person and insisted that I should put myself on 
record as interpreting the law so that all rejected claims for 
widows under the act that had been amended should be revived 
in the Pension Bureau without further application, and that if 
allowed they should carry arrears from the date of the original 
application. How large a sum of money it would take to pay 
such arrears I do not know, but very likely several millions of 
dollars would be required, I declined to do that, Mr. President 
saying that I preferred that the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of Pensions should place their own interpretation 
upon the law without any advice from me, 

The Senator from Washington complains that the Commissioner 
of Pensions in administering the act of J une 27, 1890, has heretofore, 
without warrant of law, arbitrarily decided that a widow should 
not receive pension if she was in receipt of an income of $96 per 
annum; and he says that such action was an unwarranted and 
arbitrary ruling on the part of the Commissioner. Well, now, 
Mr. President, the Senator is correct in so far as he asserts that it 
was an arbitrary ruling, but he is at faultin not saying that it was 
a matter of extremely liberal interpretation of the law on the part 
of the Commissioner of Pensions—liberal, I mean, to the widows 
of the soldiers pensioned under that act. I have the act in my 
hand, and find that section 3 reads as follows: 


Sec. 3. That if any officer or enlisted man whoserved ninety days or more 
in the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebel- 
lion, and who was honorably discharged, has died, or shall hereafter die, 
leaving a widow without other means of support than her daily labor, or 
minor children under the age of 16 years, such widow shall, upon due proof 
of her husband's death, without proving his death to be the result of his 
army service, be placed on the pension roll from the date of the application 
therefor under this act, at the rate of $8 per month during her widowhood. 


I want to repeat the language: 

Leaving a widow without other means of support than her daily labor. 

Had I been Commissioner of Pensions, entertaining the liberal 
views I do on this subject, I should have been compelled, under 


6578 


sie ti 
that act, if I had construed it literally, to rule that the widow | 
who was in receipt of any income outside of her daily labor was | 


not pensionable; but the Commissioner of Pensions, desiring to 
construe it liberally, ruled that if the widow had an income not 
exceeding the amount of her pension, should pension be granted, 
she would be pensionable under the act. 

The Grand Army of the Republic asked that that amount should 
be increased, and we enlarged it by amending the act so that if a 


widow has a net income not exceeding $250 a year she may be | 
rhaps | 


pensioned under the act of June 27,1890. Hundreds and 
thousands of widows’ claims were properly rejected under this 
act in its original form which will be revived and allowed be- 
cause of the amendments recently made. But the contention of 
certain gentlemen, and especially of certain claim agents, is that 
the amendment shall be construed so as to revive all theserejected 
claims without further action on the part of the claimant, and if 
pension is granted under the amended act the allowance shall 
go back to the time the applications were originally made and 
arrears be paid to those widows notwithstanding their claims 
were properly rejected under the act as it was passed June 27, 
1890, 

Mr. President, I do not know whether the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Commissioner of Pensions has reached a conclusion 
as to the proper construction of this amended act, but I do say 
that it is in poor taste to arraign the Secretary of the Interior or 
the Commissioner of Pensions for any reasonable construction that 
may have been placed upon the statute, even though they may 
differ from a few gentlemen, Captain Patrick included, who are 
urging that the last possible cent that can be obtained from the 
Treasury of the United States shall be paidin the adjudication of 
pension claims. I am a friend of the soldier, but I do not ap- 
prove of the unwarranted agitation that is being kept up by cer- 
tain gentlemen on this subject. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I care to saya word more. I 
have heretofore expressed the opinion that the Congress of the 
United States has been exceedingly liberal in dealing with the sol- 
' diers. The Republican party has been exceedingly liberal in its 
pension policy, and I think I may justly say the same thing in re- 
gard to the Democratic party of late years. On both sides of this 
Chamber and in both of the great — parties of this country 
there has been a disposition to deal not only justly, but liberally, 
with the soldiers and their dependents; and I am sorry that in the 
closing hours of this session the policy of the Republican party, 
as it has been administered by the present Administration in the 
matter of pensions, has been called to the attention of the country 
as being an illiberal, unjust, and a wicked policy. 

I am satisfied that when this law has been interpreted by the 

proper Officials and set in operation it will be found that it is be- 
ing administered in nospirit of narrowness, and that it will result 
in great good to the soldiers and soldiers’ widows, and that there 
will be no just complaints made when the facts are all known and 
the country understands them. For myself I am willing to rest 
upon the belief that the Senator from Washington has simply 
undertaken this morning to make political capital out of this ques- 
tion, and I predict that his efforts in that respect, when all the 
facts are known, will prove futile, and that no good result will 
come to the country, to the soldiers, or to the political party he 
represents, from the attack he has made upon the Republican 
policy, unwarranted as it certainly has been. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURNER. 
response to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire discussion is out of 
order. Is there objection to the Senator from Washington pro- 
ceeding? 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Washington may proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, what I have done here was at 
the request of the representatives of the Grand Army of the Re- 

public. What I have said here was in response to the suggestions 
in the letter transmitting this bill to me, which was read at the 
desk, If those suggestions have a political character and weigh 
strongly against the party of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
: is the fault of the facts and the fault of that party and not my 
ault. 

Those soldiers, through that letter, called the attention of Con- 
gress to the fact that they were being harshly and illiberally 
treated by the Pension Department of this Government, and sug- 
gue that it ought to remain in session until legislation had 

n prepared and adopted which would cure the evils of which 
they were complaining. I simply went on to enumerate a num- 
ber of other things upon which Congress might profitably employ 
its time while this legislation was in the preparatory stages 
through which all legislation must go. 

The Senator from New Hampshire thinks 1 have been trying to 
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make political capital because I have called these matters to t¢} 
attention of Congress. I say again that if the facts I allude +, 
have a political tinge and bear hardly on the party in power 3t ; 
the fault of the facts and the fault of the party in power and 10: 
my fault, because I do what I have done and say what I ha, 
said pursuant to the duty devolved on me by the representatiy es 


| of this great fraternal organization. 


The Senator from New Hampshire seems to think that this m.{ 
ter is simply a complaint of claim agents. He says that Mr, Pat. 
rick is the sole sponsor of the bill, and he doubts if he has any 
credentials from this great organization, or if this bill is author- 
ized by that organization. I had read from the desk a letter to 
the President of the United States dated the 10th day of Apri), 
signed by General Shaw, the commander in chief of the Gra) 
Army of the Republic, by General Sickles, the chairman of | 
committee on pensions of the Grand Army of the Republic, and 





Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in | 


by Capt. George H. Patrick, of counsel in Washington for {)})o 
Grand Army of the Republic in matters of legislation, urging {});. 
identical bill, and I leave it to the Senator from New Hampshire 
who says that this bill is the product of claim agents and pension 
attorneys, to settle that matter between himse!f and these (js- 
tinguished soldiers. 

Mr. President, the Senator says that Mr. Patrick grossly injs- 
represented him, and in that manner he undertakes to cast (is- 
credit upon this bill. As 1 understood his statement, Mr. Patrick 
simply expressed the belief that the bill to which he referred and 
which he says he drew himself had been drawn in the office of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the offense 
Mr. Patrick comuritted was in repeating thatafter I had told him 
the facts. 

Mr. TURNER. Yes. Ido not wonder that the Grand Army 
of the Republic, in view of the treatment which they have received 
from the Interior Department, should be suspicious of legislation 
emanating from that quarter, and that when they find legis!ation 
which appears to be unfriendly to them and hostile to them the, 
should attribute it to thatquarter. The bill to which the Senator 
refers provides, I believe, for the appointment of five commissioners 
ata salary of $5,000 per annum to codify the pension laws of the 
United States. 

The opposition of the Grand Army of the Republic to that \)il! 
was that it was simply providing fat jobs for a lot of political 
favorites without any necessity. I guarantee that any lawyer of 
respectable standing can take the pension laws and codify them in 
a week, so as to make them entirely consistent and harmonious 
andintelligible. Yet this bill, presented by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, on which he prides himself, and as to which he 
offended because the Grand Army of the Republic opposed it, pro- 
poses an unlimited job, so far as time is concerned, for five political 
favorites, at a salary of $5,000 a year, to do this work which could 
be done by any intelligent lawyer in a week. 

He also complains that the Grand Army of the Republic, as rep- 
resented by Mr. Patrick, opposed another bill introduced by him, 
a bill providing that the Secretary of the Interior might send five 
typical pension cases to the Court of Claims in any one year and 
have them adjudicated by the Court of Claims. There have ven 
two laws upon the statute books for the last fifteen years under 
which the Secretary of the Interior might have exercised that 
identical power. There are two statutes under which he might 
at any time have sent pension claims to the Court of Claims w1th- 
out limit, to have an adjudication of that court upon them, and 
thus establish the a which should govern other claims. 

| If, having this unlimited power, a hundred and fifty thousand 
| pension cases have piled up on the Secretary of the Interior in tlc 
| last ten years, I should like to know how it is going to help re- 
| lieve this press to limit the power to five cases. That is the 
| proposition which the Secretary of the Interior embodied in the 
bill sent here to which the Senator from New Hampshire refers. 

Mr. President, I am not surprised that these old soldiers {cel 

aggrieved at the course which has been pursued toward thei ly 
this Administration, because when the retary of the Interior 
was drafting this bill to limit the right to five cases, when he 
already had the unlimited right, at the very moment that he sen! 
that hostile bill here, this bill, drafted by the representatives of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, was in the possession of the 
President of the United States under a request that he submit it 
to the Attorney-General for his opinion and for any corrections 
that the latter thought ought to be made, and that then he recvn- 
mend it to the Congress for passage. 

I do not think, in view of the experience in the Interior Dep:':- 
ment in the last ten or fifteen years, that there is any system 
which will procure an intelligent and a just and an equitable ai! 
ministration of the pension laws of the United States in the int: r- 
est of the veterans of our grand armies and of their widows exce}'' 
one which will place the adjudication of their claims in the hans 
of trained lawyers, who will decide them under the sanction of «1 
oath, and after such judicial proceedings as are always had in t!e 
courts of justice. 
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Mr ALLEN. Did the President recommend this bill as the 
Grand Army requested? 

Mr. TURNER. The President took no action in response to 
the request of the Grand Army of the Republic. Consequently 
they have sent the bill here for themselves. 

| was calling attention to the fact that at the moment when 
this bill was in the possession of the President under the request 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, the Secretary of the Interior 
was drafting a claptrap bill and sending it to Congress, intend- 
ing thereby to cut out the very thing which the Grand Army 
wanted, undertaking to give them, instead of a court to adjudi- 
cate pension cases the right to have five typical cases sent to the 
Court of Claims in any one year for adjudication. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go into any discussion with the 
Senator from New Hampshire concerning the propriety and the 
correctness of the former rulings of the Interior Department on 
these pension cases. I do take issue with him concerning the 
propriety and correctness of its rulings on the late law passed by 
Congress at the present session. I say that the construction given 
to that act by the Commissioner of Pensions is at variance with 
the construction which any common-sense lawyer would give to 
it and at variance with the purpose which Congress had in pass- 
ing it. But if there is any doubt about that, if the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire be correct in suggesting that pos- 
sibly this ruling may be correct under the peculiar phraseology of 
this amended bill, there is all the more reason for the Congress of 
the United States to remain in session until it has had opportunity 
to do justice to the meritorious class of persons who are now ap- 
pealing to it for relief. 

Mr. President, I have just had handed to me by Captain Patrick 
acopy of a disallowance by the Commissioner of Pensions of a 
claim of a pensioner, under the act of 1890, which would have 
been pensionable without further ado if the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions had given the proper construction to the amendatory act of 
1900. I shall not read it, but I ask that it may be put in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
printed in the Recorp. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., May 25, 1900. 


Sir: In response to your request for information relative to the above-en- 
titled claim for pension, you are advised that there has been no change inits 
condition since December 16, 1899, when full information as to its status was 
given you. ! ; 

lt is proper to add that if you desire to further prosecute aclaim for pen- 
sion under said act, it will be necessary for you to file a new formal declara- 
tion. : 

Very respectfully, H. CLAY EVANS, 


Commissioner. 








Without objection, it will be 


Mr. Jonun P. CAMPBELL, No. 908 G street NW., City. 

Norge.—This soldier was wounded by a bullet through left foot; his left 
arm was shot and is deformed; hada sword thrust through the body, where- 
from he walks and moves rather sideways, and his personal appearance in- 
dicates general weakness. 

He was pensioned but $3 per month under the general law, because his ma- 
terial witnesses had died or were unattainable, but mainly because of the 
absence of medical treatment in the field. 

He was advised to apply under the act of 1890, as his permanent and plainly 
apparent disabilities would permit a higher rating under thatact. Hisclaim 
was rejected, but the point to above notice is that new formal declarations 
re Sones under the act of June 27, 1800, since the amendment of May 9, 

Mr. TURNER. One word further, as to Mr. Patrick. 
known him for the last thirty years, He wasabravesoldier. He 
isan honorable man. He is not on the pension list, although he 
is entitled to be, if he cared to make application to become a pen- 
sioner of the United States. I have seen him in the company of 
General Sickles here as a representative of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, and have talked with both of them. He joined with 
General Sickles and with Commander in Chief Shaw in the letter 
to the President of the United States, and the intimation of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that he is not accredited by the 
Grand Army of the Republic in this matter is a gratuitous insult, 
which I feel he will withdraw upon reflection, because it is a great 
injustice to an honorable and a meritorious gentleman. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will say that Isat here last 
evening until 10.30 o’lock, hoping to pass the House pension bills 
that are on the Calendar, to give relief to certain old soldiers and 
their widows, and did not get anopportunity. They might all have 
been passed in the time which has been occupied by this discus- 
sion, which, I think, will be deemed unnecessary and fruitless by 
every thoughtful man. I desire simply to call attention to one ob- 
servation just made by the Senator from Washington, and that 
is that the Secretary of the Interior has under existing law the 
power to send any number of pension cases that he may please to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication, My only reply to the Sen- 
ator will be to ask to have inserted in the REcoRD a report made 
by me on the bill to which allusion has been ma/e, and a letter 
from Mr. William B. King, an attorney in the city of Washing- 
ton, who takes the same position in this matter that the Senator 
from Washington does, and the reply of the Secretary of the In- 
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thority. If I may be permitted to insert these in the Recor», that 
is all I care to say on the subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimons consent that the vote by 
which the Senate passed the resolution referring the bill (S. 3985) 
for the relief of Curtis & Tilden to the Court of Claims be re 
considered, and that the bill go to the Calendar with the favorable 
report filed on June 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 1 rose before the Senator from New 
Hampshire got permission of the Chair to have the letter and docu- 
ments printed, and I objected. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will allow 
me to have this matter from the Committee on Claims attended 
to. That is all, 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not care anything about that. I rose before 
the Senator from New Hampshire obtained permission to print 
Mr. King’s letter and the accompanying papers. 1 did not get 
the attention of the Chair. I was on my feet. 1 now object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to the publication of the papers and the 
letter accompanying them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the request, Mr. President. I 
will content myself by reading the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior, It is not very long, and is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

ai Washington, May 7, a 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 

United States Seni 
_ Sir: Under your reference I have considered the letter of William B 
King, of April 25, 1900, relating to Senate bill 4251. In substance, Mr. King 
suggests that section 2 of the act of March 3, 1883 (22 Stat., 485), authorizes 
the reverence by the Secretary of the Interior of pension claims to the Court 
of Claims, and that the pending bill (S. 4251), if enacted, would be, in some 
respects, a limitation upon the power of the Secretary of the Interior in this 
requact. rather than the conferring of a new power not hitherto possessed 

_ With entire respect for Mr. King’s suggestion, lam unable to agree with 
him either from the law standpoint or from that of practicable administra- 
tion. All of the statutes upon this subject were referred to in my com 
munication of the lé6th ultimo, transmitting a draft of what is now Senate 
bill 4251. Sections 1068 to 1065, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes relate to 
the reference to the Court of Claims of claims pending before the several 
Executive Departments. but section 1063 concludes with this proviso 

* Provided, That no case shall be referred by any head of a Department 
unless it belongs to one of the several classes of cases which, by reason of 
the subject-matter and character, the said court might, under existing law 
take jurisdiction of on such voluntary action of the claimant 


Without objection, the papers 


ite. 


To determine whether under these sections a claim could be referred to 
the Court of Claims it would be necessary to ascertain whether it belongs to 
one of the several classes of which the court can take jurisdiction at the suit 


of the claimant. 
eral declaration: 

“The Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
following matters: First, all claims founded upon the Constitution of the 
United States, or any law of Congress, except for pensions.” 

Section 14 of the same act provides for the reference to the Caqurt of Claims, 
by either House of Congress, of ‘‘any bill, except for a pension, * pro 
viding for the payment of a claim against the United States,” and thereby 
further manifests the disposition to withhold jurisdiction of pension claims 
from the Court of Claims. The act of March 3, 1887, also contains the decla- 
ration that all laws and parts of laws inconsistent therewith are thereby re- 
pealed, so that if, as suggested by Mr. King, any prior statute submitted pen 
sion claims to the jurisdiction of that court it was repealed by that act 

As suggested by Mr. King, section 2 of the act of March 3, 1883, supra, pro 
vided for the reference by an Executive Department to the Court of Claims of 
claims or matters pending in any of the Executive Departments, but the er 
tire subject-matter of that section is reenacted, with some slight changes ij 
section 12 of the act of March 3, 1887, so that section 2 of the earlier act ha 
probably been altogether superseded by section 12 of the later one 

Under section 12 of the act of 1887 a claim or matter pending in an Execu 
tive Department can only be referred to the Court of Claims “with the con 
sent of the claimant."’ The general limitation in the act against the consid 
eration of claims for pension by the Court of Claims probably applies to this 
section. See Court of Claims in Gordon vs. United States (26 ©. Clms. R., 307 
Cole vs. United States (29 C. Clms. R., 47). But apart from this, neither sec 
tion 2 of the act of 1883 nor section 12 of the act of 1887 in terms provides for 
a judgment by the Court of Claims or an appeal to the Supreme Court, or for 
relieving the claimant from the expenses of the prosecution of the clain 

A statute providing for obtaining judicial decisions of pension claims as test 
cases for the guidance of the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of 
the Interior in the disposition of similar claims ought not to be ambiguou 
uncertain. or cumbersome, and ought not to impose uponany one claimant the 
expense of obtaining a test decision for the benefit and guidance of other 
pension claimants and of the officers charged with the administration of the 
pension laws. 

Perhaps the highest evidence that section 2 of the act of 1883, to which Mi 
King refers, can not be invoked for the judicial settlement of pension claims 
with benefit either tothe Department or to pension claimants, is the fact that 
the Department has never considered, and no one has ever suggested that i 
ought to consider the propriety of referring a pension claim to the Court of 
Claims under that statute. 

I beg to urge that the enactment of Senate bill 4251 will afford very great 
relief to pension claimants and tothe Department. Mr. King’s letter is here 
with returned. 

Very respectfully, 


The act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat., 505), begins with this gen 


n 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary 
Mr. President, so far as I can see, that letter is conclusive on 
the subject, and I am fully satisfied that neither the Secretary of 
the Interior or the Commissioner of Pensions has authority under 
existing statutes to refer pension claims to the Court of Claims 
for adjudication. The Senator from Washington thinks differ- 


terior, in which he shows conclusively that he has no such au- | ently, but possibly he has not carefully examined the subject. 
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Mr. TURNE 
shire a question. The Senator complains that during the time 
taken up by this discussion numerous pension bills might have 
been passed. I desire to ask the Senator if he will join me in urg- 
ing upon the Senate that it remain in session long enough to pass 
all these pension bills? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not making promises this morning 
to the Senator from Washington. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 
crease of pension to James W. 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 4951) for the relief of 
Mrs. Ina J. Peel; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Cla‘ms, 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4952) making appropriation 
for payment of the salaries of certain officers in the district of 
Alaska for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S, 4953) for the proper, labeling 
of wine purporting to be champ. agne; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Manufactures, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, O. L. 
PrvUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had | 
on the 4th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (8S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 

An act (5S. 78) granting a pension to Samuel W. Childs; 

An act (5. 169) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 

An act (5. 314) granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 

An act (8S. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck; 

An act (5S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 

An act (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchins; 

An act (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll; 

An act (S. 1569) granting a pension to Phcebe E. C. Priestly; 

An act (5S. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 

An act (S. 1784) granting a pension to Mary S. Belding; 

An act (5S. 1776) granting a pension to John Carr; 

An act (5S. 1901) granting a pension to Elvira Hunter; 

An act (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 

An act (8, 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 

An act (5. 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 

An act (S. 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 

An act 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill; 

An act (S. 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; 

An act (5S, 3062) granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; 

An act 3188) granting a pension to George W. Newell; 

An act 8289) granting a pension to Isabella Underwood; 

An act (S. 3294) granting a pension to Louesa Moulton; 

An act (S. 3314) granting a pension to Mary I. Bradbury; 

An act (S. 3467) granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 

An act (S, 3327) granting a pension to Edwin M. Farnham; 

An act (8S. 3634) granting a pension to Mary P. Hunter; 

An act 3708) granting a pension to John H. Harrison; 

An act (S. 8899) granting a pension to James Cook; 

An act (S. 3900) granting a pension to Sarah Clark; 

An act 4077) granting a pension to Frances Horton Force; 

An act (5. 43153 granting a pension to Belle Bean; 

An act (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit- 
zer; 

An act 
Wilber; 

An act 
Bevens; 

An act 
Eaton; 

An act (S. 
G rid ley ; 

An act (S. 
Rutherford; 

An act (S. 
Coons; 

An act (5S. 
Logan; 

An act ( 
ler: 

An act 
C. Pyle; 

An act (S. 1864) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Blockson ; 

An act (S. 1441) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Hartzell; 

An act (S. 1548) granting an increase of pension to James Byrne; 
na act (S. 1552) granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 

nt; 





4950) granting an in- 
Barnes; which was read twice by 


163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
. 258) granting an increase of pension to Coryden 
. 306) granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 
410) granting an increase of pension to Harriet V. 
589) granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 
B. 


B. 


825) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
847) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. 1207) granting an increase of pension to Levi Chand- 


(S. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- | 
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An act (8.1553) granting an increase of pension to Samant): 
Barnes; Pr 
; - act (S, 1593) granting an increase of pension to Clar; 

neh; 

An act (8. 1758) granting an increase of pension to Farnham J 
Eastman; ; 
— act (S. 1822) granting an increase of pension to Isaa, 
Shup; 

: An act (S, 1831) granting an increase of pension to Henr 
sewis; 

An act (S. 1907) granting an increase of pension to Ry 
Paulding Meade; 
| Anact (S. 1919) granting an increase of pension to Conso] 

Victoria Kirkland; 
ae (8.1975) granting anincrease of pension to Annie [), 

ood; 
An act (S. 
| Scott; 

aoe act (S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to W 

Taylor; 

An act (5S. 2215) granting an increase of pension to Ro 

Koonce; 

An act (S. 2276) granting an increase of pension to Geo: 

Ragland; 

An act (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to J: 

Craig; 

An act (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to J: 

Sears; 

An act (S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Milt 

Daniels; 

— act (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Ch 

obart; 

oe act (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to C 

Voll; 

An act (5S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Josep! 
mire; 
An act (S. 

Gamble, jr.; 

An act (5S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to M 

Lochard; 

An act (S, 
Fletcher; 
An act (S. 

Madden; 

An act (8. 

Mullevy; 

An act (8S. 
Meylert; 
An act (S. 
well; 
An act (S, 3234) granting an increase of pension to Mary \ 
An act(S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F, 

Barton; 

An act (8. 277) granting an increase of pension to Solon ‘ 

An act (S. 3293) granting an increase of pension to Helen Har 
low: 

An act (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension to Lu 

Monson; 

An act (S. 3329) granting an increase of pension to Ka 

Warren; 

An act (S. 3337) granting an increase of pension to Bure! 
| Sherman; 
| An act (S. 3418) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A 
laide Ball; 

An act (S. 3549) granting an increase of pension to William - 
Keyes; 

An act (S. 3662) granting an increase of pension to Lou 
Smith; 

An act (S. 3788) granting an increase of pension to James 
liams; 

An act (S, 4006) granting an increase of pension to Edwa: 
Tucker; 

An act (S, 4007) granting an increase of pension to Be: 
Dunn; 

An act (S. 4040) granting an increase of pension to Mar 

Fage; 

An act (S. 4087) granting an increase of pension to El 
Mansur; ; 

An act (S. 4421) granting an increase of pension to A! 
Brown; ; 

An act (S. 4716) granting an increase of pension to Robert | 
Dyhrenfurth; 

An act (S. 2142) for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell! 

A joint resolution (S. R. 121) for the appointment of first 
tenants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army. 

The message also announ that the President of the Un 
States had on this day roved and signed the act (S. 8490 
amend sections 8, 9, and ib of the act entitled “‘An act revisin 


2101) granting an increase of pension to Geor, 


2941) granting an increase of pension to 


2977) granting an increase of pension to Ja 
2993) granting an increase of pension to |! 
3047) granting an increase of pension to W 
8058) granting an increase of pension to Ha: 


3154) granting an increase of pension to Kat 
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and amending the various acts esiablishing and relating to the | 
Reform Schoo! in the District of Columbia,” approved May 3, 1876. 
CURTIS & TILDEN. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the 
yote by which the resolution referring the bill (S. 3985) for the 
relief of Curtis & Tilden to the Court of Claims was passed, and 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar with the favorable report 
filed on June 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The bill will be placed on the Calendar, 

BETAUEL H. BRASTED, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Mc- 
CuMBER], who is absent, Iam requested to make a favorable re- 
port from the Committee on Pensions of the bill (H. R. 2362) 
granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted. It is a very short bill, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Cominittee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Bethuel H. Brasted, late chaplain Eighth | 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- | 
sion of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LABOR LEGISLATION, 


I offer a resolution, and ask for its imme- 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
diate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota offers a resolution and asks for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor be discharged from 
further consideration of H. R. 6882, an act limiting the hours of daily services | 
of laborers and mechanics employed upon work done for the United States 
or any Territory or the District of Columbia, thereby securing better prod- 
ucts, and for other purposes, and that saidcommittee be also discharged 
from the further consideration of H. R. 5450, an act to limit the effect of the 
regulation of interstate commerce between the several States in goods, 
wares, and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or 
in ray pemon or reformatory, and that both of said bills be placed upon the 
Calendar. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that the resolution go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will goover under the rule, 


GROWTH OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. KYLE. I present a paper on the growth and prosperity of | 
the United States from 1790 to date, and what has quebucel it. | 
I think it will be of value to the Senate and the people, and 1 
move that it be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. To accompany the paper I present a letter which | 
explains it, and ask that it be printed in the Recorp. 

ere being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed 

in the Recorp, as follows: 


My Dear Senator: From time to time since the Columbian Fair at Chi- 
cago, in which I was one of the judges of awards, I have been at work ona 
small volume of about 175 pages, in which I have attempted to make a con- 
densed showing of the growth and prosperity of the United States from 1790 
to date and what has prodaced it. 

It begins with the acquisition of territory, giving date, area, and cost of 
each; then takes up every branch of national activity, including postal serv- 
ice, financial institutions, educational, national revenues, debt and credit, 
internal commerce, rai , telegraphs, telephones, etc., productive capacity 
as compared with European nations, wealth and debt as compared with other 
nations, manufactures past and present, icultural and mining products, | 
exports, growth of the iron and tin-plate industries, etc.. the conditions under | 
which we began, with a synopsis of the laws passed by Great Britain for 
the suppression of colonial industries, the condition of our people then and | 
now, the increase of wages, with lessening hours of labor and increased pro- | 
duction per capita, etc. 

Of course this is but a general idea of what itis. Now, what I want to | 

' 
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ask you is, would it be possible to have it published by the Senate as a public 
document? There is nothing political in it. It contains information which 
every intelligent citizen ought to have, and which can not be found in any 
other publication. I have spent a vast amount of time and labor on it in 
gathe the data and putting it in shape. 

My object is not to make money out of it, but to get the facts before the | 
public, as I think the facts presented will do much to make the people more 
contented with their condition and tend to allay the antagonism which now 
prevails between labor and capital. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. James H. Kye, Washington, D. C. 
KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary is instructed to examine 
and report whether any just right of the United States was lost or abandoned 
in the consent agreement made by counsel representing the Government in 
the decree confirming the report of the master in cases stated in the report 
of the Attorney-General, dated May 9, 180, which is herewith referred to | 
said committee. 


W. C. DODGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- | 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read again. My attention was diverted 
for the moment, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
read. 
The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. What are thoze cases, I will inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama? 
Mr. MORGAN. They relate to the Kansas Pacific Railway. 
_Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator hardly expects the Judi- 
clary Committee, in the crowded state of its business, to take up 

this matter at the present session? 


The resolution will again bo 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is th objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator a question. I suppose he 
does not expect it to be possible for the committee to d al with a 
subject so important during the present session. 

Mr. MORGAN. No: I do not think it possible, and furth r, I 
do not think the committee would doit. — 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 1 make no objection. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, 

LEWIS C, BEARD, 
Mr. GALLINGER. I offer aconcurrent resolution, The nec- 


essity for passing it will be evident when it is r 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follow 
Resolved by the Se the House of Representat ’ 7), TI 

President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of t enate 

granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Beard 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will state that the beneficiary has died 

within a short time. 
The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 


ad, 


na 


| and agreed to. 


RESISTANCE TO MILITARY AUTHORITIES IN 1847 AND 1848, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate 
such information as the files and records of the War Department may con 
tain showing the nature and extent of the insurrection against the military 
authorities of the United States in New Mexico and California in the years 


1847 and 1548. 
RESOLUTIONS FOR SEATING AND UNSEATING A SENATOR 

Mr. CHANDLER, There is on the Calendar an order, or reso- 
lution, offered by me May 7, 1900, declaring that a resolution for 
seating or unseating a Senator, when once before the Senate, shall 
always be in order as a question of privilege. In order to save 
the time of the Senate, I have prepared a memorandum concern 
ing the precedents on that subject, and I ask that the resolution 
itself may be referred to the Committee on Rules and that the 


| memoranda which I present may be printed as a document and 
| referred to the same committee. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from New Hampshire that the papers 
be printed as a document and that the resolution and papers be 
referred to the Committee on Rules, 

WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The morning businessis closed. 
The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from a 
previous day. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Mason, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States hereby expr 
that the war in South Africa may cease at an early day upon terms satisfa 
tory to those engaged therein, including independence for the South African 


States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
Mason] asked that this resolution might lie on the table subject 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones] was recognized some time ago. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator from Arkansas yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I yield tothe Senator from Colorado, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is a bill from the House on the 
table—the anti-trust bill—that comes over from yesterday, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado is 
recognized. The Chair will see to that bill in a moment, 

SAMUEL N, HOYT, 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 4447 
granting a pension to Samuel N. Hoyt be put on its passage. It 
will take only amoment. The beneficiary is a very old man, and 
he was a soldier in both the Mexican war and the war of the re- 
bellion, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior fe, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension rail, subject to the provisions and ¥mitations 
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of the pension laws, the name of Samuel N. Hoyt, late of Company K, First 
Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, war wit Mexico, and captain Com- 

xny K. Third Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, 
Rovent h Regiment illinois Volunteer many war of the rebellion, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $3 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 1 
| May to the Committee on Education and Labor, and there the. 


the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended soas toread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase | 


of pension to Samuel N. Hoyt.” 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to take the opportunity of the passage of 
the bi!l to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
whether he hopes to get the remaining pension bills disposed of 
to-day? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam glad the Senator has made that in- 
quiry, because it enables me to say that I shall make no further 
request for the consideration of pension bills. If individual Sena- 
ters have pension bills on the Calendar that they are interested 
in, they ought to endeavor to call them up. 


PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 


kota calls from the table House bill 10539 for its second reading, I | A. 101: : ] D 
| of the majority in both Houses, pending a campaign, sit duriiy 
the summer and either threaten that they will not take the tax 


suppose by title, or does he wish to have it read in full? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let it be read by title. 

The bill (H. R. 10539) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to pro- 
tect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopo- 
lies.” approved July 2, 1890, was read the second time by its title. 

Mr. PETTIGREW 
the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the motion of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 
inquiry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a motion pending to refer the bill to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I made that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be out of order, and therefore it could not be pending. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make it now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 


I now move that the Senate proceed to | : ; 
| but little revenue; the special tax on the sugar trust and upon 


The question is on agreeing to | © ] 
| tions can be compelled. Andso with regard to the tax upon in- 


I wish to make a parliamentary | 
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| will get the contributions. 


| that they should becomea law? 


| mer to take testimony and consider the proposition. 





That motion was declared to | 


I suppose when made now it takes | 


precedence of a motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
precedence of a motion to proceed to the consideration. 
ator from New Hampshire moves to commit the bill to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Mr, HOAR. Are those motions debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is debatable. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, on that motion I wish to 
make a very few remarks. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that bill—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
was recognized. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, this is a bill which, after a 


session lasting six months, has passed the House of Representa- 


tives almost unanimously. It is not much of a remedy, or much 


of a bill, but it can be amended so as to accomplish the purpose | 


intended. 
tion of the trusts in this country, if it will only exercise it. |) 
authority is given under the Constitution. We have the taxing 


Congress has ample power to legislate for the destruc- 


power by which we may tax every trust out of existence. This | 
Therefore it should be consid- | 


bill does not exercise that power. 
ered by the Senate and thus amended. 

Congress has power to remove the protection of the tariff from 
every trust in existence, and many of the trusts would go ont of 
existence if the tariff were removed under which they have been 
built up. All the great newspapers are complaining of the duty 
upon paper and wood pulp, because a combination has been created 
under the protection of the tariff which has enormously increased 
the price of those articles. So it would be with very nearly the 
whole list of those trusts which have been created since the pres- 
ent Administration came into power. 

There are other trusts, such as the Standard Oil trust, that are 
not affected by the tariff, but a tax upon their gross products 
could be levied by Congress, and thereby those trusts would be 
compelled to dissolve, because the burden of taxation would give 
to the individual sufficient advantage so that he could compete 
with that great organization in the market and thus drive them 
out of business. 

Therefore it seems to me that if we really mean to exercise the 
power given by the Constitution for the destruction of the trusts, 
it is our duty to consider this bill before we adjourn. Was the 
bill passed in the last days of the session with the intention that 
it should become a law? If it was, then the session must be con- 
tinued until we can act upon it. Was it passed for the purpose 


The Senator from South Dakota | 


Ample | 


A motion to commit will take | 
The Sen- | 


JUNE 5, 


of using it the coming summer as a club over the trusts of this 
country to compel contributions to a political campaign? Then 
everyone knows who will use the club and everyone knows who» 
I mistrust that this is the purpose o 
the bill, for there are other things which have happened to jus 
tify this suspicion. 
Two labor bills passed the House of Representatives in the Jas} 
few weeks. They were referred in this body on.the 23d day . 


sleep. The Committee on Education and Labor have reporte.| 
bills since those bills went to that committee. But those } 
have not been acted upon. No consideration has been given the, 
whatever. The majority of that committee is in sympathy wit), 


| the Administration. 


Were those bills passed by the other House with the intent 
Oh, no, Mr. President; they s; 

to have been passed by the other House for the purpose of holdin. 
them over labor during the coming summer, with the prom 
that their political course and conduct shall affect the legislat; 


| on those subjects next winter. 


There has been a clamor to repeal the war taxes. Hasanythiny 
been done? No; but the other House have passed a resolut 
that the Committee on Ways and Means may sit during the sq. 
An elect 


ison hand. It is very convenient to have a committee comp. si 


off or promise to take it off; for instance, to promiise to repeal t)> 
war tax upon beer, the tax being now $2 a barrel, $1 having |ec) 


| added to help defray the expenses of the war with Spain. so 


with the tax on the two great trusts, although small, yielding 
the Standard Oil trust can be held in the air and their contri})y 
heritances. 


And thus we are charged with playing politics! 
we have been outdone at the game. 


It seems that 
Under the circumstances al! 


| we can do is to show to the people of this country the situation 


and the facts and let them draw their own conclusions, 

I submit, Mr. President, that, as far as [ am concerned, I shal! 
resist the passage of any motion to adjourn until the measure 
now before us is considered by this body. 

The people of the United States have clamored for the election 
of Senators by a vote of the people. The other House, in response 
to this clamor, has submitted a constitutional amendment, ani it 
comes to us and is referred to an unfriendly committee, a majority 


| of whom are Republicans, and the joint resolution is reported to this 
I 


| cause the Republicans in this body would defeat it, if it came t ) 
' a vote; but they can go before the people in the coming campaign 


ody adversely. Why not submit that and submitit now? | 


and say: *‘A Republican House passed this measure and, if we are 


| reelected, we will put it through the Senate next year.” There is 


| time now. 





The summer is before us. We can stay here anotihier 
month and dispose of these great questions. 1 insist thatit is ow 
duty to do so, and if you will not do it I propose to have the }co- 
ple of this country know that you are playing a game. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President,[ am somewhat surprised that 
any person should object to a reference of this bill to the Judi 
ciary Committee. It is a bill creating high crimes under which 
people must be punished. I do not believe the language is sutti- 
ciently accurate for anybody to know what the crime is or whetiicr 
he is acriminal or he is carrying on any unlawful business. | 
think the matter ought to beinvestigated. The question of trusts 
should not be slaget with as mere buncombe. If we are to legis 
late against them we ought to do it as honest men, as lawyers, 
and as legislators. Do Senators seriously propose to pass suc!) 4 
bill without reference to a committee, a bill under which men are 
liable to ee Let us examine a few of the wonder!u! 
and extraordinary provisions of the bill: 

Secrron lL. Every contract, combination in the form of trust or others 
or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several Stat: 
with foreign nations, is hereby declared to be illegal. Every person 
shall make any such contract or engage in any such combination or cons))!! 
shall be deemed guilty ofa crime, and, on conviction thereof, etc. 

“Every contract, combination in the form of trust or otl 
wise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade.” What does that mean 
Does it mean that you restrain trade if you produce an article |!) 
competition with somebody? I should like to seo my honora)! 
friend from Maryland {[Mr. McComas] give a charge to a Jur) 
to convict somebody of a crime under this provision. How wou'! 
he define it if he were on the bench again? I hope he will think 
about that seriously and see whether he would feel authorize’ |) 
tell a jury that certain facts would in any case that could be 
proven render a man liable to criminal prosecution under this 
act. Then it goes on further: 

Sec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize or 
combine or conspire with any person or persons to monopolize, any part ©! 
the trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign nationsshal! 
be deemed guilty of a crime, etc. 
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It is impossible for a man to enter into a corporation to do any 
business without monopolizing a part of the trade. That is im- 
possible if you are in a corporation at all, or any other kind of 
business or partnership, because monopolize the trade that 
you yourself do. You do that exclusively, and to that extent you 
monopolize it, and the bill says in that case you are guilty of a 
crime. That provision would make every man engaged in trade 
a criminal, if carried out literally. Still, it is said the bill should 
not be examined by a committee. I do not want to vote on a 
measure like this until after it isexamined, I think it needs ex- 
amination. 

Sec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize or 
combine or conspire with any person or persons to monopolize, or any part 
of the trade or commerce among the several States. 

“Any part” of it. If he runs any kind of a business he monopo- 
lizes what he gets. What business he gets he monopolizes. If it 
means that he monopolizes any part of it, then, if he is engaged 
in the business, he is guilty of a crime. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator think that the Senate is 
just as competent to pass on this bill as a committee composed of 
thirteen persons? 

Mr. STEWART. No,Ido not. Ido not think that a body of 
this kind can consider sucha bill in the first instance. There must 
be some committee to take it up and frame the language. You 
could not frame the proper language here. It is an impossibility. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then a committee of the Senate, the Senator 
thinks, has more knowledge than the Senate itself? 

Mr. STEWART. There is no opportunity to change the lan- 
guage here, but you can offer amendments in committee to have 
it perfected. 

Mr. ALLEN. Youcan change the language right here on the 
floor of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. You could not get any two men to agree on 
the proper language. There would be a discussion that would 
last for four weeks over it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, you can. 

Mr. STEWART. No; it must be done by a committee. 
is the purpose for which committees are created. 
provides that— 

Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, 
in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of the United States or of 
the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce between any 
such Territory and another, or between any such Territory or Territories 
and any State or States or the District of Columbia, or with foreign nations, 
or between the District of Columbia and any State or States or foreign nations, 
is hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract 
or engage in any such combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a 
crime, and on conviction thereof, etc. 

It goes on in the same crude manner from beginning to end. 
However much there may be of buncombe in pretending to want 
to pass stich bills Ido not know. I do know, however, that this 
bill if passed would make Congress a laughingstock of the world. 
I hope it will be referred and put in shape so that it can be passed 
as other bills are passed. 1e framing of proper language for 
such a measure is one of the most difficult things to do. I do not 
know but that it is beyond the capacity of man to draw the line 
between legitimate combinations and partnerships and those 
monopolies which are oo and wrong. I suppose that line 
can be drawn, but at all events it can not be drawn haphazard 
for the purpose of en politics at the end of a session. Any 
attempt of that kind will do the pee that attempts it no good. 
I hope the bill will be referred and that we will legislate on the 
subject in a business way, as we consider other measures. Let it 
be considered by the Judiciary Committee as we would have any 
other difficult question considered by the appropriate committee. 
If they can bring forward anything that ought to be passed, I am 
in favor of passing a law that will restrain oppressive monopolies 
or crush the combinations that are injurious. 

I want it considered seriously by the committee and framed to 
meet the case if possible. But is it seriously proposed that we 
shall, in the last hours of the session, when other business is com- 
ing in, attempt to frame language to meet a case as difficult as 
this, where the House has made such a lamentable failure in the 
bill they have sent to us? I do not know what occurred in the 
other House, and if I did it is not proper to speak of it; but if a 
committee in the House made such a failure, certainly we must 
not try to do it in open session in the last hours without any 
deliberation whatever. I will vote to refer the bill, and take the 
responsibility, and I am willing that I may be criticised as advocat- 
ing trusts just as much as you please. I do not think I must dis- 
card my common sense in order to be recognized as an honest man 
before the community. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
The question is on the motion to commit the bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, this question is either an impor- 
tant one or else it has been unduly magnified by those who claim 
to be the friends of the bill. If it is a matter of importance it 
should be acted upon, and if we do not act upon it I do not know 


That 
Then section 3 
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any other way in which we can more emphatically say that we | good authority to speak of that question as the Senator from 
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do not regard it as a matter of importance. It will depend upon 
whether we give this a practical direction as to whether we shall 
be judged to be sincere when we say that we are in favor of anti- 
trust legislation. 

Mr. President, w@can not deceive the country, we can not even 
deceive ourselves into a belief that we are proceeding in good 
faith in carrying out the assertions which we make in this regard 
if we give such a direction to this measure as practically insures 
that it will not be acted upon at this session. . 

I have no objection to a reference of the bill to the Judiciary 
Committee if Congress intends, when referring it, to put itself 
into a position, or rather keep itself in a position where it can act 
upon the report of the committee; but in the face of the avowed 
purpose to adjourn this session on to-morrow a motion to refer 
means but one thing, and everybody knows it. The country will 
know it. It means simply that we do not intend to act upon it at 
this session of Congress. Therefore, upon the motion to refer, I 
say in all respect to those who vote for it, I think it will be re- 
garded as an indirect way of defeating the bill. It is the same as 
if we had voted not to consider the bill, and the same as if we had 
voted, in case it were considered, not to pass it. 

Now, Mr. President, a great outcry has been 1nade in one branch 
of Congress as to the necessity of trust legislation. There has 
been a most vigorous attempt made to pass a constitutional 
amendment upon the subject, and failing in that, in the closing 
hours of this session (not necessarily the closing hours, but the 
hours in which the dominating party declareand have determined 
shall be the closing hours) with a great flourish of trumpets this 
bill has been passed in the other branch of Congress and sent here: 
and those who avow their opposition to trusts and who have it in 
their power, by the prolongation, if you please, of this session, to 
act upon it, intend that this bill shall stop here and not become a 
law by passing it in the Senate. 

Now, what is the effect of that? By the passage of the bill 
through the House of Representatives it is intended that the great 
public demand that there shall be anti-trust legislation shall be 
appeased, and by the stoppage of it in the Senate it is intended 
that the friends of the trusts shall not be offended. 

Mr. President, it is a very serious question for the American 
people, not simply in the effect upon the ordinary business of the 
country, but in the effect whiclt is given to these powerful com- 
binations to control the Government and to say who shall be its 
officers and what laws shall be enacted. 

In this connection I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the most remarkable thing I ever heard and the most remarkable 
thing I ever saw in the Senate. I fancy that the country has 
never been the witness to what we saw and heard in this Chamber 
two days ago. 

A Senator in his place in this Chamber stated as a fact that the 
manufacturer of ships, a prominent, and the most prominent, firm 
engaged in the manufacture of war ships for the Government, 
had stated that in 1892 he was approached by the officers of the 
Republican party and induced to give $100,000 to the campaign 
fund of that party upon the assurance that that money wouid be 
returned to him or made good to him in the contracts which he 
should have in the building of war ships. 

Now, Mr. President, the remarkable thing that I want ¢o call 
the attention of the Senate to is this: I heard that statement. I 
did not doubt that it would then and there be promptly chal- 
lenged. I did not believe that such a statement could be made in 
the Senate of the United States in the presence of the leaders of 
the Republican party and no one deny it or call it in question. 

Now, that was not made in a thin Senate; it was made in a full 
Senate. It was made when the present chairman of the national 
committee of the Republican party was in his seat and heardit. It 
was made when the chairman of the national committee of the Re- 
publican party in the campign of 1892 was in his seat and heard 
it; and yet no one either challenged it or denied it. 

Mr. President, in the absence of such a challenge and such ade 
nial, the country must believe it is true. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. I do, with pleasure. 

Mr. HANNA... The Senator alludes to the fact that the chair- 
man of the Republican committee was in his seat and did notdeny 
the statement made. 

Mr. BACON. If I am incorrect in that, I certainly made it in 
the utmost good faith. I think I saw the Senator present. 

Mr. HANNA. IfI undertook to reply to all such statements 
made upon this floor, I would occupy more time than the Senator 
from Georgia does in the Senate. I considered it unworthy of 
notice and declined to dignify it by a reply. 

Aside from that, Mr. President, I have nothing to say as the 
manager of the campaign of 1892, but I did have the same inter- 
est that all good citizens feel in a contest of that kind, and I knew 
something about the conduct of it. I have as much right and as 
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Georgia, and I say most emphatically and decidedly that I do not 
believe it is true, and I never did. 

The chairman of the Republican committee of 1892 is present, 
and can speak for himself; but so far as any such insinuation ex- 
tends to the campaign of 1896, I deny it. If ig is made inferen- 
tirlly as connected with that campaign, and as concerning any part 
of the conduct of that campaign, I deny it. No such intimations 
were made, no threats were made, and no promises were made to 
any individual or any corporation for or in consideration of con- 
tributions made during that campaign. The Republican party 
do not do one thing that is talalaed in by Senators upon the other 
side; they do not assess laboring men and mine workers a dollar a 
month for preliminary work in the campaign. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I understood the Senator to say 
that he desired to ask me a question. I have not heard him doso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia will 
please suspend. The hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrec- 
tion in, and tothe government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded by 
Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on the 
10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempora- 
rily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON, Before the Senator proceeds, one Senator having 
interrupted me, I prefer to reply to him before I again yield. 

Mr. CARTER. I think it is probable that an answer can be 
made in both cases because the replies will not be dissimilar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

; Mr. BACON, 
make a speech. 


It depends on whether the Senator desires to 
If so, I think he ought to wait for his own time, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. BACON, Yes. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to briefly reply to the suggestion, pos- 


sibly it might be called a charge, made by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, that in 1892 the Republican yecty conducted a campaign— 

Mr. BACON, The Senator will permit me to correct him be- 
fore he goes on. I have simply stated a fact, which was that that 
charge had been made by another Senator in the Senate. Neither 
the Senator from Montana nor the Senator from Ohio can say that 
I have used any other words, but I expressed my astonishment 
that at the time the statement was made neither the Senator from 
Ohio nor the Senator from Montana had made a denial of it. I 
certainly did not make any charge myself. The remarkable fact, 
as it appeared to my mind, was that a denial had not been made. 

Mr. CARTER. r. President, the statement of the Senator 
from Georgia now made, to the effect that at some other time 
some other person made a certain statement, is the first intima- 
tion I have had that any statement of the sort was made on this 
floor during this or any other session of Congress. 

The Senator from Georgia in suggesting that some other person 
made a statement—— 

Mr. BACON. Ihave not suggested it. I stated it. 

Mr. CARTER. Stated it as a fact? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; made right here on this floor. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator stating that some person did make 
a statement to some extent regardless of the disclaimer, must 
assume-some responsibility for the statement made, As I under- 
stand the statement said to have been made by some other person, 
it is that it was claimed that in 1892 the Republican campaign 
was conducted with funds collected from certain combinations, 
persons, or associations as the result of certain promises made 
that, in the event of success, definite things would be done, This 
is the first time that I have heard of any person anywhere making 
such a statement. 

I have knowledge of what was done during that campaign, and 
there are other Senators a this floor who know of each and 
every transaction connected with the conduct of the campaign of 
1892, who will bear me out in the statement that the charge that 
a promise of any kind, character, or description was made durin 
that campaign, pledging the Republican party or any member o 
it to any-policy or anything not legitimately proclaimed in its 
ant is absolutely false, and a statement that can only be 

sranded as a lie, without one solitary iota of fact to justify even a 
suspicion that the proof exists. 
nere Was no manne. received during the campaign of 1892, ex- 
cept the voluntary offerings of the ple of the country who 
ieved that in the triumph of Republican principles the coun 
would be saved from the incubus of the ocratic party an 
continued in the enjoyment of the prosperous times such as the 


— 


Harrison Administration had given us up to 1892. The party 

failed, notwithstanding unlimited prosperity existed at the time 

= thereafter the country paid a severe penalty for the party's 
efeat. 

Mr. President, I trust the Senator from Georgia, who had some- 
thing to do with the conduct of the Democratic campaign in 1892 
sufficient to do with the conduct of that campaign to know that 
the Republican organization conducted its affairs in a manly 
honorable, and upright way, will be one of those ready to testify 
upon this floor to the fact that he does not believe the statement 
made by the gentleman to whom he refers as having made astate- 
ment for which the Senator from Georgia does not vouch. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will theSenator from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from South Dakota will for- 
bear for a moment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the Senator is rather bound to 
yield to me under the circumstances, 

Mr. BACON. Before I do, I wish to say one thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. BACON, I will yield in a moment. 

I simply desire to say one thing. Senators who have spoken 
have endeavored to withdraw attention from the issue to what 
might be regarded as a personal attack upon me. Each of the 
Senators who has spoken has taken occasion, at least indirectly, 
to make a reflection upon me personally. Each one of them knew 
that he was not speaking with candor; each one of them knew 
that the impression which he was trying to make, that I had 
made the charge, was, when he made that effort, not only insin- 
cere, but in doing it each one of them knew that it was untruth- 
ful, because there was no possibility that my language could be 
misunderstood. 

There was no possibility that either of the Senators could have 
imputed to me responsibifity for the charge. On the contrary, I 
had said that the charge had been made in this Chamber by a 
Senator, and that neither of the Senators who had spoken had 
denied it, and the thing which had astonished me and for which 
I expressed astonishment was that they had not denied it. 

Mr. President, the Senators, if they had desired to be candid, 
if they had desired to be truthful in the impression which they 
wished to make, would not have attempted thus to attribute to 
me that which they knew was untrue, but would have addressed 
themselves particularly to the issue. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. President, I desire those two Sena- 
tors to say at the proper time, at such time as they shall choose, 
whether or not it is true that in the campaign of 1892 the Cramps 
paid $400,000 to the campaign fund of the Republican party, and 
whether, if itis true, they propose to make the American people 
believe that any man or any association or any corporation gave 
$400,000, or any approximate sum, to a political party without the 
expectation that they would be reimbursed through the agency of 
that party in the control of the Government. 

Mr. President, while I should like to say more, I will yield io 
the Senator from South Dakota—I yield simply to him, but I do 
not yield the floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I stated a few days ago 
upon this floor that in 1892 the Cramps contributed $400,000 to the 
Republican campaign fund and expected to be recouped out of 
contracts for building ships for the Government. My authority 
for that statement is Mr. Cramp himself, who told me on a return 
trip from Europe on one of the ships of the American Line these 
facts. He didnot makeit private. He said he believed the money 
was not expended for the purpose for which it was collected; that 
he was assured that with that sum the Republican party could 
certainly win the election; that he was told where it would be 
expended; and that he had put detectives out and found the 
money had not been expended where it was promised it would be, 
and the result was disastrous; they had been beaten; and he con- 
sulted with me as to whether there was any possibility of his get- 
ting any portion of the money back from the committee. He 
intimated that it had been used for some other purpose than for 
campaign purposes. 

Further than that, Mr. President, I stated these facts to the 
gentleman who was that year chairman of the Republican com- 
mittee, and he smiled and said: ‘‘ We did hit the old man pretty 
hard.” [Laughter.] You can draw your own conclusions. _ 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Hanna] says that if he spent his 
time in answering such charges as that he would take up more 
of the time of the Senate than the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Bacon] consumes, as though that were an answer. No wonder 
that the Senator from Ohio makes that reply; no wonder that he 
gives that as his answer to the charge, for if he should spend his 
time in answering similar charges to those contained in the docu- 
ment which I hold in my hand, and if he spent time enough to 
convince the American people that the facts herein stated are un- 
true, he would spend a great deal more time in this body than is 
consumed by the Senator from Georgia. 
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I hold in my hand the report of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections of the Senate on the election of M. A. HANNA to 
this body. The minority report of this committee is signed by 
Senators TURLEY, PETTUs, and CarrEery. I will first read from 
the report of the majority: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred the cer- 
tified copy of the report of the committee appointed by the senate of Ohio to 
investigate the charges of bribery in the election of Hon. MARcus A. HANNA 
to the Senate of the United States, having considered the same, report back 
to the Senate said certified copy, and further report as follows: 

This certified copy of the report of the @nate of Ohio, being a typewritten 
document, was presented to the United States Senate by the Vice-President 
on May 28, 1898, having been received by him through the mails, and was re 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections on motion of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but no order for printing was made. It has, 
however, been put in type for the use of the committee. Thecontents of tho 
certified copy are the ** Report of the committee appointed by the senate of 
Ohio,” including the testimony, of which 500 copies were printed by the Ohio 
senate, and the report further ordered to be printed in the appendix of the 
State senate journal. 

The closing paragraph of the report, signed by the chairman and three 
members, recommends its adoption by the State senate, and that a copy 
thereof, with the testimony,“ be transmitted to the President of the Senate 
of the United States, of which Senator HANNA is a member, for such action 
asit may deem advisable.”’ The clerk of the State senate in certifying on 
May 26, 1898, that the papers transmitted were a true and correct copy of the 
report of the committee, adds as to the report the words “and adopted by 
the Ohio senate.”’ 

From the above statement it will be seen that no direct remonstrance, 
memorial, or protest setting out that Mr. HANNA was not elected Senator or 
that he ought to be expelled, coming from parties asserting readiness to 
prosecute their charges, has been presented to the Senate. Nor has the re- 
ception on May 28, 1898, of the certified copy of the State senate report been 
followed 7 by any appearance before this committee of any prosecuting 
parties or by the submission to the committee of any additional papers from 
any source. Nevertheless the committee have given an examination to the 
report of the Ohio State senate committee, the points of the same, concisely 
stated, being as follows: 


The specific charge is what the committee call “four main facts” stated | 


in language as follows: 
I have read that much from the report of the majority of the 


committee foe the purpose of showing that they start off by say- | 


ing that no one appeared in an authoritative way from the State 
of Ohio to prosecute the case, and so the majority report in favor 
of Mr. HANNA. 

Now I will read from the report submitted by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], from the minority of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


IN THE MATTER OF THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED BY THE 
SENATE OF THE STATE OF OHIO TO INVESTIGATE THE CHARGES OF BRIB- 
ERY IN THE ELECTION OF HON, M. A. HANNA TO THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES, 

We can not concur in the report of the majority of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections in the matter of the report of the committee appointed 
by the senate of the State of Ohio to investigate the charges of bribery in the 
election of Hon. M. A. HANNA to the Senate of the United States. 

The charge is that early in January, 1898, an attempt was made by H. H. 
Boyce and others to bribe John C. Otis. a member of the house of represent- 
atives of the general assembly of the State of Ohio, to vote for Marcus A. 
HAnNaA for the Senate of the United States. 

Among other things, the majority of the committee say: 

** Moreover, it seems clear to this committee that it would not be justified 
in recommending any action to be taken by the Senate without further testi- 
mony to be taken by the committee. The question whether additional evi- 
dence should be taken has been the only difficult question which the com- 
mittee has considered. It is clear that Mr. Otis never had any intention of 

ielding to bribery. Heencouraged Mr. Boyce by the advice of others only 
in order to entrap him. Then he carefully withdrew and substituted his at- 
torney, Mr. Campbell, to continue the negotiations. Mr. Campbell labored 
toinduce Mr. Boyce to offer money, and finally, as he says, obtained $1,750 
from him as part payment on $3,500 to be paid for Mr. Otis’s vote for Mr. 

HANNA, leaving $6,500 to be paidif Mr. HANNA waselected. At this point 

public exposure, through Mr. Otis, Mr. Campbell, and their associates, took 

place. Mr. Boyce disappeared, and the incident was closed. 

“That Mr. Boyce, operating in Cincinnati, where Mr. Otis lives, had rela- 
tions with Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus, the State capital, the 
State senate committee undertook to prove by the evidence of various de- 
tectives, professional and amateur, who listened at telephone wires and 
shadowed Mr. Boyce, Mr. Hollenbeck, and others. 
mittee was carefully and skillfully made. It was not wholly devoid of re- 
sults; it raises pregnant suspicions that Mr. HANNA’s representatives at 
Columbus knew what Mr. Boyce was doing. But this whole line of inquiry 
would require verification by testimony to be taken by the Committee on 
Privile and Elections before that committee would be willing to found 
conclusions thereon.” 


The quotation which I have just read is from the report of the 
majority of the committee. Now, we will see what the minority 
further say: 


The attempt on the part of Boyce to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. HANNA is 
clearly proven by Campbell, who, from his testimony, seems to have been a 
lawyer of large practice. One thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars was 
oe in cash by Boyce to Campbell as attorney for Otis. Boyce agroed to pay 

1,750 more when Otis reached Columbus and a balance of $6,500 if Mr. HANNA 
was elected. 

We will now refer to portions of the evidence before the committee of the 
State senate of Ohio bearing upon the relations existing between Mr. Boyce 
while &t Cincinnati and Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus. It is 
shown that Mr. HANNA and Majors Dick and Rathbone 

This is the school in which Rathbone was educated, it appears 
[laughter], and became familiar with the ideas of ‘ benevolent 
assimilation.” 

It is shown that Mr. HANNA and Majors Dick and Rathbone (Dick and 
Rath being managers for Mr. HANNA) were at the Neil House in Colum- 
bus, Ohio, where Mr. HANNA had his headquarters, for a part of three weeks 

January 12, 1898. The private telephone used in Mr. HANNA’s 
uarters was Xo. 1092. 
testifies that on Friday, January 7, 1898, about 11 o'clock, he was called 





The effort of the com- | 
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up over the telephone from the Great Southern Hotel at Columbus by a G 
eral Boyce. He had never heard of Boyce before. Boyce stated that 
“had come on from New York to see Otis on important business and had 
reached Columbus on Wednesday about two hours after Otis had left 
The result of the conversation was that Boyce and Otis agreed to m« 
the Gibson House that evening. Later in the day Boyce telegraphed 
that he would reach Cincinnati at 5.30 o'clock. Otis says he met Boyce at 
the Gibson House between : 


qt 





















) C ».30 and 6 o'clock tevening and had a cony 
sation with him in which the Senatorial question was discussed, and the 
agreed to meet again the next evening. Myers.a cler] »Gibson H 
testified that at about 6.40 p.m. on the ithofJanuarya ‘ame over the tele 
phone from Columbus for General Boyce, but he could not be found at the 
time. It was repeated a little later on, at which tir General Bo wi 
standing in the lobby He was at once called the tel in the hot 
office. Myers said he heard Boyce say, “HU lajor Di ind spea 
HANNA being sore. 

Mr. CLARK. Read it all. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will read it all, 

This conversation,as faras he heard it, My he rey } 
ager of the hotel, who told him if Boyce wish » the tele] . 
arrange for himtouse the one in the mana private oftie« ' : 
numbered 548. It seems the two telephones were so conn ed tl r 
listening at the telephone in the hotel office could overhear everyt h 
passed through the telephone inthe 1ager’s private oft Now 
of the telephone company in Columb yw that January 7 t ‘ 
one call from telephone 1082 at the Hanna headquarters toteley M8, 
on House, and that was at about 8 p.m. Myers testifies further t! RB 
went to the theater after supper on the night of the7th, r { 
somewhere at about 10.45 p.m. In the meantime another call ha trae 
him from Columbus. He was so notified and went tothe telephone in tl 
manager's private office and called up telephone 102 at Columbu 


Myers said he listened at the telephone in the hot 
was said, taking notesof same at the time. He says Boyce addressed t 
son in Columbus as ** Major,” told him he had seen **O.," had arranged 
ters, and it would take $20,000 down; that the Major replied: “ They d 
know about that; they would see ‘ H.’”’ 


This is getting a little closer than the communication of the 
Senator from Wisconsin {[Mr. SPOONER] undertook to attribute 
to Aguinaldo. That seemed to be very satisfactory proof to the 
Republicans, and I hope this will be 


and that then there was an intermission of about five minutes, when the 
person at Columbus said they would give $10,000 down and $10,000 when it 
was over; and that the conversation continued concerning Mr. “OO.” and 
what they would pay him for his vote. The books of the telephone company 
in Cincinnati show that on the7th of January, 1898, at about 11.20 p. m., Boyce, 
from telephone 548, called up Columbus and talked with Rathbone eleven 
minutes 


I do not suppose they were talking about the post-office business 
in Cuba at this early day— 


and the telephone books in Columbus show that telephone 548 in ¢ 
called telephone 1002 in Columbus at about 11.15 p. m. on that day. 

Myers and two other employees of the Gibson House testify that at al 
12 o'clock the same night another call came from telephone 1002 


You must remember that *‘ 1092” was the telephone in HANNA’s 
headquarters at Columbus, Ohio— 


at Columbus for Boyce. Myers claims to have overheard this conversation 
also, and to have taken notes of it, copies of which were produced in full, and 
which are as follows: 
CoLuMBus. Mr. Boyce in? 
CINCINNATI. Yes 
Co.LuMBuUs. Call him to long-distance te 
CINCINNATI. Who wants him’? 
CoLumbBus. Columbus does. 
CINCINNATI. Allright; wait five minutes 
Boycer. Hello, Columbus! This you, Major? 


‘office and heard 


i 


incinnati 


+ 


} 


ephone. 


MAJOR. (Major) Yes. 

Boycr. What do you want? 

Masor. Have been talking to H. and he says: ‘‘Suppose he won't put sig 
nature on paper—what will we do’ 

Boyce. I will fix that all right: but if I wasin his place I would not sign 
paper, as it is a foolish play. His price is $20,000. (DICK is speaking to 
HANNA.) 

Masor. If he wants protection, exchange notes and accommodation | i 


with him, as that will protect both of you. He don’t want him alarm: 
Boycr. How will you arrange matters? 


MaAJor. I will speak to HANNA 
It is not “H” this time, but ‘‘I will speak to HAanNA”— 


I will send Hollenbeck down in the morning. He will be there about 10; 
may be alittle late. We are afraid that if Mr. O. falls out the rest will go to 
pieces. We will make it in a package and give it to Hollenbeck, so he can 


transfer it and not know wie he is doing 

Boyce. What shall I —— him to dor : 

MAJor. To vote for HANNA and the HANNA wing of the Republican party. 
I want you to make him feel as though he were among friends. ve him to 
understand that he will be treated as one of us 

Mr. TELLER. Who is writing this? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a conversation that occurred over 
the telephone between Mr. Hanna’s headquarters at Columbus 
and Mr. Boyce. 

Mr. TELLER. Who else? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Major Dick— 

Give him to understand that he will be treated as one of us, and we will 
not overlook him when the fight is over. The terms are $10,000 and the rest 
as s00n asitis over. You want to méet Hollenbeck to-morrow and stay with 
him until he is ready to come back to Columbus, and then, if possible, come 
up with him. ' ; ; : 

Boycr. I will doas you say. I think everything is all right and in good 
shape. I ama very good judge of human nature, and I don't think that Mr. 
O. will betray us. It he should, | would have him killed 

MaJor (laughingly). Dead men tell notales. Myers is up to some tricks 
again to night. : 

Boyce. Whatishedoing? _ 

Mason. I only heard it mentioned. ; 

Boyce. Major, you will hear good news from Washington Sunday mornin 
over the long-distance 'phone. 

MAJOR. hat is it about and who is it from? 

Boycg. I can’t tell you; but it is away up and is of the best. 


Gi 


. 
° 
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MAsor. As soon as your meeting is over to-morrow call me up and let me 
know what you did. 

Boyce. Justing, of Fairfax County, is all ht. 

Mason. I think Governor Bushnell is tired of the whole thing, and if he 
gets a chance he will give it up and drop out. Good night. 


Now, I read from the minority report: 


Hollenbeck, according to the evidence, did arrive at the Gibson House next 
morning, January 8, and had one or more interviews with Boyce. Miss 
Javobs, a stenographer at the t#ibson House, testifies that on January 8, at 
1.0 p. m., she took notes of a conversation between Hollenbeck and some one 
at telephone 1092, Columbus. Her notes were produced and show the con- 
versation to have been as follows: 

SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—1.30 p. m. 


Hello! Will you tell 1092, at Columbus, that Hollenbeck is now at the Gib- 
son House—that is, Mr. Hollenbeck? I will wait for him. 

Q. Hello! Is this long distance? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you hear anything from Columbus? 

A. — line in Columbus is busy how, but I will call you as soon as I can 
yet them. 
. I will wait right here. 

A little later: 

Mr. HOLLENBECK. Hello! This is Hollenbeck: 

CoLtumbus. Is this Hollenbeck? 

Mr. H. Yes. 

CoLuneus. Say, hold that line and just wait a minute there. [After a 
few minutes’ pause.) Hello! 

Mr. H. I did not succeed in finding Mr. Schmidlapp, but found another 
man who got the matter. 

Co_umMBus. Who got the other matter? 

Mr. H. The other man. 


This Hollenbeck is said to be the ‘‘ Mr, H.” in this conversation. 


Cotumpus. Who was the other man? 

Mr. H. He is all right. 

CoLumBus. But who is he? 

Mr. H. One of your friends—all right. 
day with you. 

CoLumBus. To whom did you deliver the message? 

Mr. H. General Boyce 

CoLuMBus. What became of the letter to Schmidlapp? 

Mr. H. The Schmidlapp letter was left with Mr. Schmidlapp. 

CoL_umBus. Did he see the letter? 

Mr. H. He was not in, but it was left with his private man. 

CoLuMnus. What was done with the draft? 

Mr. H. That was returned. 

CoLumMBuUs. What was done with the letter? 

Mr. H. The letter was left. You can reach Schmidlapp by telephone at 
St. Louis, if you want him. 

*“CoLumBus. I do not care for that. 

“Mr. H. The General feels very well over the outlook. 

“OoLuMBus. Did you find the other man? 

“Mr. H. The other man has not come in yet. 

“CoL_umMBusS, There is a telegram here, dated at Springfield. 

“Mr. H. Lhave not telegraphed. Have not said a word to anybody. 

“Co_LumBus. That is strange. 

“Mr. H. Shall I chow the letter introducing me? 

“CoL_umeBus. Do as you think best. Here is the telegram I got. It reads: 
‘Springfield Depot, January 8, 1898. Party left train at Springfield.’ That 
is the telegram received. 

“Mr. H. I did not send any telegram toanybody. That is very funny. I 
was very careful not to be seen; went down dark alleys and byways. 

“Co_umBus. How about the General? 

“Mr. H. Iam not supposed to know anything about him, but he is very 
well and very happy over it. F 

“CoLumBuUs. You have to be watchfui. 

“Mr. H. I will be that. Good-by.” 

(And telephone rang off.) 

The books of the telephone company in Columbus show that on January 8, 
at 1.30 p. m., te!ephone 1092 called up telephone 548 in Cincinnati. 

Otis says he had his second interview with Boyce at the Gibson House 
Saturday evening, January 8, 1898, at about 3 p. m. 

Miss Jacobs says that about 6.45 p. m. on January 8 she took down a con- 
versation between Boyce and Rathbone. Her notes are produced and show 
the conversation to have been as follows: 


SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—about 6.45. 


Major RatupBone. Hello! Is this Gibson House? 

General Boycr. Yes; we are still alive. My party has just gone. He has 
been here ever since 3. We have gone over the ground pretiy thoroughly. 
A signed letter or telegram, which I am authorized to give the President out 
of deference to him—do you understand? He isall right; is very much inter- 
ested. He is thoroughly convinced that if he did not come in that others 
would do it without him, but he says that neither Lane nor Droste will vote 
for HANNA. I want to tell you that. Hecan not do much with Droste. He 
says that Droste is jealous of him because he thought he got the inside of the 
speakership, but both of these men have asked him to help them about the 
committee. He thinks he could get Lane if he had somebody to go to Lane. 
He wanted to know if we counted the majority without that? 

CoLuMBus We do. 

Boycr. But of course we want them both. 

CoLumBus. Yes. 

Boyce. Can you make any suggestionat all? Well, I think the line for him 
to work on is that one to help out the committee, and he will do as they want 
him todo. I think that is the line to work on. We shall go ip bomet er on 
the train to-morrow, leaving here about 4 o'clock. Do not think that there 
will be anybody else on the train so far as we are interested. He thinks 
Droste is up there, and Lane, too. 

CoLumBus. Ido not know. 

Boyce. He is eager now to do something more—authorizing the telegram. 
He is coming again to-night, and we will spend most of to-morrow together— 
dine together. 

CoLuMBus. How about telegrams? 

Boyce. If he signed the statement and said he was going to vote for 
Hanna—that willanswer. Do not you think it will? 

CoLuMBus. Yes; if he si it. 

Boyce. Well, I wili tell you. One of the inducements you know as 
thoroughly—but that was not enough. He wants to be protected, etc. I 
told him he should be. 1 did not write any ey because I did not want 
him to have any paper. He has not told any up tothis time that he has 
been talking with me. He is afraid of Mason. nis going to give him 
some choice committee position, and, of course, he is shy of hence. I sup- 
pose there is no hope for him. 

CoLumBus. I do not know. 

Boyce. When Otis comes up thereand goes to Mason and says, ““Thething 
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is all up, Iam going with the others,” won't that help? Of course, if Mason 
knew that they were all going to break away, he would not be left in the 
lurch, would he? 

CoLumBus. No; I do not think so. 


This is a conversation, as I understand it, between Major Rath- 
bone, at Columbus, and Mr. Boyce, the agent of Mr. Hanna, at 
Cincinnati, heard over the telephone. In fact, it is stated in the 
minority report to be a conversation between those two parties: 


Boyce. I want to get your judgment. Both of us want to be judicious 
We do not want to expose him to fight. You will see that he is taken care o 
in Washington. 

Co._umBous. I canarrange at that end so there is no leak there. About that 
Ciegetens if you send it, send it through the Postal and let me know as quick!) 
as it goes. 

Boyce. He is coming back here about 9 o'clock or so, and we will have 
another talkabout these matters. Droste isasilvermanand would have vot«' 
for Gray, but Otis would not have voted for Gray anyhow. In his mind wa 
Kurtz and Bushnell when I opened the campaign. 

CoLuMmBus. As soon as you come I would like to see you and have a confe; 
ence with you. Supposing we meet at 10 o'clock, unless I notify you to t)o 
contrary, at 263 East Broad street at 10 o'clock. 

Boyce. Will be at the Great Southern. We expect to leave here on t} 
Pennsylvania line about 4 o'clock, but we are going to settle definitely 
night or tomorrow. Good-by. E 


Now, the minority of the committee say: 


The telephone books in Cincinnati_show that at 6.52 p.m.,on January s 
Boyce, from telephone 548, talked to Rathbone about thirteen minutes; an 
the telephone books at Columbus show that at 6.50 p. m., on January 8, te! 
phone 548, at_Cincinnati, called telephone 1092 in Columbus. According | 
Campbell and Otis, Boyce’s first interview with Campbell was on Saturia 
night, January 8. Other interviews followed on Sunday, and it was in th: 
interviews that the terms for the purchase of Otis’s vote were finally agr 
upon between popes and Campbell. Campbell says in these conversatio: 
Boyce wanted to know if they could not arrange for the votes of Droste anid 
Lane, and other members of the legislature, mentioning the sums that | 
could get for these votes, and stating that there would be a large amount 
divide between them. 

Now, Miss Jacobs testifies further that on January 9, at about 11.35 o' clo: 
a. m., she took down another conversation between Boyce and Columbus, 
which was in the following words: 


SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 11. 


Boyce. Hello! Is this the Major? 

MaJsor. Yes; waita minute. [After a moment's pause.] Hello! 

Boyce. How are you, Major? 

Mason. I recognize you. 

Boyce. Well, | wanted toaskif you have any direct connection with either 
Droste or Lane? These men were all elected here on a pledge, and our 
little friend, who is interested, would like to have the others come, and |i 
brought to me a lawyer, who wants to makeadeal. They would not do it 
unless they received a consideration for it. He says that under no circum 
stances does he think Droste will vote for the Senator unless for these r 
sons. Do you think I can put any omeneete upon Lanecoming our way? 

MaJor. I do not know; we are catching them as fast as we can bring the: 


This is what Major Rathbone said from Columbus: 


Boyce. Do you put much faith in Jones? 

MaJor. He can not get away. 

Boyce. I said in the first place we did not need either Droste or Lane, only 
for their strength. Now, you know there is going to be a conference to-nig):! 
with the other fellows. is not it wise for us to keep away and not come’ 

MaJsor. I do not know, General. 

Boyce. You know when a man is safe he is safe; thatisall there is about i| 

Major. They telegraphed them all to come down. 

Boyce. If anything should occur between now and 2 o'clock, will you ring 
me up, please? 

Masor. Yes; 1 will. 

Boyce. The young lawyer is cumming 
these men were elected on a pledge sayin: 
ator HANNA? 

Masor. I know that. 

Boyce. It wasa uliar thing to get this man off Jones or Manuel. This 
man had pledged himself. This man had pledged himself to become elect! 
He has been afraid all the time, and is now afraid, of the Enquirer. 

Mason. [do not think they will have much to say. During the heat of 
the discussion the whole thing would be wiped out. I think we are in goo! 
shape. We have got the men with us. ; 

»ycRE. We want a clear majority for our side without any questio: 
There is no doubt but what we will have 17 of the senators. 

Masor. There ought to be 18. I don't see why Burke should not come in 

Boyce. My man would like to have Mason for HANNA very much. You 
see Mason votes before he does. He couldn't raise a question then about it 
lf I will not come up there I will notify you. I shall see in an hour or two 
whether Lane or Droste are both here,or one of them. No one seemed tv 
know last night and I couldn't findout. Ishallknowinanhourortwo. Th 
latest information is that Droste would nominate Gerrard. 

Masor. Iam to have a conference a little later, and then we will see what 
is to be done. I will let you know. Good-by. 


The minority of the committee go on to say: 


The telephone books in Cincinnati show that on January 9, at 11.18 a.m, 
Boyce, from telephone 548, talked to Rathbone in Columbus for ten minutes, 
at a cost of $2.50, while the books in Columbus show that on said day te! 
phone 1092 at 11.15 a. m. called telephone 543 at Cincinnati, at cost of $2.50. 

There was other evidence before the State senate committee tending to 
show the intimate relations between Boyce and Mr. HANNA’s managers, but 
it would ay this report to unnecessary length to quote it. ; 

We think that the evidence to which we have already referred, standing 
as it does uncontradicted and unexplained, shows that certain of Mr. HANN A's 
managers at Columbus not only knew the aeryeess which Boyce had in view 
in Cincinnati, but also that they aided, abetted, and advised him in carryins 
out these pur’ s,and that this state of affairs existed while Mr. HANNA 
was present at his headquarters. 

This view is strengthened by two facts disclosed in the report of the State 
senate committee: 

First. That many of the witnesses, whose testimony apparently would 
have thrown much light upon the subject under inquiry, denied the jaris 
diction of the committee and refused to testify under the advice of counse!, 
who stated that they represented the interests of Majors Rathbone and Dick 
and Senator HANNA; and 

Second. That Mr. HANNA and his representatives had subpeenas sent them 
by mail, which seem to have reached them, calling upon them to appear be- 
fore the State senate committee, to which they made no response. 


to see me again. You understand 
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The report of the majority says or > not doubt that if facts appeared 
from the report of the committee of the State senate requiring the United 
States Senate, out of a proper regard for its own reputation, to take further 
testimony concerning Mr. HANNA’s election, it would be the duty of the Sen- 
ate to proceed without waiting for further prosecution of the case coming 
from residents of the State of Ohio.” 3 

We think such facts do appear from the report of the committee of the 
State senate, and that this body should direct further inquiry and investiga- 
tion to be made. 

Now, the report from the State senate of Ohio, which comes 
here, recites in substance the facts which are recited in the report 
of the minority of the Senate committee; and the minority who 
signed the report which I have read was composed of Senators 
TURLEY, Pettus, and CAFFERY. 

Mr. President, these things are known to the American people. 
It will not do for the Senator from Ohio to stand up here and say 
that charges of this sort—if he answered all that are made he 
would not do much else—are unworthy of his consideration or his 
notice, From the senate of his own State come these charges; 
from a minority of the committee of this body came these charges; 


and yet the Senator from Ohio says they are unworthy of his no- | 


tice; that they are little things. I believea member of the House 
of Representatives from Ohio stated that a vast sum of money 
was collected to carry on the campaign of 1892, and that it would 
take a bigger one next time. I think I can turn to the record 
where he states the sum; and it runs into the millions. Where 
was the money got? 

Mr. Havemeyer testified that he contributed to the campaign 
fund of the political parties. It is hard to get this testimony, of 
course. Men make armor plate at a profit of millions upon mil- 
lions, and the privilege is conferred upon them by a political 
party. Men build ships and say that they made vast contribu- 
tions because of the enormous profits they expect to make. We 
deliberately pass a bill which allows this Administration, on the 
eve of a political campaign, to make contracts for 35,000 tons of 
armor plate, most of which is not to be used until long after the 
campaign is over, and we fix a price so that there is a profit of 
$7,000,000 in the contract. We let it out to two concerns which 
are known to be in collusion. We let it out to them without 
competition. There is no doubt in the mind of any man who 
is familiar with the last campaign that from those people will 
come vast contributions for the coming campaign. What other 
sources are there? As I stated this morning, the beer people want 
to get rid of the war tax on beer. They are ready to negotiate 
and they are negotiating. They will give their contribution with 
a promise of relief next year. 

here are so many of these things that it would take the time 
of one member of this body to repiy to them, if he tried to reply, 
and therefore he will not reply; and he then undertakes to escape 
the damaging facts by saying they are unworthy of his notice. 
Oh, Mr. President, men who are engaged in these things, when 
exposed, can make no other answer. They must say, ‘‘ Oh, it is 
too small a matter in the course of my great life.” Bribery and 
corruption, collection of funds for corrupt purposes, the securing 
of legislation in order that funds may be enlarged in quantity. 
A little matter of $400,000 is hardly worth the notice of men en- 
gaged in such transactions. So we are to be called upon to pass 
legislation, extravagant legislation, in order that funds may be 
collected. 

It would be better if we would simply pass a bill saying that so 
many million dollars shall go to the Republican party out of the 
Treasury to conduct its campaign, and thus save the difference 
between the amount they get and the amount that goes in profit 
to the cdntractors in excess of what they are rightfully entitled to. 

I did not care to get into this controversy, but there is more of 
it. Iam not at all afraid of Senators staying here and discussing 
it just as ’ong <s they want to discuss it. There are many more 
th'ngs that can be said and told in regard to these transactions, 
but I do n>t care further to take the time of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HOAR. [rise t» ask unanimous consent with reference to 
this matter, which will save some time, if the Senator from Georgia 
will allow me. 

Mr. BACON. Ihave yielded to a great extent. I simply de- 
sire a few moments, and then 1 will bethrough. I had not yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has no right—— 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. HOAR. A Senator has no right, under the rule, to parcel 
out the floor and then regain it. 

Mr. BACON. In response to the inquiry of the Chair 

Mr. HOAR. I only rose to ask that the report of Mr. Garfield, 
which is about four pages long, be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. FORAKER, I do not understand that any Senator has 
been recognized. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Ohio 
— to a question of personal privilege. 
im. 
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Mr. FORAKER. I think it is due to the Senator from Ohio, 
my colleague, or to myself, in part representing Ohio on the floor 
of this Chamber, to reply to that which has just been said by the 
| Senator from South Dakota, We claim that as our privilege. 
This is a matter that I think we can take care of ourselves. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Ohio 
is recognized on a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I feel like offering an apology to 
| the Senate for pursuing this subject any further. The fact that 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perriarew] had the docu- 
ment upon his desk and the readiness with which he seemed to 
be prepared to take up these questions seriatim show that it is all 
a prearranged plan, that it is all a part of the tactics of the gen- 
tleman, So his statement that he has been forced into this dis- 
cussion by any remarks of mine goes for nothing. 

I wish to say only a few words with reference to the personality 
of this matter. Of course it is well known to the country that 
there was a pretty lively scrap in Columbus, and it is also known. 
because it was given the widest publicity, that it wasa c mspiracy 
on the part of the Democratic party and a few traitors in the 
Republican party, of the same nature and kind as the gentleman 
from South Dakota, who is determined, if possible, to prevent 
Ohio from having another Senator in the United States Senate. 

This is the first time I have heard that report, and I was inter- 
ested very much in the cunning devices that were concocted, as I 
believe, out of who!e cloth. The first knowledge I had that any- 
thing of this kind was going on came to me in a pubiication in a 
Democratic evening paper in Columbus on the evening of the day 
when this conversation, so reported, was sxid to have taken place. 
I immediately sent for a reporter of the Associated Press of this 
country and dictated a few lines to the public, denying in toto 
the truth of any statement made that I had any connection with 
it or knew anything aboutit. That was my case, and there it has 
rested from that day to this. 

As far as the instigators of this conspiracy are concerned, I have 
never seen or heard of them from that day to this, and as to the 
perpetrators of the deed, it was the Democratic party in the State 
of Ohio, through its agents in the State senate at Columbus and 
its allies and traitors, prominent among whom was this man 
Burke, from my native city, who upon every stump in that cam- 
og pledged himself that if elected to the State senate it would 

9 his first privilege and duty to vote for me for the United States 
Senate. He got to the senate through those promises. 

Mr. President, with reference to the investigation in the legis 
lature, Mr. Burke’s vote was the balance of power in the Ohio 
Senate. He made the eleventh vote out of 21—10 Democrats and 
10 Republicans. He was a traitor, a scoundrel; and he lent him- 
self—i do not know for what—to this conspiracy. When that in- 
vestigation was ordered there was one man in the Senate, James 
R. Garfield, who was conceded the privilege of being one of the 
investigating committee. The others composing the committee 
were three Democrats and this traitor, Burke. When Mr, Gar- 
field made the request, or the demand rather, that [should be rep- 
resented by counsel, it was denied, of course, by a bare majority 
vote. Every particle of testimony that was produced before that 
committee was arranged beforehand, and everything that looked 
to defense was stricken out or driven out. 

Mr. President, let us look at the sequence. This man Burke, 
who was at the bottom of it, aud wrote, as I understood, the ma- 
jce¢ity report of that committee, has since been disbarred and dis- 
graced in Cleveland as a blackmailer, and to-day he stands worse 
than a criminal before the public. Ican better tell how his asso- 
ciate in this case is regarded at home by reading a little paragraph, 
which has been laid on my desk. from a paper in South Dakotz. 





This is addressed to Senator PETTIGREW: 

[ am in receipt, under the Senatorial frank, of a copy of one of R. F. Pr 
TIGREW'S recent fulminations. In plain words, Mr. Pertiarew, Dakota 
ashamed of you; ashamed that a man so devoid of patriotism should misrep 
resent her sentiment and stain her honor; ashamed with the keen, humiliat 
ing repugnance the Apostles felt toward Judas, the patriots at Yorktown for 
Benedict Arnold. 

If I cared to bring such things into the Senate, I could give 
that gentleman a few more instances that would not be very 

jleasant to him. I am not on my feet to-day to make any defense 

Cefore the Senate, because when the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections had this matter before them, I went to the chairman 
and to individual members of the committee and begged the privi- 
lege of being called before them and put on the witness stand. [| 
was told it was not necessary that any evidence should te pro- 
duced. 

Now, with reference to the political phase of this question, and 
that is all there is in it, I have no reason to believe, nor do I be 
lieve, that the Senator from South Dakota expects that such a 
harangue from him will produce any effect upon this country. | 
will not take the time to answer the Senator from South Dakota 
in placing before the country what he considers arguments to In- 
duce people to desert the principles of the Republican party 

{ and follow him as the Moses who expects to lead them out of the 
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wilderness of this Democratic-Populistic combination. I think he 
will fail in that. I have sat in my seat sometimes and wondered 
if the man was sane, to have the audacity to appeal to a patriotic 
and intelligent people with such rot as he has put into the Recorb. 

Oh, no, Mr. President; the gentleman will find that he is mis- 
taken in the poo of the United States when he attempts, 
through mud slinging and accusations, to influence their decision 
when they are called upon at the polls next November to decide 
upon the principles that are at issue and not the men. When it 
comes to personality I will stand up against him and compare my 
character to his, 1 will let him tell what he knows; then I will 
tell what 1 know about him. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr, CARTER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Montana pardon me for 
a few moments? Then I will yield the floor. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BACON. I must insist on proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. CARTER. [Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can certainly defer it for five min- 
utes. I was entitled to the floor when the Senator from Ohio 
rose to address the Senate, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order, 

Mr. CARTER. I think I have a right—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will state his point of order. 

Mr. LODGE. My point of order is that a Senator can not take 
the floor and then dole it out to this Senator or that. When he 
leaves the floor he leaves the floor to the Presiding Officer to rec- 
ognize whom he pleases. 

Mr. BACON, I was—— 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that a 
Senator can temporarily yield to another Senator. 

Mr. BACON, Irise—— 

Mr. CARTER, [rise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Montana insists, 1 will not 
interfere with his question of personal privilege. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
rises to a question of personal privilege. He will state it. 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. President, in the course of the observations 
made a few minutes ago by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW! he thought proper to make the statement that a gen- 
tleman highly respected throughout the United States, not pres- 
ent in this Chamber and having no right to be here to defend 
himself, made to the Senator on board a steamship, in midocean, 
I suppose, certain statements relative to the contributions said to 
have been made by him to the campaign fund of 1892, and in that 
behalf suggesting as supplemental to the conversation alleged to 
have taken place on board of the steamship the statement that the 
chairman of the Republican national committee for the year 1892 
had subsequently practically verified the statement said to have 
been made by Mr. Cramp on board the steamship in the course of 
a conversation alleged to have taken place between himself and 
the Senator from South Dakota. Inasmuch as this statement, put 
in the form the Senator from South Dakota chose to place it, re- 
flects upon me, I assume it to be my privilege now to reply. 

First, it is alleged that Mr. Cramp, a citizen of Pennsylvania, 
stated that he gave $400,000 to the Republican campaign fund of 
1892, I do not believe that Mr. Cramp ever made that statement. 
Mr, Cramp could not have truthfully made that statement, and I 
ae him to be a truthful man, Such acontribution never was 
made. 

From the Senator from South Dakota this morning came the 
first intimation that has ever reached me, directly or indirectly, 
that Mr. Cramp ever claimed to have made any such contribution. 
Through the eight long years that have passed since 1892 I have 
met Mr. Cramp repeatedly, and in no manner or form, by insinu- 
ation or direct statement, has Mr. Cramp intimated or suggested 
or stated that he had made any such contribution, or that any 
contribution made by him, if contribution was made, had been in 
any way diverted from the channel intended by him. 

When a campaign is organized by the Democrats, the Republic- 
ans, or the Populists, it is a fact well known that the executive 
committee, appointed by the national committee to conduct the 
campaign, appoints, on its own motion and for its own conven- 
ience, what is known to each of the committees as an advisory 
committee. The executive committee does not pretend to make 
the collections, its work being confined to the conduct of the 
campaign. 

The Republican committee of 1892 selected about fifteen gen- 
tlemen of the highest character and standing for the purpose of 


acting upon this advisory committee. That committee was not 
authorized to make any promise of any reward for any contribu- 
tion, and the character of the men absolutely forbade indulgence 
of the suspicion that they would either accept or exercise such an 
authority if given. 

I am led to believe that the supposed conversation on the steam- 
ship with Mr. Cramp was a pure creation of tho imagination, pre- 
cisely as the conversation assumed to have taken place with me a; 
a later date. Eight years have passed since that campaign, and 
yet my memory concerning conversations is fairly tenacious, if 
this conversation with the Senator from South Dakota ever oc. 
curred, it would certainly have conveyed to me the information 
he pretends to convey to the Senate, that Mr. Cramp, a highly 
respected citizen of the State of Pennsylvania, had charged what 
the Senator assumes to-day that he charged in the conversation 
on the steamship, to wit, that having contributed $109,000 to that 
fund the contribution was diverted from its course and not applied 
as ne thought it should be. 

If the Senator from South Dakota had at any time between 1892 
and this date suggested to me that such astatement had emanated 
from Mr. Cramp, due regard for my own honor and the honor and 
integrity of the eminent citizens of Pennsylvania who acted for | 
committeein that State would have impelled me forthwith to call 
upon Mr. Cramp for an explanation. 

Can any Senator or honorable man anywhere believe that, being 
charged in a conversation with an illegal, unauthorized diversio: 
of $100,000, nothing would be said about it; that Mr. Cramp would 
not mention it in the repeated conversations that have occurred 
since then, and that the committee, consisting of a member from 
every State of the Union, would be permitted to rest under the 
imputation of dishonorable dealing? The inference is too violent, 
It assumes corrupt purpose on the part of too many people. 

The conversation alleged by the Senator from South Dakota to 
have taken place with me never took place on the face of this 
globe. That is a pure creation of his imagination; and Iam at a 
loss to know why in the course of a debate, involving no personal 
controversy with me, because [ am unconscious of having pro- 
voked the malice of the Senator from South Dakota, sensitive as 
his malice is, to any extent calculated to justify the assault made 
here to-day. 

But, Mr. President, let me givea note of warning to the brethren 
on the other side of this Chamber. If thesealleged conversations 
had ever occurred, they carried with them between gentlemen a 
tacit understanding which no gentleman anywhere would disre- 
gard. Brethren onthe other side of this Chamber, you are hence- 
forth to deal, God knows for how long, with the gyrating political 
career of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Ever keep in mind the statements made by him to-day, state- 
ments which I brand, in so far as I am concerned, as untrue. 
The Senator was mistaken in the person with whom he talked; 
his memory is at fault; but if with Mr. Cramp the conversation 
did occur, I admonish those who manage political affairs on the 
other side to beware and constantly bear in mind the old adage, 
**Those who lie down with dogs may expect to get up with fleas.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to make a 
statement before the Senator proceeds. 

Some time ago the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LopGE] raised a question of order, that a Senator can not take 
the floor and then parcel out the time to other Senators and still 
hold the floor. The Chair hurriedly made a suggestion thatit was 
somewhat the custom of the Senate to dothat. The present occu- 
pant of the chair desires to be understood as holding to the view 
that a Senator can not take the floor and then permit other Sena- 
tors to make speeches in his time, and continue to hold the floor, 
because if that could be done the Senate might be held continuously 
in hearing oneside of aquestion. A Senator can yield the floor for 
a question, for any interruption in the nature of a personal ex))!:- 
nation, or matters of that kind, but in the case cited, the Senator 
from Georgia, after yielding to the Senator from South Dakota, 
who did make a speech, was first recognized by the Chair after 
the Senator from South Dakota had concluded. 

The Chair has felt that it was his duty to make this explana- 
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to ask a question of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will make his in- 
quiry. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Calendar shows this morning that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Mason] are down for remarks on different subjects to-day, 
and that I was to follow after the morning hour. I should like 
to ask the Chair when I come in under the notice given yester- 


day? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will suggest by way 
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of answer that the S: nator from South Dakota moved to proceed 
to the consideration o: a bill, and a motion was then made to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. That is a de- 
batable question, and the debate is proceeding upon that motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON, I hope the Senator from South Dakota will per- 
mit me 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I addressed the Chair first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from South Dakota 
was recognized. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, as far as the conversation 
with Mr, Cramp is concerned, it occurred as I have stated. I did 
not charge that the fundsof the campaign were diverted from the 
purpose for which they were intended. I said Mr, Cramp had 
suspicions of that sort in the conversation, and of course it is pos- 
sible that by further investigation he found the money had been 
used in the mannerin which he intended. Of that I know nothing. 

Neither did | intend to intimate on my own motion that the 
Senator from Montana had diverted the funds in any way. The 
purpose for which they were subscribed was possibly sufficient in 
that connection. 

As far as the conversation between myself and the Senator from 
Montana is concerned, it occurred in this Chamber at the time 
we reduced the price of armor plate to $300 a ton, and it occurred 
exactly as I stated, the Senator making the remark that ‘‘I guess 
we did hit the old man pretty hard.” Ll reiterate that statement. 

Of course anyone can stand on this floor and hurl personal 
abuse, If facts are damaging they are legitimate. Anyone you 
meet on the street can call names. If Senators desire to engage in 
that practice I shall not reply in kind or pay further attention 
to it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose 
of making any defense of my colleague |Mr. HANNA] as against 
the attacks that have been made upon him in this Chamber to- 
day, because, in the first place, and most particularly, it is not 
necessary for me or anybody else to make defense for him. He 
is capable at all times, and has demonstrated it over and over 
again, of taking care of himself; and never more conclusively has 
he demonstrated it than here to-day in repelling the assault that 
has been so unnecessarily and so unceremoniously and so without 
any justification whatever made upon him. 

What I rise for, Mr. President, is simply to supplement with a 
calm, dispassionate statement that had effect with all the people 
of Ohio, and will have effect with all the people of the United 
States when they are familiar with it, as to the matters about 
which the Senator from South Dakota has spoken, 

The statement to which I refer was made by a member of the 
committee that investigated these alleged charges on behalf of the 
senate of Ohio. That member was James R. Garfield, He is yet 
a young man, but, Mr. President, he is known all over Ohio, 
and I think I may say practically all over this country, as a 
son worthy of his illustrious father, a man of integrity, a man of 
character and high character in every sense of the word, a man 
who was competent to investigate the testimony that was offered, 
to make a judicial finding of it consistent with truth, and that is 
what he did. 

The report made by Mr. Garfield was a minority report, but, 
Mr. President, it speaks for itself. I would be glad if I might 
have an opportunity to insert the whole of it in the RECORD with- 
out detaining the Senate to read it. I want, in any event, to read 
some passages from it. 

He begins by depicting the character of the struggle we had in 
Ohio at that time. It was a struggle, of which my colleague has 
spoken as a bitter struggle. It wasa bitter struggle, the bitterest 
political contest that we have ever had in our State. There was 
more excitement about it, more things were done that perhaps 
could be criticised than ever were done in connection with any 
other contest of a similar character, chiefly because of the pecul- 
iar situation out of which the transactions arose that were under 
investigation. 

Mr. Garfield points out that the only testimony that had any 
tendency to convict or sustain the charges, I will say, that were 
made against my colleague was testimony that was gathered in 
an uncertain and surreptitious way by telephone. Parties were 
alleged to have been in use of the telephone and other parties 
were alleged to have had a cut-in wire, as it was called, over 
which they heard the conversation that passed, or claimed to have 
heard it; and then claimed to have made a stenographic report of it. 

It is not necessary for me to comment harshly upon any of these 
witnesses. Their own statements are enough to show the un- 
certain character of their testimony. Mr. Garfield, after point- 
ing all this out, then proceeds to state what was accepted by the 
great mass of the people of Ohio, if not by all the people of Ohio, 
as a fair presentation of the results of that investigation. He 
says: 

Upon this chain of so-called evidence— 
1 do not state more fully what it is, because the Senator from 
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South Dakota has put into the REcorD in reading what he did, 
the details of it all 
Upon this chain of so-called evidence those who have preferred theso 


charges attempt to connect Mr. HANNA, through some unknown agent, with 
Boyce; but, as has been shown, they in no way, by either direction or ind 


rection, have established such connection. The evidence offered is chiet 
interesting in its omissions of the most important connecting links 

First. Not only the failure but the lack of all attempts to connect Boyce 
with Mr. HANNA or any of his associates 

Second. The failure to identify the persons who are supposed to ha ed 
telephone 1092 in Columbus. 7 

Third, The destruction of all the original notes of those pretended conver 
Sations. 

Fourth. The failure to show any connection between Hollenbeck and 
Boyce. 

Fifth. The failure to connect Boyce, while in ¢ Jar yi 
with Mr. HANNA or any agent of his. . 

It will thus be seen by a careful review of all the testimony tl! 
absolutely no competent or credible testimony upon which to substantiate 
or confirm any portion of the charge that Mr. HANNA, either di 
directly, sought to obtain the vote of John C. Otis by the offer of any sum 
of money 

On the other hand, the testimony bears out the supposition that there was 
a scheme, carefully prepared and executed by the opponents of Mr. HANNA 
to secure his defeat te making this charge of bribery during the last day f 
the Senatorial contest A close analysis of the facts presented establis! 


this supposition most clearly 


That is all, Mr. President, that I care to detain the Senate t 
read from this report, but in view of all that has been said and 
view of its effect upon a member of this body, I ask unanimous 
consent that the whole of this minority report of Mr. Garfield 
may be inserted in the Recorp, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
made by the Senator Ohio? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1! shall not object if the whole report is 
put in. 

Mr. FORAKER. The minority report? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ‘The whole report. 

Mr. TELLER. The majority report: 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The whole report. It is not a very large 
voiume. If the Senator will publish the whole of it I shall have 
no objection. Otherwise I shall object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Isthere obj ction to the re jue t 
made by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object unless it contains the whole re- 
port. 

Mr. FORAKER, 
be inserted? 

Mr. HOAR. If that is done, I think the brief report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections of the Senate should vo 
with it. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. 
report. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection. 


y 


Is there objection to the r quest 


Does the Senator ask that the testimony also 


Then take the whole report, the entire 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. TELLER. Let us understand what is to.be done. Are 


there two reports, the report made to the Ohio legislature and the 
report made to this body, to be printed together? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that they are all contained 
in that volume. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. BERRY. 
nority. 

Mr. FORAKER, The majority report to this body on this case 
commences with a recitation of the fact that no citizen of Olio 
came here to prosecute the charges that had been made against Mr. 
Hanna. The reason why no citizen of Ohio came here to prose- 
cute these charges was because, as I have said, the people of Ohio 
accepted as a true result of all that testimony and all that inves- 
tigation the statements made by Mr. Garfield to which I have 
called attention, and nobody in all the State of Ohio felt after that 
analysis of the testimony and that report had been made like 
coming here to prosecute the charges against Mr. HANNa. 

Mr. President, I might detain the Senate to speak my mind as 
to the conduct of the Senator from South Dakota in at this time 
bringing a matter of this nature before the Senate, but I deem 
that unnecessary. I think what I have called attention to asa 
supplement to what my colleague has said is sufficient for the 
purposes of this case. The political features of it the country 
will understand, and the country will know how to appreciate, 
and the country will make response in November as Oregon made 
response yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheChair hears no objection to 
the request of the Senator from Ohio, and the order is made. 

The document is as follows: 


If so, I do not object. 


The majority report and the views of the mi 


[Senate Report No. 1859, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session.] 


ELECTION OF HON, M, A. HANNA, 


February 28, 1899.—Ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 


Mr, CHANDLER, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submitted the 
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following report on t} 
to the of the United states 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred the certified 
copy of the report of the committee appointed by the senate of Ohio to investi- 
gate the charges of bribery in the election of Hon. Marcus A. HANNA to the 
Senate of the United States, having considered the same, report back to the Sen- 
ertified copy, and further report as follows: 

rhis certified copy of the report of the senate of Ohio, being a typewritten doc- 
ument, was presented to the United States Senate by the Vice-President on May 

i808, having been received by him through the mails, and was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections on motion of the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TeLLeRr), but no order for printing was made, It has, however, been put in 
type for the use of the committee. The contents of the certified copy are the 
‘Report of the committee appointed by the senate of Ohio,” including the testi- 
mony, of which 500 copies were printed by the Ohio senate, and the report further 
ordered to be printed in the appendix of the State Senate Journal. The closing 
paragraph of the report, signed by the chairman and three members, recommends 
its adoption by the State senate, and that a copy thereof with the testimony “ be 
transmitted to the President of the Senate of the United States, of which Senator 
HANNA isa member, for such action as it may deem advisable.” The clerk of 
the State senate in certifying on May 26, 1898, that the papers transmitted were a 
true and correct copy of the report.of the committee, adds as to the report the 
words “and adopted by the Ohio senate.” 

From the above statement it will beseen that no direct remonstrance, memorial, 
or protest setting oat that Mr, HANNA was not elected Senator or that he ought to 
be expelled, coming from parties asserting readiness to prosecute their charges, 
has been presented to the Senate. Nor has the reception on May 28, 1898, of the 
certified copy of the State senate report been followed up by any appearance 
before this committee of any prosecuting parties or by the submission to the 
committee of any additional papers from any source. Nevertheless, the com- 
mittee have given an examination to the report of the Ohio State senate com- 
mittee, the points of the same, concisely stated, being as follows: 

The specific charge is what the committee call “four main facts” stated in 
language as follows: 

“The evidence taken by your committee, in its judgment, proves four main 
facts: 

“1, That on or about January 9, 1898, an attempt was made to bribe John C. 
Otis, a member of the house of representatives of the present general assembly 
of the State of Ohio to vote for Marcus A. Hanna for United States Senator. 

“2. That Henry H. Boyce was the principal offender in the commission of that 
crime. 

“3, That Maj. E.G. Rathbone and Maj. CHARLEs F. Dick were agentsof Marcus 
A. Hanna, and procured, aided, and abetted Henry H. Boyce to commit that 
crime. 

“4, That H. H. Hollenbeck aided said Henry H. Boyce in committing that 
crime.” 

Although there is no evidence that Mr. HANNA had knowledge of the alleged 
attempt to bribe Mr. Otis, the State senate committee argue that the proven 
relations of the above parties to Mr. HANNA are persuasive to the conclusion 
that he knew and sanctioned what they did. 

The only other point made by the State senate committee is that Hollenbeck 
and Boyce evaded the jurisdiction of the committee, and that Messrs. Rathbone 
and Dick, and Mr, HANNA himself, omitted to appear in response to subpoenas 
and invitations sent to them by registered mail. 

The report of the State senate committee appears to have been adopted by the 
Ohio State senate on April 23, 1898, by a vote of 19 yeas to 17 nays, Senator 
James K. Garfield made a minority report dated April 23, 1898, a copy of which 
is herewith submitted, in which he reviews the evidence and declares his belief 
that the conclusions of the majority report are ‘‘ contrary to the facts presented.” 
He further argues that the Otis case was the outcome of ‘‘a scheme carefully 
prepared and executed by the opponents of Mr. Hanna to secure his defeat by 
making this charge of bribery during the last days of the Senatorial contest.’’ 

The report of the State senate committee does not show the proceedings of the 
Ohio legislature when Mr. HANNA was elected Senator, but the record of the 
ballotings is as follows: 

The votes of Tuesday, January 11, 1898, were, in the house: Mr. HANNA 56, all 
others 53; in the senate: Mr. HANNA 17, all others 19; being 73 for Mr. HaNN« and 
72 for all others. 

On Wednesday, January 12, the joint balloting resulted as follows: Mr. HANNA 
738, all others 71; and Mr, HANNA was declared elected. 

Mr. John C, Otis did not vote for Mr. HANNA, buton both days voted for Robert 
E. McKisson, and his yote is included in the 72 and 71 opposition votes above 
given. 

There is no proof submitted either (1) that Mr. HANNA was elected Senator 
through bribery, or (2) that he had any agents engaged in carrying on his can- 
vass for the Senate who were directly or impliedly authorized by him to resort to 
corrupt methods or to any form of wrongdoing, or (3) that he had any personal 
nagietae of the facts of the Otis case. It may be said that there is no evidence 
which fairly tends to prove either of the foregoing three propositions. 

Upon the view of the case thus briefly stated, the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections has reached the conclusion that the United States Senate is not called 
upon to take any action in the premises. The utmost fact which the committee 
of the State Senate claim to have proved is that an attempt was made to bribe 
Mr. Otis, which failed. Without further facts than this the validity of Mr. 
Hanna's election will stand unimpeached, and the Senate is not called upon to 
search for further facts in the absence of any «pecification of such facts or of any 
distinct suggestion where they may be found, the whole demand of the State 
senate report that Mr. HANNa be expelled from the United States Senate being 
rested upon the Otis case. 

Whether, even if this unsuccessful attempt at bribery in the case of Represent- 
ative Otis were fastened upon the representatives of Senator HANNA by undoubted 
proof, the Senate would be called upon to take any action is not by any means 
clear. Certainly without strong evidence that Senator HANNA himself had know]- 
edge of the transaction the Senate would hardly be justified in doing more than 
expose the facts for condemnation by public opinion; and the exposure of such 
facts as the State senate say were proved has already been accomplished by the 
State senate report, while there is no direct evidence, and substantially no pre- 
sumptive evidence, that Senator Hanna had any knowledge of what was going on. 

Moreover, it seems clear to this committee that it would not be justified in 
recommending any action whatever to be taken by the Senate without further 
testimony to be taken by the committee. The question whether additional evi- 
dence should be taken has been the only difficult question which the committee 
has considered. It is clear that Mr. Otis never had any intention of yielding to 
bribery. He encouraged Mr. Boyce, by the advice of others, only in order to 
entrap him. _Then he carefully withdrew and substituted his attorney, Mr. 
Campbell, to continue the negotiations, Mr. Campbell labored to induce Mr. 
Boyce to offer money, and finally, as he says, obtained $1,750 from him as part 
peyment on $3,500 to be paid for Mr. Otis’s vote for Mr. Hanna, leaving $6,500 to 
»e paid if Mr. HANNA was elected. At this point public exposure through Mr. 
Otis, Mr. Campbell, and their associates took place. Mr. Boyce disappeared and 
the incident was closed. 

That Mr. Boyce, operating at Cincinnati, where Mr. Otis lived, had relations 
with Mr. HANNA’Ss representatives at Columbus, the State capital, the State senate 
committee undertook to prove by the evidence of various detectives, professional 
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and amateur, who listened at telephone wires and shadowed Mr. Boyce. Mr 
Hollenbeck, and others. The effort of the committee was carefully and skillful, 
made, It was not wholly devoid of results. It raises suspicions that Mr. HANN«’s 
representatives at Columbus knew what Mr. Boyce was doing. But this who 
line.of inquiry would require verification by testimony to be taken by the Com 
mittee on Privileges and Elections before that committee would be willing to 
found conclusions thereon. 

In reaching the opinion that the Senate is not called upon to take further test 
mony the committee are not unmindful of the fact that many witnesses refuse 
to testify when they appeared before the State senate committee, and that M; 
HANNA and his representatives had subpcenas sent to them by mail and did no: 
respond. Mr. Garfield, in his minority report, states the alleged reasons why \) 
HANNA did not appear, namely, that a fair and impartial hearing was im possi! 
because of the known hostility of the chairman of the committee, and becay 
the committee at its first meeting decided to refuse to allow any person whos 
name was connected with the investigation “to appear in person and be repro. 
sented by counsel.” 

The reasons why the Committee on Privileges and Elections do not decide to 
ask for power to take testimony may be restated as follows: 


I. 


The belief, heretofore suggested, that even if the unsuccessful attempt at briber 
into which Messrs. Otis and Campbell led Mr. Boyce were to be proved 
alleged by the State senate committee, the United States Senate would not f, 
called upon to do more than has already been done by the State senate, nam: 
expose the transaction to public view. To go over again the whole ground evy.- 
ered by the State senate merely for the purpose of such additional exposu: 
would be tedious, expensive, and unnecessary, 


Il. 


The fact that no case of bribery beyond the Otis case and no further spe: 
corrupt acts are alleged or suggested. The beginning and the end of the Stat. 
senate report is the Otis case. on 


The fact that there has been no demand for the prosecution of the inqui: 
coming from the State of Ohio, except by the transmission by the chief clerk «; 
the Ohio State senate of the senate report, as hereinbefore stated, to the Unite: 
States Senate for “such action as it may deem advisable.” This was received | 
the Senate on May 28, 1898, and referred to this committee, and from that tim. 
to this, as hereinbefore stated, no further interest has apparently been taken in 
the subject by any resident of the State of Ohio. 

The committee do not doubt that if facts appeared from the report of the co) 
mittee of the State senate requiring the United States Senate, out of a proper 
regard for its own reputation, to take further testimony concerning Mr. HAN» \’s 
election it would be the duty of the Senate to proceed without waiting { 
further prosecution of the case coming from residents of the State of 0! 
But, taking the case as it stands and noting the absence of such prosecution, t 
conclusion of the committee is not to ask the Senate for authority and directio: 
to take further testimony, but to ask to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the report of the State senate of Ohio. 

Mr. TURLEY, from the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
submitted the following views in the matter of the report of the commit! 
appointed by the senate of the State of Ohio to investigate the charges of bribery 
in the election of Hon. M. A. Hanna to the Senate of the United States: 

We ean not concur in the report of the majority of the Committee on Privil: 
and Elections in the matterf the report of the committee appointed by | 
senate of the State of Ohio to investigate the charges of bribery in the electic: 
of Hon. M. A. Hanna to the Senate of the United States. 

The charge is that early in January, 1898, an attempt was made by H. H. Bo. 
and others to bribe John C. Otis, a member of the house of representatives of i 
general assembly of the State of Ohio, to vote for Marcus A. Hanna for the Senat 
of the United States. 

Among other things, the majority of the committee say: 

** Moreover, it seems clear to this committee that it would not be justified 
recommending any action to be taken by the Senate without further testimony 
to be taken by the committee. The question whether additional evidence sho 
be taken has been the only difficult question which the committee has consi: 
ered. It is clear that Mr. Otis never had any intention of yielding to bribe: 
He encouraged Mr. Boyce by the advice of others only in order to entrap hi! 
Then he carefully withdrew and substituted his attorney, Mr. Campbell, to cor 
tinue the negotiations. Mr. Campbell labored to induce Mr. Boyce to of! 
money, and finally, as he says, obtained $1,750 from him as part payment on $3500 
to be paid for Mr. Otis’s vote for Mr. HANNA, leaving $6,500 to be paid if Mr. Han». 
was dooted. At this point public exposure, through Mr. Otis, itr. Campbell, and 
their associates, took place. Mr. ae disappeared, and the incident was clos: 

“That Mr. Boyce, operating in Cincinnati, where Mr. Otis lives, had relati 
with Mr, HANNa’s representatives at Columbus, the State capital, the St: 
senate committee undertook to prove by the evidence of various detectives, } 
fessional and amateur, who listened at telephone wires and shadowed M1: 
Boyce, Mr. Hollenbeck, and others. The effort of the committee was carefu 
and skillfully made. It was not wholly devoid of results; it r#ises peegea 
suspicions that Mr. HANNA’s representatives at Columbus knew what Mr. Bo) 
was doing. But this whole line of inquiry would require verification by testi- 
mony to be taken by the Committee on Privileges and Elections before that 
committee would be willing to found conclusions thereon.”’ 

The attempt on the part of Boyce to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. Hanwa is clearly 
pone by Campbell, who, from his testimony, seems to have been a lawyer 0! 
arge practice. One thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars was paid in cash 

Boyce sprees to pay $1,750 more 
when Otis reached Columbus and a balance of $6,500 if Mr. HANNA was elected. 

We will now refer to portions of the evidence before the committee of the Stat: 
senate of Ohio bearing upon the relations existing between Mr. Boyce while at 
Cincinnati and Mr. Hanna’s representatives at Columbus. It is shown that Mr. 
HANNA and Majors Dick and Rathbone (Dick and Rathbone being managers {or 
Mr. HANNA) were at the Neil House in Columbus, Ohio, where Mr. HANNA had 
his headquarters, for a of three weeks preceding January 12, 1898. The pri 
vate telephone used in Mr, HanNa’s headquarters was No. 1092. 

Otis testifies that on Friday, January 7, 1898, about 11 o’clock, he was called up 
over the telephone from the Great Southern Hotel at Columbus by a Gencra! 
Boyce. He had never heard of Boyce before. Boyce stated that he ‘had com: 
on from New York to see Otis on important business and had reached Columbus 
on Wednesday about two hours after Otis had left.” The result of the conversa- 
tion was that Boyce and Otis agreed to meet at the Gibson House that evenine. 
Later in the day Boyce telegraphed Otis that he would reach Cincinnati at 5.50 
o'clock. Otis says he met Boyce at the Gibson House between 5.30 and 6 o'clock 
that evening and had a conversation with him in which the senatorial question 
was discussed and they to meet again the next eveni Myers, a clerk 
at the Gibson House, testified that at about 6.40 p. m. on the 7th of January a cal! 
came over the telephone from Columbus for General Boyce, but he could not be 
found at the time. It was repeated a little later on, at which time General Boyce 
was standing in the lobby. He was at once called to the telephone in the hotel 
office. Myers said he heard Boyce say, “Hello, Major Dick!” and speak of 
Hanna being sore. 


by Boyce to ae as attorney for Otis. 
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This conversation, as far as he heard it, Myers says he repeated to the manager | CoL_umsvs. I do not care for that 


of the hotel, who told him if Boyce wished to use the telephone again to arrange } 
for him to use the one in the manager's private office, which was numbered S18. 
jt seoms the two oe were so connected that a person listening at the tele 
phone in the hotel office could overhear everything which passed through the 
telephone in the manager's private office. Now, the books of the telephone com- 
pany in Columbus show that on January 7 there was but one call from telephone 
1092 at the HANNA headquarters to telephone 548, Gibson House, and that was at 
about 8p.m. Myers testifies further that Boyce went to the theater after supper 
on the night of the 7th, returning to the hotel somewhere at about 10.45 p.m. In 
the meantime another call had come for him from Columbus. He was so notified 
and went to the telephone in the manager's private office and called up tele- 
phone 1092 at Columbus. 

Myers said he listened at the telephone in the hotel office and heard all that 
was said, taking notes of same at the time. He says Boyce addressed the person 
in Columbus as “ Major,’’ told him he had seen ‘0,’ had arranged matters, and 
it would take $20,000 down; that the Major replied: “They did not know about 
that; they would see ‘H,’”’ and that then there was an intermission of about 
five minutes, when the person at Columbus said they would give $10,000 down 
and $10,000 when it was over; and that the conversation continued concerning 


Mr. “0,” and what they would pay him for his vote. The books of the telephone | 


company in Cincinnati show that on the 7th of January, 1898, at about 11.20 
p. m., Boyce, from telephone 548, called up Columbus and talked with Rathbone 
eleven minutes, and the telephone books in Columbus show that telephone M8 
in Cincinnati called telephone 1092 in Columbus at about 11.15 p. m. on that day. 

Myers and two other employees of the Gibson House testify that at about 12 
o'clock the same night another call came from telephone 1092 at Columbus for 
Boyce. Myers claims to have overheard this conversation also, and to have 
taken notes of it, copies of which were produced in full, and which are as follows: 

‘‘CoLuMBus. Mr. Boyce in? 

“CINCINNATI. Yes, 

“CoLumBus. Call him to long-distance telephone, 

“ CINCINNATI. Who wants him? 

“CoLuMBUs. Columbus does, 

“CINCINNATI. All right: wait five minutes. 

“Boyce. Hello, Columbus! This you, Major? 

“MaJoR. (Major); yes. 

“Boyce. What do you want? 

‘Masor. Have been talking to H. and he says: ‘Suppose he won’t put signa- 
ture on paper—what will we do?’ 

* Boyce. I will fix that all right; but if I was in his place I would not sign 
paper, as itis a foolish play. His price is $20,000. (Dick is speaking to HANNA.) 

“Major. If he wants protection exchange notes and accommodation papers 
with him, as that will protect both of you. He don’t want him alarmed. 

“ Boyce. How will you arrange matters? 

“Masor, I will speak to HANNA. I will send Hollenbeck down in the morn- 
ing. He will be there about 10; may be a little late. We are afraid thatif Mr. O. 
falls out the rest will go to pieces. We will make itin a package and give it to 
Hollenbeck, so he can transfer it and not know what he is doing. 

*“ Boyce. What shall I pledge him to do? ¢ 

“Major. To vote for HANNA and the HANNA wing of the Republican party. 
I want you to make him feel as though he were among friends. Give him to 
understand that he will be treated as one of us, and we will not overlook him 
when the fight is over. The terms are $10,000 and the rest as soon as it is over. 
You want to meet Hollenbeck to-morrow and stay with him until he is ready to 
come back to Columbus, and then, if possible, come up with him. 

“Boyce. I will do as you say. I think everything is all right and in good 
shape. Lama very good judge of human nature, and I don’t think that Mr, O, 
will betray us. If he should, I would have him killed. 

“MaJor (laughingly). Dead men tell no tales, Myers is up to some tricks 
again to-night. 

“Boyce. What is he doing? 

“Major. I only heard it mentioned. 

“ Boyce. Major, you will hear good news from Washington Sunday morning 
over the long-distanee *phone. 

“Masor. What is it about and who is it from? 

“Boyce. I can’t tell you; but it is away up and its of the best. 

“MagoR. AS soon as your meeting is over to-morrow call me up and let me 
know what you did. 

“ Boycr. Justing, of Fairfax County, is all right. 

“Mason. I think Governor Bushnell is tired of the whole thing, and if he gets 
a chance he will give it up and drop out. Good night.” 

Hollenbeck, according to the evidence, did arrive at the Gibson House next 
morning, January 8,and had one or more interviews with Boyce. Miss Jacobs, 
a stenographer at the Gibson House, testifies that on January 8,at 1.30 p, m., 
she took notes of a conversation between Hollenbeck and someone 
syhone 1092,Columbus. Her notes were produced and show the conversation to 
oe been as follows: 


SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—1.30 p. m. 


“HELLO, Will you tell 1092, at Columbus, that Hollenbeck is now at the Gibson 
House—that is, Mr. Hollenbeck? I will wait for him. 

“Q, Hello. Is this long distance?—A. Yes. 

“Q. Did you hear anything from Columbus?—A. The line ft: Columbus is busy 
now, but I will call you as soon as I can get them, 

“Q. I will wait right here.” 

A little later, 


“Mr. HOLLENBECK. Hello! This is Hollenbeck, 
“CoLtumBus, Is this Hollenbeck? 
“Mr. H, Yes. ‘ 
“CoLuMBus, Say, hold that line and just wait a minutethere, [After afew min- 
utes’ nanan Hello! 
Mr. H. I did not succeed in finding Mr. Schmidlapp, but found another man 
who got the matter. 
“OoLuMBUS, Who got the other matter? 
“Mr. H. The other man. 
“COLUMBUS, Who was the other man? 
“Mr. H. He is all right. 
‘COLUMBUS. But who is he? 
“Mr. H, One of your friends—all right. 
ith you. 
“CoLumBus. To whom did you deliver the message? 
“Mr. H. General Boyce. . 
“CoLuMBus, What became of the letter to Schmigila 
“Mr, H. TheSchmidlapp letter was left with Mr. S« 
“CoLumBus. Did he see the letter? ; 
“Mr. H. He was not in, but it was left with his private man. 
“CoLuMBus. What was done with the draft? 
“Mr. H. That was returned. 
“ CoLuMBuUs. What was done with the letter? ’ * 
“Mr. H. The letter was left, You can reach Schmidlapp by telephone at St, 
Louis if you want him. 


He was up at Columbus the other day 
v 


= 


pp? 
*hmidlapp, 
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Mr. H. The General feels very well over the outlook. 

*CoLumBus, Did you find the other man’ 

‘Mr. H. The other man has not come in yet 

“CoLumsBs. There is a telegram here, dated at Springfield 

“Mr. H. I have not telegraphed. Have not said a word to anybody. 

“CoLumBus. That is strange 

Mr. H. Shall I show the letter introducing 1 

“CoLumMBus. Do as you think bes Her s the telegram I got. [t reads 
‘Springfield Depot, January 8, 1898. Party left train at Springtield.’ That is the 
telegram received 

“Mr. H. I did not send any telegram to anybody That is very funny. I was 
very careful not to be seen: went down dark all nd bywa 

*CoLuMBUS, How about the General? 

“Mr. H. Iam not supposed to know anything about him, but he is very well 
and very happy over it. 

“CoLuMBUs. You have to be watchful. 

“Mr. H. I will be that. Good-bye.” 

(And the telephone rang off.) 

The books of the telephone company in Columbus show that on January at 
1.30 p. m., telephone 1092 called up telephone 548 in ¢ nnati 

Otis says he had his second interview with Boyce at the Gibson House Saturday 
evening, January 8, 1898, at about 3 p. m. 

Miss Jacobs says that about 6.45 p. m. on January 8 she took down a conversa 
tion between Boyce and Rathbone, Her notes are prod i and show the con 
versation to have been as follows: 

“SATURDAY, Ja hout 6.4 

**Major RATHBONE, Hello! Is this Gibson House? 

General Boyce. Yes; we are still alive. My party has just gone. He hasbeen 
here ever since 3. We have gone over the ground pretty thoroughly red 
letter or telegram, which I am authorized to give the President out of deferen 
to him—do you understand? He is all right; is very much interested. Hy 
thoroughly convinced that if he did not come in that others would do it wit! 
him, but he says that neither Lane nor Droste will vote for HANNA. ! want 
tell you that. He can not do much with Droste, He says that Droste is ilo 
of him because he thought he got the inside of the speakership, but both 
these men have asked him to help them about the committes He thinks | 
could get Lane if he had somebody to go to Lane. He wanted to know if w 


counted the majority without that. 

*CoLuMBUs. We do. 

* Boyce. But of course 

‘“CoLuMBUs. Yes 

‘Boyce. Can you make any suggestion atall? 
work on is that one to help out the committee 
todo. I think that is the line to work on. 
to-morrow, leaving here about 4 o'clock 
body else on the train so far as we are inte! 
and Lane, too. 

*“CoL_umsBtvs, I don’t know. 

* Boyce. He is eager now to do something mor 
He is coming again to-night, and we will spend mo 
together. 

*CoLumBus. How about telegrams? 

‘Boyce. If he signed the statement and said h 
that will answer. Don’t you think it will’ 

*““CoLumBus. Yes; if he signs it. 

**Boyce. Well, I will tell you. 
oughly—but that was not enough. He wants to be protected 
should be. I did not write any papers, because I did not want him 
paper. He has not told anybody up to this t that has be 
me. Heisafraid of Mason. Mason is goin ive hi 
position, and of course he is shy of Mason. Is 
“CoL_umBus. I do not know. 

* Boyce. When Otis comes up there and goes 


we want them both. 

Well, I think the line for him t 

and will y want him 

We shall go up together on the train 

Don’t think that there will be any 
d. He thinks Droste is up there, 


he do as the 


authorizing the tel 
tol to-morrow together 


fram 


di 


vas going to vot 


One of the inducements h 


you 
el 


i“ Hi 


vl Phe th 
Mason 


i iy 


il 


eft 


ne 
knew 
ure 


it 
were all going to break away i, 
would he? 

*CoLumBus. No; I do not think so 

* Boyce. The whole atmospher 

“CoLumBUs, About this telegram 
as soon as you can? 

‘Boyce. I want to get your 
do not want to ¢ x pose him to fig 
Washington. 

“CoLuMBus. I can arrange 
dispatch; if you send it, send it through 
as it goes. 


SOYCE, 


judgmen 
} 


IS LARC Car 


th ik there 
Postal and let me know 


at that end so 


About that 


\ 
as kly 


He is coming back here about 9 o'clock or so, and y 
Droste is a silver man and would | 
but Otis would not have voted for Gray anyhow, In 
Bushnell when I opened the campaign. 

“CoLUMBUS, As soon as you come I would like tos 
with you. Supposing we meet at 10 o'clock, unk 
at 263 East Broad street, at 10 o'cloc) 


e will have 
voted fr 
his mind was K 


mnother 
r Gray 
urts 


t 


Zand 
you and have a confer 
notify you to the 


contrary, 


k 

‘*Boycr. Will be at the Great Southern. We expect to leave here on the Penn 
sylvania line about 4 o'clock, but we are going to settle definitely to-night or 
torrow. Good-by.” 

(And the telephone rang off.) 

The telephone books in Cincinnati show that at 6.52 p.m.on January 8 Boyes 
from telephone 548, talked to Rathbone about thirteen minutes, and the tels 
phone books at Columbus show that at 6.50 p. m. on January 8 telephone 48 at 
Cincinnati called telephone 1092 in Columbus, According to Campbell and 
Otis, Boyce’s first interview with Campbell was on Saturday night, Jam “ 
Other interviews followed on Sunday, and it was in these interviews that the 
terms for the purchase of O'is’s vote were finally agreed upon between Boyee and 
Campbell. Campbell says in these conversations Boyce wanted to know if the 
could not arrange for the votes of Droste and Lane, and other members of t® 
legislature, mentioning the sums that he could get for these votes, and statin 
that there would be a@ large amount to divide between then 

Now, Miss Jacobs testifies further that on January 9, at about 11.35 o'clock a. m., 
she took down another conversation between Boyce and Columbus, which was 
in the following words: 

“SuNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 11.3 

‘Boyce, Hello! Is this the Major? 

‘*Masor. Yes; waita minute. [After a moment's pause.] Hello! 

‘Boyce. How are you, Major? 

**Masor, I recognize you. 

‘Boyce. Well, I wanted to ask if you have any direct connection with either 
Droste or Lane? These men were all elected here on a pledge, and our little 
friend, who is interested, would like to have the others come, and he brought to 
me a lawyer, who wants to make a deal. They would not do it unless they 


received a consideration for it. He says that under no circumstances does he 
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think Droste will vote for the Senator unless for these reasons, Do you think I CLERK’S CERTIFICATE. 
can put any emphasis upon Lane coming our way. . = : . 
MAJOR. I do not know; we are ¢ atching them as fast as we can bring them. I hereby certify that the following is a true and correct copy of the report 
“Royce. Do you put much faith in Jones? the committee appointed, pursuant to senate resolution No. 21, to investicat 
MajJoR. He can not get away. charges of bribery in the election of Hon. Marcus A. HANNA to the 
Boyce. 1 said in the first place we did not need either Droste or Lane, only States Senate from Ohio by the Seventy-third general assembly, and adopt: 
their strength. Now, you know there is going to be a conference to-night the Ohio s¢ nate; and also a verbatim transcript of the testimony taken b 
th the other fellows. Isn’t it wise for us to keep away and not come? committee and submitted to the senate, the original of which report and 
‘Major. I don’t know, General. mony is on file in my office. ce 
‘Boyce. You know when a man is safe he is safe; that is all there is about it. “ D. O. ¢ AST LE 
Major. They telegraphed them all to come down. Chief Clerk Ohio Sen 
‘Boyce. If anything should occur between now and 2 o’clock, will you ring iomenion 
up, please? 
MA a Yes: I will. REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE APPOINTED UNDER SENATE RESOLUTION ni 
‘Bore } The meane law yer is canis - see me on. : Y 7 mene these The select committee appointed in pursuance of senate resolution No 
mi a wen elec lu don a pie dge saying that they would not vote torSenator HANNA, adopted by the senate January 13, 1898, relating to the charge of attempted br 
~ aon. ey —" ee cident oe of John C, Otis, a member of the house of representatives, in connection 

» OYE © WAS 8 Pecunular Wing LO Fer Cals MAU OU SOUCSOL 2 a sman | the election of Marcus A. HANNA as United States Senator by the Sevent 
— ple eee ee Ss = = come elected. He has been afraid all the time, and is | general assembly of the State of Ohio, submit the following report, and t 
10W afraid of the Enquirer, 2 : with for reference a copy of said resolution: 

“Major. Ido not think they will have much tosay. During the heat of the Your committee limited its investigation and inquiry to the matters sp 
discussion the whole — would be wiped out. I think we are in good shape. | jn the said resolution, and in executing the direction of the senate exa 
Wwe have get the mes . , Us. tority f ae without seni There quite a large number of witnesses. The testimony was taken by a stenogra; 
Ores. we Way sce hove 177 cer side without any question. tere | and a transcript thereof is submitted with and as a part of this report. 

—— — — = — = fate — i ecllll aeiiee a ; The evidence taken by your committee, in its judgment, proves four 1; 
MAJOR. re ough o be 13. ) see J re § uk tc ‘in. Lets: 
44 a } ra { > as . IN ery . ‘i e . > . 
M — - My a ~~ ae to ae tm on tor _ = . wa —_ a OU ws : 1. That on or about January 9, 1898, an attempt was made to bribe John C. « 
Mason votes before he does. e coul aise a question then abo . | a member of the house of representatives of the present general assembly of 
will not come up there I will notify you. I shall see in an hour or two whether | state of Ohio, to vote for afahous A. Hanna for United Bintes Senator F 
Lane or Droste are both here, or one of them. No one seemed to know last night ® That Henry H. Boyce was the principal offender in the commission o 
and I couldn't find out. I shall knowin an hour ortwo. The latest information rime. Fe : 
is that Droste would nominate Gerrard. _ ; ; - 3. That Maj. E. G. Rathbone and Maj. CHARLEs F. Dick were agents of M, 
' = Pe. — ao oe 4 a later, and then we will see what is | 4. Hanna, and procured, aided, and abetted Henry H. Boyce to commi 
o be done, wi et yo rnow. rood-by, crime, 

eens en ek, in Cincinnati show that on January 9, at 11.18 a.m i. That H. H. Hollenbeck aided said Henry H. Boyce in committing that 

ic telephone books , f ig mu 7% 25 Q. ML, Your committee present, as a pe f this sir repor > ring anal) 

Boyce, from ae 548, talked to Rathbone in Columbus for ten minutes, at a | th, i anne vin oe ee ee ee ees onal 
cost of $2.50, whi e the books in Coambes show that on = ay telephone 1092 John C. Otis testified that the first time he ever heard from Boyce was 01 
at 11.15 a, m. ¢ alled ihephone es at ( incinnati, at cost oO $2.50. | mihteiie tie day forenoon of January 7, 1898. He was at his drug store, in Cincinnati. 

rhere w ns oth r evidence bx fore the State L nate ¢ ommitte © te ne ing to show | called him from the Great Southern Hotel in Columbus, Ohio, by the long-d 
the intimate relations betwe en Boyce and Mr, HANNA’s managers, but it would telephone, saying he would like to see him on important business, Otis 
ve Sole rR - ey —— a a vay referred. stan@ing an it to meet Boyce at the Gibson House that evening. On his way from Colum 

e think that the evidence to whicl » have already referred, : yas i Cincinnati Boyce telegraphed to Oti Springtie iis telegra: 

does uncontradicted and unexplained, shows that certain of Mr. HANNA’s man- | evidence. ee ee ee en ee ee veeernl 
agers at Cclumbus not only knew the purposes which Boyce had in view in Cin- Otis testified that he and Boyce met that evening at the Gibson House. A) 
cinnati, but also that they aided, abetted, and advised him in carrying out these | other statements made by Boyce was one that “ Mr. C. C. Shane, of New 
= one, — that this state of affairs existed while Mr. HANNA was present at | who was a friend of his and close to the President, on that or the following 

1is headquarters. : : was to have an interview with the President; that they were both very a: 

This = w is strengthened by two facts disclosed in the report of the State senate | gpout the Ohio situation, the President in particular,” * * * and he “ 
committee: . that Mr. FPANNA would be elected.” hey agree » meet the nex a 

First. That many of the witnesses, whose testimony apparently would have | o’¢lock in the afternoon. The first aati ee a ; 
thrown much light upon the subject under me denied the jurisdiction of | evening, lasting only a few minutes. 
the committee and refused to testify, under the advice of counsel, who stated that A digression to the evidence of another witness is necessary to point out a 
they represented the interests of Majors Rathbone and Dick and Senator HANNa«; orating fact. Just after 6.55 on the same evening Myers, one 7 the clerks « 


and ; p ‘ ic . . _ | Gibson House, heard Boyce say on the long-distance telephone: *‘ Hello, » 
Second, That Mr. HANNA and his representatives had subpoenas sent them by | pick,” and then he said something about Shane meeting the President in \\ 


mail, which seem to have reached them, calling upon them to appear before the | jngton to-morrow. Thus it is that these two witnesses corroborated each « 
State senate committee, to which they made no response. — There was nothing to show any collusion between Myers and Otis. 

The report of the majority says they “‘do not doubt that if facts appeared from Those two pieces of testimony throw some light on the query as to who \ 
the report of the committee of the State senate requiring the United States Senate, | jginally responsible for Boyce’s invasion of Ohio to commit the crime of b: 
out of a proper gegard for its own reputation, to take further testimony concern- | Shane may have sent Boyce out here in the first instance , 
ing Mr. Hanna's election, it would be the duty of the Senate to proceed without Boyce told Campbell Shane has “something to do with his coming.” 
waiting for further prosecution of the case coming from residents of the State of Campbell's evidence. ) ; 

Ohio.’ : . : When Boyce reached here he was used by Rathbone, as will be shown 

We think such facts do appear from the report of the committee of the State | analysis of other evidence. F 
senate, and that this body should direct further inquiry and investigation to be After the first conversation of Otis with Boyce the former suspected that 
made. an . wert or would attempt to bribe him. Then he saw Campbell, told him of his susp 

rH S. B. rt RLEY ° and mggusel that he would not meet Boyce - the nextday. (Page 1 , 
E. W. PETIT US. evidence.) But afterwards he concluded to and did meet Boye i 
D,. CAFFERY. | afternoon of January 8, 1898, at 3 p.m. Much of that conversation was 
— tion of the former; but he also told Otis that if Otis “could see it in that 
: ‘ ‘ alae . 4 thac is, vote for Hanna—“ he could make it extraordinarily profitab! 

Mr. ALLEN, from the minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, | (Otis) in the way of emoluments, for the President had great power in t 
submitted the following views on the charges of bribery in the election of Hon. | of making appointments.”” And then Otis said that Boyce repeated t! 
M. A. HANNA to the Senate of the United States: | 3s could make it profitable if I could only see it in that way.” (Page 165 

In view of the fact that this Congress will expire within the next three days | eyidence.) - 
and that the term of service of Mr. HANNA will expire with it, it isapparent that During the same evening Boyce called Otis by telephone to come to tl 
there is not time within which to consider the case and it will perforce of circum- | son House. After consultation he went. He told Boyce that he didn’t « 
stances fall with the close of the session. My term of office expires with this | talk further about it, but that if he would go with him to the Hotel Em 
Con , and I do not, under such circumstances, deem it wise to express an | would introduce him to Col. T. C. Campbell, and let him discuss the matter 
opinion as to what a future Congress should do, to which Mr. HanNa has been | phim: and he would abide by it. (Page 165 of the evidence.) They went to 
“- ted. eon —_ Emery House, where Otis eeiuees him to Campbell. ta subsequent s 

tespectfully submitted. ‘ ‘ as of the offer to give Otis money for his yote were conducted by Boyce, with ( 

WILLIAM V. ALLEN. | peli acting for Otis. dae 
Otis also testified that on Sunday evening, January 9, Campbell showed |! 
telegram addressed to the President, announcing his determination to vot 
Certiriep Copy oF THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED BY THE SeN- | HANNA, and which Campbell said Boyce had written and desired him (0 

\TE OF OHIO, PURSUANT TO 8. R. No. 21, TO INVESTIGATE THE CHARGES oF | “i£”. He refused to sign it, but told Mr. Bliss to sign it, which the latt r 

BRIBERY IN THE ELECTION OF HON. Makcus A. HANNA TO THE SENATE oF | (Page 168 of the evidence.) Mr. Bliss, however, was authorized by Mr. 0 

cum UNITED STATES. write and sign in his own hand the entiretelegram, That enabled them to } 

or . the draft of the telegram drawn by Boyce. It wasa trap set for Boyce. H 
GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF OHIO, into it. The paper in his own hand was preserved and was put in evidenc: 
OFFICE CLERK OF THE SENATE, it is corroborating evidence of the truth of the charge made against Boyce. 
Columbus, May 26, 1898, The evidence circumstantially shows that Boyce sent the telegram writte! 
Hon, Garret A. HOBART, 5 signed by Bliss. He was seen going into the telegraph office between 10 a: 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. o'clock p. m, January 9, 1898, 

My Dear Srr: I have this day forwarded to you, by the United States Express The manager of the telegraph company was subpoenaed to bring this telex 
Company, a certified copy of the report of the’committee appointed by the Senate | before the committee, He testified that the files containing messages sent du: 
of Ohio, pursuant to 8. R. No. 21, to investigate the charges of bribery in the | that period had been taken away. He said their absence was “ peculiar;’ 
election of Hon. Marcus A. Hanna to the Senate of the United States, together | he was surprised by it; that they might have been stolen; that they might ! 
with the testimony taken therein, which was ordered to be sent to you by the | been audited, though it was contrary to. custom to have it done so soon, a! 
Ohio senate. ; had no information that this was done; that he had no theory by which to acc: 

Kindly acknowledge receipt of the same. for their absence, and that, in short, he was in the “dark.” (Pages 156, 1 

I have the honor to be, very truly, yours, of the evidence.) These circumstances give countenance to the theory that t 
D. O. CASTLE, who are interested in keepingsthe fact that this telegram was sent from your ce 
Chief Clerk Ohio Senate. mittee were instrumental in abstracting it from the telegraph company’s files 


} 


: . T. C, Campbell testified that in his first talk with Boyce at the Emery the lat! 
[Copy of indorsement on back of letter from D. O. Castle, chief clerk of Ohio | said he would pay Otis $2,500 for his vote for HANNA. Campbell replied that 


senate, transmitting certified copy of report of committee appointed by the | would tell Otis, “but he felt confident nothing would come of it.” (Page 177 

Ohio senate to investigate Hanna bribery charges. ] the evidence.) Campbell also testified that on the afternoon of January 9 he re- 

Letter from D. O. Castle, clerk of the Ohio senate, transmitting a certified copy | ceived a message from Boyce asking him to come to the Gibson House. Th" 
of the report of the committee appointed by the senate of Ohio, pursuant to | message is in evidence. Campbell testified that it was in the handwriting 
8. R. No. 21, to investigate the charges of bribery in the election of Hon. Marcus | Boyce. Before he went-to the place of meeting, Campbell showed this messaxe 
A. Hanna to the United States Senate. to several persons, 
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Boyce then told ‘him his offer of $2,500 was ‘‘ munificent,” considering the fact 
that Otis’s vote was not needed. Campbell said that Otis would not hear of it. 
Then Boyce said: ‘‘ Well, now I want you as an attorney in this matter. I want 
you to present this argument to Otis. I want him, and if you can get him I will 
pay you $1,000.” Cam »bell said there would be no objections to the $1,000, but 
that he had no idea he could succeed with Otis. Boyce pulled out $1,000 and 
gave it to Campbell. Immediately upon going from the meeting with Boyce, 
Campbell showed the money to Otis and Bliss, as the testimony of Otis and 
Campbell proves. : 

In a very short time after this conversation Campbell and Boyce met again. 
Campbell told him $2,500 was too small, being ‘entirely beneath the dignity of a 
member of the house of representatives,” and that ‘‘a man of Boyce’s standing 
should not think of offering less than $10,000." At first Boyce said the suggestion 
was nonsense; that four other votes had been got at an average of less than $1,500 
apiece, and that a fifth one had been ‘‘ gotten for $600.” 

Here another digression is pertinent. Under some technical rule of evidence 
it might be questioned whether these declarations, admissions, of Boyce can be 
considered against Rathbone, Dick, and HANNA. 
whole evidence taken by the committee will satisfy anyone that HANNA, Rath- 
pone, DicK, Boyce, and Hollenbeck were all striving for the accomplishment of 
the same end—the election of the former; that they were intimate with each 
other; that they were together; and that there was a common desire on the part 
of HANNA, Rathbone, Dick, Hollenbeck, and Boyce to further Boyce’s scheme of 
buying votes, and especially the vote of Otis. . 

Campbell testified that in his third talk with Boyce the latter finally said: ‘I 
will tell you what I will do. I will give him $3,500, $1,750 now and $1,750 to- 
morrow” * * “assoon as we get toColumbus.”’ (lage 179 of the evidence.) 
Afterwards, in another connection, Campbell said Boyce offered to pay the re- 
maining $6,500 when HANNA was elected. (Page 180 of the evidence.) Boyce 
gave some address in Columbus where the second $1,750 was to be paid, but the 
witness, Campbell, could not recall it. 

It is hardly probable that any other person was so generous as to offer $10,000 
of his own money to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. HANNA. The latter was to be the 
chief beneficiary of Otis’s purchased vote. How unnatural and improbable, 
then, it was for anyone to put up the $10,000. 

Boyce paid over to Campbell $750, Campbell having “‘ pretended,” as he testi- 
fied, ‘‘ that Otis had acquiesced in his offer.’’, When the $750 was counted out, 
Campbell told him that would not make $1,750, to which Boyce replied: ‘‘ You 
have got $1,000, and $750 makes $1,750." Campbell said, ‘I thought the $1,090 
wasa fee.” “Well,” said Boyce, “I couldn’t let this cost us more than $3,5.J. 
The rest you get if Mr. Hanna is elected.” 

Campbell testified that Boyce wrote the receipt which he wanted Otis to sign. 
Campbell ons the additional $750 to Otis and Bliss a very short time after 
receiving it. 

The foregoing is in substance the testimony against Boyce, and, in the opinion 
of your committee, is conclusive of criminal attempt on his part to bribe Mr. Otis 
in the interést of Mr. HANNA’s election. 

The evidence of a positive character is not the only evidence against Boyce. 
There is a large volume of circumstantial evidence proving his guilt which was 
taken by your committee, and some of which will appear as this review of the 
evidence proceeds. 

As bearing on the relation existing between Boyce and Messrs. Rathbone, Dick, 
and HANNA ém working to a common end and in accounting for the conduct and 
acts of Boyce, the testimony is in substance as follows: 

In the Gibson House in Cincinnatti the evidence shows there was, on January 
7,8, and 9, 1898, a long-distance telephone. There were two places in the hotel 
where it could be used, one in the usual box near the clerk’s office and one in the 
private office on the second floor. The evidence shows that when one person was 
at the former place, with the receiver at his ear, he could hear the conversation 
between the other person in the private office and anyone at any distant point 
who had the necessary connection. There is nothing improbable or unscientific 
in this fact. 

Your committee experimented with the two telephones in a talk between a 
person at Columbus and one in the private office, and verified the truth of the 
witnesses’ statements of their ability to hear conversation thus held. 

Mr. Horace Dunbar was the proprietor of the Gibson House. A short time 
after January 9, 1898, the a anaeey rendered a bill to Mr. Dunbar con- 
taining charges for the use of the long-distance telephone at the Gibson House 
by various persons in talking with persons at Columbus, Ohio, between amaaee 6 
and 10, 1898. That bill definitely stated the names of the persons who used the 
telephone at the Gibson House and the names of the persons whom they called 
at Columbus. That bill shows that Boyce used the long-distance telephone in 
the Gibson at the following times: At 11.20 p. m. of January 7, 1898, and that he 
called for Rathbone in Columbus; at 6.52 p. m., January 8, 1898, and that he called 
for Rathbone, and at 11.18 of January 9, 1898, and that he called for Rathbone. 
(See e 66 of the evidence.) The first time he talked eleven minutes, the sec- 
ond thirteen minutes, and the third time ten minutes. 

Myers, jr., testified that shortly after Boyce reached the Gibson on January 7 
Columbus called for Boyce to talk over the telephone. He talked with Major 
Dick. The testimony of Myers, who overheard the conversation, has already 
been quoted in this report. Myers again overheard a second conversation 
between Boyce and Columbus later in the same evening, after Boyce returned 
from the theater. Boyce was in the private office and Myers at the telephone on 
the lower floor. Then Boyce only used the term “ Major”’ in addressing the per- 
son at Columbus. But he called for telephone No. 1092, the telephone at Senator 
Hanna’s headquarters in the Neil House. Myers repeated the conversation, and 
Mr. Seegar, another clerk, took itdownin writing. Boyce said he had ‘‘seen Mr. 
O.,” and he had ‘arranged matters and fixed them up,” and stated that “it 
would take $20,000 down;” to which the Major said, ‘‘No; they did not know 
about that; they would see H.” After an interval of five minutes the ‘‘ Major” 
said to Boyce “ that they would give $10,000 down and $10,000 when it was over.” 

Otis and Boyce, as Otis swore, had a conversation just a few hours before this, 
80 that “ Mr. O.”’ manifestly meant John C. Otis. 

If money was to be paid for Otis’s vote, naturally Mr. HANNA was the only 
person who would pay it. Telephone No. 1092 was located in Hanna's head- 
quarters. The testimony shows that there were two persons at Mr. HANNA’s 
headquarters—two of his supporters—who were distinguished by the title of 
“Major”’—Rathbone and Dick. 

From these circumstances it is obvious that ‘‘H.” was nobody but Senator 
HAnwNA; that the ‘‘ Major’’ who was talking was either Dick or Rathbone. Mr. 
Seegar was here and took the conversation down as Myers repeated it. (Page 77 
of the evidence.) 

In addition to this corroborating evidence of Seegar, there is the statement in 
the telephone company’s bill that Boyce used the long-distance telephone at 
about the same time when Myers and Seegar say this conversation occurred. 
Not long after this conversation Boyce was again called by Columbus to the long- 
distance telephone. Boyce was again in the private office and Myers at the tele- 
phone below. Pryor, another clerk of the Gibson House, took down in writin 

© conversation between Boyce and Columbus, Boyce addressed his fellow-col- 
loquist at Columbus as “ Major,” while the latter called the former “Colonel” 
or “General.” In that conversation a man named ‘“ Hollenbeck” was men- 
tioned. The “Major” said he (Hollenbeck) would come to Cincinnati, and he 
would have a 


narrative of yers is also corroborated by other evidence, It is corrobo- 
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rated by Mr. Pryor, who testified that he took down what Myers repeated 
also corroborated by the fact that Hollenbeck did go from Columbus to Cinci: 
nati the next day; that when he reached the Gibson House he met Boyce, and 
that afterwards Boyce deposited a package with the clerk of the Gibson House 
remarking at the time that it was of much larger value than $5. 

It makes a case against HANNA, Rathbone, and Dick for procuring, aiding, and 
abetting Boyce in his crime of attempted bribery. 

In the first conversation referred to, Major Dick was doubtful whether the 
$20,000 should be paid for Otis’s vote. He said he would consult with Mr. HANNA. 
After the conversation he agreed to give the $20,000 

That evidence proved the combination, the conspiracy, between Dick, Ra 
bone, HANNA, and Boyce. That connection—the connection of conspiracy—hs 
ing thus been shown, every act and declaration afterwards done and made by 
either of them in pursuance of the original, concerted plan, and in reference to 
and in furtherance of the common object, was the act and declaration of all of 
them. Therefore, every act and declaration done and made by Boyce or Hollen 
beck after the first conversation overheard by Myers, and up to the time the last 
money was paid to Campbell, was the act and declaration of Senator HANNA and 
of Rathbone and Dick, and every declaration and act of Rathbone and Dick was 
the act and declaration of Marcus A, HANNA, Such is the law. 

Mr. Thomas H. Miller, a detective, testified that at about 6.45 in the evenir 
of January 8, 1898, he took the receiver at the lower telephone in the G n 
House. He heard a voice at the telephone in the private office say: ‘Hello, ex 
change; I want 1092, Columbus, Ohio. I want to speak to Major Rathbon: 
The response from Columbus was: ‘Who is it wants to speak to Major Rathbon 
To that the voice in the private office replied: ‘This is General Boyce; but don’t 
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use any nameat Columbus. Justsay a gentleman at the Gibson Hous Miller 
then turned the receiver over to Miss Jacobs. Miller’s testimony dovetails with 
the evidence furnished by the unwilling witness—the telephone « pany 

The bill of charges shows that Boyce used the long-distance telephone for a 
talk with Rathbone in Columbus at 6.52 p.m. of that same day, being a dis 
ancy of only seven minutes from the time given by the witness, Miller, whi 


accounted for by Miller’s statement that it was about 6.45 p. m 

The witness, Miss Jacobs, took a shorthand report of the conversation between 
Boyce and Rathbone, which was begun in Miller's hearing, and the transcript 
of her notes isin evidence. (Pages 98, 99, and 100 of the evidence.) That fits in 
with and corroborates Campbell's, Bliss’s, and Otis’s evidence in regard to the 
telegram which Boyce desired Otis to sign. He also reported to Rathbone that 
Otis was allright. Rathbone told him that if Otis signed a statement announ 
ing his purpose to vote for IMaNNA that would be sufficient. He likewise ex 
pressed great concern about the telegram. Boyce expressed his belief that the 
recruit of Otis for the HANNA side would drive Mason over. 

But the most important part, perhaps, of this conference was Ratht 
tion to Boyce to go to 263 Broad street, Columbus, when h« 
they could have a conference. 

No unbiased mind can doubt for one moment that this conversation was held 
between Rathbone and Boyce, as Miss Jacobs reported it, and that Miss Jacobs 
correctly reported it. She had no inducement of interest, or other motive, to 
falsify. That the conversation could be heard was demonstrated by an ex} 
ment made by the committee with persons at both of the telephones in the 4i 
son House and from which one of them conversed with a person at Columb 
Ohio. 

Miss Jacobs testified to taking a shorthand report of another colloquy between 
Boyce and Rathbone at 11.55 Sunday morning of January 9, 1898. That was the 
time fixed by her, and differs in only seventeen minutes from the time fixed by 
the telephone company’s bill, when a conversation occurred between Boyce and 
Rathbone. The details of this conversation, according to Miss Jacobs's transcript 
of her notes, are found on pages 100 and 101 of the evidenc: Its chief features 
are a report to Rathbone of the progress he (Boyce) had been making with Otis, 
and that Boyce desired to make advances on Droste and Lane. 

This witness testifies to another conversation between Boyce and Rathbone 
which occurred about 1.15 Sunday morning, January 9, 1598. Boyce wanted to 
know whether Hollenbeck had returned; and Rathbone informed Boyce that 
Droste and Lane should “ be left to us.” 

There is a most important series of events shown by the evidence which cor 
roborates Miss Jacobs's testimony in regard to the conversation in which Rath- 
bone appointed 263 Broad street as the meeting place with Boyce when he 
returned to Columbus. 

Mr. John Taylor testified that 263 was his residence, and that his wife was a 
relative of Rathbone’s wife; that the latter was at his home on a visit during 
part, and yp the latter part, of the Senatorial contest, and that Rathbor 
went out to his house several times during the contest for recreation. Wh« 
than Rathbone, at Senator’s headquarters, would have appointed that as a 
meeting place for Boyce? 

Boyce came to Columbus. Charles Steitz, a hackman, testified that he hauled 
aman from the Neil House to the Union Depot, and thence to a point nearly 
opposite 263 Broad street, about 12 o'clock noon, on January 10, 1895, and when 
he was told by his passenger that when a cab came up on the other side of 1 
street to go and tell the man inside tocome overtohim. The evidence shows 
that Boyce left Cincinnati at 9 o'clock on a Big Four train; and this witness al 
a train on that road reached Columbus from Cincinnati about 12.25 or 12.35. That 
would have brought Boyce to Columbus at that time, 

The cab came up in front of 263 after Steitz and his passenger had been at t! 
place of waiting about fifteen or twenty minutes. When the cab arrived t 
massenger, on being notified of Steitz’s passenger's desire, came over with his 
enn and joined the latter in his hack. They drove around till it wasdiscoy 
ered that some one, who proved to be Miller, the detective, was in pursuit, when 
the Neil House passenger directed Steitz to “lose us.’’ A consciousness that 
their business was unlawful was the only reason that could have prompted such 
a direction. It is not necessary to pursue the devious course of these two confed- 
erates any further. Can any honest mind, after considering the chain of circum 
stances, come to any other conclusion than that Rathbone and Boyce were t! 
two who had this meeting and took this drive? And the meeting was] 
to the appointment made by Rathbone. 

It may be true that the major who held the conversations with Boyce, after 
the second one, was Major Rathbone and not Maj. Cuaries Dick; but the 
two conversations locates Major Dick as aiding in the attempt to buy Mr. Otis’s 
vote, 

For the same reason that Senator HANNA must share in the guilt of 
committed by Boyce; Dick is responsible 
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The evidence against Hollenbeck tends to show that he aided and abetted 
Boyce. He was delegated to carry the money or its equivalent to Boyce. Archer 
and Mulvihill followed him from Columbus to the Gibson House. The persor 


tion of Hollenbeck by one of these witnesses at London, in order to obtain a tele- 
gram addressed to him by ‘‘ H. D.,” and their answering it, has excit d comment 
in some quarters. The mere statement of what they did is enough to justify it. 
They were following and watching a man alleged to be bent on aiding in the 
commission of a great crime, to buy a legislator to vote against his own opinion 
and judgment and against the wishes of his constituents. They had an uw 


doubted right to trap him. It is the everyday practice of detectives, for which 
they are praised by law-abiding people. Hollenbeck met Boyce at the Gibson 
House. The evidence of the detectives, Miller, Schlessinger, Archer, and Arm- 


strong, shows how they followed Boyce and Hollenbeck, and it corrob« 
witnesses, 
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Miss Jacobs reported a conversation between Hollenbeck at the Gibson House 
with some one at 1092, at the headquarters of Mr. Hanna in the Neil House. 
Hollenbeck reported that he did not dnd Schmidlapp, the president of the bank, 
in Cincinnati, but that he found “another man who got the matter,” a man who 
was “all right,”’ who wasone of the “ friends” of the man at 1092. 

Hollenbeck was also asked what he did with the draft, and his reply was that 
it was returned. He also reported that the General (Boyce) “felt very well over 
the outlook.” This tends to prove that Hollenbeck carried money or its equiva- 
lent to Cincinnati, and that Boyce got it from him, Then Hollenbeck was asked 
about the telegram to him which was intercepted by Mulvihill and Archer, the 
telegram being quoted just as it was given by Archer in his testimony. 

One of the detectives followed him back to Columbus and right into the Neil 
House and up the elevator toward the HANNA “ headquarters.” 

About 9.30 a. m. of January 8, 1898, Hollenbeck went into Schmidlapp’s bank. 
He stayed ten minutes; went back to the Gibson House, and then returned to the 
bank. Afterwards he and Koehler, the cashier, went out of the rear door, through 
Baker's alley, to Vorheis, Miller & Co., where Koehler introduced Hollenbeck to 
Vorheis, the vice-president of the bank. After being with Vorheis fifteen min- 
utes, Hollenbeck returned to the bank. From there he went to the Baltimore 
and Ohio depot, thence to the Gibson House. There he went to his dinner; but 
before finishing his dinner he returned to the bank, which he found closed. He 
= pos in by a back door, and, after remaining five minutes, he returned to the 
10tel, 

Within the next two hours Boyce deposited with the clerk of the hotel a pack- 
age which he significantly said contained more than $5. Boyce had no package 
to deposit on Friday; he had none to deposit until after Hollenbeck arrived, and 
after the latter was through with his business at the bank. 

The telephone message which Hollenbeck sent to Boyce from the Grand Cen- 
tral Station just before he left, to wit, ‘To make things safe destroy all traces 
of letter I gave you,” demolishes the ? sition that Hollenbeck was in Cincin- 
nati on lawful business. Hollenbeck did not know Boyce, for when he came to 
the hotel he told the head porter, Maxwell, to “call attention’ to Boyce when 
the latter should come in the hotel. The letter he desired destroyed was merely 
a letter of introduction to Boyce. If Boyce and he were there on innocent busi- 
ness there was no reason for its destruction. If Hollenbeck was there on legiti- 
mate business, there was no reason for his having a letter to a man who was en- 
gaged in ee | a crime, 

After Hollenbeck had been at the bank he went to the telephone in the Gibson 
House and called for the telephone at HANNa’s headquarters in the Neil House, 
No. 1002, He reported that he did not find Mr. Schmidlapp, which is corroborated 
by other evidence showing that Mr. Schmidlapp was then out of the city, but 
that another man had got the matter, which has before been referred to in this 
report. He asked the HANNa headquarters whether he should use the letter to 
Boyce, and was told to do as he thought best. He also reported that he had been 
“careful not to be seen;” that he “ went down dark alleys and byways;”’ and 
then he was asked about the “General” (Boyce), and cautioned “to be watchful.” 
To this Hollenbeck replied: “I am not sup: <d to know about him.” 

The refusal of the bank officers, Vorheis, Koehler, and Schaeffer, to be sworn 
and give testimony in regard to the business of Hollenbeck with the bank sup- 
ports the conclusions of your committee. 

The bank officers talked freely on every subject except Hollenbeck and his 
business with the bank; and when these were mentioned they would go behind 
the challenge that the senate and committee were without jurisdiction. The 
natural inference is that their answers on these subjects would have shown the 
criminal character of Hollenbeck’'s business. 

In the opinion of ro committee additional evidence was not necessary to 
prove the charge against Hollenbeck. Additional evidence could not have made 
more conclusive the.complicity of this man in the wicked and villainous business 
of the attempted bribery of Otis. 

The testimony of Dunbar, Bliss, and others, although not to the principal facts, 
is strongly corroborative of the testimony of other witnesses. 

An intelligent and unprejudiced consideration of all the evidence taken by 
your committee tar prove that the four facts stated in the first part of this report 
,1ave been proved, 

Your comaalions, in this investigation, encountered considerable obstruction 
from the telephone companies and the telegraph companies. Important evi- 
dence was presumed to be in the possession of the agents of these companies, but, 
in obedience to their superior officers and attorneys, they refused to answer. 
That the senate committee had no jurisdiction to make the inquiry was the chief 
reason given by them for their refusal. 

The monotonous unanimity of the answers and of the advice and instructions 
received from attorneys and superior officers suggest the inference that there 
was a preconcerted plan among them to thwart and obstruct this committee in 
the discovery of the truth. 

The testimony of the witnesses who overheard these conversations between 
Rathbone and Boyce, Boyce and Dick, Boyce and Hollenbeck, and Hollenbeck 
and Rathbone was admissible. 

It was proved that Boyce did the talking at one end of the line. It was, there- 
fore, unnecessary to prove that the witnesses recognized his voice. 

He was seen going into the private telephone office. Immediately a voice at 
the telephone there was heard in the office below. Proof that his voice was recog- 
nized was, therefore, unnecessary. ’ 

The witnesses before the committee, Miss Jacobs, Messrs. Miller and Myers, 
heard the men at the other end of the line, at 1092 in the Neil House, talking with 
Boyce. They did not identify them by their voices, but they heard Boyce call 
for and address them by the names of Rathbone and Dick. They heard these 
men respond & these names. They heard Rathbone call for Boyce. The tele- 

»hone bill shows that, in three instances, the conversations were between Rath- 
Cone and Boyce. These calls for Boyce and Rathbone and Dick, and the charges 
made in the bill that they did the talking, were in accordance with telephone 
usages. 

These facts and circumstances made the testimony of these witnesses legally 
competent, notwithstanding they were unable to recognize and swear to the 
voices of those who eng in the conversation. 

After the taking of the testimony hereinbefore referred to Mr. Ross, the agent 
of the telephone company in Columbus, receded from his refusal to answer the 
questions poe to him and testified more fully; and his testimony is strong, both 
as proof of new facts and as corroborative proof of the testimony of other wit- 
nesses. His testimony conclusively proved that telephone No, 1092 in the Neil 
House was paid for by Maj. CHaRLEs F. Dick, and was located in Mr. HANNa’'s 
headquarters during the Senatorial contest. 

The telephone company sent to Major Dick a bill sho charges for the use of 
this telephone, which contained, as did the bill of the cinnati Telephone 
Company, the times when the telephone was used, when calls were made from 
that telephone, what telephones, by number, were called for out of the city, and 
also what ealls were made for telephone No. 1092 from telephones in Cincin- 
nati, and the numbers of those telephones For instance, it shows that at 1.30 

.m. on the 8th day of January, 1 there was a cal] from 1092 for telephone No. 

in Cincinnati. No. 548, according to the testimony, was the number of the 
telephone in the private office of the Gibson House, Cincinnati. That corre- 
apenas exactly with the time when, according to the testimony of Miss Jacobs 
she took down a request, made by Hollenbeck at telephone 548 to the central 
oftice there, for the latter to notify 1092 that he was at the Gibson House. A few 
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minutes afterwards she took down a conversation between Hollenbeck, at 
548, and some person at No. 1092. ae 

This bill itemizes a call for No. 548 from 1092 at 6.50 p.m. of January 8. 159 
Miss Jacobs, it will be remembered, testified that she took down a conversat 
between Boyce, at No. 548, and Rathbone, at 1092, “ about 6.45 p.m.” of Jan) 
8, 1898. The Cincinnati Telephone Company’s bill, furnished Mr. Dunbar, shoy 
that Boyce called from 548 for Rathbone at 1092 at 6.52 p. m. of January 8, 1s 
This evidence is a complete demonstration of the truth of Miss Jacobs's testin.; 

This bill also itemizes a call from 1974 for 1092 at 9.55 p. m. of January 9. |< 
Telephone No. 1974 was, according to the testimony, located in the office of ; 
Ohio Messenger and Telegraph Company in Cincinnati. Detective Miller + 
fied that he saw Boyce go into that office about 10.15 p. m. of January 9. | 
The two pieces of testimony support and corroborate each other. ; 

A — analysis of this testimony on these points would protract this r 
too much, 

Your committee desires to impress upon the senate that the evidence that P: 
bone, Dick, and Hollenbeck were representatives of Mr. HANNA in the Senat 
contest is of the most persuasive character. It was elicited from witnesses A rv 
Bliss, Taylor, O’Myers, Ross, and others. It is abundantly satisfactory j; 
proof of the fact that these men were in and about his headquarters during | 
contest; that they were menaging nie campaign; that they were soliciting , 
bers of the legislature to vote for him; that they were doing all in their pow 
accomplish his election to the Senate, and that Mr. HANNA was near them 
that time and was in frequent conference with them. It would be a most 
lent presumption that Mr. Hanna knew nothing of what Dick, Rathbone. | 
lenbeck, and Boyce were doing to obtain Mr. Otis’s vote; it would be a ; 
violent presumption that Dick and Rathbone conferred with, instructed 
procured Boyce to do the criminal acts, which the evidence shows he did 
Otis’s vote, without Mr. HANNA’s consent, concurrence, advice, and direct 

It is not fair to them as men of sense and anxious for their own safety | 
that they would engage in such criminal transactions, as the evidence de, 
they did, without Hanna’s fullest knowledge and sanction. They we: 
immediate representatives—his coo ean he ought to be held, as the Jaw 
hold him, to the fullest responsibility for every act of which they were g 
that connection. 

Your committee was anxious from the beginning of this investigation : 
HANNA, Dick, Rathbone, Boyce, and Hollenbeck should be heard; that 
should offer evidence, and that they should make a complete vindicat ( 
themselves. To this end subpcenas were sent out for Hollenbeck, and Boyce was 
inquired after. Both of them fied from the country, going beyond the ju: 
tion of the senate and of your committee. 

Your committee sent subpcenas and respectful invitations to HANNA, Dic) 
Rathbone to appear before the committee. They were sent by registered 
and the evidence returned herewith shows that those for Dick and Rat! ( 
were receipted for by J. A. Hanna, and that the one sent to Senator Hann. was 
received and receipted for by the postmaster of the United States Senate. Your 
committee waited for several weeks and kept the investigation open to give t 
men the utmost = terre to furnish evidence, which they not only neg! 
and refused to do, but purposely absented themselves from this State and are 1 
the city of Washington and within the jurisdiction of the United States se: 
which can effectively compel their attendance for evidential purposes. 

Your committee believes, from the evidence taken, that the authorized agents 
and representatives of Marcus A. HANNA attempted to bribe John C. Otis, a m 
ber of the house of representatives, to vote for him for United States Senator 

Your committee respectfully submit that such a man as Marcus A. Hann, | 
ey as hereby indicated, is not fit to represent the great State of Ohio in th 

Jnited States Senate, and that he should be expelled from that august bod: 
To permit him to hold his seat there would go far toward legalizing corruption 
and bribery. It will menace the very existence and security of everything that 
is dear to the people of thiscountry. It will inflame the minds of some peo 
and make them believe that, in the election of United States Senators, the fas: 
nation and power of bribe money have superseded the legislative will. [It wil! 
produce a sense of grievance and injustice in their minds that may in ti) 
threaten the very existence of our Government and the “beautiful fabric” 
our Constitution with destruction. It will discredit and dishonor the nation in 
the judgment of foreigners, whose good opinions we should covet. It will dis 
grace the State of Ohio in the judgment of people of our sister States. 

If found guilty by the United States Senate, the expulsion of Mr. HANNA from 
the United States Senate is demanded by public justice. 

It is necessary to strengthen the confidence of the people in the honesty of the 
Republic and in the purity of Senatorial elections. It is necessary to the prescr 
yation of our institutions. It is necessary to the preservation of the fame and 
good name of this State. It is necessary to the security, peace, and tranquillity 
of the whole country. 

Your committee recommends that the senate adopt this report; that an autlien- 
ticated copy thereof, together with the testimony taken by your committ« 
transmitted to the dent of the Senate of the United States, of which Senato 
Marcus A. HANNA is a member, for such action as it may deem advisable; that 
600 copies of this report and said testimony be printed, and this report printed in 
the appendix of the senate journal. oe 

Respectfully submitted. VERNON H. muak E 
Chai 


C. D. ROBERTSON. 
GEO. 8. LONG. 
W. E. FINCK, Jr. 


THE STATE OF ONTO, SENATE CHAMBER, 
Columbus, Ohio, January 12 

Be it remembered that on the 12th day of January, A. D. 1898, the senate of tie 
general assembly of the State of Ohio adopted the following resolution, know» 
as Senate resolution No. 21: 

“Whereas it has been openly charged that the sum of $1,750 has been paid toa 
member of this legislature to secure his vote for M. A. HANNA for United States 
Senator; and 4 
oe ene there have been countercharges made to distract public attention: 

erefore, Be 

* Be it resolved, That we owe it to the honest people of Ohio to make a full, 
thorough, and immediate een of all these charges. 

“Resolved, That a committee of five, consisting of Senators Burke, Robertson, 
Finck, Long, and Garfield, be appointed to conduct such investigation. 

“Resolved, That said committee shall proceed with said investigation at onc:, 
and shall continue its sessions during the sessions of the senate until such inycs- 
tigation yy 

*“Resoled, That said committee shall have power to send for persons and pape's 
and exercise all powers as provided by law, and that a stenographer shal! be 
employed to take a verbatim report of all testimony. 

“Said inv: tion shall cover any and all charges relating to the present 
election of a United States Senator, and said committee shall report its findinss 
to - oopete, together with the testimony, for its action, at as early a time «s 

racticable. 

. “And also to inquire whether any member of this senate has been approached 
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with offers of office or other consideration in order to influence his vote for United 
States Senator.” . wes . : 

And thereupon, to wit, on Wednesday, January 12, 1898, at 7 o’clock p. m., pur- 
suant to and by authority of the above resolution, Senators = eo 
Finck, and Long, according to agreement, assembled at the office of the chief 
clerk of the senate, and the following proceedings were had: 

Upon motion of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Robertson, the following resolu- 
tion was unanimously agreed to: ; 

* Resolved, That Mr. Burke act as chairman of this committee and Mr. Long as 
secretary.” 

Upon motion of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Robertson, the following resolu- 
tion was agreed to: 

“ Resolved, That Walter H, Allensworth be employed as the stenographer of this 
committee, and that he be immediately sworn in.” 

Upon motion of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Robertson, the following resolu- 
tion was unanimously agreed to: 

‘Resolved, That the sergeant-at-arms detail Mr. Alonzo A. Shetler to aid this 
committee in carrying out the investigations under Senate Re&olution No. 21.” 

Upon = of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Long, the following resolution 
was agreed to: 

* Resolved, That subpcenas be issued for the following witnesses: Col.T. C. Camp- 
bell, Maj. CHARLES Dick, H. H. Hollenbeck, and such other witnesses from time 
to time as this committee may order subpcenaed, and that the secretary of the 
committee keep a record of all witnesses subpcenaed before this committee, with 
the eo and time whereupon they are summoned to appear before this 
committee.” 

And thereupon subpcenas were issued for Col. T. C. Campbell, of Cincinnati; 
Maj. CHARLES Dick, of Akron, and 8. D. Hollenbeck and H. H. Hollenbeck, both 
of Chardon, summoning said gentlemen to appear before said committee at 6.30 
o'clock p. m. Tuesday, January 18, 1898; and that the sergeant-at-arms make due 
return of his proceedings thereunder. 

And thereupon Mr. Walter H. Allensworth was, by Mr. Burke, duly sworn to 
discharge the duties of his said office honestly and impartially, and to make true, 
accurate, and verbatim reports of the testimony and proceedings of this committee. 

Upon motion of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Long, the said committee adjourned 
to meet at 6.30 o’clock p. m. Tuesday, January 18, 1898. 

GEORGE 8. LONG, Secretary. 


[Memorandum.] 


JANUARY 18, 1898—12.30 p. m. 

otomnee for the following persons were issued to the sergeant-at-arms, re- 
turnable January 18, 1898, at 6.30 p, m. : 

Sam Pentland, Columbus, Ohio. 

Shepherd M. Dunlap, manager of the Western Union Telegraph Company, 
Columbus, Ohio. 

Will L. Truesdell, manager of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company, Columbus, 
Ohio. 

F. P. Ross, of the Central Union Telephone Company, Columbus, Ohic. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate, to whom said subpeenas 
were issued, made return of the same, with indorsements thereon that said par- 
ties had each been served with true copies of the subpcenas January 18, 1898, 


SENATE CHAMBER, 
_ Columbus, Ohio, January 18, 1898—6.30 p. m. 

Pursuant to the order of adjournment of the said committee ail of the members 
were present at the office of the clerk of the senate, with Mr. Burke in the chair. 

The minutes of the previous meeting were read and approved. 

Mr. Garfield requested that the minutes show that he had had no notice of the 
former meeting, and for that reason was not present, 

Mr. Finck offered the following resolution: 

Whereas each of the five (5) members of the committee is an attorney: 

Therefore, I move that no outside attorneys be allowed to appear before the 
committee in the course of this investigation, but that all examinations of wit- 
nesses be made first by Judge C. D. Robertson, and after he is through any mem- 
ber of the committee may ask any additional questions. 

ee and consideration of the same, the resolution was put to a vote 
and carried, 

And thereupon Mr. Finck offered the following resolution, which was seconded 
by Mr. Long and adopted: 

I move that the chairman shall decide all points of order and all other ques- 
tions to be determined by the committee during the progress of the investigation, 
subject to appeal by any member of the committee; but all such “ee, and all 
questions of procedure by the committee, shall be considered by the committee 
only in executive session. 

And thereupon Mr. Finck offered the following resolution, which was seconded 
by Mr. Long, put to a vote, and carried: 

I move, when the senate is not in session, unless otherwise ordered by a major- 
ity of the committee, all sessions of this investigating committee be open and 
held in the senate chamber, and when the senate is in session during mectings 
of this committee that the sessions of this committee be held and had in the judi- 
ciary committee room, executive sessions ——- 

Mr. Long, seconded by Mr. Garfield, moved that the committee go into execu- 
tive session, and that the sergeant-at-arms clear the room. The same was put to 
a vote and carried. And thereupon, the committee having resolved itself into 
executive session, matters pertaining to the examination of and procedure of the 
investigation by the committee were discussed. 

The chair read the following communication, which was received from the 
investigating committee of the house: 


To the investigating committee of the senate: 


GENTLEMEN: The committee appointed in the house to investigate charges of 
bribery relative to the election of the United States Senator respectfully request 
thatit may be present at all of the meetings of the senate committee, may take part 
in their deliberations, and be accorded all the privileges which the members of 
said senate committee themselves enjoy. 


D. O. RUTAN, Chairman. 
GEORGE H. SPELLMIRE, Secretary. 


After discussion of the said communication, upon motion of Mr. Robertson, 
the chair was instructed to communicate with the house committee that this 
committee can not accede to the request made in said communication, but that 
they should be permitted to suggest to members and have asked such questions 
ast ey may desire during the examination of witnesses, and that the members 
of said committee shall be free to inquire of matters pertainfng to the case. 

It was among the members that the meetings of the said committee 
should be held in the senate chamber between the hours of 7.30 and 10 Pp. m. 

And thereupon, after discussion of various matters pertaining to the investiga- 
tion committee to the said committee, upon motion of Mr. Burke, the committee 
arose from executive session at 8.15 p. m. i 

GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 
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OPEN SESSION. 








SENATE CHAMBER 
Columbus, Ohio, January 18, 1898—8.15 p 
The Cuarr, The select committee known as the bribery investigating commit 
tee will now come to order 
_ The Chair is authorized to say with respect to the epplication made by the 
investigating committee appointed by the house of representatives, that they 


are invited to sit with this committee at this investigation, and such questions as 
they desire asked may be suggested to any member of the senate committee, cad 
those questions will be propounded. Z 
The Chair requests that those who are here as listeners neither approve nor dis 
approve by applause or otherwise anything that may be done or said during th: 
progress of this investigation, to the end that we may have absolute quiet her 
and that the investigation may proceed in an orderly manner 7 
The witnesses, such as are subpcenaed here, will come forward and rece 


quiet here 


+) . 
oath. eaters 
The Chair called for the following witnesses: Shepherd M. Dunlap. W ! 
dell, Sam Pentland, F. P. Ross. feta? a se 
And thereupon the Chair (Mr. Burke) administered the oath to F. P. Ross. W. I 


Truesdell, and Shepherd M. Dunlap 
The Cuarr. The Chair requests the sergeant-at-arms to telephone Mr. Pentland 
Mr. JOHN J. SULLIVAN (senator). I wish to make an inquiry. Do I undersiand 

that the committee has adopted a resolution prohibiting attorneys from taking 

part? I would say that I am here representiag the interests of Senator Ha aaa 
and some other persons against whom these resolutions seem to be directs d: and 
am I right in understanding that a resolution has been passed forbidding us tl 

right of examination or cross-examination as we may desire? . 
The Cuarr. Such a resolution has been passed ; 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Does the resolution, Mr. Chairman, prevent us from asking 
tions through the committee? -* 

The CHair. No; any questions that are desired to be asked may be asked 
through a memberof this committee. There is no doubt upon that proposit : 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would then like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am don: 
wish to make request for protest on the record. 

The Cnain. The Chair will state to Senator Sullivan that it is not th 
mous vote of the committee that his protest be entered. 

Mr. Cyrus HuLine. Like Mr. Sullivan, I also appear here as counsel for Mr 
DIcK and some others who seem to be charged here, including Mr. HANNA. Of 
course, I presumed I had a right to take part under the rule of practice by the 
courts, which we understand usually governs bodies of this kind in an investiga 
tion. Of course, if under an order of the committee I am excluded, I desire that 
my protest and the protest of Mr. Dick shall be entered upon the record of the 
committee. That is all, of course, that I ean do. 

The Cuarrk. The same ruling undoubtedly may be made with referenee to this 
statement as to the application of protest of Mr. Sullivan. I desire tostate that a 
number of applications have been made, in fact numerous applications have 
been made by various parties whose names have been connected with this inves 
tigation, for an ey to appear in person and be represented by counsel 
All of which, under the resolution adopted by the committee, have been refused 

At such time, Senator Robertson, as you desire to proceed, we are rvady, 

(The committee awaited the arrival of Mr. Pentland.) ; 

The Cuarr. Is Mr. Pentland present? 

The gentleman named came forward, and the oath was administered by the 
chair (Mr. Burke). ’ 


ues 


mid 


unan 


Mr. ROBERTSON (conducting the examination): 


And thereupon SAM. PENTLAND took the stand and testified as follows 

Q. The commitiee have requested me to ask you some questions, Mr. Pentland 
Will you state your name?—A. Sam. Pentland. 

Q. Your age?—A. Forty-four. 

Q. Residence?—A. Columbus, 

Q. sa omen —S. Hotel keeper. 

Q. What hotel?—A. Neil House. 

Q. Mr. Pentland, will you state whether or not during any part of the thr 
weeks preceding January 12 you had as guests of your hotel Senator HANNA 
Dick, Mr. Dougherty, and Mr. Rathbone?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. During waet pesticn of those three weeks were they at your hotel?—A. They 
were there up to about—Mr. HANNA left Thursday morning. ; 

Q. And the others—Major Dick?—A. He left Thursday morning. 

Q. Mr. Dougherty?—A. He left about the same time. 

Q. Mr. Rathbone?—A. He left the next day, I think Friday morning 
Q. (The CHAIR.) Last week?—A. (Witness nodded his head aflirmatively.] 

Q. (Mr. RoBeRTSON.) Mr. Pentland, can you state to this committee the roon 
that were occupied in your hotel by these gentlemen?—A. Well, Senator HANNA 
had 124, and Major Dick had 16, and Mr. Rathbone 14, and Mr. Dougherty had 
No. 8. 


Major 


Q. How were these rooms situated—on what floor?—A. First floor and second 
floor. 
Q. How are they situated with reference to being connected or adjoining?—A 


They were not connected. 

Q. Did any open into any other?—A. All were separate 

Q. How many rooms were on the first floor?—A. All except 124 

Q. That was Senator HANNA’s room?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Had he only one room?—A. He had only one room that he occupied 

Q. Did he have the use or privileges of any other room’—A. I presume he did 

Q. Can you state what rooms?—A. I think the only room I saw him in other 
than 124 was in 16—the only room I ever saw himin. Isaw him in 16 and saw 
him in 8—only saw him there the day they were taking the ballot. 

Q. The room occupied by Mr. Dougherty?—A. Yes. 

Q Did he have any other room but these four that you mentioned?—A. He 
had a couple of rooms for headquarters—two or three. 

Q. On what floor were they situated?—A. The parlor floor. 

Q. How near to the other rooms?—A, Quite a Gotan e. 

Q. They were not adjoining rooms?—A. No, sir. 

. Does your hotel register show that three gentlemen occupied these rooms? 
A. I think it does. ; aad 

Q. You have the register, have you?—A. I think so, I think it is in the hotel 
now. 

Q. Can it be produced for the inspection of the committee?—A. We never allow 
our books to go out of the office. 

Q. Would you have any objection to our committee seeing your books?—A. We 
object to any person seeing our books. They can not be seen by other than our- 
selves. When the register leaves the counter it is a private book, but when on 
the marble it isa public book. When it leaves the counter it is private property. 
I wish you to understand that that book is full and another is in its place. 

Q. That book is in your possession?—A. Yes. 

Q. It is in your possession as manager?—A. Yes, 

Q. Do I understand that you refuse to allow this committee to see this book?— 
A. Yes. 

Q. Why will you not allow the committee of this senate, duly and properly 
authorized by law and sitting as a court of justice, to inspect your books?—A. I 
would refuse the committee or anybody else to see our books, 
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Q 
Rath 
ance 
Q 
know 


Will you give 


us any reason? 


’ -A. That is my own private business. 
You impose your private business to the prejudice of this committee?—A. 


~00ks are mine and nobody else’s 


Then I understand that you absolutely refuse the committee the inspection 


ur hotel register?—A. Yes; or anyone, after the register has left the marble 
ter 

The ones containing the names of Senator HANNA, Major Dick, and Mr. 
bone?—A. Yes; this is not other than I have done during any other appear- 


before a court. 
Mr. Pentland, was there a telephone in any of these rooms?—A. Not that I 
of, 


Q. If there had been a telephone in these rooms, would you have known it?— 


A. W 
Q. 
q. 
Q 

room 
Q. 

these 
Q 
Q 

up to 

Q. 

q. 

Q 

Q. 

qQ. 

Q. 

Q 

Q 

Q. 

Q. 

Q. 

mo 

Q. 

Q 

Q. 

Q 

Q. 

Q 

Q 

Q. 

Q. 

Q 

know 
Q. 


re 


ell, not necessarily. 

You would see it if you were there?—A. Might, and might not. 

Your eyesight is good?!—A. I don’t remember of a telephene at all. 

Have — at any time authorized the placing of a telephone in any of these 

si—A. No. 

Had you any knowledge of any other person placing a telephone in any of 
rooms?’—A. Notin those rooms. There was a telephone in room 24. 

Who occupied that reom?—A. Mr. Boxwell. 

When was the telephone put in that room?—A. During the last three weeks, 
a few days after Christmas. 

Who put it in?—A. Why, the Telephone Company. 

At whose instigation or request?—A. I don’t know. 

Who paid for it?—A. I don’t know anything about it. 

Was it a long-distance or short-distance telephone?—A. Can't tell you. 

Did it have a box around it or a cabinet case about it?—A. No, sir. 

Did you see it)—A. No. 

When was it removed?—A. Can't tell you. 

Was you here in Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

And staying at the hotel all the time?—A. Yes, sir. 

And you don’t know when it was removed?—A. No, sir. 

Who has charge of your hotel?—A. I do, but I don’t know when it was 

ved. Iam not there all the time. 

Do you know the number of that telephone?—A. No, sir. 

Do you know any person that used it?—A. No, sir. 

Did you ever use it?—A. No, sir. 

Is there any other telephone in your hotel?—A. Yes, sir; down in the office. 

That the only one?—A. There is one upstairs in the private room of a guest 

Who is the private guest?—A. People who stay there. 

Give the name.—A. Mr. Bowland’s room. 

What is the number of that room?—A. 300. 

Do you know of the number of that telephone?—A. No, sir. 

It is maintained and paid for by the boarder himself?—A. I don’t know. I 
it is there. 


I think that is all that I want to ask of you. Have you any telegraph line 


into your house?—A. Yes, sir. 
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a tele 
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Q. 
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his name?—A 


a 





In what rooms does that telegraph line go?—A. It is downstairs. 

Is there any upstairs?—A. Yes, sir; during the Senatorial contest there was 
raph line in room 25. 

Who occupied room 25?—A. I don’t recall his name. 
Will your register show that?—A. Yes. 

Will you promptly say who occupied that room?—A. I can remember directly; 
t slipped my memory. 

What company put that wire into that room?—A. The Postal. 

When was it put in?—A. Some time during the contest for Senator. 

Was it put in there during the three weeks preceding the 12th of January?— 
some time. 

Is it there now?—A. No, sir. 

When was it taken out?—A. I don’t know; I didn’t see them. 

Who took it out?—A. I presume they did. 

Who, the Postal Telegraph Company?—A. Yes. 

Who paid for putting it in and taking it out?—A. I don’t know. 

When did the gentlemen who occupied room 25 leave that room?—A. A 
of days ago. 

That would be on the 16th’—A. Within a few days, only two or three days 


I just forgot his name. 


It is only two or three days since he left your hotel. 
It just slipped my memory. . 


Why can’t you recall 






























Q. How long had he been a guest of your hotel?—A. Three weeks. 

Q. Have you seen him frequently?—A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know where he came from?—A. No; I don’t know where he came 
from 

Q. Was his name—Austin?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was his business, if you know?—A. I don't know. 

Q. Do you know where he came from?—A. I don’t know where he came from. 

Q. Do you know what he was here for?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know who he was visiting here, or calling upon?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Who paid his bill at your hotel?—A. Paid his own bill 

Q. Did he pay it to you’—A. He has not gone. He has changed from one room 
to another. That room he had did not have a bath; he changed to a room with 
bath. 

Q. Now, Mr. Pentland, may I ask you who paid the bills for those rooms oc- 
cupied by the gentlemen whom we have been discussing—the four gentlemen 
whose rooms you described?!—A. I will not answer that question. 

Q. Who paid the bill for the room that was occupied by Major Dick?—A. 
Would not answer that. 

Q. Who paid the biil for the room occupied by Mr. Dougherty?—A. Would not 
answer that question. 

Q. Who paid the bill for the room occupied by Mr. Rathbone?—A. Can not 
answer that question 

Q. You decline to answer all these questions?—A. Yes. 

@. Who paid Senator Hanna’s bill?!—A. Would not answer any of those ques- 
tions. Every man’s bill is his own private business transaction 

Q. Now, Pentland, will you state to me whether you have any reason for 
refusing to answer these questions?—A. Always do. 

Q. Other than your custom?—A. That is our custom. 

Q. Is there anything in answering these questions that would in any way in- 
criminat ul—A. No, sir 

Q. And still you refuse to answer these questions?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Ar t yor ate that in answering them you would not rimi: or 
diss irselff—A. Yes, sir 

Q. You absolutely refuse to answer our questions?—A. Same as I always do 

Q. Let me ask you whether those accounts that went on the books of your hotel 
were kept in one bill?—A. There were several accounts. 

Q. Chars ude, then, to each of the individuals on your books?—A. Yes, 
sir 

Q. Will yon allow the committee to examine your books, or give us a copy of 
those a 2 A. No, sir 

Q. Now, in refusi: access to these accounts, or books, is there anything that 
would tend te you?’—A. No, sir. 

Q. You do not; r refusal on the ground that it would disgrace or crimi- 


nate you? 


Q. 





m ply your stubborn determination not to accede to the request of 


But it is si 
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this committec?—A. I always refuse and have refused to do so when appe: 
before a court. 
The Cuatr. Are there any other questions? 
By Mr. Lone: 

Q. I understand you to say that there was no telephone in room 124?—A 
room 124; no, sir; I never saw one. 
Q. Who has charge of the hotel in your absence?—A. I have charge of th, 
tel. I have not been absent. 

Q. No one has authority to act when you happen to be out of the hou 
No, sir 

Q. There was no other telephone in the house that you know of, except in 1 
25?—A. The only one I know of. 

By Judge RoBERTSON: 

Q. Mr. Pentland, being in charge of your own house, and there all of t 

it would not be permissible for people to put in telegraph or telephones 


in 


your permission into their rooms?—A. No. 
Q. In this instapce the telegraph and telephone lines that went into 
rooms—was that by your permission?—A. I knew the telephone was ¢g 


room 24, but I did not know about the telegraph line. 


Q. How did you know that?—A. They asked me where to put it. 

Q. Who?—A. One of the telephone men. 

Q. You have only one telephone company here?—A. Yes. 

Q. What is the name?—A. I don’t know; don’t remember. 

Q. I believe that is all. 

By Mr. Lona: 

Q. Do you decline to answer these questions in accordance with your pr 
as a hotel man,or do you decline under special advice from counsel?—A 
hotel kee per. 


Q. Lunderstand that you haven’t taken any special advice with refe: 
your examination in this committee?—A. No, sir. 

The Cuatrk. Mr. Pentland, as to the questions which you have refused 
swer, with the consent of the committee, the chair suggests to you t 
refusal to answer questions which might be legitimate in this examinat 
which would not tend to criminate you, even though it tended to dis 
the committee might order you brought before the bar of the senate a 
with for contempt. 

The chair suggests to the committee that it would 
the witness to report here, and the chair so rm 
morrow night at 7.30 o’clock p. m., 
with an attorney as to the questions he has refused to answer. 


probably be ady 
that you report 
and if the witness so desires he ma 
As tot 


juests 





witness that if he so desires the stenographer will furnish him with copi 

questions he has refused to answer for his better assistance and for th: 
vent of any attorney he desires to consult. 

With that I think we will excuse you until to-morrow night 

And thereupon F. P. Ross, having been first duly sworn, t 

testified as follows: 


Mr. RoBERTSON (conducting the examination): 


ok the st 


Q. You have been sworn?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Please state your name.—A. F. P. Ross. 
Q. Age.—aA. 44. 
Q. Residence.—A. 715 East Broad street, Columbus, Ohio. 
Q. Occupation.—A. Manager of the Central Union Telephone Compan 
Q. Mr. Ross, do you know whether there was a telephone in any roo! 
Neil House during the three weeks prior to January 12’—A. Yes, sir. 
| Q. How many did you put in during that time?—A. One. 
Q. In what room?—A. Room 24, I believe. 
Q. At whose instigation did you place that telephone there?—A. I re: 


ders from our superintendent. 








Q. Was that order in writing?—A. Verbal order only. 

Q. Whois your superintendent?—A. Mr. Lloyd. 

Q. And resides in this city?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is his first name?—A. B. F. Lioyd. 

Q. May he be found at your office?—A. Yes, sir. 
| . When wasit, if you know, when that telephone was put in?—A. I 
| give the exact date without looking up the records. 

Q. ~~ daa I think about the 27th; possibly the 26th or 27 

December. 

Q. Is it there now?—A. No, sir. 

Q. When was it removed?—A. Three or four days aco 

Q. After or before the Senatorial election?— After, I think. 

Q. Now, you are unable tosay who ordered that telephone?—A. All I 


| 


| slip?—A. Not the connecting 1 


| 
| 


| city, we haven't. 


it was my order to put it in. 


Q. Do you know who paid for it?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know who ordered it taken ont’—A. N as taken « 
phone order from there. I don’t know from whom 

Q. Do you know the number of that telephone?’—A. 1092; yes, s 

©. Was that a long-distance or short-distance ‘phone’?—A. Long distar 

Q. Where was that long-distance telephone No. 1092 located in the ro 
can’t say that. I was never in the room 

Q. It was putin by one of your workmen?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Ross, do you keep a record of telephone messages with the mn: 
the telephone from which they are received?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. A daily record?—A. Yes, sir. 

@. You have a blank for that purpose, I believe?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In which all details with reference to the time of the call, its durat 


the connecting line is recorded?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who keeps that schedule?—A. The operator making the connect 
central station. 

Q. So that at the central station when they receive a call it is imn 
recorded as against that number of telephone, or put to that telephon: 
and then the connecting number that they are calling for isa I 
i umber, simply the name of the party 
either that, or the number, which ever it was the party calls. 

Q. Now, have you in your office the record of the calls made ov 
10927—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you a record of every telephone call made by 109277—A. Not 
We don’t keep any record of city or local c 





iso | 














Q. Only outside of the city, when long-distance telephone is used?—A 

Q. Then, all long-distance messages going to 1092 you will have r 
| your office, showing the persons or telephone from which it came?—A 

Q. Will it show the person and telephone?—A. Not necessarily both 


show either one or the other. ; 

Q. You say you have these records in your office now?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Ross, have you any objection to producing those records before t 
mittee?—A. Well, for that the committee would have to refer to higher ¢ 
than myself. 

Q. You would not feel at liberty at present to exercise that authority?—A 


cir 


_ 


JUNE 5, 


uP 


\ 


2. Will you come back here to-morrow night, at half past 7, and bring ' 


you such records as you have, if permitted by your superiors or the partic 
you may desire to consult?—A. Yes, sir. 


—e 








1900. 
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Q. Now, we would ask you to bring the records of the telephone used by either | identified in the file; but a subpeena which only calls in genera 
Mr. HANNA, or Mr. Dick, or Mr. Dougherty, or Mr. Rathbone, or Mr. Austin; | messages as may be found after a search through the files (for ex { 
and if you can bring with you, Mr. Ross—in the event that you are permitted to | sages passing between J , th and R ard Brown between tt 
do so—a record, if you will, of all connecting numbers or names oe the parties | July and the 5th day of et is irregular and unlawful beir 
calling by long-distance telephone for telephone 1092.—A. I think I understand nature of a search wart t founded on ssages known to have ex 
Q. I don’t know that I express it properly, as I am not very familiar wish your | (The witness, continuing rhat isa note under rule 100 
terms. You understand, what we want is a record of messages going out and Q. Under that you assume to determine whether or not a sul al 
coming in through telephone No, 1092, if you are permitted to give us that | judicial tribunal is in order or not \. For the present; ye 
record.—A. Yes, sir. |} Q. If, in your judgment, th bpcena is t pr f 1 pre ‘ 
Q. It isa rule of your company, I understand, that all persons calling by long- | disregard it?—A! No; not my own judgme but instructions from ei 
distance telephones, or for the long-distance telephone, are required to give | officers. , 7 : 
their names and the name of the persons they desire to communicate with?—A. | Q. And whose ji tw l t A. That of our: ula 1 
Asa rule. New York. 
Q. Might that be varied?—A. Yes, sir. Q. Then you we 1 have to comm © with} 1 Vv 
Q. How would it be?—A. Well, in case they knew the parties using the tele- | Q. Have you communicated with } A ¥e r: thr h 
phone they might not a for particular names; if we had orders to give con- | ent at Cincinnati, Mr. I. N. Milller—! Isaac and N. for Ne M 
nection for anybody for that telephone, we would not be particular aboutasking | Q. He is the superintendent of you _ wi 
the individual name of the user. | Q. Superintendent f e West l 1 raph : ‘ ™ 
Q. If the number of the telephone was given you might excuse the name?—A, | A. Yes, sir : 
Yes, sir. | Q. Has he instructed you to refu to | Ince tl ’ rds 1 
Q. If that was so, the number of the telephone wanted would be recorded?— | A. Yes; until we are advised through our general att y. H i i 
A. Yes, sir. | be too late to do so to-day nee ti imons w 1 ed t} 
Q. Well, Mr. Ross, until we get an answer as to whether you will disclose tous | @. Who is your attorn A. ( H. Fe 
these records I presume we had better suspend any further questioning. We will Q. You were present and heard nversation between Mr. R 1 
be in session to-morrow night, at half past 7 o'clock. | with reference to coming back to-morrow even Would 
By Mr. Lona: getting your instructions, to come back here to-morrow nig! Ye 
aa ee a a a a a . Q. And if you are not prohibited by your superior off i brit 
Q. What is your official connection with the telephone company?—A. Iam the | messages which we have called for?—A. Yes, sir; I will do wh 
manager of the Central Union Telephone Company. | to do. 
Q. In whose custody and control are the records of the various telephonesin | Q. Those running from the 27th day of er up to tl ha f 
this station at Columbus, including telephone 10927—A. In mine; they are in my | ary that we have called for—the teleerams recs ‘hy wou fos 
custody, not my control. : 7 , whose names we have given to you, and we have called for the 
Q. Whose control?—A. The American Telephone and Telegraph Company, com- | these gentlemen to whomsoever they may have | nt d 
monly known as the Long Distance Telephone Company. about which we have been discussin the thre we . 
Q. What person do you recognize as your superior officer?—A. I would have to | Did you have any telegraph wire into the Neil Hou A N , 
inquire of and refer to our superintendent, Mr. Lloyd—B. F. Lloyd. Q: Had vou any line or private or special line os ct l with the ] 
Q. Where does he reside?—A. Columbus. Onlv for messenger service ’ ; , : ; 
Q. Is there any record made of the location of the telephone that is putina Q: Was that } tin by vor A. Well. it w put i he M I 
hotel room, other than its location in a certain room and the person to whom Company under mv < : — tities So , 
chargeable?—A. It is not made a matter of record; it is noted that the telephone Q. One of these litt! el 1s? ve 
was delivered to the room and the person to whom chargeable. Q. They had no telegraph it ent there 4 No “a 
By Mr. ROBERTSON: _ Q. Any instrument governed by your company for tl se of ‘ nt 
Q. Mr. Ross, do you know who paid for the use of telephone No. 10927—A. No, | that room?—A. No. , 
sir: I do not. , Do you know whether vou have ny telegrat CO} the telewran 
Q. Who would know that—you have a cashier?—A. Yes, sir. the signature of, or as a signature, “ H. D.,”’ the letters H A. Ido nott 
Q. How could we ascertain that fact?—A. I might give you that information | ought to answer that question 
to-morrow night. | Q Tam only asking you for your know dg Mr D inlap; Is ki 
Q. If you please—including that with the other information, if you consent to | 7°¥ know it.—A. Can’t you describe it more definitely than that 
answer our questions. Q. Is it not a sufficient description if I ask you if you have files, to 
A : knowledge, a telegram with the signature, or that takes th \ 1 
By the CHAIR: | Sewer sen nn mbus to Cincinnati ¢ ( 
Q. Mr. Ross, you received a subpcena to produce and haye before this commit- | to Columbus, or both ways?—A, I think we have such a mess 
tee records of all telephone messages sent over the long-distance telephones, | sage bearing that signature. I don't know of but or 
together with the number of the telephone used by Major Dick, M. A. Hanna, in | Q. Do you know when that was received wasit s A. 1\ ld | 
this eity, and the names of all parties calling for this telephone from a distance | that you compel me to show that message, if there i ( 
or using it in the city of Columbus, between the dates of December 27, 1 and Q. You say you have seen it A. I don't be I I 
January 12, 1898, inclusive?—A. Yes, sir. Q. Do you say to this committee that you have t n \ 
Q. Do I understand that you were unable to produce these records, or that you | I don’t know what message you are referring to exact 
desire to consult with some of your superior officers?—A. The subpcena was not Q. I am referring to a message—it makes no difference w was in 
served on me until 3 o’clock this afternoon, and we haven't had time to prepare | who sent it, or who received by—with the initials “HH. D.” l to it 
the records. have no inclination to be petulant, but that mess tl ed 
Q. You will endeavor to produce these records?—A. Yes, sir. could compel me to bring it here. It is quest ny nd wi 
Q. Kindly report your attendance here to-morrow evening. ought to answer that question or not. 
And thereupon SHEPHERD M. DuNLaP, having been first duly sworn, took the | ,. &: We do not wish to embarrass you with your super \. Then I bett 
stand and testified as follows: fuse to discuss about that message and request you to cé me to bring 
ee ‘ . Q. But you have already testified that re was such edt 
Mr. RoBERTSON conducted the examination: a signature.—A. I do not want to be held down t ‘ 
Q. You received a subpcena to come here Mr. Dunlap?—A, Yes. sir, Q. Then we will leave that if you wish to ! f wl r you plea 
Q. Please state your name.—A. 8. M. Dunlap. but let me suggest that the committee agree w t vo ly 
Q. Your age?—A. 48. your superior officers, and that we may insist lefinit ver to tl 
Q. Your residence?—A. 651 Franklin avenue, Columbus. questions to-morrow night, or we shall i: I of te to] 
Q. Your eosugeiont Manager of the Western Union. for refusal. Wedon’t wish to embarrass witne me here without ad 
Q. Are you the principal officer of the Western. Union Telegraph Company | of counsel or of their superiors. I have made thes t be from my ow 
here?—A. Yes, sir. point of view; it may not be in accordance with the judgment of the con 
Q. Are you the highest authority for that company in this city?—A. Yes, sir. that these descriptions are definite enoug i that we should invoke the 
Q. I notice that the subpoena that was served upon you asked you to bring with | of the senate. I haven't ed t ther m bers of tl ! \ 
you certain documents, telegrams, and copies of telegrams, Did you bring them | You may not do that ther 1 lik h vhether tl is ended 
with you?—A. No; I would not be permitted to do that without advice from | not, so that I may let1 per know t ‘ la I 
higher authority. It was too late, too, when I received the service. Mr. ROBERTSON. The chairman will i ict you about thatin ar ent 
Q. It was too jate?—A. Yes, sir. Mr. Lona. If there is such a message * ad“ H.D.,”’ that! beer t 
Q. You have these telegrams and copies here?—A. I don’t know what telegrams | the three weeks prior to January 12, it is preserved here in } I 
you wished. None were specified, so that I don’t know whether there are such | stand these messages are preserved for a period of six m le 
messages. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long do you keep your copies?—A. Six months, The Cuarr. Are there any other questions? 
Q. Does that apply to all received and all dispatched?—A. Yes, sir; both ways. For the information of the witness the Chair will say to him t the ¢ 
Q. (Mr. RoBERTSON reading from subpcena.) ‘‘ You are hereby commanded to | tee will probably insist upon a thorough in n t I ! 
summon Shepherd M. Dunlap, manager of the Western Union Telegraph Com- | probably by proper process get before the committ ni t! 
many, of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio, and also command him, the said | material to this investigation, and in the ¢ t th iis com: ‘ | 
Shepherd M. Dunlap, to produce and have before the said committee original | entitled to any messa which are refused, and which ar rt M 
telegrams sent between the 27th day of December, 1897, and the 12th day of Jan- | be kept from this committee, itis within the power of the « i to repor 
uary, 1898, inclusive, by or to M. A. HANNA, Harry Dougherty, Maj. CHarves Dick, | the State and the senate to take action against the witness forcontempt. 1 
and Major Rathbone ’’—these are the telegrams that the committee have called | of course, lies with the senate. This committe I understand it, } 
for. Now, you say that you haven't had time this evening to look them up.—A. | inherent power to find for contempt. I would suggest to tt in a 
I didn’t look for them. I would not look for them under that service. Messages | ness that Me consult v his advisers and dete stot ( 
would have to be specified. I would not search the pile for messages passing be- ; pursue. 
tween parties so idefinitely stated as that. You must specify the messages that There is nothing that this committee desires to do t Ww 
you wish, so as to be identified. upon or injure any witness. But we re thé idersts 
Q. Mr. Dunlap, how would you specify a message? Suppose we call for a mes- | that they sustain toward : I 
sage sent on the 27th day of December, addressed to M. A. HANNA, would that | upon his testifying withou and a n 
be definite enough?—A. Hardly; you should say who the message is from and | periors as to the best wa) 
the contents of the message. You will be excused un t at 7.30 
Q But, Mr. Dunlap, if we had that information we would not be asking it And thereupon W. L. 7 n first duly swort k the st 
from you—if we had the contents of the telegram, from whom and when sent, | and testified as follows 
we would not have to ask the manager of the Western Union Telegraph Company . al a sa “ 
to produce them.—A. You might want its authenticity certified to. Mr. ROBERTSON (conducting the examination 
. Don’t you think the information you have received in these summonses is Q. You have been sworn?—A. Yes, sir 
definite enough to bring those telegrams?—A. Iam under instructions not to Q. Will you please state your name?—A. W. L. Truesdell. 
obey a summons of that Eina, Q. And your age? 31 
Q. Who gave these instructions?—A. The book of rules. Q. Your resid A. Columbus. 
Q. Where is that book of rules?—A. I have it in my pocket. Q. Place of residence A. 102 Wilson avenne. 
Q. Please call our attention to the rule under which you act in that regard.— Q. Occupation?—A. I am manager of the Postal Telegraph Company. 
A. (The witness reading.) ‘‘Note. A subpcena, to be regular and valid, must Q. Have you any superior officer in this city?7—A. Not in Colum! 
describe the desired .messages by such specific reference to the names, dates, or Q. Where is your next superior officer?—A. In Cincinnati 
subject-matter concerned as will enable such messages to be readily found and Q. His name?—A. W. IL. Capen. 
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Q. The name of the company which you are employed with?—A. Postal Tele- 
graph Cable Company. 

Q. Mr. Truesdell, do you have in your office at Columbus copies of the tele- 
grams received and the telegrams sent out during the three weeks preceding Janu 
ary 12, 1898—from the 27th day of December, 1897, to the 12th day of Jamuary?—A. 
Yes, sir; we have complete files for six months. 

Q. They are here and under your control?—A. Yes, sir; as manager. 

q. You have been served with a subpoena and ordered to bring certain tele 
grams here to-day, have you not?—A, I was served with a subpoena; yes, sir. 

Q. Did you bring the telegrams with you?—A. I did not. In the first place I 
didn’t have time since being served, and in the next place no particular tele- 
grams were specified. 

Q. The specification contained in this writ which has been served upon you 
was for telegrams by or to M. A. HANNA, Harry Dougherty, Maj. CHARLEs Dick, 
and Major Rathbone during the period mentioned.—A. That is the way my sub- 
poena reads; yes, sir. 

Q. You say that is not definite enough?—A. Not under the general instructions 
of the company. 

Q. Independent of the general instructions you could find these telegrams, I sup- 
pose?—A. Yes; under a drag-net proceeding, I suppose we could go through the 
files and find anything that we have in that. 

Q. What do I understand by a drag-net proceeding?—A. Well, a subpoena of 
that kind is generally termed a drag net. 

Q. Does that apply as an epithet to characterize it?—A. No, sir; itsimply means 
that the particular telegrams wanted are not specified. 

Q. How are they to be specified?—A. I should giye the address of each telegram 
wanted, and should contain the substance of the dispatch. 

Q. Then, if a telegram had come to me at your office, and I had lost it, and I 
had come to you to see if such a telegram had been received by me, giving the 
date, you say that would be too indefinite to find a copy of the telegram?—A. It 
would not be too indefinite to hunt for it, but it would require hunting through 
the telegrams of that day. 

Q. Do you now keep a record of the telegrams received and in the order re- 
ccived?—A, No, sir. 

Q. When is your record made up?—A. I don’t understand. 

Q. Do you keep a record or book of the telegrams received?—A. Not a seriatim 
one, 

Q. Please explain.—A. The record of telegrams are chargeable under each 
office of which they originate, and in case of sent messages the office to which 
they are destined, 

Q. You have a register in which you register all telegrams sent out and delivy- 
ered in the city of Columbus?—A. We have various report forms for the vario: + 
branch offices; yes, sir. . 

Q. It would not be very much trouble, then, to produce copies and all tek 
grams received to-day?—A. It would be about as ditheult as to produce the mes- 
sages themselves. 

Q. Neither would be very difficult.—A. No; if time were given up to it. 

Q. Probably a few minutes?—A. A great deal longer than that. 

Q. How much time would you think it would take to ascertain how many tele- 
grams were received at your office to-day?—A. Why, inall probability, if we were 
fortunate enough to find the telegram we are looking for at the bottom of the 
heap, it might be found in thirty minutes. 

Q. How many telegrams do you receive a day, 
think that question is pertinent to this examination. 
obstreperous at all, but I prefer not to answer it. 

Q. Have you had any instruction about testifying here?—A. None; only the 
general instruction as read by Mr. Dunlap. 

Q. Did you communicate with your superior officers?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. By wire or letter?—A. By letter; it was too late to reach the superintendent 
by wire. 

‘Q. You have had no communication with him?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You don’t know what his disposition will be with reference to producing 
these telegrams’?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, do you have any telegrams, either sent out or received, signed 
“Hl. D.’"—A. I don’t think so. I have handled scarcely any telegrams during 
the last month. They have been handled by the clerks and operators. 

Q. How many are there?—A. We have been working eight cperators, and I 
have two clerks in the main office. y 

Q. Have you any private wire in the Neil House?—A. Yes, sir; we have a regu- 
lar branch office there. 

Q. Any ramffication of your wire into private rooms?—A. We have had; yes, sir. 

@. What date did you have these wires there?—A. I don’t recall the date. I 
think it was somewhere in the neighborhood of the 27th of December. 

Q. What room?—A. Room 25. 

Q. Do you know who occupied that room?—A. I believe it was Mr. Austin’s 
room. 

Q. Do you know what Mr. Austin’s business was?—A. Iam not positive as to 
that. 

Q. Do you know where he came from?—A. I understand from Washington. 

Q. Was that a special wire?—A. Yes, sir; an independent wire. 

Q. Where did it run to?—A. From room 25, Neil House, to the main office. 

Q. And from there anywhere, an independent wire?—A. We had it there 
arranged subject to our own convenience; the place wherever we wanted it. 

Q. Is the wire there yet?—A. I believe it is on the building; the instrument is 
not there. 

Q. When wasit taken out—the instrument?—A. I think it was the day following 
the Senatorial election. 

Q. It was put in on the 27th of December?—A. Approximately, about the Ist of 
January. 

Q, At whose instigation did you put it in?—A. I don’t recall positively, but I 
believe Mr. Austin asked to have it put in his room. 

Q. Are you personally poquainted with Mr. Austin?—A. I met him during the 
last few days, but didn’t know him before. 

Q. When he applied for a wire in his room were you acquainted with him?— 
A. No, sir. 

Q. How is that paid for?—A. That is a matter that I would prefer advice on 
before answering. 

Q. Do your books show, if you are permitted to exhibit them to us, the facts and 
transactions pertaining to that line?—A. There is very little matter of record; I 
don’t believe the books will show anything. 

Q. Have you no record there to show the extent and use that line was put to, 
and that instrument?—A. Merely as a branch office; and the reports with the 
various branch offices are filed in our offices. 

Q. Did you have an operator in that room?—A. Yes, sir. 

®. He is here?—A. He is. There were two—one by the name of Allensworth, 
part of the time, and the rest of the time an operator by the name of Wright. 

Q. They made their headquarters in room No. 25?—A. I think 25, at the Neil 
House. > 

Q. They had your instrument and special wire there from the 27th day of Decem- 
ber up until the 12th of January?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When was the instrument removed from there?—A. I think it was the day 
following the Senatorial nomination. 

Q. And since that time the operators have resumed their ordinary operations 
in your office?—A. Why, those that are regularly employed. 
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; answering these questions. 





Q. They were your regular employees?—A. One regular and one an extra. 


Q. Do you know where that extra man came from?—A. He is a resident 
Columbus, and he is now at work there. 

Q. They are both residents of Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, will you come back here to see us to-morrow night prepared to answ 
our questions one way or another?—A. I will come back after consulting with ; 
superior officers. 

Q. We wish you would consult with them and receive their instructions, »; 
if you find you are at liberty to answer our questions and produce the telegry 
and copies we have asked for, you know what we want.—A. Yes, I do. 

Q. I don’t catch the relation of the special wire running to your office—that 
in Columbus. It would be put in communication with any point outside of ( 
lumbus?—A. Yes. 

Q. When it came into your office in Columbus (to your central office), ey 
time that wire was put in communication with your numerous wires runni: 
from Columbus, would not that be recorded?—A. If the wire was stopped at 1 
main office, then the message received from there would have to be relayed 
a record would be made, but if the wire was put on to any one of the wires |; 
ing out of the city we would not have a relay copy, but the operator in the N 
House would have a copy and they would turn in the required report at nig 

Q. Do you require a copy to be kept?—A. Yes; the company requires tha 

Q. You would have the number of every message that went out of th: 
House, whether passed through the relay or connected with the special \ 
running anywhere else?—A. Yes. 

The Cuatr. Does any other member desire to ask any questions? 

Mr. GARFIELD, Mr. Austin that you refer to, did you know whether hx 
newspaper man’—A. I do not; only by general report. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) You have heard that he was?—A. I have heard th 
was. 
ae (Mr. Lone.) What is Allenworth’s first name?—A. I think they cal] 

arry. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Where does he live?—A&. I can’t tell you. 
part of the city. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Do you know of anybody who knows where he lives?—A 
have his address at my office. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Does anybody else have it, if it should be desired’—A. 
could be gotten out of the directory. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) What is Wright's first name?—A. Just. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Do you know his city address?—A. No, sir; I do not. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Who paid for the installation of that instrument and w 
room 25, Mr. Truesdell?—A. The installation of that—well, I do not wish to a: 
that; it is a question I would prefer to consult about. 

The Cuarr. Ishould like to inquire of you at what time Mr. Allensworth 
as operator; was he day operator or night operator? 

A. Well, it was nota change of that nature. The change was from Allens 
working a few days there and then Mr. Wright a few days. 

Q. (Mr. RoBERTSON.) Were they at work day and night?—A. Well, if I re: 
part of each. 

Q. Gan Cuarr.) Can you tell us which man worked there first?—A. Mr. A 
worth. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) About how long did he work?—A. Well, I don’t know; |; 
bly a week; then after that Mr. Wright continued to work until the offic: 
abandoned. 

Q. (The CHatr.) Do you know whether or not Mr. Austin was an Asso 
Press reporter’—A. 1 do not. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) You decline to state who paid for that instrument, from w 
I infer that you know who paid for it, but that you are not certain as to wh+ 
you could answer it or not?—A. I don’t want to put it that way; I merely 
to consult to find out with reference to the opening up of the office at th 
House, 

Q. Do you know who paid for it?—A. Why, no; I don’t. 

Q. Have you any information from any of your subordinates who paid { 
instrument there and its use and the messages that went over that private wi 
A. That is a question I should prefer to consult about before answering. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) I think the witness is possibly a little unusually careful a 
There is no reason, as I understand it, for r 
to answer whether he knows, either of his own knowledge or from his su 
nates, who_paid for it. 

Q. (The Carr.) If you don’t know who paid for the use of that wire w! 
you desire to consult your superiors before telling who paid for it?—A. Tha 
question that I would prefer to answer to-morrow night, also. 

Q. Do you know whether you know who paid for the use of that wire or 1 


I think in th 





| A. No, sir; I don’t know whether I know or not. 


Q. Do you know whether you do know, either of your own knowledge or \ 


subordinates, who paid for it?—A. Well, I know that some of the messages 





a great many of them, were paid for by parties who sent them. Anyone 
understand, going into that room could send messages over that wire. 

Q. You havesuggested that someone made arrangements for putting that 
in there and ying for it. Do you know who that was?—A. Well, as to pa 
for the wire, i on’t think I said anything of the kind. 1 think I stated in 
former of my testimony that we opened a branch office. 

Q. If you don’t know who paid for that wire, there is not any necessity 
consulting your superiors as to whether you do or do not know, is ther 
That is one of the points on which I wish to consult them. 

Q. We are asking the question as to whether you know; do you or don't \ 
Or don’t you know if you do or if you don’t?—A. I know that the use of t! 
was pajd for by the messages contributed to the wire. It was not a leased \ 
there was no contract as to leasing the wire, because I haven’t the leasing « 


| wires, and I put that instrument in there myself. 


The Cuarr, You will consult your superiors and report here to-morrow ! 
at 7.30. 

And thereupon the committee adjourned to meet at 7.30 o’clock Wedn: 
evening, January 18, 1898, in open session. 

The {allowing resolution adopted by the committee is intended as a substi! 
for the instruction given the chair as to the communication this committee wi> 
made in reply to the one received from the house committee, noted in the | 
utes of the executive session January 18, 1898: 

Ata called meeting of the investigating committee of the senate, under: 
lution No, 21, there — resent Chairman Burke, Senators Robertson, Garti: 
and Long, on motion of Senator Long, seconded by Senator Robertson, and 
unanimous yote, it was resolved that the house committee of investiga 
touching the United States Senatorial election of January, 1898, be invited to 
with the senate committee with the privilege of examining or cross-exami! 
any witnesses before the investigation begun by the senate committee on J 
uary 18, 1898; the said house committee to be subject to the charge and dire: 
of the chairman of said senate committee in their method and subject of ex. 
nation in like manner as the members of said senate committee are under s 
charge and direction. 

(Memorandum.] 
JANUARY 19, 1898 

Summonses were issued for es CHARLES Dick, of Akron; 8. D. Hollenbeck 
and H. H. Hollenbeck, both of Chardon, Ohio, and Col. T. C. Campbell, of Cin- 
cinnati, January 13, 1898 (see minutes of meeting January 12, 1895), to appca! 
before the committee Jan 18, 1898, at 6.30 o’clock p. m. 








1900. 





The said sergeant-at-arms made due return of his proceedings under said writs 
and the indorsements on said writs certify: F 

That Maj. CHARLES Dick was served personally at Cleveland, Ohio, January 
15, 1898. ; 

That S. D. Hollenbeck was served personally at Chardon, Ohio, January 15, 1898, 

That H. H. Hollenbeck was not found within the jurisdiction of the State, and 
the sergeant-at-arms made return that a true copy of subpcena was left at his 
usual place of residence at Chardon, Ohio. 

That Col. T. C. Campbell has not at this date been served. 


[Memorandum. } 
JANUARY 19, 1898, 

A subpoena was issued for Sam. Pentland, of the city of Columbus, Franklin 
County, Ohio, commanding him to produce certain books and records and to 
appear before the committee at 7.30 o’clock p. m., January 19, 1898. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms made due return of his said writ 
with the indorsement thereon that the same has been served personally upon 
the above-named party. 


(Memorandum.] 
JANUARY 19, 1898. 
Subpoenas were issued for the following witnesses: Harry R. Allesworth and 
Just Wright, both of the city of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio; and the said 
sergeant-at-arms made due return of said writs with the indorsements thereon 
that the same had been served personally upon said above-named parties, 


OPEN SESSION, 
SENATE CHAMBER, January 19, 1898—7.80 p. m. 


The Chair called the committee to order. All members were present, 

The Chair desires to say to those who are present that we want to maintain 
order here, and we want nothing done by way of applause or approval or disap- 
proval of anything that may transpire at this investigation. We desire and hope 
that those who are interested in this investigation, because it is practically an 
investigation of the people through their representatives, that we desire and hope 
that each one may lend his assistance, so far as he is able, to discovering the 
truth. We hope that there will be no effort to secrete anything that may lead to 
a thorough and honest investigation of the subject of bribery which is before the 
committee, because we believe that if there is guilt it should be discovered. If 
there is no guilt that should be known, and it should be known definitely that a 
wrong has been perpetrated upon those who are the subject of investigation here. 

I hope that everyone will refrain from fn any way interfering with this in- 
vestigation. 

To the members of the house committee, if they are present, I am authorized 
by this committee to say that they are invited to sit with us and take part in this 
investigation by asking such questions as they may deem important for them to 
ask. 

I will ask if the following witnesses are present in the chamber. They will 
come forward as their names are called: Mr. Pentland, F. P. Ross, W. L. Trues- 
dell, 8. M. Dunlap, 8. D. Hollenbeck. 

(All of the witnesses presented themselves before the bar of the senate.) 

The Carr. I believe these witnesses have all been sworn, with the exception 
of Mr. Hollenbeck. 

And thereupon Mr. §. D. Hollenbeck arose from his seat, and the chairman 
(Mr. Burke) administered the oath. 

And thereupon 8. D. Hollenbeck took the stand and testified as follows: 


Mr. ROBERTSON conducting the examination: 


Q. Mr. Hollenbeck, please state your full name.—A. My name is §. D. Hollen- 
beck—Sylvester D. 

Q. Your age?—A. I am 47 years of age—48 next month. 

. You reside where?—A. In Chardon, Ohio. 

Q. Your business or occupation?—A. County auditor. 

Q. Mr. Hollenbeck, how long have you held that position?—A. Ten years. 

Q. Mr. Hollenbeck. have you been a member of the Kepublican State central 
committee or the Republican State executive committee?—A. I refuse to answer 
the question. 

Q. ‘You refuse to answer the question?—A. I do. 

Q. pacer you have been a member of that committee within the past year?— 
A. 1 Go. 

Q. Or at any time?—A. I do. 

Q. Have you any reason to advance to us for refusing to answer?—A. I haye— 
the authority of the committee here to ask me anything about it. 

Q. You deny the authority?—A. By advice of my attorney. 

Q. Will you tell us who your attorney is?—A, Mr. Sullivan. 

Q. Did he advise you to deny the right of this committee to ask you that ques- 
tion orany other?—A. He advised me that I do not have to answer this committee. 

Q. Mr. Hollenbeck, in refusing to answer this committee any questions, do I 
a you torefuse to answer any questions relating to this investigation?— 
A. 0. 

Q. Is that because it would incriminate you?—A. Not any. 

Q. Because it would incriminate any other person?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Is it because it would cast any moral stain upon you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Upon your family?—A. No, sir. 

Q. It is purely and entirely upon the advice of Senator Sullivan?—A, That is it, 

Q. When did he give you that advice?—A,. This evening. 

Q. Here in this chamber?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. At this time?—A. He did, 

Q. Did he assign any reason to you why you shoud take that position to refuse 
to testify?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Had you consulted with him prior to consulting with him here?—A. Yes, 
sir; I talked with him this evening. 

Q. Have you a son?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is he?—A. I don’t know. 

Q. How old is your son?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. Is your son in the confidential employ of MARK A. Hanna?—A, I refuse to 
answer the question. 

2 al do you refuse to answer that question?—A. I have assigned that reason 
already, 

Q. Were you advised not to answer that question by Senator Sullivan?—A. I 
was advi: that I am not required to answer any ee. There are several 
attorneys who have advised me that way. Mr. Dougherty, Mr. Huling, Mr. 
Thompkins, and Judge Stewart told me I did not need to answer any of them. 

Q. ‘the entlemen attorneys who have advised you to refuse to answer ques- 
tion’ to this committee?—A. Whose attorneys? 

Q. I simply wanted to know what your position is. Then do I understand 
that you broadly and completely refuse to answer any question or questions put 
to you touching this investigation of the alleged bribery or corrupt practices in 
reference to the election of a United States Senator?—A. Under the advice of my 
attorneys, I do. 

Q. (The CHarr.) I want to ask one question: Have you had a talk with any 
other witnesses who have been subpcenaed here?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. You don’t refuse to answer that question because it would in any way 
criminate you?—A. I do not. 

Q. You refuse to answer for the purpose of preventing an investigation here, do 
you?—A. I refuse upon the advice of my attorneys, as I have said. 
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Q. You have no othér ground for refusing?—A. No, sir. 

Q. (Mr. ROBERTSON, continuing.) I will ask you if you know that your sor 
left this State with the intent and purpose of evading the service of sumn 
this committee?—A. I refuse to answer any questions 

Q. Is your con now in Washington City?—A, I refuse to answer 

Q. And these answers are refused by advice of counsel A. Yes, sir 

The Cuaik. You have no personal reason of your own for not answer 
questions, have you, Mr. Hollenbeck? . 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Except that Senator Sullivan has informed you not to answer them A 
Yes, sir; as 1 have stated befor: : 

Q. (Mr. ROBERTSON, continuing.) I wish to ask you one more questi 
to ask you if you are not personally cognizant of : 
from this city of Columbus a large package of money within a fi 
ing the election of United States Senator to Cincinnati—earried it to Cinei 
A. I refuse to answer, for the reason that the committee has not risd on to 
ask me that question. : 

Q. If you don’t know that fact you can not b 
you?—A. (Witness did not answer. ) 

Q. You refuse to answer that?—A. I do. 

Q. Do you refuse to answer that because it would tend to crim 
or your son?—A,. No, sir 

Q. You will not say to this committee that you don't know 
fact?—A. I refuse to answer. : 


the tact that your 


purged by answering, could 


By Mr. GARFIELD: 


‘ 


* to answer all these question 


Q. AsI understand, you refuss 
'—A,. For no Other reason 


counsel, and for no other reaso1 





Mr. Lone. Who is your attorney, Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. Senator Sullivan 
Q. Your attorney and under your employ?—A. Yes, sir 
Q. Why do you counsel with other attorneys outside of him?—<A. I refuse to 


answer that question. 
Q. Will the answer to that question incriminate you in any way A. No 
Q. When did you employ Senator Sullivan?—A, I refuse to answet 


Q. Would answering that question incriminate you in any way?—A. No, sir 


Q. Is Mr. Sullivan employed by you, or is he provided for you?—A., I refuse to 
answer that. 
Q. The answer to that would not incriminate you in any way?—A. No, sir 


By Mr. FINCK: 


Q. Mr. Hollenbeck, I want to ask one question: Is there not sitting behind you 
four attorneys who are telling you not to answer these questions? (Mr. Finck 
referring to Messrs. Dougherty, Huling, Sullivan, and Thompkins, gentlemen sit 
ting in the rear of the witness.)—A. I refuse to answer that question 

Q. Who advised you not to answer that last question?—A. I refuse 
that question. 

The Cuarr. Mr. Hollenbeck, you are requested by this committee to appear 
before it to-morrow night, at 7.30 o'clock p, m., unl in the 


to answer 


tor 


8 you are sent 


meantime. With that you are excused 
Mr. Sullivan addressed the committee: May I make a statement? 
Mr. Finck objected. 
The CHAIR. i doubt very much, Senator Sullivan, inasmuch as the committ 


has rules, as I suggested to the Senator yesterday, that no persons will be permit 
ted toaddress the committee on behalf ef any party, whether his statement may 
be heard. 2 

Mr. Sullivan informed the Chair that Mr. Hollenbeck was under the care of a 
physician, that he was a sick man, and that he had only been in Columbus once 
since January 6. For that reason he wished that the committee might per 
him to go home, Mr. Sullivan vouching for the return of the witness when hi 
was wanted to again appear before the committe: 

The Cuarr. I wish to say to Mr. Hollenbeck 

The WITNEss. I will come back at any time. 

The CuHarr. You understand, of course, Mr. Hollenbeck, that 
under the process of this committee, subject to its call at any time 
suggestion that Senator Sullivan has made (with consent of the « 
may go home, You will be notified when to return her 

The witness was excused. 

And thereupon Sam Pentland was recalled to thi 


you are still 
With the 


ommittee), you 


tand and testified as follows 
Mr. ROBERTSON (conducting the examination 


Q. Mr. Pentland, at the hour of our adjournment last night 
here last night, we had reached the point where you declined 


or when you were 
or the time being 


to give us other information in regard to your books, or access to them, until you 
should have advised with counsel or with your friends about it; are you now 
prepared to answer our questions, or will you give us access to or opportunity to 


examine your register?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Or any part of it?—A. No, siz 

Q. Any part of your books?—A. No, sir 

Q. Will you produce them or bring them here at our subpana? 

Q. You refuse to do that?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Or give us any information with reference to this investigation that we are 
making here; is thatit?—A. In regard toany of the questions youask me I haven't 
changed any from last evening 

Q. Have you consulted or had any meeting with any parties to-day with refer 
ence to that?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you had a meeting of the witnesses 
night?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Any of them?—A. Spoke to them during the day, but nothing was said about 
what we would do; no, sir; met the gentlemen. 

Q. Was there any agreement that you would one and all refi 
questions propounded by this senate committee?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You consulted your attorney?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are advised as to what the law is?—A. Yes, sir. 

And as to contempt proceedings?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the reason for that?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. By the advice of your counsel?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. May I ask you who your counsel is?—A. I shall not answer 

Q. Is it your counsel?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Retained by you?—A. Decline to answer th 

Q. Why that?—A. That is all there is to it. 

Q. Would that in any way tend to disgrace or criminate you A. Not at all 

Q. Have you personally been guilty of any wrong in these matters, or cog- 
nizant of them?—A. No, sir 

Q. But you simply propose to block this examination?—A, 
duced my books and will not now. 

Q. Neither your books nor accounts?—A. No, sir, 

Q. Last night you gave us the names of four or five gentlemen we spoke of 
whom you gave the name and the number of their rooms. I will om you if 
their bill was presented in one bill or several bills?—A. I decline to answer that 
question. 

Q. I will ask you if these bills were paid by M. A. HANNA or his immediate 
representative?—A. I decline to answer the question. 

Q. Will ask you if it is not a fact that all of these bills were kept and rendered 
in one account and paid for by Mark A. Hanna, or his representative’—A. I 


A. No, sir. 


who were here before last 


us 


ise to answer any 


~ 
~ 


question, 


I never have pro- 








decline to answer those questions, for the same reasons given last night; I do not 
give eny person's bill to the public. We stand between the public and the guest. 

Q. In answering these questions it would not in any way tend to criminate 
you or disgrace you?—A. It would not, 

Q. Won't disgrace you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. Yet you decline to answer this simple question?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that by advice of counsel?—A. Yes; my own responsibility. 

«. If these refusals are on your own responsibility, why do you say they are by 
ice of counsel?—A. I consider that this committee has no jurisdiction over me. 

Q. Who told you?—A. My attorneys. 

Q. Your attorneys?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now let me ask you, jurisdiction or no jurisdiction, you told me yesterday 
that there was a telephone in room 24 and a telegraph in room 25?—A. Telegrap! 
instrument; yes, sir. 

Q. Anda line connected with it, of course?—A. All that I know about that is 
that I heard the instrument going. 

Q. Were these rooms connected?—A. Refuse to answer that question. 

Q. Refuse to answer that?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are there doors opening between those two rooms?—A. Refuse to‘answer it. 

Q. And you refuse to tell us who advised you in this matter?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you to say to us now whether or not it is not counsel and adviser 
of MarK A. Hanna who advised you to refuse to answer these questions?—A. I 
refuse to answer that question. 

Q. You refuse to answer that question if it would show that he was interested 
in this investigation?—A. I refuse to answer that question. 

Q. Not because it would incriminate you?—A. Not me. 

Q. Or the attorneys who are prompting you in this examination?—A. No per- 
sons prompting me. 

The Cuarr. You remember, I take it, when the Senatorial contest was in full 
force in this city, do you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you during that time request any of the detectives of the city of Colum- 
bus to leave your house?—A. Refuse to answer the question. 

Q. Is your refusal based on the ground that it would tend to incriminate you?— 
A. Not in the least. 

Q. On what ground?—A. That this committee has no jurisdiction over it. 

Q. That on the advice of your attorney?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whose identity you refuse to disclose?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That refusal is not based on the ground that the disclosing of his identity 
would criminate you?—A. Not in the least. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not Mr. HANNA orany of Mr. HANNA’s representa- 
tives requested you to remove any detective of the city of Columbus from your 
house?—A. Refuse to answer the question. 

Q. Your answer would not in any way criminate you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. Did you order a man by the name of Garner out of your house during the 
Senatorial contest?—A. Refuse to answer the question. 

Q. Your answer to that question would not criminate you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. If you had so ordered will you tell us here?—A. Refuse to answer. 

®. That answer would not criminate you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. Have you had a conference with any of the witnesses who are subpeenaed 
here to-night?—A. Refuse to answer. 

Q. That answer would not criminate you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. Have you consulted with any of the attorneys who sit behind you to-night?— 
A. Refuse to answer. 

Q. That answer would not criminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Why do you refuse to answer those questions?—A. Because I refuse to answer 
all questions. - 

Q. Your refusal to answer all questions is based upon what ground?—A. That 
this committee has no authority to ask me these questions. 

Q. You have no other ground upon which you base your conclusions?—A. 
No, sir. 

Q. (The Chair continuing.) Any other questions? 

The Cuarr. You will probably be in the city to-morrow?—A. I dare say so. 

Q. You will report your attendance here to-morrow night, unless sooner called 
for?—A. Yes. 

The Cuarr, You are under the process of this committee?—A. Yes, sir. 

The CHatr. Ready to respond at any time subject to the call of the commit- 
tee’—A. Yes, sir. 

The Cuare. With that understanding you are excused until this committee 
sends for you. 

And thereupon SHEPHERD M. DUNLAP was recalled, took the stand, and testi- 
fied as follows: 


Mr. RoBeRtTson (conducting the examination): 


Q. Mr. Dunlap, when you were excused last night it was for the purpose of 
consulting your superior officers as to whether or not you would give us access 
to or copies of original telegrams and copies of telegrams received at your office, 
I believe. Have you consulted your officers?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And are you ready now to answer the questions that were 
you last night?—A. I think I can answer them all by giving the c 
committee my written statement in this matter, 

(Witness handed to chairman a paper). 

Mr. DuNLaP (the witness). Will the Chair read that letter? 

The Cuatr. You desire to make it your answer to the question?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The Chair will read it if you so desire, or you may read it, just as you 
desire.—A. (Witness reading letter.) (Filed and marked ——.) 

CoL_umnvs, On10, January 19, 1898. 
To the Select Committee of the Senate of Ohio, under Senate Resolution No. 21. 


GENTLEMEN: As manager of the Western Union Tel ph Company I have 
been served with a subpcena duces tecum, issued by this committee, to appear 
before it and produce a number of telegrams. A copy of said subpoena is hereto 
attached and marked Exhibit A, and made a part of this statement, the same as 
if herein set out at length. 

With all due respect for this committee, I decline to obey said writ for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 

First. By my attorney and counselor I am advised that this committee is with- 
out jurisdiction of the subject-matter of its attempted inquiry; that it has no 
authority whatever under the constitution or laws of the State to send for either 
persons or papers, and that all such writs are void. 

Second. Because, as will be seen upon inspection, the subpcena duces tecum is 
so uncertain and indefinite that it is not possible for me to determine what tele- 
grams are meant. A search through the vast number of telegrams in my office 
would not only be laborious, but useless, 

Respectfully submitted. 


ropounded to 
rman of the 


SHEPHERD M. DUNLAP. 


2. (Mr. Renertson.) Shifting from the principal part of this—the first part of 
it—Mr. Dunlap, we were speaking last night about a telegram which we desig- 
nated as having been signed “H. D.,” and which you remembered having 
received. Have you that telegram with you?—A. I don’t want to shift from the first 
art; my first part covers that question, being the right of the committee to call 
or any telegram or to ask any questions. 

Q. The point I was trying to gett is whether you have that telegram with you 
here,—A. I decline to answer t. I haven't the telegram, though. 
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Q. Mr. Dunlap, if a crime has been committed, are you here in the position of 
somes testimony that would disclose a crime?—A. My answer is right there 
I decline to answer that question. ; 

(Witness referred to answer written above, which was in Mr. Robertson’s hand ) 

Q. May I not infer that you are taking it upon yourself, simply by reason of you 
claiming that this committee has not jurisdiction, that you are aiding in the 
suppression of a crime, to your knowledge?—A. No, sir. I am relying upon 
judgment of my counsel in the matter. 

Q. ay pnt ey and asa matter of integrity and honesty bet ween 
citizens, do you not recognize it your duty to make known the fact that a «; 
has been committed, if you have knowledge of it?—A. I do not lose sight of 1 
communication. 

Q. If you give us that telegram, sir, that one signed “H. D.,” and which you 
testified last night you thought you had seen, would that incriminate you?—., 
My answer is in your hand. 

Q. Your answer is that you decline to answer that?—A. My answer is in 
hand. You haveit. 

Q. That is in this written paper here you have presented to us?—A,. (Witness 
did not answer.) 

A," po you refuse to give this committee any other answer to that questi 
ao, 

Q. Need we put any further question to you with reference to this inves: 
tion?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You decline to answer any and all questions?—-A. Yes; any and all. 

Q. That is your position after advising with counsel?—A. It is. 

: Q. , Whether it would disclose a crime or not?—A. You have my answer in ir 
land. 

Q. Who is your counsel?—A. Mr. Thompkins. 

Q. When did he so advise you?—A. To-day. 

Q. Is he the counsel for your company?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you had a conference to-day with any of the other witnesses who are 
here to night?—A. No; only Mr. Thompkins. He has always served us | 
and we look to him to serve us under all such occasions. 

Q. Will you answer the other question, please, or decline to answer it?—. I 
decline to answer it. 

Q. Because it would incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Is MARK A. HANN a stockholder or director in your company?—A. I decline 
to answer. 

Q. Did he pay for, with his frank, all telegrams which passed through your 
office?—A. I decline to answer that. 

. Q. Why do you decline to answer these questions?—A. On the ground of 
diction. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In reply to the questions that have been asked you, your ven. 
eral ground for refusing to answer is that your counsel has advised you that the 
committee has no jurisdiction to compel answers to any questions? 

A. That is my answer. 

The Cuair. Mr. Dunlap, you are the general manager, did you say, of tho 
Western Union Telegraph Company in this city? 

A. My title is office manager. 


the 


- 


Q. That is, you are the highest officer of the company located in the « f 
Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The Western Union Telegraph Company is a corporation, I suppose. Do you 


know?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. Would that in any way criminate you?—A. No. 

Q. Is your attorney present in this room?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you consulted with any other of the witnesses?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you been in consultation with any other attorneys in connection with 
your own?—A. No, sir. 

Q. When you refer to your attorney, do you refer to Mr. Thompkins, sitting im- 
mediately back of you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The gentleman who has made suggestions to you during your examination 
as a witness?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. Would that in any way incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Your refusal to answer the questions put to you are not based on the fact 
that the answers would in any way incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. I decline to answer tha 

Q. Would the answer to that question incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Why do you decline to answer that question?—A. On the same ground that 
all my previous refusals have been based. 

a On the grounds stated in your communication sent to this commi( - 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The answer to that question does not involve the production of any records 
in your office, does it?—A. I decline to answer. 

Q. You decline to answer that question?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Would that incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Has anyone outside of your attorney requested you to refuse to answe 
tions here?—A. No, sir. ' 

Q. How long is it since you have seen Major Dick?—A. I can’t tell. 

Q. How long since you have received any communication from him?—A. I 
have received one that I know of. 

Q. How long since you have seen Mr. HANNA?—A. Several weeks ago. 

Q. Have you received any communication from him lately?—A. No, sir 

Q. Either directly from him or through any other person representing ! = 
A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. Would that in any way incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did that have anything to do with your refusing to answer questions herc’— 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you talked with any other of the attorneys here?—A. I decline to 
answer that. 

Q. Would that incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Is it not a fact, sir, that you have had a conference with the other witnes 
here, and that you and the other witnesses have entered into an agreement by 
which you arranged to refuse to answer any and all questions that might b 
mitted to you by this committee?—A. I decline to answer. 

Q. Would that criminate you in any way?—A. Decline to answer that. ; 

Q. Would the answer to that question criminate you in any way?-—-A. Decline 
to answer that. 

Q. On what ground?—A. On the und of jurisdiction. 

Q. Do you think that it would criminate you?—A. I decline to answer tha! 

Q. You are not willing to say to this committee whether that answer woul 
would not involve you criminally?—A. I decline to answer these questions. 

Q. That is why you decline to answer, then, whether you are willing to say it 
would or would not incriminate you?—A. I will say that it would not criminate 
me, but I refuse on the ground of jurisdiction. That is the ground. 

Q. Would the answer to any one of these questions incriminate you?—A. I d- 
cline to answer that. 2 : 

Q. Do you refuse to answer that on the ground that you do think it would 
criminate you?—A. No, sir. : 

2 the answers to these questions would not criminate you?—A. They 
would not. 

Mr. LonG. Mr. Dunlap, immediately in the rear of you are Attorneys Sullivan, 
Harry Dougherty, Thompkins, and Huling and Judge Stewart. Are you recog: 
nizing any of them as your attorneys in matter except Mr. Thompkins’ 

A. Only Mr. Thompkins. 





Lor 





1900. 





Q. Only one attorney under whose instructions you are acting and who you 
consulted with with reference to your acts and duties here?—A. Yes, sir. ‘ 

The Carr. Mr, Dunlap, you are not as yet excused. You are still under the 
process of this committee. Report your attendance here to-morrow night at 7.30 
p. m., unless you are before that time requested to appear before the committee 
at an earlier time. 

And thereupon F. P. Ross was recalled, took the stand, and testified as follows: 


Mr. ROBERTSON (conducting the examin~tion): 


Q. Mr. Ross, you are connected with what company?—A. The Central Union 
Telephohe Company. 

Q. Last on when you were examined you desired an opportunity to advise 
with counsel and superior officers of your company before going further with 
answers to interrogatories, 

(The Chair here called for order in the chamber.) 

Q. Will you state, Mr. Ross, whether you are ready or willing to answer the 
questions propounded to you?—A. Yes, sir; Iam ready. 

Q. Ready and willing?—A. I am ready. 

Q. We asked for some data from your office—I forget how they were described— 
with reference to a telephone, number 1092, the daily record «# calls we asked 
for that. Are you ready to give me that information?—A. No, sir; I am not. 

7 Q. Have you consnited with the superior officers of your compsny?—A. 
res, sir. 

Q. Do they direct you to refuse to answer?—A. By direction of the company’s 
counsel, 

Q. Not from your company officers, then?—A. Well, I got my instructions from 
my attorney—the company’s counsel. 

Q. And he directs you not to give us access to those records, or to give us any 
information as to the matters we inquired about last night?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your attorney is whom, Mr. Ross?—A,. Judge Stewart. 

Q. He has advised you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Not to give us any information?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, when did you consult him?—A. This afternoon. 

Q. In company with anyone else?—A. No, sir; alone. 

Q. Have you had any conversation or talking with any of the other witnesses 
that were here last night?—A. None whatever. 

Q. So you consulted Judge Stewart, and he gave you the direction to give us 
no information with reference to this matter?—A. Yes, sir. 

. No matter whether it was covering up a crime or not?—A. That question 
did not enter into it. 

Q. He was willing to advise you that if you had any information that would 
conceal a crime, if a crime had been committed, and he was willing to advise 
you to refuse to give that information?—A. I can not answer that question. 

Q. Well, would you as a man and a citizen be willing to conceal information 
that you had that would disclose a crime?—A. I don’t answer that question. 

Q. Why can you not?—A. My instructions are not to answer questions. 

Q. Now, we are asking you for telephone records with reference to messages 
from Major Dick, from Mr. HANNA, from Mr. Rathbone, from Mr, Austin, and 
from Mr. Hollenbeck, or any other person that was in room No. 24 or room No. 
25 of the Neil House; and we wish to ask you if there was any telephone com- 
munication with one man named Boyce in Cincinnati that emanated from that 
room, Boyce in Cincinnati, Boyce in Springfield, Ohio, or Boyce in any other 
place?—A. I must decline to answer that question. 

Q. And is that on the ground that it would include you in the crime itself, or 
any crime? It would not criminate you?—A, No, sir. 

Q. It would not degrade you if you did answer that question, I believe?— 
A. No, 

Q. So you refuse to give us any information whether or not you are cognizant 
of telephonic communications between these men named—Boyce and Mr. Hanna, 
or between Boyce and Mr. Dick, or between Boyce and Mr. Rathbone, or between 
Boyce and Austin?—A. Yes; I do. 

Q. Or between Boyce and headquarters of Mr. HANNA or any other person?— 
A. Yes; I do. 

Q. You refuse to give us any other information with reference to that?— 
A. Yes, sir. 

(The chair called for order in the chamber.) 

Q. Do you know this man Boyce?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you seen him?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you spoken to him by telephone?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Or any man purporting to be Boyce?—A. No, sir. 

Q. It has been charged openly in the house of representatives here that Mr. 
Boyce has been guilty of a crime in this State. Now, if you have any informa- 
tion that would lead to the conviction of such a crime, I ask you, asa man and 
a citizen, will you give it to us?—-A. I decline to answer that question. 

Q. And you do that by instruction of your counsel?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Even if it is for the purpose of suppressing an alleged crime?—A. I decline 
to answer. 

Q. And that extends, I suppose, to all further questions that we may put to you 
on this subject?—A. Yes, sir. 

The Cuair. One or two questions, Mr. Ross. The records of the different tele- 
phone communications referred to by Judge Robertson are in your possession 
and under your control, are they not?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your refusals to answer the questions put to you by Judge Robertson and the 
members of this committee are not based upon the fact that the answers would 
in any way criminate you, are they?—A. No, sir. 

; You are the highest official, are you not, in the city of Columbus, of the Postal 
= egraph Company—of the Central Union Telephone Company, Imean?—A,. No, 
sir; 1am not. 

Q. Who is the highest official in the city of Columbus?—A. B. F. Lloyd, super- 
intendent of the com ay. 

Q. You are the offic ving the care and custody of the records of the differ- 
ent telephonic communications passing over the lines in Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. B. F. Lioyd Soonaies what ——- in your oupenyr a Superintendent. 

Q. Have you consulted with Mr. Lloyd as to whether you would or whether 
you should or should not answer the questions put to you by this investigating 
committee?—A. I have talked with him about it, 

Q. Did he instruct you to refuse to answer all questions touching the matter of 
inquiry?—A. My instructions in that regard come from my attorney. 

é. Did Mr. Lioyd instruct you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. How long has Judge Stewart been your attorney?—A. I can’t answer that 

uestion. ~ 
7 Well, about how long?—A. Ihave only been with the company since the Ist 
of July. He was their eeeney then. . 

Q ieJu Stewart the authorized attorney of the corporation known as the 
Central Union Telephone Company?—A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. DoI understand that you decline to answer all questions on the 
a that this committee has no jurisdiction? 

Q. That covers the ground of the refusal + have given to-night?—A. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarr. You are not finally excused, but you are still under the process 
of this committee. Report your attendance here at 7.30 o'clock to-morrow night, 

pantie, You are excused in the meantime, 


if not sent for in the m 
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And thereupon W. L. Trt 
follows: 
Mr. ROBERTSON (conducting the examination 
Q. When we adjourned last night you desired to ask the advice of your 
officers in the matter of answering certain questions asked of you?—A. \ 


sdell was recalled, took the st 





Q. Have you consulted them?’—A, I have consulted with Our general cou 
through our superintendent 
Q. Are you now ready to give the committee answers to the questions that wi 


propounded last night?—A. I am 
Q. Mr. Truesdell, your company—I have gota little mixed about the compat 
which company isit that you represent?—A. The Postal Telegraph Cable Compa 
Q. We were asking you about some telegr f 


















ns and copies of telegrams thatt 

have passed through your office at certain dates specified in the examination last 
night. Are you willing to give us access to or th copies of these telegrams’—A 
Our general counse! in Chicago has instructed me to refuse to answer all questions 
on the ground of jurisdiction and lack of authority of this committe: 

Q. Did he do that by wire?—A. Yes; through our superintendent 

Q. Where is he?—A, To-day he is at the city of Sandusky. His} 
at Cincinnati, Ohio. ; 

Q. Did he communicate by wire?—A. Yes; he communicated Mr. I 8 
munication to me ; 

Q. These instructions, including the objections to jurisdiction®?—A. ‘ 

Q. Is jurisdiction mentioned in this instruction A. Yes, sir; I bel eit 

Q. Have you got those instructions with you A. 1 ck 
question 

Q. Why do you decline to answer that?—A. On tl inds that 
has no jurisdiction 

Q. Who told you that?@—A. The instructions which I got fror 
counse!}. 

Q. The point I am trying to get at is whether 1) trnet 
reference to the jurisdiction of this committ A. They h 

Q. You decline to let us see these instructions?—A. I do 

Q. And on your own resp nsibility you refuse to answer A. Ye 

Q. And decline to give the committee access to the et A. Ye 

Q. No matter if it iscovering up a crime A. The question of « 
recognized; it is a question of authority of the committ 

Q. Have you had any consultation to-day with legal counse A. N 

Q. With any of the witnesses here to-night?—A. I refuse to ar er t 
tion 

Q. Is it not a fact that you did have a meeting with the witnesses th 
here last night and an agreement was had that you would all refuse to ansy 
questions?—A. I did instruct those employees of mine what the gener nstr 
tions were from our general counsel], and instructed them that they were to refuse 
to answer any and all questions on the grounds of jurisdiction and aut 

Q. So it would be a waste of time to ask any further questions A. Yo 

Q. You would decline to answer any and all questions propour d to yor 
reference to any parties who might have been in an Vay cor ted Ww t 
crime?—A. I decline to answer 

Q. You deny that this committee has any right to ask you any q what 
ever?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Relating to the election of a United States Senator A. Relating to 
questions whatever 

Q. Any questions within the scope of this committee's instructions?—A, Y 
yes, sir. 

By Mr. Lone: 

Q. Any questions whatever?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I don’t see that we need to waste much time on that 

The Cuarr, Mr. Truesdell, when did you communicate with the attor t 
general attorney, of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company?—A. I didn't 
cate with him; all my communications have been through our superintendent 

Q. Where was your superintendent at the time you communicated with hin 
A. As I said, he was in Sandusky. 

Q. When did you communicate with him?—A. This mornin 

Q. How long after you had communicated with him did you receiv 


from him?—A. I don’t recollect. 

Q. It would not be a day?—A. No, sir; a very rt time 

Q. And how long?—A. In fact, lcommunicated with him persona 
wire; that is the way, but it was some time before | received « 
counse! in Chicago. 


ah 


Q. Did you tell him that you were instructed by anyone in ( , 
anyone anywhere last night not to answer any of the questions pr inde to 
you by this committee?—A. No, sir 

Q. The general counsel of the Postal Telegraph Company is who? 


general counsel of this division, his I believe it is Loes 
Loesch Brothers & Howell. 

Q. Located in Chicago’?—A. Yes, sit 

Q. Do you know whether anyone had communicated with your ge 
ney or the attorney of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company prior to y« 
munication with your superintendent?—A. I have no means of knowit 

Q. You are highest officer of the Postal Telegraph Cable Company located 1 
the city of Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been connected with that corporation?—A 
teen years, 

Q. The records and telegrams referred to by Judge Robertson in his examina 


name is Loesch 


About tl 


tion of you are in your custody and control?—A. 1 decline to answer the que 
tion. 

Q. Would the answer to that question in any way criminate you?—A, I declin 
to answer that question or any question. 

Q. Then you don’t know whether it would criminate you or not?—A. I declins 


to answer that. 

Q. You decline to say to this committee whether your answer would iny 
you in a crime or not?—A. I decline to answer it. 

Q. You desire to leave that question in that way?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. You decline to say as to whether or not any of the questions propounded to 
you, and the answers to them, would inyolve you criminally or not 3 l 
decline. 

Q. You don’t offer as a reason for refusing to answer these qu¢ 
answers would incriminate you?—A. I decline to answer. 

Q. You refuse, then, to say whether or not the answers to these questions would 
lead to your conviction of a crime?—A, I decline to answer any questions alo 
that line or any other line. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) You give as your same reason for declining these last qu 
tions, that you are acting under advice of counsel with reference and authorit 
of the committee?—A. Yes, sir. 

The CHarr. You are not finally excused by thiscommittee. You are still ur 
its process, and will report your attendance here at 7.30 o'clock to-morrow night, 
if not called for before that time. The committee wish you to remember, h 


tions that the 





td 


ever, that you are still under the process of the committee. 
And thereupon the witness was excused. 
The committee — 

p. m., and at 9 o’cloc 


yurned to meet in open session January 20, 1898, at 7 
p. m. this day went into executive session. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
danuary 19, 1898—9 p. m. 

Pursuant to the order of adjournment of the open session of the committee, 
all members of the committee met in the office of the clerk of the senate in 
executive session. 

And thereupon, after discussion of matters relating to the said investigation 
and of the conduct of witnesses called before said committee, upon motion of 
Mr. Burke, seconded by Mr. Finck, the following resolution was adopted: 

‘‘Whereas Sam Pentland, Shepherd M. Dunlap, F. P. Ross, W. L. Truesdell, and 
8. D. Hollenbeck have refused to obey the lawful summons of the senate investi- 
gating committee, ee under senate resolution No. 21, and under the 
authority of law, and having been duly served with subpoenas lawfully issued 
and served under the lawful direction of this committee, and having submitted 
themselves as witnesses before said committee, and as such witnesses been duly 
sworn by said committee, did refuse to answer various questions pertinent to the 
investigation and inquiry being conducted by said committee, and refused to 
produce and bring before said committee books, records, and papers in their 
possession and under their control, ordered to be produced by said witnesses at 
the hearing before said committee when said witnesses were lawfully sub- 
poenaed to appear: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the chairman of this committee is hereby directed to 
report said persons to the senate of the general assembly of the State of Ohio for 
contempt, for such action as it may deem necessary to uphold its authority. 

“And thereupon, upon motion of Mr, Finck, seconded by Mr. Robertson, the 
following resolution was put to a vote and carried. (Mr. Garfield voting in the 
negative. ) 

* Resolved, That the chairman of this committee is hereby ordered to issue 
warrants for the arrest of said Sam Pentland, Shepherd M. Dunlap, F. P. Ross, 
W. L. Truesdell, and 8. D. Hollenbeck, and said persons shall be conveyed by the 
sergeant-at-arms to the bar of the senate at 11 o’clock a.m. on the 20th day of 
January, A. D. 1898, and there to answer for contempt.” 

Upon motion of Mr. Finck, seconded by Mr. Long, the committee rose from 
executive session and adjourned, to meet at the call of the Chair. 


GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


JANUARY 20, 1898—7.30 p. m. 

At a called meeting (all members present), upon motion of Mr. Burke, sec- 
onded by Mr. Finck, the committee adjourned to meet at 9.30 o’clock a, m. Jan- 
uary 21, 1898, in the senate chamber. 

GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 
OPEN SESSION. 
SENATE CHAMBER, 
January 20, 1898—7.30 p.m. 

The Cuarr. Gentlemen, the committee will now come to order. The witnesses 
heretofore subpoenaed will take their places at the witness stand as they are 
called. 

And thereupon the following-named witnesses came forward as their names 
were called: Sam Pentland, F. P. Ross, Shepherd M. Dunlap, W. L. Truesdell, 

The Cuatr. Is Major Dick present? 

(The gentleman did not respond to the call.) 

The Cuatr. The chair is authorized to say to the witnesses who are now present 
that there will not be any further examination to-night; that they are still under 
the process of this committee, and that the committee will call them at such time 
as they will be needed. 

The committee will adjourn until to-morrow morning at 9.30 o’clock. Gentle- 
men will hold yourselves in readiness to appear before the committee at such 
time as you are called. With that provision, gentlemen, you are excused. 

And thereupon the committee adjourned to meet at 9.30 o’clock a. m. January 
21, 1898. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SENATE, 
January 21, 1898—9.30 a. m. 


The committee met in executive session. All members were present. 

And thereupon the question of the committee proceeding to Cincinnati to hear 
testimony that it was thought would be material to the investigation was dis- 
cussed, The sense of the committee was ascertained, and thereupon, upon a 
motion of Mr. Long, seconded by Mr. Finck, the following resolution was carried: 

** Resolved, That the committee proceed to Cincinnati, on the 2.20 p. m. train, 
Big Four Railroad, this date, to meet at the Gibson House at 8 o'clock p. m., to 
hear such testimony that might come before it material to the investigation.” 

The chair then read the following communication from Mr. Allen O. Myers, 
which was ordered filed: 

EIGHTH OF JANUARY CELEBRATION BY THE 
Onto DEMocRACY, COLUMBUs, OHIO, January 18, 1898. 
Hon. VERNON H. BURKE, 
Chairman Senate Investigating Committee in the ° 
Matter of the Hanna Bribery Case. 


Dear Sir: For the purpose of further investigating the charges of bribery made 
by John ©. Otis and others against M. A. HANNA, you are hereby authorized to 
have the originals of all telegrams sent by me or received by me through the 
Western Union and the Postal [mee companies’ offices in this city. 

This I do for the purpose of facilitating the investigation, and as a citizen of 
Ohio interested in seeing the truth and the whole truth made public and the 


roperty of the people as soon as possible. 
ore Lpectially, ALLEN 0. MYERS, Sr. 


Respectfully 

The chair read the following communication from Mr. Charles Kurtz, which 
was ordered filed: 

CoLuMBUs, OHIO, January 19, 1898. 
Hon. VERNON H. BuUREE, 
Chairman Senate Investigating Committee, City. 

Deak Stk: I hereby authorize and request the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany and the Postel Telegraph Cable Company to release, deliver, and furnish 
to your committee copies of any and all a sent by or received by me that 
may in any way relate to the matter under inves tion by your committee. 

And I also authorize and request the Central Union Telephone Company to 
furnish and deliver to your committee the records of any and all calls made by 
or to me in any way relating to the matters aforesaid, 

Very truly, yours, Cc. L. KURTZ. 

The following communication from J. P. Bliss was also read by the chair and 
ordered filed: 

GREAT SOUTHERN FIREPROOF HOTEL, 
Columbus, Ohio, Janwary 17, 1898. 
Hon. VERNON H. BurKE, 


Chairman Senate Investigating Committee, etc. 
DEAR Str: Having been informed that the local representatives of the tele- 
graph and telephone companies have declined to produce telegrams or copies 


thereof, and records of long-distance telephone calls which might be evidence of 
attempted or actual bribery in connection with the recent Senatorial election: 
and having also been informed that my name has been used in connection with 
certain alleged improper influences in connection with said election, I desire to 
say to you, and through you to the managers of both of the telegraph companies 
doing business in this city and to the manager of the telephone company, that [ 
shall be yery glad to have them produce and deliver to your committee all tele 
grams sent by me, and copies of all telegrams received by me in any manner relat- 
ing to the subject of your investigation, and also full and complete records of a)! 
telephone messages sent or received by me in any way bearing on said subject. | 
do this with the consciousness that he who has acted from pure motives and has 
not been a party to any wrongdoing has nothing to fear, while the guilty seek 
to cover up their acts and flee, even when “no man pursueth.” 
Yours, truly, 


And thereupon the committee adjourned. 


J. P. BLISS, 


GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 


OPEN SESSION. 
SENATE CHAMBER, January 21, 1898—9.30 a. m. 

The Cuarr. The Chair is authorized to say to the witnesses who have appear«« 
here this morning in seqnente to the subpoenas issued by the select investigating 
committee, that they will not be required to stay longer to-day, and that we w 
notify them when to come again, either by telephone or through some other 
means, 

The committee will leave for Cincinnati this afternoon, and take testimo: 
there. , 

And Geneete the said committee adjourned to meet at the Gibson Hous: 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 21, 1898, at 8 o’clock p. m., to hear such testimony as 
might come before them, 

[Memorandum.] 
JANUARY 21, 1898. 

Subpoenas were issued for the following-named persons, all residents of Cincin- 
nati, Hamilton County, Ohio, summoning them to appear before the said com- 
mittee, at the Gibson House, in said city of Cincinnati, at8o’clock p. m., January 
21, 1898: Horace B. Dunbar, Allen O. Myers, jr., John B, Ryland, Hattie Jaco} 
Russell 8, Pryor, George C. Seeger, Edward Clark, Albert C. Maxwell, Thos. H. 
Miller. 

And thereupon, to wit, on said January 21, 1898, the sergeant-at-arms made duc 
return of his proceedings under said writs, the indorsements therein certifying 
that each of the said parties had been served personally with copies of said 
subpoenas, 

OPEN SESSION. 


GIBsON House, CINCINNATI, OHIO. 
January 21, 1898—8 o'clock p. m. 

Pursuant to the order of adjournment of the meeting of the committee held in 
the senate chamber January 21, 1898, at 9.30 o’clock a. m., the said committ« 
(all members present) met at the Gibson House, Cincinnati, Ohio, to hear such 
testimony as might come before it in the matter under investigation, 

The Chair called the meeting to order. 

And thereupon the said committee retired to the private office of Horace Dun 
bar, manager of the said Gibson House (office on the second floor), for the pur- 
pose of determining as to whether or not communications or conversations had 
over the long-distance telephone in said private office to offices outside of tlic 
city could be heard bya listenerat the telephone in the general office of the hoi! 
on the first floor, it being related that these two telephones were on the same linc 
and that these conversations could be so heard; and further, that certain con 
versations had been overheard and had been noted, and that the same would | 
presented to the committee. 

And thereupon the chairman, Mr. Burke, called through the telephone to the 
local exchange for long-distance connection and asked the operator for certai: 
yarties at the Great Southern Hotel, Columbus, Ohio. Subsequently Mr. Bur! 
~ a Reever with a Mr. Watson, clerk of the Great Southern Hote! a 

Columbus. 

Mr. Walter H. Allensworth, the stenographer of the committee, was at the office 
telephone on the first floor and made notes of the conversation which he hea: 
and reported immediately to the committee and read the conversation which | 
heard from his ‘notes, and the committee unanimously agreed that his report 
a correct one of the conversation had by Mr. Burke with the telephone excha: 
and with the party at Columbus, and the committee were entirely satisfied tha 
conversations could be so noted from the office telephone. 

The Cuarr. The investigating committee are here about to take some evidence 
I hope there will be no applause of approval or disapproval on the part of anyone 
who is here to-night, so that we may be able to take this evidence without int 
ruption. 

‘And thereupon Horace B. Dunbar was called as a witness; being first dul 
sworn, testified as follows: 

Mr. Lone (conducting the examination) : 


Q. What, Mr. Dunbar, is your first name?—A. Gentlemen, I would like to sa) 
that I object to testifying in this case. 

Q. Have you any reason, Mr. Dunbar, for your refusal?—A. Well, Iam in the 
hotel business, and I can’t afford to testify against the guests of the hotel unless 
compelled to do so. 

Q. Mr. Dunbar, is there anything that suggests itself to your mind that would 
in any wise incriminate you if you testifi to any matter connected with the 
recent Senatorial election in this State?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Anything that would involve you in any disgrace, or anything of that sort’— 
A. No, sir; not anything that I know of. 

Q. You put it on the ground that you are in the hotel business?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, it is possibly courtesy for us to say that you ought to feel, Mr. Dunbar 
(as the committee understand their rights and duties under the legislative 
power by which they are here), that that is not a ground which excuses you from 
answering —— touching the inquiries which the committee is seeking to 
make.—A. Is there any law which compels me to testify? 

The Cuarr. The law under which this committee operates and which would 
compel you to testify is as follows: 

“Whoever willfully fails to appear in obedience to such subpcena, or appears 
and refuses to answer any question pertinent to the matter of inquiry, or who 
declines to produce any paper in his possession or control shall be liable to the 
pain and penalty of contempt of the authority of the general assembly, if the 
@ommittee be a joint committee, ora proper branch of the general assembly i! 
the committee be appointed by only one branch, and shall be dealt with by the 
general assembly, or such branch thereof, according to the parliamentary rules 
and usages in cases of contempt; and the chairman of the committee before 
which such person fails to appear or refuses to answer or produce a paper or 
record as aforesaid, on the order of the committee or subcommittee, shall report 
the fact to the proper branch of the general assembly, and on like order issue « 
warrant for the arrest and conveyance of the witness before that branch to 
answer for contempt.” : . : 

The Chair having read the Seagetng from section 52, Revised Statutes of Ohio,) 
he Cuarr. I will say to you, Mr. Dunbar, in the event you refuse to answer 
questions pertinent to the inquiry before this committee it is the duty of the com- 
mittee to pass a resolution and report the matter to the bar of the senate, and 








1900. 










upon a like resolution to instruct the chairman to issue a warrant to the sergeant- 
at-arms commanding him to take you under arrest and bring you before the bar 
of the senate of the State of Ohio, and there to be dealt with for contempt. That 
is the duty of the committee.—A. If that is the law, I will testify in this case, but 
in justice to myseli and my business I wish to make this statement to you, that I 
am in the hotel business, dealing with first-class trade, and that in no instance 
will I permit any employee to watch or spy upon any man who came to this hotel, 
except it be some man that we suspect was crooked in some way. That is the 
reason I am here to-night. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) You will please state your first name.—A. Horace B. 

Q. Age?—A. 45. 

Q. What is your occupation?—A. Hotel keeper; president of the Gibson House 
Company. 

Q. That company is located and doing business where?—A. In the Gibson 
House, on Walnut street, city of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Q. You are the manager of that hotel?—A. I am. 

Q. State if you were such manager, and if you were during the month of Jan- 
uary, 1898?—A. I was. 

Q. And theretofore?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been manager of the hotel, Mr. Dunbar?—A. About ten 
or eleven years. 

Q. Have you the register of the arrivals at your hotel and the guests of your 
hotel, covering the date of January 8, 1898, Mr. Dunbar?—A. I have, 

Q. And also of January 7, 18987—A. Yes. 

Q. Where is that register?—A. I can send for it if necessary. 

Q. I wish you would produce it here. 

The Cuarr. You say your first name was Horace Dunbar? 

A. Yes,sir; Horace B. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Mr. Dunbar, you were served with a summons issued by the 
chairman, sent by Vernon H. Burke, to cppenr here this day?—A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon the witness produced the hotel register of the Gibson House, 
covering the date of January 7 and 8, 1898, and turned to those pages of the said 
newer bearing date January 7,showing the arrivals at the Gibson House that 

ay. 

Q. Have you there the register of the guests at the Gibson House, January 7 and 
8, at yo hotel?—A. I have; yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you if the ———s that date shows the names of Henry Harrison 
Boyce, or H. H. Boyce, or Henry H. Boyce?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What does your register show?—A. Henry H. Boyce arrived at supper; was 
assigned to room 226. 

Q. From what place is that individual registered from?—A. New York. 

Q. Now, Mr. Dunbar, will you please read the registry of the name complete 
with the place from which he registered and the room assigned to Henry H. 
Boyce?—A. (Witness reading from register:) “Tuesday, January 7, Henry H. 
Boyce, New York, supper, 226.” 

Q. Quite a number of other guests registered the same day?—A. Oh, yes.' 

Q. The number you read is the number of the room to which he was assigned?— 
A. Yes, sir; 226. 

Q. There are guests registering both above and below the name of Mr. Boyce in 
the handwriting of those guests?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. About how many names above and how many names after on the same 
day?—A. I would say—yes, sir—31 lines. 

Q. How many guests registering following?—A. 21. 

Q. Was your attention in any manner directed to Mr. Boyce?—A. It was. 

Q. On the day of his registry here?—A. It was. 

Q. In what way and what was it?—A. By Allen O. Myers, jr. He is the key 
clerk at the Gibson House; he came and told me this gentleman had called up 
Columbus by long-distance telephone and was in communication with the Hanna 
headquarters, and says that he called up Major Dick; and do you want the con- 
versation as near as I can remember it? 

Q. Yes.—A. And said to me that he had said Shane and the President would 
arrange matters in Washington on Saturday. Wanted to know if HANNA was 
sore, and said that there would be hell to pay in Washington. 

Q. What time in the day was this, Mr. Dunbar?—A. About 7 o’clock at night. 

Q. Waa e direct Mr. Allen O. Myers, jr., then to do, if anything, in con- 
nection with Mr. Boyce and his telephoning?—A. He also said that he was going 
(the party in Columbus, ae a) to see the party later. Linstructed him (leav- 
ing my key to ~ private office with him) to let Mr. Boyce into the private office 
to use the telephone there, and I told him to make a record of what was said 
over our telephone by the man Boyce, and let me see it. 

Q. Where is you private office?—A. On the parlor floor of the Gibson House; 
what was formerly room 111, on the first floor of the hotel. 

Q. What telephones are there in your hotel office, Mr. Dunbar?—A. There are 
three telephones in the hotel office; one is directly under it and connected with 
the telephone by the same wire—when one rings the other rings. 

. In what position is the telephone with reference to the register counter, and 
is that telephone connected with the wire leading to the telephone in the private 
office?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How far from the register counter that this book lays on? (yee. Long point- 
ing to hotel register lying on the table.]—A. Twelve or fourteen feet back; it isa 
part of the office—inside of the inclosure of the office used by the clerk; yes, sir. 

o Is that the telephone through which Mr, Boyce had been talking, and which 
had been referred to by Mr. Myers, jr.?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know where young Myers was at the time he heard this conversa- 
tion which he reported to you as having occurred between Mr. Boyce and Major 
Dick at Columbus?—A. He was standing back on his side of the office a few feet 
back of Mr. Boyce, and heard Major Dick’s name, and he made a pencil copy of 
what was said at this time. 

Q. The duty of young Myers is at the key counter, a few feet from the telephone 
where Boyce was talking?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you say the ene in the private office on the second floor and the 
telephone at the general office near the key counter are so connected that con- 
versations going through the one can be heard at the other?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you happen to become interested upon young Myers reporting this 
matter to you, Mr. Dunbar?—A. Knowing there was talk of bribery and_ reports 
that certain people were in Cincinnati for the purpose of buying votes for Senator, 
I on the ~ k was significant, and that it was policy to find out what was go- 
ing on, if possible. 

Q. Now, what next transpired, Mr. Dunbar,in connection with Mr. Boyce and 
other matters touching the Senatorial election?—A. I was awakened between 11 
and 12 0’clock by Allen O. Myers, who told me that this gentleman had been 
talking with Columbus, and told me what the conversation was, 

Q. This was 11 to 12 o’clock of the same night?—A. Yes. 

Q. You are speaking now of young Allen O. Myers?—A. Yes; Allen O. Myers, jr. 

_Q. Well, what did you learn, if anything, touching a communication at that 
time?—A, I don’t know that I can repeat the conversation. He called up Major— 
without giving his name, except Major—and spoke. He said that he had seen 
one of the parties, and that he wanted to know how he was to arrange for the 
money to handle him, and the man said that he had better handle him with 
notes, and then said ‘‘I will speak to H.” After some delay he came back and 
said H. thought that they had better exchange notes. He said he would prefer 
han him by money. The party in Columbus wanted to know what it would 
Cost, he said $10,000 down and $10,000 after the vote was cast. And he says: 
“Suppose Mr. 0. betrays you?” ‘I will kill him,” the party in Columbus laugh- 
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ingly said; ‘dead men tell no tales.” 
he could draw on the First National Bank without limit. 
remember of the conversation. 


atorial controversy in which Mr. Boyce was interested?—A 
went to the private office, and called up Allen O. Myers, at Columbus 
was some delay in getting him. 
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The party at Columbus told him also that 
Phat is all that | can 


Q. That is all that you can remember of the conversation late 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, Mr. Boyce was occupying room 226, as the register shows?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. What next, ifanything, came to your knowledge connected with the Sen 
limmediately dressed, 
There 
Before I got him Columbus called long-distance 
telephone, and the operator of the long-distance telephone told me that they 
wanted to talk to Mr. Boyce. Limmediately left the office and sent for Mr. Bove: 

Q. And he used the telephone?—A. Yes. (Witnesscontinuing.) Young Allen O 
Myers was in the main office listening to the conversation, and talked it off to 
the night clerk. 

Q. You don’t know what the conversation was?—A. I know portions of it 

Q. That was taken down by the night clerk from dictation"-—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Was that preserved?—A. It was 

Q. During the night conversation of January 7, when Mr. Boyce was ca x for 
the Major or talked with the Major and spoke of having seen H., fror 
was he talking at that time, Mr. Dunbar?—A. In the private offi 

Q. Who do I understand you?—A. Boyce, from the private ott 


that nigh 


hn what¢ 


Q. Were all these conversations touching the Senatorial matter from the first 
conducted from the private office?—A. They were. 

Q. And through that telephone?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Now, did you come in contact with Mr. Boyce any more after this night of 
January 77—A, I did not come in contact with him that night at all 

Q. Did you get Allen O. Myers, sr., at Columbus?—A, No, sir; I did not, Just 
as I called up for Columbus, Jerry Bliss came in. ; 

Q. Into your private office?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. And talked to Allen O. Myers, of Columbus?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Did you hear that conversation?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. What did it cover—what was said?—A. I remember a part of it was to 
that that man Boyce was here and had been talking with Major Rathbon 
Columbus, and said that a man by the name of Hollenbeck would leave ¢ ! 
bus Saturday morning, January 8, for Cincinnati, and to have him followed or 


watched. 

Q. Anything more that you remember?—A, No, sir; nothing more that I 1 
member, except that there was something said about a package of money that 
was to be brought. ; 

Q. Who? Was Hollenbeck to bring a package of money 
memory serves me. 

Q. You can’t say as to how that money was to be used in connection with the 
Senatorial matter?—A. Can't say. 

Q. Now, what was done by you and Mr. Bliss, if anything, or any arrangements 
made afterwards preparing for Mr. Hollenbeck’s reception or keeping watch on 
him?—A. I did not know what might occur the sueceeding day, in face of what 
had been telephoned about Hollenbeck’s coming. Mr. Bliss and I talked about 
the advisability of employing detectives, and in the morning did employ the 
Miller Detective Agency to watch Mr. Hollenbeck when he arrived Mr. 
Boyce. 

Q. Do you know whether a detective was employed to watch these 
subsequently?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Now, when did Mr. Hollenbeck appear, if he did appear, in your hotel, Mr, 
Dunbar?—A. I think he arrived about 7 o'clock in the morning of the &th 

Q. On what morning?—A. On the morning of the sth 

Q. Referring now to the register there [pointing to hotel register on table} 
upon which Mr. Boyce’s name appears, please state if Mr. Hollenbeck register: a 
at the hotel; and il so, on what date.—A. He registered on the 8th of January, 
1898, 

Q. Please read now for the reporters the full record, indicating Mr 
beck’s registration there?—A. H. H. Hollenbeck, Chardon, Ohio, 
crossed off as paid. 

Q. Boyce is there indicated your guest for breakfast?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Was Mr. Hollenbeck assigned to any room, Mr. Dunbar’—A. No, sir 

Q. There are other names recorded on the register immediately preceding and 
following Mr. Hollenbeck’s name, Mr. Dunbar’?—A. Surely ; 

Q. What is the name immediately preceding it?—A. Preceding, Frank T. Okell, 
Scranton, Pa. Breakfast. 332. 

Q. How many preceding Mr. Hollenbeck's name on that date?—A 

Q. How many names following that date?—A. Thirty-five. 

Q. What is the name immediately preceding Mr. Hollenbeck’s?—A. E. Hi. 
Archer, Columbus, Ohio. 

Q. Do you know Mr. Archer?—A,. Evidently no. 

Q. His signature is not there. Was a hotel courtesy extended to him?—A. Evi- 
dently our books will show; it is not in my own handwriting. 

Q. Now, did you see Mr. Hollenbeck on the day that he registered at your 
hotel, or elsewhere?—A. He was pointed out to me by Mr. Mulvihill between 7 
and 8 o'clock, sitting right at the office. 

Q. Which Mr. Mulvihill?—A. T. J. 

Q. Where does T. J. Mulvihill live and what is his business?—A. He lives in 
Walnut Hills, Cincinnati; his business is an undertaker. 

Q. Now, what, if anything, do you know of Hollenbeck’s connection with 
Boyce or with any of the matters about which it was telephoned down here that 
he was going to Cincinnati for?—A. Do I understand you what I know before he 
arrived at Cincinnati. 

Q. No; after he arrived?—A, We knew wheee he came from from the telephones 
we had received, and had detectives watch him, and their reports will show that. 
You want me to give his movements as I have it? 

Q Yes, sir.—A. He went out tothe Union Savings Bank and Trust Company 
and then to Mr.Schmidlapp’s bank, and from there, as I understand it, to the 
Big Four road. 

Mr. Hutine. I know we have been held as outlaws and thereupon wish to 
enter an objection to the hearsay evidence related by the witness. 

The CHair. As attorney for whom? 

Mr. HULING. As attorney for Mr. Dick. 

The Witness. Then I understand; he went through Baker street—don’t know 
from where—don’t know what the records show as to his preceding movements. 

Q. Now, was there any telephoning done by Mr. Hollenbeck as you know of?— 
A. While he was out he was called up by Columbus, and I instructed the clerk 
to give him the key to the private office. When he came in he went to the pri 
vate office and telephoned to Columbus, A record was miade of all that was said 
by our stenographer, the stenographer having an office in the hotel—Miss Jacobs. 

Q. Was that record ——— Yes; it was. 

Q. But you did not hear that, of course, yourself?—A. No, sir 

Q. Now, what was done, if anything, looking toward the observation of Mr 
Hollenbeck’s or Mr. Boyce’s movements about the hotel?—A. In the morning I 
made arrangements with the housekeeper, at the suggestion of Mr. Bliss, to have 
Mr. Boyce’s room, 226, watched. She watched it and also put a chambermaid 
named Searles in No. 215, nearly opposite to his room, so as to keep an eye on 
his movements while upstairs and to make note of those who came to the room 
and those reports were sent to me every time a movement was made. 

Q. Did Mr. Hollenbeck, so far as you know, in using the telephone here from 
the house use the telephone in the private office entirely?—A. Yes, sir. 


’—A. That is as my 


and 


rentlemen 
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Q. That was by your direction, as I understand it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, was Mr. Bliss down here Saturday afternoon or Saturday night?—A. He 
came down Friday night about half past 12 and remained here. 

Q. Until when?—A. Until in the morning—Tuesday morning,I think. 
say just the day. I know he was there Monday. 

Q. Were you in the elevator at any time either coming up or going down with 
Mr. Boyce or Mr. Hollenbeck during the time that either or both of them were at 
the hotel?—A. I was in the elevator that was going down and Mr. Boyce came 
from the second floor and asked me if I was manager of the hotel. He wanted 
to thank me for the courtesy of allowing him to use my private office for tele- 

»y*honing. 

. Q. Was there anyone else in there at that time that you know of?—A. Not that 
Ican say. The elevator boy, of course. 

Q. You do not know whether Mr. Bliss was on the elevator at the time or not?— 
A. He may have been; I do not remember. 

Q. Now, what talk, if any, did you have with Mr. Boyce upon Sunday night?— 
A. Mr. Boyce came in Sunday night; can’t give the hour—perhaps in the vicinity 
of 11 or half past 11, and said to me that he wished to havea private conversation 
with me in my private office or private room. I told him we could go into the 
caié, there was nobody in there, which we did. He commenced by saying that 
he wanted to show me who he was and produced a blue envelope addressed to 
Henry H. Boyce, Twenty-sixth street, New York; called my attention to it, and 
said he was here pepeeenees the President; that he had completed his business 
and wanted to make a statement, not in the way of complaint, but to tell me 
what had occurred. He said he had been followed and watched evidently by 
two detectives, that he had got on to tha@fact during the day, and that they 
evidently were in collusion with a couple of men employed at the Gibson House 
office. 

I told lim that we did not permit anything of that kind, and if he would point 
out the men and show me that they had done anything wrong that I would dis- 
charge them immediately. He said he did not care to do that; that he had fin- 
ished his business in Cincinnati; the result of the work was very satisfactory and 
he left itas it was. After some conversation he told me that he would leave in 
the morning. After he had settled the bill, he called me over to one side and 
said he would like to give me something to bet on. If you will give me acardI 
will write the name of the next United States Seator on it. I told him I would 
like to know, and passed him out a card, on which he wrote ‘M.A. H.” I 
thanked him and he went on. 

Q. Did he say anything about having outwitted the people who were watching 
him’—A. Yes; he said there had been a man watching him in 215. He said that 
he wanted to go out and that he was too smooth for the party watching him, as 
he simply rang the bell for a bell boy (a mulatto, remembered him but could not 
tell who he was). He simply told him to get his coat from the check room, and 
as he went down the hall to the elevator to close the door at room 215. The bell 
boy left the room; he stood with his hat and coat in one hand and the bell boy 
closed the door, then he immediately slipped down the back entrance and got 
away from the detectives. 

Q. Now, is there anything else, Mr. Dunbar, that you may know in connection 
with Mr. Hollenbeck or in connection with this matter to which I may not have 
directed your attention ?—A. Ido not—with the a of the two men who 
could be very casily identified, especially Mr. Boyce—I do not think a man could 
forget his countenance; he had evidently been shot under the right eye and the 
blood in the wound left a little spot. 

Q. (Mr. RoBERTSON.) What was the size of this man Boyce?—A. He was about 
6 feet in height and weighed about 180 pounds—a man very hard to guess in 
weight—rather round faced, rather high forehead, and, as I remember, light hair 
and inclined to be sandy. 

Q. Did you ever see that card [Mr. Long handing card to witness]?—A. Yes, 
sir; those letters on the card are in the handwriting of Mr. Boyce, which he gave 
me Sunday night. 

Q. In response to being asked to give you the name of the next United States 
Senator?—A. Yes, sir. 7 

Q. Then he made that card?—A. Yes, sir. 

(And thereupon the card referred to was offered in evidence and marked Ex- 
hibit —. 

The ease, Any questions any other members desire to ask the witness? 

Q. (Mr. Ropertson.) Had you ever seen this man Boyce before?—A. Notto my 
recollection. I am told he stopped at the Gibson House several times before, but 
I might possibly find his name by looking upon the transient register which we 
kept for a great many years. 

Q.\ He paid his bill?—A. All but the long-distance telephone. 

Q. That is still uncollected?—A. Yes, sir. That brings tomy mir one fact. On 
the morping of the 10th I sent Mr. Kimball to the office of the telephone com- 
pany to ask for a bill “for the use of telephone 548, which is my private office 
number, and told him also to give me the parties that called up from the other 
end, as I wanted to make the collection. He reported that he would send it up 
right away. But he didn’t send it that day and Mr. Seeger also telephoned and 
went to the telephone office afterwards, and in the afternoon, I think, I asked 
them if I could have it or a copy of that bill if I would come down to the office. 
They said that I could. I immediately went down to the office on Vine street, 
between Third and Fourth, and they referred me to a gentleman by the name of 
Elstin who gave me the bill and also co y of the long-distance telephone charges, 
and the hour and the minute, and the data for the use of this telephone. 

Q. The Cwarr. Where is that bill?—A. That bill isamong the papers connected 
with this case. Ivdid not have it with me. 

Q. Can you get it?—A. Yes, sir; I think so, I can produce it in the morning. 

Q. You can produce it in the morning?—A. Yes, sir. ; 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Would like to have you produce it for our examination. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) You will produce it in the morning?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. (Mr. Fixck.) Mr. Dunbar, what is the name of the night clerk who wa 
present and took down the telephone communication?—A. Russell Pryor. 

Q. Is he still there?—A. He is. 

Q. Prior?—A. No; Pryor. 

Q. (Mr. Ronertson.) And young Mr. Myers is here?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Also in your employ?—A. (Witness did not answer. Affirmative nod of the 
head.) 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) When did you see Mr. Boyce leave?—A. Nine o'clock train 
Monday morning. 

Q. When did he leave?—A. Nine o'clock, I think, Monday. 

Q. That is the time he gave you his card?—A, No, sir. That was the night 
before, but he — his bill in advance. 

Q. You say Monday morning he left?—A. That is my recollection. 

Q. What date?—A. The record will show. 

Q. The 10th?—A. The 10th is correct, I believe. 

Q. I believe you stated Mr. Bliss arrived on the evening of the 8th?—A, Morn- 
ing of ne 8th, I think; on the morning of the 8th, somewhere between 11 and 12 
o'clock. 

Q. Do you know how he happened to be here at that time?—A. I do not; I was 
very much surprised to see him. 

Q. How long before or prior to that date had you seen Mr. Bliss?—A. I think 
Bev ys. 

Q. How many days?—A. That would be impossible for me to tell without look- 

up memorandum. I think I saw him a few days before at Columbus. 
ng Tou were at Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 


Can't 
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Q. Whom did you see at Columbus?—A. Saw a number of persons; I was there 
arranging for the Jackson banquet, and I believe once afterwards. 

Q. What was the date, probably, of the date afterwards?—A. That would be im. 
pa for me to tell now. I have memorandum in my pocket that I could tell, 

fou could find it on the Hotel Southern register. 

Q. You stopped at the Southern?—A. Yes, sir; I think I did. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Bliss?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whom else did you see?—A. Kurtz, Allen O. Myers, Mr. Avery, and people 
we usually see there. 

Q. These, then,are the men whom you usually see at Columbus?—A. No. sir: 
not always; no. But on this particular occasion. : 

Q. You were with them at that time?—A. Yes, sir; talked with them at that time. 

Q. Were they stopping at the Southern at that time?—A,. think Allen O. Myers 
was; Can not say as to the rest. ; 

Q. You saw Myers at the Southern Hotel?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were any other persons present at the time?—A. What do you mean? 

Q. When you saw Allen O. Myers.—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where was it you saw him?—A. Saw him there in the office. 

Q. Any other place?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Any other persons present in hearing?—A. Yes, sir. 

: Q. ne That I can not say; probably his stenographer and Judge Ditty, 
think. 5 
Q. When was that date, do you think?—A. Can not give the date, as 1 tel! vou 
Q. You stated that was prior to the Jackson banquet, I believe?—A. It: 

have been, because I was here on that date. 

Q. How many days before that?—A. I can not tell. 
ern Hotel will show. 

Q. Three or four times probably?—A. Might have been. 

Q. One day?—A. Might have been one day and might have been four. 

Q. Were you there any other time?—A. Several times during the last six months, 

Q. You know Allen O. Myers well?—A. Yes, sir; I have known him for a pn 
ber of years. 

Q. You have known Charles Kurtz well?—A. Yes, sir; quite well. 
a patron of mine for several years. 

Q. And Jerry Bliss?—A. I have known Jerry Bliss, I think, for about 
months, 

Q. Four months; how many times have you seen him in that four mont 
A. Hard tosay. Might be three times or twenty-three times. 

Q. At any rate, a good many times?—A. Well, I could hardly say a good 1 
times; I have not had any partienler business with Jerry Bliss until we had | 
ness with reference to the Jackson banquet question. 

Q. You say it might have been twenty-three times?—A. Yes, sir; it might | 
been, and might have been only three. 

Q. How many times do you think you met him in Columbus?—A. Well, indeed, 
that would be very difficult to say, Senator. 

Q. Probably every time you were there?—A. No, sir; I was there a great : 
times that I didn’t see him. 

Q. You were there in Columbus during the campaign, so called, for the U 
States Senatorship election?—A. I was not. 

Q. These dates were prior to that date?—A. Prior to the campaign? 

. Yes, sir; I mean in Columbus before the legislature?—A. Wha‘ dates d 
refer to? 

Q. Prior to the Jackson banquet.—A. I was. The times I remember of m« 
Jerry Bliss was when I went to Columbus with reference to the Jackson bang 
I can not tell the date; the Southern Hotel register will show. 

Q. How many times after the first time did you meet him in Columbus’—\. I 
have answered that question, that it is impossible for me to state the number of 
times. 

Q. I understand you didn’t attend the Jackson banquet?—A. I was here on 
January 8, Saturday night; it was impossible for me to be in both places, I think 
that is all. 

The Cuarre. One question, Mr. Dunbar. 
at this hotel. 

A. At the Great Southern Hotel. I was chairman of the committee on the 
banquet and made arrangements with the hotel company. 

That is all. 

By Mr. Lone: 

Q. That duty breught you in connection with Myers, Judge Ditty, Jim Ross 
and other members of the committee, who had charge of the arrangements of 
the banquet’—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is the destination of that train on the Big Four that Mr. Boyce took 
at 9a. m. Monday, the 10th?—A. I understand it was a through eastern train t! 
arrives in Cincinnati at 6.50 in the morning and leaves Columbus about 2.50, « 
ward. It is from east-west. 

Q. (Mr. Frxck.) Which way was the train going?—A. Going from Cincinnati 

Q. What time did it leave?—A. Nine o'clock, Big Four train, Cincinnati to 
Columbus. 

Q. I understood you meant Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. No, sir; Mr. Boyce. 

Q. (The Cwarr.) Mr. Boyce left upon what road, do you know?—A. I know 
simply from hearsay; the Big Four road. 

Q. Leaving Cincinnati at what time?—A. About 9 o’clock in the morning. 

Q. Do you know what time that train arrives in Columbus?—A. No; I do not 
know. It must arrive somewhere in the vicinity of 1 o'clock. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) I judge from your statement of the Jackson banquet that 
you are a Democrat?—A. Well, is it absolutely necessary? 

Q. (The CH#arr.) You must answer that.—A. Then I am a Democrat. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Were you a candidate on the Democratic ticket?—A. No, 


The register of the Sout 


He has 


iSi- 


You spoke about the Jackson banquet 


sir. 

Q. (The Cnarr.) Mr. Dunbar, you will produce that record, the telephone rec- 
ord, to-morrow morning?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then, with the consent of the committee, Mr. Dunbar, you will be excused 
until to-morrow morning. You are still under the process of this committee. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Mr. Allen O, Myers, jr., is the son of Allen O. Myers?—A. I 
can not swear as to that, : 

Q. I didn’t ask for a definite answer, but as to the best of your belief?—A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. (Mr. Frxck.) Mr. Dunbar, how long has Mr. Allen O. Myers, jr., been cim- 
ployed by you?—A. I should think three or four months. 

Q. (Mr. GarrreLp.) How did you happen to employ Allen 0. Myers, jr.?—A. I 
think his father asked me to give him a position. 

Q. What ition did he hold there?—A. Key clerk. 

. (Mr. Finck.) Was he employed by you previous to the election?—A. Of 
whom? 

Q. November 2 or November 3.—A. No, sir; I think not. 

Q. (Mr. RoBertson.) I move that we now adjourn until 9 o'clock to-morrow 
morning (January 29). 

And thereupon the committee adjourned. 

OPEN SESSION. 
THE Grnson House, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 22, 1898—9 0’ clock a. m. 


The Chair called the meeting to order. All members were present. : 
The Cuarr. We will now proceed with the testimony. Mr. Dunbar was on tne 
stand at the time we last night. He will now take the stand again. 





1900. 





And thereupon Horace B. DunBAR was recalled, took the stand, and testified 
as follows: : 

The Cuarr. Mr. Dunbar, at the time of adjournment last evening you stated 
to this committee that you would be able to bring a paper showing the number 
of telephone calls passing between Mr. Boyce at Cincinnati and different parties 


at Columbus. Have you that paper in your possession?—A. I have. 
Q. Will you show it to us?—A. (Witness handing paper to the Chair.) 
Q. This is the paper to which you referred?—A,. Yes, sir. Marked Exhibit L; 


es, sir. 
7 Q. Where did you get this paper marked Exhibit L, Mr. Dunbar?—A. At the 
telephone office. 
Q. What telephone office?—A. Bell telephone office. 
. That is, the local Bell telephone office?—A. The general office. 
Q. For the city of Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. From whom did you get this paper?—A. A gentleman by the name of Elstin. 
Q. Elstin or Ewell?—A. Elstin. 
. What is his position?—A. That I can not say; I can’t say as to his position. 
. He is in the general office, is he?—A. Yes, sir. 
. How long do you know of his being connected with that office?—A. This is 
the first time I met the gentleman. 
Q. AsI understand you, you went to the telephone conipany the day before or 
on that 7 to get a bill?—A. Upon that day. 
Q. How long after you got there did you receive this paper marked Exhibit 
L?—A. A couple of minutes; he had it made out for me. 
_Q. You had, prior to that time, telephoned him in connection with it?—A. Yes, 


© 


CLO 


sir. 

Q. The bill attached to Exhibit L and marked Exhibit N, I will inquire of you 
as to where you got that bill?—A. Thesame place. These papers were all together. 

Q. Got them from the same man?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. On the same day?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And the letter marked Exhibit N, you also received that upon the same 
day?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. From the same man?—A. Same man. 

Q. The letter is signed by G. N. Stone. Do you know anything about his con- 
nection with the City and Suburban Telegraph Association?—A. I believe he is 
the president of the association. 

Q. He signs here as genera] manager?—A. General manager. 

Q. I will refer to his letter, the one marked ‘‘ Exhibit N.” 
in full, then the two bills.—A. (Witness reading from the letter:) 

CINCINNATI, January 11, 1898. 
THE Gipson House, Horace DunBar, Esq., Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Dear Srr: Inclosed we hand you bill for long-distance service from telephone 
No. 548 from January 1 to 10, inclusive, as requested. In this connection permit 
me to suggest that you save all the annoyance of making a pay station of your 
private telephone and also afford the convenience of long-distance telephone use 
to the guests of your hotel by having an automatic telephone placed in the Gibson 
House. 

There is seldom a day passes that we are not compelled to refer your guests, 
calling from telephone No. 988 for toll connections, to the Burnet House or St. 
Nicholas, where they can get this service. 

Respectfully, G. W. STONE, General Manager. 

Q. Follow by reading the bill from Mr. Elstin.—A. (Witness reading:) 

CINCINNATI, January 11, 1898. 
H. B. Dunbar, to the City and Suburban Telegraph Association, Dr. 









Jan.6. 548, to Seymour W. L. Wallack, 1.42 p.m............... ianbeowetwe niin $0. 90 
Jan.7. Columbus, Mr. Boyce, 11.20 p.m ...........-cccseccecee Chane s 220 
Jan. 8. Columbus, Mr. Dunbar, 12.25 &. M...cc...ceecccccccccccccesccccscseee 2.0) 
Jan.8. Columbus, Mr. Dunbar, 5.85 p. m ... 1.25 
Jan. 8. Columbus, Mr. Dunbar, 9.28 a.m ... 1.25 
Jan.8. Columbus, Mr. Boyce, 6.52 p. m..... 1. 69 
Jan.9. Columbus, Mr. Boyce, 11.18 @. M ...... 2... ccccccceeces 2.50 
Jan. 9. Columbus, Mr. Boyce, 11.32 a. m ............--see0e. outiie 1.25 
Jan. 9. Columbus, Mr. Dunbar, 10.10 p, m ..........0.005-+--+s ee 
Jan. 10. Columbus, Bliss, 4.09 a. m.......... vaadiaied eaieeintie oneases ae 
Jan. 10. Columbus, Bliss, 11.12 a. m.......... sauineeece 

Pionsdsckeeuk EeneUdeesodécerecccnscose seeee bbedacasen DOn 


Q. Now read the bill marked “ Exhibit L.”—A. (Witness reading:) 


Mr. Exstrx: Following is list of messages from 548 (Mr. Dunbar) from January 
6 to January 10, inclusive: 






Jan. 6. 548, W. L. Wallack, 1.42 p.m.,Seymour,5 min., Lou. Wallack......... $0.90 
Jan.7. 548, Boyce, 11.20 p. m., Columbus, Ohio, 11 min., Rathbone............ 1.43 
Jan.8. 548, Dunbar, 12.25 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 11 min., Myers..... esescccte SOD 
Jan. 8. 548, Dunbar, 5.35 p.m., Columbus, Ohio, 5 min., Kurtz..... one oo £3 
Jan. 8. 548, Dunbar, 9.28 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 5 min., A. O. Myers... ae &S 
Jan. 8. 548, Boyce, 6.52 p.m., Columbus, Ohio, 13 min., Rathbone..... eos 1.0 
Jan. 9. 548, Boyce, 11.18 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 10 min., Rathbone........... - 2.50 
Jan. 9. 548, Boyce, 11.32 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 5 min., clerk,Great Southern. 1.25 
Jan. 9. 548, Dunbar, 10.10 p. m., Columbus, Ohio, 5min., KurtZ.........c.20-2 =. 65 
Jan.10. 548, Bliss, 4.09 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 7 min., Kurtz........... 91 
Jan. 10, 548, Bliss, 11.12 a. m., Columbus, Ohio, 5 min., Kurtz...... coutnnssence 4.20 


Q. E. ELWELL. 
Q. Who is Q. E. Elwell?—A. I don’t know Mr. Elwell. 
Q. Mr. Dunbar, you stated you would ascertain when Allen O. Myers, jr., began 


working for you at this hotel; have you ascertained?—A. I have. 
Q. When did he begin working for you?—A. November 17, according to our 
day book 


Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) These various bills and letters which are marked L, N,and 
M, what do these letters refer to?—A. They refer to the papers they are with. 

Q. How do they happen to have the letters on them marked as exhibits?—A. I 
can’t tell you. I suppose they will be brought up. 

Q. Who arranged them in that order?—A. They werearranged by my attorney, 
Mr. Cobell. 

Q. When was that done?—A. Can'tgive you the date 
. At whose instigation’—A. At the instigatior ' ‘ 
. So you have gone over this case with Mr. Bliss?—A. Yes, sir. 
. These papers were arrang' d by him?—A. Arranged by an attorney. 


Ishould judge about-—— 
Mr. Bliss. 


LLLLO 


. At Mr. Bliss’s request?—A. Yes, sir. : 
. Do you know what the papers are preceding the letter L?—A, I can’t tell 
you exactly. 


. In whose possession, if you know, are these papers?—A. I can’t say. 
. Not in your possession?—A. Not in my possession; no, sir. 
And thereupon the witness was excused. ; 
And thereupon the three exhibits referred to by the witnesses, designated as 
pats L, N,and M, were offered in evidence, to be marked and known as ex- 
bits. 


co 


(Following recall of Mr. Dunbar.) 
The Cuarnr. Is Mr. Seeger present? 

is in the hotel? ; 
The sergeant reports that Seeger has not arrived at the hotel this morning. 
Thereupon the Chair asks for Allen O. Myers, jr. 


Mr. Sergeant, will you get Mr. Seeger, if he 


First read the letter 
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ese - 
Obl lo 
_ The sergeant was dispatched for the witness, and reported that Allen 0. } 
jr., was at the hotel, and would be present in five minutes 
Q. (The Carr.) Your name is Allen O. Myers?—A. Allen O. Myers 
And thereupon Allen 0. Myers, jr 
testified as follows 
Mr. Finck ( 


., being first duly sworn, took the star 


nd 
Ma ue 


ting the examination): 











Q. Mr. Myers, state your name, age, present residence.—A. 21 years the 2d of 
last November; Allen O. Myers, jr.; reside at room 520 of the Gibson House 

Q. Are you employed at the Gibson House?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what capacity?—A. As key clerk. 

Q. What hours does your work require you to be on dutv?—A. It is varied: one 
day from 6.30 to 12.30 in the morning, and 6.30 in the evening to 11.30: the next 
day 12.30 to 6.30. 7 

Q. Were you on duty January 7, 18987—A. Yes, sir; went on d t n the 
evening. 

Q. If you remember, who was on duty with you at that ‘ A. Mr. ¢ ro 
Seeger. : 

Q. As clerk?—A,. Clerk. 

Q. Anybody else’—A. Why, there might have be nm ) 
any, were there rhe cashier should have been on « t mt 

Q. Did you see a gentleman named or called Mz I A. 17 
gentleman stepped up to the desk and stated his 1 hat l asked 
there were any telegrams for him that evening. 

Q. At what time?—A. About 6.35—right after I cam 

Q. Was there a telegram for him?—A. No, sir 

Q. Had you ever seen this ntleman before; ar with v ! 
when?—A. I saw the gentleman between—s < the 
November and the Ist of December, in the lobby, t enth v 
was pointed out to me to be Mr. Boxwell by a news; and to I 
afterwards handed a letter addressed to Mr. Boxy 

Q. I will ask you to state whether, in connection with your duties, it on 
your duties to answer the long-distance calls when you are in the of 
night—to answer the telephone when it is requ —A. Yes, s 

Q. How is the telephone arranged in the office—that where is it] 

A. It is located in the back of the « pposite the saf 

Q. Where is the telephone located with reference to where you | 
duties?—A. I don’t understand that question. : 

Q. How many feet, about, do you stand from the telephone when you aré 
the performance of your duties \. Anywhere from 1 to 10 feet 

Q e whether or not Mr. Boyce was called for at the tele; ne that! t 
and all about it, ii so.—A. Mr. Bovce was called up, yes; itm ht have been 6.40 
won't say as to the moment, but I « in't find him. He left w that if he ws 
called by long-distance to call him. I thought he might be in t dini } 
and went there, but he had lei ; rt ilterwards he was led again, and I 
saw him standing in the b 1 out to him that he was wanted at the 
telephone. 

Q. What place or office called for hi A. Columbus, 

Q. Do you know who in Columbus « for hin No, sir; Ido not t 
that time; I didn’t know when they called 

Q. Did you hear the conversation of Mr. | e over the telephon« A. I did 

Q. Tell us as nearly as you can what that conversation was’—A, Well, to t 
that, to start in the first part of it—do you want to hear that? 


Q. Yes, we want to hear all you know.—A. Well, in the first place, r taf 
) I " r 


I came on watch, Mr. Kinkade of the Enquirer was talking to me and Seeger 
and asked if we had any notes for him, and while we were talking to him 1 


man Boyce came up and asked for the telegram. I told him there was n 
for him, and told him about the long-distance telephone, and when they « 
him up the second time we thought we would kid Kinkade, and told him t) 
we would get him a newspaper story that would probably be interesting to hir 


and Mr. Seeger told me to go ahead and hear what he said. Our intention w 
to make Kinkade think I was hearing him. It was just in a joking way, and \ 
were going to make up a fake story and tell him. I then went over to the key 
counter, and the first thing I heard, I heard Boy llo, Major Dick.” 









He said something about Shane meeting the Presid 
He said HANNA Wass an 
he 


on to-morrow. 
i the other end must 
will be hell in Wash- 
him up later 
ave any conversat 


I wrote the words down. 

have talked to him some time, and then 

ington.” He rung off and instructed met 
Q. Immediately following this, did you 


said, ** Ther 





n with Mr. Dun- 





bar? Ifso, relate what it was.—A. Mr. Dunbar was standing outside of the key 
box—I could see him through the giass—and I stepped out and showed the con 
versation to Mr. Dunbar. Then Mr. Dunbar said that if he wanted to use the 
telephone again to fix it so h« ld the or the private offic 

Q. Did you arrange it so he could use t! ne in the private office?—A. I did 

Q. Where is the private office?—A. It is situated right over the office down- 
stairs; room 111. 

Q. When did you next see Mr. Boyce, if at all?—A. I saw Mr. Boyce short 
after he got through telephoning. He stepped to the front of the desk and asked 


me of a good show to go to ended hi 
he instructed me if anybody ca 
at 10.30. He went over to a cor 
out of the hotel, up Walnut street, the 
in there. 

Q. Well, what occurred when you « 


ifr I n m to the Grand Theater, and 
led him up again to say that he would be | 

gerntiemen, locked arms with them, went 
last Isaw of him until 10.45, somewhere 






e ¢ 


id see him again?—A. There was another 








telephone message for him, and I sent him up to the private office, and he talked 
to Columbus. 

Q. Where was this telephone call from?—A. Columbus, Ohio. 

Q. He went up to the private offlice?—A. Yes, sir; Columbus wanted him; he 
called Columbus, telephone 1092. 

Q. What occurred then?—A. I stepped up tot office telephone, took down 
the ear piece, and plugged the mouthpiece, put the earpiece to my ear, and talked 
to Mr. Seeger—he was on duty—and he took it down. 

Q. Can’t you tell in substance what thisconversation was’?—A. W 
you an idea; I can’t tell word for word 

Q. Well, please tell it?—A. He opened the conversation saying he was t 
to Major; then didn’t mention any last name. Said he had seen Mr. O 
had arranged matters—had fixed them up, and stated it would take $20,000 d 
and the other said, “No, they didn’t know about that; they would see H 
Thereupon an intermission of about five minutes occurred. Then Colum} 
stated that they w l give 1 lown and ] when it was over. The « 
versation wenton concerning Mr. O. and they » they would pay him for his 
vote, 

The Cuarr. Did you say Mr. Rowe, or Mr. 0.? 

A. Mr. O. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) At that t he was talking t 27—A. Boy to 
1092 from the private office. 


Q. In Columbus, 1092 in Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Anything said in that telephone talk about notes, about exchanging not . 
A. Notes—well, I won’t say just now; I haven't noticed the case since I turned 
my notes over—whether it was that ohe or the next one, when Boyce wa! 
yrotection—to exchange accommodation papers with Otis that would protect 

th of them. 

Q. There was another conversation?—A. Yes, sir. After they got through with 
this conversation I took that up and showed it to Mr. Dunbar, and Mr. Dunbar 
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thought it was something of importance, and he called Columbus, and while he 
was waiting to get the party called at Columbus, Columbus rang up and called 
for Boyce. I sent upstairs to room 226, sent Clark, a bell boy, to wake Boyce up 
and tell him that the long-distance telephone wanted him. I told the long dis- 
tance that Mr. Dunbar didn’t want hig call then, and to cut him off and give 
Boyce the preference, which they did. And then Boyce came down to the tele- 
phone and the Major talked to him this time again; no last names mentioned. 
Columbus called Boyce Colonel, and Boyce called him Major. In that telephone 
message they mentioned a party by the name of Hollenbeck. He was to come to 
Cincinnati in the morning, and he would have a package. He went on and 
stated to Boyce what would be in it, the money that would be in it; that Hollen- 
beck was not to know what he was doing in that respect. I went up and told 
Mr. Dunbar the conversation. Mr. Dunbar has the notes. 

Q. After this, what did you do in regard to Columbus?—A. I took the notes of 
the conversations I had taken down, and left at 3.25 over the Baltimore and Ohio 
to Columbus, and arrived there at 7.10. Went to the Great Southern Hotel, and 
went to Allen O. Myers’s room, woke him up, read the notes to him. He took 
me to Mr. Kurtz's room, woke him up, and I read the notes to Mr. Kurtz; took 
the train at 2.25 for Cincinnati, and came right back here. 

Q. Where were you about noon Sunday, January 9, 1808, do you remember; 
between 11 and 12 o’clock?—A. I don’t know. 

Q. Let me refresh your memory.—A. All right. 

Q. Were you in the office downstairs on Sunday during the daytime when Miss 
Jacobs was called into the office?—A. Well, I won’t say whether that was Sunday 
noon or not. I was there when Miss Jacobs was called to the telephone. 

Q. Was Mr. Boyce still in Cincinnati at that time?—A. I can’t say that. 

Q. Do you know Miss Jacobs?—A. I do. 

Q. Is she employed at this hotel?—A. I would not say whether she is employed 
at the hotel; she has a desk at the hotel—a stenographer. 

Q. What does she do?—A. Stenographer. 

Q. If yousaw Miss Jacobs doing anything at a certain hour of the day (that you 
may relate yourself, the time of day), please tell what it was and the time, as 
near as you can?—A. I won't commit myself there. I don’t understand the drift 
of the question. ’ 

Q. Did Miss Jacobs take any stenographic notes from the telephone in your 
presence?—A. She did. 

o Q. State all that took place at that time.—A. That was after I came back from 
‘olum bus. 

Q. Yes, sir.—A. I think it was the night I came back, about somewhere be- 
tween 10 and 11 o’clock. Boyce was called up at Columbus, and Miss Jacobs 
was sleeping in the hotel that night, and I sent the bell boy to let Mr. Boyce in 
the private office, and sent for Miss Jacobs. She was so long in getting down 
that Boyce had got in the private office and rang the telephone. I took the tel- 
ephone down and heard him open the conversation again. He called 1092, 
Columbus, Ohio. That is as far as I heard of that conversation. Miss Jacobs 
came then, and I turned it over to her. 

Q. What did she do then’—A. I can not say what she did. She held the tele- 
phone to her ear, the receiver, and took down some conversation in shorthand. 

Q. On different sheets of ae No, sir; ina shorthand book. 

Q. Can the telephone in the office be used for local as well as long-distance 
service?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did anything occur after Miss Ja¢obs left the office; if so, when and what 
was it?—A. She had hardly left the office until the telephone rang off, and then 
it rang again. I thought it was another call, and stepped to the telephone, and 
he calied up a party here in town. 

Q. Who called the party?—A. Boyce did. 

Q. Who was the party?—A. Otis’s drug store; and asked for Mr. Otis, and they 
told him that he was notin. He said he would like to see him. Whoever an- 
swered at the other end of the telephone said they would send him over as soon 
ashecamein. They asked who wanted to see him. He did not give his name, 
just said a party at the Gibson House, he will know who it is. 

Q. Did you reduce that conversation to writing at the time—have you the 
memorendum?—A. Mr. Dunbar has, or Mr. Bliss. 

Q. What was your object, Mr. Myers, in going to Columbus, and under whose 
direction. if anyone, did you go?—A. I went under my own in one sense and un- 
der Mr. Dunbar’s in another. 

Q.. What was your object in going to Columbus?—A. Simply wished to give this 
story to Alien O, Myers. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) What date was that when you went to Columbus?—A. Omthe 
8th of January, 3.25 in the morning. 

Q. (M r. Lone, continuing.) Did you hear Mr. Boyce call for a particular office 
in Columbus by number; and if so, what was the number?—A. He called for 
telephone No. 1092. 

Q. Now, the tite that was applied to Boyce, was it colonel or general, as you 
remember it?—A. It was General Boyce; he never mentioned the name Boyce, 
simply general. 

Q. You stated in your examination with Senator Finck that it was colonel, and 
for that reason I wished to inquire as to that point.—A. I won’t be sure; the tele- 
phone message will show. 

. Is Miss Hattie Jacobs the stenographer to the management of the house, or 
is she a sten pher doing work for the public, or both?—A. Well, I can’t say 
that; I don’t know whether she is employed directly by Mr. Dunbar or not; 
don’t think she is. As far as I know she is doing work for the public, and when 
she does work for Mr. Dunbar he pays her for it. 

Q. Fix the date, Mr. Myers, when you entered into the employ and the service 
of the hotel company.—A. November 16, 10 o’clock in the morning, 1897. 

The Cuarr. Senator Garfield, have you any questions? 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Is it your ordinary custom to ask newspa 
to conversations of guests in your office at the telephone?—. 
whether I did that. 

Q. Is it your ordinary custom to do that?—A. Far from it. 

g. What was your special interest in listening to this special conversation?—A. 
I didn’t ask any newspaper man to listen to this conversation. When I stated 
that I would listen to it myself, I stated the reason; it was done in a joke. 

Q. How did you happen to select General Boyce to perpetrate this joke upon?— 
A. For the reason that I had heard him to Mr. Boxwell, and he had had 
two different telephone calls from Columbus, and I thought it was something 
important that was on. 

i Was he stopping at the hotel when he was with Mr. Boxwell?—A. No, sir; 
not a guest. 

- That was the only reason you had for giving?—A. Simply a joke; that was 
all. 

Q. You say there had been two or three conversations with Columbus prior to 
os. No; that was the one when he answered the telephone for the second 
call. 

Q. Then there had been only one call?—A. I couldn't find him for the first call. 

Q. Do you know-from whom that call came?—A. Yes; it came from Columbus 
by the long-distance telephone. 
ah a anybody ever. spoken to you about General Boyce prior to that time?— 

. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever seen General Boyce since then?—A. How do you mean since? 

Q. Since that time; since the night you listened to the first conversation?—A. 
Yes; Isaw him when I came back from Columbus, Saturday night. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with General Boyce?—A. None that I remem- 


rT men to listen 
I don’t know 
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ber of, except the first night that I met him and he spoke to me concerning the 
theater and the use of the telephone. 

Q. Did you have any other conversation?—A. I think the last time I saw Mr 
Boyce—I think it was Saturday night, rather late. He came down in the ele. 
vator with Mr. Dunbar and walked back to the barroom as I was going upstairs 

Q. You had no conversation with him?—A. None whatever. 

Q. Can you fix the date the time you saw General Boyce with Mr. Boxwel|>— 
A. No; I can not state any nearer than between the Istand the 16th of November 

Q. Is there any way to fix the date in your mind?—A. No, gir; none in the 
world, for I didn’t take notice of it at the time. 

Q. You have no possible way of fixing it?—A. None whatever. 

Q. Do I understand that they were alone at that date?—A. Yes, sir; they stoo 
at the corner of the key box, to the front. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) I would like to ask you one or two questions, Mr. My; 
When was the first conversation you ever had with your father with reference ; 
cho saather ehout which you have testified?—A. It was on the morning of Janna 
8, about 7.30. 

Q. Where did that conversation occur?—A. At the Great Southern Hote) 
Columbus, in his room. 

Q. Did you ever have a talk with him of a man named Boyce, prior to 
time?—A. Never. In fact, I had no conversation with him there on it. I sim; 
read the notes and told the story, and he asked no questions, and he took | 
over to Mr. Kurtz. 

Q. Did you receive any instructions there?—A. None whatever, except t! 
should hold on to the notes—keep the notes I had taken dowr. 

Q. Did he tell you to tell anybody else?—A. He took me over to Mr. Kurtz ; 
told me to read the story to him. 

Q. Now, the last time you saw Mr. Boyce, do I understand you it wasat the t 
he came out of the elevator with Mr. Dunbar?—A. Yes; I saw him come down 
the elevator. They had walked out tothe ee leading from the elevator j 
I came in from the outside. Mr. Boyce and Mr. Dunbar walked to the barr 
together. 

Q. Was that Saturday or Sunday night?—A. I think that was Saturday nig)! 

Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Kurtz prior to the tim: 
went to Columbus?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Have you ever seen Mr. Boxwell before or since you saw him—have you 
come acquainted with him?—A,. Never saw him before nor since. 

Q. Did I understand that you had a letter for Mr. Boxwell?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was that letter delivered to him?—A. It was; I delivered it to him. 

Q. Did he open it?—A. No; he shoved it in his pocket. The letter was, 
outside, from the secretary of state. 

Q. Do I understand you that he was talking at that time with Boyce?—A. | 
had been talking with Mr. Boyce. He was at the front end of the key box 
the time, the way my attention was called to them, a newspaper man ca! 
attention to them, and inquired who was talking to Mr. Boxwell. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Dot understand that you took these notes that you r 
to, after listening to the telephone, in shorthand or longhand?—A. In long! 

Q. That is, after the conversation was finished you wrote them down 
dictated them to Mr. Seeger and to Mr. Pryor. 

Q. All of them?—A. Well, the first one, I took that down in longhand. 

Q. When you went to Columbus did you see anybody else besides your father 
Allen O. Myers, and Mr. Kurtz?—A. Yes; I saw lots of people. 

Q. That were present in the room at the time your father was there?—A. 0: 
one present in the room, 

Q. Did you tell it to anyone else?—A. I don’t remember whether I did or: 

Q. Well, in such an important matter, seems to me that you would reme: 
it. You say definitely that you didn’t communicate it to anyone else?—A. I don't 
care to answer that question. 

Q. For what reason?—A. I don’t care to answer that question. 

Q. Would it tend to disgrace you in any way? 

The Cuarr. That question, Mr. Myers, you will have to answer. 

A. Well, I can’t say whether I did or didn’t. There might have been peop! 
the other rooms that overheard the conversation. 

Q. You spoke, then, in such a loud tone of voice that they might have heard 
they were there?—A. I simply read it over in my usual tone of voice. 1d 
know whether I did or didn’t. 

Q. Why don’t you want to answer it?—A. Well, I don’t know. How « 
answer a question that I don’t know anythingabout? I heard voicesin the: 
room. 

Q. Did you subsequently communicate this to anyone else?—A. No. 

Q. Are You positive of that?—A. Yes; only Mr. Kurtz and Mr. Myers. 

Q. And you say that no one else was present at either of those conversatio! 

A. No one present in the room. 

Q. Can't you refresh your recollection as to who was present in the outer! 
to which you refer?—A. They were perfect strangers to me. 

Q. Did you ever see them after that?—A. I didn’t know them. 

Q. What time did you arrive here?—A. About 7.30 in the morning. 

Q. How many men were present at that time?—A. I heard several voices in t! 
next room; I couldn't 7 ow many; I don’t think more than two. 

Q. What were they talking about?—A. I don’t know. I didn’t understand the 
con versation. I heard the murmur of voices. I don’t just remember, but I told 
Jim Ross—I don’t think I did; I may have said something on the subject to hun 
after I saw Mr. Kurtz. 

Q. Who is Jim Ross?—A. I simply know him by the name of Mr. James Ross 
He and father were sitting there talking, and father was telling him about that 
matter. I may have said something about it, but didn’t discuss it. I think no 
one else was present. Later on I went to visit an aunt, and owing to the differ- 
— in the time I missed the train back to Cincinnati, by remaining there so 

ong. - 

Q. Then you did discuss this matter afterwards with Mr. Ross when your fath 
was present?—A. No; I didn’t exactly discuss it. He and father were discussilg 
it, and I 7 have put in a word here and there. 

Q. Any y else present at that time?—A. That was all. 


Q. How did they pees to be discussing the matter at that time, if you 
know?—A. I can’t say that. 

Q. Were you with your father all that forenoon?—A. No. : "ae 

Q. Were you with Mr, Kurtz?—A. Not after I read the story to him; I didn't see 
Mr. Kurtz after that. : —- 

Q. Now, what other people do you think may have heard it?—A. There is ho 


other person that I know of that I eould mention their names. 
Q. You think there may have been others?—A. I don’t know; that is the reason 
I say I can’t answer the question. 
. That is all. ae 
he Cuarr. You were assuming, I suppose, that these questions you are aske< 
were confined to the people who heard it at Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. ox 0 
Q. You have already testified that you reported it to others here?—A. Yes; Mr. 
Bliss and Mr. Dunbar here. 
Q. Anything else? That is all, Mr. Myers. 6 daly 
And thereupon George C. Seeger Was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Examination conducted by Mr. Fiyck: . 
Q. State your name, age, residence, and occupation.—A. George C. Seeger; $9; 
hotel clerk. ; 





1900. 





Q. You reside where?—A. I reside on Walnut Hills, Gibson House office; room 
clerk. 

Q. How long?—A. Since 1882, with the exception of a year and a half. 

Q. Were you employed here January 7, 1898?—A. I was on duty the evening of 
the 7th—of January 7—from 6.30 until 11 o’clock. 

Q. When did you first see Henry H. Boyce on that day, if you saw him?—A. I 
think about 7.30 in the evening, about a half an hour after I came on duty. 

Q. Had you ever seen him before?—A. I had; yes. 

Q. When and where?—A. I can’t state that exactly; several years back. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him that evening?—A. Just to say sim 
ply good evening to him. 

Q. Later on did you have any further conversation with him?—A. I simply re- 
marked to Mr. Myers, the young man in the office with me, I said, ‘‘ I think that 
gentleman is a politician.’’ He stepped up to the desk and asked if there was 
anything in his box for room 226. I was a little doubtful about his name. He 
asked if there was anything in the box for him. He then asked if he could use 
the private office telephone. 

Q. Well, what did you do?—A. I told him he could use—he said he preferred to 
use the long-distance telephone. I told him he could step upstairs in the private 
office and use the telephone there. I told Myers that I thought he was a politician, 
and he said at the time—Mr. Boyce said—he wanted to talk to Columbus. 

Q. That was before he went upstairs?—A. Yes; he remarked that he wanted to 
use the long-distance telephone to Columbus, and we directed him tothe private 
office. I suggested Myers to take down the ’phone in the general office, which 
he did, to hear what Mr. Boyce had to say. He called up Columbus. I don't 
remember the conversation exactly. I stepped away from the telephone and Mr. 
Myers copied the conversation down. 

Q. Did you see him writing it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he show you the memorandum made by him?—A,. He did; yes, sir. 

Q. If you remember, what was it?—A. Well, I don’t recall it exactly; I didn’t 
pay sufficient attention to that part. 

Q. As nearly as you can answer?—A. Well, for the first part I remember of step- 
ping to the front of the counter to attend to some other duties and remember 
about him calling up Major D. 

Q. What, if anything, did Myers do then?—A. Why, Mr. Myers simply copied 
off the conversation that was transmitted by Mr. Boyce to Columbus; copied it 
off from the telephone below in the office and stepped out from the office and 
saw Mr. Dunbar. Mr. Boyce came downstairs directly afterwards—it was some- 
where along 8.30—came down a few minutes after 7 and then about an hour after- 
wards, and wanted to know what was going on at the theater. He said he was 
expecting a long-distance telephone and would be back about 10.30 or 11 o’clock. 

Q. What did he do then?—A. Came back and found a couple of gentlemen 
waiting at the front door for him. 

Q. Did you see him again that night?—A. Aboushalf pes 10 or a quarter to 11. 

Q. What did he do, if anything?—A. He used the telephone again at the private 
office. Mr. Myers took the conversation and I wrote it down. 

Q. Did you—who has that memorandum’?—A. I can’t say about that. 

Q. What place did he call up when he came back that night?—A. He called up 
Columbus again. 

Q. What ’phone?—A., I forgot to mention the fact that he called up Washing- 
ton, D. C., during the evening. : 

Q. Down in the office?—A. In the private office. 

Q. Did he call Washington, or did Washington call him?—A. He called Wash 
ington, Who he spoke to, I could not say about that. I don't remember that 
part. 

: Q. After he came back from the theater that night he called up Columbus, 
Ohio?—A. Well, he called up Columbus again. 

Q. Do you know the number of the ’phone?—A. No, sir; I couldn’t remember 
that. Mr. Myers was taking the conversation and I wassimply writing it down. 

Q. Could you identify the memorandum if it was produced and shown to you’?— 
A. I could identify my own handwriting. The first part of the conversation was 
taken down by Mr. Myers 

Q. Have you your memorandum?—A. Have Imy memorandum? No, sir. 

Q. What did you do with your memorandum of it?—A. I turned it over to Mr. 
Myers. It was taken down in making the deposition. I turned it over to Mr. 
Cobell, the lawyer, as faras I could remember; in fact, I didn’t retain it. Inever 
retained it. Young Mr. — got it after I had copied it. 

Q. What was the next thing that occurred, if anything, with Mr. Boyce?—A. 
The next thing that occurred after getting through that call, he came down 
stairs and said he expected a call from Columbus again that night and to call 
him at any hour of the night. A call came between 11.12 to 12.30. It was taken 
down by Mr. Myers. Mr. Boyce had returned and came downstairs and went 
to the private office and received a telephone cal! from Columbus, 

Q. Did you send anyone to his room to announce that he was called?—A. Yes, 
sir; that Columbus had called him to speak to him. 

Q. Who did you send?—A. The bell boy, I think; Edward Clark. He came 
downstairs, went into the private office, and spoke to Columbus, and the conver- 
sation was taken down by Mr. Myers and copied by Russell Pryor at the office. 

Q. Did you see it done?—A. I wasn’t in the office at the time. I simply sent 
upstairs for Mr. Boyce. 

Q. Who is Mr. Russell A. Pryor?—A. He is the night clerk. 

. When did you next see Mr. Boyce?—A. I saw Mr. Boyce the next afternoon 
calling up—as near as I can remember, called up No. 286. I looked in the tele- 
phone directory and saw that it was the number of John C. Otis’s drug store. I 
think it was 286. It seemed that Mr. Otis was not in at the time. I didn't see 
him then until later in the afternoon, until Mr. Hollenbeck came up to the coun- 
ter and wanted to know what time the dining room closed. I told him the time, 
8 o'clock, and he went into dinner and came out about somewhere near 4 o’clock 
and asked about the train to Cleveland, Ohio, I told him 6.30 and 9.15. He took 
his valise and went out. 

Q. Were you in when Hollenbeck came and registered?—A. No, sir; Mr. Ryland 
was on duty. He was there when Mr. Hollenbeck stepped to the counter. He 
was then at the elevator entrance, 10 or 15 feet from the counter, when Mr. Hol- 
lenbeck asked for a train to Cleveland. 

Q. Do you know H. Hollenbeck?—A. I would know him if I would see him. 

Q. Do you know Miss Hattie Jacobs?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What does she do about the hotel?—A. She is the stenographer and type- 
writer. 

Q. Was she in such capacity previous to January 7, 18987—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is she still here?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long has she been in the office?—A. Can’t say about that. 

Q. You say that Mr. Hollenbeck and Mr. Boyce were here together at the 
hotel?—A. Well, Mr. Hollenbeck took his valise and went out and Mr. Boyce 
went out from the ladies’ entrance. That is the last I saw of them. I couldn’t 
say whether they met on the outside or not; I couldn't say. 

Q. Previous to that time, at any time during that day, had you seen Mr. Hollen- 
beck and Mr. Boyce together?—A. No, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Your only reason for listening to this conversation, as you 
testified, that occurred between Mr. Boyce and someone at Columbus was that 
you thought he was a politician?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you ordinarily listen to all political conversations that might occur over 
your telephope?—A. No, sir. . 4 

f What reason had you for listening to this conversation?—A. Nothing but a 
little curiosity, 
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Q. Thatisall. Dothe guests of the hotel ordinarily use the telephone in the 
hotel or in the private office?—A. General office. 

Q. A great many telephone calls occur during the day?—A. Yes; the private 
telephone in the back of the office—a great many in the general office. 

Q. This is the only one you listened to?—A. Yes, sir; this is the only one of th 
conversations I heard 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Mr. Seeger, you have still another telephone that is stationed 
in the little hallway leading from your general office to the barber shop, that you 
say is used generally by the public?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. And you have that one in the counter inclosure’—A. Yes, sir 

Q. And you have one in the private office of the hotel?—A. One up in the pri 
vate office of the hotel 

And thereupon the witness was excused 

And thereupon Russell H 


l : Pryor was called as a witness, and being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Mr. Finck (conducting the examination 
Q. State your name, residence, and occupation A. Age, 28; Russell H. Pryor; 
Cincinnati. I am living here at the Gibson House now. Occupation, night 
clerk. 
Q. What hours does your employment require you to be on duty?—A. From 11 


to 6.30 in the morning 
Q. Were you on duty on the night of January 7, or the morning of January 
1898; and if so, who, if anyone, was working with you?—A. I worked ak 


ne from 

11.30 to 6.30 

Q. Where were you on the evening of January 7, 1898 \. I don’t remember 
where I was before I came on duty 

Q. Was Mr. Myers on duty when you came on?—A,. Yes. sir 

Q. Tellall us about what happened that evening \. Heasked me to copy down 
a few notes for him while he was listening to the te lephone whet it party was 
talking to Columbus, I just simply wrote them down while he illed the mat 
ter off to me. I did nothing there but write it; lL w is copying it down on the 
desk, 

Q. Telephone is rather high?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you keep a memorandum of the conversation?—A. I did not keep any 
for myself. 

Q. Did you you reduce it to writing as it was dictated to you?—A. Yes 

Q. What did you do with the memorandum?—A, I think Mr. Cobell has it now. 


And thereupon the said witness was excused 
And thereupon Thomas H. Miller was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows 


Examination conducted by Mr. FINcK: 
Q. State your name, age, occupation, and residence A. Thomas H. Miller; 
age, 37 years; occupation detective; reside at Walnut Hills 
Q. You live in Cincinnati, Ohio?—A. Yes, sir 
Q. Where were you on January 8, 1898, about 4.30 o'clock or between 4d and 5 


p.m.?—A. Here at the Gibson House 

Q. Did you have any conversation over the long-distance telephone 
time?—A. I overheard a conversation; yes, sir 

Q. State fully who the parties were and what the conversation was as you re 
call it.—A. My recollection is that when I took hold of the receiver Mr. Hollen 
beck was talking to the Gibson House, and said, ‘Is that General Bovee” He 
said, ‘‘ Yes.””. He then said, ‘‘This is Hollenbeck; I am at the Grand Central 
Station about to leave for headquarters.’ 

Q. Is that all you heard?—A. He then said 
here and have had him here all night. I think I can get something out of } 
He said, ‘‘Oh, you know who I mean.’ And then came in Otis. He said 
tells me that neither Droste nor Lane will vote for H. We were counting « 
them, and this leaves us one short. Droste will nominate Gerrard 
trying to get Mason to appoint him on good committee rhat is the main part 
of the conversation; made a memorandum at the time; I have it here. 

(The witness produced memorandum and read as follows:) 

“Hollenbeck to Boyce over telephone: To make things safe destroy all traces of 
letter I gave you. All right. : 

**Boyce to Hollenbeck: O. is still here and says neither Dorste nor Lane will vote 
for HANNA. Dorste will nominate Gerrard and is trying to have Mason put him 
on good committees. I will hold Otis here and think Lean get something on him 
Will hold him all evening if possible. This makes us one short,as they were 
connted with us.” 

(And thereupon the memorandum which was read by the witness was offered 
in evidence and marked Exhibit XX 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Mr. Miller, where were you when you overheard this conversa- 
tion?—A. In the hotel office. 

Q. (Mr. Finck.) Of the Gibson House? 


tbout that 


General Boyce said I have Otis 


, aot 
i 
and is now 


A. Yes, sir 


Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) How did you happen to be there at that time?—A. I was 
engaged at the time to shadow Hollenbeck 

Q. Who employed you?—A. J. IP. Bliss, Columbus 

Q. How did you happen to know the telephone communication?—A, I was 


notified to go to the telephone either by Mr. Ryland or Mr, Dunbar 

Q. When did you make this memorandum?—A,. At the telephon 

Q. Part of it I see is in ink and part in pencil.—A. The pencil point broke and 
then I wrote it in ink. 

Q. What detective agency are you connected with? 
tective Agency. 

Q. Did you make this memorandum while the conversation was going on?— 
A. Yes, sir 

Q. How did you happen to know Mr. Hollenbeck was at one end and Boyee at 
the other?—A. He stated: “ This is Hollenbeck at the Grand Central Station. Is 
this General Boyce?’ And the reply I heard was“ Yes.” 

Q. Your pen evidently broke at the end, as you changed to pencil again?—A. I 
put that in from memory immediately afterwards 

Q. You are quite confident that the whole thing was not made up from mem 
ory?—A. Iam positive it is not. 

By the CHarr: 

Q. You spoke about the Grand Central Station; where is it located?—A 
and Central avenue. 

Q. In this city?—A. Cincinnati; the city of Cincinnati 

Q. Can you tell the day upon which you were engaged by Mr. Blis 
Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. On the 6th of January I was sent for at my res 
came down town, and was engaged to 
put two operators on each man. 

Q. When did you first see Boyce?—A. On my arrival at the hotel, when he came 
out from break{ast. 

Q. Where did he then go?—A. He left the hotel and was shadowed by one of 
my operatives, who informed where he went. 

Q. When did you first see Hollenbeck ?—A. About the same time, in the cor- 
ridor of the hotel. 

Q. Did you see these two men together at any time?—A. I saw them go up in 
the elevator together, but I did not see them speak to one another 

Q. So they got in the elevator together?—A. Hollenbeck was evidently a 
stranger to Boyce, or Boyce didn’t seem to know him. I asked the operator what 
he said to him. The operator said that he had asked for Boyce. Theclerk stated 
that he went out for a while, and Hollenbeck sat down in the south corridor of 
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the hotel, and when Boyce came back Hollenbeck immediately got up and both 
walked to the elevator and went upstairs. 

Q. You saw them go upstairs?—A. Yes, sir; they went up in the clevator. 

Q. Did they go down together?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Which came down first?—A. I do not recollect that. 

«. What next occurred after that?—A. The operator tracked—E. 8. report will 
show all about that shadow. I didn’t make but very little of the shadow. Hol- 
lenbeck went out first, left the hotel, and went to Schmidlapp’s bank, and from 
there to Vorheis, Miller & Co. 

Q. What is the name of Schmidlapp’s bank?—A. Union Savings Bank and 
Trust Company. 

By Mr. LONG: 


Q. Where is that Union Savings Bank and Trust Company located?—A. On 
Vine street below Fourth, in the Chamber of Commerce building. He made two 
visits there. 

Q. On the west side of Vine street between Third and Fourth? And Vorheis, 
Miller & Co.’s store is where?—A.:Thirdand Race. They are wholesale clothiers. 
They went out Baker street. He was accompanied by Koehler. 

Q. Who?—A. Mr. Hollenbeck. 

Q. You say he went to the bank; which of them do you refer to?—A. Hollen- 

wee k. 

Q. Mr. Koehler is the confidential man of Schmidlapp’s?—A. I can not say as 
to that; he is the cashier. 

Q. The man in charge of Mr. Schmidlapp’s business?—A. Yes, sir. 

By the CHAIR: 

Q. Mr. Miller, you are not finally discharged, but are to report this afternoon 
at such time as we may adjourn to. Remember you are still under the process of 
this committee, 


By Mr. GARFIELD: 


Q. Where was Boyce at the time of this telephone message you testified to?— 
A. Upstairs in the private office. Isaw him go into the elevator. 

Q. He was using the long-distanae telephone?—A. It was both a long-distance 
and a local telephone. 

Q. Who told you?—A. Mr. Dunbar. 

Q. He then arranged for you to catch this message?—A. I did not ask him 
whether he did or not. I simply followed out their orders. 

Q. Do you happen to know when the Gibson is called up by telephone which 
one will answer?—A. If the general public were calling, the general telephone at 
the barber shop would ring. The one in the private office is a private telephone. 

The Cuarr. This is all until this afternoon, Mr. Miller. 

And thereupon John B. Ryland was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
eworn, testified as follows: 


Mr. Finck (conducted the examination): 


Q. State your name, age, residence, and occupation.—A. John B. Ryland; room 
clerk; Gibson House; 35 epennaner 30. 

Q. Where were you employed Friday, January 7, 18987—A. Room clerk, Gibson 
House. 

Q. Where were you on that day in the evening about 4 or 5 o’clock?—A. I can’t 
say whether I was on duty or not. 

Q. Do you know one H. H. Boyce?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you first see him, if at all, on that day, the 7th?—A. Roomed the 
gentieman when he arrived. 

Q. And the date of the arrival is on the register?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What room was assigned to him; do you remember?—A, 226. 

Q. What time did you leave off duty that day—the date of the arrival?—A. 12.30. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Boyce any more after he registered that day?—A. Probably 
so; I don’t remember. 

Q. What time did you go on duty the next day, January 8, Saturday?—A. At 
12.30. 

Q. Do you know one H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you see him on that date; and if so, about what time?—A. He regis- 
tered with me for breakfast. It may have been on the 8th, the morning that he 
arrived. I was on"duty. 

Q. The register shows the date of arrival?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Let me refresh yourmemory. On theafternoon of the 8thof January, about 
2 o'clock in the afternoon, did you not see Mr. Boyce about that time on the 8th 
of January, on Saturday?—A. I saw him several times during the time he was 
here, but do not know just what day. 

Q. Did he make any requests of you on any of the occasions that you did see 
him?—A. Nothing more than to hand me an envelope to put in the safe. I don’t 
remember what daté that was. 

Q. State the circumstances. Relate all about it.—A. He simply handed me a 
large-sized envelope to place in a depasit box. The conversation that took place 
was that I made the remark: ‘“‘ Don't lose the key, as it will cost you five fora 
duplicate.” ‘There is more than five in there,” he smilingly remarked as he 
went away. 

Q. What kind of a package was that?—A. A legal envelope—large-sized en- 
velope. 

@ Mr. Lona.) How was it as to being filled or otherwise?—A. It seemed to be 
full of something. 

>, Aeon how thick was the package?—A. Well, I should say about 1} inches 
thick. 

Q. It was a large legal envelope?—A. (Affirmative nod of the head.) 

Q. (Mr. Finck.) Didgyou see Mr. Boyce on Sunday, the next day?—A. I deliv- 
ered the package to him the next day. 

Q. Did he return the key?—A. He certainly did. 

Q..Did you ask him anything as to whether he was through with the box?—A. 
Yes, sir; he said he was. 

Q. Lunderstand you to say that the package was in a legal envelope. 
how thick?—A. About an inch, I should think. I am not a carpenter. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) And have you any judgment, Mr. Ryland, as to the contents of 
the package from the handling of it—in taking it from his hands to the deposit 
boxes in your office?—A. No, sir; I can’t say. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) What time was it, you say, that he handed you this package 
first?—A. It was the day I was on duty here, in the afternoon or the morning. 

Q. Which day of the week?—A. Saturday, I think. 

Q. You do not know what hour of theday?—A. No, sir. 

Q. I suppose there are guests constantly leaving packages here at the office and 
taking keys away?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What especially called your attention to this package Mr. Boyce left?—A. 
Knowing that he was shadowed by Mr. Miller, it was only natural I was wonder- 
ing what it was. 

Q. By the facts you knew Mr. Boyce was being shadowed?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. General talk among the employees?—A. Don’t know as to that. 

Q. When did you give him back that letter or envelope?—A. Next day. 

Q. What hour?—A. Next afternoon about 2.30 or 3 o'clock. 

Q. Now, may I ask you if you have made any memorandum of any sort regard- 
in = transaction?—A. — y not. 

. You speak now entirely from your recollection. Have made an 
affidavit?—A. Yes, sir. . P oe 

Q So you have gone over this matter prior to this time?—A. A portion of it. 


About 
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Q. Senator Finck, you refreshed his memory from certain notes? 

Senator Finck. No, sir; these notes that I have are questions that I have pre. 
mared to ask witnesses, taken from theiraffidavits. There is not a witness that I 
mve examined to-day that I have seen or talked to. I have certain eviden 
my hands which I have been using in the cross-examination of these witn: 

Q. (The Cuatr.) I would Jike to ask what the key you referred to belonged 
to?—A. To the deposit vault belonging to the Gibson House Hotel Company. 

Q. Deposit boxes in your safe?—A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. You have a safe with deposit boxes in it?—A. Yes. 

Q. When you take valuables from any of your customers or guests and put tho 
valuables in the deposit box you hand them the key?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You stated to Mr. Boyce that if he lost that key it would cost him $5°—,. 

Ca. 

Q. What was his reply?—A. He laughingly remarked, “ There is more than five 
there,” and walked away. 

And thereupon, on motion of Mr. Finck, the mecting of the committee took a 
recess until 2 p. m. this day, January 22, 1898. 
AFTERNOON SESSION. 
GIBSON Hovsr, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 22, 15 
‘ wa thereupon Russell H. Pryor was recalled, took the stand, and testifi 
OLLOWS: 


The Cuarr. Mr. Pryor, I wish to ascertain of you whether or not you hay 
tained possession of the documents or writings that you spoke of this foren: 
A. Havel gotit? No, sir: I haven't. 

Q. Can you go and get it?—A. I can, if Mr. Cobell is here, or whatever his; 
is, the lawyer. 

Q. Will you make an effort to get it right away?—A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 

And thereupon Edward Clark was called as a witness, and, being first ¢ 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Examination conducted by Mr. Finck: 

Q. What is your name?—A. Edward Clark. 

Q. Age?—A. 19. 

Q. What is your occupation now? What are you doing?—A. Bell boy i: 
Gibson House. 

. How long?—A. Couple of years; about a year and a half. 

. You were here, then, January 7, 18987—A. Yes, sir. 

. Were you on duty on the night of January 7, Friday night?—A. Yes, sir. 

. About midnight?—A. Yes, sir. 

. Do you kaow Mr. H. H. Boyce?—A. No, sir; I don’t know him. 

. Did you ever have a man by that name pointed out to you?—A. Yes, sir, 

. He was a guest at the hotel?—A. Yes, sir. 

. What room did he occupy?—A. 226. 

. Did you call him at any time during that night; andif so, about what ti 
A. About 12 o’clock, that night. 

Q. Who directed you to call him?—A,. The clerk. 

Q. What clerk? What is the clerk’s name?—A. Mr. Seeger. 

Q. What information [did you convey to him, to Mr. Boyce, when you we: 
his room?—A. To tell him he was wanted at the telephone, at the private t 
phone—that Columbus wanted to talk to him. 

Q. What did Boyce say?—A. Said he was in bed, but would be down in a 
five minutes. 

Q. How long after you called him was it before he came down?-—A. About 
minutes. 

Q. When he came downstairs did you get anything for him?—A. Yes, sir 
the key to the private office. I opened the door myself and let him in. 

Q. Did you see him any more that night?—A. Yes; I saw him. 

Q. What occurred then?—A. Saw him go back to his room. 

Q. Did you see him any more that night after that?—A. I think I called him 
again; I don’t know for certain. Yes; I think I called him and told him 
wanted to talk to him again. 

Q. Who wanted to talk to him?—A. Columbus, at the 

Q. About what time was that, if you remember?—A. 
12, or half past. 

Q. Then you brought him down?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Convey him back to his room?—A. No, sir; I went on down to the office. 

Q. Did you see him any more?—A. No, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) How do you happen to remember specially about Mr. 
Boyce?—A. Because they had me here the other day. 

Q. Who had you here the other day7—A. Had a notice to come here, and t! 
asked me what you did. 

Q. Who did?—I don’t know who they were. 

Q. What did they ask you at that time?—A. They asked me if I called a; 
fae from 226, and asked me of the time. Itold them, Asked me what It 

im. 

Q. But who was it?—A. I don’t know his name. 

Q. Anyone here in the room?—A. I don’t see any of the gentlemen. 

Q. Only one man present?—A. Three or four. 

Q. Who were the others?—A. Mr. Dunbar was one; I don’t know who else. 

Q. Anybody that lives in Cincinnati?7—A. I don’t know whether they live ! 
or not. 

Q. Ever see them before?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Where?—A. About at the office. 

Q. Was a lawyer here at that time?—A. Yes, sir; I think there was. 

Q. And the stenographer; somebody to take down what you said? 

Q. Well, after your statement had been taken down was it read ov 7 
A. " sir; it wasn’t read to me; they gave me something to sign, and I ™ 
myself. 

Q. And yousigned it? You don’t know what it was? 
know what it was?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, did it contain a statement of the facts as they occurred? 
A. It was just as I stated. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 

And thereupon Allien O. Myers, jr., was recalled, took the stand, and t 
as follows: 


The Cuatr. At the time you left the stand this morning I requested you to 
the paper containing the writing as made by you upon hearing these telep) 
communications. Have you obtained that? 

A. Ihave; copies of them. Mr. Dunbar has the originals. : 

Q. Can you get the originals?—A. As soon as I see Mr, Dunbar; yes, sir. - 

Q. One more question I desire to ask you, and that is, when did you come back 
from Columbus?—A. I left Columbus at 12.25 on the Big Four. 

Q. Daytime or night?—A. Daytime; afternoon. 

Q. You say thatin the morning you had a conversation with your father «1 1 
Mr. Kurtz?—A. Yes, sir. : , : 

Q. And said something about missing the train?—A. I said I missed the train 
at 9 something on account of the time. I visited an aunt of mine until 11 o'clock. 

Q. Who did you see when you came back to the hotel?—A. Saw father and 
other gentlemen. 

Q. Did you have any talk with anybody?—A. Yes, sir; I talked—— 

@. In your conversation this‘morning you related the conversation you had 


rivate-office tele; 
as about a quarter; 


Have you readit all 


Was itt 
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with Mr. Kurtz and Mr. Myers?—A. They are the only ones that I had a conver- 
sation with. Mr. Ross was there; I didn’t have a direct conversation with him. 

Q. Could any ether person have heard the conversation?—A. Yes; the gentle- 
men in the other room might have heard it. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with anybody after that?—A. Well, I gave 
the story to a newspaper man after I came back. 

os you came back to the hotel?—A, I returned to the hotel shortly after 
9 o'clock. 

Q. After you came back to the Great Southern Hotel, you mean?—A. After I 
went to my aunt's, and after I came back there I then saw a newspaper man, 
Mr. Allison, I think? 

Q. Did you relate this affair to him?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. These copies of the originals which you have, did you make them yourself?— 
A. I dictated it to the a from my original notes; yes, sir. 

Q. Letmesee your copy.—A. These copiesare all affidavits. Iswore toall these. 
[Witness handing paper to the chairman. ] 

Q. These are copies of the telephone conversations?—A. Yes, sir; those are 
original copies. 

Q. And you swore to these after they were attached to the affidavit?—A. Yes, 
sir; I swore to them before Mr. Cobell. 

Q. Mr. Dunbar’s attorney?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They are marked exhibits?—A. Mr. Bliss made those out; he didn’t know 
the turn the case would take, and so as to have them in some order to present to 
the senate, which was his intention here, he had them fixed out and marked 
exhibits, and these were attached to the affidavits. 

Q. Can you get the originals?—A. Yes, sir; as soon as I can see Mr. Dunbar. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Mr. Myers, one question. You dictated this from your original 
notes?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After you looked them over, and you swore to them?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. Are they exact copies?—A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 

And thereupon G. N. Stone was called asa witness, and being first duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 


Mr, Finck conducting the examination: 

Q. You reside, I believe, in Cincinnati. What business are you engaged in?— 
A. [am general manager of the City and Suburban Telegraph Association. 

Q. What is the business of that company?—A. We are conducting a telephone 
business. 

Q. Do you have control of the long-fistance telephone also?—A. No, sir. 

Q. How are you connected with the long distance?—A. We have an arrange- 
ment with the long-distance company by which any of our subscribers may be 
called up; many call up and ask to be connected with the long-distance exchange. 
That connection is made by our operator, who states who is calling, and the 
long-distance operator asks who is wanted and completes the connection. 

Q. And takes note of the place and the name of the party?—A. Yes; must make 
note of the telephone over which the message originated and the party or the 
es mp of the telephone where the message goes, sometimes both, ona sometimes 
only one. 

Q. Have you a gentlemen in your employ by the name of Elstin; your local 
department?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What does he do in connection with your business?—A. He is assistant sec- 
retary of the company and has charge of keeping the daily register, and renders 
bills to subscribers for daily messages. 

Q. Had you, about January 7, a clerk in your employ by the name of O. E. 
Elwell?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know a man by that name?—A. I am not positive, but I have been 
informed this morning that such a man has been employed by the Ohio Long- 
Distance Telephone Seen. 

Q. You sent a communication about January 11, 1898, addressed to one Horace 
Dunbar, esq. The communication now handed to you, marked Exhibit N, is the 
one you sent Mr. Dunbar?—A. Yes, sir; that is my signature. 

. Were these Exhibits L and N attached to your letter when you sent it?—A. 
This was the bill rendered—Exhibit M—rendered by Mr. Elstin by request of Mr. 
Dunbar for long-distance message over his private telephone from a certain town. 

Q. Then it was that this conversation of Mr. Dunbar was with Mr. Elstin?—A. 
Yes; you ought to get this information from him. The letter was written by my 
stenographer, and it was turned over to Mr. Elstin; delivered to him. 

Where is telephone No. 548 located?—A. Telephone 548, our records show, is 
Horace Dunbar, private office, Gibson House, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Q. That exhibit there, marked M, is a bill for the use of telephone No, 548 in 
the Gibson House, is it?—A. Yes; a bill for long-distance messages sent over that 
telephone; yes, sir. 

Q. Did co now keep a similar list for calls made to telephone 548; those for 
that number?—A. No, sir. I will have to explain a little in order to make you 
familiar with the situation. If a party comes to 548 and asks for Columbus our 
operator switches that party to the long-distance exchange, and that operator 
asks who they want, and they give the name or firm in Columbus or the telephone 
number. If the call is from Columbus the long-distance operator connects with 
our exchange and asks for whoever is wanted, and our office has nothing to do 
with it except to connect the parties. This is a long-distance bill. The otherisa 
memorandum that is sent to our office to be entered upon our daily register, from 
which we make up these bills. 

The Cuair. Do you know whether or not Exhibit 8, attached to your letter, 
came to your office from the long-distance office? 

A. I can’t answer that; that didn’t come through me, but to Mr. Elstin, Mr. 
Elstin knows about it. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 


And thereupon Volney Elstin was called as a witness, and being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Examined by Mr. FINck: 

Q. What is your name?—A. Volney Elstin. 

Q. What is your occupation?—A. I am an employee of the telephone com- 
pany—the City and Suburban Telegraph Association. 

Q. Were you employed about January 7, 1898, by this company?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. How long prior to that time were you in their employ?—A. I have been there 
& number of years—ten years. 

Q. In what occupation?—A. Assistant secretary. 

. Thand you an exhibit marked L. Please tell in whose handwriting it is, 
and explain it to us that we may understand it.—A. This is in the handwriting 
of Mr. Elwell, a long-distance employee. Mr. Dunbar wished to have information 
about these messages so that we could collect the bill, and asked for this infor- 
mation, and we got it from the long-distance company. 

Q. Is that the usual form of the bills they render from the long-distance to 
you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. (The CHarr.) Why is this out of the usual form?—A. The bills for long- 
distance services are rendered about the Ist of each month, between the Ist and 
10th, and these bills should not have reached Mr. Dunbar until the 10th of Feb- 

. But he wished to identify these messages so that we got it up in this 
shape for him. , 

Q. Q. E. Elwell is a clerk in the long-distance department?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And this Exhibit L is in his handwriting?—A. Part of it isin mine; there 
are some names in the statement which I got from the long-distance telephone 
people and put in there for Mr. Dunbar, 
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Q. And Exhibit L is a correct statement of the account?—A. 1 pr 


Q. (Mr. Lona.) Is this your original form so far as the dates and t! { 
the calling-up panty and the name of the called-up party is concerned, and t 
time and the charges, Mr. Elstin?—A. No, sir; it is not the form we gene: are 
from the long distance. We gene rally got a toll ticker, a little ticket that! 


certain information on it 


Q. This is the information that is taken from the ticket, is it not?—A. I pr 
sume it is, 

Q. Well, then, it conveys the facts correctly, does it not?—A. As we cot them: 
yes, sir. . 

Q. When you speak of a form—about a particular printed memorandum of 
account that is made out?—A. The bill made out in Exhibit L is the account we 


rendered. 





Q. Well, Iam speaking of long-distance Exhibit I A. This they rendered was 
an account from which—well, this isa compilation of their various tel phone ree- 
ords for M8. Yes, sir, 

Q. Now, Mr. Elstin, the first party named in these various items after the date 
and after the number of the telephone is the name of the in ial calling up 
isitnot? For instance, January 6, No. 548, W. L. Wallack? Ye si 

Q. Is the date of the telephone, 448, the number of the telephor iW. ! 
Wallack the individual called up?—A. Yes, sir ; 

_Q. The next item, January 7, 548, Boyce, indicates the calling-up part \. 

es, sir. : 

Q. Then you set the time, 11.207—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Columbus, Ohio, is what?—A. The destination of the messag 

Q. And eleven minutes indicates the number of minutes the line was used \ 
Yes, sir. aos 

Q. Then the word Rathbone, written immediately above that line. indicates 
the name of party, whoever the originating and asked for?—A. Yes. sit 


Q. And $1.43 is the charge?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) You say it would indicate 
it indicates. 

Q. How do you know that?—A. Only from the « 

And thereupon the witness was excused 


And men Q. E. Elwell was called as a witness 
testified as follows: 


Examination conducted by Mr. FINckK: 

Q. Please give us your name, place of residence, and occupation.—A. Q iE. 
Elwell; resident of Cincinnati; employed by the American Teleph« ‘ 
graph Company; 21 years. 

Q. Were you employed by this company on the 7th, 8th, and 9th of . 
last?—A. I was. 

Q. How long have you been in their employ?—A. A little over two 

Q. Has this company a line running from here to Columbus?—A. Y 

Q. What official position did you occupy?—A. Employed as clerk 

Q. Lhand you an exhibit marked L. In whose handwriting is tl A. Most 
of it is in my handwriting. 

Q. Will you please explain that exhibit te the committee—what it meat I 
about it, so as to make it clear?—A. It is a record of calls from telephone No. 548 
to points mentioned here under the datesgiven. Itgives the timeand the amount 
of charges under each message, and the names of the parties using the telephone. 

Q. (The CHarRr.) It isa report which you sent to the City and Suburban Tele- 
graph Association here?—A,. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is your signature, Mr. Elwell?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The CHarr.) You are authorized tomake these reports when so requested?— 
A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 

And thereupon Albert C. Maxwell was called as a witness, and, being 
sworn, testified as follows: 


Examination conducted by Mr. FINcK: 


Q. What is your name?—A. Albert C. Maxwell. 

Q. Age?—A. 53. 

Q. Residence?—A. Cincinnati. 

Q. What occupation?—A. Head porter. 

Q. At what hotel?—A. Gibson House. 

Q. Were you employed at the Gibson House on or about January 7, 8, @, and 10 
of this year?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long at the Gibson House?—A. Since the Ist day of March, 1883 

Q. On the morning of January 7 did yousee one H. H. Hollenbeck’—A, 

Q. About what time in the morning?—A. About 9.30 in the morning. 

Q. You saw him that day?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him?—A. Yes. He stepped up to me 
and asked me if I knew Mr. Boyce. He wanted to know if he was in the hotel, 
and I told him ‘‘ No;’”’ that he just left the hotel, and told him I thought he would 
shortly be back. He then took a seat on the right hand of the office and asked 
me to call attention te him when he camein, and I told himI would, Mr. Boyce 
came in while I was in the back part of the office. 

Q. Do you know H. H. Boyce?—A. My attention was called to him that morn- 
ing by Mr. Russell Pryor. 

Q. Did you see Mr. Boyce or have your atttention called to him as Mr, 
Boyce?—A. I did not; no, sir. 

Q. How did you happen to know Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. 
ive, told me it was Mr. Hollenbeck. 


And thereupon Miss Hattie Jacobs was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 


By the CHAIR: 


Q. Miss Jacobs, what is your first name?—A. Hattie. 

Q. How long have you been a resident of Cincinnati?—A. Twenty-one years, 

Q. You have resided in Cincinnati pretty nearly all your life?—A. All but two 
years—two years and ten months, — s eta, 

Q. How are you at present occupied, so far as having a position is concerned?— 
A. How am I occupied? 

Q. In the manner of employment.—A. I am a stenographer by profession 

Q. Are you employed at any particular place?—A. My office is in the lobby of 
the Gibson House. 

Q. I take it you are not employed by anyone at the Gibson House, but that you 
have an office and place of business there?—A. You mean that I am not particu- 
larly employed—of course there is an agreement. . 

Q. Yes; but you do general work for the public?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your office is in the lobby of the Gibson House?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you had your office in the Gibson House?—A. It will be two 
years the coming Ist of April. , 

Q. I will ask you whether or not during the carly part of this month you list- 
ened to a conversation and took stenographic notes of a conversation which 
took place over the long-distance telephone which runs into the Gibson House?— 
A. I did take some conversations. 

Q. Did you afterwards transcribe your notes of that conversation?—A. I did; 
yes, sir. 

Q. Wrote out a correct copy?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where were you when that conversation was taken by you?—.A 
long-distance telephone in the office of the Gibson House, 
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yperator furnishing 
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Q. That is the gencral office? 
House 

Q. You don’t refer to the one in the hallway near the barber shop?—A. No, 
sir; J was at the ‘phone in the office of the lobby. 

Q. The notes w hich you took of that telephone communication, you still have 
them, have you?—A. No,sir; I haven't. 

Q. What did you do with those?—A, I destroyed them, 

Q. And when did you destroy them?—A. On Monday morning, in the regular 
course of business—that was the Monday morning following the time I took 
them 

Q. Do you remember the day on which you took the notes?—A. On Saturday, 
January 8, and Sunday, January 9. 

Q. And about what time was the first conversation?—A. The first I remember 
very distinctly was about 1.30 on Saturday, just after my return from lunch. 

Q. You took more than one conversation?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. And in doing that you were at the telephone in the general office?—A. In 
the general office; yes, sir. 

Q. Listening to what was going on over the telephone wire?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you to look at these notes attached to that affidavit and state 
whether or not these notes are a correct report of what was taken by you over the 
telephone.—A. Well, that I can’t say now, but undoubtedly this is my work [wit- 
ness examines papers}. Yes, this is mine; the transcript of my notes; the first I 
took was on Saturday at 1.30 o’clock p. m. and the second on Sunday at 5.30. 


“SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—-1,80 p. m. 


“Hello: Will you tell 1092, at Columbus, that Hollenbeck is now at the Gibson 
House? That is Mr. Hollenbeck. I will wait for him. 
1.35. 
“Q. Hello: Is this long distance?—A. Yes, 


“Q. Did you hear anything from Columbus?—A. The line in Columbus is busy 
now, but I will call you as soon as I can get them. 

*Q. I will wait right here. 

“A little later: 

“Mr. HOLLENBECK. Hello, this is Hollenbeck. 

“CoLumpBus. Is this Hollenbeck? 

“Mr. H. Yes, 

*' COLUMBUS. Say, mete that line and just wait a minute there, (After a few 
minutes pause.) Hello. 

‘‘Mr. H. I did not succeed in finding Mr, Schmidlapp, but found another man 
who got the matter, 

“CoLumBus. Who got the other matter? 

“Mr. H, The other man. 

“CoLumbBus. Who was the other man? 

“Mr. H. He’s all right, 

“CoLuMBus. But who is he? 

ae H. One of your friends—all] right; he was up at Columbus the other day 
with you, 

‘“CoLumBus. To whom did you deliver the message? 

“Mr. H. General Boyce, 

‘‘CoLumBus. What became of the letter to Schmidlapp? 

“Mr. H, The Soeeeeneee letter was left with Mr, Sc 

*“CoLtumBus. Did he see the letter? 

“Mr. H. He was not in, but it was left with his private man, 

“CorumBus, What was done with the draft? 

“Mr. H. That was returned, 

“CoLumBus, What was done with the letter? 

“Mr. H. The letter was left. You can reach Schmidlapp by telephone at St. 
Louis if you want him. 

“CoLomBus. I do not care for that, 

“Mr. H. The General feels very well over the outlook. 

“CoLumBus. Did you find the other man? 

“Mr, H. The other man has not come in yet. 

“CoLtumbBus. There isa telegram here dated at Springfield. 

“Mr, H. I have not telegraphed, Have not said a word to anybody, 

“Cotumpus, That is strange. 

“Mr, H. Shall I show the letter introducing me? 

“CoLtumEus. Do as you think best. Here is the telegram I got. It reads: 
“Springfield depot, January 8, 1898. Party left train at Springfield,” 

‘CoLumpus. That is the telegram received. 

“Mr. H. I did not send any telegram to anybody, That is very funny. 
very careful not to be seen; went down dark alleys and byways. . 

‘““CoLumBus. How about the General? 

“Mr. H. Iam not supposed to know anything about him; but he is very well 
and very happy over it. 

*“CoLuMBUS. You bave to be watchful, 

“Mr. H, I will be that. Good-bye.” 

(And telephone rang off.) 

Q. That was the first conversation?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you have the second conversation there, have you?—A. I took the 
next one at 6.45 Saturday, 


A. The general office in the lobby of the Gibson 


idlapp. 


I was 


“ SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—about 6,45, 


“Major RATHBONE. Hello; is this Gibson House? 

“General Bowce. Yes, we are stillalive. My party hasjust gone. He has been 
here ever since 8. We have gone over the ground pretty thoroughly. A 
letter or telegram which I am authorized to give the president out 
to him—do you understand? He is all right; is very much interested. 
thoroughly convinced that if he did not come in that others would do it without 
him; but he says that neither Lane nor Droste will vote for Hanna, I wanted to 
tell you that. He can not do much with Droste. He says that Droste is jealous 
of him because he thought he got the inside of the , but both of these 
men have asked him to help them about the committee. He thinks he could get 
Lane if he had somebody to go to Lane, He wanted to know if we counted the 
majority without that. ‘ 

“CoLtumBus. We do. 

“Boyce. But of course we want them both? 

“OCovmumsBus. Yes. 

“Boyce. Can you make any suggestion at all? Well, I think the line for him 
to work on is that one to help out the committee, and he will do as they want 
him todo. I think that is the line to workon, We shall go wp Sogaer on the 
train to-morrow, leaving here about 4 o’clock. Don't think t there will be 
anybody else on the train, so far as we are interested, He thinks Droste is up 
there, and Lane, too. 

* Couennee. : don’t er. e ching eo 

“ BOYCE. eis eager now oO some more—authorizing e telegram. 
o is counting again to-night and we will spend most of to-morrow tegether—dine 

ether. 

“COLUMBUS. How about telegrams? 

“Boyce. If he —e the statement and said he was going to vote for Hanna 
that willanswer. Don’t you think it will? 

“CoLtumBus. Yes, if he signs it, 

“Boycg. Well, I will tell you. One of the inducements you know as thor- 
oughly, but that was not enough, He wants to be ete. I told him he 
should be. I did not write any papers because I did not want him to have an 
paper. He has not told anybody up to this time that he has been talking 
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me. He is afraid of Mason. Mason is going to give him some choice committes 
position, and of course he isshy of Mason. I suppose there is no hope for him 

“Co_umbBus, I do not know. ” 

“Boyce. When Otis comes up there and he goes to Mason and says ‘The thing 
is all up, I am going with the others’—wouldn’t that help? Of course if Maso, 
eee they were all going to break away he would not be left in the lurch 
would ht’? ; 

“CoLumBus. No; I do not think so. 

“Boyce, The whole atmosphere is in our favor. 

“CoLumBus, About this telegram—will you let me know when it is sent, just 
as soon as you can? P 

“Boyce. I want to get your pea ment. 
do not want to expose him to t 
Washington? 

“COLUMBUS, I can arrange at that end so there is no leak there. About tha: 
dispatch: If you send it,send it through the Postal, and let me know as quick! 
as it goes. P 

“Boyce. He is coming back here about 9 o’clock or so and we will have anoth., 
talk about these matters. Droste is a silver man and would have voted for Grp. 
but Otis would not have voted for Gray anyhow. In his mind was Kurtz a: 
Bushnell when I opened the campaign. 

“ CoLuMBUS, As s00n as you come up I would like to see you and have a eo 
ference with you, Supposing we meet at 10 o'clock; unless I notify you to t: 
contrary, at 263 East Broad street, at 10 o'clock, 

“Boyce. Will be at the Great Southern. We expect to leave here on the Pen: 
sylvania line about 4 o’clock, but we are going to settle definitely to-night or to- 
morrow. Good-bye,” 

(And telephone rang off.) 

Q. Do you know whether that is Gray or Gerrard?—A. That is what T hay. 
my notes. This isan exact copy of my notes. 

Q. There is attached to this one a memorandum; ‘1092, Columbus, Ohio, M» 
Rathbone; General Boyce.”” What does that mean?—A. The receiver of the t. 
phone was taken down before I reached there, and the gentleman who took 
wrote it down, giving me the names, and I put down Major Rathbone and G 
eral Boyce. Nothing but Major and General were communicated after | | 
the 'phone. 

. Who was the gentleman who gave you the names of General Boyc: 
General Rathbone’—A. It was—it was a gentleman that I afterwards learne: \ 
Mr. Miller, a detective. 

Q. Is there another conversation?—A, That was on Saturday. Sunday mo: 
ing, January 9, 1898, about 11.35. 

“SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 11 

“Boyce. Hello; is this the Major? 

“Major. Yes; waita minute, [Aftera moment's pause.] Hello! 

‘Boyce. How are you, Major? 

*Masor, I rec oye 

“Boyce. Well, I wanted to ask if you have any direct connection with cit! 
Droste or Lane? These men were all elected here on a pledge, and our little friend 
who is interested would like to have the others come, and he brought to me a 
lawyer who wants to make a deal. They would not do it unless they received 
consideration for it. He says that under no circumstances does he think Drost 
will vote for the Senator unless for these reasons. Do you think I can put a: 
emphasis upon Lane coming our way? 

‘Major, I do not know; weare catching them as fast as we can bring them. 

“Boyce. Do you put much faith in Jones? 

“Mason. He can not get away. 

“Boyce. I said in the first place we did not need either Droste or Lane on! 
for their strength. Now you know there is going to be a conference to-night with: 
the other fellows. Isn’t it wise for us to keep away and not come? 

*Masor. I don’t know. . 

“Royce. You know when a man is safe he is safe; that is all there is ab: 

‘Mason. They telegraphed them all to come down, 

“ Boyce. If anything should occur between now and two (2) o’clock will ; 


ring me up, gaat 

“Mason. Yes, I will, 

‘ BOYCE. cae somes lawyer is coming to see me again. You understand thi 
men were elected on a pledge saying that they would not vote for Senator Han»: 

‘Major, I know that. 

“Boyce. It was a peculiar thing to J 
man had pled; himself, This man P ed himself to become elected 
He has been afraid all the time and is now afraid of the Enquirer. 

“Magsor. I do not think they will have much to say. During the heat of t! 
discussion the whole thing would be wiped out, I think we are in good shape. 
We have got the men with us. 7 

“Boycs. We want a clear majority for our side withoutany question. The: 
no doubt but what we will have 17 of the senators, 

“Mason. There oughtto be 18. I don’t see why Burke should not come in. 

“Boyce. My man would like to have Mason for HANNA very much. You 
Mason votes before he does. He couldn’t raise a question then about it. If 1 
not come up there I will notifly you. I shall see in an hour or two whether Lu 
or Droste are both here, or one ofthem. Noone seemed to know last night an 
I couldn’t find out. Ishall knowin an hour ortwo, The latest information i 
that Droste would nominate Gerrard. 

*“ Masor, I am to havea conference a little latter and then we will see w! 
to be done. I will let you know. Good-bye,” 

(Telephone rings off. 

Q. Are these all of the conversations?-A. There is one more I took on Sund 


morning about 1.15 a, m, 
“SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 1,15 a 

“Boyce. This is Boyce. 

“Major. Yes. Do you feel happy? 

“Boyceg. Very. 

“Mason, They are happy up here. 

“Boyce. Haye you seen Hollenbeck? 

*Masor, Yes; he got in last night. 

“Boyce. Good-l ng boy. 

“Mayor. Yes; he is that. We have had a conference, 

“Boyce. What was the outcome? 

“Major. That Droste and Lane be left to us. 

“Boyer. Yes. Try and get Droste by allmeans, Otis thinkshe isthe stronger 
of the two. 

**Masor. I know that. 

“Boyce. I think you will be able to get Lane more easily. 

*Magor. I think so. . 

“Boycg, My own judgment so far as the—my anxiety isforJones. I think thr 
is going to be the great victory. These men are all pinned in their faith to Jon 
He would not believe, for instance, that Manuel had gone there, and would no‘ 

ve up Griffith until the Enquirer came out with the statement this morning. |! 
Shine e matter is in pretty shape. Ido not care for myself, but want! 
see Mr. HANNA victorious; and then, too, I am thinking of Washington. 1 wi! 
not leave here, then, before to-morrow morning, unless something new turns up. 
I will leave Droste and Lane to you. . « 

“Masor. Allright. Will let you know if anything new. Good-bye. 

(And telephone rang off.) 


Both of us want to be judicious, w, 
he fight, You will see that he is taken care of 


et this man off Jones or Manuel. 
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Q. Phat is all of the conversation that you took?—A. That I took; yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) At whose request?—A. At Mr. Dunbar’s. 

Q. Who employed you for that purpose?—A. He employed me to take the con- 
versations from the telephone. ‘ 

Q. He employed you to take these conversations?—A. Yes. 

Q. How did you take your notes while listening?—A, How did I take them? 

Q. How did you stand?—A. I stood at the telephone with my book on, if you 
notice; or, rather, downstairs in the office. There is a board on which I took my 
notes. ; 

Q. How far away from the telephone?—A. I stood there with the receiver to 
my ear. 

Q. You didn’t have to stretch your arm?—A. It wasn’t an exceedingly com- 
fortable position, but I managed to get along very nicely. 

Q. (The ate) That is your affidavit that you have got there, is it? Examine 
the last portion of it.—A. Yes; that is my signature. 

Q. Those facts as therein stated are true, are they?—A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon Jerry P. Bliss was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

By the CHarr: 

Q. Your full name is what?—A. Jerry P. Bliss. 

Q. Where is your residence?—A. Columbus, Ohio. 

Q. What is your business?—A. Bakery business. 

Q. 1 will ask you whether or not you were somewhat interested in the Sen- 
atorial controversy that was on in Columbus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were acquainted with Major Rathbone?—A. Yes, sir. 

o. State whether or not you know whether he was interested in the Senatorial 
fight or not.—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. On which side was he interested?—A. I met him at the HANNA headquarters 
about 4 o’clock one morning when we were after Mr. and Mrs. Griffith, of Union. 

Q. Do you know 8. D. Hollenbeck?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I saw H. H. Hollenbeck: yes, sir. He 
was pointed out to me. 

Q. Did you ever see him at the Hanna headquarters?—A,. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know there isan 8. D. Hollenbeck a member of the State executive 
committee?—A. Only by hearsay. 

Q. Do you know one Boyce—Henry Harrison Boyce?—A. Only by sight; was 
just pointed out to me. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not, on or about the 8th day of January, you were 
in Cincinnati?—A. I arrived here 10.10 p. m., January 7. 

Q. What was your mission to Cincinnati?—A. To see Mr. Ed Eshelby and have 
a co.nversation with him in regard to Mr. Droste and Lane. 

Q In what respect?—A. I understood _that—the information that had reached 
medwas that he was doing what he could to get them to vote for Senator HANNA, 
an the experience I had had with them in the speakership fight for Mr. Box- 
well clearly demonstrated to me that Mr. Eshelby was the power behind the 
throne that would likely get them away from us. Although Mr. Droste said to 
me that he wouldn’t under any circumstances vote for Mr. HANNA, but it seemed 
there was a drifting away from us, and I came down to meet Ed Eshelby and 
Droste and Lane, to keep those votes against Mr. HANNA, if possible, 

Q. Well, when you got here did you see Mr, Boyce?—A. Not on Friday even- 
ing—no, sir; not until Saturday morning. 

Q. When did you first become connected with some knowledge about this tele- 
phoning passing between Cincinnati and Columbus?—A. I arrived here Friday 
evening. I went and got Mr. Otis, to have a conversation. I arranged for a 
meeting at Mr. Campbell's office Saturday morinng, Iarranged for a meeting for 
Otis, Campbell, and myself, looking forward to taking up the Senatorial question. 
And after getting through that, about midnight, probably 11.30, I went to Mr. 
Otis’s drug store and made arrangements to meet Eshelby at Campbell's office 
next morning. About 12.20 I got through with this arrangement, and I then came 
to the Gibson House, and asi came in Mr. Pryor was there making notes, and 
Mr. Allen O. Myers, jr., was in the office taking off the conversation, and they 
said they had something pretty rich, and said to go up into room 145—to Mr. 
Dunbar’s room—and they said they would come up with all the notes. 

And I went into the private office and had Mr. Dunbar call up Columbus and in- 
quire from where, and got in conversation with Mr. Kurtz over the long-distance 
‘phone, and said that a message had been taken off the wires which indicated 
that a man by the name of Hollenbeck would leave Columbus in the morning, 
coming to Cincinnati to help carry the deal through, and for him to send up 
someone and find out if there was such a man as Hollenbeck at the Hanna head- 
quarters. The next thing I got was, a little later in the night, a message that 
one H. H. Hollenbeck had left Columbus on the — o’clock train and would be 
here in the morning. I then went to bed, and left a call for 6 o’clock; and I got 
up and went down to the depot, the Central, to meet Mr. Hollenbeck. 

Q. Did you meet him?—A. I did, and followed him up and came to the Gibson 
House with him—he was a little ahead of me—and followed him into the Gibson 
Rome, The train was about fifty minutes late. It was about 7.40 when it 

ved, 

Q. Now, to retrace your steps, the report of the conversation that had been taken 
from the line was a conversation between whom?—A. The conversations given 
to me was between Mr. Boyce and Mr. Dick, and I think that in that conversa- 
tion Rathbone’s name soeoem. 

Q. Was the first knowledge you had of the fact that there was anything suspi- 
cious on that?—A, AT . 

q Now, to n right where you left off, what next occurred, following Mr. 
Hollenbeck back up to the hotel? What next occurred?—<A. Well, preceding 
that, I had left word with Mr. Dunbar tosecure me the services of a ne ee mene 
so as to take down any other conversation that might come over the telephone; 
also the services of some well-known detective agency in town, and a sufficient 
number of men to keep track of Hollenbeck and Mr. Boyce, or any other that 
jee pepens on the scene; and when we got to the hotel ted out Mr. Hol- 
lenbeck to Mr. Miller, the gentleman in charge of the detective ney that was 
secured for me, and told him to make a shadow of Mr. Hollenbeck’s movements, 
also of Mr. Boyce, and to make detailed reports of their movements, 

Q. And a stenographer was arranged for as you say?—A. Yes. 

When was that done?—A. After I had got through arranging with Mr. Kurtz 
to look after Hollenbeck, I went back to the Em Hoteland asked for Mr. 
Campbell, and said to him I had learned enough of the deal that was going on 
to satisfy me that there would be an attempt to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. HANNA, 
and notified him of what I had learned i 


nm a general way, and told him that it 
would be a case that would bear watching. After I had followed Mr. Hollen- 
beck up to the hotel and went to Otis’s home on Seventh street and said to him, 


“ Otis, from what I can learn you have a meeting at 3 o'clock this afternoon with 
General Boyce at the Gibson House.’’ He told me yes. I told him that I had 
learned some of the particulars,and wanted to know what he was going to do 
with us. He said, “I am going down to see him and have nothing more to do 
with it. I am satisfied the fellow is here to to bribe me. The whole matter 
is repulsive to me, and I want nothing to do with him.” 

I on him to go to the 3 o'clock meeting and see how far he could get 
or Boyce to go, and to get all the particulars in the matter, and then I went on. 
That was about 8.40 or 8.45. I came back here, ate some breakfast, and at 9.30 
kept my appointment at Mr. Campbell’s office with Mr. Eshelby. I had a talk 
with them. He said, ‘‘ This is pay day and I haven’t time to go into detail in this 
matter, and I will see you this afternoon—later in the day. In the meantime I 
will see Droste, Campbell, and Lane, and see if we can come to an understand- 
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ing.” I told him he had gotten into the speakership fight and got the hot end 
from what he supposed would be the winner at that time. He said he wi : 
busy after 1 o'clock with his business affairs, but after that time he would « 

I then had nothing to do until 3 o'clock, until this meeting took place betw 
Boyce and Mr, Otis. I went over to the Turkish bath house and put in the time 
I then came back here and found Mr. Otis in the lobby and stationed myself in 
room 224, ina room close to Mr. Boyce, and kept track of the movements of Boy 
and Mr. Hollenbeck; and as telephone messages were taken off Miss Jacobs made 
copies and sent them to me. 

Q. Well, now, what was going on at the time you were up there at your room?— 
A. Well, the first ~— I had was Dr. Otis going up to Mr Boyce’s room, and 
that he was there. Really the first report was the copy of the conversation with 
Hollenbeck in answer to the telephone call at Columbus. That was dated about 
1.36 p.m. If I remember rightly, it appears in Miss Jacob's aMidavit. Then the 
next information I had was Mr. Otis being in the room with Mr. Boyce until 
long after 4 o'clock. A copy of the conversation between Mr. Boyce and Mr. 
Hollenbeck was sent to my room, I stayed in the room until 6.40 or 6.45, or until 
7 o'clock, probably as late as 7, in the room, when another ¢ py of the conversa- 
tion taken place between Boyce and Major Rathbone was sent to my room, which 
appears in Miss Jacobs's affidavit. That was on Saturday evening. After Mr. 
Otis had left the hotel I had seen a copy of the conversation, I took that c« py 
and went over to the Hotel Emery, to Mr. Campbell's room : 

Mr. Otis was there, He related what had taken place between General Boyce 

at the conference that afternoon. He said he had gone in the thing as far as he 
cared to go, and said he didn’t want to have anything further to do with it. It 
was then talked who we could get to carry the thing on through, and it was 
agreed that Mr. Campbell should take his place as his attorney to close up the 
negotiation. It was agreed that Mr. Otis should find Mr. Boyee that evening 
along about 9 o'clock, when we had another appointment with him, and he did, 
and brought Mr. Boyce from the Gibson House to the Emery Hotel 
meeting between Mr. Campbell, Mr. Boyce—just a general talk took place 
between Mr. Boyce—that is Campbell and Boyce—no money was passed or noth- 
ing of a definite mae came out of it except the general discussion. The next 
thing that happened was Sunday noon. Another reported conversation cam 
to me from Miss Jacobs, Along about 2.30 in the afternoon the clerk sent 1 
word that Mr. Boyce had taken a package of money, that he had left in safety 
deposit box, out. 
I immediately wrote a note to Mr. Campbell that Mr. Boyce had the money a 
srobably would be ready for business at the 3 o'clock meeting between he and 
Boyce. After 3 o’clock meeting I went over to Mr.Campbell's room. He laid 
down a roll of bills— $1,000—said he had succeeded in getting that much out of 
Boyce; and Mr. Otis was there and talked over the matter and said that Boyce 
was coming back again in the afternoon, and Mr. Campbell showed me a form of 
telegram that Boyce had written out on the Western Union blank and he wanted 
Otis to send, Mr. Otis declined to send any telegram or write anything of the 
kind, or have anything to do with it. To accommodate Mr. Boyce and furnish 
him the kind of telegram that he wanted, I copied that—not his handwriting, 
but a copy of the form he had written, addressed to the President—and for the 
good of the Republican party I will vote for M. A. HANNA, and signed John Cc. 
Otis’s name to it. 

Q. You signed that?—A. Yes; I did, and turned that copy over in my own writ 
ing to Mr. Campbell to give to Mr. Boyce when he would come again Sunday 
night. Mr. Campbell informed me that he came back Sunday evening, and Mr. 
Campbell told me that he gave him that telegram. After that meeting Mr 
Campbell had $750 more of the money, and then produced a copy of the receipt 
which Mr. Boyce was going to have signed, which Mr. Campbell again produced. 
The question then came about taking action. Mr. Boyce had said that when 
they got to Columbus he would give $1,750 more toward making the $3,500; and 
instead of taking action at the time, the matter was delayed, with the hope of 
getting him upin Franklin County and have him pay more money, if possible 
and get him in Franklin County, where we would have jurisdiction of Mr. Boyce. 
The understanding was between Mr. Campbell and Mr. Otis and myself that Mr. 
Otis should notify Mr. Boyce that he was not ready to go to Columbus that night, 
but would go on the 9a. m. train on the Big Four. Mr. Otis went and informed 
Mr. Boyce to that effect. The next morning I saw Boyce here in the lobby about 
8 o'clock. The next I knew was we had a report from the detective that he 
had left the hotel and had gone to take the train. Then Mr. Otis, Campbell, and 
myself took the train, leaving here about 1 and arriving in Columbus 
about 4.10. 

Q. When you got to Columbus did you find as to where Boyce was?—A, I got 
the report from Mr. Miller that Mr. Boyce had left there, and he can, I presume, 

ive you that testimony as to Mr. Boyce’s movements; took a coupé to 263 East 

broad, and being translerved from the cab to a hack, and driving around over 

the streets until the cab was lost, and finally landed up at the corner of Broad and 
Third streets, where Major Rathbone left the carriage; the carriage then went to 
the corner of Naghten and High, where Boyce got out of the carriage and went 
to the depot; he walked the rest of the way. 

Q. The carriage had Major Rathbone and Boyce in it?—A. Yes 

Q. Was the $1,750 delivered in Columbus, or wasn’t it?—-A. Mr. 
it to Columbus with him; yes. 

Q. Was the $1,750 that was to be delivered to Mr. Otis, in Columbus, ever de- 
livered?—A. No, sir; that was not. 

Q. Now, is there anything else, Mr. Bliss, that you know with reference to this 
matter?—A. I think that is in substance my connection with it. 

Q. With reference to the management of anyone's campaign, I will ask you in 
what way Major Dick was connected with the Senatorial fight?—A. All l know 
about that is—whatI know is Major Rathbone having met him that morning. We 
went to the Neil House to get Representative Griffith, and having met him there 
at the HANNA headquarters, 

Q, I will ask you what was generally known or understood in and about Colum- 
bus as to who was managing Senator HANNA’s campaign for the United States 
Senatorship?—A. Had charge of the office? Different ones connected with it. 
Major Dick, John Malloy, Rathbone, my friend Harry Dougherty, and Judg 
Nash 


n 


After that 


and 


‘Campbell took 


Q. Who was regarded as the chief manager, if you know?—A. I always co: 
sidered that Major Dick—that is the general report—that Major Dick and Ma 
Rathbone were the leading managers of his campaign. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: 4 

Q. I believe you said you didn’t know Hollenbeck until he was pointed out to 
you?—A. Never saw him until Mr. Archer pointed him out. 

Q. Which Archer?—A. In the railroad commissioner's office; he is a clerk in 
one of the railroad offices. 

Q. How did he happen to be here?—A. When we telephoned Mr. Kurtz about 

mtting somebody on Hollenbeck’s train, we understood Mr. Kurtz would send 
Mir. Archer to follow him, 

Q. Why didn’t you report these facts to the grand jury cf Hamilton County?— 
A. We would have preferred to have had the case in Franklin County; but so far 
as reporting to any grand jury, the thing has been going on—it all took place in 
forty-eight hours, and in gathering the evidence together there wasn’t time to 
report to any gree jury. 

Q. I would like to know generally if there is any other point 
matter that Mr. Bliss knows about?—A. Not thatI know of. I 
get all the little details—— 

Q. You have been working this case up for the last two weeks?—A. Yes; there 


Jor 


enerally in this 
iaven’t tried to 
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Q. That is the general office? 
House. 

Q. You don’t refer to the one in the hallway near the barber shop?—A. No, 
sir; I was at the phone in the office of the lobby. 

Q. The notes which you took of that telephone communication, you still have 
them, have you?—A. No,sir; I haven't. 

Q. What did you do with those?—A, I destroyed them, 

Q. And when did you destroy them?—A. On Monday morning, in the regular 
course of business—that was the Monday morning following the time I took 
them 

Q. Do you remember the day on which you took the notes?—A. On Saturday, 
January &, and Sunday, January 9. 

Q. And about what time was the first conversation?—A. The first I remember 
very distinctly was about 1.30 on Saturday, just after my return from lunch. 

Q. You took more than one conversation?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And in doing that you were at the telephone in the general office?—A. In 
the general] office; yes, sir. 

Q. Listening to what was going on over the telephone wire?—A, Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you to look at these notes attached to that affidavit and state 
whether or not these notes are a correct report of what was taken by you over the 
telephone.—A. Well, that I can’t say now, but undoubtedly this is my work [wit- 
ness examines papers). Yes, this is mine; the transcript of my notes; the first I 
took was on Saturday at 1.30 o’clock p. m. and the second on Sunday at 5.30, 


“SATURDAY, January 8, 1898—1,80 p. m. 


“Hello: Will you tell 1092, at Columbus, that Hollenbeck is now at the Gibson 
House? That is Mr. Hollenbeck. I will wait for him. 
1.35. 
*'Q. Hello: Is this long distance?—A. Yes 


“Q. Did you hear anything from Columbus?—A. The line in Columbus is busy 
now, but I will call you as soon as I can get them. 

*Q. I will wait right here. 

* A little later: 

“Mr. HOLLENBECK. Hello, this is Hollenbeck, 

*“CovombBus. Is this Hollenbeck? 

“Mr. H. Yes, 

** COLUMBUS. Bay: eee that line and just wait a minute there, (After a few 
minutes pause.) Hello. 

‘Mr. H. I did not succeed in finding Mr, Schmidlapp, but found another man 
who got the matter. 

“CoLumMBuUs. Who got the other matter? 

“Mr. H. The other man. 

*“CoL_umpBus. Who was the other man? 

“Mr. H. He’s all right, 

“ CoLuMBus. But who is he? 

“Mr. H. One of your friends—all right; he was up at Columbus the other day 
with you, 

“COLUMBUS. To whom did you deliver the message? 

‘Mr. H. General Boyce. 

‘CoLumMBus. What became of the letter to Schmidlapp? 

‘Mr. H. The SchmidJapp letter was left with Mr. Sc 

‘CoLumBus. Did he see the letter? 

‘Mr. H. He was not in, but it was left with his private man, 

‘CoLumBus., What was done with the draft? 

‘Mr. H. That was returned, 

‘CoLumBus, What was done with the letter? 

“Mr. H. The letter was left. You can reach Schmidlapp by telephone at St. 
Louis if you want him. 

‘‘CoLUMBUs. I do not care for that, 

“Mr. H. The General feels very well over the outlook. 

“CovumBus. Did you find the other man? 

“‘Mr, H. The other man has not come in yet. 

‘“‘CoLumBus, There is.a telegram here dated at Springfield, 

“Mr. H. I have not telegraphed, Have not said a word to anybody, 

“CoLtumBus, That is strange. 

“Mr. H. Shall I show the letter introducing me? 

“CoLumpvs. Do as you think best. Here is the telegram I got. It reads: 
‘Springfield depot, January 8, 1898, Party left train at Springfield,” 

“CoLumBus. That is the telegram received. 

“Mr. H. I did not send any telegram to anybody, That is very funny. 
very careful not to be seen; went down dark alleys and byways, . 

‘“CoLumBus. How about the General? 

“Mr. H. Iam not supposed to know anything about him; but he is very well 
and yery happy over it. 

“CoLumMBus. You have to be watchful, 

“Mr. H, I will be that. Good-bye.” 

(And telephone rang off.) 

Q. That was the first conversation?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Now, you have the second conversation there, haye you?—A. I took the 
next one at 6.45 Saturday, 


A. The general office in the lobby of the Gibson 


idlapp. 


I was 


“ SATURDAY, January 8, 1898-—about 6,45, 


“Major RATHBONE. Hello; is this Gibson House? 

“General Boxee. Yes, we are stillalive. Myparty hasjust gone. He hasbeen 
here ever since 8. We have gone over the ground pretty thoroughly. A signed 
letter or telegram which I am authorized to give the president out of deference 
to him—do you understand? He is all right; is very much interested. He is 
thoroughly convinced that if he did not come in that others would do it without 
him; but he says that neither Lane nor Droste will vote for Hanna, I wanted to 
tell you that. He can not do much with Droste. He says that Droste is jealous 
of him because he thought he got the inside of the Rs but both of these 
men have asked him to 41-1 about the committee. He thinks he could 
Lane if he had somebody to go to Lane, He wanted to know if we counted the 
majority without that, 

“CoLtumBus. We do. 

“Boycer. But of course we want them both? 

“Commas. Yes. 

“Boyce. Can you make any suggestion at all? Well, I think the line for him 
to work on is that one to help out the committee, and he will do as they want 
him todo. I think that is the line to workon. We shall fo up together on the 
train to-morrow, leaving here about 4 o'clock. Don't think t there will be 
anybody else on the train, so far as we are interested. He thinks Droste is up 
there, and Lane, too. 

““Oo_umBus. I don’t know, 

“Boyce. He is eager now to do something more—anuthorizing the telegram. 
He we coming again to-night and we will spend most of to-morrow tegether—dine 
together. 

“COLUMBUS. How about telegrams? 

“Boyce. If hé signed the statement and said he was going to vote for Hanna 
that willanswer. Don’t you think it will? 

“CoLtumpvs. Yes, if he signs it. 

“Boyce. Well, I will tell you. One of the inducements you know as thor- 
oughly, but that was not enough. He wants to be , ete. I told him he 
should be. I did not write any gepets because I did not want him to have an 

paper. He has not told anybody up to this time that he has been talking 
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me. He is afraid of Mason. Mason is going to give him some choice committeo 
position, and of course he is shy of Mason. I suppose there is no hope for him. 

‘*CoLtumpvus, I do not know. ' 

“Boyce. When Otis comes up there and he goes to Mason and says ‘The thing 
is all up, I am going with the others’—wouldn’t that help? Of course if Mason 
— they were all going to break away he would not be left in the lurch 
would ht? P 

“CoLumBus. No; I do not think so. 

“Boyce, The whole atmosphere is in our favor. 

“CoLumBus, About this telegram—will you let me know when it is sent, just 
as soon as you can? 

“Boyce. I want to get your judgment. Both of us want to be judicious, w 
do not want to expose him to the fight, You will see that he is taken care of j,, 
Washington? 

“CoLUMBUS. I can arrange at that end so there is no leak there. About tha: 
dispatch: If you send it, send it through the Postal, and let me know as quick], 
as it goes. . 

“Boyce. He is coming back here about 9 o'clock or so and we will have anotho; 
talk about these matters. Droste is a silver man and would have yoted for Gry 
but Otis would not have voted for Gray anyhow. In his mind was Kurtz ay). 
Bushnell when I opened the campaign. 

‘COLUMBUS. As s00n as yon come up I would like to see you and have a « 
ference with you, Supposing we meet at 10 o'clock; unless I notify you to th 
contrary, at 263 Kast Broad street, at 10 o'clock, 

“Boyce. Will be at the Great Southern. We expect to leave here on the Pen; 
sylvania line about 4 o’clock, but we are going to settle definitely to-night or 1. 
morrow. Good-bye,” 

(And telephone rang off.) 

Q. Do you know whether that is Gray or Gerrard?—A. That is what Tf hay. 
my notes. This is an exact copy of my notes. 

Q. There is attached to this one a memorandum; “1092, Columbus, Ohio, Ma 
Rathbone; General Boyce.’’ What does that mean?—A. The receiver of the t. 
phone was taken down before I reached there, and the gentleman who took t 
wrote it down, giving me the names, and I put down Major Rathbone and G 
ze ores. Nothing but Major and General were communicated after | | 
the 'phone. 

Q. Who was the gentleman who gave you the names of General Boyc 
General Rathbone?—A. It was—it was a gentleman that I afterwards learned \ 
Mr. Miller, a detective. 

Q. Is there another conversation?—A,. That was on Saturday. Sunday m 
ing, January 9, 1898, about 11.35. 

“SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 11 

*“Boycr. Hello; is this the Major? 

“Major. Yes; waita minute, [Aftera moment's pause.) Hello! 

“Boyce. How are you, Major? 


“Major, I rec pos. 

“Boyce. Well, } wanted to ask if you have any direct connection with eit! 
Droste or Lane? These men were all elected here on a pledge, and our little friend 
who is interested would like to have the others come, and he brought to m 
lawyer who wants to make a deal. They would not do it unless they received 
consideration for it. He says that under no circumstances does he think Drost 
will vote for the Senator unless for these reasons. Do you think I can put an) 
emphasis upon Lane coming our way? 

“Major, I do not know; weare catching them as fast as we can bring them 

“Boyce. Do you put much faith in Jones? 

**Masor. He can not get away. 

“Boycr. I said in the first place we did not need either Droste or Lane on! 
for their strength. Now you know there is going to be a conference to-night \ 
the other fellows. Isn’t it wise for us to keep away and not come? 

*Masor. I don’t know, General. 

“Royce. You know when a man is safe he is safe; that is all there is al 

‘*Major, They telegraphed them all to come down, 

“ Boyce. If anything should occur between now and two (2) o’clock will : 
ring me up, please? 

Mason. Yes, I will, 

* BOYCE. ihe youn lawyer is coming to see me again. You understand t! 
men were elected on a pledge saying that they would not vote for Senator Ha» 

**Masor, I know that. 

“Boyce. It wasa peculiar thing to get this man off Jones or Manucl. 1 
man had pled himself, This man P oars lf to become el 
He has been afraid all the time and is now afraid of the Enquirer. 

“Mayor. I do not think they will have much to say. During the heat of | 
discussion the whole th would be wiped out. I think we are in good s! 
We have got the men with us. 

*“Boycr. We want a clear majority for our side withoutany question. The: 
no doubt but what we will have 17 of the senators, 

“Masor, There ought to be 18. I don’t see why Burke should not come in. 

*Boycr. My man would like to have Mason for Hanna very much. You 
Mason votes before he does. He couldn’t raise a question then about it. If1\ 
not come up there I will notifiy you. I shall see in an hour or two whether Lu: 
or Droste are both here, or one ofthem. Noone seemed to know last night : 
I couldn’t find out. I shall knowin an hour ortwo. The latest information is 
that Droste would nominate Gerrard. 

**Masor. I am to havea conference a little latter and then we will see w! 
to be done. I will let you know. Good-bye.” 

(Telephone rings off. 

Q. Are these all of the conversations?—-A. There is one more I took on Su: 
morning about 1.15 a, m. 

“SUNDAY MORNING, January 9, 1898—about 1.15 a.' 
This is Boyce. 
Do you feel happy? 


“ Boyce. 
“Mason. Yes. 
“Boycr. Very. 
“Mason, They are happy up here. 

“Boyce. Have you seen Hollenbeck? 

“Major, Yes; he got in last night. 

“Boyce. Good-looking boy. 

“Mayor. Yes; he is that. We have had a conference, 

“Boyce. What was the outcome? 

* Mason. That Droste and Lane be left to us. 

“Boyer. Yes. Try and get Droste by all means, Otis thinkshe isthe stronger 


of the two. 

**Masor. I know that. : 

“Boycg. I think you will be able to get Lane more easily. 

“Magor. I think so. : : ' 

“Boycr, My own judgment so far as the—my anxiety is forJones. I think th: 
is going to be the poeet vietory. These men are all pinned in their faith to Jon: 
He would not believe, for instance, that Manuel] had gone there, and would 1 
give up Griffith until the Enquirer came out with the statement this morning 

nk the matter is in pretty shape. Ido not care for myself, but want | 

see Mr. HANNA Victorious; and then, too, I am thinking of Washington. | wi 
not leave here, then, ro to-morrow morning, unless something new turns U). 
I will leave Droste and Lane to you. : 

“Masor. Allright. Will let you know if anything new. Good-bye.” 

(And telephone rang off.) 








Q. Phat is all of the conversation that you took?—A. That I took: yes, sir, 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) At whose request?—A. At Mr. Dunbar’s. 

Q. Who employed you for that purpose?—A. He employed me to take the con- 
yersations from the telephone. 

Q. He employed you to take these conversations?—A. Yes. 

Q. How did you take your notes while listening?—A. How did I take them? 

Q. How did you stand?—A. I stood at the telephone with my book on, if you 
notice; or, rather, downstairsin the office. There is a board on which I took my 
notes. : 

Q. How far away from the telephone?—A. I stood there with the receiver to 
my ear. 

Q. You didn’t have to stretch your arm?—A. It wasn’t an exceedingly com- 
fortable position, but I managed to get along very nicely. 

Q. (The Saree That is your affidavit that you have got there, is it? Examine 
the last portion of it—A. Yes; that is my signature. 

Q. Those facts as therein stated are true, are they?—A. Yes, sir. 

And thereupon Jerry P. Bliss was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

By the Cuarr: 

Q. Your full name is what?—A. Jerry P. Bliss. 

Q. Where is your residence?—A. Columbus, Ohio. 

Q. What is your business?—A. Bakery business. 

Q. 1 will ask you whether or not you were somewhat interested in the Sen- 
atorial controversy that was on in Colum bus?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You were acquainted with Major Rathbone?—A. Yes, sir. 

9. State whether or not you know whether he was interested in the Senatorial 
fight or not.—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. On which side was he interested?—A. I met him at the Hanna headquarters 
about 4 o’clock one morning when we were after Mr. and Mrs. Griffith, of Union. 

Q. Do you know S. D. Hollenbeck?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I saw H. H. Hollenbeck: yes, sir. He 
was pointed out to me, 

Q. Did you ever see him at the Hanna headquarters?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know there isan 8, D. Hollenbeck a member of the State executive 
committee?—A. Only by hearsay. 

Q. Do you know one Boyce—Henry Harrison Boyce?—A. Only by sight; was 
just pointed out to me. 


Q. I will ask you whether or not, on or about the 8th day of January, you were 


in Cincinnati?—A. I arrived here 10.10 p. m., January 7. 

Q. What was your mission to Cincinnati?—A, To see Mr. Ed Eshelby and have 
a co.nversation with him in regard to Mr. Droste and Lane. 

Q In what respect?—A. I understood _that—the information that had reached 
medwas that he was doing what he could to get them to vote for Senator HANNA, 
an the experience I had had with them in the seent fight for Mr. Box- 
well clearly demonstrated to me that Mr. Eshelby was the power behind the 
throne that would likely get them away from us. Although Mr. Droste said to 
me that he wouldn’t under any circumstances vote for Mr. HANNA, but it seemed 
there was a drifting away from us, and I came down to meet Ed Eshelby and 
Droste and Lane, to keep those yotes against Mr. HANNA, if possible. 

Q. Well, when you fot here did you see Mr. Boyce?—A. Not on Friday even- 
ing—no, sir; not until Saturday morning. 

Q. When did you first become connecied with some knowledge about this tele- 
phoning passing between Cincinnati and Columbus?—A. I arrived here Friday 
evening. I went and are Mr. Otis, to have a conversation. I arranged for a 
meeting at Mr. Campbell’s office Saturday morinng. Iarranged for a meeting for 
Otis, Campbell, and myself, pv laa gery to taking up the Senatorial question. 
And after getting through that, about midnight, probably 11.30, I went to Mr. 
Otis’s drug store and made arrangements to meet Eshelby at Campbell's office 
next morning. About 12.201 got through with this arrangement, and I then came 
to the Gibson House, and asi came in Mr. Pryor was there making notes, and 
Mr. Allen O. Myers, jr., was in the office taking off the conversation, and they 
said they had something pretty rich, and said to go up into room 145—to Mr. 
Dunbar’s room—and they said they would come up with all the notes. 

And I went into the private office and had Mr. Dunbar call up Columbus and in- 
quire from where, and got in conversation with Mr. Kurtz over the long-distance 
*phone, and said that a message had been taken off the wires which indicated 
that a man by the name of Hollenbeck would leave Columbus in the morning, 
coming to Cincinnati to help carry the deal through, and for him to send up 
someone and find out if there was such a man as Hollenbeck at the HANNA head. 
quarters. The next thing I got was, a little later in the night, a message that 
one H. H. Hollenbeck had left Columbus on the — o'clock train and would be 
here in the morning. I then went to bed, and left a call for 6 o’clock; and I got 
up and went down to the depot, the Central, to meet Mr. Hollenbeck. 

Q. Did you meet him?—A., I did, and followed him up and came to the Gibson 
House with him—he was a little ahead of me—and followed him into the Gibson 
——, The train was about fifty minutes late. It was about 7.40 when it 

ved, 

Q. Now, to retrace your steps, the report of the conversation that had been taken 
from the line was a conversation between whom?—A. The conversationas given 
to me was between Mr. Boyce and Mr. Dick, and I think that in that conversa- 
tion Rathbone’s name a: rs. 

Q. Was the first knowledge you had of the fact that there was anything suspi- 
cious on that?—A, Yes, sir. . 

Q Now, to n right where you left off, what next occurred, following Mr. 
Hollenbeck back up to the hotel? What next occurred?—A. Well, preceding 
that, I had left word with Mr. Dunbar tosecure me the services of a nomen her, 
so as to take down any other conversation that might come over the telephone; 
also the services of some well-known detective agency in town, and a sufficient 
number of men to keep track of Hollenbeck and Mr. Boyce, or any other that 

ht appear on the scene; and when we got to the hotel ted out Mr. Hol- 
lenbeck to Mr. Miller, the gentleman in charge of the detective agency that was 
for me, and told him to make a shadow of Mr. Hollenbeck’s movements, 
also of Mr. Boyce, and to make detailed reports of their movements. 

Q. And a stenographer was arranged for as you say?—A. Yes. 

When was that done?—A. After I had got through arranging with Mr. Kurtz 
to look after Hollenbeck, I went back to the Emery Hotel and asked for Mr. 
Campbell, and said to him I had learned enough of the deal that was going on 
to satisfy me that there would be an attempt to buy Otis’s vote for Mr. Hanna, 
and notified him of what I had learned in a general way, and told him that it 
would be a case that would bear watching. ter I had followed Mr. Holien- 
bee to the hotel and went to Otis’s home on Seventh street and said to him, 
“ Otis, what I can learn you have a meeting at 3 o'clock this afternoon with 
General Boyce at the Gibson House.” He told me yes, I told him that I had 
learned some of the particulars,and wanted to know what he was going to do 
with us. He said, “I am going down to see him and have nothing more to do 
with it, I am satisfied the fellow is here to to bribe me. The whole matter 
is repulsive > me, and I want nothing to do with him.” 

I re on him to go to the 3 o'clock meeting and see how far he could get 
Mr. ce to go, and to get all the particulars in the matter, and then I went on. 
That was about 8.40 or 8.45. I came here, ate some breakfast, and at 9.30 

my appointment at Mr. Cam ’s office with Mr. Eshelby. had a talk 
with them. He said, “This is pay day and I haven't time to go into detail in this 
matter, and I will see you this afternoon—later in the day. In the meantime I 
will see Droste, Campbell, and Lane, and see if we can come to an understand- 
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ing."’ I told him he had gotten into the speakership fight and got the hot e 
from what he supposed would be the winner at that time. He said he wi 
busy after 1 orclock with his business affairs, but after that time he would sex ’ 
I then had nothing to do until 3 o'clock, until this meeting took place between 
Boyce and Mr. Otis. I went over to the Turkish bath house and put in th ’ 
I then came back here and found Mr. Otis in the lobby and stationed myself in 
room 224, ina room close to Mr, Boyce, and kept track of the movements of Boyce 
and Mr. Hollenbeck; and as telephone messages were taken off Miss Jacobs made 
copies and sent them to me, 

Q. Well, now, what was going on at the time you were up there at your room?— 
A. Well, the first report I had was Dr. Otis going up to Mr. Boyce’s room, and 
that he was there. Really the first report was the copy of the conversation with 
Hollenbeck in answer to the telephone call at ¢ olumt ’ That was dated about 
1.36 p.m. If Il remember rightly, it appears in Miss Jacob's afidavit, Then the 
next information I had was Mr. Otis being in the room with Mr. Boyce until 
long after 4 o’clock. A copy of the conversation between Mr. Boyee and Mr. 
Hollenbeck was sent to my room. I stayed in the room until 6.40 or 6.45. or until 
7 o'clock, probably as late as 7, in the room, when another copy of the conversa- 
tion taken place between Boyce and Major Rathbone was sent to my room, which 
appears in Miss Jacobs's affidavit. That was on Saturday evening. After Mr. 
Otis had left the hotel I had seen a copy of the conversation I took that copy 
and went over to the Hotel Emery, to Mr. Campbell's room. . 

Mr. Otis Was there. ‘fe related what had taken place between General Boyce 
at the conference that afternoon. He said he had gone in the thine as far as he 
cared to go, and said he didn’t want to have anything further to do with it. It 
was then talked who we could get to carry the thing on through, and it was 
agreed that Mr. Campbell should take his place as his attorney to close up the 
negotiation, It was agreed that Mr. Otis should find Mr. Boyce that evening 
along about 9 o'clock, when we had another appointment with him, and he did. 
and brought Mr. Boyce from the Gibson House to the Emery Hotel. After that 
meeting between Mr. Campbell, Mr. Boyce—just a general talk took place 
between Mr. Boyce—that is Campbell and Boyee—no money was passed or 
ing of a definite a came out of it except the general discussion. The 
thing that happened was Sunday noon. Another reported conversation cam: 
tome from Miss Jacobs, Along about 2.30 in the afternoon the clerk sent 1 
word that Mr. Boyce had taken a package of money, that he had left in safety 
deposit box, out. 

I immediately wrote a note to Mr. Campbell that Mr. Boyce had the money and 
srobably would be ready for business at the 3 o'clock meeting between he and 
Boyce. After 3 o’clock meeting I went over to Mr.Campbell’s room. He laid 
down a roll of bills—$1,000—said he had succeeded in getting that much out of 
Boyce; and Mr. Otis was there and talked over the matter and said that Boyce 
was coming back again in the afternoon, and Mr, Campbell showed me a form of 
telegram that Boyce had written out on the Western Union blank and he wanted 
Otis to send. Mr. Otis declined to send any telegram or write anything of the 
kind, or have anything to do with it. To accommodate Mr. Boyce and furnish 
him the kind of telegram that he wanted, I copied that—not his handwriting, 
but a copy of the form he had written, addressed to the President—and for the 
good of the Republican party I will vote for M, A. HANNA, and signed John O. 
Otis’s name to it. 

Q. You signed that?—A. Yes; I did, and turned that copy over in my own writ- 

ing to Mr. Campbell to give to Mr. Boyce when he would come again Sunday 


noth- 
> next 


night. Mr. Campbell informed me that he came back Sunday evening, and Mr. 
Campbell told me that he gave him that telegram. After that meeting Mr. 
Campbell had $750 more of the money, and then produced a copy of the receipt 


which Mr. Boyce was going to have signed, which Mr. Campbell again prod d 
The question then came about taking action. Mr. Boyce had said that when 
they got to Columbus he would give $1,750 more toward making the $3,500; and 
instead of taking action at the time, the mattér was delayed, with the hope of 
getting him upin Franklin County and have him pay more money, if possible 
and get him in Franklin County, where we would have jurisdiction of Mr. Boyce. 
The understanding was between Mr. Campbell and Mr. Otis and myself that Mr. 
Otis should notify Mr. Boyce that he was not ready to go to Columbus that night, 
but would go on the 9a. m. train on the Big Four. Mr 


Otis went and informed 
Mr. Boyce to that effect. The next morning I saw Boyce here in the lobby about 


8 o'clock. The next I knew was we had a report from the detective that he 
had left the hotel and had gone to take the train. Then Mr. Otis, Campbell, and 
myself took the train, leaving here about noon and arriving in Columbus 


about 4.10, 


Q. When you got to Columbus did you find as to where Boyce was?—A. I got 
the report from Mr. Miller that Mr. Boyce had left there, and he can, I presume, 
ive you that testimony as to Mr. Boyce’s movements; took a coupé to 263 East 
frond, and being translerred from the cab to a hack, and driving around over 


the streets until the cab was lost, and finally landed up at the corner of Broad and 
Third streets, where Major Rathbone left the carriage; the carriage then went to 
the corner of Naghten and High, where Boyce got out of the carriage and went 
to the depot; he walked the rest of the way. 

Q. The carriage had Major Rathbone and Boyce in it? 

Q. Was the $1,750 delivered in Columbus, or wasn't it? 
it to Columbus with him; yes. 

Q. Was the $1,750 that was to be delivered to Mr, Otis, in Columbus, ever de- 
livered?—A. No, sir; that was not. 

Q. Now, is there anything else, Mr. Bliss, that you know with reference to this 
matter?—A. I think that is in substance my connection with it. 

Q. With reference to the management of anyone's compaien, I will ask you in 
what way Major Dick was connected with the Senatorial fight?—A. All l know 
about that is—whatI know is Major Rathbone having met him that morning. We 
went to the Neil House to get Representative Griffith, and having met him there 
at the HANNA headquarters. 

Q. I will ask you what was generally known or understood in and about Colum- 
bus as to who was managing Senator HANNA's campaign for the United States 
Senatorship?—A. Had charge of the office? Different ones connected with it 
Major Dick, John Malloy, Rathbone, my friend Harry Dougherty, and Judg 
Nash, 

Q. Who was regarded as the chief manager, if you know?—A. I always « 
sidered that Major Dick—that is the general report—that Major Dick and Maj 
Rathbone were the leading managers of his campaign. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: : 

Q. I believe you said you didn’t know Hollenbeck until he was pointed out to 
you?—A. Never saw him until Mr. Archer pointed him out. 

Q. Which Archer?—A. In the railroad commissioner's office; he is a clerk in 
one of the railroad offices. 

Q. How did he happen to be here?—A. When we telephoned Mr. Kurtz about 
pas somebody on Hollenbeck's train, we understood Mr. Kurtz would send 
r 
Q 


A. Yes. 
A. Mr. Campbell took 


. Archer to follow him, 

. Why didn’t you report these facts to the grand jury of Hamilton County?— 
A. We would have preferred to have had the case in Franklin County; but so fa: 
as reporting to any grand jury, the thing has been going on—it all took place in 
forty-eight hours, and in gathering the evidence together there wasn't time to 
report to a f _ jury. 

Q. I would like to know generally if there is any other point 
matter that Mr. Bliss knows about?—A. Not that I know of. I 
get all the little details—— 

Q. You have been working this case up for the last two weeks?—A. Yes; thero 


enerally in this 
iaven’t tried to 
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is another point, on Tuesday—let’s see, I think it was about that day—that Tues- 
day—that Tuesday I came down to Cincinnati. I engaged an attorney by the 
name of Cobell to get these different witnesses while all the incidents were fresh 
in their minds, and have them put their evidence in affidavit form, and have him 
prepare to hold the affidavits so that when the things were fresh in these men 
they could be gotten up in shipshape. 

Q. So you have gone over these things with great care, and have recorded all 
the things you know about—nothing that you know about personally?—A. No, 
sir; nothing that I can recall now. 

q. If you do recall anything you will notify the Chair?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Cobell—is that Mr. Dunbar’s attorney?—A. Yes; Mr. Dunbar said he attended 
to his legal matters, and through him I got Mr. Cobell. 

Q. The stenographer that was employed says she destroyed her notes. Do you 
know anything about that?—A. Only as Mr. Dunbar telephoned me on Tuesday. 

Q. Telephoned you to that effect?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether any effort has been made to secure those notes?—A. 
Only as lam told by Mr. Dunbar that they were looking for those notes after she 
had destroyed them. 

Q. Did they get any of them?—A. I don’t know. 

By Mr. Lona: 

Q. Mr, Bliss, do you know of any attempt by the use of bribery or any known 
improper methods, or any effort being made by any individual, through indi- 
V idua effort in the interest of Senator HANNA or against him, being used in con- 
nection with the late election of United States Senator by the legislature?—A. Not 
to my knowledge. Only by hearsay. That is all. 

Q. I want to particularly direct your attention as to whether or not you know 
of any other effort by bri ay or other improper methods, _ efforts that you 
know of on behalf of anybody as against Senator Hanna in the interest of any 
other candidate?—A. I know nvthing. 

Q. You understand the scope and desire of this committee is not only to get 
charges made against Senator HANNA, but as against anybody else?—A. So far 
as Iam concerned anything that I know about anybody else I would be glad to 
aid the committee in uncovering. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) Mr. Bliss, one other question: At the time that you came 
down here were Droste and Lane in the city of Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with them about the Senator matter?—A. No, 
sir; notin Cincinnati. I did with Mr. Droste before he left Columbus. 

Q. What was the nature of that conversation?—A. How he felt on the Sena- 
torial question. He said at no time would he vote for Senator HANNA. He felt 
like he had got the worst of it in the speakership fight, but he said that was past 
now. 

Q. Are you willing that your connection with the Senatorial matter, so far as 
any conduct of your own is concerned, be thoroughly investigated by this com- 
mittee?—A. Yes. 

Q. You sent telegrams?—A. Yes, sir; and some telephoning. 

Q. Are you willing that the telephone and telegraph company of this city and 
of Columbus give us all the information they can with reference to your tele- 
grams’—A. Yes; they can give copies of any received or sent; and as to the tele- 
phone company, they can give records of who called me and who I called. 

The Cuarr. The witness is to hold himself subject to the order of the 
committee. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 


EXECUTIVE SHASION. 


And thereupon (5 o’clock p. m., January 22, 1898) the committee resolved itself 
in executive session; and, upon motion of Mr. Finck, an adjournment was taken 
to 8.30 o’clock a. m., Monday, January 24, to meet at the Gibson House, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and it was further agreed that the committee adjourn at 5 o'clock 
p. m., January 24, 1898, to meet at Columbus at the call of the Chair. 

GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 
OPEN SESSION. 
GIBSON HOUSE, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 24, 1898—9 a. m. 

All members present. 

The Chair called the committee to order. 

And thereupon Allen O. Myers was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

Examination conducted by Mr. Lone: 

Q. Mr. Myers, please give the sienographers your full name, age, place of resi- 
dence, and oecupation.—A. 49 years of age; my name is Allen O. Myers. 

Q. Senior?—A. My name is Allen O. Myers. ‘I live at 922 Moore street, Cincin- 
nati, Iam a newspaper man by occupation; not a journalist, a writer. 

Q. (Mr. RopertTson.) What city?—A. City of Cincinnati. 

Q. Who is Allen O. Myers, the young man who is the key clerk in the Gibson 
House’—A. His mother says he is my son. 

Q. Mr. Myers, are you acquainted with Maj. CHARLEs Dick?—A. Yes, sir; that 
is, 1 know who he is. 

Q. Who is Major Dick?—A. Major Dick is the secretary of the National Repub- 
lican executive committee, and he is the personal manager of Mr. M. A. HANNA 
in Ohio politics. 

. What his been his business, if you know, and in what has he been engaged 
and occupied during the last month, the month of January, 18987—A. Well, my 
knowledge of Major Dick begins along last July or A t. When I was con- 
nected with the Democratic executive committee I first learned who and what 
he was and how engaged in doing as the personal manager of Mr, Hanna, with 
his office located at Cleveland. 

Q. Well, coming on now through the fall and to January, 1898, what do you 
know of his occupation and relation to Senator HANNA, or any other person who 
was a Senatorial aS. I heard of Mr. Dick, from time to time, through 
pe rsonal sources of information, as conducting Mr. Hanna’s campaign at Colum- 

sus, until up to within the holiday week, when he came to Columbus and took 
rooms at the Neil House and assumed the management of Mr. Hanna's and Mr. 
Boxwell’s campaign—one for Senator and one for ker. 

Q. Do you know Maj. E. G. Rathbone?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What has been his occupation during the last—what do you know of his 
occupation, Mr. Myers?—A. Mr. E. G, Rathbone—I have known him in Ohio poli- 
tics off and on for the last ten or twelve years. When there is any political dirty 
work to be done Mr. Rathbone is called in to manage it. 

Q. What do you know as to his being in in the city of Columbus dur- 
ing the present month of January, — in of December, 18977—A. In 
my position as one of the gentlemen who had charge of the Democratic cam- 
ted Mr. Rathbone at the Neil House the 


paign in the Senatoria) contest, I loca 
fatter part of December as one of Mr. HANNA’s managers. I learned through 
e had at Republican 
special occupations 
seemed to have been to secure Democratic votes for cash to remain away from the 
Democratic caucus. 

Q. Do you know Harry M. Dougherty?—A. Yes, sir; I have known Mr. Dough- 


h communicationsand from perso! 


telephone and tel 
: r, Rathbone was doing. One of hi 


headquarters wha 


erty for some time. 

Q. What has been his occupation during the ear, and particularly during 
the month of December, 1897, and January, 1898?—A. Mr. Dougherty has been 
chairman of the a State central committee, and as such he has, from 
what information I have been able to learn, been one of the personal managers 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 5, 


for Mr. M.A. Hanna in this late contest at Columbus. The reports made to me 
by people we had assisting us was that he had charge of the detective and the 
special! secret-service men of Mr. HANNA’s campaign. 

Q. Going back a minute to Mr. Dick—where was Major Dick located during 
the campaign of 1897 in Columbus, and upon what lines of duty was the politica] 
management of that campaign?—A. Major Dick was located at Cleveland for 
some time, but my attention was first called to him through the purchase of the 
Populist convention which was held in Columbus, and the exposure of the cele- 
brated check to Mr, Pryor, by which he paid Mr. Pryor $25 to induce the Populist 
convention to nominate a ticket. 

Q. When was that?—A. That was along either late in July or late in August. 

Q. Well, what, if anything, did you know of his locating at Columbus, and what 
duties were taken up that were of more or less prominence in connection with 
the management of the political campaign at Columbus?—A. After the campaign 
had progressed for some time Mr. Dick came from Cleveland and leased some 
rooms at the Y. M. C. A. Building, next door to the Republican headquarters, and 
Mr. Dick called to his assistance Major Rathbone, Harry Dougherty, O. P. Austin 
and that class of people to assist him in the management of the personal car 
paign—the campaign they were conducting was entirely outside of the duly a; 
pointed executive committee. o 
. oS Mr. Dougherty chairman of the Republican State central committec?—.\, 

velieve so. 

Q. Mr. Myers, are you acquainted with a man by the name of H. H. Hollen- 
beck?—A. Not personally acquainted with him. 

Q. Did you ever see him?—A. Never saw him. 

Q. Do you know Gen. Harrison, H. or H. H. Boyce?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever see the person?—A. Never saw him, and never heard of him 
until this case came up. 

Q. Do you know 8. D. Hollenbeck?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know who Mr.8. D. Hollenbeck is?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who is he?—A. He is the auditor of Geauga County and a member of the 
State executive committee, and as such issued the call for this mass convention 
that was held in Columbus January 3, and instructed the legislature what to do 

Q. State whether or not = had ever heard of H. H. Hollenbeck.—A. I heard 
of H. H. Hollenbeck after I got information that an attempt was being made to 
buy John C. Otis’s vote. 

Q. When did you first hear of the name—of such a person by the name of H.H. 
Hollenbeck?—A. I think Friday night, January 7, I had a long-distance call oye; 
the telephone from Cincinnati to me at the Southern Hotel through my son or 
Horace Dunbar, after the first telephone message that Boyce had sent to Colum} 
and after the second call that night at 11 o’clock. 

Q. Call on who?—A. Boyce. They started to tell me that a man named H 
lenbeck would leave Columbus at 7.15 in the morning for Cincinnati with t 
money for Boyce to buy Otis. 

Q. Who started to tell you that?—A. Mr. Dunbar and Mr. Jerry Bliss—t) 
came to the telephone. When they said that I stopped them, as it invol\ 
Republicans; that I had nothing to do with it, and I called Mr. Kurtz to the t 
phone and turned the whole matter over to him. After Mr. Kurtz got thr: 
at the telephone he came to my room and told me that Hollenbeck was goi: 
leave in the morning for Cincinnati to buy Otis. .We all thought, in our conye: 
sation, that it was 8. D. Hollenbeck. I got to thinking over the matter and s 
it is not possible that that man is going down in the morning to carry that 
money—he is going to-night. I said the thing to do was to get some man at thy 
Neil House to locate Hollenbeck and if he goes to Cincinnati on this early t: 
to have some man accompany him. He said he hada man he could recomme: 
that he thought knew Hollenbeck. I said I could get a man to accompany him 
and sent for T. J. Mulvehill, told him briefly what was wanted, and turned hin 
over to Judge Ditty, who went with Kurtz to find Archer, 

Q. What Archer?—A. Ed. Archer. 

Q. Do you know what for?—A. To identify Hollenbeck and to follow him t 
Cincinnati if he left on the 7 train. 

Q. Bliss and Dunbar were talking to you from what place?—A. Over this tele- 
phone in the Gibson House. 

Q. Cincinnati? State whether or not you knew where Bliss was that night wuti! 
he telephoned to you.—A. I did not know where he was until he began to talk t 
me over the telephone. 1 did not know where he had gone. 

Q. What information was brought to your attention, Mr. Myers, on the s 
ceeding day? If this was all you know about Boyce or Hollenbeck on th: 
of the 7th, did_you learn anything upon the next day? If so, relate what it 
was.—A. The next morning, before I was out of bed, my boy came to Columbus 
with the notes of the two conversations that had been held over the t “leph« 
and he told the story to me while I was dressing, and I cautioned him not to 
talk about it generally or to be seen there, so as not to arouse suspicion, and | 
I took him to Mr. Kurtz’s room on the same floor, woke him up, left the boy \ 
Mr. Kurtz to tell the story to him. After he had told the story to Mr. Kurtz ly 
came back and said he wanted to go to see some friends of his or relatives, and | 
told him it would be just as well that he should do so. I thought then that they 
had secured all the evidence they could in the Cincinnati matter and my idea 
was to make the matter public if anything of that kind was going on, as soon as 

»ssible, and I called Mr. Allison, of the Enquirer, and sent my son upstairs with 

im to show him the popes and let him see the story as he had learned it by the 
two telephone communications at the Gibson House the night before. 

At noon Mr. Mulvehill took the train for Cincinnati and reported that they 
had followed H. H. Hollenbeck on the Pullman car. They had secured a tek 
gram sent by H. D. warning Hollenbeck that they were being followed by those 
gentlemen. This tel gave a personal description of Archer and Mulyehi!! 
to put Hollenbeck on his guard. e reported to me that they followed Mr. H. H 
Hollenbeck after he got off the train until he was located at the Gibson House 
and taken care of, and being watched by other people, and he took the 9 o'clock 
train and came right back to Columbus. That was Saturday noon. That night 
at the 8th of January banquet, one of the detectives, Schlessinger, sent word into 
the banquet that he had a report to make about Hollenbeck, and I sent Mr. Ditty 
or Mr. Allison out to tell him to take the detective to Mr. Kurtz’s room and let 
him make the report to him. 

Q. Mr. Myers, did anything come to your knowledge upon the succeeding day, 
Sunday, the 9th day of January, 1898, touching the matter about which you are 
now talking?—A. es, sir. 

Q. State what it was.—A. Mr. Kurtz told me he had a telegram from Jerry 
saying that the patient was very sick, but that they thought they would land 
him all right, and cautioned him to silence because Boyce, in talking to Dick 
over the telephone, or Dick, in talking to Hollenbeck, had stated that the tele 

stated to be sent by Dougherty had fallen into somebody's hands and askc 

im about the answer he sent. This answer seemed to arouse the suspicions ol 
these persons. 

Q. What answer was this?—A. I do not know the contents of the answer, but 
Mr. Archer and Mr. Mulvehill sent a telegram to Major Dick from Springfield, if 
I understand it,to Major Dick. This aroused Dicx’s suspicions, and he was tee 
phoning Hollenbeck to know if he had sent a telegram. And the word he got 
was that he would have to be careful so that these people could not get onto the 
fact as to what we were doing, or it would destroy the whole business. They 
expected the matter to reach a culmination on Sunday afternoon or night, but it 
was absolutely important that nothing be said. 

Q. Was that an answer telegram to the telegram to H. H. Hollenbeck sig 12d by 
H. D.2—A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Now, if there was nothing further that came to your knowledge upon the 
ais of Sunday, what further came to your knowledge?—A. About 1 or2 o'clock 
Miller, the detective, came to me and reported that he had been sent from Cin- 
cinnati to follow Boyce. Boyce had got off about noon at Columbus and had 
taken a hack. He had attempted to follow him with a cab and Boyce had 
changed carriages on him and lost him somewhere. E 

Q. He attempted to follow him?—A, Miller had attempted to follow Boyce and 
lost him. He came to me and I told him he had made a nice job of it, as detec- 
tives usually do. He said, ‘‘ I might as well be frank with you,” and told about 
their changing carriages and said, ‘‘I had lost them,” He then went to find who 
the driver of the carriage was. I told him to find out who was in the carriage 
with Boyce and who met him. He came back later in the day and made the 
report to me that the name of the driver of the cab was Stecker, or some such 
name. I do not recollect exactly the name, and you will get that report from 
another detective who located the house at 263 East Broadway, 

Q. What Broadway?—A. East Broad, in Columbus. 

Q. Whp was in the hack with Boyce, who had met him, and where did he come 
from?—A. John Taylor lives at 263 East Broad. He married a Campbell. Major 
Rathbone’s wife is a Campbell; she was stopping at this house. 

Q. Who was?—A. Major Rathbone’s wife. 

Q. At what time?—A. At that time, when Boyce came to Columbus, this hack- 
man, whose name will be made known by another witness, was called by Major 
Rathbone, who got into the carriage and Crove to 263 East Broad street, opposite 
the house where his wife was stopping, and waited for Boyce. Mr. Rathbone 
sent for Boyce and took him in his carriage, and drove away until about 4 o'clock, 
and Boyce was then located about Naghten street and followed to the depot, and 
in company with Hollenbeck he left the city. 

Q. Going which way?—A. Going north. 

Q. Train leaving Columbus about 4 or 5 o’clock?—A. No; it was later than that. 
Boyce was afterwards there with young Hollenbeck, just before the train on the 
Big Four left. 

Q. What else, Mr. Myers, do you know, touching the transaction of any of 
these gentlemen you have mentioned here in your testimony?—A. Well, that gives 
me an all-day job. ; 

Q. I mean, Mr. Myers, things which are simply pertinent to the inquiry here 
touching the actions or things done by Hollenbeck, Boyce, Major Dick, or Mr. 
Dougherty?—A. I took occasion to find who young Hollenbeck was. I had never 
heard of him; never knew such a person wasinexistence. I had supposed that it 
was S. D. Hollenbeck. I find young Hollenbeck was chairman of the Republican 
executive committee of Geauga County, and during the campaign was located 
in Mr. Dick’s office as one of the confidential agents and useful men about the 
establishment. 

Q. Now, if there is anything else, Mr. Myers, that you know of these gentlemen 
that is pertaining to the question of influencing legislative yotes, you will please 
detail it. If not, am done with the examination.—A. I have a great deal of 
information which I think this committee ought to have, but if this is not the 
place to give it they can call me when they want me. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) I understand all this you have given this morning is what 
you have received from detectives and others that gave it to you, regarding the 
action in Cincinnati and the following the carriage in Columbus—you do not 
know this personally?—A. That is the way you understand it, is it? You tell me 
you understand it. 

Q. That is the way you understand it, is it?—A. I don’t care to testify to what 
you understand. 

Q. There would be some difficulty about that?—A. I think so, 

Q. Did you obtain this information regarding the actions in Cincinnati and the 
carriage in Columbus from your personal knowledge?—A. My testimony shows 
where I got it. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD to the gentlemen other than the committee.) Do you gen- 
tlemen desire to ask this man anything?—A. Those gentlemen can not ask this 
man anything. 

The CHAIR. Now, Mr. Myers,one moment. I desire to ask you afew questions. 
There has been some talk about your being in one way or another engaged in se- 
curing votes against Mr. HANNA; some talk about undue influences on your part. 
I want to ask you with reference to that, and I want you to state, if you will, 
what, if anything, was done by you by way of influencing votes against Mr. 
HANNA, and what was done by you by way of using undue influences or corrupt 

ractices, 

. Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) I would a yoy that you advise the witness that he need 
not say anything that would tend to incriminate him.—A. The witness is not 
afraid of anything, and that isaninsult. Thatis intended as an insult. I want 
this committee to protect me from the insults from this committee. I am a citi- 
zen of the State of Ohio, and have as many rights as Jim Garfield has, and don’t 
pro’ to be insulted, and I will see that this man knows his business. The wit- 
ness will see that Mr. Garfield treats him respectfully ifthe chair does not. I 
will not be insulted by him or any otber member of this committee. 

The CHarR. Just one moment. The chair will say tothe witness that the com- 
mittee is treating the witness respectfully. 

A. The witness will not be insulted by him. 

The Cuarr. The committee so far has been treating the witness with respect. 

A. There are exceptions to that, Mr. Chairman. 

¢- Just one moment. Please answer my question as to what, if anything, you 
did in regard to the Senatorial question which in any way can be considered 
corrupt in its practices.—A. Everything that I have done in connection with 
this Senatorial contest, every letter I have written, every telegram I have sent, 
every letter I have received, py telegram I have received, every cent of money 
that has been expended, with a detailed statement of the money and what it was 
expended for, is at the command of this committee whenever they want it. I 
have not spent a cent—one dollar—in any shape, form, or number, to influence 
any member's vote in the legislature on the vote of United States Senatorship, 
and any man that states that here, or insinuates that I have, is a liar. 

Q. You did have some telephone communications?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Some suggestions have m made that this matter, which is the subject of 
this inquiry, was instigated by you. What have youto say about that’—A. I 
have had nothing to do with instigating it in any shape, form,or manner. Never 
knew the parties that are interested in it as principals—Hollenbeck, Boyce—until 
my attention was called over the telephone and I got reports. And in this con- 
nection I want to say that Senator J. J. Sullivan, in a resolution that was being— 
took occasion to insult and insinuate that Allen O. Myers, who, we all know, had 
doubtless prepared this eee against Senator HANNA. I want to say that 
any statement by any of HANNA’s friendsin that respect is a lie, and I want them 
to be given ample opportunity to cross-examine me and produce evidence to 
yal it. I want to prove who the conspirators were and who the liars are in 

case, 

Q. Did you ever see Boyce?—A. Never in my life. 

Q. Did you ever have any communication with him?—A. Neyer in my life. 

Q. Are you willing that the telephone company—the long-distance telephone 
company—produce any records of telegrams sent or received by you?—A. Yes; 
and thank them to doit. I would like to have the Western Union Company and 
the Postal Telegraph Company produce the telegrams that I sent or were sent to 
me during this contest, or before or after. : 

. Are you a member of the State executive committee?—A. No, sir. ; 
e Carr. If anyone desires to suggest any questions to be asked the witness 
they may do so. I will say to the witness that there is no disposition on the part 
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of the committee to mistreat him in any way, and if there is anyone here who 
desires to suggest any questions to the committee they may do so. Su st them 
to some member, and the question will be put as a suggestion 

Mr. Meyers, there being no quesuions sugee sted, some information may « 


to the committee at some other time, and thers 
members may desire to ask you 

The Witness. Mr, Chairman, I hold myself subject to your call, 
under a strain for seven or eight weeks, and am tired, but I have some informa 
tion that I think this committee ought to have, and it will be interesting to some 
gentlemen, and I want to say that I won't incriminate myself either. 

The CHAIR, You are excused, : 


may be some questions that the 


I have been 


And thereupon Edward H 
sworn, testified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Lone: 
Q. Please state your name in full.—A, 


Archer was called as a witness, and, being first duly 


Edward Harry Archer. 


Q. What is your age, occupation, and place of residence?—A, Born July 2. 1856 
and therefore am in my forty-second year; attorney at law by profession ‘at the 
present time chief clerk to the commissioner of railroads and telee: iphs of the 
State of Ohio. 

Q. You live where?—A. Columbus, Ohio 

Q. Mr. Archer, do you know one 8. D. Hollenbeck?—A, I donot know S. D. Hol 
lenbeck. 

Q. Do you know who§. D. Hollenbeck is?—A. He isa member of the Republican 
State executive committee. 

Q. Do you know H.H. Hollenbeck?—A. I do by sight. 

Q. When did you first learn to know him by sight?—A. I think about two vears 
ago. He was pointed out to me at the Neil House, Columbus, Ohio, during the 
meeting of the Republican State central committe: 

Q. How old a man is he, as you can judge?—A. I should say somewhere about 
28 or 32, : 

Q. Do you know Maj. CHARLES Dicx?—A. I do, quite intimate) 

Q. What was Major Dick’s occupation in political work during the year 1897 
and January, 1898’—A, January, 1897,and January, 1898? 

Q. The year of 1897 and the month of January, 1898.—A. He was manager in 


the interest of one M. A. HANNA of his campaign for United States Senator, In 
1898 he was occupied in the exalted position as secretary of the national Repul 
lican committee by appointment of M. A. HANNA. 

Q. Where was he located while conducting his political work during the fall 
and summer of 18977—A. I never was there at ine hendemastare. That was man 
aged by Mr. Dick at Cleveland; but from such sources of information as were 
entirely satisfactory to me, Iam sure he was the manager, under the direct direc 
tion of Mr. HANNA, in his contest and canvass for the United States Senatorship, 
from the first moment to secure his appointment up to the change of headquar- 
ters from Cleveland to Columbus, Ohio. 

Q. When were those headquarters changed by Major Dick from Cleveland to 
Columbus?—A. He came to Columbus either on the 27th of December or the 28th 

Q. Do you know if Major Dick was looking after Mr. HANNA’s interests at Colum- 
bus, Ohio, prior to the election of November, 18987—A, Prior to the election of 
November, 1897? 

Q. Yes; prior to the last election?—A. He was. 

Q. Now, how long did Major Dick remain in charge of Mr, HANNa’s political in- 
terests at Columbus, beginning with December, 18977—A. He remained there until 
the close. 

Q. Whereabouts—until the close of what?—A. Until the close theeontest— 
until the 11th day of January, the day on which the ballot was . 

Q. Until the United States Senatorship election was over in the legislature?— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Whereabouts were his headquarters, Mr. Archer?—A. On the second floor of 
the Neil House. 

Q. Do you know Maj. E. G. Rathbone?—A. I know Estes G. Rathbone; ves, sir 

Q. What do you know of his part, if any, in the Senatorial interests of any 
candidate?—A. He was engaged as an assistant manager to do the fine detective 
work. 

Q. Where was he located?—A. Located at the Neil House. 

Q. How long was he there and during what days, if you know?—A 
there early in December. 

Q. How long did he remain, if you know?—A. The last that I could testify of 
having seen him was on the 10th of January. ; 

Q. The last you saw of him was on the 10th of January?--A. The 
January. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Harry Dougherty?—A. Quite well and intimately. 

Q. What is his official position in connection with the Republican party of the 
State of Ohio, and what was it during the year of 1897 and January, 1s98?—A, 
Chairman of the Republican State central committee 

Q. Do you know of your own knowledge of his being connected with the man- 
agement of the candidacy of any individual for United States Senatorship?—A, I 
ean say yes. 

Q. Whose candidacy was he connected with?—A. 

Q. Where?—A. Neil House. 

Q. (Mr. Frxck.) Columbus, Ohio?—A. Neil House, Columbus, Ohio 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Mr. Archer, do you know Harrison H. Boyce or Gen. H. H. 
Boyce?—A,. I know nothing of him except hearsay and what has been told me 
by other people. 

Q. Iam wrong about General Boyce’s initials. Gen. Henry Harrison Boyce; do 
you know such an indiyidual’—A. Never saw him in my life. 

Q. Did you ever have any such individual pointed out to you?—A, Think I did, 
possibly, three or four years ago. 

Q. Mr. Archer, did you see H. H. Hollenbeck at any time during the month of 
January, 1898; and if so, where and when and under what circumstances, and 
how did you happen to see him?—A. January 8, 1.25 o’clock a. m., I left the Great 
Southern Hotel at Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio. F. B. Gessner and Ed Mos 
grove, correspondents, were with me, and walked to the corner of State and 
High streets, where Gessner left and went in the direction of the Neil House. I 
continued toward my office to the gate; entered the statehouse grounds. Mr. 
Mosgrove, the correspondent, left me at that poe went in direction of the State 
Journal building. I continued my walk to the office of the commissioner of rail- 
roads and telegraphs; went there to get some transportation that I had locked in 
my desk. 

I immediately returned in the direction of the gate to the Neil House. About 
halfway between the gate and the statehouse building I was observing the en- 
trance to the Neil House closely. I did so, anda man rather low in stature, with 
a slouch hat, dark hair, and rather large, smooth face, alone, walked out to about 
the center of the sidewalk. In one hand he held a small valise, gave it a pecul 
iar swing, turned and looked south, turned again and looked to the east, then 
to the north, and started and walked just about opposite the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company’s office. 

Q. North of the Neil House?—A. In the direction of the depot, north of the 
Neil House, I was closely observing all these movements, walking at the same 
time. It was H. H. Hollenbeck who came out of the Neil House. I walked 
somewhat rapidly until just opposite the Neil House; I saw within a number of 
persons. Among them was George Crawford, chief clerk to the food and dairy 
commissioner of this State. Hollenbeck continued his walk from opposite the 
Western Union office to the corner of Broad and High streets, where he again 
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stopped, turned, and looked south, giving his satchel a peculiar swing; continued 
his walk to about halfway between the corner of Broad and Gay streets, where 
he again stopped, turned, and looked south, and gave his satchel a peculiar 
swing, and continued to the corner of Long and High streets, where he went 
through the same movements. I should, perhaps, say “safety signals” were 
thrown out. At this point he crossed High street to the east side, from which 
point he continued to the depot without making a complete stop. 

Just opposite the Davidson House, while he was passing, a coupé was driven 
past which almost came toastop. It didn’t stop, nor was there any communi- 
cation conveyed from that coupé to Hollenbeck. Continued his walk to the 
driveway entrance to the Union Depot, from there on the elevated sidewalk of 
the Union Depot proper to a point opposite the gateway entrance, where he pur- 
chased a sleeping-car and railroad ticket over the three C’s and St. L. Railway. 
No. 37 train on the Big Four Railroad leaves Columbus—is scheduled to leave 
Columbus at 2.10a.m. Mr. H. H. Hollenbeck boarded the train on its arrival. 
fic first went into the smoking car, in the rear end of which he sat down and 
continued for some four or five minutes. He then went to the Wagner sleeping 
car, and just as the train was pulling out of the depot retired to his berth. He 
remained in that berth until within a short distance of Cincinnati. I took the 
same train—went on the same train—and occupied the smoking car all the way 
to Cincinnati. 

Q. Smoking car do I understand you occupied?—A. Smoking compartment of 
the sleeping car. Some time after we left London, Ghio, someone came to and 
opening the door of the smoking compartment gays, ‘‘ Here’s a message for Hol- 
lenbeck.” A party was pointed out to him as Hollenbeck. The message was 
handed to that party. That message was dated Columbus, Ohio, addressed to 
H. H. Hollenbeck, care of conductor train 37, 3 C’s and St. L., London, Ohio: 

“ Two parties got on the train at Columbus—one tall, with dark overcoat and 
derby hat; the other rather small; brown coat, and eyeglasses. Wire ees 

oe 4 p,”’ 

On arrival at Springfield the following answer was sent to that message: 


“Major Dick, 
* Neil House, Columbus, Ohio: 


* Parties got off train at Springfield, 


“H. H. HOLLENBECK.” 


I want you to understand that when this party asked if Mr. Hollenbick, or Mr. 
Hollenbeck, wasin the ae compartment, the manner in which he asked 
the question was such that it didn’t seem that he had any doubts about the re- 
sponsibility of the persons who occupied the smoking compartment. He was, 
however, satisfied that the parties that received that oon were persons re- 
sponsible for their acts and who could stand responsible for whatever acts they 
might engage in. The message was received at a railroad office and was, there- 
fore,an unsealed message. Before arriving at Cincinnati, at the time passengers 
usually arose in order to bathe their faces i brushed off—the sleeping car 
was somewhat crowded that night; in fact, I think ev lower and nearly all 
the upper berths were taken; I an upper berth, but did not use it. 

Mr, Hollenbeck came into the smoking compartment in which was located the 
wash room, carrying the valise with him. Washing conveniences were crowded. 
He went out and back in the direction of his berth. He returned, and there was 
a vacant place; set the valise down opposite to him, washed his face and combed 
his hair, and picked up his valise and went to the toilet room; remained in the 
toilet room at least ten minutes, took the valise with him, returned to the 


wash room, washed his hands, went out and left his valise setting there; went 
back t and returned back for his valise, and went back and took his 
seat dt of the sitting portion of the compartment he had occupied 


from Col 

The train ved at Cincinnati at 7.40a.m. Got off the train, walked to the 
exit, from the exit passed out of the Union Depot building by the main stairwa 
to Third street. From Third street by Central avenue to the corner of Fourt: 
street. At the corner of Fourth street inquired of a newspaper vender the direc- 
tion to the Gibson House. Started east on Fourth street and continued to Walnut. 
Came up Walnut street in the direction of the Gibson House and entered the main 
entrance. He was metabout middle way in the hotel lobby by the porter, who took 
his yalise. He walked to the register and registered. From that point he went 
in the direction of the toilet room, returned and went into the barber shop. That 
was the last I seen of him on that occasion. 

Q. Before you go on with anything else, I wish you would describe that valise 
as best you can, Mr. Archer.—A. It was a small brown-colored hand valise. 

Q. Are you able to give its size?—A. I should say it was about 14 inches long 
and about 6 to 8 inches deep. 

©. Did you notice what he did with his valise when he retired to his berth?—A. 
He took it with him very carefully. 

Q. Took it with him where?—A. Into the berth. 

Q. Did you see him undress and go into his berth’—A. He didn’t take off his 
clothes; he didn’t seem to have time, or rather didn’t take time to. 

Q. Did you notice what he did with his valise when he came into the hotel?— 
A. He gave it to the pores, who met him halfway between the entrance and the 
bar—the counter of the clerk’s office. 

Q. Did you see what was done with it then?—A. It was taken to the check 
room 

Q. When did you next see him after he went into the barber shop, at which 
time you lost sight of him?—A. In the lobby of the Great Southern Hotel, Colum- 
bus, Franklin County, Ohio, Sunday evening, January 9. 

Q. You saw him next?—A. While he was walking around in the lobby of the 
Great Southern Hotel; seemed to be looking for someone. 

Q. When did you leave Cincinnati on the 8th of meee. Left here just at 
9 o'clock, by the way of the Big Four train. Left so hurriedly that I didn’t have 
time to settle my hotel bill, if a bill at all—was a registration fee. 

Q. Did you register here at Cincinnatif—A, Yes,sir; immediately under the 
name of H. H. Hollenbeck. 

. Q. Bo you remember how you registered your name?—A. E. H. Archer, Colum- 
us, Ohio, 

Q. State whether you took any pains to locate yourself in the sleeping car on 
the train down from Columbus on the night before, so that you could observe as 
far as possible what Mr. Hollenbeck did, where he was, and all that sort of thing?— 
A, I don’t understand your question. 

Q. Where did you locate for the purpose of keeping Hollenbeck in view on the 
train down?—A. The berth anor to him was an upper one, but was at such an 
angle that I could observe, easily observe,any movements that Mr. Hollenbeck 
might make going in or out of the berth. 

Q. You did not have your berth made up, nor did you retire?—A. I occupied the 
~ »k am g qomgertnent, except when k my eyes on the location of Mr. Hol- 
enbeck’s berth. 

Q. Do you know anything further, now, about Mr. Hollenbeck’s movements in 
Columbus on the succeeding Monday?—A. I have never seen him since. He 
walked somewhat hurriedly out of the main entrance of the Southern Hotel 
Sunday evening, January 9. Someone was in conversation with and he 
turned to and went out somewhat hurriedly, I have neverseen or h of him, 
directly or indirectly, since. 

Q. Do you know anything further, now, that you have not stated with reference 
to the mhovements or conduct of Mr. Hollenbeck with connection with ee 
down here?—A. I think it proper for me to state that my connection with 
contest— 
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Q. What contest?—A. For the election of United States Senator from the State 
of Ohio—that my connection in this contest—— 

Q. Well, give it.—A. Iam a Republican, and one of the many Republicans of 
Ohio who believed the best interests of Ohio and the American people would }. 
better served by leaving one M. A. Hanna at Cleveland, Ohio, to attend to his 
many industrial and varied interests. As such, voluntarily, from the 5th o;{ 
Noyember until the present time, I have conscientiously and earnestly, and in 
an honorable way, endeavored to prevent the election of M. A. HANNA, and i) 
that connection it was my privilege and my purpose to voluntarily ascertaiy 
every movement that was made by those who were in his employ and engaged 
in looking after and caring for what they were pleased to name to be thei: 
personal rights and privileges. 

I need not mention that there were candidates—ex-candidates—from the dij 
ferent counties of the State of Ohio, whose duty it was to guard anyone, or any 
of the representatives or senators who were considered in any sense wavering. |} 
was, as I have said, a yoluntary actor in this contest. It was without hope of fec 
or reward. All the statements that I have made in relation to Mr. Hollenbe. k 
or any of these other persons named as participating in or aiding to do that whi: 
was done in his (Mr. Hanna’s) interest, that information was gained and secured 
by me by giving the closest scrutiny, continued association with, and close wat; 
over the moves of all these parties so interested. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I ha, 
stated all in that connection I desire to state. 

The Cuarr. Mr. Archer is excused for a few minutes, 

And thereupon Harry Dougherty was called as a witness, 


By the CHAIR: 


Q. You will be sworn, Mr. Dougherty?—A. Mr. Chairman, I beg your pardo 
Believing as I do now, that this committee has no jurisdiction of inquiring int) 
this matter, I refuse to be sworn at this time or to testify in this matter. 

Q. (The Cuatr.) You will then testify without being sworn.—A. I would 
as lief be sworn as to make any statement without being sworn. 

Q. (The Carr.) The question we desire to ask you, Mr. Dougherty, was 
whether or not you sent a telegram from Columbus, Ohio, dated January 8, 140» 
to H. H. Hollenbeck, care of conductor, train 37, Big Four train: 

“Two men; one tall, heavy, black overcoat, the other medium build, brow: 
overcoat, eyeglasses, and small mustache; boarded train at Columbus. Wat 
where they leave train and wire details. i 

i} . D ’ 


A. I refuse at this time, Mr. Chairman, te say whether I did or whether | 


not. 

Q. Would that answer tend in any way to criminate you?—A. No, sir; not 
the least. 

Q. Your name is Harry M. Dougherty?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Dougherty, as to whether or not you are connected o: 
terested in the Senatorial campaign of Hon. Marcus A. HANNA?—A. I refuse, Mr. 
Chairman, for the reason stated. 

— — that answer in any way criminate you?—A. Not in the least, or a 
y else. 

Q. You have received [ospens to appear before this committee?—A. Jus 
moment ago I was handed a P ece of paper. I have not read it yet. I suppo 
isa ro. {Witness reading, examining paper.] Yes, sir. 

Q. What department in the interest of Senator HANNA in the Senatorial cont 
were you engaged in?—A. For the same reason at this time I refuse to testify. 

Q. That answer would not in any way criminate you?—A. Not in the least 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I refuse at | 
time for the same reason, Mr. Chairman, to answer. 

Q. Would that answer in any way criminate you?—A. Not in the least, no: 
criminate anybody else. 

Q. Do you know a man by the name of H. H. Boyce?—A. I refuse at this t 
for the same reason. 

Q. That answer would not tendin any way to criminate you?—A. Would 
criminate me nor anybody else. 

Q. If you did send this telegram, will you state to the committee how you hay 
pened to send this telegram to Mr. Hollenbeck—how you knew Mr. Hollen) 
was on the train, on his way to Cincinnati?—A. For the same reason I refuse | 
make any statement. 

Q. That answer»vould not tend to criminate you?—A. Would not tend to cri: 
nate me nor anybody else. 

Q. If you did know that two men had taken the train No. 87, being the sam 
train upon which Mr. Hollenbeck came to Cincinnati, two men whose descri| 
tion have been given in this telegram, will you state to the committee how ) 
knew those two men who took the train and bow you got this information u). 
which-you based your telegram?—A. For the reason stated, I refuse at this ti: 
to make answer to that question. In so doing I am taking this position in rei 
ing at this time to make any statement or testify in this matter. I do not ta! 
that position because I desire to show any disco’ to the committee or to | 
senate appointing that committee, or because I would in any way criminat: 
sclf or disgrace myself or criminate or disgrace anybody else. 

Q. Then, as I understand it, Mr. Dougherty, you decline to answer all questi 
sceching the subject of inquiry at time?—A. Yes, sir; at this time, if ) 

ease. 
. Q. Mr. Fine) You decline to answer because you say the committee has no 

urisdiction. If the committee has jurisdiction over the subject-matter an 
egally constituted, asa ere ou are aware you are in contempt?—A. Judy 
if roe want me to give youa canto inion, of course if I was advised that the con 
mittee had jurisdiction to inquire nto this matter and that the senate had a 
thority to appoint this co: ttee I should not want to place myself in contem)) 
and if I were satisfied that the committee had jurisdiction and the senate hn! 
authority to appoint this committee and confer the jurisdiction upon it which | 
is now seeking to claim I should certainly very willingly testify to any matt 
that the committee might make inquiry about. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) You are a lawyer, I believe?—A. [have been admitted to | 
bar; yes, sir. 

Q. You have also been a member of the legislature?—A. Yes, sir. 

&. (Mr. Lone.) I want to ask you if, in taking the position you do, you a: 
acting upon your own judgment as to the right of the senate to inquire into t! 
matter, or their right to appoint a committee for the perpen, or as to whethe: 
the committee has been properly constituted, or whether you are acting upo! 
the advice of your counsel?—A. Well, I desire to say that I have examined t! 
question some, but not fully, not to my thorough satisfaction, but in connectio: 
with that om sae I have m the question at this time, and relying mor 
upon the advice and counsel of others that have carefully examined the ques 
tion, I take that position. , 

Q. You take the tion that the senate has no right to inquire astoanythins 
that entered into the transaction by which a candidate for United States Senat:i 
secures the votes of the members of the ] ature through which his election is 
brought about and —A. Well, I take the position, Senator, that under 
this resolution this committee has no jurisdiction. 

Q. You are familiar, of course, with the statutes which authorize the senate to 
appoint standing and special committees to inquire into certain things through 
their chairman, and issue subpcenas to witnesses and make inquiry?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The Cuair.) I understand you to say and to mean that you will answer no 
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questions pat to you,no matter what they are?—A. That is the position I take 
now, Mr. Chairman, I—— 

Q. That is partly made up of your own opinion and partly of the opinion of 
those with whom you have advised?—A. I further say, if upon the determination 
of this question it is ascertained that this committee has the authority to inquire 
into this matter I shall remain within the reach and process of this committee, 
and cheerfully testify as to anything that may be required of me. 

Q. (The CHarr.) I rap ose that would be after you have further consultations 
with those who are advising you now not to testify?—A. After we have examined 
the question here. 

Q. It is not because of any particular danger there is in now testifying, is 
there?—A. Not in the least. 

Q. There is not any intent on the part of the parties who are advising you to 
get together and consult and arrange as to what you will testify to?—A. Not in 
the least. 

Q. (Mr. Rorertson.) I want to say if a wrong or crime has been committed by 
any person in connection with this election, that I do not understand how any 
good citizen and honest man would refuse to give such information as he had to 
a committee of this sort, whether they had jurisdiction or not,—A, You say you 
don’t understand? 

Q. No.—A. We may not agree upon that proposition, Judge. I don’t attempt 
to conceal that crime, or any evidence of any crime that had been committed, 
or conceal any fact, Judge. If I were called upon by any court of justice having 

urisdiction, or by any committee properly constituted, I know of'no crime that 
as been committed. 

Q. Iknow you head us from that inquiry by refusing to answer any question 
being directed at an investigation of our own members.—A. Purely, Judge, from 
the legal position we take, and not because we have pax Ceoemn to protect 
anybody who might have been guilty of an offense, Not because any testimony 
or statement I might make would criminate me or anybody else, or disgrace me, 
and not because I have any disrespect for you, Senator, or any member of the 
committee. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 

; And thereupon Edward H. Archer was recalled, took the stand, and testified as 
ollows: 
Questions by Mr. Lona: 

Q. Do you wear eyeglasses or spectacles regularly or continually?—A. When 
working I use those glasses at all times, Frequently on the streets and at theaters 
I use long-distance glasses. 

Q. Do you remember whether you wore glasses on the night of January 7 and 
morning of January 8?—A. I did; yes, sir; these are the glasses. [Witness show- 
ing glasses.} As you see me now, with the same hat, same overcoat I am wear- 
ing now, so I was from the Neil House to the depot and the depot to the train. 

Q. From the Neil House to the depot and the depot to the train on that morn- 
ing of January 8?—A. Yes, sir. 

. What kind of clothes did you haye on?—A. Brown overcoat and the suit 
of clothes I have on now. 

9; I will ask you now whether the description of the other man in the telegram 
to H. H. Hollenbeck and signed H, D,. applied to yourself?—A. I think the deserip- 
tion of the smaller man, brown overcoat and glasses, applied to me. 

Q. State, if you know, the description of the other individual, described in that 
telegram signed H.D., applied to.—A, To a person whose name I was told was 
T.J, Mulvihill, 

Q. Told when?—A, At the Union Depot in Columbus. 

Q. And who was with you, if anybody, on the trip?—-A. Mr. T. J. Mulvihill, the 
party I —ve just named, accompanied me from Columbus to Cincinnati on the 
same train. 

Q. Will you describe Mr. Mulvihill now?—A,. Well, he is a tall man, wore a dark 
overeoat and derby hat, smooth face, and rather heavy mustache. 

Q. And you say in your judgment the description of the other gentleman fitted 
Mr. Mulvihill as he pues on the morning of the 8th of January when A. 
Yes, sir; from the reading of the telegram I understood that the information had 
been given at headquarters that possibly two parties were on that train and that 

ibly they might be watching Mr. Hollenbeck. To relieve their minds at 

‘olumbus a communication was sent back to them that the parties left the train 

at Springficld. They did leave the train, but when the train pulled out they got 
back on the same train. 

Q. You told that one. Did you notice which way the coupe was headed? You 
say it slowed up nearly opposite Hollenbeck on High street, eitherat the approach 
of the Union station or shortly before getting to the station.—A. It went Mtireetl y 
to the depot; drove right on to the depot. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) You say after November 5 you were engaged in the contest 
against Mr. HANNA. Did you, prior to that date?—A. I was too busily engaged 
in aiding the election of Asa S. Bushnell for governor of the State of Ohio to de- 
= much attention to the legislative candidates in any county or district of the 





tate, 

Q. At whose request did you shadow Mr. Hollenbeck on the evening you refer 
to?—A. As I have stated voluntarily, my own. I was not appointed nor commis- 
sioned asa political director or manager, but voluntarily believed it to be to the 
~—_ ee of the people to do that which would prevent his election, and do 
it honorably. 

Q. How dia you happen to know Mr. Hollenbeck was going to leave the Neil 
House?—A. By having observed closely every movement that was made by those 
engaged in that attempt at that time to secure votes, which they yery much 
neéded. 

Q. Who told you that Mr. Hollenbeck was going to Columbus that night?—A. I 
was not told that he was going to Columbus. 

Q. To Cincinnati?—A. In the prosecution of these contests information comes 
like the ripple of a wave in various and divers directions. 

Q. This was a ripple, then?—A. There were ripplings at Columbus, and there 
also came ripplings to such a degree of certainty as to convince my mind that one 
8. D. Hollenbeck—H. H. Hollenbeck—would leave Columbus and the Hanna 
headquarters with certain influences to, if possible, cpommgess and bring about 
the positive securing of Mr. John C, Otis’s vote at Cincinnati. 

Q. Was it the same kind of ripple that gave you the contents of a telegram 
that was brought in by the conductor into the smoking car you occupied?—a. 
That was a reality, and the rippling that caused me to start to look after Mr. 
Hollenbeck and see that he went to Cincinnati proved to be the same reality; 
that he did make the ai that he did carry a valise, and that he did manifest 
and give indications tha he was carrying something that was giving him great 
mental concern. 

Q. That does not answer a question. How did you happen to see the tele- 
gram addressed to H. H. Hollenbeck, and handed to someone in the smoking 
room of this car?—A. How did I happen to see it? 

Q gd sir.—A. There was no happening aboutit. It was handed to me and I 
read it. 


Q. Youare the party that impersonated Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. I did not say that 
I impersonated Mr. Hollenbeck or that anyone impersonated him. I said that 
somewhere between London and Springfield someone came to the door of the 
compartment and asked for Mr. Hollenbeck. Mr. Hollenbeck was 
poin out, or at least a person that satisfied this party that asked the question, 
that an unopened message was handed to that person, 

Q. Who opened it?—A. It was an unsealed message. 

Q. Who was the party that brought the telegram in?—A. Who was the party? 
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In fact, 7 don't want 


Well, Tam not positively certain. 
to know his name 

Q. Véry naturally. Who signed the telegram that was sent back to Maj 
that you referred to?—A. Who signed it? Did you ask me if I signed it? 

Q. Lasked who signed it, if you know?—A. The party that was pointed nd 
which satisfied the person who presented the telegram was the party who signed 
H. H. Hollenbeck. 

Q. Was it H. H. Hollenbeck’—A. No: it was not. 

Q, Who was it?—A,. His name, as I told you, was T. J. Mulvihill. 

Q. (The Cuatr.) As If understand, this telegram was sent back so as to set the 
people at Columbus at rest, so they would not worry about these two men on the 
train?—A. That was the object of it; that the parties from which the message had 
originated that there was no disturbance going on with Mr. Hollenbe« k, and that 
his guardians were seeing him safely through to Cincinnati, so he might keep his 
engagement, 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Mr. Archer, who told y 
cinnati?—A,. I never was told to go; no, sir. ~ 

Q. Who suggested that you go on that —A 
with this contest, I was a volunteer. 

Q. I was speaking of the particulars of the trip to Cl 


I can not give his name, 


ri 


ou to go on that occasion to Cin- 


) icinnati Your going 
down to Cincinnati—your going down there at midnight and taking the train.— 
A. I have stated, information of such a character as was convincing to me indi 
cated to me that, knowing and being able to recognize Mr. Hi ibeck, I fol- 





lowed him to Cincinnati to observe what he done, and if he said anything to 
anyone and, if possible, ascertain if anyone sent any communications to him and 
to find out what they were. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) As I understand it, you didn’t know at the time you w 
watching him at the Neil House just where he was going to land from the Ni 
House?—A. Yes, sir. E 


Q. (The CHarn.) And he went directly to the depot, as you indicated?—A 
Yes, sir, . 

Q. He got on this train, No. 877—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you followed him to Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 


And thereupon the witness was excused, but ordered to hold himself in read 
ness should the committee desire to examine him further and hold hi 
readiness to respond to the call of the committee. 


Thomas H. Miller, recalled, testified as follows: 
By Mr. Lone: 


Q. We recall you to know whether there were any telephonic messages passit 
between Columbus and Cincinnati, either direction, between Major Dick or M 
Rathbone, or H. H. Hollenbeck, or General Boyce, that you heard that you haven t 
detailed to the committee, and if so, please to tell us what you heard.—A,. at 
about 6.45 on the evening of January 8 I was instructed to take the telepho 
and overhear the conversation that was going on. I went into the telephone of 
the office of the hotel and overheard the following conversation: ‘ Hello, Ex 
change, I want 1092, Columbus, Ohio. I want to speak to Major Rathl« 

* Who is it wants to speak to Major Kathbone?" ‘This is Gen. H. H. Boyce, | 
don't use my name at Columbus; just say the gentleman at the Gibson Hou 
I then handed the telephone over to Miss Hattie Jacobs. 

Q. When you heard that conversation over the phone, what did you do, if a: 
thing else, besides handing the telephone receiver over to Miss Jacobs?—A. I put 
this down on a slip of paper and handed it to her. 

Q. Put what down on a slip of paper?—A, The statement that he had called for 
1092, Columbus, Ohio, and wanted to speak to Major Rathbone. 

_Q. This wassomebody speaking from the telephone here at Cincinnati?—A. Yes, 
sir. 
Q. What telephone?—A. It must have been the one connected with the on 
the main office, because I couldn't overhear any conversation unless it was that 

telephone. 

Q. You were immediately back of the key box in the office in the Gibson 
House?—A. Yes. 

Q. Would you be able to identify the paper on which you wrote the name of 
the Major and the number of the box or telephone’—A, Yes; I know my hand 
writing. 

Q, I hand you here a sheet of the Gibson House paper with letter head, either 
in lithograph or plate of some kind, designating the Gibson House, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, upon which is written in pencil the figures 1092, Cols., O., Major Rathbone, 
General Boyce. I will ask you, if you can, to identify that paper, stating who is 
it who made those entries?—A. That ismy handwriting and I made it 

% Are those the entries that you made that you speak of after hearing 1002 
called up at Columbus when you were at the ’phone, as you have immediately 
heretofore detailed?—A, Yes. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. Stenographer, we introduce thi 

The Cuarr. Cols. means what? 

A. Columbus, Ohio; abbreviation 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you had two detectives in your employ 
shadowing those men, Boyce and Hollenbeck? 

A. There were four men engaged in the case, three besides myself; 
all the time were engaged in shadowing each of them. 

Q. Were you the managing actor in the matter?—A. Yes; they 
my instruction. 

Q. Did they report to yon?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In what manner did they report to you?—A., I had them write their reports 
out in the evening before going home, or, rather, mostly in the morning carly, as 
rather late in the night—they get back 1 or 2 in the morning. 

Q. You have stated something about one or two men following Boyce 
Holl: nbeck to Columbus. Who were those men?—A. Mr. Schlessinger followed 
Hollenbeck to Columbus, I followed Boyce myself. 

Q. Then you knew something about that yourself?—A. Yes, 

Q. I had supposed that it was one of your men instead of you that Mr. Bli 
referred to. Now, beginning with where you left off with your testimony the 
other day, state to us all the facts and circumstances surrounding your following 
Boyce to Columbus.—A. You don’t want my statement regarding Boyce dow 
here? 

Q. Yes; we want the whole thing. / 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Haven’t you given that?—A. I have not given anything except 
the telephone conversations I heard, except the going to Vorheis and Miller's, IL 
was around—— 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Were you one of those?—A. I was one of them, 

The CHAIRMAN. Start in and state your conduct in following Boyce and ascer- 
taining what he was doing. You say that you have some reports?—A, ; 

Q. (Mr. RopEertson.) Have you them here?—A. I have them with me; yes, sir. 

Q. Your name is T. H. Miller?—A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. I will ask you whether or not this is a report of yours [showing paper to 
witness}, the paper which I hand you?—A. Yes, sir. : 

Q. Does that contain a statement of the facts? [Referring to typewritten man- 
uscript in the hands of witness.]}—A. This is a transcript from my own hand- 
writing. 
qt: Read your original notes, beginning with the beginning of the case and 
following it up.—A. This report is made to J. Bliss, who caperes me. Thef 
lowing is report of self and operatives in Boyce and Hollenbeck: Shadow for 
January 8. To-day at 8 a.m. was instructed to place two men to shadow Gen 
eral Boyce and two to shadow Hollenbeck. Both were pointed out to me 1 


x 


nd mark it Exhibit R. 
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two of 1 


all acted under 


and 
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Cetailed operatives EF. 8. and N. A. to shadow Boyce, and operative C. A. and 
self took Hollenbeck Report of T. H. M.: . 

* Hollenbeck left the hotel about 9.30 a. m., and operative C. A. and self-shad- 
owed him: he went south on Walnut to Fourth, west to Vine street, and into 
Fifth National Bank; then came out and went around corner into Union Savings 
Bank and Trust Company (Schmidlapp’s bank), stayed ten minutes, then returned 
to Gibson (Schmidlapp was notin). In a short time again left the Gibson; went 
back to Schmidlapp's bank. He went out the rear door of bank with the cashier, 
Mr. Koehler, through Baker alley to Race, south to Third, and into Vorheis, 
Miller & Co.'s, where, through the window, I saw Koehler introduce Hollenbeck 
to Vorheis, one of the citizens’ committee. Koehler leftand Hollenbeck remained 
about twenty-five minutes, then returned to the sayings bank and remained 
about fifteen minutes, and then returned to hotel.” 

i then turned Hollenbeck over to operatives N. A. and C. A. and took up 
Boyce. 

«. (Mr. Lone.) Please state who C. A. and N,. A. and E. 8. are.—A. E. 8. is 
Edward Schlessinger, N. A. is N. Archinbault, and C. A. Charles Armstrong— 
operatives in my employ. 

“Boyce remained around hotel; I was notified to watch for John C. Otis, who 
would call on Boyce; Otis came into hotel at 3.30 p. m. and went up the elevator 
and did not come down until 6.40 p. m.; while Otis was up there Hollenbeck 
called up Boyce on telephone and I took down the conversation, which was as 
follows: Hollenbeck to Boyce—‘Am at Union Central Station; going to leave 
soon for headquarters; to make sure, destroy all traces of letter I gave you.” 
Boyce to H.— I have O. he you know who I mean, Otis. He says neither 
Droste nor Lane will vote for HANNA. This will make us one short, as we 
counted on them. Droste will nominate Gerrard, and he is now trying to make 
Mason put him on good committees. Iam holding Otis here, and think I can 
get something on him. Will hold him all evening if possible.” 

Otis came into hotel again at 9 o0’clock p. m.; shook hands with Boyce, standing 
near telephone, and they left and went to Emery Hotel and went up in elevator; 
some time afterwards I went into hotel and noticed Otis readin per; shortly 
after Boyce and Tom Campbell came down in elevator and Otis joined them and 
they went into bar; came out, shook hands, and Boyce left, returning to hotel at 
10.0 p. m., and shortly got key to room and went upstairs; I remained around 
hotel until 3a. m., and not seeing anything more retired; I detailed operative 
E. S. to take Hollenbeck to Columbus and report to Allen O. Myers, 

Report of T. H. M.—— 

The CuarmMan. To take Hollenbeck; what do you mean by that?—A. Toshadow 
him is what we mean. 

Q. As a detective’s phrase?—A. Yes. 

* To-day at 6.30 a.m. was at the Gibson House, with instructions toshadow Boyce 
to Columbus; Boyce left the hotel about 8.30 a. m., after breakfast; his satchels 
were put in a cab; he walked around to Emery Hotel; cab followed; went into 
hotel; came right out and got into cab; I followed in another; drove to Grand 
Central Depot, purchased ticket and boarded 9 a.m. Big Four train; was very 
impatient; looked through train and stood on —— watching until train 
pulled out; took seat in parlor car; I in smoking department of same car; talked 
with but one person, a tall, fine-looking, well-dressed man, gray hair and mus- 
tache; on arrival at Columbus, at 12.30 p.m., he went into depot and to tele- 
graph office; received and sent a message; then came out and got into cab; I 
followed in another, keeping well to the rear; cab drove to Fifth and Broad, 
where a two-horse carriage was standing; transferred his satchels and got into 
carriage and drove rapidly ore: we followed, and his driver kept looking back; 
he drove away out to end of the city, up one street and down another, at full 
speed; we kept in sight for an hour, until our cab horse gave out, and they soon 

istanced us, 

“I then reported to O. Myers, and was instructed to locate hackman and find 
out where he stopped Boyce; I learned that the hackman was Charles Stikes, and 
drove for the Columbus Cab Company; after searching all afternoon I found 
Stikes, and learned from him that at noon a man came from the Neil House and 
engaged him, and instructed him to drive to Fifth and Broad and wait there, the 
man getting into the carriage; when Boyce came in the cab he changed from 
the cab to the carriage, and told the driver to watch and see if they were fol- 
lowed, and if so to tell him; after driving a while, he, the driver, of course saw 
our cab and told Boyce, and was instructed to drive fast and lose us, which he 
did; after losing us was told to drive to depot; the man who had e ed the 
hack got out back of the statehouse, and he then drove Boyce to the depot and 
left him there; Boyce did not go near the Neil; I reported the information to Mr. 
Bliss and was instructed to remain in Columbus for further instructions.” 

This is my report in detail. 

Q. Have you any pres of any of your operatives?—A. Ihave the report of E. 8. 
there in my office at the corner. 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN?) As I understand the sergeant-at-arms has not arrived 
there. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: 


Q. Can't you send your man over there?—A. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The sergeant-at-arms has been working hard serving subpoenas; 
will not attend to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. As I understand, this report goes in as an exhibit? 

The CHAIRMAN. These will be marked “* Exhibit RR.” 

The Wrtness. Will these be returned tome? They are my office reports. I made 
copies—other copies. 

The CHAIRMAN, These copies are exact copies?—A. I suppose so. 

Mr. Lona. I propose that the notes be copied by the stenographer and read in 
the presence of the committee and verified, and we will see that they are veri- 
fied, and then they can be returned to you. 

By Mr. Frsck: 

Q. Do you want the same privilege for your operatives?—A. E. S., I think, has 
notes of report which I think he will be willing to turn over to you. I think it 
is the most important. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you say this report is correct in detail as a report? 

A. Yes; to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Q. Have you any knowledge of the affairs?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did you find the name of the driver?—A. From the cabman I had. 

Q. What was his name?—A. I didn’t ask him his name; I suppose that both 
drove for the same company. 

Mr. Lone. Just mark these for the sake of identification, as the chairman in- 
structed you, Mr. Allensworth, R. R. 


. And thereupon Albert Byron Vorheis was called as a witness, and testified as 
ollows: 

Mr. Vornets. I would like to state, Mr. Chairman, that I don’t know anything 
in this matter that would incriminate myself, and I take the same position that 
Mr. Dougherty does, as I have grave doubts as to the jurisdiction of this commit- 
tee, and I don’t intend to answer any questions, and therefore decline to be 
sworn, 


By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Let me see, so that we can have the record clear—what is your full name?— 
A. Albert Byron Vorheis. 3 
Q. How do you spell your last name’—A. V-o-r-h-e-i-s. I would like to state, 
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Mr. Chairman, not out of any want of respect to any members of this committee 
since I see one of my most intimate neighbors here [witness referring to Mr. 
Robertson}, and while I have perfect respect for the others that I know by repu- 
tation, I want it understood that it is not on the ground of disrespect-—— ~ 

Q. There are one or two questions not very material to the record, and those 
are these that I will submit to you, and ascertain whether you refuse to answer 
those. Your age?—A. I am 54. 

Q. Your business?—A. Head of the house of Vorheis, Miller & Co. 

Q. And their business is what?—A. Manufacturing wholesale clothing. 

Q. You are one of the directors of the Union Savings Bank and Trust Com- 
pany?—A. Yes; I am one of the directors of the Union Savings Bank and Trust 
Company, and also director of the German National Bank, and several other 
institutions here. 

Q. Which bank is known as Schmidlapp’s bank? Which one is that?—A, I 
didn’t know that there was any bank known as his bank. He is the president of 
the Union Savings Bank and Trust Company. 

Q. Have you any other official position in the Union Savings Bank and Trust 
Company?—A. I am the first vice-president. 

Q. So that the record may be in proper condition, I will ask you whether you 
know H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. And this is done by the advice of your attorney?—A. No; I will not say it 
has. In fact, I went to see my attorney last night. He is out of town, I find.” 


Q. Have you taken advice from any attorneys here that have been, or happen 
to be, present in the room?—A. No, sir. 
You refuse to answer all, or at the request of any person?—A. None whatever, 
. Under advice of anyone?—A, Yes, sir. 
Who?—A. My attorney. 
. Who is your attorney?—A. In this case I consulted Mr. Warrington. 


Q. 
Q. 
Q ; 

Q. Of Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And when, Mr. Vorheis, when did you consult him?—A. Yesterday. 

Q. You had been subpcenaed yesterday?—A. I found a subpcena when I ceme 
home that day. 

Q. Mr. Warrington lives in Avondale, does he?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you have any consultation with any other parties other than Mr. War- 
rington?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You know Mr. M. A. Hanna, I take it, Mr. Vorheis?—A. I met him once or 
twice. 

Q. Do you know Major Dick?—A. Met him once or twice. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Major Rathbone?—A. I am not, sir. 

Q. H. H. Hollenbeck, are you acquainted with him?—A. I tell you I decline to 
state. 

— yao anawer to that question would not in any way incriminate you?—A, 
vot at all. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not you met Mr. H. H. Hollenbeck in Cincinnati 
on or about January 8, 18987—A. I decline to answer that. 

. Q. a answer would not incriminate you?—A. No; nor anyone else that I 
now ot, 
. Did you ever meet Mr. Boyce—Gen. H. H. Boyce?—A. Never, to my knowl- 
edge. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not you personally, or representing anybody else, 
received a communication from Columbus in the shape of a letter or a note on or 
about January 7, 18987—A. That I shall decline to answer. 

Q. That answer would not incriminate you in any way?—A. Not at all, sir. 

Q. I will ask you whether that note was for the purpose of procuring from the 
bank of which you are vice-president a certain amount of money or credit?—A. 
What note or letter? I decline to answer that I ever received any. 

Q. Of course, after declining to answer receiving any, of course you decline to 
answer as to itscontents? I take that to be true.—A. I decline to answer whether 
I have seen a note. 

Q. You also refuse to state the contents of the letter if you received one?—A. I 
refuse to answer whether or not I have seen one. 

Q. Where was Mr. Schmidlapp on the 7th or 8th of January?—A. Well, really, I 
I don’t believe I could answer that. 

Q. He is out of the city now?—A. Yes, sir; I don’t remember the dates you refer 
to—I can’t state. 

Q. January 7 and 8.—A. I think that he wasin Louisville about that time; 
he was in Louisville the early part of the month. 
> Do you know whether he was in St. Louis on or about that date?—A. No, sir; 

on't. 5 

Q. Do you know where he is now?—A. No, sir; I don’t, I know where he 
started for. 

Q. Where did he start for?—A. Mexico. 

Q. He started on Saturday, did he not?—A. No, sir. 

Q. When did he start?—A. He left last Tuesday. 

Q. He has not been in Cincinnati since?—A. No, sir; he has been contempla- 
ting going away by the advice of the doctor, if I remember, and I was taken very 
ill myself the 7 after Christmas with a severe attack of ee. It was my 
doctor's advice that if I didn’t get better by a certain time that I should go south, 
and Mr. Schmidlapp was also advised by his physician to go away. As soon as it 
was determined that I need not leave he immediately went. 

Q. Now, was Mr. Koehler at your bank, or at the bank of which you are vice- 
president, on the 7th or 8th of January, 18987—A. Well, if these are week days, 
yes; Mr. Koehler is there every day. 

Q. I will ask you whether or not you had any conversation with Mr. Koehler 
as to furnishing credit or paying money to one Hollenbeck?—A. I shall decline 
to answer for the same reason. 

Q. That answer would not in any way criminate you?—A. Not at all, sir. 

Q. When last did you see Major Dick, Major CHARLEs W. Dick?—A. I think 
last June. I don’t remember that I have seen him since then. No; I may have 
seen him—may haye seen him in December in Cleveland. I saw a number of 
gentlemen there, and I think Mr. Dick wasthere. Yes; I saw him in December. 

Q. You have been somewhat interested in politics in Cincinnati, Mr. Vorheis’— 
A. I don’t know what you call interest. Iam a Republican, and have taken a 
great interest in affairs in Hamilton County last spring and fall. 

. You were interested in the election of M. A. HANNAT—A. Yes, sir; and the 
fall before in the election of Mr. McKinley. That is the only time I have taken 
any interest. 

. Judge Robertson is a neighbor of yours?—A. Yes; we ride to town together 
almost every day when he is here.* 

Q. Mr. Vorheis, I will ask you whether or not, in Hamilton County, you were 
one of the committee of twelve that selected the legislative ticket that was 
favorable to HANNA in the last election?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That was the advisory committee of Mr. HANNA of which you were one of 
the members?—A. I beg your on; it wasn’t anything of the kind, I think if 
Mr. Hanna had been advised he would have advised it out. . 

Q. Well, this committee of which rr are a member had something to do with 
the selection of the legislative candidates?—A. Yes, we did; we selected all of 
them—the whole county and State—the whole ticket. It didn’t go through, 
though, but we selected them. 

Q. Well, who were the other members of that committee, do you remember?— 
A. Carew, H. Harper, Lincoln Y. Graydon, Schmidlapp, Swain, Dr. C. . 
Henry C. , and Vorheis. There were twelve g men, and they were all 
straight men. 

Q. All Republicans?—A. I hope they were, 
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Q. Did any communication pass between you and Major Dick between Decem- 


ber, 1897, and January, 1898?—A. I decline to answer that question. 

Q. Your answer would not in any way tend to criminate you?—A. No, sir, nor 
anyone else. ‘ 

Q. That is, you think it wouldn’t?—A. I have stated I wouldn’t answer the 
— fact is, I never received a communication from Major Dick in my 

ile, 

Q. I will ask you whether or not Mr. Koehler or Mr. Hollenbeck had any con- 
versation with you here in Cincinnati on January 8, 18987—A. I shall decline to 
answer that. 

Q. Thatanswer would not tend to criminate you?—A. No, sir. 

@ I will ask you, so as to put the record straight, as to whether Mr. Koehler 
or Mr. H. H. Hollenbeck came to your place of business January 7 or 8—January, 
1898?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. That answer would not incriminate you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Where is your place of business?—A. Northwest corner of Third and Race 
streets. 

Q. And where is this Union Savings Bank and Trust Company?—A. It is in the 
Chamber of Commerce on Vine street. 

Q. Whereabouts on Vine street?—A. It is in the southeast corner of the Cham- 
ber on Vine street—the southeast corner of the Chamber; in the Chamber of 
Commerce on the southwest corner of Vine and Fourth streets. 

Q. What direction is your place of business from the Chamber of Commerce 
building?—A. Well, it would be southwest. 

Q. Where is Baker alley with reference to the Union Savings Bank aud Trust 
Company?—A. Baker alley—the south end of the Chamber of Commerce fronts 
on Baker alley or Baker street; it is a street. 

Q. Baker alley runs from Vine to Race?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. Finck.) Mr. Vorheis, while you don’t say so in as many words, yet I 
take it that you decline to be sworn and give testimony to this committee in this 
investigation.—A. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarr (continuing), Your statement has been made without taking the 
oath?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And your statements are true, nevertheless, are they not?—A. They are. 

Q. (Mr. ROBERTSON.) Mr. Vorheis, did Mr. Hollenbeck come to you for an 
order on your bank for $20,000, or letter of credit for $20,000, or any other sum of 
money, or did he carry away from your bank a certain sum of money—any 
sum?—A. I shall decline to answer that. 

Q. If such an order was—or letter was—ever presented to your bank, was that 
from M. A. HANNA?—A. I shall decline to answer that. 

Q. You would have a record of these transactions in your bank?—A, Yes, sir; 
unquestionably. 

Q. Now, in the absence from the bank of Mr. Schmidlapp, matters of that char- 
acter would be submitted to you?—A. Certain class of transactions would be 
submitted to me; everything done in our bank in the way of finance is done by 
an executive board. of which two of your neighbors—friends, besides yourself— 
Mr. Allen and Mr. Koehler and Armstrong are members, 

And thereupon witness was excused. 

And thereupon Rudolph A. Koehler was called as a witness, but refused to be 
qualified. 

The WITNEss. I decline to be sworn. 

Questions by the CHAIRMAN: 
Q. You don’t care to be sworn?—A. No. 
Q. You have no conscientious scruples about being sworn?—A. No; I have not. 


Q. You have been sworn before?—A. Yes. 
Q. I want your full name.—A. Rudolph A. Koehler. 


Q. You reside in Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your age?—A. Forty-eight. 

@ Your business?—A. I am secretary and treasurer of the Union Savings Bank 
and Trust Company. 

Q. You have been with the bank how long?—A. Since ’90. 

Q. I will ask you, Mr. Koehler, as to whether or not, on January 7 or 8, Mr. 
Schmidlapp was in the city of Cincinnati?—A. I don’t recall the date, but Mr. 
Schmidlapp was out of Cincinnati about that time. 

Q. Do you know where?—A. Yes; in Louisville. 

Q. As we understand it, he is now out of the city?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Probably on his way, is he not, to Mexico?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On the 7th and 8th of January, 1898, you were in the city of Cincinnati?—A. 
2s, sir. 

Q. You were at the bank, were you?—A. Yes. 

Q. I will ask ae whether or not you saw Mr. Vorheis, the vice-president of 
our bank, on that day?—A. Yes, I saw him. 

Q. Where did you see him?—A. At our office. 

Q. That is, at the office of the banking institution?—A. Yes. 

Q. Was that the only place you saw him?—A. I decline to answer that. 
; Q. Your answer to that would not incriminate or disgrace you?—A. Not in the 
east. 

Q. Are you endeavoring in some way to shield somebody?—A. No. 

Q. Has anyone requested you to decline to answer?—A. No. 

Q. Have you consulted with anyone with reference to it?—A. Yes. 

Q. With whom?—A. Mr. Vorheis. 

Q. You were somewhat interested in the recent Senatorial campaign?—A. Not 
at all. 

Q. Your declining to answer is simply based upon the request of Mr. Vorheis?— 
A. Well, no. I doubt the jurisdiction of this committee here. 

Q. You are not a lawyer’—A. No. 

Q. Your doubt is predicated on what Mr. Vorheis told you?—A, No; not alone. 

Q. What does jurisdiction mean?—A. Jurisdiction means that you don’t have 
the right. , 

Q. Jurisdiction means that we don’t have the right?—A. Yes. 

Q. That is the reason upon which you predicate your doubt?—A. Yes. 

Q. Who gave you that definition of jurisdiction?—A. I, myself. 

Q. Did you ever have any jurisdictional questions trouble you before?—A. No. 

Q. That fact that you want to secrete the truth about this matter is not the fact 
upon which you base your judgment upon jurisdiction?—A. Not at all, 

Q. Do you know H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. That is where the jurisdiction comes in?—A, Yes. 

Q. Well, there is some evidence to show that Mr. Hollenbeck was interested in 
the Senatorial campaign; that he is a man that lives up near Chardon, Ohio. 
Don’t you want the people to know if you know such a man?—A, I don’t care. 

Q. Well, come on and tell us all about it.—A. Well, I can’t tell you anything 
about it. 

Q. Tell us all about how much money Hollenbeck got from this bank, won’t 
you? Please do so.—A. Nothing that I shall tell you, You put the question. 

Q. You know Mr. H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. That is where you test the jurisdiction?—A. Yes. 
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Q. You are a married man?—A. Yes. 

Q. Have you any children?—A. Yes. . 

Q. You don’t question the jurisdiction about that?—A. No. 

Q. Brother-intaw of Mr. Schmidlapp?—A. Yes, sir. is 
Q. Interested in any other banking institution in the city of Cincinnati?— 


. No. / 
Q. Where do you live; what street?—A. Park avenue, Walnut Hills. 
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Q. How long have you been a married man 
Q. You don’t question the 


A. Nine 


years 


jurisdiction of this committee to answ 

A. No 

Q. Won't you please tell us about Hollenbeck?—A. I can’t do that, 

Q. That is where the jurisdiction comes in?—A. Yes 

Q. Well, there is a gentleman's name mentioned here whom the peop! | 
Gen. Henry Harrison Boyce. Do you know him?—A. No, 

Q. You don’t know him?’—A. No 

Q. Never saw him?—A,. Not that I know of 

Q. You don't object to answering that question, do you?—A. No 

Q. Jurisdiction does not come in there this time. That is not a jurisdictional 
~ stion according to your legal understanding?—A. No; but I decline to answer 
these questions. 

Q. But because that does not touch the jurisdiction question that troubles your 
mind?—A. It doesn’t trouble anything in my mind ; 

Q. You are a little bit afraid of that jurisdiction A. Nota bit. 

Q. You are a constitutional lawyer?’—A. No, sir 


Q. Do you have any constitutional ailments which prevent 4 


; " u from answer 
ing questions because of jurisdiction’—A. No 

Q. Now, did you ever see H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I decline to answer 

Q. That is the jurisdictional trouble you have got at you again. Did you go 
out of the rear door of the bank with him January 7 or 8, 1898, and go down 
Baker alley, or Baker street?—A. I decline to answer that 

Q. That is where the jurisdictional question comes in again?—A. Yes 

Q. Now, come on and tell us.—A. Ask me what you want to know 

Q. I want to know all about your association with Hollenbeck. He lives up 
there in the section of the country I come from 


e I want to know all about your 
going down Baker alley, or Baker street, with him. Won't you tell 


him?—A. About going down the street with him? If you know 
do you ask me? f 
Q. Did you go down the street with him?—A. I tell you I decline to answe 
Q. There was a letter left with you by Mr. Hollenbeck on January 7 or 8 
Schmidlapp, wasn’t there?—A. I decline to answer that : 
Q. That is where the jurisdiction troubles you again, 
incriminate you?—A. No. 
Q. Of course you are not attempting to keep anything away from this inv: 
gating committee?—A. Not that they are entitled to 
Q. But you are a little particular about that question of jurisdiction 


us about 


anything why 


for Mr 


That answer would 1 


you—on certain things?—A. I answer what I think you have jurisdiction to 
inquire of; yes. 

Q. You told us all about your family?—A. Certainly, if it interests you. 

Q. I want to know something about Hollenbeck that interests me, too; what 


kind of a looking fellow was he?—A. 1 decline to answer 

Q. That would not incriminate you?—A. No, 

Q. Now, you haven’t been sworn?—A, No. 

Q. Who told you not to be sworn?—A. I decline on my own acco 

Q. Didn’t anyone suggest it?—A. No. 

Q. Talked it over with anyone?—A. With Mr. Vorheis. 

Q. Now, things you have told are the truth?—A. True, perfectly true 

Q. How long have you lived in the city of Cincinnati’—A. Since th« 
of 1884. 

Q. No secret about that?—A. Not at all. 

Q. No question of jurisdiction about that?—A. No, 

By Mr. Lona: 


Q. Mr. Koeler, did Mr, Hollenbeck or any other individual, with a letter to Mr. 
Schmidlapp, apply to your bank for any money or any credit?—A. I decline to 
answer. 

Q. On or about the Sth day of January, 18987—A. I decline to answer. 

Q. That answer would not incriminate you?—A, Not at all. 

Q. Nor tend to disgrace you?—A. Not at all. 

Q. Were any funds made application for by Mr. H, H. Hollenbeck on the &¢ 
day of January, 1898’—A. I decline to answer that. 

Q. That answer would not criminate or disgrace you in any way 
the least. 

Q. (The Chairman continuing.) Did you go to Vorheis, Miller & Co.'s place of 
business on January 7 or 8, 1898?—A. I decline to answer that. 
Q. Well, what is troubling you now—jurisdiction’?—A. 

because I don’t want to answer it. 

Q. That is the only reason’?—A. Yes. 

Q. Why don’t you want to answer? 
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A. Not 


in 


I have told why 


A. Because I don't want to. 


Q. What reason have you for that?—A. I told you 

Q. That jurisdictional question’?—A, You have no right to put these questions 
to me and get an answer. 

Q. Jurisdiction is the trouble?—A. ‘res 

Q. Did you go over with Hollenbeck and introduce him to Mr. Vorheis?—A, I 


decline to answer that. 

Q. Some more jurisdiction?—A. Yes; some more 

Q. You didn’t lay awake last night and think about that jurisdictional ques- 
tion?—A. Not at all. 

And thereupon the witness was excused 

The committee then took a recess until 2 o’clock p. m., same day. 


AFTERNOON SESSION, 
JANUARY 24, 1898—2 p.m, 
And thereupon E, SCHLESINGER, called as a witness and being duly sworn, tes- 
tified as follows: 
Examined by Mr. Lone 
Q. Please give the stenographer your name in full.—A. Edward Schlesinger. 


Q. What is your age and place of residence?—A. I am 49 years of age and live 
in the city of Cincinnati. 

Q. What is your occupation?—A. Assistant superintendent of the Miller Detect 
ive Agency. 

Q. Do you do detective work yourself?—A. I do, sir 

Q. What was your occupation on January 7, 8, and 9 and 10, 11, and 12, of 
1898?—A. I was still in the employ of the Miller Detective Agency as a detecti 

Q. I will ask you whether you did, in the city of Cincinnati or elsewhere, in 
connection with the presence in that city, or in Columbus, of one H. H. Hollen 
beck or H.H. Boyce, or both of them, do any work, and if so, to detail what you 
did.—A. I did, on the Sth of January, 1898 

Q. Have you a record of the work you did?—A. I have, sir. 

Q. In looking after these two gentlemen?—A. I have, sir 

Q. I wish you would produce it,—A. The original or the copy? 

Q. Original.—A. I have the memorandum of the original, from which I after- 
wards copied the full report. 

Q. We want to see the full report.—A. The memorandum is as full as the rv 
port, and made in the office in Columbus on Sunday, the 9th. 

Q. Where is the full report?—A. Ihaveit. It is in my pocket. \¥ a 
to read this [producing paper}? 

Q. Yes.—A. This is my memorandum, which I always keep in all « : 

Q. I understand the office of your detective agency is her t yo— A, 
Yes, sir. 

Q. You have no Columbus office?—A. No, sir; we have no Columbus office. I 
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wrote this at Columbus, Obio, the following morning, following the 8th, which 
was the 9th: “Columbus, Ohio, January 9. By request of Superintendent Miller 
I took up shadow of Mr. Boyce, stopping at the Gibson House. The party went 
into the dining room shortly after 8 o'clock a.m. Coming out of the dining 
room, he left the hotel at about 9.25 a, m., walked up Walnut street to Fifth, then 
east, and entered W. Il. Theis’s hat store, southwest corner of Fifth and Main; 
remained in the store about fifteen minutes, and walked directly back to the Gibson 
Hiouse. As soon as he entered he walked directly back to the elevator. As he 
did so a man pointed out to me by Mr, Dunbar asa Mr. Hollenbeck got up from 
his seat and also went to the elevator. 

‘ Both Boyce and Hollenbeck went up in the elevator atthe sametime. A little 
later Hollenbeck came down again in the elevator and went to the check room, 
got his overcoat, and left the hotel, two a following him, ad Nd came 
down in the elevator atlla,m.; remained abouthotellobby. Shortly afterwards 
Hollenbeck returned to the hotel, after which both again went upstairs, but this 
time they did not take elevator the same time, Boyce going up first, and a few 
minutes later Hollenbeck went up. All ame © day, while about the hotel 
lobby, these two men never connected or spoke to oneanother. They passed one 
another asstrangers. Holienbeck soon came downstairs and left the hotel (12.15), 
with operatives ic lowing him, and all returned”—~ 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Who?—A. Well, the operatives and Mr. Boyce and Hollen- 
beck. (Again to the hotel, at 12.45 p.m.) 
12.40 p. m. and left the hotel, 
Gibson House. He remained 
Fourth and Walnut, crossed the street to northeast corner, s a moment, 
and then went to Stuckenberger’s gents’ f store on Walnut between 
Fourth and Fifth streets. Here he remained quite a while, but finally came out 
and entered the trunk and satchel store of Springmeyer’s, a few doors north. 

*‘ Here he again remained a short time, and when he came out he walked directly 
back to the Gibson House, and at 1.25 p. m. Boyce entered the ordinary dining 
room. During his moves while out Superintendent T. H. Miller and myself kept 
constant shadow of him. While Boyce was in to dinner I saw Hollenbeck come 
down in elevator again. I was informed that he had been ppstaiss and used the 
long-distance telephone in Mr. Dunbar’s private office. Hollenbeck also went in 
to dinner, but soon after he went in ce came out. This was just 2 p. m. 
While he was standing in the lobby (1 mean in the hotel lobby) he was 
approached by a news; aa reporter.” 

Q. (Mr. Rosaasson) yho?—A. Boyce; newspaper rter, I think, of the 
Times-Star, but I have since learned was Mr. Kineaid, I , of the Enquirer. 
“They both talked for quite a while; finally parted. Boyce went to the hotel news 
stand and tried to buy a , but I don’t think the afternoon edition was at 
the stand at that time. So Boyce left the hoteland walked up to Fifth and Walnut 
streets, where he bought a ofanewsboy. He returned to the 
hotel, then went to the Western Union T stand and sent off a telegram, 
after which he again took the elevator and went upstairs, When Hollenbeck 
came out of the dining room he took a seat at the south side of the hotel lobby, 
where he remained until Representative Otis came in the hotel. It was just 3.20 
p. m. when Otis took elevator for u rs. About4 p.m. Hollenbeck walked up 
to the hotel clerk, Seeger, and asked about train times for the eyening, but at 
4.10 p. m. he got his overcoat and small brown satchel and left the hotel, with 
operatives following. 

At 4.50 p. m. Boyce came down on elevator and, in an excited manner,walked 
up to the hotel clerk and ere someorder, and immediately returned in a hurry 
to the elevator and went back upstairs. At 5 p.m. —_ ntendent T. H. Miller 
informed me that Hollenbeck was at the Union Central Depot, and instructed me 
to go there at once and follow him off on ~~ train he ay. take and to what 
point he may go. I at once took ear for the depot. When I got there I saw the 
operatives, who informed me that Hollenbeck was sitting in the lower waiting 
room. I instructed Operative N. A. to watch and see when H. would buy a 
ticket, and then find out from agent to what point the ticket was to. About 6 

.m. Operative N. A. informed me that he had bought a ticket over the Big 

‘our to Columbus, Ohio.” 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Who was operative N. A.?—-A. N. Archimbault, an operative of 
our station. “I sent in and gots ticket over the same line to the same point. 
At 6.20 p. m. I saw Hollenbec pe the ticket gates to the Big Four train. I 
followed, and as train pulled out at 6.30 p. m. I } on same train. Hollen- 
beck was in lastcar of the train (the “). and was sitting in the third seat to 
the right of the front entrance of the car. He never moved until train reached 
Columbus at 10 o’clock p. m. ee had left the car and he made no move 
to get up but after all that wan to get off had out he also got out on 
left. After be got out of the car I got out also followed him upstairs. He 
didn’t leave the depot with the crowd, but leisurely walked to the waiting room, 
which was entirely empty outside of employees. 

He walked back ¢o the whole length and entered the water-closet department, 
and I was satisfied that this act was simply a test to see if anyone was following 
him; but I let him go without me following, for I found out that there was no 
outlet toa street from that part of the depot. He rae out and left by 
the High street entrance. He then walked south on High street to Broad; then 
went east on Broad. I shadowed him on opposite side of the street, and as the 
street was very dark I had to keep well up with him. After he walked several 
blocks he crossed over to side I was on came right on past me. 

I had my handkerchief to my face, blowing my nose, as he me, and as it 
was very dark I am satisfied that he did not recognize me. 1 walked righton for 
half a block, then crossed over to the north side of the street and retraced my 
steps to follow Hollenbeck. I had to walk fast to get up to him, but before I got 
a biock he again crossed over to my side and stila minute. Ashe did soI 
walked to the entrance of a residence and remained there until he moved on 
again. As he did, I again followed him. He then walked to High street, crossed 
it, then to the Neil House ladies’ entrance, where he went in; but as soon as he 
got in he turned his face to the door and then cooly remained looking out to the 
street for about five minutes. I was across the street behind a cab. 

All at once he turned like a flash, walked back, and disappeared th ha 
door. I rushed across the street and liked to got drowned by water from the hose 
in the hands of those men throwing in—cleaning the street—but I got to the 
hotel in time to see him go up the elevator. The gates at hotel lobby were closed 
when I got to it, but the door from the ladies’ entrance, the elevator, that just 
closed as I got there. It was impossible for me to get up in the elevator with him. 
He is a foxy guy, and gave a three-fourths of an hear chase before he went to the 
hotel. It was just 10.45 when he got there. Seeing I done all that could be done 
T took car for the Southern Hotel. I saw Jim Allison, reporter for the Enquirer, and 
sent him in the banquet room to tell Mr. Allen O, Myers that I wanted see him, 
Allison brought me out inelosed note from Mr. Myers, and we went to Mr. Chas. 
Kurtz's room, where I reported to that gentleman of my actions of the shadow of 
the day.” 

a Is ann the shadow work you did in connection with Hollenbeck and 

»yce?—A. Yes. . 

Q. That is not-only a full, but a truthful statement?—A. It is, sir. 

a Of following these gentlemen in your capacity as detective?—A. Yes, sir; it 
sir. 

Q. Do you know pay thing, else at all about these gentlemen in their visits 
down here or up there?—A. Nothing but what is there. If you desire I can give 

you a full description. 

Q. (Mr. Rospertson.) If the committee desires you can give a full description 
of the two gentlemen as to their dress and appearance?—A. Yes. 


“Boyee came down to the lobby at 
oing to the shoe store a few doors south of the 
nm there a short time; coming - he went to 
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Mr. Lona, Will you let the stenographer introduce that as Exhibit §. s. to 
make a copy of it, when it will be returned to you? 
A. So it will be returned to the agency. 


And thereupon Napoleon X. Archambault, being first duly sworn, took the 
stand and testified as follows; 


Examination conducted by Mr. Lone: 
. Will zon please give us your name?—A. Archambault. 
. Napoleon X.?—Yes, sir. 
. Whatis your age?—A. Forty-eight. 
. Place of residence?—A. 616 Vine street. 
. What is your work?—A, An operative of the Miller Detective Agency. 
. You are an employee of the agency; are designated operatives?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was your occupation January 9, 10, 11, 1898?—A. On the 7th I don’t 
believe I did anything for the agency, but on the 8th and 9th I was a shadow for 
Messrs. Hollenbeck and Boyce. 

Q. Under your employment with the agency?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you a complete record now of the work you did as a detective in look- 
ing after these two gentlemen, Boyce and Hollenbeck?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Please produce it and read it. Please produce the report you made to the 
agency. 

By Mr. RoBERTSON: 

Q. Did you give the date?—A. January 8, 

And thereupon the witness read as follows from his report: ‘‘At 10.20 Hollen. 
beck left the Gibson House and went to Fourth street and west to Vine strect, 
where he moaper and talked to a policeman. The policeman pointed to the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad ticket office. Mr. Hollenbeck there crossed oye: 
and went into the Baltimore and Ohio office and held a short conversation with 
the clerk. He then came out and went west on Fourth to Central avenue an 
south to the Grand Central station, At the door he asked an officer where Presi- 
dent Ingalls’s office was. He then went up on the eleyator. In about ten min- 
utes he came down and out. He went back to the Gibson House direct, going t),: 
same way he came. Arriving at the Gibson House, he walked about the offi: 
little while and then went out and down to Fourth street and east to Vine 
where he boarded a belt-line car. 

** He did it so quickly that I was unable to get that car, but I boarded the nex: 
car follewing and kept his car in sight to Elm street, where I was obliged to leay. 
my car owing to the fact that it turned up Elm street. Supposing he was ag 

going to the Grand Central station, I went to it as fast as I could, and got in sicht 
of it tosee Mr. Hollenbeck leave his car. He went in and up on e eleva 
again. In less than five minutes he came down and walked to the Big Four k 
road office building, and went in and up on the elevator. I have since learn 
that President Ingalls’s office is in that building. He was in there twenty-/ 
minutes, when he came out and walked to the corner of Central avenu: 
Third street, ~ 

A car came along just then and he'asked the conductor if he went out Four'! 
street. Finding that he did not,he walked up to Fourth street and boarded 
car on that corner and went with it to Walnu street, when he walked from the: 
to the Gibson House. He then went to the lavatore and cleaned up, and t! 
went into dinner. Just as the waiter brought his order to the table he jum; 
up and said to the waiter: ‘‘I’ll be back ina minute.”’ Then he went out of t 
dining room, grabbed his hat and rushed out of the building by way of | 
ladies’ entrance,and went to the Union Savings Bank, in the Chamber of « 
merce building. 

He was in there but a few minutes, when he came out and to the hotel ani i: 
the dining room and ate his dinner, which was on the table waiting for | 
after which he went to the office and walked around a while there, and wen: 
the clerk and asked to use the long-distance telephone, A bell boy was to) 
take him to the phone. He was at the phone about twenty minutes, and | 
he went aryl sat down, and in a short time apparently went tosleep. In al 
a half hour he went out and bought a newspaper and went back and sat dow: 
At 4.10 he again got up and went to the check room, where he got his ove: 
and grip and left the hotel. 

“When he got outside he turned around and looked back as though lookin 
someone. Then he walked a few steps farther, stopped, and looked back. | 
he went to the Fourthetreet corner and again stop’ and looked back. ! 
he walked to Vinestreet and then again stopped. Then he took another ca: 
went tothe Grand Central station, going to the lower waiting room, where 
sat down. Aftera while he went to the telephone and had a ten minutes’ t. 
with some one. At 6.20 he went to the ticket office and bought a ticket ‘ 
polenbes, after which he went to the train, where he was taken up by 

ve E. 8.’ 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Whois operative E.8.?~-A. Mr. Schlessinger. ‘I then return 
to the Gibson House and took up Mr. Boyce. Mr. Boyce came down to the ! 
office at about 8 p. m.”’ 

Q. (Mr. Ropertson.) What date?—A. On the 9th; same day. 

Q. on.—A. “Then walked around a while and then went to the desk, w! 
he got some writing material. And then he went to the news stand and bo! 
some postage stamps. He then went tohisroom. At 9.30 he came down ag: 
and got his overcoat, which he put on, and after walking around a little wen! 
the telephone. Whoever he was trying to get must have been out, or else | 
line was in use, for he made several attempts at it without success. While 
was waiting Legislator Otis came in and seeing Mr. Boyce walked over to )' 
where they shook hands. In afew minutes they went out together and walk 

down to Fourth street; then to Vine and to the Arcade, and into the }: 
Hotel and upstairs on the elevator. It was then 9.45. At 10.30 Mr. Otis 
down alone and sat down. 

“In about ten minutes Mr. Boyce and Tom Campbell came down. They w 
oined by Mr. Otis and all three went to the bar. In afew minutes he Ici! | 
»otel alone. He went to the southeast corner of Vine and Fifth streets, w! 
he stopped. He seemed to be waiting for someone. He waited about five 
utes and then he walked down to opposite the Arcade and stopped and !0) 

over to the Arcade. He crossed over and looked into the Edison phonogra) 
window. Then walked past the Arcade and mopped to look into a jewelry st 
window. Then he crossed the street and walked over to Fifth, to Walnut, a 
to the Gibson House, reaching there at 11 p.m. After walking around he w! 
- Ge desk, got the key to room, and went to it. Isaw no more of him 

ne day.” 

Q. (Tine CHAIRMAN.) In reply to Judge Robertson’s question, I think he ask 
you the date of what you just got through telling, the 9th?—A. The 8th. 

The Witness, On the 9th, General Boyce first came down from his room t!) 
morning at 9.20, go direct to the dining room, where he ate breakfast. 
9.55 he came out of the dining room and went to the news stand and bought 
Sunday paper, after which he walked to the window, looked over the head lit 
and then went to his room. At 11.20 he again came downstairs, went to tie 
news stand, looked over some papers, came —_ and went to one of the porters 
ona asked about the time of departure of Columbus trains. He then went back 
© fis room, 

At 1.10 he again came down the stairs and went to the news stand, look! 
around the place, walked to the window, and looked out a while at the peop!’ 
passing by, then walked up and down the office several times, and finally went 
nto dinner at 1.30. At2 o'clock he came out of the dining room and walk! 
about the office until 2.20, when he went and bought another paper, then went 
to the desk and called fora package which he in the safe, when he again 
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went up to hisroom. At 3.50 Tom” and George Campbell came into the hote!. 
George sat down in the corridor and Tom went up to the room occupied by Mr. 
Boyee. At5 p. m. he came down, was joined by George, and both leit the hotel. 

The next I saw of Mr. Boyce was at §.30. He then came out of the Arcade at 
Vine street. A hack was standing in front. He went to the hack and said 
comething to the driver, opened the door, looked in, and went away. At Fifth 
street he crossed over to the east side of the street and went on up until he reached 
the drug store owned by Legislator Otis. He stopped and looked in the window; 
then crossed over to the other side of the street, and again looked through the 
drug store window. Then he walked south about 100 feet and crossed over to 
the east side of the street and walked by the drug store, looking in the window 
as he passed, and turned east on Sixth street. After he turned the corner he 
] anal in the drug store window facing on Sixth street, and stopped and looked 


back, walked on again and looked back, Every few steps he stopped and looked 


pack. 

“He kept this up until he reached William's restaurant, corner of Sixth street 
ind Gano alley. Then he stopped and got in conversation with the hack driver. 
They talked together for fully five minutes, when he retraced his steps to Vine 
street, looking through the drug store windows as he passed. He went back to 
the Arcade and into the Emery Hotel. Wasintherea very few minutes and then 
went through the Arcade to Race street and down to Fourth, where he stood on 
the corner a few minutes. Then he went back to the Arcade to Vine street, 
where he stood for about fifteen minutes, when he again went to the Emery 
Hotel. Do not think he connected with anyone there. 

“He remained there until 10.15, when he came out and went through the Ar- 
cade to Race street, where he meta young woman. They walked for a minute 
or 80, when he took her by the arm and they walked together to Fourth street 
to Vine, north to the Ohio Messenger Company office, where they stopped an 
talked a minute. ser then went south on Vine street, crossed Fourth and 
down to Baker street; then they walked back to the messenger office. She re- 
mained on the outside while he went in and used the long-distance telephone. 
Leaving there, they went to the corner of Fourth and Vine streets and both 
went in the Western Union Telegraph office. She stood by the door while he 
went in and senta telegram. They then went west on Fourth to Elm street and 
north to Longworth on the southwest corner; they went in and upstairs, The 
building they entered is occupied on the lower or ground floor by a saloon called 
the re Exchange; the room above that by women, It was 10.30 when they 
went in, 

“ At 11,25 they came out and walked to Fifth and Elm, where they separated, 
she going east on Fifth and he south on Elm, At Fourth street he stopped and 
looked up and down the street. There were two colored women standing on 
the corner and he went up to them and was directed by them in the direction 
he wished to go. At Race street he inquired of a man for further directions, 
He finally went into the Race street entrance of the Arcade and then to the 
Emery Hotel. Ina very few minutes he left there and went to Vine, to Fourth, 
to Walnut, to the Gibson House, reaching there at 11.45. He then went into the 
café, but wasin there not to exceed five minutes, when he went to his room,” 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Is that not only a full but true statement of the things you 
observed in this shadowing of Mr. Boyce?—A, Yes, sir; it is, 

Q. And Mr. Hollenbeck?—A. Yes, sir. 

(And thereupon the report which was read by the witness was offered in evi- 
dence and marked Exhibit TT.) 

Q. (The Cuarr.) In your —— you 
senger Company office?—A. Yes, sir, 
have some other name. 

< Who is the manager of it?—A. I don’t know. 
there. 

Q. Is that a telephone com 

Q. You speak about the 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Where is that office?—A. At the corner of Fourth and Vine streets. 

Q. Who is the highest official in that office?—A. That I don’t know. 

Q. Any of them?—A. Not ony 

Q. Did you also speak about his going to the Postal Telegraph Cable office?—No, 
sir; I did not. 

And thereupon the witness was excused. 


And thereupon Uharles Armstrong was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

Examination conducted by Mr. Lone: 

Q. Mr. Armstrong, what is your first name?—A. Charles F. 

Q. What is your place of residence and occupation?—A. An operative in the 
Miller Detective Agency; have been for about four or five years; reside on 
Douglas street, Cincinnati. 

Q. What was your business on the 8th, 9th, 10th, 11th, and 12th of January, 1898, 
Mr. koueonel 4. I was employed by the Miller Detective Agency in some 


k about Boyce going to the Ohio Mes- 
hat is the name I know it by, It may 


I don’t know any of the parties 


ny?—A. Well, they have a telephone there. 
estern Union Telegraph office that he went to?—A. 


matters, 

Q. Did you doany work as an employee of that agency in observing the actions 
of one H. H. Hollenbeck and H. Boyce?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you a report of the work that you did here in Cincinnati or at Colum- 
bus, or both places, in connection with these two men?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To whom was that report made?—A. Sir? 

Q. For whom did you make out that report?—A. For Mr. Miller, 

Q. The superintendent of the agency?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I wish you would now recite from your report, Mr. Armstrong, what you 
= in a work of Mr. Hollenbeck and Mr. Boyce.—A. (Witness reading 
rom re 

“Under instructions of Mr. Miller, left the Gibson House with Hollenbeck at 
9.50 a.m.; went south on Walnut street to Fourth street, west on Fourth street to 
Vine; went in Fifth National Bank, came out, went south on Vine street to 
Union Savings Bank, and returned to Gibson House; came out again; went to 
the Union Savings Bank and Trust Company on Vine street; came out of 
back door on Baker alley with cashier of the savings bank; went west to Race, 
south to Third street, to northwest corner; went in wholesale house of Vorheis, 
Miller & Co.; stayed there about twenty-five minutes and came out and returned 
to savings bank; stayed there about fifteen minutes; came out; returned to the 
hotel; came out n in a short time, went west on Fourth street to Vine strect, 
eapred and talked to policeman on corner, then to the Baltimore and Ohio and 
Southwestern ticket office on the southeast corner; came out in about five min- 
utes, went west on Fourth street to Central avenue, south to Third street, to the 
Union Depot; talked to the porter in the oes door, then went upstairs to M. E. 
In 8 Office, came out in about fifteen minutes, and returned to hotel.” 

. (Mr. LonG.) Did you state the date of that work?—A. Yes, sir. ‘Came out 
in about fifteen minutes and returned to the hotel; came out at 12.30, went to 
Fourth street, to Vine, to savings bank. It was closed, and he tapped on the 
window and then went in back door on Baker alley; came out in about five 
minutes and returned to hotel.” 

The remainder of my -¥e is with Mr. Archambault. 

Q. The rest of your work was in connection with Mr, Archambault, who has 


reported it?—A. of the time with Superintendent Miller and afterwards with 
Mr. Archambault, 


Q. This is a true account of the work that you did in following and shadowing 
these two men?—A. 


Yes, sir. 
Q. That is, Hollenbeck?—A. (Witness reading.) ‘Boyce wasin hisroom, John 
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Cc, Otis came to Gibson House at 3.50 p.m 
‘pp. ™. 
went to supper, 
and went back to his room 
the telephone and called up the opera 
way, and in a few minutes John C, Otis came in and went directly to him. 
ness referring to telephone between the lobby and the barber shop.] 
walked back in hallway and talked for about five minutes 
shook hands with Otis, 
Fourth street, t 
minutes, crossed over Vine street to east side, went to Fifth str« et, stood on the 


side of Vine street, then to Walnu 
p.m,” 


account of the shadowing you did of both Hollenbeck and Mr 
sir; that is of Saturday, 
bault’s report. 

marked as Exhibit U U. 


Chamber of Commerce. 


to Elm to Main, 
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, Went upstairs. Otis came down about 
Boyce came down in a short while and went to the telephone; then 
After supper he went to the hotel desk, got some envelopes, 
Came down, then got his overcoat, then went to 
tor several times. Then stood in the hall 
[Wit- 


‘he 
Boyce iaughed, 
’ and patted him on the back; they both went out to 
) Vine, to the Emery Hotel, went in; Boyce came out in forty-five 


corner a short time, then walked about halfway to hotel and stopped and looked 
up at window of hotel, then crossed over to west side of Vine street again and 
walked a few doors below the Arcade entrance, then cross dd over again to east 


t street and back to hote 1, and left at 11.15 


Q. (Mr. Lona.) Now, what you have read as your report of your work is a true 
Boyce’—A. Yes, 
On Sunday that record is embodied in Mr. Arc! 


Alh- 


And thereupon the report which the witness read was offered in evidence and 


i 


Q. Where is that street you call Union street?—A. It is immediately b 
Q. Which way?—A. South: 
Q. Between what streets?—A. It starts from—it is Baker alley, } ye from 

Q. That is called Baker alley?—A. Yes. 

Q. East and west?—A. Between Main and Elm, 
runs down to Elm. 

Q. Three blocks?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. ROBERTSON.) Between three and four streets?—A. Yes, sir; and imn 
diately back of the Chamber of Commerce. 


And thereupon Max Schaefer was called as a witness, but refused to qualify, 
By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Will you be sworn?—A. I refuse to be sworn 
Q. Have you any conscientious scruples about being sworn?—A 


This is Walnut street, and that 


. Thave 


Q. Why?—A. Because I made up my mind about answering questions, I haye 
some doubts about these proceedings. 

Q. What is your full name?—A. Max M. Schaefer 

Q. How old are you?—A. Thirty years next birthday. 

Q. What is your business?—A, Teller, Union Savings and Trust Company, and 
receiving teller combined. sis 

Q. How long have you been teller?—A. May 10, 1890, bank started 

6 Union bank?—A. Union Savings Bank and Trust Compan 

Q. A corporation under the laws of Ohio, Who is president?—A. J. G. Schmid 
lapp. 

ef Vice-president?—A. Mr. Vorheis. 

Q. Who is treasurer?—A. R. A. Koehler. 

Q. And are you the paying teller?—A. Paying teller of the bank 

Q. I suppose you are at the bank about every day that the bank is open?—A. I 
am, generally, sickness excepted, or something of that kind. 

Q. On January 7, 8, and 10 of this year, being Friday, Saturday, and Mond 
were you present at the bank?—A. Yes. 

Q. In your usual position, I suppose, doing business?—A, Well, except one-hal! 
hour for dinner. 

Q. Who relieves you when you go to lunch?—A. My assistant, Albert Clauds 
bookkeeper. 

Q. I will ask you how long you were open upon January 8, that is, Saturd; 
Do you generally close at 12 o’clock?—A. Twelve o’clock noon, sharp, 

Q. What time?—A. Twelve o’clock noon. 

Q. Do you know Mr. H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know Gen. Henry Harrison Boyce?—A. I do not 

Q. Did you ever see a man called H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. I have r 

Q. Did you ever see any letter of credit presented at your bank for H, H. Hol 


lenbeck?—A. I did not, 

Q. Ora man by the name of Boyce?—A. No, sir. 

2. I will ask you whether or not you know a gentleman by the na Mr. E, 
P. Dehner.—A. I know Mr. Dehner; that is, not Doctor. 

Q. He had a drug store, as I understand it?—A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know where he was occupied or employed’?—A. Sixth and Vine 
streets, at Weatherhead’s drug store. 

Q. Do you go there occasionally?—A. Once in a while, to buy some things 
Q. Were you there Monday, January 10, or Tuesday?—A, I don’t kn« 


t. 

Q. Are you certain about that?—A. I couldn't say. 

Q. Well, you can’t possibly say whether you were or were not?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You wouldn’t be prepared to say’you were not there?—A. I say I am not 
sure about it; I might and might not have been. I think that is sufficient 

Q. You remember secing a report in the paper to the effect that certain} 
was received through your bank?—A. I seen {tin the paper; yes, sir, 

Q. Through your bank and in the United States Senator election; you remem 
ber seeing in the paper that & portion of that money was paid to John C, Otis?— 
A. Yes; lL remember seeing such an article in the paper; yes, sir; the Post 

. Did you have any talk with Mr. Dehner in reference to the newspaper 
article?—A. I don’t recollect. 

Q. Do you deny, sir, that you did?—A. I do think that I did hay 
tion with Mr. Dehner; yes, sir. 

Q. What was it?—A. I spoke about a man coming there Monday and asking me 
a foolish question, and 1 told him that I answered the question in such a wa 
that the paper had perverted everything I had said. It was a misunderstanding 
between me and the man that came there and asked me the question 

Q. Did you say anything about paying any money out?—A. I did not 

Q. At that time did you say to Mr. Dehner that you had paid certain mor 
out of your bank at that time?—A. I did not. 

Q. Did yousay anything about the published storicsin the paper being true?—A. 
I told him about the article in the Post having been perverted because of the 
man asking me that question. 

Q, Are you willing to put yourself under oath and testify here?—A. Iam not, 
sir. No, sir; I shall refuse to be sworn, 

Q. Is that because you are not telling the truth now?—A, Simply because I 
bave doubts as to the legality of these proceedings. 

. Who raised those doubts in your mind?—A. I refuse to answer that question. 
. Why?—A, Simply for the Same reason before—I have the right to refuse. 

Q. Would it incriminate you?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. Would the answer make a criminal of you?—A. The same as before, 

Q. What the same as before?—A. I refuse to answer. 

Q. You refuse to say whether or not the answer of these questions would make 
a criminal of you?—A. I don’t know anything about it; but I told you all the 
conversation I had with Mr. Dehner was in regard to the answers I gave to the 
man in the bank there. 

Q. Did you say to him that the newspaper report that money was paid out by 
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your bank to this man Hollenbeck was true?—A. I told him that the story that 
was printed in there about me having given information was wrong. 

Q. But did you say—now, listen to this—you are a bank clerk?—A. Yes, sir. 

And when a person puts a question to you, you know what it means?— 
A. Yes 

Q. You can answer this, yes or no—did you say to him that the statement made 
in the paper to the effect that your bank paid money out to thisman Hollenbeck 
was true? Did you or did you not say it?—A. No; I did not. 

Q. Did you say anything in substance like that?—A. No, sir. 

«q. Are you willing now to be sworn and testify?—A. Not here. 

@. And testify that these things that you have just said here are true?—A. Not 
before this committee. 

Q. Why will you not take your oath and answer that these statements are 
true’—A. I told you a while ago I doubt the right of this committee to ask me 
questions such as that, and I have reserved the right not to answer. 

Q. If you have the doubts about that, then the oath administered to you by this 
committee would be of no validity 7—A. An oath is the same with me before a 
king or the best or poorest man in the State. 

Q. Are you Te to take an oath and swear that the statements made are 
true?—A. I said I refuse to be sworn. 

Q. You are not willing to state that the statements made to this committee are 
true, are you?—A. No, sir. 

. How long have you been connected with this corporation?—A. Since the 
10th of May, ’90. E 

Q. Who told you to refuse to be sworn?—A. I refuse to answer that question. 

Q. Why?—A. Simply because I refuse. 

Q. You are not trying to shield anybody?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You are trying to assist in showing up the truth, are you? 
answer that, too?—A. Yes. 

q. You are a citizen of the State of Ohio, are you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You are interested in honest elections, aren’t you?—A. Yes. 

Q. You want honesty to succeed instead of dishonesty?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Then why don’t you tell us about this matter?—A. I told you all I knew. 

Q. Why do you refuse to be sworn?—A. Same old question again. I have given 
you that answer three times before. 

Q. Why do you refuse to be sworn?—A. Because, as I told you before, I have 

; doubts as to the legality of the proceedings to begin with, and second I don’t 
want to make statements here that I don’t feel justified in making. 

Q. Why would your statements hurt something—why don’t you ieel justified?— 
A. Going back to the same old ground, I have given you my reasons now, and 
that is sufficient. 

Q. Who told you about the legality of the proceedings?—A. It is my own 
opinion. 

19. How did you form that opinion?—A. I read the newspapers, 

Q. Did you get it from the Times-Star, then?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, you are stating the truth, are you?—A. To acertain extent. 
the Penny Post once in a while, too. 

Q. Of course no one has told you not to testify, has there?—A. No. 

Q. Now, will you stand up and be sworn, and will you swear that nobody has 
told you not to testify here?—A. No. 

Q. You are not afraid to swear to the truth, are you?—A. No. 

Q. But you are a little bit afraid to swear to something that is untrue?—A. That 
is your own inference. 

Q. Are you?—A. I told youl refuse to be sworn. 

Q. Are you a married man?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been married?—A. Four years; five years next May. 

Q. Where do you live?—A. Cincinnati, Ohio, 

Q. Any secret about that?—A. No, sir. 

q. Just as soon tell that as not?—A. Yes, sir. 
life you can find out. 

Q. Don’t care to keep that asecret?—A. No, sir; nothing in it to be kept secret. 

Q. No secret?—A. No, sir; not beenin jail any. There are certain things ina 
bank which men can not answer and dare not divulge. 

Q. Why not?—A. Because it is my duty, and the bank’s business is strictly con- 
fidential, and nothing is to be said that relates to the bank business by any em- 
ployee or any of the bank officials. 

Q. You still say nobody has told you not to say anything?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long have you been a resident of the city of Cincinnati?—A. Since 
1886. 

Q. No secret about that?—A. Of course not. I told you before atiything that 
you want to find out about me—— 

Q. Why do you come here if you made up your mind not to be sworn?—A. 
Because i was summoned, and I thought I would go over to see what you gentle- 
men wanted to ask and to hear to a certain extent. : 

Q. You are willing to tell where you live and all about your family?—A. Yes. 

Q. And all the secrets of your own life?—A. Yes. 

Q. And yet you won't tell whether Mr. Hollenbeck received money of your 
bank?—A. Coming back to the old question and the interest of the bank teller 
and the private citizen are different.  . 

Q. Still, you are a citizen interested in the purity of the ballot?—A. Yes, sir. 
I voted the Democratic ticket once. 

Q. You are in a Republican crowd up there.—A. That’s what you say. We 
have some Democrats up there. 

Q. Mr. Schmidlapp and Mr. Vorheis were of the 12men who put up the ticket 
commonly known in Hamilton County as the Hanna slate?—A. So the Times- 
Star says. 

Q. Are they or are they not?—A. I don’t know; only what the newspaper says. 

Q. Don’t you know anything about it?—A. No, sir. ” 

Q. Nota word? Now, will you be sworn, so we will be certain you are telling 
the truth?—A. No, sir. 

Q. You are not afraid to swear when telling the truth?—A. You are coming to 
the old question; but I am not ready to be sworn here, and refuse to be sworn 

here, 

Q. Who do you want to see before you are sworn?—A. Nobody. 

Q. (ate. Finck.) Admitting that this committee has no jurisdiction—admitting 
that, is it not the duty of all honest men to bring all the facts to light that they 
have in their possession, so that all the people in Ohio can determine as to how a 
United States Senator was elected?—A. Yes; it’s the duty. 

Q. Then why do you refuse to divulge certain ea that may be vital and 
which you have in your possession? Will you answer that question?—A. I don’t 
see the shape you put that question in. From what I know, to make a state- 
ment of certain things that I have in my on? 

Q. From your previous examination, that you are answering the questions put 
to you, I assume you have certain facts in your possession.—A. I have given you 
to understand that the duties of my position forbid me to answer any questions 
as to anything done in that bank, and therefore I can notanswerany such ques- 
tions that yon put to me. 

. Q. (The CHarrMAN.) Who told you that?—A. Any bank teller knows his own 
usiness. 

Q. Who told you that’—A. If you’gentlemen ask me if anybody by the name—— 

Q. - told you?—A. I told you once before that nobody told me; I did that 
myself, 

Q. Well, if you tell the truth about this matter there is nobody going to hurt 
you, is there’—A. No, I guess not. 


Do you refuse to 


I read 


Anything relating to my private 
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Q. There hasn’t anybody threatened you?—A. No, sir. 
Q. You wouldn’t lose your job, would you?—A. No, sir. 
from Johnnie McLean, I guess, if I did. 
Q. Were you a member of the committee?—A. I don’t think so. 
Q. Why do you think you will get a job from Johnnie McLean?—A. Oh, that js 
just a little hint—a joke. 
. You think you would reward a man for telling the truth?—A. No. 
What kind of a reward will you get if you will not?—A. I can’t tell. 
. That is something in the future’—A. Yes, 
. Undetermined?—A. Yes. 
. That is all.—A. Thank you, sir. 


OPEN SESSION, 


I would get another 


GIBSON Hovse, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, January 24, 1898—2 p. m, 

And thereupon Gouvenour Calhoun, was called as a witness, and, being dy}y 

sworn, testified as follows: ; 
Examined by CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Please give the stenographer your name, age, residence, and place of occ). 
pation?—A. Gouvenour Calhoun is my name; Cincinnati is my residence, and 
aged 29; district superintendent of the American Telephone Telegraph Compan 

Q. Mr. Calhoun, is that a long-distance telephone company?—A. Yes. sis 

Q. Does your line extend from Cincinnati to Columbus, Ohio?—A. It does. 

Q. Is there any other long-distance telephone company running from Cincin. 
nati operated from Cincinnati to Columbus, Ohio?—A. Not to my knowledg: 

Q. What is the custom of your company, Mr. Calhoun, so far as keeping the 
records are concerned, when an individual in Cincinnati, Ohio, desires to talk 
with an individual in Columbus, Ohio?—A. The subscriber's station at Cincin. 
nati calls up the local operator and asks for a long distance; the local operator 
gets the subscriber by trunk wires to our operating office and tells me that the 
subscriber’s station, giving the number, is on their lines. We ask the—we come 
in on the line that we are told to come in on, and connected with the subscriber 
and we ask the man—we talk to the man and ask him who he is. He tells us 
who he is. We enter these memoranda of details upon a ticket and transmit 
these details to the operator in Columbus where the same process is repeated— 
that is to say, the Columbus operator takes the detail from us, calls up the num. 
ber required, asks the man who answers the telephone if he is the person wanted, 
If he says yes the connection is completed. 

Q. Do you state that all record of the various times at which they are recorded: 
do you state them there?—A. We enter the details as given to us by the sub- 
scriber—the patron—upon a ticket; as the conversation begins, the time of the 
message—I will change that—as soon as the conversation begins the operator 
stamps the ticket with the time clock, and as soon as the conversation is over the 
operator stamps it with the time clock, which shows the lapse of time. 

Q. Now, Mr. Calhoun, I wish you would produce for the inspection of the coy 
mittee your record tickets showing the calling up of your Seee-dletan et 
phone here at Cincinnati by one H. H. Boyce and H. H. Hollenbeck, on Jam 
7. 8, 9, and 10, and also, Mr. Calhoun, the calls of those gentlemen, or for thos: 
gentlemen, from Columbus upon the same dates, so we may know who calle 
them and the hour at which they were called?—A. May I see the memorandum? 
(Paper shown witness. ] 

Q. Now let me repeat. We would like to have the record slips showing all the 
calls from Cincinnati of H. H. Boyce and H. H. Hollenbeck of parties at Columbus 
on the dates January 7, 8, 9, and 10, 1898, and also all calls for Boyce and Hollen- 
beck, or either of them, on the same dates by Columbus parties, with the hour at 
which your record of all the calls from Columbus to H. H. Hollenbeck or H. H. 
Boyce. You may possibly find that the initials are not given in the calls, they 
may not have indicated the initials, but simply called for Boyce and Hollenbeck, 
and bring those along; and if you find any slips showing messages from Boyce or 
Hollenbeck without any initials indicated from Cincinnati to Columbus bring 
those along, so that we may have a full list of those calls. Can you do that?— 
A. In reply to that, I would like to ask the indulgence of the committee to con- 
sult my superiors in regard to furnishing memorandum of records we have in the 
office; the removal of any records or memorandum in the office is forbidden 

How long would it take you to consult your superiors?—A, It would not take 
long; I couldn’t say, but I would certainly make the attempt. 

a Q ve oem get back in a halfor three-quarters of an hour?—A, I will tr) 

oO my best. 

Q. You cat say to your superior that you are in this position: The committee 
have demanded these calls. The chairman has said to you that if they are not 
produced this committee, at its discretion, may pass a resolution reporting your 
refusal to the bar of the senate and report a resolution showing a warrant issued 
to the sergeant-at-arms commanding him to bring you before the bar of the senate 
of Ohio to be dealt with as the senate may determine. Simply say to him that the 
committee means business, and means, if they have any right to those different 
records which they ask—mean to assert that right. With that provision, you can 
see your superior and return as soon as possible. 

And thereupon Edward P. Dehner was called as a witness, and, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 

Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. What is your full name?—A. Edward P. Dehner. 

Q. What is your business?—A. I am at Weatherhead & Co.’s; drug business. I 
don’t really know why I was called down here, Mr. Burke. 

< I will tell you in a very few minutes. How old a man are you?—A. Thirty- 
eight. 


I will 


Q. You are engaged at the same business at Weatherhead’s drug store, in the 
city of Cincinnati, you were on January 7, 8, 9, and 10, were you, of this year’— 
A. Oh, yes; right along for a number of years. 

Q. You haye been engaged there how long?—A. Off and on for the past thir- 
teen years. 

Q Were you acquainted with Max Schaefer, who is the paying teller of the 
Union Sayings Bank; do you know him?—A. Yes. 

Q. Does Schaefer trade at your drug store?—A. Well, just occasionally. 

Q. Come in there occasionally, does he?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Was he there on the 10th or 1ith of January?—A. Tenth or eleventh’ 

Q. Monday or Tuesday?—A. Well, I guess probably he was; I don’t know 

Q. You remember when the report came out in some of the Cincinnati papers 
to the effect that certain money used in the Senatorial campaign, the recent 
campaign in which Senator HANNA was elected, and used, as was alleged, for te 
purchase of Representative Otis, was procured from this sayings bank, do you; 
you remember such a report in the papers?—A. Yes; I read it in the evening 


Ts, 
e Do you remember of Mr. Schaefer being in there and talking upon that sub- 
ject with you?—A. I don’t remember that. 
Q. Absolutely no recollection, Mr. Dehner?—A. On that subject, that there was 


money paid out of the trust company, do you mean? . 
Q. Yes.—A. No; I don’t believe he did. I was busy at the time Mr. S hae! t 
was there. I was waiting on another gentleman and he was talking about soc 
thing, but I don’t exactly know what it was. : 1 
. Now, let me refresh your recollection a little bit. You have no hesitancy '2 
telling us, Mr. Dehner, the exact truth, have you?—A. No, sir; not at ell. Not 
Q. And by telling the truth it would not in any way complicate you’—A. +‘ 
a particle; 1 would—— . 





1900. 





Q. You are also interested in secing that there is a full and fair investigation?— 
A. Very much, indeed; I would like to see it. 


Q. Now, I will ask you this question, whether you know Mr. Kincaid of the | 
Enquirer?—A. Yes; I remember as waiting on Mr. Kincaid at the time Mr. | 


schaefer was talking to him. 

Q. You remember of stating to Mr. Kincaid that Mr. Schaefer said that that 
money was paid out of his bank, that he paid it out of the bank?—A, I don’t re 
member exactly. 

Q. Iam not confining you to the exact words.—A. I was awfully busy at the 
time, in that big store about closing-up time; I was jumping from one counter to 
another to wait on some late customers that come in probably between 11 and 
half past 11. 

Q. You dislike to tell it?—A. Oh,no; I wish I knew more than I do. 

Q. (Mr. RopertTson.) Tell us your best recollection of it.—A. I couldn't state 
under oath to the best of my recollection; I don’t know anything. 


Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) Yet there wassome conversation you had with Mr. Schaefer 


and Mr. Kineaid of the Enquirer?—A. Oh, yes; I was very much interested in 
that Senatorial election on account of the—well, the parties that were candidates 
for United States Senator. 

Q. What did you say to Mr. Kincaid with reference to Mr. Schaefer saying to 
you that he paid out the money?—A. Well, I don’t remember. I don’t remem- 
ber that; just as I have said, I was very busy at the time and I wasin a hurry to 
get out of there and in a hurry to wait on the people. 

Q. Something was said on that line?—A. Oh, yes; Mr. Kincaid and I dis- 
cussed the Senatorial question a great deal; in fact anybody that—— 

Q. Did you discuss it with Mr. Schaefer too?—A. I don’t know about that. He 
came in and bought whatever he wanted in the drug line, and when I got through 
with him I went to Mr. Kincaid. 

Q. Mr. Schaefer will probably be right as to having discussed it with you?—A. 
Well, he might have discussed it with me, but I didn’t pay much attention be- 
cause I had these others in mind. 

Q. Upon the subject as to whether he paid out the money that was charged by 
the Cincinnati newspapers, what did he—did he discuss the matter with you?—A, 
No; I told you, though, that I thought if there was any money paid out that itcame 
from that bank; that Schmidlapp was connected with it. 

Q. What I was getting at was what Schaefer said.—A. Oh, I don’t remember 
that. 

Q. Well, is there any way that you can refresh your memory upon that propo- 
sition?—No; I don’t know of. 

Q. You were pretty busy?—A. I was busy all the time by myself in the store. 

Q. Schaefer was talking and you only got into a little of it—little fritter of it?— 
A. Oh, we have to keep the customers up and wait and get around on some and 
kind of jolly the others up and keep them going. I couldn't say. 

Q. He was talking?—A. I couldn’t remember what he said; I don’t remember 
what he bought. I couldn’t say. 

Q. You were more than usually busy that night?—A. Well, yes; the theater is 
usually out about that hour, and the young man that is there with me was getting 
something in the back part of the store and I was tending to the front myself; it 
was late and most of the people had gone home. 

Q. Was Max around this afternoon?—A. No; I don’t think I have seen him 
since then. 

Q. Didn’t he telephone to you?—A. No, sir; I have not seen nor heard of him. 

Q. You will undertake to refresh your recollection and let us know about 
that?—A. I would be glad to; I wish I knew more. 


And thereupon Charles E. Page was called as a witness, and, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 


Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. What is your full name?—A, Charles E. Page. 

Q. You are a resident of the city of Cincinnati?—A. Well, Ilive in Norwood; it 
is outside of the city. 

Q. What is your business?—A. Iam manager of the Western Union Telegraph 
Company. 

Q. low long have you been such manager?—A. Sixteen years. 

Q. Western Union Telegraph Company is a corporation, is it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Are you the highest official of that company located in the city of Cinein- 
nati?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Who is the highest?—A. Mr. I. N. Miller, the superintendent of what is 
known as the seventh district. Cincinnati is in that district. 

Q. You have charge of what?—A. Cincinnati office. 

Q. Did you examine your record of telegrams for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether or not any telegrams were sent to Cincinnati by H. H. Boyce on or about 
January 9?—A. This subpcena don’t—it is a little incomplete. It don’t state to 
whom this message was sent; merely specifies a telegram signed by H. H. Boyce. 
Imay haveseen a good many thatday. He may havesent a good many that day. 

Q. Between 10 and 11 o’clock?—A. He may have sent a good many out that day 
between 10 and 11 o’clock, 

Q. Did you find any?—A. I did not. 

Q. Did you look?—A. I went to the bookkeeper and looked for the files of Janu- 
ary 9, and found our files had been taken from that department. 

Q. When were they taken La» be I couldn’t say. 

Q. Where are they?—A. I couldn’t say. 

Q. Nobody has broken into your establishment and taken them?—A. I don’t 
know of any. 

Q. Do you suspect anybody?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Where do you suppose?—A. I couldn’t mz, 

Q. They didn’t travel east, did they?—A. They were taken out of our office 
without my knowledge. 

Q. Had you made any investigation as to where they are?—A. I haven't. 
not interested in the matter. 

Q. You were notified oe that they were wanted?—A. I went to the book- 
keeper to-day on receipt of the subpoena and inquired if they were there, and 
was notified and found that they were not in our files. 

Q. They ought to be there?—A. Well—— 

Q. Under whose control?/—A. In the Cincinnati office, under my control and 
also under the control of the superintendent. 

Q. Miller?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Well, they are gone anyway?—A. They are not there. 

Q. Whom do you suspect?—A. I don’t suspect anybody. In fact, I have made 
no investigation. 


Iam 


Q. Is it common custom for some one to grab up the files of the aa and carry 
them away without your knowing anything about it?—A. Well, in the ordinary 
course of business it would be reported to me. 


Q. No burglar isin that section?—A. Not that I know of. It is a very easy 
matter to get into our ans room, though. 

Q. They could have been stolen very easily?—A. They could have been stolen; 
yes, 

bt Did it strike you as a little peculiar that they could have been stolen?—A. 
It did; I hadn’t had my attention called to them until to-day. 

Q. What did the bookkeeper say?—A. He simply said the files for the 9th was 
aot in the files. 

Q. What is his name?—A. S. H. Hoff. : 

Q. He is the man that informed you they were gone?—A. Yes, sir, 
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No, sir; he merely stated 





Q. Did he make any examination to find them? 
they were not there. 

Q. Didn't seem to be sury didn’t seem to be surprised that th 
gone?—A. Well, he made that remark inthe ordinary way 
much surprised ? 7 

Q. It took you a little bit off your feet, didn’t it, Mr 
weren't you?—A. Yes; I was somewhat surprised to 
there. 

Q. As a matter of fact, whoever 
A. I wasn’t informed; no. 

Q. You think now that somebody has deceived you? Possibly so 

Q. However, you are unable to find whether they are there or not? 
not produce the message in answer to the subpcena, because 
and I have no knowledge of its whereabouts 

Q. Any files there at all dated the 9th7—A. No, sir: not acé ording to the state 
ment of our bookkeeper. I didn’t make a personal examination 0 


A. 


rrised vw 


can’t say that he was 


Page; you were surprised 
tind the messages weren't 
got them away didn't put you onto that fact? 


\ 


A 
is not in our 


I can 


it files 






Q. The same as to the 8th and 1 A. I made no inquiry. I noticed the 7th 
and 8th is erased here in your subpeena. You only called for the messas $s on 
the 9th. I made inquiry only as to the record of the 9th oe 

Q. How long do you preserve your messages, Mr. Page? What is the rule of 
your company?—A,. The rule of the company is to preserve the messages s x 


months, ordinarily, unless the accounts are audited sooner than that 

Q. Well, it is probable the accounts have been suddenly audited. is it 
A. I can’t say as regards that. It is possible to andit the accounts quickly an 
destroy the messages. It has been the custom of the ¢ ompany for years to de stro 
them as soon as the accounts are audited. ’ a ty 

Q. Well, suppose you make an honest effort to find that 
away?—A. I shall certainly do so, 

Q. You will probably find that they were suddenly audited, and it 
quire six months to audit it?—A,. Well, I had nothing to do with 
auditor. 

Q. Where is the auditor?—A. In New York. 

Q. Can he audit the files in New York’—A. He has the jurisdiction to ax 

Q. He don’t usually do so?—A. Well, certain messages in our files ¢ 
month, They can be called for any time, and we would send at any tim: 
out any question. F 

Q. Will you write to your auditor to find out whether we can haye the m 
called for in the subpcena?—A. I can do so if you desire it 


telegram, if not taken 
didn't re 


it; 1 am not 


Q. Have you any books here to show what messages you sent?—A, We have no 
books. The messages are transferred on sheets instead of books—are all the 
records we desire—and those records are destroyed when the messages are 


destroyed. 
Q. (Mr. Frxck.) Would a message on private business between (ndividuals 
from Columbus to Cincinnati be called forat New York a 





- any time?—A. Itmight 
sometimes, 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) In some great emergency it might b A. Yes, sir; it 
might be. , 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Did you make any inquiry to ascertain whether the accounts 
covering messages of that date had been audited or not?—A,. I did not: n 

Q. The bookkeeper didn’t say to you anything of that fact, did he A. I made 
no such inquiry, and he made no statement to me. 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) Is it a rule of your company to keep letter-press copies?— 
A. Yes; we keep Ww ater-press copies 0 those messages. 

Q. Where are those copies?—-A. They are treated the same as other messagi 
After they are audited they are destroyed. 

Q. Well, now, how do you imagine those messages could be traced up; what 
idea had you got about this peculiar situation; how could you ever get at those 
messages?—A. I don’t know as I haye any theory; Iam in the dark as much as 
you are, 

Q. I believe that is true; and it is dark, isn’t it?—A. It looks a little cloudy, 
that is a fact. ; 

Q. It is cloudiness.—A. We have no files of January 9 

Q. No copies of the originals?—A. No, sir; no copies whatever 

Q. (Mr. LONG.) You say you have no copies or water-press copies of that date?— 
A. That is part of our files, the water-press copies are 

And thereupon T. H. Miller was recalled and testified as follow 

Examined by CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Mr. Miller, your full name is A. Thomas H. Miller. 

Q. Have you ever been in the employ of the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For how many years?—A. About ten. 

Q. Were you employed in this city?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know their custom with reference to keeping messages?—A. During 
the time I was there, yes. 

Q. What was that custom?—A. Well, they are keptsix months in the bookkeep 
ing department on file, and then they are collected and stored away, and prob 


ably kept three or four years before they are destroyed 

Q. During your ten or twelve years’ experience with the Western Union Com 
pany, did you ever know of the auditor calling for such messages?—A. Never 
reard of such a thing. 

Q. Before the expiration of the six months? 
files, 

Q. What do you know as to whether the files could be easily lost or not?—A. It 
would take somebody that would take the location of the files in the first place to 
find them to get the files of the exact date, and again, it is almost impossible to 
find them, because they are kept under lock and key 

Q. You say in your ten years’ experience you never knew of the auditor calling 
for them?—A. Never knew of such things. 

Q. Did you ever know of their auditing all bills within ten days of the time 
that the messages is received?—A. Generally longer than that; generally, some- 
times probably a year. 

Q. You say that the taking of the messages of a day, similar to that which has 
been testified to by Mr. Page, and the total absence from the records, would be a 
peculiar and strange thing?—A. It would have to be done by some employee, to 
the best of my idea. 


A. No,sir; I had charge of the 


And thereupon Charles E. Kincaid was called as a witness, and, being duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 
Examined by CHAIRMAN: 


Q. What is your full name?—A. Charles E. Kincaid. 

Q. What is your business?—A. On the Enquirer, sir 

Q. How old a man are you, Mr. Kincaid?—A. Forty-two, 
Q. You live here in the city of Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir 


. I will ask you whether or not you are acquainted with E. P. Dehner?—A. 
That is the druggist, Sixth and Walnut, at Weatherhead’s. He is a clerk there. 
I have just known him as Mr. Dehner. 

Q. I will ask you whether, on or about January 10 or 11 of the present year, 
you had any conversation with Mr. Dehner relating to any statement made to 
Mr. Dehner by one Max Schaefer, who is the paying teller of the Union Savings 
Bank?—A. I was in there just after the publication of this matter in the En 
quirer—the following day—and was talking it over; and he says, “Why, the 
teller of the bank, of the Schmidlapp’s bank, was in here last night and he told 
me that he paid the money over out of the bank,” 
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Q. Is that all the conversation you had with him?—A. Yes,sir. Oh, there was 
a great deal of conversation, but that is all I remember about that; he just men- 
tioned that incidentally. He said, “‘ He was in here last night and told me he 
paid the money out.” 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Do I understand you are working for the Enquirer?—A. 
Yes; for about two years, a few months over two years. I asked Mr. Dehner 
again to-day if he remembered it, and he said yes, it was Mr. Schaefer, the teller. 
About 1 o’clock I wasin there. He said it was Max Schaefer, the teller of the 


bank 

Q. (The CHarmMayn.) You say that you had a conversation with Dehner to- 
day’—A. Yes; between 1 and 2 o'clock. 

Q. And you asked if he remembered the conversation?—A. Yes. 


Q. And he said it was Schaefer, the banker, that told him this?—A. Yes. I had 
forgotten whether it was the cashier or the teller, and he said it was the teller, 
And thereupon Gouvernour Calhoun was recalled and testified as follows: 


Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. Mr. Calhoun, I will ask you whether you have made an examination of 
your pa a documents for the purpose of giving usa record of the call?— 
A. No; I did not. 

Q. Why?—A. I preferred to report to our officials, my superiors. I considered 
it advisable. 

Q. Did you get report to your superiors?—A. I did. 

Q. What did they say?—A. Why, that is with reference-— 

Q. Producing the record?—A. Producing the records. - the advice of the 
counsel of the company I must respectfully decline to furnish the record of the 
company. 

Q. Who is the counsel?—A. Noble Egliston. 

Q. Lawyer in New York City?—A, The general counsel in New York City. 

Q. Did you telephone or —— him?’—A. I ees him. 

Q. And through the telephone he told you to decline to give us the records?— 
A. I gave you the answer. 

Q. Well, that’s your own personal objection, but one which is founded upon 
the advice of your attorney in New York City; is that it?—A. Yes. 

Q. And did you consult with your superior oflicer?—A. I did. 

Q. Who; Mr. Stone?—A. No. 

Q. Is Mr, Stone your superior officer?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Which superior officer did you consult, Mr. Calhoun?—A. The assistant gen- 
eral manager. 

Q. And what is his name?—A. Edward P. Meeney. 

Q. Where is he located?—A. New York City. 

Q. You talked with both of them over the telephone, I sec.—A. I talked with 
Mr. Meeney. 

Q. And you consulted with the omen S. I presume so; I don’t know. 

Q. You are aware, are you not, Mr. Calhoun, that a resolution may be passed 
by this committee and ~~ may be brought before the bar of the senate to an- 
swer in contempt; that is your understanding?—A. That's what I understand you 
to say; yes. 

. year setasel is based upon the advice of your superior officer in New 
York?—A. Yea, sir. 

Q. It is not a matter which in any way would tend to criminate you personally, 
is it?—A. I don’t know anything about that. 

Q. That is, your answers as to the production of this record would not tend to 
disgrace you personally?—A. I presume not; I don’t know anything about that. 

The CHarRMAN. The chair desires to say to the people of Cincinnati and those 
who have been with us and listened to the testimony, that the committee is 
thankful to them for the courtesy which has been extended to this committee, 
and also thankful to listeners who have extended us the courtesy of maintaining 
order while the proceedings have progressed without putting the chair to any 
great trouble. I want to say, also, that I desire to —as our sergeant-at- 
arms, our sergeants Brady and Schetler, for their diligent work. We have exam- 
ined about 30 witnesses, and they certainly haye done their duty in all respects. 


And thereupon Gouvernour Calhoun was recalled and testified as follows: 
Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. One question further is suggested to me: Have you a record ofall messages, 
Mr. Calhoun, which went from Cincinnati to 1092 at Columbus during January 
7, 8,9, 10, and 11, of 18987—A. That I don’t know. 

Q. Have you examined for the purpose of ascertaining that?—A. I haven't 
examined. ; 

Q. You naturally would have those records, would you not, in your office?—A. 
We keep memoranda for the purpose of rendering bills. 

Q. Well, those have not as yet been destroyed—not to your knowledge?—A. Not 
to my knowledge. 

Q. How long @o you keep those records?—A. I don’t know just how long. 

Q. I desire to notify you that you are still under the process of this committee, 
and desire to notify you also not to destroy those records, and to preserve them, 
if possible, to be brought befcre this committee. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. We are now adjourned. 
And thereupon the committee adjourned to meet at the call of the chairman. 


SENATE CHAMBER, 
Columbus, Ohio, January 27, 1898. 


The CHAIRMAN. On account of no quorum being present this committee will 


adjourn until 2 o’clock to-morrow, 
GEORGE 8. LONG, Secretary. 
CoLumsvus, Onto, Friday morning, January 28, 1898. 


Investigating committee met at 11 o'clock a. m., and proceeded to take the fol- 
lowing testimony in the room of the judiciary committee: 


Members present—Chairman Burke, Senators Long, Finck, and Garfield. 
John C. Otis, being called as a witness, was first duly sworn, and testified as 


follows: 
Examined by Mr. Lone: 


Q. Will you please give the stenographer your full name, age, occupation, and 
place of residence?—A. John C. Otis; 42; position, a druggist. 

Q. Where is your place of residence and business?—A. Cincinnati. 
business, southeast corner of Sixth and Vine. 

Q. I will ask you whether you have a drug store at the southeast corner of— 
A. Sixth and Vine, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
. Q. You are a member of the house in the Ohio legislature, are you, Doctor?—A. 

es, sir. 

Q. Of the present general assembly, seventy-third’—A. Seventy-third general 


assembly, sir. 
Q. Where were you January 8, 1898?—A. I was in Cincinnati. 
Q. Are you acquainted with one H. H. Hollenbeck?—No, sir. 
. Are you acquainted with one Harrison H. Boyce?—A. I met him—formed a 


Q 
= acquaintance with ~ we { Harrison Boyee. 
Q. aN . 


Place of 


Henry Harrison Boyce? Yes, sir. 
You say you met him in Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When?—A. I met him on the evening of January 7, Friday evening; I think 
that was Janu 7. 
Q. January 7, 1898?—A. 1898; yes, sir. 
Q. Now, I wish you would state, Dr. Otis, what, if anything, occurred between 


you and Henry Harrison Boyce at that time or subsequently which wasin any wise 
connected with the question of the election of United States Senator, or touchin: 
your action in reference to that vote for United States Senator. We want it full, 
n your own way. A. Well, about 11 o’clock that Friday morning I was ca}|éd 
to the telephone—a party had rung me up and stated he was at the Great South. 
ern Hotel at Columbus, that his name was Boyce, General Boyce, from New York 

He said, “I am a stranger to you, but I came on from New York to see you o:, 
very important business, and would like’’—— x 

Q. Where were you talking?—A. At my place of business. 

Q. Telephone to your drug store at Cincinnati?—A. Yes. He said, “I came to 
Columbus Wednesday afternoon, and arrived just about two hours after \ 
had left;”’ so I told him I would be at my store all that afternoon ; if he was c; 
ing down to Cincinnati he could see me there. He said he would not like t, ¢., 
to the store, that he would rather see me at one of the hotels, and which wo), 
be the most convenient? I told him cither the Grand Hotel or the Gibson House. 

Q. What is the number of your telephone in Cincinnati, Doctor?—A. 26 : 

Q. Go on.—A. So he asked me which would be the most convenient to me, ang 
I told him the Gibson House. All right; he would meet meat the Gibson H: 
would leave on the 2.30 train and arrive in the city about5.300r4.30. That a: 
noon I received a telegram from him about 3 o’clock—I think it was wire: . 
Springfield; (the telegram is in existence, however)—to the effect that he wow) 

1 
i 


Ou on 


i 


not reach Cincinnati until about 5.30; and between 5.30 and 6 o’clock I met } 

at the Gibson House—went up to the register and saw his name registero: 

got the number of his room and went up to his room. I think the number of }) js 
room was 226. I met the party. He greeted me by saying, “Iam a stranger to 
you, but I want to see you upon very important business.” 

After afew preliminary remarks he told me that he represented Mr. J. Picr; 
Morgan, of New York, and that Mr. Morgan had some very large interests j; 
State of Obio that he wanted looked after this winter, and also told me 1) 
was a very intimate friend of C. C. Shane, of New York, who was very « ) 
the President, and in a desultory way he touched upon the Senatorial qu: ’ 
and wanted to know from me what Mr. Hanna’s chanees were of election. | 
told him in my opinion I didn’t think they were very good, but that he had a 
chance. He wanted to know how I felt about it, and I told him I was opposed 
to Mr. Hanna, and he told me that night or the following night Mr. Shane w 
to have an interview with the President, that they were both very anxious 
the Ohio situation, the President in particular; personally he didn’t ca: ry 
much who was elected, but he had a very high regard for the President, a: . 
the President he hoped that Mr. Hanna would be elected. After quite a 
chat in just that kind of a line we put off further talk until the next aftern 
Saturday afternoon at 3 o'clock. 

Q. Who did that—made that arrangement, and in what manner, if you re 
ber, Doctor?—A. Well, I got up to leave, along about half past 6, probably o 
7 o'clock, and told him that I had to get back to the store. I had a littlo | 
ness to attend toand that I would see him later. He wanted to know if we could 
not make some special time, that his business was of very great importance. | 
suggested that we meet to-morrow afternoon at 8 o’clock. That was Saturday 
afternoon. The next afternoon or after I left, Isaw Mr. Campbell that ni; 
Mr. T. C. Campbell, of New York, was in the ay. I told him about my interview 
with the party, what had transpired, etc., and suggested to the Colone! that I 
wouldn’t go back there to see him, and that it was very evident what the | 
was leading up to, and no telling what it might lead on to. 

Q. By colonel you mean who?—A. T. C. Campbell. Well, he said: ‘This fc! 
low is evidently a rascal, and you might as well go down to my room and 
what he has to say anyhow.” So.the next morning before I Jeft home Mr. |; 
of Columbus here, came to my house along about8 o’clock inthe morning. \\ 
that night—Friday night—I saw Mr. Bliss. He was in Cincinnati, and he « 
gested that we see Mr. Eshelby the next morning. He understood that there \ 
two Yotes that were getting away from them—Lane and Droste—and that | 
were under Mr. Eshelby’s influence, and by meeting Mr. Eshelby something 
might be done in the matter, and Mr. Bliss came to my store there with me about 
11.40, or before 12 o’clock anyway, and rang up Mr. Eshelby, and made an engage- 
ment with him at 9 o’clock the following morning at the St. Paul building, Mr. 
Campbell's office. 

Q. Sunday morning?—A. Saturday morning. This was Friday night. That 
morning before I got down there Mr. Bliss came to my house and told me that ! 
understood that there was a party there in the city trying to reach me 0) 
Senatorial matter, and told me what he had learned from the telephoni 
munication between the Gibson House and Columbus that night—Mr. |: 
communication with people here in Columbus, I told Mr. Bliss that mor 
that I wouldn’t have anyth‘ further to do with the matter. It was ver 
pulsive to me. It was very evident what the party was leading up to, and | 
notoriety attached to it was especially distasteful to me, and 1 thought that I 
would quit where I was. 

But after talking the matter over he concluded and thought that it would be 
an excellent thing to go ahead with it and see what it would lead upto. So thet 
afternoon I met Mr. Boyce at the Gibson House at 3 o’clock and gave him al! the 
latitude to talk, and his conversation was a sort of a repetition of what had | 
spired the day before—that he represented Pierpont Morgan, intimate); 
ciated with Mr. C. C. Shane, and that he had some business enterprises in Now 
York, and that the President was very anxious to have Mr. HANNA returned to 
the Senate, and that he would do anything in the world to bring about s 
state of affairs. 

Personally he didn’t care whether Mr. HANNA was returned, but for the sake of 
the President he was very anxious to have him go back, and if I could only see it 
in that light he could make it extraordinarily profitable to me in the w 
emoluments, or the President has eet poet in the way of making ap| 
ments; and aftera good deal of talking just that ar sort of repetition of the sa 
thing over—that he could make it very profitable i I could only see it that wa) 

1 told him that I would consider the matter further and probably see him | 
and left him that way, along about 6 o’clock that evening. That was Saturday 
evening. After seeing him, I went over and talked to the colonel, T. ©. Cain 
bell. I told him what had transpired and the character of the conversation. 
This was over at the Hotel Emery. 

Q. (The Chairman.) What hotel?—A. Emery. That evening Boyce rang inc 
up at my place of business. I was not presentatthetime. I gota message ()\«' 
to the effect that the party at the Gibson House wanted to see me, and | \ 
over there between 9 and half past 9 and saw Mr. Boyce, who was then at | 
telephone at the Gibson House lobby. Previous to going over, however, | * 
Mr. Campbell and Mr. Bliss, and we between ourselves as to the course 
we would pursue. I told the gentlemen I didn’t want to have anything further 
to do with the matter. It was then very evident that the matter was gol!s |: 
lead on to a great deal of unpleasant notoriety that I didn’t like, and the co 
suggested that the matter had gone so far that it would be well to bring the: 
ter = end and see the party, and see if I couldn’t get him to come over ani 
see 2 ' 

I went over to the Gibson House hone to see him. He was at the ' 
phone in the Gibson House lobby—at the Gibson House lobby between thie |: 
and the cigar stand—and I told Mr. Boyce that touching the matter I didn’t «1! 
to talk anything further about it, but that if he would go with me to the Hi tel 
Emery I would introduce him to Col. T. C. Campbell New York, and let hi) L 
discuss the matter with him, and that I would abide by it, the same as if he wi - 
talking tome. Boyce said, ‘1s this man your attorney?” I said, “ Yes; he 1s ad 
attorney.” ‘From New York?” “Yes.” He said, “What is his name?” I saic, 












1900. 





«“T.C, Campbell,” and he said * All right.” 
and I took him upstairs to the colonel’s room and introduced him, and after 
touching on the er ae of the day I retired from the room. 

i 


We walked over to the Emery Hotel 


Q. What next, if anything, occurred?—A. Nothing further transpired between 
Boyce and myself that night. Of course, as to what transpired between the 
Colonel and Mr. Boyce I got only from hearsay. Do you want me to testify as 
to those matters? > 

Q. Well, I want to get at what you know.—A. Well, I met Mr. Campbell, after 
he was through with Mr. Boyce. The Colonel said he got tired of his talking 
about the President in a very little while, and said, ‘ Let's get down to the con- 
crete.” ‘What do you want this young man to do?”’ referring to myself. Well, 
he wanted me to vote for Mr. HANNA. ‘Well, what do you want to give him for 
this vote?” Well, he thought it would be worth $10,000. And Mr, Campbell 
inquired, ‘Have you got the money with you?"’ No; he didn’t have the money 
with him. Well, after talk of that kind he arranged to meet the Colonel the 
next day, Sunday. On Sunday afternoon, I think it was—yes, Sunday afternoon 
at 3 o’clock—when he met the Colonel at the Hotel Emery and paid him $1,000. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) That is, General Boyce?—A. Yes. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Were you present at that time?—A. No; I wasn't present. 

Q. Were you in the hotel?—A. Not present at the time. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Did you see the money?—A. The Colonel showed me $1,000 
after he left—showed it to myself and Mr. Bliss in another room where we were. 

Q. What shape was it in?—A. In $100 bills—ten. The Colonel passed it over 
tome. I said I didn’t want the money; I don’t want to touch it. Mr. Bliss 
asked to see it, and took it and looked it over. 

Q. Did you see any more of Mr. Boyce?—A. I saw him that night—Sunday 
pep ne Boyce and Campbell had arranged for another meeting that night at 9 
o'clock, 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Go ahead, Mr. Otis.—A. About 9 o’clock they met again at the 
Emery — there were $750 more passed hands there between Mr. Boyee and Mr. 
Cam ;. 

Q. Mid you see that?—A. I saw the $750 afterwards. I didn’t see the transaction, 

Q. You saw the $750?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who kept possession of that?—A. Mr, Campbell. 

Q. You didn’t take possession of it?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Well, what more in connection occurred with this man Boyce?—A. Well, 
Mr. Boyce wrote out a receipt that, I presume, is in Mr. Campbell’s possession. 
I don’t know whether it is in the possession of the investigating committee or 
not. Boyce wrote out a receipt for the $750, to be signed by Mr. Campbell. 

Q. Did you see the receipt?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did yousign it?—A. No, sir; Mr. Campbell holds the receipt, but it was not 
signed. That was about all that a es They agreed—Mr. Campbell agreed 
with him—in taking this receipt for $1,750, that we were to leave Cincinnati at 
9 o'clock to fo to Columbus, when Mr, Boyce was to pay over the other $1,750. 
But he didn’t go to Columbus with us the next morning. He could not be found 
when we got ready to go. 

Q. Who did?—A, Boyce. 

Q. Did you see Mr, Boyce any more?—A. No; I didn’t see him after that night. 

Q. Have you scen him since?—A. No, sir. 

. Do you know why Boyce didn’t go with you to Columbus?—A. I think— 
well, I presume that he was aapees of the fact that he was in a dangerous 
position and got out as quick as he could. 

Q. You didn’t know when he came?—A. When he came to Columbus? 

Q. When he came to Columbus.—A. When he came to Columbus, what I heard 
was that he got there about dinner time; 12 o’clock—12. 20, 

Q. what time did you come here?—A. About 4.30 in the afternoon. 

Q. What kind of a looking man was he? I wish you would describe Mr. Boyce 
as to his personal appearance.—A, Well, Mr. Boyce was a man about 5 feet 11, 
with a sandy mustache, sandy hair, rather thin on top, combed down on side of 
forehead. He wore a Prince Albert coat, and had a rather dignified bearing; 
man about 55 or 56 years of age. 

Q. What kind of bui!t man was he—what weight?—A. Would weigh about 185 
pounds, and well rtioned. 

Q. Fairly heavy and well proportioned?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What kind of a hat did he wear?—A. Plug hat, 

Q. Silk hat?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did he wear glasses?—A. Only when he wanted to read. 

Q. Now, if there is anything else with reference to this transaction of Boyce 
that you recall of, and t a have not already testified to?—A. Speaking about 
glasace reminds me of—he showed me a letter from Col. Fred Grant, compliment- 
ng him for some article he had written for the Commercial Review. That was 
one of his introductory efforts. 

. Was there any said by Boyce touching any tel m that he had sent 
cithes to Shane or eh ident Yes; the night of the interview with Mr. 
Campbell Mr. Campbell asked him what sort of a receipt he wanted for this 
money; asked him what evidence he wished for a receipt. He said, “ Just sim- 
py a telegram from Mr. Otis to the President to the effect that he would vote for 

ANNA.” Mr, Campbell said, ‘You write out whatyou want.” He wrote it out 
and Mr. Campbell asked if that was all he wanted ed. Hesaid, “Yes.” That 
telegram was to have been conveyed by Mr. Campbell that night. He wrote it 
out Sunday evening. Isaw the telegram, written in Mr. Boyce’s handwriting, 
to the President: ‘‘ For the best interests of the country, etc., I will vote for 
MARK A. Hanna for United States Senator,” or words to that effect. The tele- 
om believe, is in existence. 

Q. Where was the tel written?—A. In the Hotel Emery. 

Q. In Colonel Campbell’s room ?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. On what was it written?—A. He wrote the original on a telegram blank. 
Campbell showed it tome. Isaid I wouldn’t sign it. Isaid, “ Bliss, you ean sign 
it,” and he was quite willing to sign it. I said, “Sign it J. G. Otis.” “I wrote m 
name John C, Ot Ialways write my name John C, Otis. He carried out his 

t. Idon’t know whether the telegram was forwarded to Washington; I don’t 


Ww. 

Mt (The Seeare.) You saw the t in his handwriting; is it in Mr. Cam 
bell’s hand?—A. Yes, itis. The tel which Mr. Boyce wrote is in 
Mr. ’s hand; the one given to Mr. Bliss is in Mr. Campbell’s possession. 

Q. Now, let me ask you if you have stated everything that you know of touch- 
ing this man Boyee?—A. Yes; I think that is all that I can now call to mind. 

Q. You didn’t see this man Hollenbeck?—A. Not to know him. 


Q. Did ever know of the existence of such a man as Henry Harrison Boyce, 
rior e time of his calling you up by telephone and introducing himself~ 
eneral Boyce?—A. No, sir. 


Q. Have you ever heard of him?—A. Never heard of him. 
By Mr. GARFIELD: 


do you think you first saw this man ce?—A. On Friday evenin 
t clock, probably a little before this, at the Gibson House at Cincinnati. 
Was the evening of Jan Pi t think 
long were t f—A. It we were together an hour, and 
probably an hour and a half. 
, in that hour and a half, is that all that you and he talked about— 
in your testimony?—A. The substance of it. Yes; these conversations were 
pretty much a repetition of the same thing. 
@ ’t talk of anyone else?—A. Well, nothing outside of the business inter- 
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esta of the country, the Cuban question, and ordinary topics of the conversation, 
going from one to another. 

Q. Talked about the Senatorial matter?—A. Yes 

Q. Did you tell anyone else you were not going to yote for Mr. HANNA?T—A, Yes 

Q. Who?—A. Well, quite a number of people in Cincinnati, and quite a number 
of people located here in Columbus, 

Q. What else did you say about the Senatarial question?—A,. Well, he wanted 
to know what I thought about Mr. Hanwa’s chances. I told him that in my 
opinion his chances were not very good —he had, in my opinion, a fighting chance. 

Q. Did you talk about any other candidates?—A. No; did not mention anyone 
I don't think any other candidate's name was mentioned there by Boyce 
or myself, : 7 

Q. And the next afternoon you say he was with you for 
from about 3 o'clock until 6 o'clock, or after 6. ~ 

Q. About three hours?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. What did you talk about in addition to what you have already testified to?— 
A, Well, that was about the substance of the whole conversation the whole 
afternoon. He would goover the statement that he could make it very profital#e 
for me in the way of emolument in the way of positions; and the great regard he 
had for the President; and the anxiety he felt for the President i 1 in » Mr 
HANNA returned; that personally he didn’t care for h ~ouut 
of the President ‘ 

Q. Took over three hours to 
peated over often that after 

Q. Well, what else did he talk about?—A. He talked about some New York in- 
terests he had. About a hotel he had in contemplation of bi ilding thers ind the 
men whom he had interested in the project. Of the money he had lost u der 
Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, and of the money he expected to get back unde r 
this Administration. 

Q. Well, who did he talk of, so far as you can remember? 
he talked about a great deal was ©. C. Shane, of New York 

Q. Anyone else that you can mention?—A. J. Pierpont Morgan, 

Q. Anyone else?—A. Fred Grant. 

Q. Anyone else?—A. No; I don’t remember of anyone else. 

Q. Well, did you in any way try to find out who Mr. Boyce was before talking 
with him on this subject?—A. No; I didn’t try to make much of an effort to find 
out his antecedents. 

Q. How much of an effort did you make, if any, to find out who he was?—A. 
Well, he talked about his career in the late war and his experiences there, 

Q. I asked about what you asked.—A. Well, I asked him where he derived the 
title general; if he had been in the late war. He told me the regiment he was 
in, and the great love he had for General Grant, and that led up to his showing 
me a letter from Gen. Fred Grant complimenting him on some article he had 
contributed to the Commereial Review. 

Q. Well, was he introduced to you by anyone?—A 
a couple of letters from H. H. Boyce from New York. 

Q. bia you tell him why you were not going to vote for Mr. HANNA?~A 
don’t think that I did. 

Q. Did you tell him who you were going to vote for?—A. I don’t think that 
he touched upon any Senatorial candidate outside of Mr. HANNA. It is barely 

ssible that we may have touched upon Governor Bushnell and Mr. Kurtz, 

bere was much conversation there, and in three hours much can be said A 
good deal of repetition. 1 was giving him all the latitude I possibly could. He 
evidently had a proposition to make to me, and I waited for him to make that 
proposition to me. 

Q. Were there any other names or facts that he gave that might lead you to 
his identification?—A. No; I don’t remember of any other names at all he men 
tioned, 

Q. Are you sure that he didn’t mention any other names?—A. Well, I presume 


— A. We were together 


hay 
Imself, but cared on acc 


say that?—A. Well, he 
oon by the man 


—these 


1onts were 


A. Well, one man 


He showed me his card and 


. No; I 


that he may have mentioned other names; he told me at one time that Mr. Mor 
gan was interested in building some electric railroads in Ohio; that they expected 
to spend from twenty to thirty millions of dollars within the next year or two, 
and I think in that connection he did mention some other name. 

Q. Whose name?—A. I could not recall the name now. 

Q. Names of Ohio people?—A. No; New York people. 

Q. Did he mention the names of any Ohio people?—A. I don't know. In that 


connection I asked him if he was acquainted with Myron T. Herrick, of Cleve- 
land, and he said not, if he was interested in the road business 

Q. Did you ask him about any other people besides Myron T. Ik 
Well, we talked about the Cincinnati street-railway system ther 

Q. Did you talk about any Cincinnati men?—A. Yes; I think so. 

Q. Who?—A. Well, Mr. Kilgore’s name was mentioned in conne 
street-railway system—John Kilgore, the president of the road. 

Q. Anybody else?—A. I don’t remember of anybody else. 

Q. Anybody connected with any political work?—A. I think not. 

Q. How did you nagpen to talk about Mr. Kilgore?—A. In connection with the 
street-railway system, he being the president of the road there—in connection 
with the send. We talked about the progress of electric roads all over the coun 
try, and the possibilities, ete. His name just came up in a general way. 

Q. Did he show you any other letters to identify himself in any way besides 
those he showed you?—A. I think that was the only letter he showed me 

. Well, you turned the whole matter over to your attorney, Mr. Campbell’— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How long has Mr. Campbell been your attorney?—A. Well, since 1882. 

Q. 1882?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Did you em a! him as an attorney in 1882?—A. Yes. 

Q. Where was ke living at that time?—A. He was living outside of Cincinnati 
at a place called College Hill. 

Q. Has he been living in Cincinnati since that time all the while?—A. No; he 
has been living in New York City during the past eight or ten years, although in 
ent about every thirty days, having more or less business here all the 

e. 
Q. How have you employed Mr. Campbell?—A. Well, I haven't had a great 
deal of legal business. He drew leases for me on one or two occasions. 

Q. When was that?—A. On one occasion, in 1882; well, two occasions, in 15 
or, rather, in December of 1881, and again in July, 1882, and again in February 
March of 1885. 

Q. And sinee then?—A. No. 

Q. Had no legal business for you since 1885?—A. 
into consultation since. 

Q. Has he an office in. Cincinnati?—A. Yes. 

Q. How long has he had an office there?—A. Well, I think he has had an office 
there right straight along. His office is in the St. Paul building; has been there 
during the past year. Previous to that his office was in the Hamilton Building, 
corner of Fourth and Vine. 

Q. Has he been in Cincinnati during the past five or six years?—A. No; he gets 
there about every thirty or sixty days. 

Q. And you say that Mr, Campbell told you that this man Boyce offered him 
$10,000 for you?—A. Yes. 

Q. You were not present at that time?—A. No. 

Q. How did he happen to change, and only pay $1,000 instead of $10,000?—A, 
Well, that was paid—$1,750; paid $1,000 at one time and $750 at another 

Q. How did he happen to make that odd payment of $1,750?—A. Well, he was 
to pay another $1,750 here in Columbus the next morning. 


rrick?—A, 


tion with the 


Well, I have often called him 


6624 


Q, When was the balance to be paid?—A. After the vote was to be delivered. 
q. Where was that to be paid?—A. I suppose right here in Columbus. 

«. I understand that you were not present at any of these conyersations?—A. 
o, sir 

Q. They were simply reported to you by your attorney. Now, do you think 
whether or not any other names were mentioned, or the names of Ohio people, 
by which vou could identify this man Boyce?—A. No. 

Q. You didn’t make any inquiry at that time to discover?—A. No; I didn’t. 

Q. You say you stated that he was in Columbus before coming to Cincinnati?— 
A. . Yes, sir; he rung me up from Columbus. 

Q. You never saw him at Columbus?—A,. No. 

Q. Did anybody in Columbus tell you anything about Mr. Boyce?—A. Well, I 
have heard quite a number of stories in Columbus. 

Q. I mean at that time by way of identification?—A. No, no. 

Q. You never heard his name mentioned before that time he called you up on 
the telephone?—A. No, 

Q. (The Cuarr.) Did he say anything about Major Dick?—A. No. 

Q. Mr. Campbell has been in Cincinnati this week?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you know what he is doing there?—A. I received a letter from him yes- 
terday morning stating that he was there in a very important case and couldn’t 
come up here yesterday. 

Q. At what time?—A. 12.30. 

Q. Did you receive that information directly from him?—A. I received a tele- 
gram this morning to that effect. 

Q. That he would arrive at Columbus at 12.30?—A. The telegram reads that he 
will be here at 12.30—arrive at noon. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Dr. Otis, was there anything about General Boyce’s face which 
attracted your attention—any mark of any kind?—A. Yes; there was. 

g. What was that?—A. He had a scar under his right—don’t know whether the 
right or left eye—I can’t say. He had a scar. 

Q. What kind—as to the kind and character?—A. Yes, sir; decided scar under 
the lefteye. I asked him about it—how he received it. He was hit with a piece 
of shell—shot there. 

Q. Was there a discoloration there?—A. Yes; slight discoloration of the scar, 

Q. He didn’t mention Major Dick's name to you at all?—A. Yes, sir. 

q. Or H. H. Hollenbeck?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Any of the gentlemen there—Mr. Dougherty or Mr. Rathbone—who were 
then interested in the Senatorial contest here, then in Columbus?—A, No, sir. 

Q. Any names of Columbus parties that you know of?—A. No, sim At onetime 
during the conversation he excused himself, went downstairs to the telephone, 
was away probably fifteen minutes or so, and then came back. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Which afternoon?—A. Saturday afternoon, 

q. At the Gibson?—A. Yes; at the Gibson. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Didn’t say anything about his associations here at Columbus?— 
A. No, sir. Iasked him if he was acquainted with Columbus, He said he wasn’t. 

Q. (The Cuarr.) Doctor, we may want to ask you some questions after Mr. 
Campbell has testified. Consider yourself under the process of the committee, 
subject to the call of the chairman, and with the provision you may be excused 
until the testimony of Mr. Campbell is received. 

The Wirness, I have a letter I have received from Bloomington, Ind. 
know that it is much important [witness handing letter to chairman]. 

(Mr. Garfield stated that he could not be present at the afternoon session. It 
was agreed by the committee that the examination of witnesses might proceed 
in his absence, and that, in case Mr. Garfield or any other member desired to 
ask any further questions, witnesses would be recalled for that purpose, and that 
they aould be held under process of the committee to respond to its call when 
desired.) 

The Chair excused Mr. Garfield from attendance at the afternoon session. 

And thereupon the committee took a recess until 1 o’clock p. m., same day. 


AFTERNOON SESSION. 
FRIDAY, January 28, 1898—2 p. m. 
The committee met pursuant to adjournment. Present: Chairman Burke and 


Senator Long, who proceeded with the examination of witnesses, according to 
the agreement of this morning’s session. 


T. C. Campbell, called as a witness, and being first duly sworn, testified as 
follows: 


Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Your full name is what?—A. Thomas Collins Campbell. 

Q. What is your age?—A. Born on the 27th of April, 1845; that would make me 
53 the next birthday, if I 

Q. And you reside where?—A. Cincinnati, Ohio. 

G. Where is your place of business?—A. I a ont to say that I have been 
residing for some time past in New York, although I always feel that Cincinnati 
is my legal residence, and my family resides there, and I do business there. 

Q. You also do some business in Cincinnati?—A. Yes, sir. Senator, will you 

srmit any interruption at this point? I understand the full committee is not 

1ere, and that one of the —— who has done some of the cross-examining 
is unfortunately absent. understand, further, that you have a rule that you do 
not allow attorneys to appear before the committee. “I will ask that you kindly 
waive that rule so far as I am concerned as to testimony, as testimony is of more 
value with cross-examination than without, and I would be very much pleased 
if anyone who entertains any doubt of what may be testified to should have the 
privilege of cross-examining me. 

Q. Well, so far as the Chair is concerned, the Chair is perfectly willing that the 
request of the witness may be honored, and Senator Long joins me in that re- 
quest.—A. That will be satisfactory tome. I have been delayed in getting here, 
Senators, but it was hardly my fault. I had an important case for a very im- 
,ortant client for me, however, and we only finished the matter yesterday, and 

could not, in view of the duty I owed my client, lcave the matter. Hence my 
delay. If, however, my business has interfered with or caused the absence of 
any senator I will return at the request of anyone for cross-examination. You 
will pardon this interruption, and I am ready to go on. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Have either Mr. Huling or Mr. Dougherty been here? 

Mr. NicHo.as (one of the stenographers). They were at the door a moment 


N 


I don’t 


ago. 
The CHAIRMAN. I will say to Mr. Compe that our rule was that no attorney 


should be allowed to interfere with the hearing, but so far as the witness is con- 
cerned, Iam content to let any attorney appearing here to cross-examine, and 
Senator Long feels the same way. 

A. You are both lawyers and appreciate the fact that testimony is worth more, 
or should be, when there is cross-examination than when there is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. We will endeavor to get all the facts. 

Q. You were occasionally or are oc onally in Cincinnati?—A. Quite often. 

Q. And you still have much business there, I suppose, in a professional way?— 
A. A great deal. 

Q. I will ask. you, Colonel, whether or not you have at various times had ony 
~p relations with Dr. John C. Otis?—A. A great many, covering a long peri 
of time. 

Q. Do you remember of his calling on you some time in the early part of the 
month of January, 1898, with reference to some transaction with one Gen. Henry 
Harrison Boyce?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Colonel, starting in with the first knowledge that you had with reference to 
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the connection of Mr. Otis with this Boyce transaction, I wish that you woulda 
relate in consecutive order, as nearly as you can remember, the whole transaction 

(Mr. Huling and Mr. Dougherty now enter.) : 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Huling and Mr. Dougherty, the witness now in the stand 
has suggested that inasmuch as the whole committee is not here, that we agree 
between the committee that Colonel Campbell's testimony shall be taken this 
afternoon, A request from the witness asks that the committee here allow any 
attorneys connected with this trausaction to cross-examine. I have stated to th) 
witness that so far as I was personally concerned I had no serious objection to 
that, and Senator Long has agreed with me; so you can have the opportunity to 
cross-examine. S 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. We probably will have no cross-examination to make. 

The WITNEss. I was called upon by Mr. Otis at my office in Cincinnati, and he 
told me that a gentleman named Boyce had requested, over the long-distan; 
‘phone, that he, Otis, should make an appointment with him at some hote!] jp 
Cincinnati at 4.30. Otis related the conversation and finaily suggested the Gibson 
House as the most convenient place for the interview to take place. Dr. Otis 
asked me if I would go with him. He then returned and brought with him a 
telegram, which changed the hour of appointment from half past 4 until 5.99 
[Witness refers to some papers written on telegraph blanks.) Dr. Otis handed 
me a telegram, which purports to have been the original of which purports to 
have been filed on the hour and day named. 

Q. Just read, if you will.—A. The telegram reads: 


SPRINGFIELD DEPoT, OHIO, January 7, 1898 
Dr. J. C. Or1s, Sixth avenue and Vine strect, Cincinnati, Ohio: 


I can not reach Gibson House before 5.30 to-night. 

HENTY H. BOYCE. 

I suppose it meant Henry, but it reads ‘‘ H-e-n-t-y, 2.35 p.” At 5.30 it was not 
convenient for me to go with the Doctor, and he went himself, asking me to wait 
at the office, which I agreed to do until half past 6. I waited and didn’t hear 
from the Doctor and went to my hotel, and as near as I can now recall the time, 
probably half past 7, Dr. Otis came to the hotel and related to me a part of the 
conversation which he had had with Boyce. Do you want me to tell what was 
told me, gentlemen, or shall I confine myself to what would be legal evide: 
in court? 

Q. Let that go and relate.—A. Related as between myself? 

Q. Relate it as near as you can recollect it—A. He told me in general terms 
that Boyce had introduced himself; said he was a New York business man; t 
he was in Ohio representing J. Pierpont Morgan & Co.; that Morgan had large 
interests in this State, amounting, I think he said, to $50,000,000, which was treated 
with unjust taxation, and desired to confer with the doctor at length with refer- 
ence to the unjust taxation. Incidentally the Senatorship was made part of that 
conversation. Dr. Otis seemed to be in a frame of mind that he did not care t 
talk further with him, and then it was suggested that if General Boyce desired 
talk further, which he did, having asked for an appointment for 90’clock, | think, 
that Dr. Otis would ask him to confer with me as his attorney; that the doctor did 
not consider himself very conversant with taxation or the method of levying taxes 
in this State, and I agreed—not that I thought that I knew much more about the 
question of taxes than the doctor did, but I agreed to meet Boyce. 

A little after 9 o'clock General Boyce, as he termed himself, and Dr. Otis came 
to my room. The doctor introduced him. We talked on general subjects for 
awhile. I asked him where he lived in New York. He said he lived at Mount 
Vernon; that is a suburb about 20 miles from the City Hall. I asked about real 
estate and about the affairs in the country, and, finally, I said, ‘Well, General, the 
doctor tells me that you are here to represent a valuable clientele in Ohio.” He 
said, ‘“‘ Yes;’’ and taiked a little on that. He also told us that he had a very 
strong and loving regard for the President; talked on that line so much that I 
began to think that he was overstating himself. Dr. Otis left the room, and | 
said to him, “‘Now, General, what is your purpose here; what is it you want to 
do?” He reiterated about the taxes, and said that incidentally connected with 
Morgan was Senator HANNA, and that on account of the desire and the intens 
desire of the President that he had sent him to investigate the mattcr—the 
question of Senator Hanna’s election—and that if he could aid him he would 

I asked him, ‘‘Have you come from Senator Hanna; did he send you here?” 
He said, ‘No; I never knew Senator HANNA in my life. Ido not like him. I 
consider him and his method brutal, and if it was left to me I would not want 
him to go to the Senate, but for the sake of such gentlemen that I have sincere re- 

ard for I do.” What is your proposition; what do you want to do to help him? 

Te again began to talk about his regard for the President and general business 
features of the country, and commended the success of Mr. HANNA and the peo- 
ple he represented. I said, “ Let us get down to business. You come here forthe 
purpose of securing votes for Senator HANNA, and come erent to make some 
proposition for it; now, what is it?” ‘‘ Well,” he said, “‘ That is it, but 1 do not 
want to put it so broadly.” 

I said, ‘“‘ No use wasting time; you did not come from the President; that I fee! 
perfectly easy about, Mr. Boyce.” ‘‘Oh, yes; Ido. Mr. Shane, of New York, and 
myself went to the President, and Mr. Shane returned to New York and I came 
here on this business.” Said I, ‘‘What Mr. Shane do you mean?” So he told me 
he meant Mr. C. C. Shane, a business man whom I know very well in New York. 
I said, “‘ Well, I know Mr. Shane, and if you come from him he is a man of busi- 
ness and woula not waste very many words. What is it you want to do?” 

After more talk of a general nature, in which it was with difficulty that he 
came to the exact point, he said that he liked Dr. Otis, what he had seen of him, 
and that he would pay the Doctor $2,500 for his vote. I smiled and said, 
“Well, is that your proposition?” “Yes,” ‘Well,” says I, “I shall tell the Doc 
tor, but I feel very confident that nothing will come ofthat, Mr. Boyce.” “Well,” 
he said, ‘what would you say—what would your proposition be?’’ Says !, “! 
don’t think that Dr. Otis would have any proposition to make,” and said, ‘1 am 
very sure, then, they would not meet.” “Well,” he said, “ you think this over, 
and the great favor it would be to the President.” I said, “Now, Mr. Boyce, we 
might as well stop that line of talk. The President knows nothing of your busi- 
ness here and it is valueless for you to repeat that to me; and Senator HANNA 
doesn’t, and now who is it that does know?’ Oh, he wouldn’t tell that—the 
friends in New York had sent him—and he would not tell that. It would be 
sufficient for Otis to know that he would do what he had agreed to do and said 
he would do; and he would be a very valuable man in the future. 

I said, “‘I am very sure this will not be considered;” and so we separated. I 
learned—rather I told Dr. Otis of what had ocew at the joint to-day—that 
some time prior to my meeting Boyce at all I ‘felt that the matter was « very 
serious one. Judge Robertson, of Cincinnati, was an old acquaintance of mine 
been judge on the bench a number of years, also a partner of my former partner, 
Judgé Bookwalter, and I thought it was proper for me to send for him and te il 
him exactly what was on the tapis. I did so, and told him about this on ion— 
about this call upon Otis and the making of these appointments, and what a 
thought the purpose of him was to be. The interview that I have related starte< 
with Boyce occurred on Saturday night at the Emery Hotel. th 

On Sunday I was called up on the ’phone and told that the General at the Gi» 
son House wanted to talk to me. I went to the’phone. He talked to me ane 
asked for another appointment. I said, ‘‘ Very well; come over here whenever 
you want to, General.” That was in my office at the time—in my room, I mest , 
at the time; and there was present Mr. O’Harra; an attorney at Cincinnati. ‘\° 
were conversing on a matter of business in a suit in which we were on opposite 
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sides. I told him he could come over any time he was pleased after I was 
through with Mr. O’Harra. Ina short time I received from him a written mes- 
sage, Which message is in Boyce’s handwriting, and reads as follows: 

* DEAR MR. CAMPBELL: Will you come to the Gibson House? Slip into ele- 
yator and come up to second floor and come into 226. You will find it without 
asking the elevator boy. Just say second floor. I will explain.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Stenographer, make the telegram from H. H. Boyce to 
Dr. J. £. Otis, from Springfield, dated January 7, 1898, Exhibit 8 8, and the note 
just referred to by the witness as being sent to him, requesting him to come to 
the Gibson House, as T T. 

The WiTNEss. The note which I have just read to you is written on a telegraph 
blank, without signature and without date. However, I now know it as being 
in the handwriting of Boyce. In response to that request I went to the Gibson 
House; went to 226 and there had another conversation with Boyce. Before go- 
ing to the Gibson House, however, I showed the note and told parties of the re- 
quest and then went to keep the appointment. oe going to his room the talk 
of the night before was resumed, except that he left off all reference to the Presi- 
dent and to J. Pierpont Morgan. He had come down entirely to the matter he 
had in hand, He wanted to know what Otis thought of his proposition, and I 
told him that just as I expected, that Otis wouldn't listen to it. And then he 
wanted to know what he would listen to. 

I told him I didn’t know what he would listen to; ‘‘he has no proposition to 
make atall. He is willing to listen to what you have tosay.”’ He then said that 
the amount of money he offered was munificent under the circumstances; that 
Otis’s vote was not needed; that Senator HANNA had 74 votes positive, without 
Droste and without Lane. I said, ‘‘Then it is a mere matter of the goodness of 
your heart that you are offering Otis this $2,500. Seventy-four votes will as effec- 
tually elect a senator as 104." Yes, he said, but he wanted to show and be sure 
that he would succeed, as in the future there might be a slip, and therefore he 
wanted Otis, and he also wanted Droste and Lane. I told him that it was idle; 
that Otis wouldn’t hear toit. ‘ Well,” he said, ‘‘now I want you as an attorney 
in this matter.” 

“T want you to present this argument to Otis. I want him, and if you can get 
him I will pay you $1,000." _I said there wasn’t any objections to the $1,000, but 
that I had no idea that I could succeed with Dr. Otis. We talked on for a few 
minutes. I then said I had better goon back. ‘‘ Do you want to say anything 
more?” he said. ‘‘ You oughtn’t to throw away a chance of getting $1,000: fees 
of that size are not so plentiful.” I said, ‘‘ No; I have no objection to that; if you 
want to give me $1,000 I will make as good use ofitasIcan.” He finally picked 
out a large envelope from his pocket and counted out what he said was $1,000; 
six $100 bills, four $50 bills. He passed it overto me. *‘ There is a thousand.” 
I said, ‘‘ No; that is not a thousand, General; it is only eight hundred.” He 
picked it up and counted it again, and excused himself for making such a mis- 
take, and added a $200 bill. I rolled it up and put it in my pocket, and went 
over and told Otis and another gentleman waiting at my room. 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) Mr. Bliss?—A. Yes. He shortly called upon me himself 
at the hotel, and I told him that it was as I expected—Dr. Otis would not agree 
to anything in that line, and that I thought myself such a thing as $2,500 was 
enitirely beneath the dignity of a member of the house or representatives, That 
for a matter of that kind, if a matter of that kind was to be done in that way, 
that certainly a gentleman in Mr. Boyce’s standing would not think of offering 
less than $10,000. He said that was all nonsense; that they had bought four votes 
at an average of less than $1,500 apiece, and that a fifth vote—he said I was not 
to ask who it was—he had gotten for $600. I said, ‘‘ Very cheap; but isn’t this a 
very dangerous business for all concerned to be in? Might not this take all the 
parties in interest to the penitentiary?” ‘ Oh,” he said, ‘‘ I don’t mind that more 
than I would buying a pair of boots.” ‘ Well,’’ I said, ‘‘ you are used to it, proba- 
bly, and the rest of us ain’t; and I have no doubt that where the consequences 
might be so serious that the amount of money you talk about is not enough.” 
He then said, “ I will tell you what I will do. 

“*T will give him $3,500—$1,750 of it now and $1,750 to-morrow’’—to-morrow would 
be Monday; this was on Sunday—‘‘as soon as we get to Columbus.”’ Now, he 
mentioned some address in Columbus that he and I would go to, and that the 
balance of the money would be paid there; but that address I have forgotten. 
I thought I would remember it, too, but I don’t. I told him that I thought he 
could do better than that. I said, ‘‘What evidence—how do we know that you 
will keep your word with us? Suppose Otis goes up with us and itis given out 
he is to vote for Mr. Hanna, his bridges are burned, and you need not give it. 
You say you don’t come from HANNA,” He says, ‘‘ No, no, I don’t; I never met 
HANNA in my life; but I think I can satisfy you that I am whom I purport to 
be.” I said, “ Very well, do that.’’ So he pulled a telegram, which expressed 
in polite language that some request for some office he had made at the White 
House was not complied with owing to somebody’s absence. 

I saw that the telegram was signed by some clerk in the executive clerk’s office. 
Of course that didn’t strike me as being much of a credential. I said, ‘‘What 
else haye you?” He said, ‘I have a letter from Fred Grant.”’ I know Fred 
Grant and know his handwriting. So he showed mea letter. It was in Fred 
Grant’s handwriting. It was a letter in acknowledgment of some articles which 
General Boyce had marked and sent to Gen. Fred Grant ae to his father. 
It was simply a courteous response to what evidently was a eulogistic letter from 
General Boyce to Colonel Grant. I felt then more strongly than before that Mr. 
Boyce was a great deal of a fake. I professed to be satisfied with his credentials. 
However, I returned them to him and said, ‘‘ What do you want Otis to do if this 
is accepted?” ‘I merely want him to write a telegram to the President, telling 
the President he will dosoandso.” 1 said, ‘‘ You had better write what you 
want and I will submit it to him;”’ and thereupon he wrote upon a telegraph 
blank the following: 


“JANUARY 9, 1898. 
“To THE PRESIDENT, Washington, D. C.: 
‘For the best interest of Ohio and the Republican party I shall cast my vote 
MarkkK A. Hanna for Senator, both short and long term.” 


That telegram was written by him in my presence, and I was to submit it to 
Otis, and if Otis would submit to the proposition made he was to sign it, and I 
was then to return it to Mr. Boyce, who said he would forward it to the President. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Stenographer, this telegram, which is referred to by the 
witness, dated January 9, 1898, directed to the President at Washington, D. C., 
may be marked as Exhibit 0 O. 

Q. Continue, Mr. Campbell.—A. I carried the telegram away. We didn’t care 
for Mr. Otis to sign any papers that went into his hands, Mr. Bliss volunteered 
to copy the entire telegram as written by Mr. Boyce, and signed Mr. Otis’s name 
toit. Hedidso. Atour next meeting, the same afternoon, I pretended to ac- 
quiesce in his wishes, and said that Mr. Otis had finally consented; that there 
was the telegram. ‘Why,’ he said, “he wrote the whole thing!” “Yes; didn’t 
you want it that wy. Didn’t you want his writing?” ‘Well,” he said, ‘‘ yes; 
allright.” ‘‘ Now,” I says, ‘‘ you are to give $1,750 here and $1,750 to-morrow on 
arrival at Columbus.”’ “ Yes,’’ he says, ‘that is the arrangement.’’ Whereupon 
he counted me out $750. I said, ‘‘That don’t make $1,750." He says, ‘“‘ Yes; you 
have got $1,000, and $750 makes $1,750.” Isaid, ‘I thought the thousand you 
told me was a fee.’ ‘ Well,” he said, “I couldn’t let this cost us more than 
$3,500; the rest you get if Mr. Hanna is elected.” 

Q. What was the balance?—A. The balance was to be $1,750 on arrival at Colum- 
bus and $6,500 more if HANNA was elected. 

Q. That was to be delivered to Mr. Otis?—A. Yes; after the thing was over. I 
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thought I stated that before. That was the time I called for th ler r 
something to show us—— 

Q. That is the time he spoke about the $10,000—you hadn't spoken?—A. W: I 
thought I had. I said I didn’t think that would be satisfactory with Dr. Ot 
“Tam in a peculiar position; I am dealing for a third party, and you better ha 
a receipt for just the amount of money you have paid ‘Oh, yes; I will tak 
your word.” ‘Yes; but I am afraid Dr. Otis will not Well, write it out for 


1im.” ‘Oh, no; it should be in your writing, and there will be no feeling that 
I might be holding out on him Whereupon he sat down at the table and on a 
telegram blank wrote the following: 

“Received of Henry H. Boyce $1,750, with the understanding that an addi 





tional like amount is to be handed tome on the 10th instant: the whole $3.500 be 
held by me in trust, to be delivered in accordance with instruction if conditions 
are fulfilled, and, if not, the whele sum to be returned to said Bovce without 
protest.”’ 7 

He wanted that I should sign this—or that I was to sign this—and I showed 
this to Mr. Otis; ‘I will show this to Mr. Otis, to see if it meets his approval still.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The receipt just read by the witness, which is said to be in the 
handwriting of Henry H. Boyc« 

A. It is in the handwriting of Henry H. Boyce; I saw him write it 

The CHAIRMAN. Which is in the handwriting of Henry H. Boy ! ba 
marked Exhibit N N. f ; 

Q. Continue, Colonel.—A. Well, I said I would take the $750 and ¢ eipt 
and show it to Otis, and at our next interview would give him the r pt. That 
was agreed upon. He left the hotel. I was to m m the next 1 d 
Dr. Otisand he and I were to gouptogetherto Columbus. He went away 1 


back, I would say, about 12 o’clock, perhaps later, and was very « . W 
shouldn’t let him, Otis, go to Columbus until he was along. Isaid * Very. we 

that is the understanding; we will go up to-morrow mornin 
train together.”’ When the time came to go on the 9 o'clock train M 
not show up, and on a later train that day I came up with Mr. Bliss a 


There happened to be on the train a gentleman from Columbus whom | knew 
I knew him as a judge on the bench and asa Republican. 1 had contidenc 
him. I felt at this point that the matter had indeed grown very seriou i 


didn’t know that it had become general information in Columbus. It seemed 
that the transaction had, however, leaked out here, and something concert 

it had appeared in New York newspapers. I went to this gentleman and told 
him that it was an ugly affair; that I hated it very much; that I knew Georg 
Nash very well; I knew Grosvenor, General Little, and Mr. Thompson, and 
knew them as active friends of Senator HANNA, and I asked the judge’s judg 
ment on whether or not I should send a telegram to George K. Nash, asking him 
to meet me on my arrival at Columbus, where I intended to lay all these facts 
before him and give him these papers 7 

I thought if that was done it would result in Senator HANNA being withdrawn 
by his friends and the scandal being kept within the few who knew it 
Nash did not meet me when the train came in, but Captain Donilson came down 
and met me and said that GRosvVENOoR and Nash were both at a mecting—a mass 
meeting held here that day—and that General Little had left Columbus toattend 
the funeral of a relative or friend at Xenia, and that Judge Thompson would see 
me at any place I would name. I said then I was going to the Southern Hotel 
and would wait for the Judge up to 6 o’clock. Nobody came. I got no message 
up to 6 o’clock. Then the matter—but already it was out, though—then the 
general details of it were stated to the representative of the press. I mentioned 
that latter circumstance, Mr. Chairman, because a newspaper in Columbus said 
it was evidence of a scheme or conspiracy to do some wrong to Mr. HANNA—the 
fact that I sent the telegram to Mr. Nash; I sent a telegram to Mr. Nash after a 
lengthy interview with Judge Pugh, of this city, a man that I esteem very highly 
and thought to be very honorable, and he concurred with the doing of what I 
proposed, 

Thad a long acquaintance with Judge Nash and esteem him very highly, as 
indeed I do the other gentlemen I have named as being connected with him. It 
was no plot or conspiracy; it was not for that. It was for the purpose I have in 
dicated; and certainly if I was about to engage in any plot or conspiracy I would 
hardly expect to cope with the intellects of Grosvenor, Thompson, Little, and 
Nash. Mr. Nash accepted that, I am sure,in the spirit in which I intended it. 
About 8 o’clock or half past 7 o’clock in the evening I received from Judge Nash 
a very courteous, polite note, requesting me to come to the Chittenden Hotel and 
there meet him and General GROSVENOR. 

It was then too late todo anything, I went, however, to the Chittenden, and 
met Mr. Nash and explained to him briefly what I intended; and I regretted that 
it was past the time when either of us could control it. We parted very pleas- 
antly and friendlily. Boyce I have not seen since thattime. I have had and did 
have immediately after the first interview with Boyce started inquiries about Mr. 
Boyce and used the wires east, and pretty soon was put on the track of learning 
all about him. I think, gentlemen, I have told you all I know, except I want to 
say again that there should be no mistake about it, that Boyce declared with em- 
phasis that he had neyer met or seen Senator HANNA. 

Q. You spoke about one Mr. Shane; who is C. C. Shane?—A. Mr. Shane isa 
gentleman of good standing in New York. He hasa fur store—two of them, | 
think; one on Forty-second street between Broadway and Sixth avenue. He is 
a man that is active in, or I better say the reform side of politics in New York. 
He was active in his efforts, as I was, to secure the nomination of Mr. McKinley 
I think he is a man that is able and willing and does contribute to his side of 
politics. I would regard him asan honorable man. The only thing that [ have 
ever heard about him that was not in the line of being an honorable and decent 
citizen is what Boyce said. 

Q. And that, I take it, you didn’t believe to any great extent?—A. I wouldn't 
say I don’t believe, because when I asked Boyce I cross-examined him a litth 
where did you know him; how did you know him, and where is his place of 
business? It led me toinfer that he did know Mr. Shane very well and knew 
where his place of business was very well. 

Q. Colonel Campbell, you spoke about $1,750, which was paid in Cincinnati?— 
A. Yes. 

Q. One thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars paid in Cincinnati?—A, Y¢ 
There it is, only I don’t propose to make an exhibit of it, as you have done with 
the other papers; but there is the money just as he counted it out to me [witness 
produced a roll of bills}. There are six $100 bills, and there are the fifties—those 
are all fifties, excepting the two twenties and one ten. He added those two more 
$100 bills, making eight $100 bills; the rest fifty, except the last, which was in 
two $20 bills and the ten. Now, there has been a great deal of information sought 
about this money. Dr. Otis has stated in the house of representatives and else- 
where that the money would be handed to Mr. Boyce when he came in to Ham- 
ilton County where he parted with it and asked forit. If he does not do that— 
as I have been pretty fairly slandered and libeled—I propose to use a part of it in 
paying the expenses of a lawsuit that I have started 

Q. You have, then, started a lawsuit?—A. Yes; on my own account this time; 
I have started a great many for other people. 


Judge 


Q. Lawsuits against the parties in controversy?—A. Yes; against the State 
Journal. I was very much surprised to have the State Journal malign me very 
seriously. The president of that company was a gentleman who knew better. 
He had known me fora long time, and he has said if he had been home it 


would not have occurred. 
more in connection with it. 
Q. Butif Mr. Boyce returns for this money it will be turned over 


Nevertheless, I want the paper to say that and say 


to him?—A, 
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If he will come into Hamilton County where he parted with it, hg shall have it, 
even that part of it which was my fee. Thatis an inducement Tor him sure to 
come. 

Q. Let me understand—the total amount that Otis was to receive was $10,000?— 

Yes 

Q. One thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars of which was to be paid in 
Cincinnati, $1,750 was to be paid in Columbus, and the balance as soon as Senator 
Tanna was elected?—A. Yes; I didn’t detail it to you. There was a deal 
of talk about the others. He wanted to know if we couldn’t arrange for Droste 
and Lane; that Lane ought to be a very cheap man. He said he could get $5,000 
for Lane’s yote and that one or two thousand would be a great plenty for Lane 
and that he would divide the residue with me. He also said he could get $25,000 
for Mr. Mason’s vote and influence, and that there ought to be a very large divi- 
dend in that—not less than $15,000. In fact, he was preparing to make me 
wealthy. 

Q. Any other votes that he spoke about buying?—A. No, sir; he didn’t name 
anybody else. He said he had bought five votes and one of them was bought for 
$600, but he didn’t name who,the cheap man was. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Colonel Campbell, I think it is desired before departure of one 
of the absent senators to know what relation, if any, you are to Dr. Otis?—A. 
What relation? 

Q. Yes; or whether you are a relation?—A. I am a friend of Dr. Otis in any lit- 
tle matter where he wanted an attorney. 1 think I was the only one he probably 
advised with. He never had any lawsuits that I now recall; not the kind of a 
man that gets into lawsuits. I had business relations with him one time and in- 
vested some money with him in the drug business. I think the partnershi 
lasied for some—well, I don’t know how many years, seyen or eight. Dr. Otis 
got married and came to New York, and said he didn’t think the business had 
enough in it to justify him in making any division with me ~~ longer; that he 
thought my share in it was worth so much, and he would give it to mc. 

I suid, “All right, Doctor.” He sat down and ere me a check and drew up 
some notes; paid the notesas they becamedue. That is all that ever was between 
Dr. Otisand me. I esteemed him ve highly as a yo drug clerk in Weather- 
head's drug store, where I used so deal, and he imp: meas a capable, honest 

roung fellow. He afterwards went to the medical college and graduated with 
tenon, and then came back and went to the school of che: and graduated 
from that, and isa very capable chemist. If you mean whether there is any blood 
relationship, or by marriage, there isnone. Dr. Otis was a Republican in a mild 
way, that is, he was not yo in his politics, but he was a Republican, and 
has always been a decent, honorable, honest man and so known to everybody 
that knows him in this community. 

Q. (Mr. HuLtxe.) Do I understand you that Dr. Otis came Friday, the 7th, the 
first time in this matter?—A. I am not sure, Senator—you are not a senator, 
though. 

Q. No,sir—Mr. Huling.—A. I think Saturday, sir. 

Q. That is the day of the telegram?—A. Yes; the same day the telegram came. 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. Huling). So the record may show the exact facts. 
Whom do you represent? 

A. 7 ll, I did represent Mr. Dick. I do now so far as this testimony is con- 
cerned. 

Q. (The a You represent Mr. Dick?—A. Yes. 

Q. (Mr. tase.) Have you that telegram there, Colonel? I refer to this tele- 
gram marked Exhibit8 8. Can you refresh your recollection as to the date when 
it was that Mr. Otis first spoke to you?—A. Well, I think it would be the day that 
he got this; that is my best judgment. 

Q. And wasitprior to that telegram?—A. Yes; Ithinkso. The first conversation 
related toan appointment that was made by a long-distance telephone. The 
second to Dr. Otis was to advise me that the time was changed by reason of this 
telegram. 

Q. Did he see you personally on the first occasion, or by telephone?—A. Well, 
I think it was personally, but I wouldn’t be sure. 

Q. Do you remember what time in the day it was?—A. Well, my recollection 
would be it was early in the afternoon. 

Q. He informed you, did he, on that occasion that he had received a message 
from some person in Columbus on the long-distance telephone?—A. Dr. Otis, yes, 
informed me that a man giving his name as General Boyce—Henry H. Boyce, 
desired an interview with him on some important matter. (Witness examined 
some papers which he had taken out of his pocket.) That he said he was from 
the East. 

Q. He did not inform you what the matter was?—A. No; he didn’t say that the 
matter had been mentioned over the’phone. It was important ma is my 
recollection, and that he thought it would relate to Senatorial fight. At that 
time there was a great deal of—well, a and , and attempting to 
use influence on the members that oe on very actively at that time. 

Q. You didn’t see Mr. Boyce upon t day, I believe you said?—A. I say I 
think it was 9 o'clock of that day at night when he came to the hotel; that is my 
recollection of it. Now, it might have been the telegram came the day before. 

Q. You won't be certain, then, whether it was Friday evening or Saturday even- 
ing?—A. Yes, lam; I am certain it was ——s a but I am not certain 
as to whether or not it might be the day before I was told about it; but I think 
et oe cilia wp yt Otis, or his to t 

Q. You you were up by Mr. or sa you, a 
any rate, that he had received a message over telephone, and then rs received 
asccond call that the time of meeting had been ed?—A. a 
— me about the postponement, and my recollection he must have given me 
telegram. 

Q. It might have been the date of the telegram?—A. I think it was. 

Q. my you didn’t see Mr. Boyce then until Saturday evening?—A. Saturday 
evening, sir. 

Q. About 9 o’clock at the Hotel Emery?—A. Yes. 

Q. Where was it you were called from on Sunday, I think it was?—A. From the 
Gibson House by ‘phone to the Emery. 

Q. That is where you were stopping?—A. Yes. 

Q. (The Cuareman.) Both houses in Cincinnati, Ohio?—A. Yes; both housesin 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Q. (Mr. Hutine.) You say you met Judge Pugh coming up on the train; on 
Monday, was that?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Where did you first meet him?—A. On the train, you mean? 

2. At what point?—A. Well, I think I entered into a conversation with him 
before we got to Loveland—no, not before we got to Loveland, it was the other 
road—well, I got in conversation with him some miles out of Cincinnati. 

Q. What road did you come up on, did say, Colonel?—A. I think Big Four, 
by wa L Middletown, Dayton, and London. 

Q. (Mr. Kenney.) Mr. Campbell, did Mr. Bo say anything about whether 
the five that he had bought were Democrats or canst—A. Hedid not. He 
did say, though, in that conversation that there was no trouble about it; that 
Otis's vote was not at all necessary, that they had the vote, and if necessary there 
would be a break among the Democrats. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Did he mention the names of any of those, and how many?—A. 
No. sir; but spoke of the vote of those secured for A, but not in the connec- 


tion of the a of ar; 
Q. (The Cmainmay.) I wil saya where you will be, whether in Cincinnati or 
New York, the next week?—A. I will be wherever you want for the next day or 


two, if the absent senators want me tocome, I was going tosay that I am devoid 


of feeling in this matter. Any feeling I have would be the natural antagonism | 
would feel after the attack was made upon me by the Journal. I didn’t feel tha: 
Judge Nash was at all responsible for the publication of the episode of sending 
- the telegram, because I know he appreciated that and the spirit in which | 

d it. 

_Q. Could you be subject to call here Monday or Tuesday?—A. If you thin) 
likely I’m wanted, I would say Monday. I have business that requires me to he 
in Boston Monday, but I will wait in Cincinnati or Cleveland; either city would 
suit me fora callon Monday. I am associated in business with some of Senato; 
Hawnna’s closest friends. am associated with Myron T. Herrick, George 11. 
Worthington, J. B. Painter, and others of his very close friends. I am now a 
member of the committee on reorganization of the Central road of Columb. 
and my being here at the time of the election of speaker had nothing to do wit}; 
politics, however. I Was here on business of that road. 
~*~ (Mr. HvuLinG.) You have an office in New York as well as in Cincinnati>— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You had an office there a number of years?—A. Yes; I haye had an offics 
there a number of years, and either one of the cities is plenty large enough f,; 
me to confine myself to, but it so happened I was an attorney for a large estate {; 
Cincinnati and they desired that I should go on and attend to their busin, 
whenever they have any, and also one of the banks in Cincinnati, and they desir, 
me to do their business when they have any, and that makes it profitable for ; 
to have an office there. 

Q. You have had an office in Cincinnati how long?—A. I had an office in ( 
cinnati since 22 years of age. 

Q. When did you come from New York prior to the interview with Mr. Otic— 
A. L have not been three weeks out of Ohio at any one time within the last 
years, except when absent in Europe. I have been in Columbus probably ty 
— within the last year. The matter that I told you about, Mr. Huling, bri: 
me here. 

Q. I understand that, but you didn’t answer my yt. 
leave New York prior to the 7th day of January?—A. 
2d—no, I was here on the 8d. 

Q. When were you in New York last prior to the 7th?—A. I think the last I 
- Te was on New Year's day; that was the last I was in New York | 

0 the 7th. 

Q. When did = do any business for Mr. Otis last prior to this business 
kind?—A. I couldn’t remember that. 

Q. Some time?—A. I couldn’t remember when. The last business of an) 
ae between Mr. Otis and I was when he came and bought out my int 

n the store, and that was six or seven years ago. 

if you will hold yourself subject t 


Q. (The CHATRMAN.) That will be al 
call of the Chair.—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Without you have somestatement.—A. Simply about thisman Boyce. 11 
is a card which he left in Mr. Otis’s box at the Southern Hotel the day of t! 
the day before he called them up in Cincinnati; it gives the address 36 \\ 
street, room 501. He is not known at 36 Wall street at all; nobody in that ) 
ing knows him. 

. (Mr. Lone.) Is there such a room in that building?—A. Yes, such a: 
and such a number; nobody about the building knows anything of him. 11 
a place where he professes to do business at 29 West Twenty-sixth street, i 
York, and he had a piece of property that he claimed to own in Mount Ve: 
but was foreclosed by mo’ e—m0: e was foreclosed on it. 

Q. (The CuarmMan.) Did he speak of having any business in Canada’— A 
he didn’t speak about that. He isa man that has had occasion to need Ca 
once or twice in his life. 

Q. Ce. Lona.) Had occasion to need it?—A. Yes; he was a man from \ 
the old refuge “ benefit of a clergy” was deprived, and Canada took it 
That is the best way I know how to express it. 

Q. Well, if you will be in reach.—A. Please not make it later than Mond 

The CHAIRMAN. I will try to see that it will not be later than 4 o’clock Mond 

Mr. Lone. I think it will be well if the Chair will make it 1 o’clock Mond 

The CHAIRMAN. I will notify the other members. The card giving add: 
Wall street, room 501, may be marked MM, 

Adjourned to 4 p. m. next Monday. 


What date did, 
I think I was here on t! 


MONDAY EVENING, January 31, 1 


Hearing of the bribery investigating committee resumed. All of the m 
present. 


And thereuponT. C. Campbell was recalled and testified as follows: 


The CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Colonel Campbell, at our last evening meeting, at the time you gave you: 
testimony, you spoke about being on somewhat friendly relations with Mr. 0 
that you were one time connected in business with him. Will you explain t» 
the committee when that ——— —— up, and what your relations w 
Mr. Otis had been since that time?—A. Yes; I thought I had gone over that { 

I became acquainted with Otis, I would judge, in 1877 or 1878. 
youth, a clerk in the drug store of Weatherhead, in Cincinnati. 

I used to deal at Weatherhead’s store, and stopped in there a deal, and 
became well acquainted with the man, Along, I think, in 1879 or 1s80 
there was a drug store that into the hands of the present Judge Rufus 
Sook deed of Glendimeie. ak f camanel te'ten, tt be eeeed elon 

's ° e wan to, I would 
advance him the any money to buy that store. T asked him if he had an 
money of hisown. He said yes, he had some, and I then added to what he had— 
some $2,600 I think was the sum—and the store was bought and additional stock 
putin. It wasa rather prosperous venture. That went along until the building 
was torn down on the corner of Fifth and Vine streets, in Cincinnati. He then 
rented from Mr. Richard Smith and Mr. Glenn, at the corner of Sixth and Vi: 
My investment remained in his care until, I would think it was, six or se): 
yearsago. He accounted to me at the end of each year. 

Inever examined for the of determining whether his accounts were 
correct or not. I had absolute confidence in his honesty then, as I have now. | 
believe I have already told you, Mr. , that after his marriage he came 
to me and said to me that the business was not large enough to justify any divi- 
sion any longer with me, and he regarded my interest in the business as wort! 
somuch. He paid me of it in cash and ore notes for the residue, which hiv 
promptly paid. Even then I made no e nation whatever, feeling perfect!) 
sure that whatever he told me was the condition of affairs was the actual con: 
tion. For the next six or seven years I have only met Mr. Otis, say, occasiona 
When I wanted an in his line in Cincinnati I would go a little out of th 
way to go to his store to buy. He came to me some months and asked me tv 
use any influence I might have in securing the nemination of a certain gent 
man for the legislature. I declined to represent his friend. Iwidn’t think we! 
of him; but said, “If you want $0 p° yourself, I will help you.” And to lis re- 
gret then I did help him, and he is here. 7 

I think that expresses the relationship between Mr. Otisand myself. If he ha:! 
any little matters that he required the advice of a lawyer upon he advised wit! 
me, and he would come to me for advice even in matters that was not law. | 
am hardly old to be Mr. Otis’s father—but the relationship was perhaps 
that of an elder toa . Ihave had no occasion in my life, durine 
the twenty years I have known to regard him other than anything else tha! 
an honest and conscientions man. He was a Republican always. I used the 
phrase the other day, speaking of that, “‘amild Republican.” I meant by that 


He was then a 








1900. 








he was not an offensive partisan; he didn’t intrude his opinion or insist that they 
agree with him; but he always voted the Republican ticket; sometimes served 
on committees, and went to conventions, and sometimes contributed a little 
means. 

Q. You say he consulted with you upon matters in a professional way, and also 
consulted with you a other matters?—A. Yes. Whenever he had anything 
at all of a professional nature I suppose he always came to me, at least he on 
various occasions has come tome. In business matters he sometimes asked my 

ion whether in a judgment it would be wise to do this or that. 1 was, at 
the time that he mov: a Fifth and Vine to Sixth and Vine, the attorney of 
the Cincinnati Gazette, and they were the landlords of the building—the com- 
ny was the landlord of the building. It was through me that he took a lease 
of that place for, I think, fifteen years; I negotiated that matter and drew the 
lease, all such matters as that. One time he started a second store in another 
part of the town, and in that manner I negotiated the lease. The relations 
etween us, if you are getting at that, were just as friendly as should be between 
two men who have respect for each other and have mutual interests; there is no 
blood relationship and no relationship by marriage; he is a member of the same 
order, same fraternal order, that I am, but not of the same lodge. 

Q. At or about the time Mr. Otis received the telephone message from H. H. 
Boyce, I will ask you if you know anything about his being interviewed fre- 
quently or otherwise by various parties mainly interested in the Senatorial ques- 
tion?—A. Oh, yes; he was, as I presume all members of the legislature was, inter- 
viewed. There were a great many poor who kindly volunteered advice to him 
that he ought to yote for Mr. Hanna; there were others who yolunteered advice 
to the contrary. Mr. Otis himself was in such a position that I did not see how 
he could have voted for Mr. Hanna at all; he is a believer in the silver side of 
the money issue at this time, and was a member of the silver club, and I knew it 
would be idle for any man to approach Mr. Otis to vote for Mr. Hanna; I could 
not do it, no matter what argument I made. 

Q. I suppose on were pulling and hauling a great deal back and forth, one 
to the other?—A. Oh, yes; a great deal of that. 

Q. You are acquainted with Mr. HANNA, are you, Colonel?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have your relations with Senator HANNa been pleasant or otherwise?—A. 
They are always very pleasant. I haye stated to you that I am associated in a 
business way with some of his closest friends. I don’t know of any closer friend 
than Mr. Myron T. Herrick. 

Q. Of Cleveland?—A. Of Cleveland, yes; president of the — 

Q. Society of Savings?—A. Largest bank, I believe, in Ohio. My predilections 
were on Mr. Hanna's side until after he became Senator. I was an earnest adyo- 
cate of Mr. McKinley's nomination for President, and I spoke for Mr. McKinley 
at what was known as the Cooper Union meeting at New York. The New York 
Tribune carried my specch in full; and for that I received from both Mr. McKin- 
= and Mr. HANNA notes of thanks. When the time came for Mr. Hanna— 
when the time came to fill the vacancy for the Senatorship in Ohio, I added my 
voice that Mr. HANNA wasthe man. lagreed with him at that time in every- 
thing of a political nature. He was a protectionist; soamlI. I thought he wasa 
bimetallist, which I am, 

I thought, as Mr. Cleveland had not been, that he would be an ardent sympa- 
thizer with Cuba, which Iam. When Mr. Hanna, in his wisdom, showed me 
I was mistaken in my belief of his views; that he was a monometallist instead of 
a bimetallist, and that he was as much of a sympathizer with Spain as Cleveland 
was, I felt that my feelings for him should terminate — y; and since the 
time that information came to me I made up my mind I wouldn't vote for him as 
a Republican candidate for Senator before the people. 

Q. Otherwise, except as to that, you never have had anything between you?— 
A. Nothing but pleasant relationship. Now, gentlemen, don’t misunderstand. 
There was no close relationship. I knew him; we sometimes met on the street 
and talked; he was a busy man and I was not unoccupied myself. I was in 
Cleycland a great deal and met his friends a great deal—and, in a word, was that 
of a pleasant acquaintanceship and nothing more than that, 

Q. I suppose you have been at our Union Club, at Cleyeland?—A. I don’t re- 
—* the name of the club. Mr. Herrick has taken me out to some of the 
clubs. 

Q. On Euclid avenue?—A. Yes, I believe. 

Q. When you ~~ you made speeches in the campaign for McKinley, that was 
in the campaign of '967—A. Yes; that was in February, ’96. I spokea great deal, 
and the one speech about whieh Mr. MeKinley sent me the note and so did Mr. 
Hanna. I ke all over New York State—Poughkoepsie, Albany, Utica, and 
other places in the State—in connection with what is known as the McKinley 
tongue. They were extremely anxious—as all Ohio people were, I think—that 
McKinley should be nominated. I wanted it to appear that the doctrine of pro- 
tection was approved of by the people of the United States; and I ielt that his 
nomination would mect the val of the ple; not that others are not as 
good, but he was betterident with it and better acquainted with thesubject, 
and I wanted him in preference to any other man in the United States. 

Q. Anything else that occurs to you that you haven’t related to this commit- 
tee?—A. Yes; if I thought that there was so little to it I would have asked to be 
excused Friday, but, of course, that could not be told in advance, 

The CHAIRMAN, This witness is finally excused. 

Whereupon the committee ad to meet at the call of the chairman. 


SENATE CHAMBER, 
Tuesday evening, February 1, 1898—5.50 p. m. 
Hearing before the bribery investigating committee resumed. 
All members present. 
The Cnareman. The investigating committee will now come to order. 


And thereupon Charles Steitz was called as a witness; being first duly sworn, 

testified as follows: 
Examined by CHAIRMAN: 

Q. State your full name, age, and occupation.—A. Charles J. Steitz; $1 years of 
age; hack driver. 

Q. Where do you live?—A. 38} East Spring street. 

Q. Columbus, Ohic?—A. Yes,sir; Columbus, Ohio. 

& How long have you been a resident of Columbus, Ohio?—A. I have lived on 
and off eight or nine years now; I guess I have been here altogether that. 

Q. How have you been engaged in your t occupation?—A. I think 
I came back there the last time in '94. I drove there twoor three different times. 

Q. And have been continually aged in that tion since ’947—A, I 
think so; I ain’t exactly sure when I came back, but I think it was ’94. 

Q. For whom do you work, and by whom are you employed?—A. Columbus 
Transfer Company. 

Q. What is the business done by the Columbus Transfer Company; what is 
= business?—A. Oh, they have carriages and wagons, express wagons and 


Q. What do you drive, a carriage or coupé?—A. Carriage. 
Andin what particular line of duty are you cnanoed tn the city of Columbus; 
that is, where do you drive to and from?—A. The d is where I stand at. 
Q. Stand at depots and wait on the trains and take parties desiring a carriage 
wherever they desire to go, I suppose?—A. Yes. 
. On or about January 10, 1898, I will ask you whether you drove any person 
or persons from the depot, or rather whether you accepted them as passengers in 


© 


e 
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your carriage upon that day’—A. Well, I hauled passen 
depot, I suppose, on that day 


in the afternoon?’—A. 
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gers to and from the 


Q. You were engaged in the lines of your duty upon that day, were you’—A, 
Yes, 

Q. State whether or not you remember of taking anybody to the Union depot 
/ In the afternoon? 

Q. Yes.—A. I don't know of anything that comes in—only 4.050n the Big Four 

Q. Do you know whether a train comes into the depot at Columbus about 12.25 
or 12.3 ! 


» every day?—A. There is one comes in 12.25, yes; Big Four. 
Q. The depot you referred to is what iscommonly known as Union depot?—A. 
Yes, sir. ; 
_Q. January 10 do you remember of being at your stand at the depot?—A. Yes, 
r. 
Q. How do you remem! tl rticular day A. Well, I don’t know as I 


5 n r that par ra 

just remember that particular day, but | am there every day except Sunday 
Q. Well, do you remember the day of the inauguration of Governor Bushnell?~ 

A. Yes; I remember that 


Q. Referring to that day, I will ask you wheth¢ 


: r or not you received any 
passenger to be carried to 263 East Broad street, Columbus, 0} \. From the 
depot? 

Q. Yes.—A. I had a man; took him to the depot, but I didn’t take him to 263 


Broad street, but I took him across the street from there. 

Q. Where did you take that man as a passenger from’ 
got him from? 

Q. Yes.—A. I got him from the Neil House. 

Q. Do you know his name?—A. No, sir. 

Q. An old man or a young man’—A. Well, I don’t know as I could say that. I 
wouldn’t judge that he was a very old man. 


A, You mean where I 


t I didn’t look at the man particu- 
larly enough to notice much about him. 

Q. You didn’t pay much attention to the man?—A. No, sir 

Q. About what time did you get him at the Neil House?—A. Ws: I should 


judge about 12 o'clock, or a few minutes after 

Q. Where did he request you to drive with him?—A. To the 

Q. Union Depot; you now refer to that?—A. Yes. 

Q. Did you drive to the Union Depot?—A,. Yes. 

Q. What did this passenger do at that time’?—A. Why, he sat there awhi 
told me to drive him out somewhere in the neighborhood of 200 East Broad street 
I drove out there and stopped as near as I could to 200—I don’t think 
such a number—and he then directed me to drive out there and oppos 
stop. 

Q. Did you remember the door that the gentleman came out of—your pass 


depot 


nil 
e ana 


there wa 
te 2 and 


ger—when he came out of the Neil House?—A, I didn’t notice him until he 
to where the carriage was standing. 

Q. Where was your carriage standing? 
think a little south of the entrance. 

Q. Had you been summoned to be there?—A. Yes. 

Q. By whom?—A. By the agent at the depot; gave me a call to be up tl 

Q. Who is your agent?—A. William H. Kinsel. I ain’t sure whether it was he 
or one of the other men, but told me to be sure and be there. 

Q. William H. Kinsel—K-i-n-s-e-l?—A. I don't know whether that is 
he spells it or not. 

Q. You are not certain whether it was Kinsel or another?—A. I am not certain 
whether Kinsel or the other gentleman. 

Q. Who was the other gentleman?—A. Well, I don’t know as I could tell you; 
they have two or three by the name of Dave Kay and Charles Hidell, : 

Q. Dave what?—A. Dave Ray. 

Q. And Hidell?—A. Charles Hidell. 

Q. Well, any one of these three men told you they wanted you at the N 
House?—A. Yes; told me they wanted a carriage—didn’'t say they 


-A. I don’t know just where it I 


wanted m 
Q. How long did you wait before the Neil House before this gentle: i 
out of the Neil House?—A. I didn’t wait very long; I don’t suppose I waited ov« 
five or ten minutes. 
Q. What was the first thing that he said to you?—A. The first thing he said wa 


to drive to the depot. 

Q. He came out and got in your carriag« 
in and you started for the depot?—A. Yes. 

Q. When you got down to the depot I supp: 
man get out of the carriage?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know whether or not the Cin 
I couldn’t say as to that. 

Q. Did anyone go into the carriage or come to the carriags 
A. No, sir. 

Q. He simply opened the door, I suppose, and told yon to driv 
263’—A. He told me 200 first, and I drove out there 
I was standing at 263. 

Q. From there to 263?—A. Across the street he 

Q. You did drive across the street, just opposite 2637—A. Not just opposite; J 
was kind of cater-cornered. 

Q. However, you run to No. 263?—A. No, sir; I was on the other side 

Q. How long did you wait there’?—A. Well, I don’t know; I should judge prob- 
ably ten or fifteen minutes. 

Q. Did this gent}Jeman get out of the carriage during the time you were wait- 
ing?—A. No, sir. 

Q. What happened then?—A. Why, he told me when I would see a cab drive 
up to 263 to go and tell the man that he wanted to see him 

Q. What happened?—A. The man came over into the other rig; I fetched the 
grips over, and the man told me to drive them around, no particular place to 
drive them to. 

Q. As I understand you, the passenger you had said to you that a cab would 
drive up to 263 East Broad street, and that as soon as it came you should go over 
and notify the man in the cab to come over to your carriage?—A. Yes. 

Q. Well, did a cab drive up there, to 268 East Broad street?—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. How many people were in that cab’?—A. One was all I seen, 

Q. Man or woman’—A. He was a man, 

Q. What did that man do?—A. Why, he came across the street and got into 
the carriage. 

Q. Did he get out of the cab before you notified him to come across the street?— 
A. He was just coming out when I told him, or he might have got out about the 
time that he got stopped, and I told him to come across the street. 

Q. Do you Lacw whether he was going into the house known as 268 Broad 
street?—A. I couldn't say whether he was or not. 

Q. Had he opened the gate’—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did he get off on the side upon which the house was located, that side of 
the carriage?—A. Yes. 

Q. Instead of getting out upon the side that you were on he got out on the oppo- 
site side?—A. Yes. 

Q. And you went around the carriage and notified him?—A. Yes. 

Q. Then he came over to your carriage; and what then was done or said’—A. 
Well, I don’t know what they said; he got into the carriage, and he told me to 
drive them around. 

Q. Just one moment. Was there any talk between these two gentlemen, your 
passenger and the man whom you notified to come over to your carriage, before 
you started away?—A. No; they might have talked in the carriage, but not that 


and said, “ Drive to the 


depot,"’ got 


uu stopped, 


Did th 
inndati train was in at that tim A. 
and talk with him’— 


to 200 Broad or 
and stood about the same way 


said 
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I knew of. 
carriage, but - 

@. Did they shake hands with each other?—A. Well, I couldn't say as to that. 

Q. Did the gentleman who was in the carriage and drove up to 263 East Broad 
street have anv package with him?—A. I think he had two valises. 

Q. And what nd of valises were those, if you remember?—A,. Well, it seems 
like one of them was little, but larger than the other one. 

Q. A large valise and a small one, as you remember?—A. I should judge they 
wis 

Q. Did that gentleman have these valises in his hands when he got out of the 
carriage located in front of 263 Broad street?—A. I don’t know, but I don’t think 
he did 

q. Who brought the valises over to your carriage?—A. The driver that hauled 
him out there. 

Q. As soon as he got into the carriage you were notified to drive where?—A. I 
was notified to drive east. He did not just state any particular places to drive, 
but just said drive east. 

Q. Well, any other conversation?—A. That's all the conversation I had with 
him. 

Q. Where did you drive to?—A. Well, I don’t know as I could tell you all the 
streets I was on. I drove out East Broad and Washington avenue and went 
down Washington avenue; I ain’t sure where I did drive. I was on Washington 
and Livingston and Town streets, and just what route I took I don’t know, 

Q. How many miles did you drive?—A. I don’t know that. 

Q. How many horses did you have?—A. Two. 

Q. How long were you driving these two men, or driving your carriagé with the 
two men in it?—A. Well, I think from—I think it was about 12 o’clock when I 
was at the Nei] House—that is, somewhere close to 12 o'clock, anyhow, and it was 
about 1.40 when I got there with them; 1.30 or 1.40, somewhere along there. 

Q. Now, during the time or after starting away from where you were located 
across from 263 Broad street, did your passenger have any conversation with 
you—that is, the passenger you took from the Neil House; did he instruct you as 
to anything he desired you to do?—A. No, sir. 

Q. He simply told you to drive down east?—A. He said drive out east—drive 
somewhere, he said. 

Q. You took it at that time they were going that time simply upon a pleasure 
trip?—A. I a 80; yes, 

Q. Was anything afterwards said about what you should do if anyone followed 
you’—A. He said if I seen anyone following him to let him know. 

Q. Did you see anybody following him?—A. Why, I thought there was a car- 
riage following me. I wasn’t sure they were following me until I went out quite 
a ways, and when I found they were following, I told him. 

Q. What was then said?—A. He told me to lose them; that is all he said. 

Q. To lose them?—A. Yes. 

Q. Which one of the gentlemen said that—the man you received at the Neil 
House?—A. I think it was the man received at the Neil House; yes. 

Q. Did you lose them?—A. I lost them for a while. 

Q. That is, you drove very fast, did you?—A. Yes. 

Q. And had the party that was following you a team or one horse?—A. Had one 
horse 

Q. And the one horse was not able to ap ae with your team?—A. Didn’t seem 
to keep up. I don’t know whether it was the horse’s fault or not. 

Q. After you had lost them, when did you next see them?—A. I next seen them 
when I was coming back totown. I think they were coming down Broad street, 
and when I was coming down Town stréet I think they seen me and cut across 
that way. 

Q. They were evidently looking for you?—A. Yes. 

Q. Did they then ascertain your name?—A. No, sir; Idon’t think they had the 
name while I had the gentlemen. 

Q. The party who followed you with the single horse was not the same party 
who brought the passenger who took your carriage there on Broad street?—A. { 
don’t know who it was followed me; it was not the same carriage that followed 
me. 

Q. Do you know the name of the man who drove with this gentleman who got 
into your carriage on Broad street, opposite 263 East Broad street?—A, You mean 
that gentleman who drove him out there? 

Q. Yes.—A. George Brown. 

Q. Is this the gentleman sitting here?—A. Yes; the gentleman — there, 

Q. Well, it was not George Brown who was following you?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did George Brown have one horse or two horses?—A. One horse. ‘. 

Q. After you left George Brown, and after he had driven away from 263 Broad 
street, did you see him again?—A. Not that I know of. I may have saw him 
along toward evening, but not before that. 

Q. Does George Brown also drive for the Columbus Transfer Company?—A. 
No, sir. = 

Q. George Brown is the man who drove the rig which brought this new passen- 
ger v» to 263 Broad street, did he?—A. Yes. 

Q. Can you describe the passenger brought up to 263 Broad street by Mr. 
Brown?—A, I don’t believe I could. 

Q. Young man or old?—A. Why, I didn’t take enough notice to him to know; 
I don’t think either one of them was a real old man. 

Q. Nor real young men?—A. I wouldn’t think it. ; 

Q. You remember whether they were heavy set men or otherwise?—A. Well, 
one of them seemed to be a rather large man, The man I had first, I think, was 
the largest man of the two. 

Q. Where did you leave your passengers after you had finished driving about 
town?—A. I left one of them between the gate here and State street, and the 
other I left on the corner of Naghten and High. 

Q. Between Gay street?—A. tween the middle gate here and State street— 
between the middle gate here and State street. 

Q. Middle gate of the Capitol?—A. Yes. 

Q. Between that and State street?—A. Yes. 

Q. How far from the Neil House?—A. Just across from the statehouse here. 

Q. Which one?—A. I left the one out here that I got at the Neil House. 

Q. Do you know which way that man went?—A. I don’t know. He was going 
north when I went past him. 

Q. Going in a direction which would lead to the Neil House if he was inclined 
w x0 —_ way?—A. He was walking up toward Broad street. I didn’t watch him 
after that. . 

Q. The direction to the Neil House from where you left him would be down 
Broad street and up High street?—A. Yes; he could go that way or go through 
the gates. 

Q. Referring to the gates, you refer to the gates of the capitol grounds, do you 
not?—A. Yes. 

& see did you leave your other passenger?—A. On the corner of Naghten 
and High. 

Q. How far is that from the Neil House?—A. Naghten and High? 

Q. Yes.—A. That is the first street this side of the depot; only a little more than 
half a square from there to the depot. 

Q. Was that the man that joined your passenger at Broad street?—A. Yes. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he went to the depot for the purpose of taking 
a train?—A. Couldn't say; he went in that direction. 

a The place where you let him out of your carriage was near the depot?— 

. Yes. 


I suppose they talked as soon as the other gentleman got into the 
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Q. When the gentleman got out of your carriage at the west gate of the capitol 
did he have any packages or satchels with him?—A. Not that I seen. 

Q. The passenger which you took from the Neil House had no package when 
he got into your carriage, did he?—A. No, sir; he had no package. 

Q. Which passenger did you let out of your carriage first—the one that you took 
at the Neil House, or the one which joined the Neil House man at Broad street? 
A. The one that I got at the Neil House got out first? 

Q. And who, if anyone, ordered you to drive anywhere at that time?—A, Wh, 
he told me to drive the other man to the depot, and I started to the depot, ard 
got down to Naghten and High, and the parade was just going along, and [| 
couldn't get on High street, and I told him, and he said, why, he would just walk 
over. 

Q. When this last passenger got out to go to the depot, how many satchels did 
he have?—A. I think he had the same two he had when he gotin. 

Q. Do you know Major Rathbone?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you know H. H, Boyce?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you remember whether either one of those men had a sore under his 
eyes?—A. I didn’t look at him enough to notice. 

And thereupon George Brown, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

Examined by the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. Where do you live?—A. 385 Boliver street. 

Q. Columbus, Ohio?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your business?—A. Hackman, 

Q. How old are you?—A. 38 years old. 
=. ow long have you been in the hack business?—A. About thirteen years, | 
thin kK. 

Qi Are you employed by anyone, or are you engaged in business for yours: 
A. n business for myself. Have been for the past three years. 

Q. Where do you generally stand?—A. Have been standing at the Union Dy pot 
for the last six months, 

Q. You stand there for the purpose of receiving such passengers as come to you 
to go to such places as they may desire?—A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. You remember the day upon which Governor Bushnell was inaugurated?— 
A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you standing at the Union Depot in the city of Columbus upon that 
day?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You remember when the—about the time the Cincinnati train comes into 
the Union Depot, early in the afternoon?—A. Well, I can’t tell whether the ¢ 
cinnati train comes in or not. There was several trains comingin. I think the 
Big Four was among them. 

Q. oe the day mentioned by me I will ask you whether you had a passen- 

er?—A. Yes. 

. Q. At or about 12.30 or 12.35 in the afternoon?—A. Yes, sir. 
1 o'clock. 

. Was this passenger a man or a woman?—A. Well, I hauled passengers, 1» 
and women, but this one you are talking about was a man. 

Q. Old or young man?—A. I can’t say; I think this man was about middle age 
that I hauled. I didn’t pay much attention to him. 

. Did you notice his face as to whether it was scarred or otherwisc?—A. I 
didn’t. I could not say. I don’t think I did. 
Q. Was this man a heavy man ora slight man?—A, I think he was a little heavy 


Between 12.30 and 


set. 

Q. What did he say to you?—A. I got this man at the Union Depot; he had two 
> he said, “I want to go to 263 East Broad street,” and he said, ‘Drive 

ast.”’ 

. What kind of grips were those, that is as to size, small or large?—A. We)), he 
had one about that long [indicating about 20 inches], a leather grip; very big 
one; and one real small, something like that [indicating]. 

Q. In other words, he had a good sized grip and a real small one?—A. Yes. 

Q. Did he take those in the carriage with him?—A. I put the large one in front, 
and he said ‘I will take the small one in the carriage with me.” 

Q. He didn’t let you take the small one in your hands, did he?—A. No, sir; | 
reached for both and he said, ‘‘I will take the small one in with me;’’ and | | 
the other on the front; I know that. 

Q. Now, go on and relate what was done by you and what was said by this 
passenger of yours.—A. That is all that was said; I drove pretty fast. I supposed 
the gentleman was in a hurry and I droye him out there. 

Q. (By Mr. Finck.) Drove out where?—A. 263 Broad street. He jumped down; 
he said, “‘Wait a minute.” Iam not sure whether he went inside or not, but he 
got to the gate and Mr. Steitz came over and says, ‘‘ There is a gentleman wants 
to see you in my carriage.” And he walked across the street; went over and 
talked a minute or two; and then Mr, Steitz—I took the baggage over; he paid 
me and I drove off. 

Q. When you speak about going inside, you mean in the house?—A. Why 
was going into the house when this gentleman called him. 

Q. Did he get to the gate?—A. I think he got to the gate. I wouldn't be certain 
about that. 

Q. That was at 263 East Broad street?—A. Yes. 

Q. Columbus, Ohio?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. How did he oppear, as to whether he was or wasn’t in a great hurry’—A. 
Well, he came out of the depot in quite a hurry, walking pretty fast, and I no 
ticed him and asked him if he wantedacab. And he said yes, to take him to 20 
East Broad street; and I reached for his baggage and he handed me the large ©! 
and I put it on front, and he took the small one and said, ‘I will take this inside 
with me—the small one.”’ 

Q. Did you see anybody at 263 East Broad street receive him?—A. No, sir. 
Q. Except this man in the carriage on the opposite side of the street ’—A 
sir; that is all the one I saw—was the man in the carriage on the opposite sic 
Q. Describe the man in the carriage on the opposite side.—A. I couldn't do it 
sir; because the gentleman I had was sitting on the side toward me, and he paid 

me, and I didn’t take any particular notice of the other one at all. 

Q. Do you know whether either man wore a silk hat or not?—A. No, sir, I 
couldn't say to that; I never noticed that either. 

Q. After this passenger of yours had gotten into the carriage on the opposite 
side of the street from 263 East Broad street, what did you do?—A. I drove back 
to the stand. 

Q. You didn’t see these two gentlemen again?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Did = meet anybody going in your direction that attracted your atten 
tion?—A. No, sir. There was a colored man passed me and he says, ‘Did you 
see them fellows havling that hack?” I said No.” Iwas driving pretty tast 
then and 1 looked and didn’t see anything. I was at Fifth street then and li 
had gone east. . 

Whereupon the committee adjourned to meet at the call of the chairman. 


SENATE CHAMBER, 
Wednesday, February 2, 1808—p. ™. 
Hearing before the bribery investigating committee resumed, 
All members of the committee present. ‘ 
And thereupon JoHN M. TAYLOR was called as a witness, and, being first duly 
sworn, testified as follows: 
Examined by the Chairman: - F 
Q. State your full name,age,and occupation.—A. John Myers Taylor; 31 next 
week; I am a coal operator. s 
Q. You reside in the city of Columbus, do you?—A. Yes, sir. 


No, 








1900. 








Q. At what number and street?—A. 263 East Broad street. 

Q. How long have you been a resident of the city of Columbus?—A. I have been 
a resident of this city all my life. 

Q. Are you a married man?—A. I am. 

Q. Are you acquainted with Major Rathbone?—A. Very well. 

Q. What is the major’s full name?—A. Well, I don’t know his middle name, 
but his name is Estes G. Rathbone. 

Q. Are you related to him in any way?—A. I am not; no. 

Q. Either by consanguinity or affinity?—A. My wife is related to his wife, and 
that is the only connection between us, other than that of friendship. 

Q. What relation is Mrs. Taylor to Mrs. Rathbone?—A. That I can't tell you. 
She is a—she calls her her aunt. I think Mrs. Rathbone is a cousin of Mrs. Tay- 
lor’s father. : 

Q. Did they originally come from the same place?—A. Yes. 

Q. And what place is that?—A. Hamilton, Ohio. 

Q. Mrs. Taylor’s name prior to marriage was Campbell, was it?—A. Yes. 

Q. Miss Campbell?—A. Elizabeth Campbell. 

Q. And you know what Mrs. Rathbone’s name was prior to marriage?—A. Her 
name was also Campbell—Josie Campbell. 

Q. They are both members of the Campbell family of Hamilton, Ohio?—A. Yes. 

Q. You remember the recent Senatorial contest, do you, Mr. Taylor?—A. Yes, 


sir; I remember that there was such a thing going on, although I knew nothing 


about it. 

. During the time that the contest was going on at Columbus for the 
of United States Senator, in which Mr. HANNA was elected as Senator, I 
you whether or not Mrs. Rathbone, wife of Major Rathbone, visited 
10use?7—A. She did. 

Q. And for how long a time was she at your house?—A, That I can not remem- 
ber; she was there two or three days. 

Q. Do you remember whether or not she was at your house upon the day upon 
which Governor Bushnell was inaugurated?—A. I can not recall whether she 
was or not; it was about that time; but I was then out of the city a part of the 
time and I can not remember the dates. 

Q. During the time that the Senatorial contest was in progress did Major Rath- 
bone at any time call at your house?—A. Yes; he did frequently. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he was at your house upon the day that Goy 
ernor Bushnell was inaugurated?—A. No; I do not. 

Q. You were not home upon that day?—A. Yes; I was in the city that day, 

Q. During the time that this Senatorial contest was in progress did Major 
Rathbone stay at your house?—A. No. 

Q. At any time?—A. No; only occasionally he came for dinner or lunch; he 
never stayed there over night. 

Q. He was busy otherwise, I eon I presume so, 

Q. Mrs. Rathbone, however, did stay?—A. Yes; she stayed there. 

Q. How long have you been living at 263 Broad street?—A. I think the date I 
moved into that number was October 27, 1896. 

Q. And you are still living there?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you, or have you not, been intimately acquainted with Major Rath- 
bone?—A. I have been quite intimate with him, although we don’t see each 
other very often. When I do see him I know him very intimately and very well. 

Q. He was somewhat interested in the success of Mr. HANNA’s contest for United 
States Senator, was he not?—A. He agpeered to be. I joked him about the sub- 
ject a little and he took it good naturedly. 

q Do you know how long he was in the city of Columbus prior to the election 
of United States Senator?—A. No, I don’t; he was here quite a while, but I can’t 
remember how long. 

Q. Do you know when he left the city of Columbus?—A. No; I don’t know that. 

. However, you do know that he didn’t leave there prior to the eleétion of 
United States Senator—that is, leave permanently?—A. I can’t say positively as 
to that, but I don’t think he did. 

Q. Mrs. Rathbone was in Columbus until after the election of United States 
Senator, was she?—A. She was here at about that time; I can’t just remember 
what time, what date she came or what date she left, but she was here several 
days at about that time near the end. 

Q. You are not related personally in any way to Major Rathbone?—A, Oh, no. 
The only relationship which exists between you is the relation which your 
bears to Mrs. Rathbone?—A. Yes; my only relation to the Major is friend- 


election 
will ask 
at your 


wife 
ship. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Mr. Taylor, alee Rathbone made his headquarters at the 
hotel, did he not?—A. I think he did. I called there and took him to my house 
once or twice and took him to the club once or twice. 
the Neil House. 

Q. Do you remember the rooms he occupied there?—A. No; I do not. 
on the first floor, somewhere in the corridor running along High street. 

. On the first floor up?—A. Yes; Ican not remember what room it was ex- 
actly, what room he occupied. 

¢. Are you able to fix the time now that he and Mrs. Rathbone went away, or 
did they go away together?—A. I don’t think they did. 

Q. Was the Majorin the city after Mrs. Rathbone went?—A. He might have been, 
but I can’t tell as to the movements of either. I was paying attention to my own 
business and didn’t pay much attention, only that it was going on. 

Q. You knew that the election of Mr. HANNA took place about 12 or 1 o'clock 
Wednesday?—A. Yes; I know that. When I say that, I don’t know whether on 
Wednesday or not, or what other day, but I remember the occasion. 

Q. But you remember of the day?—A. Yes. 

Q. Has your residence a fence and gate?—A. Yes. 

Q. Has a front gate on Broad street?—A. Yes; there is a fence and gate there. 

Q. Which side of Broad street do you live?—A. I live on the south side. 

Q. And what is directly opposite your place of residence on the other side of 
the street? Is that occupied in the way of a residence?—A. Yes; there is a resi- 
dence right directly opposite me, occupied by Mrs. Francis Colling. She has 
quite a large lot, so there is quite an open space in front of me. 

Q. I understood you to say that Mrs. Rathbone was continuously at your house 
during the stay of two or three days?—A. I suppose she was. I was out of the 
city part of the time myself; but she was there when I went away and was there 
also when I came back. 


By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. At the time you were at the Neil House?—A. I beg your pardon. 
hear that. 

Q. At the time you were at the Neil House to visit Major Rathbone do you 
know whether you visited him at Mr. HANNA’s headquarters?—A. Well, I judge 
it was Mr. HANNa’s headquarters, I went into the large corridor, and I asked 
where Major Rathbone was, and I usually found him in that place—somebody 
sent him to me or I would see him, It was supposed to be the HANNA headquar- 
ters, and my visits were purely to take him away. I went there several times 
and took him away to my house or down to the club. 

> Took him away to give him a little recreation?—A. That was my intention. 
I thought he was working pretty hard. 

. Usually when you took him away was it in the daytime?—A. No, no; I never 
took him away, I don’t remember now when I ever took him in the daytime— 
whether I ever took him in the daytime or not—but it was usually in the evening, 
when I had a little time to myself. 

Q. You knew, of course, he was working pretty hard and late at nights, and 
needed a little rest?—A. Yes; I had some regard for his health, 
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Q. Do you know from your wife or any other person about your house as to 


whether Major Rathbone was at or near 263 East Broad street, your residet n 


inauguration dav?—A,. No; Ido not. I don’t think he was. 

Q. Was your wife at home all that day?—A. She was at home part of the da 
and she was up on High street part of the day, I heard her speak of the ] 
sion, 

Q. You were not home on that day?—A. No; only just to my lunch 

Q. Do you know at what time Mrs, Taylor was away from home?—A 
not. r 


And thereupon th 


No; Ido 


committee adjourned to meet at the call of the chair, 


SENATE CHAMBER, JUDICIARY COMMITTEE Room, 
bruary 25—1 on. 

The further hearing of testimony in the bribery investigation was resumed 

All the members of the committee were present. 

The Cuatr. The committee will now come to order 

And thereupon F. P. Ross was recalled and testified as follows: 

The CHArr conducting the examination: 

Q. Mr. Ross, you have been sworn before?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. What is your position with the Central Union Telephone ( iny; is it 
local manager?—A. Yes, sir; I am the local manager of the « ompan ; 

Q. You are the same Mr. Ross who testified at a meeting held some weeks ago 


by this committee, are you not?—A,. Yes, sit 
Q. Mr. Ross, I would like to make some further inquiry of you with reference 


to the location of different numbers of telephone numbers. I will ask you where 


telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, was located upon the 7th, 8th, 9th, and 10th 
days of January, 1898’—A. Located in the Neil House 
Q. Can you tell in what portion or room in the Neil House it was loeated?— 


A. In room 24, I am quite sure 

Q. That telephone was put in room 24 at or about what time: do 
ber?—A. I think it was about the 4th or 5th of January. I can not bx positive 
about that without looking up the records—possibly a little bit befor 

Q. Who ordered telephone 1092 put in room 24 at the Neil Hous« \. Mr 
Boxwell : 

Q. Alexander Boxwell, one of the representatives in the general 
this State?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who paid for the use of telephone 1092?—A. Mr. Boxwell paid for it while he 
used it, and Mr. Dick paid for it afterwards, while he used it 

Q. Then, as I understand it, Mr. Boxwell used it only a portion of the time that 
it was located in that room?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. For the first part or portion of its use who paid, Mr 
A. Mr. Boxwell. 

Q. When you refer to Mr. Dick you refer to Maj. Cuartes F 
man who was interested in Mr. HANNA’sS campaign?—A. Yes, s 

Q. That was a long-distance phone, was it, Mr. Ross?—A. Yes, sit 

Q. And were there any toll rates to be paid for that were paid for the use of this 
*phone?—A. Toll rates, do I understand you—yes, sir. 

Q. Who paid the toll rates?—A. Mr. Boxwell paid hisand Mr. Dick paid the 
bills that were presented to him. 

Q. In other words, Mr. Boxwell used the telephone during the time that he was 
a candidate for speaker of the house of representatives, did he not?—A. | ean not 
say positively as to that matter, but my impression is that it was about that time, 

Q. And for the use of it during that time Mr. Boxwell paid the bill?—A,. Yes, sir 

Q. After that Major Dick used the telephone and paid the bills for the use of 
it’—A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Mr. Ross, do you remember whether included in Mr.—Maj. Cuarirs W 
Dicx’s bill there were any charges for telephones received from other cities and 
charged to telephone 1092 as a part of Major Dick’s bill?—A. I could not answer 
that question. I have nothing to do with that portion of the business; it is in 
the hands of clerks. 

Q. I will ask you, then, what messages, if any, came over your line from Cin 
cinnati to telephone 1092, located at the Neil House, room 24, Columbus, Oh 
the 7th, Sth, 9h, and 10th of January, 1898, giving the number of telephone mes 
sages?—A. Well, 1 can not give the exact number—could not give exact 
number; I don’t know it. 

Q. Have you a record of these messages showing, by number, telephones at Cin- 
cinnati from which such messages were sent?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you it here?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you give that list to this committee?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. Please let me see the list.—A. (Witness hands list to the Chair 

Q. This is correct list of the telephone calls to 1092 during those duys’—A. ¥ 
sir. 

Q. These lists seem to include the telephone calls of 1092, Columbus, Ohio, dur 
ing the days of January 8, 9, and 10, 1898. Have you another list which shows 
the telephone calls upon January 7, 1898, or haven't you th: \. No; | haven't. 
You didn’t ask for that. I was asked to prepare lists for the su) ind 10th, 

Q. Can you make a list of the 7th, Mr. Ross?—A,. I presumes 

Q. Will you take that list, Mr. Ross, read it over, and explain to th 
what it means, or rather give an explanation?—A. Well, itis simply 
the business done from telephone 1092 to points over long-distance telephone 
company’s line, giving the tote and number of telephone and the number of 
telephone calls for, and point called, the time and amount charged 

Q. The list which you have in your hand now is the telephone, or the 
the messages from Columbus to other cities, is it?—A. Yes, sir 

Q. That is, the calls from telephone 1092, at Columbus, to other telephones in 
outside towns?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. That is what you call a list of the outward messages?—A. 

Mr. Stenographer, mark that Exhibit C C. 

Q. Explain, if you will, the meaning of the contents of the paper I now hand 
you.—A. This is a record of the inward messages the &th, 9th, and 10th of Jan 
uary, covering the date, number of telephone from which the calls came, the 
point from which they came, number of telephone called for at Columbus, t) 
time, and amount charged. 

Q. That list is a list of the messages received from outside cities by telephone 
1092, at Columbus, Ohio, is it?—A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Stenographer, mark this paper identified as containing the list of messages 
received by telephone 1092, as Exhibit C CC, 

<. Mr. Ross, I find in the paper presented by you to the committee, and markep 
Exhibit C C C, under date of January 8, 1898, the number 548 from Cincinnati, to 
1092 Columbus, tinie 6.50, amount $1.95. Will you explain to the committee just 
what that statement means?—A. This statement means that we received a call 
from 548 telephone, Cincinnati, for 1092, Columbus, Ohio, at 6.50 p. m., on which 
the charge was $1.95. 

Q. Who paid that charge?—A. I could not answer that question; suppose it was 
paid in Cincinnati, where the message originated; but I could not answer that 

Q. Will you examine the paper marked CC C and give us the number of tel: 
phones received by telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, from telephone 548, Cincin- 
nati, and also give us the time and date each one of those messages was received, 
and the charges made?—A,. On January 8, at 6.50 p. m., charge $1.95 

Q. (Mr. RoBertson.) How much time does that represent?—A. I can not tell 
that; we pay little attention to rates; but it is over the first limit of five minutes, 

Q. (Mr. ROBERTSON.) Over the five minutes’ limit?—A. Yes, si 

The Witness, On January 9, 5.48—548—11.15 a. m.—$2.50, That seems to be all 
I find here, 
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Q. Mr. Ross, have you telephone book showing where the numbers of the dif- 
ferent telephones at Cincinnati are located?—A. We have what is known asa 
long-distance directory, which gives the location of all long-distance telephones— 
that is, metallic-circuit telephones. 

Q. Will you examine the paper known as Exhibit C C, and tell us, Mr. Ross, 
what telephone messages were sent from telephone No. 1092, Columbus, Ohio, to 
telephone 548, Cincinnati, Ohio, giving the dates and the time at which the tele- 
phone messages were sent?—A, On January 8, from telephone 1092, Columbus, to 
telephone 48, Cincinnati, 1.20 p.m. On January 8, from telephone 1092, Colum- 
bus, to telephone 548, ¢ ‘incinnati, at 12 o’clock a—this is marked—I presume it was 
p.m; that is, 12should bep.m. On the 9th, from telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, 
to $48, Cincinnati, at 1.40 p.m. On the 10th, from eee 1092, Columbus, 
Ohio, to telephone 648, Cincinnati, 10.45 p.m. 1 believe that is all I find. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Does that report give all calls to and from Columbus on 
those dates?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Who prepared that list?—A. The clerk who had charge of 
the billing of the toll-line accounts. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Mr. Ross, what is the rate charged for long-distance talking 
from Cincinnati to Columbus and Columbus to Cincinnati?—A. My recollection 
is that it is $1.20 for five minutes. 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) How much—what is the additional time rate?—A. I can not 
answer that question just now; I can find out and will let you know. I was try- 
ing to think what that is, butam not positive enough to name it, but I will secure 
that information for you. 

Q. At least there is some additional charge for each minute over five min- 
utes?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. Ross, you have the necessary information at your office so that you could 
tell us whereabouts in the eity of Cincinnati these different numbers are which 
appear upon these lists, have you not?—A. Only their directory; we have no rec- 
ord of the location of their telephones. 

Q. I..will ask you whether or not the directory which I now present to you is 
their directory?—A. Yes, sir; it seems to be. 

Q. Telephone }48 would be what telephone according to their directory?—A. 
The telephone in the private office in the Gibson House at Cincinnati. 

Q. Horace B. Dunbar’s private telephone?—A. Yes, sir; I should say so. It is 
stated Horace B. Dunbar’s private office, Gibson House, Cincinnati. 

Q. I see that on Exhibit C C C there is marked a call from telephone 1993, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, to telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, on January 8, 1898. I will ask 
you to examine the directory and tell us from whose telephone in Cincinnati 
that call came?—A. The directory shows 1998 W. W. Peabody, vice-president and 
general manager, Central Union Station. 

Q. Anything to indicate as to whether it was from a railroad, or what railroad 
station it was from?—A. It simply says Central Union Station, 

Q. It is under—— —A. I beg your pardon, it is under Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company. 

Q. Upon paper marked—presented by you and marked Exhibit C C C, is state- 
ment concerning a telephone on January 9, 1898, from Cincinnati, Ohio, telephone 
1974 to telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio; in fact there are a number of messages 
appearing upon this statement from 1974, Cincinnati, Ohio, to 1092, Columbus, 
Onto. Will you examine this directory and state to the committee as to what 
telephone 1974 in Cincinnati is?—A. Cincinnati directory shows it to be the Ohio 
Messenger and ———— Company, 409 Vine street. 

Q. That paper containing the 1 of telephones from outside cities to 1092, 
which paper is marked Exhibit C C, or rather the paper showing telephones from 
Columbus to outside cities, marked Exhibit C C, I find that upon January 
10, 1898, telephone 1092 at Columbus called telephone 252 at Cincinnati on two 
different occasions. I will ask you, Mr. Ross, to examine the Cincinnati tele- 

hone directory and tell this committee as to where telephone 252 in Cincinnati 

located, whose telephone it is-—A. The directory shows it Union Savings Bank 
and Trust Company, Chamber of Commerce building. 

Q. Mr. Ross, on the paper J wee ted by you to the committee showing telephone 
calls from telephone 1092, Columbus, to Cincinnati, I find that upon January 8 
telephone 1092, Columbus, called telephone No. 5039-3, Cincinnati, Ohio. Will 
you examine the telephone directory of Cincinnati and tell us where telephone 
f039-3 is located and whose telephone it was—it is?)—A. The directory which I 
have here, which was issued December, 1897, shows it was in the name of E. O. 
Eshelby, residence 75 May street, Walnut Hills. Of course I would like to state 
that these directories are issued frequently, subject to change. 

Q. The numbers may possibly have been changed since that directory came 
out; in fact, the statements in that directory would have to be verified by the 
contents of a later directory probably in order to be sure you are absolutely cor- 
rect?—A. I know nothing whatever of Cincinnati telephone numbers; simply 
read the records from the directory you handed me. 


Q. Asa usual thing they are changed quite frequently?—A. They are issued by 1 


some companies quarterly, and by others twicea year. 

Q. Upon the same paper presented by you to the committee, being Exhibit C C, 
I find a call from telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, to telephone 5041, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, January 8, 1898. I will ask you to examine the Cincinnati directory—tele- 
phone directory—and tell us whose telephone 5041 is, and where it is located?— 
A. The directory reads: 5041, Joseph A. lett; residence, 1817 Josephine street, 
Mount A. Mount Auburn, I suppose. 

Q. You don’t know, Mr. ‘Ross, as to whether or not the telephone book used by 
the committee, or used by the chairman of the ttee in examining you, 
known as a Cincinnati Bell Tele: e Directory, is or is not the latest directory 
issued by that company, or the directory which would show the numbers—a cor- 
rect list of the numbers referred to by you on January 8, 9, and 10?—A. No, sir; I 
couldn’t state that. 

Mr. Ross, I may—the chairman as well as the members of the committee may— 
wish to examine some of these numbers and may call you again, so hold yourself 
in readiness to respond to our call. You are relieved. 

And ‘thereupon the committee adjourned subject to the call of the chair. 

SENATE CHAMBER, March 1, 1898—S p. m. 

The further hearing of testimony in the bribery investigation was resumed. 
The committee met at the call of the chair. All members present. Senators 
Finck and Robertson were excused. 

The Cuarr, I desire to say to the public who are here as listeners that we want 
to proceed in an orderly manner, and we hope that will not disturb us in any 
way, either b proval or disapproval or in any rous manner that may in- 
terlere with the vestigntin. 

I will inquire as to whether the witnesses Hugh Cavanaugh, William Fox, Rus- 
sell H. Pryor, James Faulkner, and James Graft are present, and if they are I 
would like to have them stop forward so that they may receive the oath. 

And thereupon Russell H. Pryor, Hugh Cavanaugh, James Graft, and William 
Fox came forward and recei the oath. 


And thereupon F. P. Ross was recalled, took the stand, and testified as follows: 
Examined by the CHATRMAN: 


Q. Mr. Ross, I would like to inquire of you whether or not you have investigated 
your records for the purpose of ascertaining as to whether there were any calls 
over the long-distance 'phone by 1092, Columbus, Ohio, or from 1092 to any outside 
city, during the day of January 7, 1898?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Have you a list with you showing those calis?—A. Yes, sir, 
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Q. Will you allow the committee to examine them? 
A. It is the same as the other day—inward and out. 
. Mr. Ross, I have marked the papers presented by you to the committee as 
Exhibit D D anc ExhibitD DD. Will you kindly take those papers and explain 
to the committee what those papers and the writing thereon means [handing 
papers to witness}? 

Senator Lone. Wait a minute. 
them and identify them. 

The CHAIRMAN, Well, he can identify them by the marks, 

A. Exhibit DD shows messages to various points from telephone 1092, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, on January 7,1898. Exhibit DDD shows messages from various points 
to telephone 1092, Columbus, January 7, 1898. 

Q. I would inquire of you, Mr. Ross, as to whether there are any calls upon 
— one of those lists from telephone 1092, Columbus, to Cincinnati?—A. Yes, 
sir; there are. 

Q. Upon which exhibit?—A. Exhibit DD. 

Q. Read what you have there relative to that call.—A. January 7, telepho: 
1092, Columbus, Ohio, to telephone 751, Cincinnati, Ohio; 1.35 p. m.; charges, $1.° 
January 7, telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, to telephone 548, Cincinnati; 8 p. m.: 
charges, 65 cents. That is all. 

Q. Telephone 548, Cincinnati, Ohio, is the telephone in the private office of the 
Gibson House, is it not, as you remember it?—A, As I remember it. I am not 
positive as to that. 

Q. Are those all the calls from 1092 to Cincinnati upon that date?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State whether or not there were any calls from Cincinnati for telephon 
1092, Columbus, Ohio, upon that date?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Read those calls, please.—A. From telephone 548, Cincinnati, to telephone 
1092, Columbus, at 11.15 p. m.; charges, $1.30. 

—_— which exhibit is that telephone message designated?—A. Exhibit 


[Witness producing paper. ] 


I suggest that you let the stenographer examine 


Q. Kindly turn those exhibits over to the stenographer. [Witness does s0.| 
The Exhibits DD and DDD, presented by you to the committee, show a truthfu! 
account of the messages to and from telephone 1092, Columbus, Ohio, during th 
day of January 7, 18987—A. Yes, sir; so far as I know, they do. 

Q. At our last meeting, Mr. Ross, you stated that after Mr. Boxwell’s speaker- 
ship contest and while the telephone was used by Major Dick—that is, the tele- 
phone 1092, Columbus, Ohio—Major Dick paid the telephone bills. I will inquire 
of you as to whether or not he paid the telephone bills for telephonic commun 
cations sent from 1092, Columbus, for Senator HANNA and for Major Rathbone, ani 
others who used the telephone?—A. Paid ss that was charged to it, si: 

Q. That is, you mean he paid all the bills charged to telephone 1092 by your 
company?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Can you tell the names of any of the gees who used telephone 1092 during 
the days January 7, 8, 9, and 10, 18987—A. No, sir. 

Q. 1am not now asking you with whom they talked.—A. That is something | 
pay no attention to, Senator. The clerks make up those records, 

Q. The clerks make up the records?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. The records would show the names?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you bring, for the use of this committee, a copy of your record or your 
records, if you so desire, showing the names of the parties who used teleplior 
1092 during the days of Janu 7, 8, 9, and 10, 18987—A. Well, I would haye to 
consult higher authority about that. 

Q. Until you had consulted higher authority you would not feel warranted in 
doing so’—A. No, sir. 

That is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Stenographer, the papers presented by Mr. Ross, marke: 
Exhibits DD and DDD, are offered in evidence and marked as indicated. You 
will take care of them. 

And thereupon Russel 8. Pryor was recalled. 


Examination conducted by Mr. Lona: 


Q. A* the examination at Cincinnati you were asked to produce the memo 
randum of telephone messages you overheard passing from Columbus to the te] 
»hone at the Gibson House office, and you stated that you did not at that ti: 

ave them in your possession. Have you a copy now of the conversation whi 
you detailed in your evidence there?—A. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Your name is Russel H. Pryor? 

A. No, sir; Russel S. Pryor. 

Q. (Mr. Lona.) Will you be kind enough to produce that transcript of that 
conversation, Mr. Pryor?—A. Yes, sir. 

(The witness produces paper.) 

Q. Now, to get the facts I will refresh—Mr. Pryor, I believe you testified that 
you overheard the conversation, or at the time it was overheard and taken o!t 
the telephone. It was dictated to you by Allen O. Myers, jr., and you wrote 
out; is that correct?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And this transcript now is a narration of what he dictated to you? How 
long after it was heard at the telephone?—A. Why, we did it the next day. 

Q. Was there any memorandum made of it in close connection with the tin 
that the conversations were overheard passing over the wires?—A. Yes, sir; \ 
made out a memorandum of it. 

Q. How long after the conversation was overheard did you make out a detaile:! 
statement of it?—A. I made the notes while the conversation was going on, an! 
made the details of it next day. 

Q. You took lead-pencil notes?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. While the conversation was going on, given to you by Myers as he overhca 
them? You wrote out the full details the next day?—A. Ves sir. 

Q. And this is a transcript of what you made?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now, this transcript here, what do you say as to this being correct, to tlic 
best of your recollection, and its — made as fully as you recollected at t! 
time?—A. Why, it is copied right off of the original notes, and is correct 

The CHAIRMAN, Mr. Stenographer, we will have this introduced and marked 
“ Exhibit XXX.” 

Mr. Pryor, you may take this exhibit and read it, so that the stenographer may 
have it incorporated in his notes. 

he witness reads exhibit heretofore marked XXX.) 

‘he Witness. This message was called up for Mr. Boyce, and this is the con- 
versation given to me by Myers—wanted to know if Mr. Boyce was in, and thie 
answer was “‘ Yes.” 

Q. (Mr. Lone.) Just a minute, Mr. Pryor. 
tening?—A. t~ Ly 

nd he talked and you took it down?—A. Yes, sir, 

(The WITNEss: 

“CoLumBus. Mr. Boyce in? 

“ CINCINNATI. Yes. 

“CoL_umBus, Call him to long-distance telephone, 

“CINCINNATI. Who wants him? 

*CoLtumBus. Columbus does. 

“ CINCINNATI. All right; wait five minutes. 

“Boycgs. Hello, Columbus! This you, Major? 

“Masor. (Major.) Yes. 

“ Sapen H sbaocien H., and h ‘s h t put signa 

“Major. Have n ., and he says: ‘Suppose he won’t p ? 
ture on paper—what will we dot? 3 
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“Boyce. I will fix that all right, but if I was in his place I would not sign 
paper, as it isa foolish play. His price is $20,000. (Dick is speaking to HANNA.) 

“Masor. If he wants protection exchange notes and accommodation papers 
with him, as that will protect both of you. He don’t want him alarmed. 

“Boyce. How will you arrange matters? 

“Mayor. I will speak to HANNA. I will send Hollenbeck down in the morn- 
ing. He will be there about 10; may be alittle late. We are afraid that if Mr. 0. 
falls out the rest will go to pieces. We will make it in a package and give it to 
Hollenbeck, so as he can transfer it and not know what he is doing. 

‘Boyce. What shall I pledge him to do? 

“Major, To vote for HANNA and the Hanna wing of the Republican party. I 
want you to make him feel as though he were among friends. Give him to un- 
derstand that he will be treated as one of us, and we will not overlook him when 
the fight is over. The terms are $10,000 down and the rest as soon as it is over. 
You want to"meet Hollenbeck to-morrow and stay with him until he is ready to 
come back to Columbus, and then, if possible, come up with him. 

“Boyce, I will do asyousay. Ithink everything isall right and in good shape. 
Iam a very good judge of human nature, and I don’t think that Mr. O. will betray 
us. If he should, I would have him killed. 

“Masor (laughingly). Dead men tell no tales, 
again to-night. 

“Boyce. What is he doing? 

“Mayor. I only heard it mentioned. 

“Boyce. Major, you will hear good news from Washington Sunday morning 
over the long-distance ’phone. 

“Mayor. What is it about, and who is it from? 

* Boyce. I can’t tell you, but it is away up and is of the best. 

“MaJsor. As soon as your mecting is over to-morrow, call me up and let me 
know what you did. 

‘Boyce. Justing, of Fairfax County, is all right. 

“Masor. I think Governor Bushnell is tired of the whole thing, and if he gets 
a chance he will give it up and drop out. Good night.” 

Seentoe rings off.) 

. You don’t know anything further about this Senatorial contest that you 
have not detailed, Mr. Pryor?—A. No, sir; that is the only time. It happened 
about 12.30. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) Where are your original notes?—A. I destroyed them. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) All you know about this conversation is what Allen O, 
Myers, jr., talked to you?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The CHarr.) I don’t just understand this, Mr. Pryor. 
at the telephone?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Listening to the conversation?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the private office, or down below?—A. In the office down below—in the 
general office. 

Q. This party who was talking in the Gibson House was up in the private of- 
fice?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) How do you know he was?—A. Well, I answered the tele- 
phone in the first place and —— asked for Mr. Boyce, and Mr. Boyce was sent for 
and came to the private office. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) How do you know positive he was up there?—A. I don’t 
know tive he was there. 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) You say he was sent for?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The CHAIRMAN.) Who was sent for him?—A. One of the colored bell boys. 

Q. Mtr. Lona.) Ed Clark?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The Cuark.) And Allen O. Myers, jr., took his place at the telephone 
downstairs?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Through that you could hear what was said in the private office?—A. Yes, 
sir; for they are connected. 

Q. (The CuarrMAN.) And you got the statement you testified to from Allen O. 
Myers as he took it from the telephone?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. (The CHarRMaNn.) You are finally excused. 

Q. (Mr. GARFIELD.) If you find those original notes you will send them up?—A. 
I destroyed them. 


onnt thereupon James A. Graft, called as a witness and duly sworn, testified as 
OWS: 


Examined by Senator Lone: 
Mr, Graft, your name is James A., is it?—A. Yes, sir. 
James A. Graft?—A. Yes, sir. 
Where is your home?—A. Harrison, Hamilton County, 
What is your age?’—A. I am about 45. 
You have been a member of the Ohio legislature?—A. Yes, sir. 
When?—A. In 1892 and 1893. 

Q. Had you any connection in any way with the late Senatorial contest for 
ate States Senator in January of this year?—A. Why, I was here in the city at 

e time; yes. ; 

Q. Were you interested in anybody's candidacy for that office?—A. I was inter- 
ested in any chances that General Gerrard, of Cincinnati, might have for the 
short term. 

Q. Yes. How ——- 
cause—managing h 


Myers is up to some tricks 


Allen 0. Myers was 


Q. 
Q. 
Q. 
Q. 
Q. 
Q. 


was your interest—were you looking toward helping his 
cause and campaign?—A. I was looking after his interests; 
yes. 

Q. Where were you located?—A. We were located at the Southern Hotel. 

Q. How long were you here?—A. We were here two weeks. 

Q. What part of the time was Mr. Gerrard in the race as a candidate, as you 
remember?—A. He was in the race until 5 o’clock of the morning of the 11th—if 
that was the morning the vote was taken in the house—Tuesday morning. 

Q. On the morning the separate votes were taken in the two houses?—A. Yes. 

Q. Were there any promises to Colonel Gerrard’s support in either of the 
house#—A. Yes. 

Q. ay of the-members?—A. Yes; there were several members promised to sup- 
port him. 

Q. From what counties?—A. Well, from Hamilton County. 

Q. Hamilton County? Do youremember who those members were?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who were they?—A. Mr. Otis was one, and Mr. Droste and Mr. Lane. 

a Up to what time were they recognized as standing by Colonel Gerrard?--A. 
Well, Mr. Droste and Mr. Otis were counted on as certain up to 7 o'clock. 

Q. On the morning of the 11th?—A. Yes. 

Q. And up to what time was Mr. Lane counted on as his supporter?—A. Well, we 
were pgrest deal about Lane. After he came here we were not certain 
what he would do. 

Q. I know you were not certain what he would do. Are you able to fix the 
time of his last declaration?—A. Well, two or three days after he came here, and 
then as late as Sunday night before the election—that was on Sunday before the 
vote took place on Tuesday—he stated that if we would show him where his vote 
would elect Colonel Gerrard he would vote for him. 

Q. Do you remember Droste’s initials?—A. Charles F. 

—— members you named were all elected this last fall, were they not?— 
es. 

Q. And upon what ticket were they elected, Mr. Graft?—A. Well, they were 

lected upon the Democratic ticket. 4 _ 

Q. What was their recognized politics’—A. They were recognized as Silver 
Republicans, 
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Q. All three, Dr. Otis, Mr. Lane, and Mr. Droste’—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You have detailed now what Dr. Otis said and what Mr. Lane said 
was Mr. Droste’s latest declaration touching the candidacy of Colonel] 
and his position as to what he would do upon United States Si h 
Well, I had a talk with him, I think, about half past 8 or 9 o'clock, bef 
vote was taken in the morning. 

Q. On the llth?—A. Y« and T in 
way, and place him in nomination. 





olonel Gerrard a 
Gerrard had said 


isted that he vote for ¢ 
He said that Colonel 






him that he had withdrawn and would not be a candidate, and asked him: 
to present his name. I asked him afterwards if he couldn't do that—to vot 
blank—and i ted that he t at day blank until we elected Colonel Gerrard 
the next mornit i we wou omplish that particular thing we came here 
for. He said he hadn't made up his mind how he would vote didn’t exp: 
to until he got up there. 

Q. Where was that conversation held, Mr. Graft?—A. That was just near the 
telephone at the Southern Hotel, near the office—telephone off eat th Southern 
Hotel. . a 


Q. Did either of 3 
of their supporting any other cand 
the two of them actually did 
fully intended to vote for aa 


ou gentlemen advocate the election of anybody else, orspes k 
late than Colone! Gerrard up to the time that 
for another candidate?—-A. I think Mr. Otis 


Republican put up for the long t 









ote 


Hane tm other than 
Q. How about the other two?—A. As I said before, I didn’t know so much abont 
Lane, but Droste always declared he would never vote for HANNA 
_Q. That declaration you heard yourself, did you?—A. Oh, yes: half a dozen 
times. . F 
Q. Have you any reason to question the sincerity of it and the earnestness of it 
from the manner in which he said it?—A. Well, I supposed all the time he meant 
Q. Did it impress you with a strong opinion or determination, or otherwise?— 


A. Well, sir, he poe it just as strong as it was possible to make it 
Q. Are you able to give his language in connection with that when he made 
those declarations’—A. Well, he stated that he would sooner lose 


ous: . a right arm 
than vote for him for one thing, and that under no consideration whatever could 
he possibly vote for Hanna; he was against our principles, so far as the mor 





question went. He was a—he endeavored to iiopress upon me that he w 
against every interest that ever we advocated, 

Q. Put it squarely and fairly upon that ground?—A., 
possible to put it. 

Q. Do you know anything of your own knowledge as to whether the forces tha 
were friendly in Cincinnati prior to and up to election day were friendly to th 
candidacy of Mr. HANNA, as to whether or not they were friendly to the election 
of Mr. Lane and Droste?—A. How was that? 

Q. Or Otis or any of the other candidates upon the Democratic ticket for th: 
legislature?—A. Il understand you to say that the class that were friendly to 
Hanna's election were agreeable to them. ; 

Q. The friends of Mr. Hanna, what was their attiti 
the Democratic ticket was concerned?—A. They were 
that. 

Q. That was generally and openly known?’—A. Yes, 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. You mean the HANNA contingent were against that?—A 
the fusion ticket. 

By Senator Lone: 

Q. And Droste and Lane?—A. As 1 understand, there was no obj: 
to Senator Voight; they supposed that he would vote for a Republican 


Just as strong as it 


le so far as the election of 
against that, talked against 






Yes; were against 


tion raised 


Q. The fusionists were united upon the Democratic ticket; they were yoted for 
upon the Democratic ticket, were they not, Mr. Graft?—A. Yes 

Q. Anything you think of now, Mr. Graft, bearing upon the subject that h 
not been asked of you?—A. Nothing that I know of, I believe. I might say on 


thing, that so far as Mr. Otis was concerned we knew where he stood all the tir 
If Colonel Gerrard had been the candidate for the short term he would ha 
yoted for him, 


By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. But Colonel Gerrard withdrew?—A 
to do with him; we claimed him or 

Q. You did, however, have frequent cony¢ 
Lane?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You felt that they needed talking to occasionally?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who was the main supporter in Cincinnati of the candidates representing 
the Hanna interests in the late campaign?—A. Here in Columbus, do you mean? 

Q. No; in Cincinnati?—A. The people who were working last fall for the fusion 
ticket; [ might say Bailey and Eshelby 

Q. Who was the main supporter of the Hanna interest as against the fusion 
ticket?—A. Ob, well, it was what we called down there the Cox faction. 

Q. And the Cox faction was against the fusion ticket?—A. Yes, sir. 

The witness was excused, but immediately recalled, and testified as follows 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. I think Mr. Long neglected to ask what your business was?—A. Well, Iam 
publisher of the Legal Record for one thing, and in the waterworks plant and 
electric light. 

And thereupon Hugh Cavanaugh, called as a witness, and, being duly 
testified as ibe: 

Examined by Senator Lona: 

Q. What is your age?—A. Forty-seven. 

Q. And place of residence’?—A. Cincinnati. 

Q. How long have you resided in Cincinnati?—A. 
twenty-three years. 

Q. Had you any connection with the political fig 
Yes; I took some interest in it. 

Q. You know all the candidates on the Democratic as well as on the Republ 
can ticket?—A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Didn’t know them all?—A. No, sir; I did not. 


We felt it w no use to hi 


rsations with Mr. Droste and Mr, 


sworn, 


I have lived in Cincinnat 


ht in Cin ti last fall?—A. 


cinna 


Q. Did yon know the candidates upon the Democratic ticket?—A. No, s 
all of them. 
Q. Not all of them?—A. No, sir. . 
Q. Which ones of them did you know, Mr. Cavanaugh \. Well, I think I 


knew them all, with the exception of Messrs. Lane, Droste, and Hater. I kn 
all the others. 

Q. Were you not personally acquainted with the others you have named’?—A, 
No, sir; I met them after the election 

Q. Did you hear any of them talk about their position prior to the elect 
A. No, sir. 

Q. Either of the three?—A. No, sir. 

By the CHAIRMAN: 

Q. That name is Monter, isn’t it?—A,. No, sir; Hater. 
lane, and Hater I didn’t know until after the election, 
personally. 

Q. What did you say about hearing letters read?—A. I heard letters read from 
them in answer to an inquiry sent by the Populist executive committee of Ham- 
ilton County, asking them {o state their position upon the Senatorial question, 


on’— 


I heard letters read from all of them. 


I know Monter. Dr 
I didn’t know them 


ste, 
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and as near as I recollect now the letters conveyed the impression to the com- 
mittee that they would not support a gold man. 

Q. Single-standard gold man’—A. Yes; single-standard gold man. 

Q. When was this?—A. This was along in October, just prior to the election. 

«. Where did you hear those letters read?—A. I heard them read in Workman 
Iiall, and saw them afterwards in one or two places. 

Q. Saw the letters?—A. In one of these hotels—saw one of the letters—Mr. Lane's. 

Q. They were individual letters?—A. From the gentlemen I have named. 

Q. From Hater?—A. Hater and Lane. I think all of these gentlemen answered 
the jetter. Iam positive about Mr. Lane, because I have his letter in my posses- 
£)0n. 

Q. You have it?—A. I did have in my possession. 

Q. And there was a similar letter from Mr. Droste?—A. Yes. They all con- 
veyed a similar impression, and so satisfied the committee that the committee 
indorsed them. 

Q. Do you know “he purpose of sending those letters to them prior to the elec- 
tion?—A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was that?—A. It was to commit them to this issue; that is, the issue 
as the committee understood it, and to determine whether they would support 
Mr. H»wwa in the event of their election. 

Q. Taat is, whether the Populists of Cincinnati would support certain individ- 
uals?—A. That is it exactly. 

Q. Did you attend—were you in Columbus during the Senatorial contest?—A. 
Yes; I came to Columbus the night before the separate vote was taken, and was 
in the legislative chamber while the vote was being taken. 

Q. When did you meet the gentlemen talked about here—how soon after the 
election?—A. I met Mr. Lane, Messrs. Lane and Droste, a few days after the 
organization of the house—after the organization of both of them, that same 
week. I met Mr. Lane in the Southern Hotel, I should judge, perhaps Wednesda 
or Thursday of that week. 1 said to him that he was being very severely criti- 
cised for the part he had taken in the house, having voted for Boxwell, which 
we understood to be leading toward an eventual vote for Senator HANNA. 

Q. You understood that to be an alliance with Hanna's friends for HANNA’s 
clection?—A. Yes. Mr. Lane felt he should not be so criticised. I said I was one 
of the committee led to vote for him with the understanding he would not vote 
for HANNA or Mr. Hanna's representative in the house. 

Q. Let me ask you here, what the result of those letters was to you so far as the 
Populist party, of which you were a member, was concerned?—A. Yes. We felt 
confident that these men would keep their word—Messrs. Lane and Droste would 
keep their words. There was no question but the other gentlemen would keep 
their word, and as a result they received the vote of the People’s Party. 

Q. The People’s Party made no nominations in Hamilton County?—A. No, sir. 

Q. No legislative nominations?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Any other conversation with either Lane or Droste?—A. Yes; this conversa- 
tion to which I have referred, I would continue. Mr. Droste—or Mr. Lane said, 
rather, that his constituents need not fear that when the vote came for Senator 
he would be all right, which I took forgranted at the time to mean that he would 
not vote os HANNA. I was satisfied at the time, and didn’t pursue the case fur- 
ther than that. 

Q. Did yen hear any further expression from him on that question?—A. No; 
that was all. 

Q. Did you ever talk with Mr. Droste about hisaction?—A. No. I was so satis- 
fied that Mr. Droste was going to support Mr. Gerrard that I didn’t ask him any 
questions. Mr. Gerrard was the first to inform me he was a candidate, and that 
Mr. Droste was going to present his name and was going tostand by him, I took 
it, therefore, there was no necessity about asking him the question. 

Q. Do you know how Mr. Droste voted on the organization of the house, 
whether for the Hanna forces—or Boxwell or not?—A. No; I don’t remember 
that. 

Q. What's your business?—A. I am in the shoe business. 

Q. How long have you been in that business?—A. Well, about thirty years. 


And thereupon William F. Fox was called as a witness, and, being duly sworn, 
testified as follows: 


Examined by Senator Lona: 

Q. Give the stenographer your full name.—A. I have given it to them, 

Q. What is your age?—A. Thirty-two. 

Q. What is your business?—A. Attorney atlaw. | 

Q. Where do you live?—A. Cincinnati. 

q. Are you and Mr. Simms partners?—A. Yes. 

Q. Your offices are where?—A. Are in the Pickering Building. 

Q. What floor, with reference to the floor on which Mr. Droste’s office is 
located?—A. Why, on the same floor. 

Q. Same floor, and two or three doors?—A. Removed. I see you are pretty 
familiar with the location. 

Q. Did you have any interest in the election of last fall?—A. No special interest 
outside of the general interest. 

Q. Nothing except general interest?—4. Nothing except the general interest of 
my particular party. , 

Q. Do you know anything about the preference of either Dr. Otis or Lane or 
Droste; that is, prior to the election did you hear it expressed touching the elec- 
tion of United States Senator?—A. Ihad no knowledge of Dr. Otis’snor Mr. Lane's. 
1 didn’t know Mr. Lane’s, but I had some of Mr. Droste’s. 

Q. What were his expressed views or preferences that you know of?—A. Well, 
Mr. Droste and I had gone over, talked over, the situation several, many times 
in advance of the meeting of the legislature, but it was urely a private conver- 
sation without reference to anything that might take p in the future, and I 
pane a little delicacy about giving any information of anything that came to me 
that way. 

Q. Well, so far as I am concerned as a member of this committee, I don’t care 
to press that. If you know of anything that Mr. Droste said to you that was not 
said in confidence or in a private way, why, you will narrate it; anything else I 
am not asking for, Mr. Fox.—A. Well, I would like to understand what the com- 
mittee understands by a private or a confidential conversation. There was noth- 
ing confidential other than the fact that we were on the same floor and had been 
fighting for the same interest the year before, and we had talked over this matter 
on that account, 

Q. Mr. Droste was recognized everywhere, and made no concealment of the 
fact that he was a Silver Republican?—A. None whatever. 

Q. Did he make any concealment of the fact he was opposed to Mr. HANNA and 
Mr. HaNnNa’s views?—A. None whatever; he made no concealment whatever. 

Q. Did he express himself—and I am asking you now about such things that 
were not matters of confidence, because that I am not asking for—did he express 
himself that you know, express himself as being opposed to Mr. HANNa«’s elec- 
tion’—A. Yes; Mr. Droste said that Mr. HANNA represented, to his mind, every- 
thing low and vile in Republican politics; represented an element which, if it 
gained the ascenden¢y, would mean the ultimate overthrow of the country in 
: = and for that reasop under no circumstances would he ever vote for Mr. 

ANNA, 

Q. Did you hear any of these gentlemen say cages as to their tion after 
the Senatorial struggle was taken up at Columbus?—A. No, After Mr. Droste left 
Cincinnati to attend the legislature I had no further conversation upon that 
point, 
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Q. So far as you know there was no change in Mr. Droste’s views up to the 
time of his leaving Cincinnati?—A. I know of none whatever. 

Q. You know nothing of the views Mr. Lane expressed?—A. I didn’t know of 
any. I didn’t know the man, 

And thereupon JAMEs W. FAULKNER, called asa witness and being duly sworn 
testified as follows: , 

Examined by Senator Lona: 

Q. What is your age?—A. 34. 

Q. Your business?—A. City editor of the Enquirer. 

Q. And your home is where?—A. Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Q. Were you in Cincinnati during the campaign last fall, Mr. Faulkner?—A, | 
was. 

Q. In business as a newspaper man?—A. Yes. 

Q. What do you know, if anything, about the expressed views of either Mr. 
Otis or Mr. Lane or Mr. Droste there, touching their preferences for United States 
Senator?—A. Well, I had the impression when I voted for them that they were 
against HANNA. 

Q. Where did you get the impression and how?—A. Well, in my professional 
capacity, receiving reports of meetings at which they were present and made 
speeches, and from personal conversations with Dr. Lane. 

Q. Did you see any of those letters, Mr. Faulkner, that Mr. Cavanaugh 
referred to and addressed to the People’s Party, stating their position touching 
the election of Mr. HANNA?—A. I saw letters from Dr. Otis and one from Dr. Lane. 
The others I didn’t see. 

Q. To what effect in the matter—whether they were for HANNA or against 
him?’—A. Well, Dr. Otis was positive in his statements, and Dr. Lane said—the tone 
of his letter conveyed the impression that he was hurt by the question—that he 
stood ~ all that was opposed to Cox and what Cox was for. That he was 
against it. 

Q. And that that should have gone without ae ae he was against him? 
Did you hear any expression from either of the gentlemen after the election, Mr. 
Faulkner?—A. No, sir. 

Q. Were you here during the Senatorial fight in Columbus?—A. Only for an 
hour or two one evening. 

Q. You didn’t come in contact with either of the gentlemen there?—A. Not 
personally; no. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will state to the witnesses who have been present and testi- 
fied here that they are finally discharged. They will report their attendance to 
the stenographer. 

Adjourned to mect at the call of the chairman. 

{Memorandum.] 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, January 22, 1898. 

Subpoenas were issued to the sergeant-at-arms for the following-named parties 
to appear before the said committee at the Gibson House, Cincinnati, Ohio, Janu- 
ary 22, 1898: G. N. Stone, Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Volney Elstine, 
Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Q. E. Elwell, Cincinnati, Hamilton County, 
Ohio; Jerry P. Bliss, Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his pro- 
¢éeedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that each of the 
above-named parties had been personally served with a true copy of said writ 
issued for each of the said parties. 

[Memorandum.] 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, January 24, 1898. 

Subpcenas were issued to the sergeant-at-arms for the following parties to appear 
before the said committee, at the Gibson House, Cincinnati, Ohio, January 24, 
1898: Allen O. Myers, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Edward H. Archer, 
of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio; Harry Dougherty, Columbus; A. B. Vor- 
heis, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio, and to produce certain books, and 
papers; J. G. Schmidlapp, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio, and to produce 
certain books and papers; R. A. Koeler, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio, 
and to produce certain books and papers; Charles E. Page, of Cincinnati, Hami! 
ton County, Ohio, and to _—— certain books, papers, and records; Max 
Schafer, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Goevenour Calhoun, Cincinnati, 
Hamilton County, Ohio; Edward P. Dehner, Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; 
Charles E. Kincaid, Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his pro- 
ceedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that of the above 

rties the following had been served personally with a true copy of the writ 

ssued for each, to wit: Allen O, Myers, Edward H. Archer, Harry Dougherty, R. A. 
Koeler, Max Shafer, Gouyenour Calhoun, Edward P. Dehner, Charles E. Page, and 
Charles E. Kincaid. The said G.Schmidlapp was not found within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State. A true copy of the writ issued for A. R. Koeler was served by 
leaving the same at his usual place of residence. 


(Memorandum. ] 
COLUMBUS, OHIO, January 28, 1898. 

Subpenas were issued to the sergeant-at-arms for the following-named par- 
ties, to appear before the said committee at the senate chamber, January 28, 1598: 
John C. Otis, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; T. C. Campbell, of Cincin- 
nati, Hamilton County, Ohio. 7 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his pro- 
ceedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that each of the 
above — had been served personally with a true copy of said writ issued for 
each of the said parties. 


[Memorandum.] 
CoLumBvs, OnI0, February 1, 1898. 


Subpeenas were issued to the sergeant-at-arms for the following-named parties 
to appear before the said committee at the senate chamber, February 1, 189: 
soonte Brown, of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio; Charles Steitz, of Columbus, 
Franklin County, Ohio. : 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his pro- 
ceedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that each of the 
above-named parties had been served by handing to each a true copy of the 
writs issued for each of the said parties. 


[Memorandum.] 
CoLumBvs, OHIO, February 2, 1898. 


Subpcena was this day issued to the sergeant-at-arms of the senate, directing 
him to summon J. M. Taylor, of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio, to be and ap- 
pear before the said committee February 2, 1898, at the senate chamber. And 
thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his proceedings 
under said writ, the indorsement thereon certifying that the said John M. Taylor 
had been served personally by handing to him a true copy of said writ. 


[Memorandum.] 
CoLumBvus, OHIO, February 8, 1898. 


Subpeenas were this day issued to the sergeant-at-arms of the senate for the 
following-named parties to appear before the said committee forthwith upon 
receipt of summons: M. A. Hanna, of Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, Ohio; Estes 








1900. 





G. Rathbone, of Hamilton, Butler County, Ohio; Maj. CHar.es F. Dick, of Akron, 
Summit County, Ohio; and on February 11, for C.C. Shayne, of New York City 
N. Y., toappear before the committee February 15, 1898. ~ 7 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms made return of his proceedings under 
said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that he had forwarded through 
the mails, by registered parcel, true copies of the subpcenas issued for the above- 
named parties, to wit: M. A. HANNA, Estes G. Rathbone, and Maj. CHARLES F. 
Dick, to Washington, D.C., and C.C. Shayne to his business address in New York 
City. The post-office registry return receipts, forwarded from Columbus, Ohio, 

»st-office February 12, are returned, and said subpoenas were receipted for as fol- 
lowe: J. A. Hanna, for Maj. EF. G. Rathbone and CHaRrLes Dick, at Washington, 
Dp. C., and W.L. Smith, cashier, for C. C. Shayne, at New York City, and Senate 
post-office for Marcus A. HANNA, at Washington, D.C. 

{Memorandum. } 
CoLuMBUs, OHIO, February 11, 1898. 

Subpoenas were this day issued to the sergeant-at-arms of the senate for the 
following-named parties to appear before the said committee at the senate cham- 
ber February 15, 1898: T. J. Mulvihill, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; 
F. P. Ross, of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio; B. F, Lloyd, of Columbus, 
Franklin County, Ohio. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made due return of his 
proceedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that each of 
the above-named parties had been served personally with a true copy of the writ 
issued for each, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


JUDICIARY COMMITTEE Room, 
Senate, Columbus, Ohio, February 15, 1898. 

The committee met in executive session. All members present. 

Matters pertaining to the procedure of the investigation were discussed, and, 
upon motion of Mr. Robertson, it was agreed that the taking of further testimony 
by the committee be adjourned to Friday, February 25, 1898, at 8.30 a. m. 

And thereupon the committee adjourned. 

GEO. 8. LONG, Secretary. 


SENATE CHAMBER, February 23, 1898—7.80 p. m. 
The committee met at the call of the Chair. All members present. 


And thereupon the committee adjourned to meet at the call of the Chair, there 


being no witnesses present to examine, 
GEO. 8S. LONG, Secretary. 
[Memorandum.] 


COLUMBUS, OHIO, February 26, 1898. 


Subpeenas were issued to the sergeant-at-arms for the following-named partieS 
to appear before the said committee March 1, 1898, at the senate chamber: JameS 
Faulkner, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; William Fox, of Cincinnati, 
Hamilton County, Ohio; Joseph G. Sextro, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio: 
William A. Neff, of Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Hugh Cavanaugh, of 
Cincinnati, Hamilton County, Ohio; Russell H. Pryor, of Cincinnati, Hamilton 
County, Ohio. 

And thereupon the said sergeant-at-arms of the senate made return of his pro- 
ceedings under said writs, the indorsements thereon certifying that each of the 
above-named parties had been pn served with a true copy of said writ 
issued for each of the said parties, except W. A. Neff, who was not found within 
the jurisdiction of the State of Ohio, Joseph G. Sextro did not appear before the 
committee, owing to a death in his family, and was excused, 





MINORITY REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED UNDER SENATE JOINT 
RESOLUTION NO, 21. 


Being unable to agree with the conclusions reached by the majority of this com- 
mittee, and believing the report to be contrary to the facts presented, I herewith 
submit a minority report: 

The testimony offered in support of the charge that $1,750 had been offered by 
someone as representing M. A. HANNA to John C. Otis, a member of the general 
assembly of the State of Ohio, must be considered and weighed in accordance 
with the rules of evidence as recognized by the courts of this State. 

The investigation committee resolved at its first meeting to follow such rules 
of evidence, but it will be seen by the reference hereafter made to the testimony 
that no effort whatsoever was made to conform to that resolution. 

An examination of the testimony taken shows that there are but two questions 
really bearing upon the charges made: 

First. Was John C. Otis offered $1,750, or any other sum of money, in considera- 
tion for his support of M. A. Hanna for the office of United States Senator? 

Second. If any such offer was made, was it made by M. A. HANNA, either in 
person or by an agent, or, further, by the knowledge or consent, either directly 
or indirectly, of M. A. HANNA? 

All other questions that appear or are brought forward in the testimony are 
Saar irrelevant and should not be considered in the determination of this 
charge. 

In support of these propositions those who attempt to substantiate the charge 
have brought certain witnesses before this committee. 

The only witnesses, however, who testify as to the direct charge of an offer 
je J made are John C. Otis and T. C. Campbell. Their testimony presents the 
whole case, as all other testimony bearing upon the direct question of the offer 
is meve hearsay. 

The testimony of John C. Otis, eliminating the irrelevant matter, is as follows, 
appearing upon pages 434, 446, 452, 460: 

quote the language as taken from the transcript of his testimony: He said 
that about 11 o’clock Friday morning (January 7) he was called to the telephone; 
that a party had rung him up and stated that he was at the Great Southern Hotel 
at Columbus; that his name was General Boyce, from New York; that he said he 
was a stranger to him (Otis), but that he came on from New York to see him on 
very important business; that he would see him (Otis) at one of the hotels in 
Cincinnati, and Otis told him at the Gibson House; that later he received a tele- 
or Eom Degen, dated at Springfield, stating that he (Boyce) would arrive at 

.30 o'clock. 

Otis met Boyce at the Gibson House, room 226 at that house, and was with him 
until 7 o’clock. During that conversation Boyce stated that he represented 
J. Pierpont Morgan, of New York, and that he was looking after some large busi- 
ness‘interests for Mr. Morgan in Ohio. 

Boyce touched upon the Senatorial question and desired to know from Otis 
what Mr. Hanna’s chances were of election. Otis told him that he was opposed 
to Mr, HANNA, and Boyce responded that the President of the United States per- 
sonally was very anxious about the Ohio situation. An arrangement was then 
made to meet again the next afternoon (Saturday, erry 8) at 3 o'clock. 

Otis sfated that on the next afternoon, or after he left Boyce, he saw T. C. 
Campbell, of New York City, and told him about his interview with Boyce and 
suggested to Campbell that he would not go back to see Boyce, as it was evident 
what Boyce was leading up to. Campbell, however, advised Otis to meet his 
en, ent. 

e next afternoon (Saturday, January 8) Otis met Boyce again at the Gibson 
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House and spent three hours with him, Again Boyce stated that he represented 
Pierpont Morgan, of New York, and that the President was very anxious to have 
Mr. HANNA returned to the Senate, and that he would do anything in the world 
to bring about such a state of affairs; that if Otis could see it in that light he 
could make it extremely profitable in the way of emoluments, or, the President 
had great — rin the way of making appointments, 

Otis stated that he would consider the matter and would see Boyce 
Thereafter Otis communicated this conversation to T. C. Campbell 
on the same evening, about half past 9, Otisagain met Boyce at the Gibson House, 
and told him that he did not care to talk anything further about it, but if he 
(Boyce) would go with Otis to the Hotel Emery he would introduce him to Col, 
Ir. C, Campbell, of New York, and let him discuss the matter with him, and that 
he Otis) would abide by it. Boyce: “1s this man your attorney? Otis replied, 
‘*He is my attorney from New York rhey then walked to the Emery Hotel 
and Boyce was introduced to Campbell. This is the last direct communication 
Otis had with Boyce, the remainder of his testimony, appearing upon pages 442 
452, being simply statements of what Otis claims Campbell told him, and hx nce 
entirely incompetent to prove or tend to prove any conversations that may have 
been had between T. C. Campbell and Boyce. ° 

As will be seen from the record, Otis stated in five or ten minutes all that 
occurred between him and Boyce, which, according to his own statement, oceu- 
pied them at their two meetings at least four and a half hours. 

And in answer to a final question by Senator Long, which was as follows 
‘* Now, let me ask you if you have stated everything that you know of touching 
this man Boyce?”’ Otis responded, “ Yes; I think that is all that I can now call 
to mind,” 

However, in response to the question asked by Senator Garfield relative to this 
point Otis stated that they talked of nothing “ outside of the business interests 
of the country, the Cuban question, and ordinary topics of conversation, in 
addition to the Senatorial matter.” F 

In response to a direct question as to whether the names of any Ohio people 
other than Mr. HANNA were discussed, Otis answered positively that there were 
no other such names. 5 

Upon further examination by the chairman and Senator Long on this point 
the following questions were asked and answered: , 

“Q. Did he (Boyce) say anything about Major Dick?—A. No. 

“Did he (Boyce) mention Major Dick’s name to you there?—A. No, sir 

“Q. Any of the gentlemen there—Mr. Daugherty or Mr. Rathbone—who were 
then interested in the Senatorial contest here in Columbus?—A. No, sir. 

“@. Any names of Columbus parties that you know of?f—A. No, sir 

‘*Q. Didn’t say anything about his associations here in Columbus’ 
I asked him if he was acquainted in Columbus. He said he was not 

In response to a question as to whether he (Otis) made any attempt to identify 
Boyce (p. 453) his answer was: ~ 

“No; V didn’t try to make much of an effort to find out his antecedents 

*Q,. How much of an effort did you make, if any, to find out who he was?—A. 
Well, we talked about his career in the late war and his experience there. 1 
asked him where he derived his title general, and he told me the regiment he 
was in and the great love he had for General Grant, and that led up to his show- 
ing me a letter from Col. Fred. Grant. 

**Q. Well, was he introduced to you by anyone?—A. 
and a couple of letters to H. H. Boyce from New York. 

“Q. Are there any other names or facts that he gave you that might lead to his 
identification?—A. No; I don’t remember of any other names at all that he men- 
tioned.” 

The testimony of T. C. Campbell as to his connection with this case is as fol- 
lows: Otis called at Campbell's office in Cincinnati and told him thata gentleman 
named Boyce had requested over the long-distance telephone that he (Otis) 
should make an appointment with him at some hotel in Cincinnati at 4.30 o'clock 
and asked that Campbell would go with him. Later Otis returned and brought 
a telegram which ceneed the hour of the appointment, the telegram being 
introduced in evidence and marked Exhibit 8S 8, pages 472 and 497 

It was not convenient for Campbell to go with Otis, but he waited and later 
Otis came to his hotel—about 7.30 the same evening 

It wif] be noticed that Campbell's statement as to the time Otis first told him 
about Boyce is different from that stated by Otis. 

Otis stated that he did not advise Campbell of his meeting with Boyce until 
after the first meeting at the Gibson House. 

This matter was brought particularly to the attention of Campbell as appearing 
on page 497, and it is significant, in connection with the relations of Campbell, 
Boyce, and Otis, as will be shown hereafter. 

Some time on January 8 Otis introduced Boyce to Campbell, and thereafter all 
negotiations were conducted, as stated by Campbell, between him and Boyce 
alone. 

During the first conversation Campbell stated that Boyce offered to pay Otis 
$2,500 in consideration of his vote for Mr. HANNA (p. 477). 

At the next meeting Boyce offered Campbell $1,000 as a fee for carrying through 
the transaction with Otis, and at the third conversation Campbell suggested (p 
482) that $10,000 would be necessary to obtain Otis’s vote for HANNA. This propos 
sition was made on Sunday, January 9. Thereafter Campbell claims that arrange- 
ments were made for the immediate payment of #1,750 and the balance later 

It is to be noted that, during the conversations between Boyce and Campbell, 
Campbell states that Boyce distinctly disclaimed any knowledge or any connec- 
tion with Mr. HANNA (p. 476). 

Campbell's testimony is as follows: ‘I asked him, ‘ Have you come from Sena- 
tor HANNA; did he send you here?’ He said, ‘No; I never knew Senator HANNA 
in my life.’” 

On page 478 Campbell said: ‘“‘ Now, Mr. Boyce, the President knows nothing of 
our business here, and it is valueless for you to repeat that to me, and Senator 
TANNA does not; and now who is it that does know?"’ Oh, he wouldn't tell that, 

His friends in New York had sent him, and he would not tell that 

On page 483 Campbell says he asked Boyce: “ You don’t come from HANNA?" 
and Boyce said, ‘No; I don’t. I never met HANNA in my life, but I think I can 
satisfy you Iam who I pareers to be.” 

On page 484 Campbell states further: “I felt then more strongly than ever bef 
and Mr. Boyce was a great deal of a fake, I professed to be satisfied with hi 
credentials.” 

On page 491 Campbell states: ‘“‘I think, gentlemen, that I have told you all I 
know, except I want to say again that there should be no mistake about it—that 
Boyce declared with emphasis that he had never met nor seen Senator HANNA.” 

Upon the uncorroborated testimony of Campbell rests the whole foundation for 
the charge made that John C. Otis was offered $1,750, or any other sum, in con- 
sideration for his support of M. A. HANNA, 

And it will be seen from a careful examination of Campbell’s and Otis’s testi- 
mony that there is absolutely nothing upon which to base the assumption that 
Boyce, eyen if he made the proposition as claimed to Campbell, represented 
either directly or indirectly Mr. HANNA or any agent for Mr. HANNA. 

From this groundwork those prosecuting this case have attempted to connect 
Mr. HANNA with Boyce by a chain of testimony which is here presented in chrono- 
logical order. 

The first seponmence of Mr. Boyce is at the Great Southern Hotel, Columbus, 
Ohio, on Friday, January 7. From that hotel, the headquarters of the anti- 
HANNA forces, namely, Charles Kurtz and Allen O. Myers, Boyce telephones to 
John C, Otis in Cincinnati, an anti-HANNA member of the legislature. 


} 
later 
Later, and 


A, No, sir; 


He showed me his card, 
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Boyee goes to Cincinnati and _ stops at the Gibson House, the proprietor of 
which is Horace B. Dunbar, a political associate of Allen O. Myers. 

After meeting with Otis, in accordance with his telephonic communication, it 
is claimed that Boyce telephoned to Mr. Hanna’s headquarters in Columbus, and 
that the conversation had by him with those headquarters was overheard by 
Allen O. Myers, jr., a clerk in the Gibson House. 

The only explanation offered by Allen 0. Myers, jr., and Russell 8. Pryor, and 
Seegar (two other clerks of the Gibson House) for this unusual proceeding of lis- 
tening to telephonic communication of a guest were that they each at different 
times, during the first few houts he was in the hotel, suspected that Boyer was a 
politic ian and might beconnected with the Senatorial campaign, or that, as young 
Myers expressed it, he would perpetrate a joke upon Boyer for the amusement of 
anew ae man, c : 

Thereafter every telephonic conversation Boyce is maperes to have had was 
taken down by some employee of the Gibson House, or of Dunbar, and was pre- 
sented to this committee as evidence to support the claim that Boyce was in 
direct conmunication with the Hanxa headquarters. 

ty a curious fatality the original notes taken down by Allen O. Myers, jr., and 
Russell 8. Pryor were destroyed, as were also the original notes of the stenog- 
rapher, Miss Hattie Jacobs,and merely so-called copies were presented to this 
committce. 

The witnesses who testified that they heard these conversations do not attempt 
in any way to identify the persons using the telephone; they do not pretend to 
know the voices of any of the persons. hey identify Boyer by stating that he 
was —- the private telephone of the Gibson House, but as to the person at the 
other end of the line there are contradictory statements. One says it was “‘major,”’ 
another that it was “colonel,” but in no case is the name of the individual sup- 
posed to be at the Columbus end of the line testified to, except that, as shown on 
page 168, Myers, jr., says he thinks M Dick was used. 

The transcript of the notes euppo to have been taken by Miss Jacobs shows 
that on the evening of the 8th day of January,at 6.45 p.m., Boyce said over the 
telephone to someone in Columbus that Otis would authorize a telegram to the 
President stating that he would vote for Mr. Hanna; yet, by the testimony of 
Campbell, was not referred to between him and Otis or Boyce until Sunday, the 
9th of January, Campbell presented a copy of this telegram, showing conclusively 
that the date was Sunday,January 9. It is to be noticed that it is not claimed 
that this telegram was ever sent. 

A similar discrepancy as to the most important feature of the testimony like- 
wise appears in connection with the alleged offer of $10,000. 

Dunbar testifies (p. 129) that on Friday, January 7, it was re ed to him that 
Boyce — apaenas to Columbus, sta that it would req 
the vote of Otis. 

Allen O. Myers, jr., testifies, 170, to the same effect, and yet Otis, page 444, 
claims that no suggestion of $10,000 was made until , January 8; and 
Campbell, at poges 481 and 482, testifies positively that he suggested on Sunday, 
January 8, that $10,000 would be the Leones price for the vote of Otis. 

Prior to that time the only offer which he, Campbell, claims was made by Boyce 
was made for the sum of $2,500. 

it is impossible to reconcile the discrepancies in these statements, except upon 
the theory which will be hereafter presented as to the real connection of Boyce 
with this matter. 

The further telephonic communications claimed to have taken place between 
Royce and various parties in Columbus occurred upon Saturday, January 8, and 
Sunday, January9. These conversations wereall taken down by a stenographer, 
Miss Jacobs, who was employed by Dunbar and Bliss. 

in connection with these eto communications, the position of the tele- 
phone is of material interest. As was testified to by Allen O. Myers, iT. and De- 
tective Miller, the telephone was placed unusually high up on the wall, and there 
was no desk or shelf near-to it upon which notes could be conveniently taken. 
This was brought out in the examination of Miller, who explained his ability to 
take notes by reason of the fact that he had a long arm, could stretch to the 
mail shelf; and rene, r., did not attempt to take the notes, but dictated what 
he heard to his fellow-clerk, ‘or. 

The ofhcial stenographer of this committee took notes at the same telephone 
when the committee tested these telephones, and stated, when reading Bis notes 
to the committee, that he had diffie in taking them because of the position of 
the telephone. And the official stenographer, as is known to this committee, is 
a tall man; and yet Miss Jacobs, the stenographer who claims to have taken notes, 
is, as is also shown to every member of this committee, a short woman, pretends to 
have accurately transcribed a number of conversations without difficulty, but, as 
has heretofore been mentioned, she destroyed all her original notes, although 
employed especially by Dunbar for this unusual kind of work. 

The testimony offered to prove what was at the Columbus end of the 
telephone is founded entirely upon the bill presented by the Cincinnati Telephone 
Ouspeney to Dunbar, proprietor of the Gibson House. But, by a reference to the 
original bill or statement of account, it will be seen that no direct evidence is 
given as to this important fact. . 

The copy appears upon pages 159 and 160 of the record. And by the testimony 
of the telephone manager, Killstin, 229, the names of the parties at Colum- 
bus end of the telephone were not tten by him. He simply states: ‘‘Part of 
the sheet ismine. There are some names of the sheet I got from the long-distance 
themes and putin for Mr. Dunbar, You can see the difference in the hand- 
writing.” 

The cians to which he refers are Rathbone, Myers, Kurtz, A. O. Myers, Rath- 
bone, Kurtz, and Kurtz, 

And on page 231, when asked how he knew what these names indicated, he 
answered: “Only from what the operator furnishes us.” Yet when the clerk of 
the long-distance telephone, who made out the original bill, was examined he 
did not state that he knew who called at the Columbus end of the telephone, and 
simply said: *‘ Most of it (the memorandum) is in my handwriting.” 

From these accounts and from the testimony furnished by the telephone man- 
ager in Columbus, there is no doubt that that telephone 1092 was in the head- 
euarters of M. A. Hanna at Columbus, but there is no direct nor credible testi- 
mony as to what person used 1092. 

As is well known to every person who was at the Neil House during that time, 
and who occasion to use a telephone, this telephone 1092 was used indis- 
criminately by many people. I personally used that telephone for long-distance 
messages several times. The room was open to everyone, and I personally know 
that anyone might have used the instrument. 

Another point in connection with this testimony was brought out when the 
telephones at the Gibson House were tested by this committee. The chairman, 
using the private telephone at the Gibson House, calied up the Southern Hotel 
at Columbus, and the official stenographer, stationed at the telephone in the 
Gibson House office, listened to the conversation. The moment the conversation 
began the operator at Columbus said: 

“I beg your pardon; I'll have the clerk for you at Columbus now. Is there 
any telephone open, I hear a noise?—A. Yes; other telephone, as I under- 
stand ir, is off the hook.” ‘ 

Thus showing conclusively that if at any time conversations were being over- 
ne the operator would immediately know that the line was being interfered 
with. 

Upon this uncertain contradictory testimony rests the whole proof offered to 
connect Mr. Hanna’s headquarters with Boyce. 

The next step in the progress of the case is the testimony relating to H. H. 


re $10,000 to obtain 


Hollenbeck. From the testimony of the manager of the Gibson House it appears 
that H. H. Hollenbeck reached Cincinnati on Saturday morning, January & and 
registered at the Gibson House. From the moment he left Columbus he wa 
shadowed by detectives employed by Charles Kurtz, Jerry Bliss, and Dunbar 
And, despite the detailed record offered by these detectives, none of them a 
any time bring H. H. Hollenbeck in connection with Boyce. 

In fact, the detectives who followed him in Cincinnati testified that the nearest 
time these two people came together was that “they went up in an eleyat 
together, although ay didn’t speak to each other.” And further, page 361, q!! 
during the day while about the hotel lobby these two men never connected 
spoke to one another; they passed one another as strangers. 

The report of the detectives does not show that Hollenbeck went to different 
places in Cincinnati—went to the Union Savings and Trust Company, the oft 
of Miller, Voorheis & Co., and various railway offices. 

Dunbar stated that he had placed people to watch the room occupied hy 
Boyce, and from the record presented by the various detectives his actions 
watched every minute of Saturday, January 8. Yet at no time does it ap; 
that Hollenbeck spoke to Boyce or was with him alone. 

The evident attempt, as indicated by the testimony of Archer, the clerk of 
State commissioner of railroads, who followed Hollenbeck from Columbu 
Cincinnati, was to show that Hollenbeck carried a package of money for bi 
while the testimony of the detectives in Cincinnati is an evident attem; 
show that he carried a draft, which was converted into money in Cincinnat! 

The testimony regarding Hollenbeck is full of a great deat of irrelevant : 
rial and details having no connection with or bearing upon the charges pre fe) 

Allen O. Myers, jr., testified, page 172, in giving the telephone messac 
claims to have heard, that ‘‘ Hollenbeck was not supposed to know what h: 
doing,” thus evidently intending to avoid charging him with any im; 
acuion, 

After the transactions in Cincinnati on Sunday, as given by Campbell and ‘ 
the detective claims to have followed Boyce to Columbus on Monday, and « 
scribes with great exactness how he followed Boyce, who drove about the « 
changing carriages, and finally going to the depot and leaving the city, meeti 
in one of the carriages an unknown man. 

Some weeks after this testimony was given two hack drivers testified as to 1 
same transaction, but neither of them pretended to know who either of the ; 
ties in the carriage was, This completes the story of Boyce’s connection with t 
whole affair. 

Upon this chain of so-called evidence those who have preferred these char; 
attempt to connect Mr. HANNA, through some unknown agent, with Boyce; | 
as has been shown, they in no way, by either direction or indirection, h; 
established such connection. The evidence offered is chiefly interesting in 
omissions of the most important connecting links. 

First. Not only the failure but the lack of all attempts to connect Boyce \ 
Mr. HANNA or — of his associates. 

Second. The failure to identify the persons who are supposed to have 
telephone 1092 in Columbus. 

Third. The destruction ofall the original notes of those pretended eonversations. 

Fourth. The failure to show any connection between Hollenbeck and Boy: 

Fifth. The failure to connect Boyce, while in Columbus on January 11, wit 
Mr. Hanna or any agent of his. 

It will thus be seen by a careful review of all the testimony that there is also- 
lutely no competent or credible testimony upon which to substantiate or contin 
any portion of the charge that Mr. Hanna, either directly or indirectly, soug!:' 
obtain the vote of John C. Otis by the offer of any sum of money. 

On the other hand, the testimony bears out the supposition that there w 
scheme, carefully prepared and executed by the opponents of Mr. Hann, 
secure his defeat by making this o—-. of bribery during the last days of tl: 
Senatorial contest. A close analysis of the facts presented establishes this sip- 
position most clearly. 

The leaders of those o to Mr. Hanna’s election were Charles ki 
Alien O. Myers, and Jerry P. Bliss. 

The scheme for meng Sts charge begins with the employment of Alle: 
Myers, jr., at the Gibson House, on November 16 last, two weeks after elect 
Dunbar, the proprietor of this hotel, being a personal and political associat 
Allen O. Myers. 

The first appearance of Bo is at the Great Southern Hotel, in Columbus, t 
headquarters of Myers and Kurtz. The scene of the scheme is then transfer 
to the Gibson House, at Cincinnati, and, by a curious coincidence, Campbe!! 
former partner of John C. Otis, but then living in New York, appears in Cincin- 
nati on the same day. By another accident Jerry P. Bliss reaches the Gibs 
House at the same time. 

Campbell testifies in the beginning of his examination that Boyce was 
stranger to him, but on further examination inadvertently admitted that |. 
knew Boyce when, in answer to a _——- as to Boyce’s whereabouts, page ©)! 
he says: “‘He [Boyce] isa man that had occasion to need Canada once or twicv 
in his life; he is a man from whom the benefit of clergy was deprived. That 
is the best way I know how to express it.” 

All the witnesses who gave any direct testimony were employees of the Gibson 
House, or detectives cuales by either Dunbar, its er, or Jerry Bliss, or 1 
reporter of the Cincinnati uirer, a paper owned by the Democratic candidate 
opposed to Mr. HANNA. 

he direct testimony is repeated by Jerry Bliss and Allen O. Myers, sr.—tc:! 
mony absolutely incompetent, as being the veriest hearsay, but offered as cor- 
roborative of the direct y. 

Bliss says that the reason for not arresting Boyce in Cincinnati was that they 
wished to get him into Franklin County, and yet when Boyce goes to Frank!in 
County on the next day there is no attempt to catch him, while, on the cogtrar) 
the lful detective employed for the special of watching Boyce mor! 
perenne snes him at this most important e of the proceedings, and since 
then Boyce vanished. 


The fact that H. H. Hollenbeck was in Cincinnati on that day offered an excc!- 
lent xt about which to build up the fabric of this scheme. 

wi it doubt there were telephonic communications between telephone 1()- 
and Cincinnati; but that the conversation testified to between the parties claim: 
ever occurred is altogether improbable. 

There may have been an attempt on the part of Allen O. Myers and Charles 
Kurtz to entrap some one for the purpose of injuring Mr. HANNA. This ma) 
have been a of the original scheme, and their failure to entrap any friend 
oragent of Mr. Hanna is the most conclusive that neither he nor his 
friends used or attempted to use such methods as have been charged for the pur 
pose of securing his ion. 

The testimony given to this committee proves the existence of such a scheme, 
if it proves —— to prove anything connected with the charges preferred. 

All that is Teft for the opponents of Mr. HANNA are the insinuations and sus- 
picions that have been and may be cast upon him by reason of the fact that 
neither he nor those interested with him in the conduct of his campaign have 
appeared before this committee, and that certain witnesses who had been called 
have declined to testify. 

The persons who have refused to testify based their refusal upon two grounds, 
either the lack of jurisdiction of this committee, or by reason of the fact that 
they sustained confidential relations to the public and uniformly declined to 
answer questions of the propounded to them. But in all cases the 
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witnesses stated that they concealed nothing the publicity of which would tend 
to incriminate or disgrace them. . 

Mr. HaNNA on the day preceding his election, when these charges were made, 
had issued to the public an authorized statement, as follows: 

“‘T deny having authorized any agent or representative of mine to make any 
offer to Representative Otis or any other member of the assembly. I never sent 
any man to Cincinnati to see Mr. Otis. I have never known or seen Mr. Boyce 
in my life, and have had no transactions with him.” : 

Maj. CHARLES Dick, the manager of Mr. HanNa’s canyass, likewise published 
in the newspapers that he did not know Mr. Boyce; he never saw him; never 
had any long-distance or other communications with him, and that the alleged 
reports of conversations between himself and Boyce were absolutely and un 
qualifiedly false and without foundation in fact. 

These specific denials by Mr. HANNA and Major Dick have never been contra- 
dicted nor controverted by any testimony to this committee. 

Whatever force or effect might be given or attached to the fact that Mr. 
Hanna, Mr. Hollenbeck, or Mr. Rathbone have not appeared before this com- 
mittee are weakened and lost by reason: First, the organization of this commit- 
tee, and, second, the method adopted for the conduct of this investigation. 

The committee as finally chosen had as its chairman a senator who, although 
elected under an absolute pledge to his constituents to support Mr. HANNA for 
United States Senator, nevertheless violated that pledge by opposing Mr. HANNA 
and voting for another candidate. He had, further, prejudged the case, as 
proven by the original resolution offered by him. It was, therefore, of the high- 
ppwen importance to the chairman to obtain a report from the committee 
which would sustain the charges made, thus making a fair and impartial hear- 
ing absolutely impossible. 

Seeondly, at the first meeting of this committee, before any testimony was 
taken, a resolution was adopted declining to allow any person, either called as 
a witness or otherwise, appearing before this committee to have the advice and 
service of an attorney du ng such examination, thus precluding the possibility 
of a judicial and fair examination. Such a procedure was unwarranted and 
without precedent. 

For these reasons the Be rsons referred to declined to appear before this com- 
mittee, believing that the good common sense of the American people and their 
desire for fairness and impartiality would relieve Mr. HANNA of any suspicion 
of discreditable action in obtaining the high office of United States Senator. 

Thereafter the conduct of examinations and the introduction of testimony 
fully verified the belief that judicial methods would not prevail. No attempt was 

e to exclude incompetent or irrelevant statements. Hearsay evidence was’ 
introduced to sustain hearsay evidence, and had the case been submitted to a 
judicial tribunal nearly all the testimony presented would have been rejected by 
the court beeause of incompetency and irrelevancy. 

In the light of all the circwmstances connected with these charges, the conduct 
of this investigation, there can be but one reasonable conclusion—that is, that 
these charges were made by the opponents of Mr. HANNA without foundation in 
truth or fact, were published the day preceding his election for the sole purpose 
of intimidating his supporters, and have been proved by the testimony of wit- 
nessee offered by the prosecution to be wholly and ees yy false. 

AMES R, GARFIELD, 


APRIL 23, 1898. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I might, I think, with propriety 
rise to a question of personal privilege for the purpose of inquir- 
ing in what manner and by what right I was denied the floor. I 
was on the floor addressing the Senate. I was interrupted, and 
the then occupant of the chair—not the present occupant—in the 
usual way asked me if I yielded. I in the usual way yielded to 
the interruption, stating at the time that I did not surrender the 
floor, but yielded to the interruption. ” 

Mr. President, when a Senator is interrupted, and in the usual 
way the Chair inquires whether he yields to the interruption, can 
the Senator who yields tell whether the interruption is intended 
for one sentence or whether the Senator proposes to proceed for 
half an hour? ‘ It is impossible for the Senator who yields in re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the Chair to determine what course the 
Senator who asks the privilege of interruption may take, and when 
that Senator concluded I was entitled to the floor. 

The ae of the senior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Hoar] and the junior Senator from Massachusetts am LopGE] 
that | had attempted to farm out the time was entirely gratuitous 
and unwarran by the facts which had transpired in the pres- 
ence and hearing of all the Senate. 

Then when I attempted again to resume it while on the floor, as 
the REecorpD will show, as I have no doubt our efficient stenogra- 
phers took down exactly what occurred, after I had been recog- 
nized, 1 was again taken off the floor by the recognition of a Sen- 
ator for the purpose of allowing from him a personal explanation. 
While a Senator on a question of privilege may be at any time 
entitled to the floor, he is not entitled to take a Senator off the 
floor in order that he may address the Chair upon such question 
of personal privilege. 

ow, Mr. President, that much I deem is due to myself in view 

of the fact that both the senior Senator from Massachusetts and the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts by their inquiries implied that I 
ad attempted to farm out the time of the Senate, which, I repeat, 
was absolutely unwarranted by anything which had occurred. I 
had yielded the floor in response to an application for an interrup- 
tion, and in response to an inquiry from the Chair whether or not I 
would yield, and I had nointimation of the purpose for which the 
interruption was desired. If the Senator thus interrupting moe 
retained the floor for a longer time than is usual, it was a fact 
which Icould not anticipate, and for which I was not responsible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ill the Senator from Georgia permit me 
& moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; I decline to yield at present. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Georgia 


declines to yield, 


Mr, BACON, I do not do it with any disrespect to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but really I think that I am entitled, in 
view of what has occurred, to proceed, 

Mr. GALLINGER. In my absence from the Chamber- 

Mr. BACON. I did not know the Senator was absent from the 
Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. The Senator indulged in some criticisms 
which he admits to me he has made, and | think I ought to be 
permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. BACON, I will say this to the Senator. and with the 
greatest pleasure, that I am certain the Senator did not intend to 
do me any injustice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I accept that, with the added statement 
that I am very sure that I executed the rules of the Senate cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. BACON, 
President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did it with a view of protecting the 
Senator in every right he possibly could have. That was my pur- 
pose. 2 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is mistaken. I know the 
Senator would not intentionally have done me wrong. I did not 
intend to imply that atall. But, Mr. President, what occurred 
led to the suggestion of the statement, almost the charge of the 
Senators from Massachusetts, both the senior Senator and the 
junior Senator, that I had attempted to do that which I recognize 
to be improper, to wit, to farm out the time of the Senate. [ had 
not made any such attempt, and the sole complexion of that kind 
was due to the direction which had been given by the then occu- 
pant of the chair, : 

Mr. President, I only desired the floor to add a very few words, 
and those 1 will now say. I certainly had no anticipation when 
I formerly occupied the floor that what I said was going to lead 
to bitter personalities, which have been to-day heard upon the 
floor of this Chamber. I am in no manner responsible for them. 
I had endeavored to bring to the attention of the Senate some- 
thing which I think is of yery much more importance than the 
personal fortunes or the personal or political history of any man, 
even though that man may be the junior Senator from Ohio. 1 
return for a moment, Mr. President, to that immeasurably more 
important question, affecting as it does the vital interests of the 
whole country, 

Mr. President, the question before the Senate was whether we 
should proceed to the consideration of the anti-trust bill. I was 
calling the attention of the Senate to the importance that the 
Senate should give such direction to this matter as that in good 
faith to the country we should act definitely and finally upon it. 
I was calling attention to the fact that, whereas with a great 
flourish of trumpets this bill had been passed in another branch 
of Congress and brought here in what the dominant party had 
determined shall be the closing days of the session, there was an 
appearance of an attempt at anti-trust legislation on the part of 
the dominant party, which was not, in fact, sincere in its pre- 
tended intention, and I was asking of the Senate that they would 
do one of two things, either that they would proceed to the con- 
sideration of this bill for the purpose of passing it, or, if they de- 
sired that it should go to a committee, that they would prolong 
the session to a time when, after the report of that committee, it 
should be practicable to consider it, upon the ground that anti- 
trust legislation is a matter of sufficient importance to require 
that the Senate should remain in session for its disposition. The 
bill has passed the House of Representatives. The bill can be 
pe in the Senate and become the law of the land if the Repub- 

ican party desires that it shall be law. If the bill does not become 
the law at this session, it will be because the Republican party 
does not wish it to become law. 

Now, Mr. President, in that connection I desire to say only one 
other word, Not only has this anti-trust bill been brought to 
us here from the House of Representatives at a time and under 
circumstances when it is not the intention of the dominant party 
to act upon it, but in the other branch of Congress, as we are in- 
formed, an effort has been made to enact a constitutional amend- 
ment with a very great flourish of trumpets in order to endeavor 
to emphasize the avowed desire and purpose of the dominant 
party to enact the most stringent anti-trust legislation. 

Mr. President, of course we can not stop now to properly dissect 
that resolution proposing the constitutional amendment, or to 
discuss it; but I want to call the attention of the Senate to what 
a very high Republican authority said about that proposed anti- 
trust constitutional amendment. 

We all recognize that there is not a more determined and im- 
placable and able opponent of the Democratic party, and sup- 
yorter of the Republican party, in this country than the New 

York Sun, and here is what the New York Sun said about the 
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proposed constitutional amendment, which received a majority 
of the votes in the House of Representatives, that majority con- 
sisting of the Republican members of that House, speaking gen- 
erally, and the votes in the negative being cast by the Democrats 
there, speaking generally—here is what the New York Sun said 
about that in a recent issue, since the action of the House upon 
that proposed constitutional amendment: 


THE ANTI-TRUST AMENDMENT. 


When we say plaiety that this is the most dishonest, and therefore the 
most discreditable, piece of work achieved during the present session by the 
leaders of Republican policy in the House, we are not speaking of the merits 
of the proposed amendment. Its revolutionary character, the sweepin 
chauge it would effect in the entire system of our institutions, the bestowa 
upon Congress of an unlimited and arbitrary power over all private business 
in all the States, and without regard to State lines or State rights, need not 
even be discussed. There is no more prospect of its adoption bya two-thirds 
vote of both House and Senate and of its ratification by the legislatures of 
three-fourths of the 45 States than there is of the adoption of a constitutional 
amendment vesting in the Federal Government the direct management of 
all the myriad industries of this land. 

The dishonesty of the performance lies in the fact that there was no ex- 
pectation on the part of the author of this resolution, or of the Republicans 
on the Judiciary Committee who favorably reported it, or of the Republicans 
in the House who were willing to vote for te that the proposed sixteenth 
amendment will ever amount to more than a campaign trick of the cheapest 
and unworthiest description. 

Now, Mr. President, I do insist that the question here, whether 
we shall enact anti-trust legislation, is one of most pressing im- 
portance. I insist upon it that there is no reason why we should 
not act upon a bill which has already passed the other House, and 
which is now in the Senate. If it is of a character that we can 
not act upon it without its reference to a committee, then it is 
our duty to stay here in session until that committee can report, 
and until the Senate can act upon a question which is recognized 
all over this country as one of the most important and one requir- 
ing at the hands of Congress definite action. 

hy should we leave here? What is the pressing necessity to 
have this session adjourned? We have by law aright to remain 
here until the 4th of next March, if need be. It is not necessar 
for us to stay here so long; but there are many measures whic 
we ought to attend to, and which the country desires to have at- 
tended to. Some of them have passed the other House, as has 
been said this morning, for the purpose of placating the friends 
of those measures, Thatis the design of passing them through the 
House; but they are to be arrested in the Senate, in order that the 
opponents of those measures may not be offended. Notonlyisthis 
true of the proposed anti-trust legislation, but it is also true of 
the Nicaraguan Canal bill. That has passed the House, but the 
Republicans have gone as far as they intend and will not permit 
it to pass the Senate, although they can easily do so, 

Upon the subject of trusts I have still one other word to say, 
and that is this: The Republican party may deceive the people as 
to whether or not they are the friends of the trusts; they may make 
the American people believe that they are in favor of anti-trust 
legislation; but there is one element that is not going to be de- 
ceived by them, and that element is the trusts themselves. The 
trusts are not going to be deceived into the belief that the Repub- 
lican party is opposed to them, and the evidence of it will be that 
when the campaign comes—not in any illegitimate manner, per- 
haps, and I say it in no offensive manner, certainly—but when 
the campaign comes the coffers of the Republican party will 
overrun with contributions of the trusts, and not a dollar from 
the trusts will find its way into the treasury of the Democratic 
campaign committee. _ 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, I had not intended to take 
any part in this interesting debate, and do not propose to do so 
now further than to reply as intelligently as I can to some stric- 
tures made upon me as temporary presiding officer by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] in my absence from the Chamber. I 
desire simply to recount—— 

Mr. BACON, I will say to the Senator that I did not know he 
was absent. I thought he was in the Chamber, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator, I assume, did not. I shall 
occupy a very brief time in stating the matter, as I understand it, 
without knowing precisely what the Senator said concerning me, 
The facts are that the Senator from Georgia was recognized and 
had the floor, occupying it for some time. He was interrupted 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. The Chair 
made the usual inquiry of the Senator from Georgia if he yielded 
to the Senator from South Dakota. The Senator from Georgia 
gave consent to the interruption, and the Senator from South 
Dakota proceeded to occupy some time in what was mainly a 

yersonal attack upon the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA]. 

V hen the Senator from South Dakota had concluded his remarks, 
several Senators rose for recognition. The junior Senator from 
Ohio claimed the right to make a personal statement. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to state right there that the Chair recog- 
nized the Senator from Georgia. Then the Senator from Ohio 
claimed the right to address the Senate on a personal question. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. That may be technically true, but the Sen- 
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ator from Georgia had not uttered a word except to address the 
Chair, when the Senator from Ohio claimed the right to be heard 
as a matter of personal privilege. The Chair properly recognized 
the Senator from Ohio for that purpose. When the Senator from 
Ohio had completed his remarks, again several Senators asked for 
recognition, and the Chair, desiring to protect to the fullest pos- 
sible extent the Senator from Georgia, who technically had lost 
| his right to the floor, recognized him. 
The junior Senator from ree | Mr. LODGE] made a 
| point of order that a Senator could not hold the floor and parcel 
out the time to other Senators; and the Chair, again desiring to 
protect the Senator from Georgia to the fullest possible extent, 
did not make a ruling, but suggested that it was rather customary 
for Senators to permit eens and then to be recognized 
after the interruption had ceased. Several Senators privately sug- 
gested to the Chair that he ought to have ruled on the subject, 
holding to a well-established principle in parliamentary law, de- 
cided many times in this body, as I remember, that a Senator can 
not, as the usual term is, ‘‘ farm out” his time to other Senators, 
The Chair then took occasion to assert that principle in the kind- 
est possible way, suggesting that a Senator could yield the floor 
for a question or for a statement or for a temporary interruption 
and yet hold the floor, but that if he was permitted to parcel out 
the time indefinitely of course he could arrange matters so that 
only one side of a question could be discussed during an entire 
| or week. 
r. President, that is all the temporary occupant of the chair 
did. Weare all liable to error when we chance to be in that re- 
sponsible position; but I want to say to my friend from Georgia, 
and I want him to hear me, that my purpose was to protect him 
in every possible right and to give him the benefit of any doubt 
that might have existed. If any mistake was made, it certainly 
was not intentional and is regretted, but, for the life of me, I can 
not see why the Senator from Georgia should feel aggrieved. 

Mr. BACON. I am quite sure that is so, and I wish to reply 
that I would not have said a word about it but for the course of 
matters, which enabled the senior Senator from Massachusetts and 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts, each one, to charge that I 
was attempting to farm out the time while I occupied the floor, 
which was absolutely without warrant. 

Mr. GALLINGER.,. I confess I did not know that fact. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we seem to have gotten a good 
way from the question which is before the Senate. I do not de- 
sire to continue this discussion in that line, except to say that 
there has been a good deal of warmth and excitement and some 
ill — exhibited. I want tosuggest to the Senator from Mon- 
tana {Mr. CARTER] that if there is any question of veracity raised 
between himself and Mr. Cramp, or between himself and a Sena- 
tor of this body, his party is in power in the Senate, and if he calls 
for a committee to investigate the campaign of 1892, perhaps he 
can be righted. 

I would suggest also if the committee undertake to dothat they 
should extend the investigation to the campaign of 1896. I know 
a great many people who would like to present some features of 
that campaign to an impartial committee, 

I want to say another thing. It is charged that the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has attacked a member of 
this body. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota simply 
read a report made to this body. If there is any attack at all, it 
comes from three members of that committee on a subject sub- 
mitted to them, and which they hada right to passupon. The 
report has been here many months, and if anybody is hit by it, 
up to this hour nobody has been willing to rise and defend against 
it. The Senator from South Dakota does not make the charge. 
A minority of a committee of this body makes the charge, if any 
charge is made. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish, before this subject passes 
away, to allude to something which seems to have troubled my 
friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I did not mean 
in taking the point of order which I took, or in suggesting it, for 
a moment to impute to the Senator from Georgia any purpose to 
farm out the floor when he claimed the floor as of right. 
thought he could only claim it by establishing that principle. 
That was all that I intended to say. 


ORDER FOR RECESS, 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that at 6 o'clock this 
evening the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT con tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that at 6 o'clock this evening the Senate take 
a recess until 8 o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, informed the Senate that the bill 
(H. R. 10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville Bridge 
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Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red River | 
at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State of Loui- 
siana, of which the Senate asked the return by its resolution of | 
June 4, was on that day signed by the Speaker and transmitted to | 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolutions of the Senate requesting the President of | 
the United States to return to the Senate the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 

A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. | 
Beard; and 

A bill (8. 
Blades. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9388) to pro- 
vide better facilities for the safe-keeping and disbursement of 
public moneys in the Philippine Islands and in the islands of 
Cuba and Porto Rico; asks a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr, Hitt, and Mr. Jones of Vir- 
ginia managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11719) amending 
section 5270 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, asks a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Ray of New York, Mr. 
KAHN, and Mr, Smiru of Kentucky managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 3419) making further provisions for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution permitting members of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives to print in the REcorpD appropriate re- 
marks in eulogy of the Hon. Denis M. HuRLEy, deceased; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 359) to extend the privileges of immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable goods to the port of Astoria, Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 2981) to incorporate the American National Red Cross, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2986) changing place for holding court in the cen- 
tral division of the Indian Territory from Cameron to Poteau, and 
for other ar 

A bill i. . 5296) establishing terms of the United States cir- 
cuit court at Newbern and Elizabeth City, N. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 8815) to amend chapter 4, Title XIII, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, Minn.; 

A bill (H. R. 10650) to authorize the Alexandria and Pineville 
Bridge Company to build and maintain a traffic bridge across Red 
River at the town of Alexandria, in the parish of Rapides, State of 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 11650) relating to certain railway corporations 
it or operating street railways in the District of Columbia; 
an 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) to authorize and empower 
the Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico (Spanish Bank of Porto Rico) 
to amend its by-laws. 








2962) granting an increase of pension to William 


EXTRADITION WITH CUBA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11719) amending section 5270 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and asking for a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Fairbanks, Mr. Hoar, and Mr, Linpsay were appointed. 


GOVERNMENT DEPOSITARIES IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, ETC, 


Mr. ALDRICH. There is another message from the House of 
Representatives on the table, which I ask the Chair to lay before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9388) to provide facilities for the 
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safe-keeping and disbursements of public money in the Philippine 
Islands and in the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico, and asking for 
a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
ALpricH, Mr. WoLcorr, and Mr. Vest were appointed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. Scorr and Mr. BurLer addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from W: 
ginia [Mr. Scort] is recognized. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, yesterday I gave notice that I 
should desire to offer a few remarks on the Philippine question 
following the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan} and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Mason], both of whom I understood de- 
sired to make speeches, I would ask the Chair whether I am 
entitled to the floor? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator has the floor now. 

Mr. CARTER. lask the Senator from West Virginia to vield 
to me for the purpose of disposing of the conference report on the 
Alaskan bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives on the Alaskan bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3419) making fur- 
ther provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, as stated in the message just 
read, an agreement has been reached. 1 wish to make a brief 
statement to the end that the work of reading the conference re- 
port may be somewhat abbreviated. The House thought proper 
to abolish the definition in forms of action between law and 
equity, and in order to make the bill conform to that particular 
view, amendments were necessary throughout the bill, striking 
out the words ordinarily employed in referring to actions in 
equity, the words ‘‘suit” and ‘‘ decree” being stricken out and 
the words ‘‘ action” and ‘‘ judgment” being substituted. 

In order to make the bill conform in this particular a very large 
number of minor amendments were necessary. The amendments 
number about 1,200. To all these minor amendments the Senate 
conferees agreed, as a matter of course, following the agreements 
on the main proposition that distinctions between the forms of 
actions at law and suits in equity should be abolished in the dis- 
trict of Alaska. So thatit happens that the House agrees to recede 
from only 77 of its amendments in the bill out of 1,200, but a large 
number of the amendments were made up in the manner I have 
suggested, ‘ 

in view of the explanation made concerning these minor amend- 
ments, I suggest that the Secretary proceed to read by stages, 
that the Senate recede from its disagreement to all the amend- 
ments with the following exceptions, and then proceed with the 
reading of the exceptions, rather than the minor amendments 
which are numbered, I ask that the Secretary proceed to read in 
that manner, if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
hears none, and that order will be made. 

The report of the conference committee is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3419) making further pro 
vision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 24, 25, 27, 20, 30, BL, 32, 
33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 54, 57, 58, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 
71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 
100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 107, 108, 110, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 121, 124, 125, 126, 127, 
128, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136 137, 138, 130, 140, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 
152, 158, 154, 155, 163, 164, 165, 168, 169, 171, 172, 173, 177, 181, 182, 183, 185 18%, 187, 188, 
189, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 204, 206, 206, 207, 208, 
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200, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 
228, 220, 230, 231, 282, 243, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 230, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 
247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256 D4, , 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 
267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, | 7, 278, 278 1, 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 
2R8, 280, 200, 201, 208, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 200, 300, 30 3, B04, 305, 306, 307, 308, 309, 
$10, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 318 820, B21, B22, ¢ 24, 325, B26, 327, BAB, 820, 250, 
332, 333, 334, 335, 336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 341, 342, 343, 344, 345, 346, 347, 348, B49, 350, 351, 

33, 354, 355, 356, 357, 358, 359, 360, 361, 362, 365, 364, 565, 366, 867, 368, 369, 370, 371, 372, 

374, 875, 376, 377, 378, 379, 380, 381, 382, 383, 384, 385, 586, 387, 388, 380, 300, 391, 392, 303, 
395, 396, 397, 398, 309, 400, 401, 402, 408, 404, 405, 406, 407, 408, 409, 410, 411, 412, 415, 414, 

5, 416, 417, 418, 419, 420, 421, 422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 425, 428, 429, 490, 431, 432, 433, 434, 435, 

36, 437, 438, 430, 440, 441, 442, 443, 444, 445, 446, 447, 448, 449, 450, 451, 452, 453, 454, 455, 456, 
57, 458, 459, 400, 461, 462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 475, 474, 475, 476, 477, 
8, 479, 480, 481, 48:2, 483, 484, 485, 486, 487, 488, 489, 490, 491, 402, 495, 404, 495, 406, 407, 498, 
500, 501, 502, 508, 504, 505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510,511, 51: 3, 514, 515, 516, 517, 518, 519, 


521, 522, 523, 524, 525, 526, 527, 528, 529, 530, 531, 532, 533, 534, 535, 506, 537, 538, 530, 40, 





- . 


BAL, 542, 548, 544, 545, 546, 547, 48, 540, 550,551, 552, 558 bs 
662,563, 564, 565, 567, 568, 500, 570, 571/572, 573, 674, 8 
587, 588, 580, 591, 502, 503, 504, 595, 596, 597, 698, 509, 600 
609, 610, 611, 612, 614, 614, 615, 616, 617,615, 619, 620, 621 
62.1, 633, 634, 636, 657, 638, 630, 640, 641, 642, 643, 644, 646, 
666, 667, 668, 669, 670, 671, 672, 673, 674, 679, G80, 682, G83, 685, 
603, 694, 095, 696, 697, 698, 700, 701, 702, 708, 704, 705, 706, 707, 
716, 717, 718, 720, 721, 722, 723, 724, 725, 726, 727, 728, 720, Tao, 
738, 740, 740, 741, 742, 744, 746, 747, 749, 750, 751, 752, 758, 754, 
762, 765, 765, 766, 767, 768, 769, 770, 771, T72, 773, 774, 775, 776, 
784, 735, 786, 787, 788, 789, 790, 791, 792, 703, 794, 795, 796, 797, 
805, 806, 607, 808, 809, 810, 611, 812, 813), 814, 815, 816, 817, 81 
B28, R25), 820, BBO, 831,835, 836, 837, 838, 839, 840, 841, 842, 
£50, 851, BR2, B53, B54, 855, 856, 
871, 872, 873, 874, 876, B77, 878, 
807, 808, 899, 900, 901, 902, 908. 
918, 919, 920, 921, 922, 928 
037, 938, 930, 940, 941, 942 
958, 059, 960, 961, 962, 963. 
980, 981, O82, GBS, OR4, 
1001, 1002, 1008, 1004: 10 
1021, 1023, 1024, 1025, } 
1040, 1041, 1042, 1043, 7 
1058, 1059, 1060, 1061, 7 
1078, 1079, 1080, 1081, 1 
1100, 1101, 1102, 1108, 1104, 1 
1190, 1131, 1122, 1138, 1134, 1135, 1136, 1137, 
1147, 1148, 1140, 1250, 1151,1152, 1158, 1144, 
1164, 1165, 1166, 1167, 1168, 1169, 1171, 1172, 
1182, 1188,1184, 1185, 1192, 1193, 1194, 1105, 1106, 1197, 
1206, 1207, 1208,1200, 121) , 1212, 1213, 1214, 
1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1230, 1231, 1222, 
1242, 1243, 1244, 1245, 1246, 1248, 1249, 1251, 

That the House recede from its ame’ 
51, 58, 60, 70, 83, 91, 100, 111, 112, 119, 1 158. 
175, 176, 178, 179, 180, 190, 206, 266, 508. 685, 
748, 704, 818, B22, B82, 63S, 834, B90, 979, 10054, 1014, 1 ; 
1068, 1082, 1084, 1087, 1089° 1090, 1107, 1108, 1109, 1110 1143, 1144, 1145, 1117, 1119; 
1120, 1128, 1127, 1186, 1187, 1188, 1189, 1190, 1191, 1210, , 1253. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 26 strike out the word “three” and insert the word “four;" and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 28 strike out the word “ two” and insert the word “three;” and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 599 strike out the word ‘‘necessary;" and the House agree to the 


same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 38, after the word “ made,” insert the following: “In good faith;” 
and the House agree to the same. In line 39 strike out the words “ validated 
and; and the House agree tothe same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4, after the word “capacities,” strike out the words “ under existi 
law.” and insert at the end of line 8 the words “ unless sooner removed; " an 
the House ee to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “low,” in 6, insert “and mean high;”"’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 55, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In mae 82, after the word “ below,” strike out “mean;” and the House agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagréement to the amendmerfft of the 
House numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as foliows: 
After the word “section,” in line 9, insert “and under chapter 73of ‘Title II.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 8&8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 strike out the word “other;” and the House a, to the same. 

That the Senkte recede from its disagreement te the amendment of the 
House numbered 89, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 4 strike out the word “ other; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate from its d t tothe amendment of the 
House numbered 106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Tn line 2, after the word ‘ court,” insert the words “or judge or clerk; and 
the House to the same. 

That the ate recede from its t to the amendment of the 
House numbered 120, anfagree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 5, after the word * ” strike out the words ‘“‘and other 
papers;*’ and the House agree to the samo. 

at the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Bows SuEaS 1 Gan apne eae t as follows: 
‘At the end of line 18 insert the following; “ Provided, That hereafter in trials 
a ore six persons shall constitute a legal jury;” and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 3, after the word “‘ninety-cight,” imsert the words “of this title;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 3, before the word “referees,” insert the words “a referee or; and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 142, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2, after the word “action,” strike out the word “ being” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “at issue and to be;"’ and the House agree to the 


same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered 156, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of line 6, section 284, add the following words: “in the cause;" 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement f 
House numbered 184, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line &, after the word “ seventy-three," insert the words “of this title;" 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
House numbered 72, and agree to the same with an 


SRSE 
z 
= 

#3 
= 


E2 
i) 
GER: 
gSze 


554 
576. 
ol 
622 
648 


¥ 


a3 
gnbezs 


ag! 

BRE 
aR 
55 


’ 
’ 
’ 


2 
S35 


ze 
Ba 
5 


72 
#22 
BEE 

F 


<3=3-2 


2388 
E328 


238i 
HESEEE 


#122 

3 

Ez 
2 


& 
f 


Bz 
BSE 


, 


FE 
z& 
g 
& 
£8 


E 
E 
Z 


Sag: 


> 
8 


£ 


& 
4 


$525 
528 


RE 
EBs 
Bf 


£8 
BB 
EAE 
Le 
5 


© 
oe 
es 
we 
fe 
© 
= 
~ 
= 
> 
oe 


8 
Pr 
- ys 
8 


24 
2 


Ee 
85 


= 
= 
v= 
= 
= 
RS 
= 
Le 2 


& 
Aes! 


§ 


5 
a 
s 
5 
5 
a 
RE 


a5 
258 
SE 


BE 
5 
55 


38 
3 
5 


& 
g: 
3 


BBR 

BSES) 
235 
SE 
Sf 
E 


aABE 
8 


z 
2 
= 
& 
5 
&: 
e: 
Ss 
z 


*>s 
Bs 
$=. 
a8 
a 
a5 
ae 


BSE 
— eae 
PeWMbE anaes 
BEER 
BES 


58 


’ 1062, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 5, 


In line 9, after the word “but,” strike out the word “upon;” and in line 19 
strike out the words “be indorsed” and insert in lieu thereof * contain: » 
and the House agree to the same. : 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
House numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 1 strike out the letter “a,” the first letter in the section; and the House 
agree to the same. 7 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t};, 
House numbered 583, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the letter “ b,”’ the first letter in the section; and the House agres 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ¢)},5 
House numbered 586, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow.: 
Strike ont the letter “c,” the first letter in the section; and the House agres 
to the same. . 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ¢},, 
House numbered 590, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out the letter ‘d,” the first letter in the section; and the House agp... 
to the same. P 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 1)), 
House numbered 647, and to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out all of line 7 after the word “provided” and insert in lieu the: 
“by law;” and the House to the same. 

hat the Senate recede its disagreement to the amendment of t}. 
House numbered 699, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo)|o\: 
2 line 4 strike out all after the word “deposition; and the House agree to 

e same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ¢})> 
House numbered 821, and to the same with an amendment as fol], 
In line 9 strike out the w “including the’ and insert,after the word “ «| 
—— in said line, the words “ or disallowance; and the House agreo +» 

same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ¢) 
House numbered 713, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll.\ 
In line 12 strike out the word “three” and insert the word “ five;” and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t)i> 
House numbered 875, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow - 
In line 4, after the word “in,” insert the word “ this;” and strike out «|! 
after the word “‘section;*’ and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement of the House amendm:) 
numbered 685, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lin: 
after the word “excluded,” insert the words *‘as witnesses;"’ and the Hous: 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement of the House amendm: 
numbered 893, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In linw 
2, after the word “ color,” strike out the word “or " and insertin lieu thereof 
the word “‘and;” and in line 3 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “seven;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement of the House amendment 
numbered 84, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: At tho 
end of line 5 insert the words “exceptasagainst the United States;” a 
House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreoament of the House amendmei'! 
numbered 1022, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Aftcor 
the word “renounced,” in line 7, insert the words “ without valuable consid 
eration;” and the House 

That the Senate recede its disagreement to the House amendn 
numbered 1049, and to the same with an amendment as follows: |: 

17 strike out the words “married women; and the House agree tothe sa: 

That the Senate recede from its di ent to the House amer.din 
numbered 1128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
9 strike out the word “has” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ have; ani 
the House ee to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment 
numbered 1205, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
strike out, after the word *this,”’ the word “chapter” and insert in |icu 
thereof the word “title; and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amend! t 
numbered 1220, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 51 
out, after the word ‘this,’ in line 8, the word “chapter” and insert in licu 
thereof the word “title;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment 
numbered 1247,and tothe same with an amendment as follows: In line 
0, after the word “the,” strike out the word “ said” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word *‘such.”’ 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment 
numbered 1256, and agree to the same with the following amendment in |icu 
of the matter stricken out: Before the word “all,” in line 1 of section 364. in 
sert: “That in the interpretation of this act words of the singular nuimn!\r 
shall be deemed to include their plurals, and that words of the masculine 
gender shall be deemed to include the feminine, as the case may be. Whicn- 
ever a section of this act refers to anothersection, a section of the same title 
is intended, unless the contrary clearly appears. Noperson shall be depri\«! 
of any existing legal right or remedy by reason of the passage of this act, and 
all civil actions or proceedings commenced in the courts of the district be- 
fore or within sixty days after the approval of this act —_ be prosecuted to 
final judgment under the law in force in the district or under this act;"’ and 
the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 52, with an ameni- 
ment as follows: After the word “e .” in line 10, insert the words 
“and ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 5 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 56, and agree to the 
following amendment in lieu thereof: “ but citizens of the United States or 
persons who ee their intention to become such shall have the 

mine for gold or other precious metals in said waters, 
below low tide, sxb to such general rulesand regulations as the Secretary 
of War muy p for the preservation of orderand the protection of the 
interests of commerce; such rules and regulations shall not, however, deprive 
miners on the beach of the 7 hereby given to dump tailings into or pump 


eof 


to the same. 


from the sea opposite their clai except where such dumping would actu- 
ally obstruct navigation;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House e from its amendment numbered 59, with an amend- 
ment as follows: In line 43, page 29, after the werd * Alaska.” strike out the 
word *‘and”’ and insert ‘or; and the Senate agree to the same. : 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 61, with an amen’- 
ment as follows: After the word “Alaska,” in line 85, strike out the word 
“and” and insert in lieu thereof the w “or;” and the Senate agree to 


same. 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 122, with the follow- 
amendment: [n line 5 strike out the words “on a cause of action arising 
line the words “or character” and i:.sert 
;” in lines 10 and 11 strike out the 

line 11, after the word “money, 








1900. 





the words “received” and “for;” after the word “shall,” in line 5, sect’on 
99, insert the words, ‘‘in the discretion of the court or the judge thereof;"’ 
in line 12 strike out the words “one or more” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “sufficient:” in line 13 strike out the word “one” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “three;"’ in line 2 strike out the words “nature and 
sources of the information’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “facts; in 
line 31, after the word “the,” strike out the word “clerk ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ by the court, judge, or commissioner, in his or its discre 
tion;” and in line 35 strike out the word “clerk” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘court;” in line 36 strike out the word “whom” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ which; in line 3, section 101, strike out the words “two 
or more;” in line 10, section 102, strike out the words “judges of the;" in 
line 16, section 106, strike out the words “the clerk of;" in section 120, page 
85, line 4, strike out all after the word “arrest; after the word “ writ," sec- 
tion 121, line 6, insert the following: “or that there is other good cause which 
would entitle him to be discharged on habeas corpus;”’ at the end of line 7, 
same section, add the following: “ or in case he has given bail the court may 
discharge the same or reduce the amount thereof on good cause shown;”" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 719 with an amend- 
ment as follows: In line M, after the word “ witness,” insert the word * will- 
fully;” in line 15 strike out the words “is to’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ may;” in line 17, after the word ‘‘and,” insert the word “ of;” and the 
Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 813 with anamend- 
ment as follows: In line 4 strike out the words ‘“‘or decree;” and the Senato 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsamendment numbered 1170 with an amend- 
ment as follows: After the word “timber,” in line 4, strike out the words 
“upon which there is’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ knowing the 
same to be subject to;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

GEORGE L. SHOUP, 
THOMAS H. CARTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


V. WARNER, 

W. 8. KNOX, 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have read again the amendment 
which provides the number of jurymen. I did not catch it dis- 
tinctly. 

Mr. CARTER. I will, for the Senator's benefit, explain what 
that refers to, if that will be satisfactory. 

The criminal code which was passed last year provided that a 
jury in all cases, including cases of misdemeanors, should consist 
of 12 persons. 

Mr. ALLEN. In what court? 

Mr. CARTER. Both in commissioners’ courts and justices’ 
courts, and in the district courtas well. The United States attor- 
ney for Alaska, in a communication addressed to the Attorney- 
General, explained that in cases of misdemeanor before justices 
of the peace it was frequently quite impossible to procure a jury 
of 12in the sparsely settled sections of the district. The Attorney- 
General communicated with the committee, requesting that in 
cases of misdemeanors the legal jury should consist of 6 persons, 
and the amendment was made to conform to that recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the right of appeal preserved in trials for mis- 
demeanor? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly; an appeal is preserved. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does this bill preserve the right of appeal? 

Mr. CARTER. It does preserve it, as does the criminal code, 
in all cases of misdemeanor. 

ee . Is the defendant required to give bond for an 
appea’ 

r. CARTER. No bond is required, 
of the Oregon code in that respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifa manis convicted and sent to jail, he can, 
notwithstanding that, appeal and have his case tried without giv- 
ing any bond or other security? 

r. CARTER. The defendant in a case of misdemeanor is 
probably required to give bond for his appearance where arrested 
and liberated as in other cases, of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not understand me. A man 
arrested and brought before a magistrate, charged with a crime, 
=< bail for his appearance. I suppose this bill provides for 

a 

Mr. CARTER. Unquestionably it does. 

Mr. ALLEN. If tried before a magistrate and convicted upon 
his final trial, I understand the Senator to say that the bill pre- 
serves, or creates, rather, a right of appeal to the district court, 
where the case would be tried de novo. 

Mr. CARTER. The criminal code gives that right. 
is tried de novo in the appellate court. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, pending the trial of the case on appeal, is 
there Oo ggg for bail? 

Mr. CARTER, There is provision in the criminal code for bail. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, is the giving of bond or of security of any 
kind made a condition precedent or one of the steps in the process 


of appeal? 
peal is a matter of right. The bail fur- 


It is the plain provision 


The case 


Mr. CARTER. The ap’ 
nished by the defendant is for his personal appearance to answer 
any jud it that may finally be entered against him in the case. 
Mr, ALLEN. The Senator does not yet understand me. Some- 
tin-es an appeal is absolute without regard to bail, and sometimes 
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the statute provides that a person convicted of a misdemeanor be- 
fore an inferior court may appeal upon giving bail so and so. Is 
the giving of bail in this instance a step or condition precedent in 
perfecting the appeal? 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the Senator generally that tho 
bill does not deal with the criminal code at all, except in the case 
of the jury to which he has directed attention. A criminal code 
was passed during the last Congress, 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 do not care which law it is 

Mr. CARTER. In that code it is provided that an appeal shall 
be a matter of right. Permission to the defendant to go at large 
pending the appeal is dependent upon his ability to give bond. | 

Mr. ALLEN. Llunderstand that quite well. “What I wanted to 
know of the Senator is, are there any conditions attaching to the 
right of appeal? 

Mr, CARTER. There are no conditions attaching to the right 
of appeal. The defendant may remain in prison, and his appeal 
will go forward, even though he fails to give bail 

Mr. ALLEN. He may give bail? 

Mr. CARTER. He may give bail, or he may elect to remain in 
jail, as he pleases. : 

Mr. ALLEN. I havenoobjection tothis jury sofar as it affects 
magistrates’ courts, but I want to knowif the jury of six is carried 
into the district court where the man is finally tried? 

Mr. CARTER. It is not. It does not extend to the district 
court. It is confined exclusively to the proceedings in justices 
courts, 

Mr. ALLEN. In the district court you have the constitutional 
jury of twelve men? 

Mr. CARTER. Twelve men constitute the jury in the district 
court, and no less number can be called by agreement or other- 
wise. 

Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr, CARTER, In all cases. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to know about the provision which 
authorizes the Secretary of War to make rules and regulations for 
mining in the streams. That provision was not in the bill orici- 
nally. It was brought into the pill by amendment in the Senate, 
and according to my recollection the Senate refused to sanction it 
when it was put in by way of amendment. It is now in the bill, 
and I should like to know how it happens to be there. 

Mr. CARTER. I will be glad toexplainittothe Senator. The 
conferees on the part of the Senate found in the bill as reported 
from the House a provision relative to the working of dredges and 
other appliances in the shoal waters the following: 

But the Secretary of War shali have authority to grant permits, gen 
eral in character, to citizens of the United States or persons who have legal! 
declared their intention to become such, to mine or dredge for gold or other 
precious metals below mean low tide, in such manner, however, that naviga 
tion shall not be obstructed. 

That was the amendment of the House. The Senate conferees 
believed they correctly interpreted the views of the Senate in 
insisting that the permit system should be done away with en- 
tirely, and if the Secretary of War had any jurisdiction at all in 
the matter it should be exercised by general regulations. Hence 
the amendment was prepared, which provides as follows in lieu 
of the matter I have just read: 

That citizens of the United States, or persons who have declared their in- 
tention to becomesuch, shall have the right to mine for gold and other precious 
metals in the waters below low tide, subject to such general saleoanil regula 
tions as the Secretary of War may prescribe for the preservation of order 
and the protection of navigation: that such rules and regulations shal! not 
deprive miners on the beach of the right to dump tailings into the sea nor 
of the right to pump from the ocean in the prosecution of their mining enter- 
prises. 

That, in substance, is the amendment we have agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. I was seeking to know whether the committee 
had a right to put that provision in the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. We think we had the right, because we snbsti- 
tuted it for an amendment of the House which we thought was 
obnoxious to the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTUS. When the bill came to the Senate there was no 
such provision init, and my recollection is that the Senate refused 
to put such a provision init. Nowit is in the bill. Iam not 
familiar with committees of conference, but my understanding is 
that they can not put in a bill a thing that is notin there by the 
action of the House or by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER, That is strictly true. 

Mr. PETTUS. This amendment was not in the bill when it 
came here. 

Mr. CARTER. But another amendment was, and that amend- 
ment, as it came from the House, was manifestly objectionable 
to the Senate, in that it recognized in the Secretary of War the 
right to grant permits, and the Senate had specifically passed 
upon and against that proposition; and the amendment which was 
finally agreed upon conforms, as we understand it, to the view 
of the Senate, that only general rules shall be prescribed as con- 
tradistinguished from special permits. 

Mr. PETTUS. I make the question and ask the Chair to decide 


In all cases? 
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it. That provision was not in the bill when it came here from the 
House. It was proposed in the Senate, and the Senate refused to 
put it in, and it was very much discussed. Now, sucha provision 
has got into the bill as an absolutely new feature, and I ask the 
Chair to decide whether that can be done in conference. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not see that 
the committee of conference has exceeded its right. There was an 
amendment here in the bill, and this is simply a change of the 
amendment which was in the bill and about which there was 
controversy. It is very usual to do that. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, before the report is agreed to, it is 
proper for me to state, being a member of the committee, that 
two of us did not agree to and have not signed the report. I wish 
that‘/act to appear of record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing 
Ao the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


° es SCOTT, i ask the Chair to lay before the Senate Senate 
ill 2355. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- 
rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, 
ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate but a 
few minutes, not to exceed thirty, to offer a few remarks on the 
bill now before the Senate. 

Mr. President, when we consider the magnitude of the ques- 
tion now under consideration, the fact that, independent of the 
75,000,000 people of this country, some 10,000,000 other peoples 
now subject to our dominion and control are interested, we can 
readily account for the many conflicting views presented. If, 
however, we but realize that we are not confronted with a mere 
theoretical question of government, but an actual existing state 
of affairs, and one which, whether desirable or undesirable, pleas- 
ant or unpleasant, we are forced to meet. there should be no 
serious difference as to our duty in the premises. It will serve 
no good purpose to discuss what should or ought to have been 
done. That belongs to the past. It is to the present that we 
should address ourselves. 

It will not be out of place, however, in reaching an intelligent 
conclusion as to our present and future duty, to reflect for a mo- 
ment on the circumstances leading to our present relations with 
the Philippine Islands. Why are we confronted with the problem 
at all? as it one of our own seeking or one legitimately thrust 
upon us? Americans are familiar with the facts leading up to 
and forcing this country to declare war against the Spanish ov 
ernment. Not only did Spain violate her plainest duty to her 
own people, but right at our door caused and permitted such cruel 
outrages to be committed as to shock'the civilized world and make 
it our manifest duty, in the interest of those cruelly oppressed, to 
intercede in their behalf. No other nation could properly have 
intervened, and the Christian people of every country, with prac- 
tical unanimity, demanded that the barbarity and cruelty then 
being practiced should be brought at once to an end. 

This shocking condition was of long standing and our action 
can not be said to have been hastily taken. very reasonable 
means was exhausted before resort to arms was had; ap S were 
made, warnings given, postponements had, looking to a changed 
condition of affairs, butalltono purpose. After exhausting every 
effort to change these conditions, matters apparently grew worse, 
until our own battle ship, lawfully within a Spanish harbor, was 
destroyed and the lives of hundreds of our brave seamen lost. 
That war naturally resulted is what might have been e ted. 
The justice of that war is no more questioned than that its suc- 
cess was complete and overwhelming. As the result, our present 
relations in reference to Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines 
arise. 

Whatever limitations exist as to the title and sovereignty of 
this Government over Cuba arise solely from the declared pur- 
poses embodied in the declaration of war. In the absence of such 
conditions, no one could be found to controvert the fact that the 
result of this war, short and decisive as it was, gave to this coun- 
try undisputed sovereignty over Cuba. That we shall faithfully 
carry out our poten as a nation in that regard I doubt not; but 
the fact that the condition exists as to the island, on account of 
which the conflict arose, but emphasizes the fact that as to any 
other territory or property of the vanquished power our title is 
complete and-our authority supreme. Porto Rico and the Phil- 
— belong to us as the legitimate result of conquest. 

here is no doubt of the right of a nation to acquire property 
by conquest. So manifestly plain is this that those who make 
the contrary contention as to the Philippines are forced to ac- 
knowledge the very reverse as to Porto Rico. Surely if by con- 
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quest we lawfully hold Porto Rico, doubly clear must be our right 
and title to the Philippines, which we acquired both by conquest 
and purchase. The Philippines were a part of the Spanish pos- 
sessions and under the dominion and control of that Government, 
They were among Spain’s ancient possessions, and while it is true 
as in Cuba, rebellion may have existed against the Government, 
of Spain on some portions of the archipelago, still it wus as much 
a part and parcel of the Spanish domain as was Cuba or any other 
of its colonies. 

For this reason those conducting the war on the part of our 
Government at once selected Manila as a legitimate point of at- 
tack against the Spanish, and when the electric flash told the 
world of Dewey's magnificent victory, no one doubted upon whom 
the American guns had fired and whose possessions were thereby 
imperiled, Spain quickly realized the complete and overwhelm- 
ing victory we had won, and did not seriously controvert our 
claim of title when asserted. To pretend that because in certain 
of the provinces a state of disorder existed we are not entitled to 
claim the legitimate result of our victory, is an insult to intelli- 
gence and a lack of appreciation of the valorous deeds of those 
who, by their gallantry and fortitude, won one of the greatest 
naval victories in the world’s history. Ido not think that I mis. 
take the sentiment of the people of this country when I predict 
that they will never consent to take astep backward in this im- 
portant contest; to surrender a single advantage gained, or lower 
the Stars and Stripes where the American soldiers and sailors 
have placed them. 

One thing at least is settled. The islands are the territory of 
the United States; they have been lawfully acquired, and no power 
disputes the fact of our conquest, the legality of our purchase, or 
the right of our possession. They will remain ours until aban- 
doned by Congress or wrested from us by others. Those who 
differ with me on this subject have at least one satisfaction, that 
if it shall be found to be wise to surrender that which we hold as 
the result of conquest and purchase, we will have no difficulty in 
finding possibly a less conservative, but certainly a more pro- 
gressive, nation anxious and ready to take up what we throw away, 

Mr. President, in arriving at a determination of what should be 
our policy regarding these islands we are confronted by two propo- 
sitions—what as a people we owe to the Filipinos themselves and 
what we owe to other nations. 

Is it possible that we are so fortunately situated in our present re- 
lations with the Philippine Islands as not to have assumed some 
duty, or to have incurred some responsibility, due alike to the peo- 

le of the islands and to the other nations of theearth? We would, 
indeed, be in a strange condition to find ourselves thus circum- 
stanced. Such a thing would be unprecedented; and to suppose 
that the condition exists is merely imaginary. To thus lu!! our 
consciences would make us a set of dreamers, failing to appreci- 
ate our real responsibilities and obligations. As victors we owe 
a duty to the vanquished. 

Does anyone doubt that the intelligent classes of the inhabitants 
of these islands, those largely owning the property, those hereto- 
fore responsible for the conduct of the government, were Spanish 
or Spanish sympathizers? Does anyone doubt that between these 
and the insurrectionary element in the oe the bitterest 
state of feeling existed and now exists? Shall this large and re- 
sponsible class be ignored? Are they to be left unprotected from 
the revolutionists, who have attempted to hold the islands un- 
der subjection, or should this Government be true to itself and 
discharge its plainest and simplest duty of seeing that full protec- 
tion to life, limb, and property is accorded to all, and particu- 
larly to those upon whom, to the present time, the control of the 
government has been cast? Precisely the same condition, except 

sibly more intensified, exists as to the better and the more in- 
telligent of the natives, who are and have been loyal to the United 
States. 

For us to fail in the discharge of our duty to thisclass and leave 
them to the tender mercies of the lawless horde, which threatens 
to crush them down as the result of our overturning the existing 
government and because of their faithfulness to us, would be 4 
crime second only to the cruelties on the part of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment in Cuba that brought about our intervention. [t is, 10 
effect, what we were urged to do by many, whose enthusiasm ap- 
parently blinded their judgment as to Cuba at the beginning of 
the strife; but it is now manifest that to have acknowledged the 
independence of the Cubans would have been the height of folly. 

Yet, some Senators say, Mr. President, that we must give up 
the Philippines to Aguinaldo and his followers and let them do as 
they will, reckoning them 4s fit to establish government and pro 
mote peace and order throughout the archipelago. What stu- 

ndousfolly! What height of blindness! Is it possible that they 

ave studied the acts and doings of these marauders? Are they 
conversant with their conduct at the taking of Manila? If so, they 
must know that it took all the efforts of the American Ariny to 
restrain these outlaws from sacking and looting the city, and in- 
stead of aiding our soldiers to carry the city, they retarded them 
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seriously in their operations. Their sole idea of war seems to be 
the enriching of themselves at the cost of the vanquished. Pro- 
fessor Worcester, of the late Philippine Commission, in a speech 
before the Hamilton Club of Chicago last November, after review- 
ing some of the outrages perpetrated by the Filipinos upon their 
own countrymen, says: 


In Cavite province, just south of Manila, the insurgent troops had robbed 
the inhabitants of the principal towns, and had committed very numerous 
assaultson women. One of their generals had established a regular seraglio, 
and had flatly refused to obey the orders of his superior officer. The natives 
of the province were calling the insurgent troops by the name commonly 
applied to the mythical being popularly supposed to breed the cholera. Men 
were constantly coming in from the important towns begging us to advance 
our lines, drive-out the insurgents, and give them protection. I have chosen 
these two provinces because I personally received almost daily reports of 
conditions there, and know whereof I speak. They were by no means ex- 
ceptional. 

{In southern Luzon the Bicols had risen up against the Tagalogs at several 
points and were askingfor help The Tagalog general, Lucban, had extorted 
some $200,000 from the inhabitants of Samar and Leyte and had put it into 
his pocket. The poopie of Hohol were calling for aid. Tho Moros and the 
insurgents had fallen to fighting each other in Mindanao, where we had 
not landed aman. Tomas Aguinaldo, an insurgent official and cousin of the 
dictator, had gone to Mamburao, on the west coast of Mindoro, and had there 
organized a genuine piratical expedition, with the avowed object of plunder- 
ing the peaceable inhabitants of the Calamianes Islands, Palawan, Masbate, 
Sibuyan,and Romblon. This plan had been carried out and he had returned 
to Mamburao heavily laden with plunder. * * * 1lcould goon indefinitely 
with illustrations, but I believe that those given will suffice. 


Now, Mr. President, are such people the ones to whom the des- 
tinies and happiness of 10,000,000 of human beings should be 
intrusted? I admit that those who so contend are differently 
constituted from myself, In addition to such lawless acts as 
those depicted by Professor Worcester, if we turn the islands over 
to these insurrectionists, we will see internal strife drench the 
archipelago with blood. Three distinct races exist in the islands, 
divided into numerous tribes, all opposed to each other. Agui- 
naldo and his followers are of the Malayan race and almost entirely 
of the Tagalog tribe, which numbers about a million and a half 
of people, while the Visayas of the same race number more than 
two millions and a half. From all the evidence obtainable, it 
seems that these tribes are deadly enemies and the authority of 
Dictator Aguinaldo and his followers would be resisted to the last 
degree. It is hard to see why men will continue to demand the 
surrender of these islands with such conditions only too plainly 
pecs. 

his, Mr. President, is but a brief summary of our duty to the 
islanders, but in a larger and more comprehensive sense obliga- 
tions, international in character, arisethat we ought not to escape 
if we could and could not if we would. The moment that Dewey's 
victory at Manila was announced it was known that Spanish 
dominion and authority in that —_ of its eee was virtually 
at an end, and other nations had the right to look to us for the 
assumption of governmental control of the islands, If these duties 
and responsibilities did not then arise, certainly they did thereafter 
when Spain formally ceded to us this territory. To say that we 
should not have gone there, that we have no right there now, that 
it is contrary to the fundamental principles of this Government, 
is to beg the whole question. We did go there, and we were there 
as the result of the declaration of war against the power that then 
owned the islands, and we went there because we believed it to be 
a point where we could successfully meet the enemy. The result 
has proved the wisdom of the course taken. And now, having suc- 
ceeded, it can not be that we are under no obligations to anyone 
by reason of the position in which we find ourselves. 

It is true that we have the right arbitrarily to leave—to aban- 
don the territory—and give up all that we have acquired, and, in 

fact, apologize for what we have done. But who would advocate 
such a policy? Is there anyone who sincerely believes that this 
is the proper thing to do? It would make our country the laugh- 
ingstock of the world and do more to discount the prestige that 
we have won by our magnificent victories on land and sea than 
anything else that has ever happened or can happen. The serious 
consequences which might arise from a contest among other na- 
tions, whose envious eyes are upon the islands, alike to the archi- 
pelago and the countries involved, can not be foreseen. 

Is it the duty of America to remain isolated on the Western 
Hemisphere and confine her works to this continent? No. Under 
the influence of her glorious example errr country on the 
Western Hemisphere has shaken off monarchical rule and stands 
to-day numbered with the independent republics of the world. 
Now that her mission here is virtually ended, shall she sit su- 
pinely and heed not the cries of the needy when under her own 
control elsewhere? Shall we act the part of the slothful servant 
in the parable of the talents? Many are our opportunities and 
much the work to be done, and we must not — before our duty. 

t is idle to discuss this question from the standpoint.that all 
who favor the retention of these islands aim a blow at liberty and 
attempt to subvert the glorious doctrine of the immortal Declara- 
tion of Independence. For my part, I shall not, in considering 
this question, take any position contrary to the letter and spirit of 
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that great instrument. In what respect, allow me to ask, does 
the retention of the Philippines violate its cardinal truths? I can 
see no argument in such bald contentions. When the hope'ess 
ness of a cause becomes apparent, its advocates grasp at anything 
that will sustain them fora moment. They know that the burn- 
ing words which Jefferson wrote in 1776 are revered by all Ameri- 
can citizens, and hope by a great hue and cry to excite people into 
the belief that they are being departed from. I rest secure mv 
views in the spirit of that remarkable instrument, for it is to save 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Archipelago from endless war 
and all its kindred evils, to rescue them from the hand of a heart- 
less and self-imposed dictator and his avaricious followers, and to 
assure to them the benefits of free government and the blessings 
of peace, happiness, and contentment that I will vote for the bill 
introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin when it shall come 
before the Senate. 

Thus far I have only dealt with the humane side of this ques- 
tion and what our duty to these islands should be. Can it be 
doubted that this enlightened and Christian nation owes to these 
ignorant and benighted people other and higher obligations? To 
this time only one religious denomination has made any impres- 
sion upon the islanders. I refer, of course, to the Roman Catho- 
lic Church, which in many parts of the archipelago has achieved 
great success. In so far as any religion exists there at all, this 
faith is entitled to most of the credit, andI doubt not that it has 
accomplished great good. The Protestant faith, which largely 
dominates this country, has not yet gained an appreciable foot- 
hold; and itis not likely that during the coming century such 
another opportunity will be afforded for the extension of Christ's 
kingdom upon the earth. Christianity demands our retention of 
theislands. The best reports show that paganism exists in many 
parts of the archipelago and cannibalism among some of the lower 
tribes. If we give up these islands to men who themselves know 
no higher authority than their own passions, can we expect these 
horrible practices to be abandoned? 

But if we retain these islands and establish within their borders 
peace and order, our noble missionaries who have braved so many 
perils will, with the great welding power of love, stamp out these 
evils and bring these degraded —— to a high standard of moral 
worth. So long as we parley here we are keeping these men of 
God from their duty and are violating the command of the Mas- 
ter to go into all the world and preach the gospel to every crea- 
ture. Look what Christianity has done for Hawaii and Japan! 
It will do the same for the Philippines. Is it an unreasonable 
prophecy that, with such a government as we will give these peo- 
ple, in the course of time our Christian men and women will 
make this archipelago a Christian country, and that it will be 
heaven’s agency, lying close to China, to lead the benighted na- 
tives of that densely populated land to an enlightened and purified 
religion? Thisis not an idle dream; it is a rational prediction. 
And we reckon in the light of the guiding hand of the Omnipotent 
Being who “ moves in a mysterious way His wonders to perform,” 
this event will follow as surely as the years roll by. 

Mr. President, no mention has thus far been made by me as to 
the value of these possessions and the advantages likely to come 
to us as the result of our occupancy of the Philippines. ‘Their 
retention brings to us, as a return for our tremendous task of civ- 
ilization and development, many privileges and opportunities of 
trade. This is preeminently a commercial age. The conflicts of 
the future will be conflicts for commerce. The progressive nas 
tions of the earth are pressing forward and placing their goods in 
every available market. Shall we alone stand back and see the 
rest of the world goon? Are we to say to the great business in- 
terests of our country that we do not intend to seize these advan- 
tages, which will make our nation the queen of the seas? No, 
ten thousand times no; we will place the name of America in the 
van of the foremost and our wares shall go to the uttermost parts 
of the earth. 

With the Hawaiian Islands ours, the Philippine Archipelago 
subject to our dominion and control, and the Nicaragua Canal an 
assured fact, who can predict as to this nation’s commercial fu- 
ture? Our commanding position on the Pacific relative to the 
trade of the East will be equaled only by the great advantages 
which we possess on the Atlantic seaboard as to the business of 
the Western Hemisphere. This fortunate position must be appre- 
ciated by all intelligent people, who will, for a moment, reflect 
upon it. The fact that our shores are washed by the waters of 
two oceans for thousands of miles, instead of being, as some have 
thought, a source of weakness, will prove a source of strength. 

Many persons oppose the retention of the Philippines, honestly 
believing that we are wrong and that failure and misfortune must 
inevitably result. We should not forget that no great end has 
ever yet been accomplished without encountering the sneers and 
evil prophecies of many. Wecan go back as far as the flood to 
prove the truthfulness of this assertion. Noah was laughed at 
and thought to be a dreamerand a fool by the wicked of the earth, 
yet he preserved from extinction all living creatures, Holy Writ 
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abounds with illustrations of like character, and profane history 
is rich with them. America would not have been discovered in 
1492 if Columbus had been daunted by the hisses of the populace. 
If Fulton, Stevenson, and Morse had listened to direful predic- 


tions, the steamboatand the steam engine would never have added 
their mighty force to the world’s great workshop; the telegraphic 
instrument would never have clicked out its messages; cables 
would never have connected far-away lands by almost instantane- 


ous communication; in short, the world would still be almost hid- 
den in darkness. Progress is the order of the day, and enlight- 
ened progress at that. We can consistently combine the welfare 
of the Filipines with the successful establishment of our commer- 
cial supremacy in the East. These islands are about the last left 
in the Pacific Ocean, and common prudence and ordinary fore- 
sight demand their retention. 

How could we hope to become the most prominent and potent 
factor in eastern trade with San Francisco and Honolulu as our 
nearest ports? We must keep Manila as the door to the vast and 
undeveloped domain of China. Our foreign trade is growing 
apace; our exports greatly exceed our imports and are found in 
every nook and corner of the earth; and we must, in justice to 
ourselves, be on the alert and never fail to appreciate the great 
advantages that our favored position gives us. Every material 
intefest, alike of the Filipinos and of the people of this country, 
demands that we maintain and support the Administration's wise 
and humane policy as to these islands. Weare told that vast and 
undeveloped wealth lies within their domain, and that the fertil- 
ity of the soil is unsurpassed. What good, though, will this bring 
forth if capital can not be secured? With the United States in 
control capital will be forthcoming to enrich the natives and 
cause gladness and tyny to crown their labors. But the fertile 
soil will fail to yield its fruits and these great resources will con- 
tinue to lie in the bowels of the earth if we foolishly withdraw 
our sovereignty. According to undisputed reports, the country 
is rich beyond compute. But what will its riches avail if they 
can not be utilized for the good of mankind? Every circumstance 
and every condition demand that we keep control of these islands. 

We hear some say that they are too far away from the great 
body of the United States. So much the better. If they were 
lying immediately off our coast they would be valueless as a com- 
mercial key and from a strategic standpoint. Their immense 
commercial worth lies in the fact that they guard, so to speak, the 
entrance to the open gate. But, then, are they so far away, after 
all? Wecan communicate with them almost instantly by cable, 
and steamships plow their way across from San Francisco in thirty 
days. In the war with Great Britain in 1812 the decisive battle 
of New Orleans was fought more than two weeks after the treaty 
of peace had been signed at Ghent. Now we obtain news of bat- 
tles in the Philippines immediately after their occurrence. As 
regards readiness of communication, Manila is nearer Washing- 
ton than Philadelphia to New York when Jackson fought his way 
to the White House. 

History records the great Napoleon as saying, when he sold the 
province of Louisiana to the United States, that he had raised up 
a pswer that would eventually wrest the scepter of the seas from 
England. We have now acquired territory which may make this 
prophecy an assured fact. 

Now, Mr. President, much has been and can be said as to what 
is the best form of government for these new possessions and what 
should be our future policy in reference tothem. Noserious con- 
tention is made, as I understand, that to the present time we have 
done aught in this regard otherthanourduty. No outrage seems 
yet to have been committed which the most enthusiastic opponent 
of the President's policy can point out, but itis of the future and of 
the refusal to declare now and forever that this Government will 
at some indefinite time surrender its power and control in the 
Philippines that complaint arises. Why should there be any con- 
troversy on this subject? The Administration has not yet failed 
in its duty in any matter incident to the inauguration or conduct 
of the war or the proper conclusions of the questions arising there- 
from. With singular unanimity it has received the almost undi- 
vided support of the American people. It is only on this question 
of the future, which can not now be definitely decided, that dis- 
cord and dissension have arisen. 

The bill under consideration contemplates giving to those be- 
nighted people the best government, republican in form, with the 
greatest liberty for which they are fitted. No more than this 
should be done. Pending the establishment of a perfect form and 
system of self-government theyare entitled to and should receive 
just what the bill provides, viz, maintenance and protection in 
the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion, They 
should be accorded these great boons, and no other government 
than ours can ofter them or any of them. My understanding of 
the ey of the Administration and of the Republican vis to 
establish peace and order in the om pee give their inhabitants 
prosperity, peace, and piness, and at the same time assure to 
them the largest measure of self-government and local rule that 
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the circumstances and conditions justify, and at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

The Senator who votes against such a policy as this is allying 
himself with the enemies of his country; he is rashly imperiling 
her greatness. These islands have been forced on us by the for- 
tunes of war. Our duty to the inhabitants of the archipelago and 
to other nations, religion, humanity, defense, trade, all demand 
their retention. To withdraw now would be weakness and cow- 
ardice; would be an announcement to the whole world that this 
Government feels itself unequal to the burden of carrying on to 
a successful conclusion the work which it has begun in the Philip- 
pines. It would be to lose, no doubt forever, the one great op- 
portunity now within our power to elevate the millions of peop's 
inhabiting these islands in the scale of civilization and enlighten. 
ment and to extend to them the benefits and blessings of our free 
institutions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is customary when tho 
English nation wishes to conquer a weaker people to deprive them 
of their rights, their liberties, and their government, to begin » 
systematic course of slander and libel against them, to begin ty 
assert that they are in every way bad and possess infamous cus- 
toms, and after public prejudice has been manufactured, Eng)ai| 
marches an army into the coveted territory and begins killing i): 
inhabitants and conquering the country. 

Aguinaldo and his followers area grand people. You can not 
find a line in Document No. 62, sent to us by the President, this‘ 
does not describe the people of the Philippines as a Christian pev- 
ple, 6,000,000 out of the 7,000,000 being members of the Cath. |i: 
church, having schools and churches in all their towns; not a ling 
that does not describe Aguinaldo and his followers as men wort!i; 
to act with us. 

When we decided to conquer that country our course was 
changed. Then we began to imitate England and to slander tho 

ple; then Aguinaldo was a half-caste, without character, and 
fad taken a bribe, and after that we heard rumors that he had 
issued orders, or one of his chief officers had issued orders, for tho 
murder of the inhabitantsof Manila, sparingnoone. TheSenator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] repeated and repeated again a (\ov- 
ument purporting to have been signed by Sandico, a member of 
Aguinaldo’s cabinet, and hecommented onit. It purports to have 
beena proclamation. Itisunsigned. It was picked up in Manila. 
It was anonymous as sent to us. It never was signed by any- 
body, and yet when Otis was asked who issued it he reported 
back that Sandico was the author. Now, I deny that Sandico 
ever issued it, and I assert that itis aforgery. Yetitis brought 
in here to prove that these people are a bloodthirsty race, and that 
they mae to murder the inhabitants of Manila who were for- 
eign born. 

here is nothing in Aguinaldo’s history or the history of his 

ple since the difficulties commenced to justify the char e. 

e captured the Spanish garrison in Subig Bay, 1,300 prisoners 
were surrendered to us, and Admiral Dewey turned them over to 
theinsurgents.- If they were bloody monsters and savages, woul: 
we have done that? inaldo captured Nloilo when our fieet 
anchored off that city and threatened to bombard it. The English 
and the German residents sent out a delegation of citizens to ask 
us to desist, saying that life and liberty were thoroughly protected 
and that there was peace within the town. General Miller re- 
ported these facts to General Otis. Hoe said the Filipinos were 
collecting the customs, were administering the government, an‘! 
he advised an immediate attack upon Iloilo, because he said if 
they discovered they could do these things they might want to 
continue to dothem. This information can be found in Otis 


report. 

To offset all this; to offset the admitted facts that they treate! 
their prisoners kindly; that they did not even kill the members o! 
the suligions orders against whom they had their greatest griev- 
ances, but preserved their lives and cared for them—against all 
this an anonymous circular is produced and commented upon in 
order to prove that the Filipino people are savages. 

The Senator from Wisconsin commented upon this section of 
the circular: 

Second. Phili families only will be respected; they should not be 


ine 

molested, but all other individuals, of what race they may be, will be exter: 
minated without apprisement (or) compassion, after the extermination of 
the army of occupation. 

And so on. Now, let us go deeper into the facts touching 
u this circular. I hold in my band an article from Harper's 

agazine of August, 1899, entitled “‘ Filipino insurrection of 15%, 
written from a study of the Spanish archives left in Manila, by 
Lieut. Carlos Gilman Calkins, of the United States Navy, one of 
the officers of Dewey's flagship. He says: 

In August (1896) the champion of denunciation, the chief of clerical detect- 
ives, came forward, Fray Mariano Gil, of the Augustinian order, parish priest 
of a hb omed church at Tondo,a northern suburb of Manila. A native 
was led to make avowals which enabled this friar to discover certain articles 
which might pass for “concrete proof” in the curious legal system of the 


Latin races. One of them wasa stamp used in rece: monthly dues 
of members in a lodge of the Katipunan. ts and lists 
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were taken from the same locker in the offico of the Diario de Mani 
oldest journal in the island. Fortified with these, the police hurried to make 
h 


arrests, and the period of panic began on August 20. is amateur detective 
was as a savior to society, and his services were compared with those 
of Father Urdaneta, the Augustinian who piloted the expedition for the con- 
quest and conversion of the archipelago in 1564. 

* x * * * 


ag * 

On August 30 Blanco had to proclaim martial law throughout the Tagalo 
provinces. He was also forced, much inst his will, to accept the services 
of volunteers, includi all able-bodied Spaniards. Magistrates hurried to 
qin their companies. Courts were closed and civil law was extinguished. 

he lives of some 2,000,000 people lay at the mercy of courts-martial—of 
oommery ours martial, since sumarisimo is the watchword of Spanish mili- 

o principal document cited in justification of these extraordinary meas 
ures is a proclamation attributed the chiefs of the Katipunan, of which 
the essential clause is as follows: ** When the signal H. 2 Sep. is given, each 
brother will perform the duty imposed by this grand lodge, murdering all 
Spaniards, their women and children, without consideration for kindred, 
friendship, or gratitude.” Other savage directions follow, but they were 
never carried into execution. 

The document may be, in some degree, authentic. It may have been 
drawn by some native agitator, and even adopted by some lodge of the Kati- 
punan; but we can not accept the assertion that Rizal and other intellectual 
martyrs were responsible tor this atrocious jargon. There is a recurrent 
legend that plots have been formed “ to kill all Spaniards, each servant slay- 
ing his master.’ This was the charge against the native priests shot in 1872, 
and the rumor was revived on December 15, 1898, substituting Americans for 
Spaniards. ‘ 

This old document, issued in 1872, to justify the butchery of the 
Filipinos, is repeated, changing the word ** Spaniards” to *‘Amer- 
icans,” and is issued again to prove that Aguinaldo is a savage. 

Let us see what Mr. Foreman says. On page 589 of Document 
No. 62, Part Ii, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, which was 
transmitted to us by the President, a statement before the Peace 
Commission at Paris, signed by John Foreman, reads as follows: 

Any governor-general who displeases the monks is recalled. In _ recent 
times General jols had to leave in 1892, after eight months of office, be- 
cause he ceased to be a persona grata to the priests. A native, Dr. Rizal, had 
written and published some facts about the monastic orders, and Despujols 
refused to have this man put to death for it. 

Then, again, he ordered a search to be made in a convent of the Austrian 
friars,and there be found apace press and seditious leaflets being printed 
for the priests, who intended, by distributing them, to attribute to the na- 
tives an attempted revolt. 

It had been the custom, Mr, President, in order to justify the 
course of the Spanish Government toward these people, to find an 
excuse for the Spanish authorities to the persecution of the Fili- 
pinos to issue these anonymous or forged circulars, in order to ex- 
cite the animosity of mankind against the Filipinos, and we are 
oe this same practice, That is all there is to the Sandico 
circular. 

The other document which has been circulated and which came 
tous, anonymous as it was, purporting to have been found among 
Aguinaldo’s papers, was a letter written to the commanding Span- 
ish officer at [loilo in October urging that officer to surrender and 
join the insurgent forces. Even if the document is genuine—but 

believe it is spurious—it was written after we had seized the 
ships of war of the Filipino republic in the harbor of Manila, and 
had thus begun aconflict against them. They could regard us no 
longer as allies and friends after that act. 

Mr. President, it has been said that we were forced to take title 
to those islands from Spain because, if we had not done so, Spain 
would have reconguered them, and that we could not turn them 
over toSpain. With what grim satisfaction Spain must look upon 
our efforts to acquire a title which she could not deliver! What 
grim revenge it must be to her to view the loss of nearly 2,000 
soldiers by us and the expenditure of the vast sums of money 
which it has cost us, not to conquer the Philippines, but to occupy 
240 of the 1,100 towns of that country, to feel that we possess 
nothing except the territory which we actually occupy with our 
armies! How Spain must rejoice to know that not a soldier of 
ours can step anywhere in the islands outside of the protection of 
gee without losing his life! 

at page in history gives an account of a more noble and 
determined effort to secure their independence than that written 
by the Filipinos? I say, Mr. President, that if we had not taken 
title from Spain, she could not have recovered the islands. Crip- 
pled, her fleet destroyed, bankrupt, Spain had not the power to 
reconquer the Philippines, and if we had simply left them out of 
the treaty to-day they would be free and independent; to-day they 
would be odeenerinn the quiet and the peaceful government 
which we found after the destruction of the Spanish fleet; ae 
a republic would exist there founded upon our Constitution an 
our edlerstion of Independence. I say Spain could not have re- 
conquered the islands; that they would have been free and inde- 
= ent,and for proof of that I read from Document i eo 
his is a hearing before the Paris peace commission. © wit- 
ness is General Merritt, fresh from the Philippines, fresh from 
the = of Manila. The query wa; put to by Mr. Gray, 
one of the commissioners: 

Suppose by final treaty with Spain we should abandon Luzon and all the 
Philippines, ah terms and tions and guaranties as we should 
think necessary, and abandon them entirely, reserving only a coaling station, 
perhaps, what do you think they would do about it? 

General Merrit. I think in the island of Luzon they would fight to the 
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bitter end. I have talked with a number of them, intelligent men, who said 
their lives were nothing to them as compared with the freedom of their coun- 
try and getting rid of Spanish government. 

r. Davis. Do you think Spain would be able to reduce them? 

General Mernuirt. No, sir. 

Where, then, goes all this talk about turning them over to 
Spain? At the time General Merritt gave that testimony the 
Filipinos had captured every Spanish garrison in the island of 
Luzon; they were in possession of the entire territory; and two 
naval officers, traveling for sixty days, give an account of the 
peaceful government they found. They testify that in one of the 
towns they entered they found Spanish merchants pursuing their 
business, unmolested and protected by the people. Day by day 
the account of their journey through those peaceful communities 
must convince any unbiased person that those people are capable 
of self-government, and were actually practicing it. Turn them 
back to Spain! That was impossible. . 

_Talso read from Document No. 62 a statement by General Mer- 
ritt before the Paris Peace Commission. This question was asked 
by Mr. Frye, the chairman of the commission: 

Q. Were they of material assistance to us? 

General Merritt answers: 


A. Very great. If the protocol had not been signed. I think the Spanish 


at home would have insisted upon their army doing something. They dis 
missed Augustin because he was not disposed to fight, and I thinkif they bad 
not had this experience of having been driven back into the city and the 
water cut off, so even that Jaudenes said he could not remove his noncom 
batants, the Government would have insisted on his making a fight. and he 
could have made a very good one, for his position was strong, if they had any 
fight in them atall. But every place had been taken from them by the Fi 


pinos, who managed their advances and occupation of the country in an able 
manner. 


General Whittier, page 500, Document 62, 
ther? 


The CHATRMAN: 

2. How many men did he get t 

. His forces went around the city, taking the waterworks and the north 
part of the city, and running up the railroad. I asked that question of sey- 
eral, and the opinions differed widely—all the way from 8,000 to 30,000 or 40,- 
000 men. 

Q. Do you think he had as many as 8,000 men before the surrender 

A. Yea, sir; the environment of the city took a great many men. There 
isa vast extent of country there, including the waterworks and running 
around the city, and they certainly had to have more than that to do so 

. How many arms did Dewey turn over to them? 

*. Inever knew exactly. Iasked him that question, and h 
ew. 

Q. Where did they get the rest of their arms? 

A. Some captured from the Spanish, some brought to him by deserters, 
and there were scme shipments of arms from Hongkong—I believe Amer- 
icans brought them in—and they have lately taken some to Batangas,in tho 
southern part, and have taken some new Maxim guns in there, too. 

Mr. Gray: 
Q. To the insurgents? 


A. Yes. 
9. Since the capitulation? 

Yes; they changed the name of a vessel and used it. She had hada 
Luzon name, the Pasig, and they changed it to the Abby. Dewey sent down 
and seized the boat, and the insurgents followed to Manila Bay, hoping to 
reclaim it. In other respects their demands, from their point of view, have 
not been unreasonable, and show a proper appreciation of the status 

The whole country had been captured by Aguinaldo and his 
people; the Spanish soldiers had been taken prisoners, their arms 
taken from them, and those who were left had been driven into 
Manila; the town had been surrounded, and yet Senators stand 
here and say, ‘‘ We had to take title to those islands because we 
could not turn them back to Spain!” France might as well havo 
said to us after our Revolution that she would take title to the 
American colonies, because she could not turn them back to Eng- 
land. If the French had done what we did in Manila, we would 
not have waited for their forces to be augmented by new levies; 
we would not have waited for ship after ship to come across the 
sea loaded with troops, as the Filipinos did with us. If France 
had said that she asserted sovereignty over this coantry and that 
she proposed to extend her military rule over the American col- 
onies, without waiting for any more troops we would have de- 
stroyed those she had here; but the Filipinos trusted in our prom- 
ises; having fought side by side with us i having been our 


said a very 


ana 
allies they still further trusted and trusted until we had increased 
our army and our navy in those waters, and then we turned our 
guns against them. 

Senator Frye seems to have understood the situation at Paris, 
for he asked Commander Bradford, of the United States Navy, 
the following question (Document 62, page 488): 

Mr. Frye: 


ot would like to ask just one question in that line. Suppose the United 
States in the progress of that war found the leader of the present Philippine 
rebellion an exile from his country in Hongkong and sent for him and 
bro t him to the islands in an American ship, and then furnished him 
4,000 or 5,000 stands of arms, and allowed him to purchase as_many more 
stands of arms in Hongkong, and accepted his aid in conquering Luzon, what 
kind of a nation, in the eyes of the world, we would appear to be to surrender 
Aguinaldo and his insurgents to Spain to be dealt with as they please’? 

‘A. We become responsible for everything he has done; he is our ally, and 
we are bound to protect him. 

The day after thesurrender (August 13) four representatives of Aguinaldo 
called on General Merritt, who assured them in general terms that “we are 
the friends of the Filipinos.” At that time they occupied a portion of Manila, 
We soon demanded that they should give that up, to wh'ch Aguinaldo'’s rep- 
resentative agreed, but in seeking confirmation from him the condition was 
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made that in case we gave up the country they should be restored to the po- 
sitions then occupied and which they had taken greatly z their own merits. 
However, matters have been amicably settled. Aguinaldo’s headquarters 
are at Malolos, 23 miles up the railroad. His troops control all the settled 
part of the island (except Manila), as well as much of the southern country. 
The CHAIRMAN: 

. What do you mean by the “ southern country "—those islands below? 

. Yes 

Their conduct to their Spanish prisoners has been deserving of the praise 
of all the world. With hatred of priests and Spaniards, fairly held on account 
of the conditions before narrated, and with every justification toa savage 
mind for the most brutal revenge, I have heard no instance of torture, mur- 
der, or brutality since we have been in the country. 

Here is what General Anderson says in the North American 
Review of February 19, 1900: 

On the Ist of July, 1898, I called on Aguinaldo with Admiral Dewey. He 
asked me at once whether “the United States of the North” either had re- 
cognized or would recognize his government—I am not quite sure as to the 
form of his question, whether it was “had” or “would.” In either form it 
was embarrassing. 

Not embarrassing to us, Mr. President, if we had been honest; 
not embarrassing to us if we did not intend to deceive. Why 
was it embarrassing? It was because he had orders to use those 
people to fight the common foe. Would it have been embarrass- 
ing if he had been instructed to pursue an upright and am honor- 
able course, and to say to Aguinaldo, “ I have been ordered to take 
this country and annex it to the United States, and you can expect 
nothing from us?” That was the only decent course a great and 
mighty nation like this could have adopted; but we did not do it. 
So he says: 

My orders were, in substance, to effect a landing, establish a base, not to 
go beyond the zone of naval cooperation, to consult Admiral Dewey, and to 
wait for Merritt. Aguinaldo had proclaimed his government only a few 
days before (June 28), and Admiral Dewey had no instructions as to that as- 
sumption. ‘The facts as to the situation at that time I believe to be these: 
Consul Williams states in one of his letters to the State Department that 
several thousand Tagals were in open insurrection before our declaration of 
war with Spain. I donot know as to the number, yet I believe the statement 
has foundation in fact. Whether Admiral Dewey and Consuls Pratt, Wild- 
man, and Williams did or did not give Aguinaldo assurances that a Filipino 
government would be recognized, the Filipinos certainly thought so prob- 
ably inferring this from their acts rather than from their statements. 

Anderson says they inferred probably from their acts rather 
than from their statements. Icare not the ground upon which 
they inferred it, whether from adefinite and specific act or from their 
statements, the fact remains that our officers knew that the Filipinos 
expected independence: 

If an incipient rebellion was already in progress, what could be inferred 
from the fact that Aguinaldo and thirteen other banished Tagals were 
brought down on a naval vessel and landed in Cavite? Admiral Dewey gave 
them arms and ammunition, as I did subsequently, at his request. hey 
were permitted to gather up a lot of arms which the Spainards had thrown 
into the bay; and, with the 4,000 rifles taken from Spanish prisoners and 
2.000 purchased in Hongkong, they p ed to o three b: es and 
also to arm a small steamer they had captured. I was the first to tell Ad- 
miral Dower that there was any disposition on the part of the American 
people to hold the Philippines if they were captured. 


Anderson, then, was the first who told Admiral Dewey. 


I say 
the inference is that Admiral Dewey did, as Aguinaldo says, prom- 
ise him independence. When Anderson came over he was the 
first, he says, to tell Admiral Dewey that there was a disposition 
on the part of the American people to hold the Philippines if they 
were captured. Why did they not tell the Filipinos so? Why did 
he allow them to sacrifice their lives in assaulting the city of Ma- 


nila and act with us until the city fell? Who is it that pretends 
to stand up here and say now, in the face of these facts, that the 
Filipinos began the war against us? No; there is no example in 
the history of the world of such a spirit of forbearance as was 
manifested by these people after they discovered that we had 
turned against them, 

The current of opinion was setting that way when the first expeditionary 
force left San Francisco, but this the Admiral had had no reason to surmise. 
But to return to our interview with Aguinaldo. I told him I was acting only 
in a military capacity; that I had no authority to recognize his government; 
that we had come to whip the Spaniards, and that, if we were su ul, the 
indirect effect would be to free them from Spanish tyranny. 

Here he knew that we were going to keep the islands, and yet 
he told the Filipinos that we wanted to act in conjunction with 
Aguinaldo and his forces to whip the Spaniards and to free them 
from Spanish tyranny; and he went there bearing the information 
to Dewey that we pro to keep the islands. 

I say, Mr. President, that if any people in America to-day are 
contending for the honor of the American flag it is the people 
who protest inst the course pursued against these people in 
the Orient. If any oe in America to-day are slandering the 
flag and covering it with shame and smearing it with dishonor, 
it fs this Administration and the Senators on this floor who de- 
fend its course. 

IT added that as we were fighting a common enemy I h we would get 
along amicably together. He did not seem pleased with this answer. 

I do not wonder. At this time he had conquered the whole of 
Luzon and several other islands to the south, had driven Spain 
into Manila, ard drawn a line of earthworks from ocean to ocean, 
clear around that city. He had acted with us; he had been 
brought from Singapore because he was considered fit to be our 
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ally, and because he was considered a most capable man to assist 
us in crushing out Spanish power. 

He did not seem pleased with this answer. The fact ts, he hoped and 
expected to take Manila with Admiral Dewey’s assistance. 

He had a right toso hope. Admiral Dewey said he could take 
Manila at any time, and therefore there was no necessity for our 
sending a single soldier to Manila, These men who were good 
enough for us to turn our prisoners over to at Subig Bay, who 
were good enough to act with our fleet in taking the city, and 
after we had taken it and after we had acted with them and com- 

lied a surrender, we would never have lost the life of a soldier 
in the Philippines, not one, for we need not have sent a soldier 
there; and yet we have treated them in this shameful manner. 
Dewey telegraphed before asoldier had arrived that he could take 
Manila any day, and that telegram is in his official report. Why 
did he not doit? Why did he invite those people to come and as- 
sist us and promise them independence? He had advised with 
them in regard to drawing up aconstitution and establishing a 
civil government. Now, I ask, why did they not take Manila and 
save all this bloodshed, and save, above all, the honor of our flag 
and the honor of our country and build a republic there? 

**Oh,” Senators say, ‘‘the Filipinos would have sacked Ma- 
nila.” There is no proof of it. They took possession of cities of 
40,000 people; they took possession of cities of 20,000 people; they 
tcok possession of cities of 10,000 people; and there is not an in- 
stance where there was any massacre of the inhabitants or the 
destruction of any property. Read again the report of Sargent 
and Wilcox, two naval officers who traveled through that island, 
and you will find that they stated there was peace and protection 
such as has not existed where our occupation has gone. 

And he was bitterly disappointed when our soldiers landed at Cavite. In 
a few hours after our interview two of my staff officers, Major Cloman and 
Lieutenant Clark, who were walking through tho streets of the town, were 
arrested and taken before Aguinaldo. They were told by him that strangers 
could only visit the town by his permission, but that in their case he was 
pleased to give them permission to pr .. Weat once landed our forces, 
and on the 4th of July Aguinaldo was invited to witness a parade and review 


in honor of our national holiday. He did not come, because he was invited 
not as President but as General Aguinaldo. 


Dewey says that he never saluted or treated Aguinaldo with 
military honors. The proof is conclusive that he did. He was 
invited as ‘‘ General Aguinaldo.” 

This led me to write him a letter stating that while we hoped to have ami- 
cable relations with him, I would have to take Cavite as a base of operations, 
and closing with this sentence: 

“I have therefore toask your excellency to instruct your officials not to 
interfere with my officers in the performance of their duties and not to as- 
sume that officers or men can not visit Cavite without your permission.” 

A few cage thereafter he made an official call, coming with cabinet and 
staff and a band of music. On that occasion he handed me an elaborate 
schedule for an autonomous government which he had received from some 
Filipinos in Manila, with a statement that they had reason to believe that 
Spain would grant them such a form of government. With this was an open 
letter add to the Filipino people from Pedro Alexandre Paterno ad- 
vising them to put their trust in S rather than America. The day be 
fore two German officers had called on uinaldo,and I believed they had 
brought him these papers. I asked him ifthe scheme was agreeable to him. 
He did not answer, but asked if we, the North Americans, as he called us, in 
tended to hold the Philippines as dependencies. I said I could not answer 
that, but that in one hundred and twenty years we had established no 
colonies. 

Anderson says, ‘‘I could not answer that.” I have just read 
where he says to Admiral Dewey—and he was the first one to 
advise Admiral Dewey that we proposed to keep the islands—that 
he could not answer it. What were his instructions? To lie to 
the Filipinos? Did he go over there with instructions to deceive 
and falsify? Of course if he did he could not answer, because as 
an officer of the Army he must obey his instructions. He says, 
‘I could not answer that,” and yet he knew it, because he says hw 
was the one who bore the intelligence to Dewey. 

I said I could not answer that, but that in one hundred and twenty years 
we had established no colonies. He then made this remarkable statement — 


That is, Aguinaldo— 
“T have studied attentively the Constitution of the United States, and I find 
in it no authority for coloniesand I have no fear.” F 

He understood the Constitution better than some of the mem- 
bers of this Senate and a good deal better than the Administra- 
tion. ‘*‘Hehadstudied our Constitution attentively.” Ifthe Presi- 
dent would do that he would not be undertaking, in violation of 
that Constitution, to conquer a people and to govern them by 
despotic power against their will. 
a: prevailing sentiment of the Filipinos toward us can be shown by one 


ent. 

About the middle of July the insurgent leaders in Cavite invited a number 
of our Army and Navy officers toa banquet. There was some postprandial 
speech making, the substance of the Filipino talk being that they wished to 
be annexed but not conquered. One of our officers in reply assured them 
that we had come, not to make them slaves, but to make them free men. A 
singular scene followed. All the Filipinos rose to their feetand Buencomeno, 
tak his wineglass in his hand said: “We wish to be baptized in that sen 
——_ Then heand the rest poured the wine from their glasses over their 


8s. 
ents have been made to the effect that Manila was taken by agree- 
men 


And then General Anderson goes into that question. I will 
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read the portion with regard to the taking of Manila by agree- 
ment, and I will leave the people of this country to judge whether 
it was not taken by agreement, and whether every life that was 
lost in the taking of Manila was not sacrificed to Spanish pride. 
The Dakota boys were murdered in that assault, an assault abso- 
lutely unnecessary. It was made because they were afraid that, 
if we did not pursue the course we pursued, the Filipinos would 
get into Manila: 

The negotiations by which it was attempted tosecure a surrender without 
resistance were carried on through Mr. André, the Belgian consul. His 
method was to go to the Governor-General and get a statement. which he 
wrote down in a memoradum book; then he would go to General Merritt and 
Admiral Dewey and get a statement from them, which he would carry back 
to the Governor-General. This was apart from some formal correspondence. 
After the surrender, André translated to me the notes in his memorandum 
book, for they were written in Spanish. The substance of the agreement 
seemed to be that if the fleet did not throw shells into the walled city or the 
Spanish part of Manila the Spanish artillery would not open on the fleet. 

We could shoot at the part of the city occupied by the native 
Filipinos all we pleased, kill as many of them as we had a mind 
to, if we would not shoot at the Spaniards. Whom were we 
fighting? Spain. Whom had our boys enlisted to fight? Spain. 
And yet the agreement was that we were not to shoot at the 
Spanish part of the city, where the Spanish garrison was, and then 
they would not fire back at us! 

There was no agreement, as the memorandum was read to me, that our 
land forces would not be fired on. 

Dewey said he could take the city at any time with his fleet 
alone. 

On the contrary, there was a statement that the honor of Spain required 
that there should be resistance, and that under the Spanish army code their 
officers surrendering without resistance or giving a parole would subject 
themselves to trial by court-martial. Accordingly, we were fired on from 
the trenches and back through the streets of the city. 

We could take the city with the fleet without losing a man, and 
yet our boys—boys from Dakota, boys from the West—were 
marched up and sacrificed and shot down to gratify Spanish pride; 
so that these Spanish officers would not be court-martialed after 
we paroled them, That is the statement of General Anderson. 
It is but a chapter in this wretched business. 

Then he goes on to the subject of controversy. I propose to re- 
late just briefly right here how Manila was taken. The city was 
surrounded with earthworks and an army of Filipinos from shore 
to shore. We landed on the western side of the city upon the 
shore, having previously secured from the Filipinos permission to 
ene? a quarter of a mile of their trenches. Aguinaldo asked 
that this permission be requested in writing, so that his authority 
and rights would be on record. Our officers promised to put it in 
writing. Depending upon their honor, Aguinaldo surrendered 
his trenches—a quarter of a mile of them—to our forces, and they 
od them. 

I should like to ask whether that written request was ever sent. 
It does not appear in the documents sent to us. It does not ap- 
er in any record sent to us. Undoubtedly it never was sent. 

t was another piece of treachery practiced by our army over 
there. When I make this charge of treachery I draw it as an in- 
ference from the facts I state, and if it is not a just inference then 
people have a right to differ with me. 

e landed our army on the strip of coast. Intrenchments 
running back from the sea, 14 miles around, were occupied by 
Filipino troops and then we ordered the assault—I mean this play 
at an assault. We started our forces down along the beach to the 
corner of the walled city. The wall was covered with armed 
Spaniards. When we got down there they did not fire upon our 
troops. We were in between the Spanish troops who had occu- 
pied Paco, a suburb of Manila, and Aguinaldo had driven them 
out, a thousand of them, and they had started for the walled city 
and they met our troops. We did not stop them. We had no 
fight with them. They were allowed to go into the walled city. 
General Anderson got notice that representatives of our com- 
manding officers were inside the city receiving the surrender, 
Then he says he rushed his troops up along the wall to take pos- 
session of the bridges, so as not to let the Filipinos get into the 
Spanish city and injure and harm those poor Spaniards whom we 
supposed we were fighting. 

ut Aguinaldo assaulted all along the line, 134 miles. Do you 
think he would have given us possession of his earthworks but 
for the fact that he expected to work with us? He lost many men. 
He took of the city of Manila more than we did. Outside of the 
wallis the principal part of the city, and he took those parts of 
the suburbs. He took them at the cost of lives. He took them at 
the loss of many of hismen. When he came to the walled city, 
he found not the Spaniards resisting his course, but the bayonets 
of the troops of the United States. He fonnd his ally turned 
against him. From that day on our course was one of constant 
aggression, constant irritation, constant attack upon him. Seven 
or eight officers of his army were killed by our sentinels. We 
ushed our sentinels out beyond the boundaries of Manila, out 
ond the boundaries of the country we had a right to occupy. 

Late in the fall Aguinaldo objected, He said: ‘‘{ occupy Pan- 


dancan and Santa Mesa, and General Merritt has admitted that 
they are not within the boundary of Manila.” Otis replied,‘ You 
are right. I have also examined the maps of Manila, and tli 
places are not within the boundary. I can find no Spanish decree 
that places them within the boundary of Manila, but lam going 
to take them anyhow.” That was the substance of his statement. 

Aguinaldo’s letter had recited what towns were not and what 
towns were within the boundary of Manila. The protocol stated 
that we were to keep possession of the city, bay, and harbor of 
Manila. Otis replied to Aguinaldo that the protocol said that we 
must keep possession of the city, suburbs, and defenses of Manila, 
and that because of that provision in the protocol we were obliged 
to compel him to move back. 

Now, Mr. Otis stated what was absolutely false, and he dis- 
credits himself again. I should like to have any Senator read the 


so 


protocol and then read Mr. Otis’s report, on pages 20 and 21. He 
lied as to the area of country that we had aright to occupy. He 


did it purposely, and then he had to admit that even on that state- 


|ment he was not entitled to the occupation of Pandancan and 





Santa Mesa. He did occupy them. He was at Santa Mesa, more 


than a mile beyond the boundary where we had a right to be under 


the protocol, violating the protocol with Spain by occupying ter- 
ritory beyond the boundaries agreed upon, 
TERMS OF PROTOCOL OF AUGUST 12, 1898. 

Arr. 3. The United States will occupy and hold the city, bay. and h 
of Manila pending the conclusion of a treaty of peace, which shall dot: 
the control, disposition, and government of the Philippines 

The fighting commenced, and we commenced the fighting. 
Now, let us see what Anderson says about that: 

The origin of our controversies and conflicts with the Filipinos 
already explained, be traced back to our refusal to recognize the 
authority of Aguinaldo. Our first serious break with them arose 
refusal to let them cooperate with us. 

We sent for him, brought him from Singapore on our vessel, 
and had given him arms, anxious to have him cooperate with us. 

About 9 o'clock on the evening of August 12 I received from General Mer 
ritt an order to notify Aguinaldo to forbid the Filipino insurgents under his 
command from entering Manila. This notification was delivered te him at 
20 minutes past 10 that night. The Filipinos had made every preparation to 
assail the Spanish lines in their front. Certainly they would not have given 
up part of their line to us unless they thought they were to fight with us 

We had got possession, we were in their trenches, pretty close 
to the wall of the old or Spanish town, and we got possession by 
lying to them, because Anderson refused to answer, and said he 
could not answer; and then also said that he was the bearer of the 
news to Dewey that we were going to conquer and keep that 
country. 

They therefore received General Merritt's interdict with anger and indig 
nation. They considered the war as their war, and Manila as their capital, 
and Luzon as their country. 

That is what our forefathers thought as to this country. 

Knowing that they would disregard any remonstrance on our part, I sent 
a battalion of North Dakota Volunteers to hold a bridge they would have 
to cross if sae followed us into Manila when we made our assault on the 
next morning, but when the battle began they broke in by way of Santana 
and got into the city as soon as we did. After the white flag was raised and 
the firing ceased, it was found that fully 4,000 armed instrgents had taken 
possession of Paco and part of Malata, two important suburbs on the south 
of the Pasig. To hold them within these limits and stop any attempt at loot- 
ing, a cordon of troops was thrown around them 

It has been said that a letter has been discovered in which Agui- 
naldo claimed a part of the share of the spoils of war, and there- 
fore that has been claimed as justification for the statement that 
he was going to loot Manila. What he claimed his share of was 
what has heretoforealways been considered legitimate spoils of war. 
That was the $900,000 of public money which was captured when 
the city fell. That he would not have looted, that he would not 
have burned and destroyed, is proved conclusively by the fact that 
nearly the entire population of the city of Manila were of his race 
and tribe, and fully half of his army were recruited in that city, 
and their families were living there. They were not permitted 
even to go in to see their families. 

The situation was aometinds critical. f 
Filipinos had fired on them, and the Filipinos were almost beside themselves 
with rage and disappointment. The friendly relations we had with Generals 
Recati and Morial alone prevented a conflict then and there, At 7 o'clock I 
received an order from General Merritt to remove the Filipinos from the 


arbor 
Mmnine 


can, aS 
political 
from our 


Our soldiers believed that the 


city. Had we attempted to use force we would have had to fight to carry 
out our orders. In that event we would certainly have had a serious com 
plication. 


The Filipinos would have been justified in fighting right there, 
before our army was increased. They had been shown that we 
proposed to conquer their country, and still they forebore. 

With 10,000 men we would have had to guard 13,500 Spanish prisoners 
to fight 14,000 Filipinos. I therefore took the respon 
Aguinaldo, who was at Bacoor, 10 miles below, reque: 
his troops, and intimating that serious consequences \ 
not doso. Ireceived his answer at 11, saying that a commission woul: « 
to me the next morning, with full powers) Accordingly the next day Ser 
Buencomeno, Lagarde, Araneto, and Sandecocame todivision headquarters 
Manila and stated that they were authorized to order the withdra f their 
troops if we would promise to reinstate them in their present positions on 
our making peace with Spain. 


If that was not a reasonable request I should like to know how 
one could be made, 


and 
ibility of telegraphing 
ing him to withdraw 

uld follow if hed 


I 

i “ 
iors 
in 
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Thereupon I took them over to General Merritt. Upon their repeating 
their demands, he told them he could not give such a pledge, but that they 
could rely on the honor of the American people. The general then read to 
them the proclamation he intended to issue to the Filipino people. Thecom- 
miasicn then went back to Aguinaldo for farther instructions. A member of 
the commission had brought me a letter from Aguinaldo, complaining that 
he had been harshly treated, and that his army had given up a part of their 
lines to us on the understanding that there was to be a cooperation between 
us in future military movements. I showed this letter to General Merritt 
after the commission had withdrawn. He directed me to reply that if 
Aguinaldo had been apparently harshly treated, it was from a military neces- 
sity, and that while we might recognize the justice of their insurrection, it 
was thought judicious to have only one oa n Manila at one time. 

On the 15th the commission returned with a paper containing ten unrea- 
sonable demands. There was an astonishing change, from one very reason- 
able condition one day to ten aggressive demands the next. 

Their one reasonable demand had been denied. 

The change can only be accounted for on the theory that Aguinaldo and 
his counselors plainly perceived from General Merritt's proclamation that 
we intended to hold the Philippines under military rule. Upon this they de- 
termined to obtain the best conditions for themselves at once. There was 
sabsequently ample confirmation of this, from the fact that General Otis 
suppressed that part of the President's letter (December 24, 189) to the Sec- 
retary of War which directed our military forces to take possession of all 
the Philippine Islands by right of transfer from Spain and by right of con- 
quest, 

This, mark you, is Anderson's statement, the man who took 
Manila, who was in command of our forces. He said that Otis 
struck out of the President's proclamation to the people those 
words because he thought they would create trouble, claiming the 
right to the island by transfer and by right of conquest. What 
had we conquered? The city of Manila had been surrendered to 
us upon an agreement. We had not conquered another foot of 
the territory of the island. All the rest of the island had been 
conquered by the insurgents, and the Spanish power absolutely 
destroyed; and yet he claimed the islands by conquest. We have 
been trying since to enforce our title. But it is said that the title 
came more from God than from Spain. If that is true, it is ex- 
pensive business clearing up the abstract. 

There is a great diversity of opinion as to whether a conflict with the Fili- 
pinos could not have been avoided if a more conciliatory course had been fol- 
lowed in dealing with them. I believe we came to a perting of the ways 
when we refu their request to leave their military force in a good strate- 
gic position on the contingency of our mating peace with Spain without a 
uarantes of their independence. From what was known of the situation, 
our Government was justified in not re izing Aguinaldo’s authority asa 
de facto government. For. even if it had been determined to recognize an 
independent Filipino government, it did not follow that we should recognize 
a self-appointed Junta as constituting a government. 

I beg leave to quarrel with that statement of General Ander- 
son's, and I have a right to do it, because we brought Aguinaldo 
from Singapore on our vessel, and, advising with Admiral Dewey, 
he formed a government, the government which we hel to set 
up. Therefore it was the very government we were bound to 
recognize, the very element we ought to recognize to-day. 

On the other hand, the dicta of international law that, in war, the powers 
of the military occupant are absolute and supreme, and immediately ate 
upon the political conditions of the inhabitants—which the President made 
the basis of his instructions to General Merritt—could only be made to apply 
to the Philippines by a very liberal construction. 

Let us see what Anderson goes on to say: 


Was Luzon a conquered country?. We held Manila and Cavite. The rest 
of the sland was held not by the Spaniards, but by the Filipinos. On the 
other islands the Spaniards were confined to two or three fortified towns. 

“The rest of the island,” mark you, every acre of it, was in the 
hands, according to General Anderson, of the Filipinos; cities and 
towns, with populations of twenty and twenty-five thousand, all 
in the hands of the Filipinos, not of the Spaniards. 

; On the other islands the Spaniards were confined to two or three fortified 
owns. 

On all the other islands in the group the Spanish power was 
destroyed. lloilo was one of those other towns, on the island of 
Panay, with a population of 40,000 le, and before the treaty 
with Spain was consummated the Filipimos were in possession of 
that city administering its government. 

At the time referred to we could not claim to hold by purchase, for we had 
not then received Spain's quitclaim deed to the archipelago. Making allow- 
ance for difference of time, we took Manilaalmost to the hour when the peace 
preliminaries were signed in Washington. But, no matter when Manila was 
taken, it was unfortunate for us that we felt so bound by the meshes of dip- 
lomatic amenities as to porns Spain's insurgent subjects to levy waragainst 
us and attack us when they felt fully prepared—a p! thropic policy which 
has cost us many valuable lives. 

To return to the on of conciliation, one of Aguinaldo’s commission, 
who was subsequently a member of his cabinet, said to me: *‘ Either we have 
a de facto government or we have not. If we have, why not recognize the 
fact? If not, why have you recognized us at all?” 

Pretty good logic; pretty hard to meet. All the sophistry of 
the Senator from Wisconsin never touched this case. I wondered 
when | heard it why he admired Otis until I read Otis’s reply to a 
dispatch of a few days asking him if Aguinaldo had not sent 
a request, after the fighting commenced on the 4th of February, 
to cease the conflict. Otis went all around that, but did not deny 
it, and so the Senator from Wisconsin did in his entire speech. 
His admiration for Otis must have resulted from the excellent 
example of how to get around the facts which Otis had furnished 


him. 
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This last remark referred to General Merritt's conceding them the control 
of the Manila waterworks and to General Otis’s attempts to negotiate with 
them without committing himself. 

There were other causes of antagonism. Our soldiers, to get what they 
considered trophies, did a good deal of what the Filipinos considered looting. 
A number e debts which they did not find it convenient to pay. They 
called the natives * niggers,” and often treated them witha good-natured con 
descension, which exasperated the natives all the more because they dared 
not resent it. 

So this is the report of General Anderson with regard to the 
capture of Manila and the situation over there, which must con- 
demn before the civilized world forever the conduct of this Ad- 
ministration as the blackest and most infamous that ever was 
placed upon the pages of history. _ : 

I am going to read, although I think itis not in the consecutivo 
order of my remarks, from page 424 of Document 62: 

Memoranda concerning the situation in the Philippines on August 30, 189%, 
by General Green. 

General Green was over there. This was made to the Paris 
peace commission for the purpose of furnishing our commissioner: 
with information. 5 : 

Green says: 

The United States Government, through its naval commander, hasto som. 
extent made use of them for a distinct military purpose, viz, to haraes ani! 
annoy the Spanish troops, to wear them out in the trenches, to blockade M; 
nila on tho land side, and to doas much damage as ible to the Spanis! 
Government Po to the arrival of our troops; and for this purpose the Ad 
miral allowed them to take arms and munitions which he had captured a: 
Cavite, and their ships to pass in and out of Manila Bay in their expedition 
against other provinces. 

Webster says an ally is “anything associated with another as 
a helper, an auxiliary;” and the Century Dictionary says an ally 
is ‘‘an auxiliary, a friend.” If they were not allies, and if tho 
record does not stamp the statement of Dewey that he never made 
allies of them as untrue, then I am unable to understand the 
English language. 

Iam now going to read an account of the first fight, This is 
by a Colorado soldier, Mr. Abram L. Mumper: 

The Filipinos who did enter the city August 13, 1898, were ordered out « 
month later. They obeyed the order, but formed upon the luneta and 
marched past and saluted the spot where these patriots died. As that bar: 
foot army of men and boys marched past our ks one of their bands, 
to show good will toward us, struck up A Hot Time in the Old Town, our 
national air for the Philippines, made such by the Colorado band playin: 
it as they entered the city August 13—an air every Filipino boy in Manila 
could whistle a week after we were in the city. e ere them a rousin: 
cheer. They answered, “ Vive los Americanos.”’ No, they did not want t. 
fight us. 6 did not want to fight them, and if we had to fight it was becaus 
the master magician in this drama, behiud the screens, by some trick of tl 
black art, brought us together. — 

You have heard much of Filipino taunts and insults. But we were tho 
aggressors. We first turned the cold shoulder the 13th of August. Then 
followed in a succession, made more aggravating by the time that intervene), 
the order to evacuate Malate and Paco; the order for insurgents to quit 
aap and Pandacan. ewer seized their boats upon the bay; then Ge 
eral Otis sends a map to Aguinaldo and notifies him to remove his forces be 
yond a line he marked. tes along the outposts are settled invaria))|) 
against the natives. Each time we soldiers are ordered under arms ready 


to fight if they failed to yield, and judging from the talk you might have co 
cluded that fight was preferred. But each time they yielded. Aguinal’ 
counseled He trusted to the Peace Commission, and finally the Se: 


peace. 
ate, to recognize his claims. He knew he would sacrifice everything by pur 
suing the other course. 

The order of the Presidentestablishing sovereignty over the islands greatly 
excited the natives. Hundredsquit theirstands. Carrimetto drivers passe: 
through our lines to join Aguinaldo's ormy. and it became next to impossiblo 
to hire a carrimetto. So we soldiers had to walk. I wasin town the day tho 
President's proclamation was posted. I heard Filipinos who had trusted u 
till now say we were “ Nomore amigo.” I saw this proclamation, which you 
will remember says so much of the rights of property. torn down by the ili 

inos and another put up by them that dealt more with the rights of man 
R little later—January 2l—a Filipino captain was shot down by an American 
sentry at the Tondo bridge. 1 never heard of any cause. It was already tho 
seventh or eighth insurgent shot down in gour lines. The command 
“Halt” given in English was often misunderstood, and though most of ou 
soldiers were humane, there were a few that would as soon kill as eat, and 
were thirsting for their man. The press encouraged this reckless work | 
making a hero of the man that did . Back of the press, judgi! 
from the full-page advertising, stood the beer kings, and upon the ocean wer 
ships loaded with their beer. Trade was following the flag, and the flag must 
eeraees tomake more room for trade. Inthe very ashes of the cities we 

Tr — 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. What cities does he say we burned? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. He does not give thenames. We burned, 
according to the stories, some of the cities. I have talked with 
soldiers about it. This man does not give the names of the citics. 
Asa matter of fact, 1 talked with several of the South Dakota 
boys, and they said the soldiers themselves set cities on fire; that 
when fighting first commenced the intention was to make the 
situation so unbearable and so intolerable that the Filipinos woul! 
yield, and we did the burning asa part of that policy. That is 
the testimony of the soldiers with whom I have conversed. Bu 
afterwards when it was found that our inhumane policy was no! 
bringing the desired results the order was changed. The men 
were furnished with matches with which to perform their incen- 
diary tasks under the original plan of warfare. 

When this captain was killed the insurgent ne pers called for war. 
The Filipino women of Cavite held a mass meeting and beg; to be allowed 
to serve upon the firing line. Aguiasits in quiets the rising storm. But 

a je 


the armies are a yap | forces are becoming impatient 
under restraint. 5 ut a spark is needed. Theauthors of the drama look on, 


no doubt, in pious grandeur and say, “It is well.” 
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The Nebraska regiment had been sent out to Santa Mesa. Aguinaldo had 
vigorously protest 2 this and pointed out to General Otis that Santa 
Mesa was outside the line of the protocol. General Otis looks it up and admits 
to Aguinaldo that such is the case (pages 20 and 21, General Otis's report), but 
holds fast tothe position. Here, outside the limits of the protocol, in an effort 
to make the insurgents move back a sentry post, the first shot was fired. 
Grayson, the man who fired that shot, told me, on board the Hancock, as his 
regiment was ready to sail for America, that it was “the damn bullheaded- 
ness of the officers in invading insurgent territory "’ that was responsible for 
that shot. But we fired the second shot and third shot before we got a re- 
sponse. And this was two days before the Senate was to vote upon the peace 
treaty, and many of the insurgent officers away from the firing line! This 
is tho way the insurgents made what the President calls a “foul attack” 
upon us. But the Filipinos returned the fire and the war was on. 


The fact of the matter is that General Otis’s report says that 
the insurgents were not ready. They did not intend that war 
should commence then. He says the battle was one continuous 
attack on our part and simple defense on theirs. It was aggres- 
sion on our part. Furthermore, it is well proved that firing did 
not commence all along the line. Revered minutes elapsed be- 
tween the killing of the first and the killing of the second Filipino, 
It took an hour and a half for the firing to reach the length of our 
line, showing that they were not ready and did not intend tofight. 
Aguinaldo says they did not intend to fight. His officers were 
in the city. They had been given a holiday. I will not read his 
statement of this fact, but I willread the words Otis used: 

The battle of Manila, which commenced at half past 8 o'clock on the 
evening of February 4, continued until 5 the next evening. * * The en- 
gagement was one strictly defensive on the part of the insurgents and of 
vigorous attack by our forces. 

I supplement that with the statement which I made orally, 
which is copied from the Recorp. 


PROTOCOL OF AGREEMENT, AUGUST 1, 1898. 


Art. 3. The United States will occupy and hold the city, bay, and harbor | 


of Manila, pais the conclusion of a treaty of peace, which shall determine 
the control, disposition, and government of the ppines. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonEer] 
complained that we raised the issue of imperialism and he objects 
that it shall be raised at this time. He says it is a political issue; 
that we have trumped it up and have undertaken to charge it 
against the Administration for political parr. Mr. Presi- 
dent, we did not raise the issue of imperialism. Who raised the 
issue of imperialism? 'The men who in sending our flag to Porto 
Rico refused to send our Constitution there. Whoraised it before 
that? Every acquisition of territory that we have ever made up 
to the time we took Hawaii and the Philippines has contained a 
—- that the ceded territory should be incorporated into the 

nion of States and its inhabitants made to share with us the 
duties of a republic. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). Does 


the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from North | 


Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, The Senator should except Alaska in 
that statement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
Alaska. After we had adopted the Spanish treaty we first voted 
down the Bacon resolution and then we voted this resolution: 

Resolved, etc., That by the ratification of the treaty of peace with Spain it is 
not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of tie Philippine Islands into 
citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to permanently annex the 

islands as an integral part of the territory of the United States. 

There is your doctrine of imperialism. 
a people against their will as a colony of this Republic—a oneman 

wer, absolute despotism government under theresolution. After 

ringing in that resolution the Senator from Wisconsin complains 
that we raise the issue of imperialism. You raised it when you 
said we will take and hold that country without promising to its 


people citizenship or ever making it an integral part of the terri- | 


—T of the United States. 
ow, let us see. When weannexed Alaska the treaty contained 
the following provision: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserv) 
ing their national allegiance, may return to Russia within three years, but 
if they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory they, with the excep- 
tion of uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall 
be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion. 

What are the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of 
the United States? Why, participation to the fullest extent in 
our Government and as understood and racticed in all our Ter- 
ritories admission as States. But the Philippines were not to 
have that. They were never to become citizens of the United 
States. It is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the 
Philippine Islands into citizenship of the United States. So the 
Senator is answered with regard to Russia and Alaska, 

Now with regard to Louisiana: 


That the inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in tho 
Union of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to tho 


I will read the provision with regard to | 


By it we propose to hold | 


——$____—_— 


principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all t! 
advantages, and immunities of the citizens of the United States 


e rights, 


‘‘Rights, advantages, and immunities!” The same words ex- 
actly are used in the treaty with Russia with regard to Alaska 
| and in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free er 
| Joyment of their liberty, property, and the religion which they profess 
Words absolutely the same except the promise that they should 
be admitted into the Union of the United States. They are super- 
| fluous words if used in connection with the pledge, with the con- 
| tract that they shall enjoy all the rights, privileges, and immuni- 
ties of citizens of the United States. 
| Inthe treaty when we purchased Florida there is the present 
| provision: 











| The inhabitants in the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
| United States by this treaty shall be incorporated in the Union of the 
United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, and admitted to the enjoyment of all privileges, rights, and im- 


| munities of citizens of the United States. 
In the treaty with Mexico, the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
| Article VIII is as follows: 


Mexicans now established in territories previously belonging to Mexico, 


and which remain for the future within the limits of the United States, d&¢ 
fined by the present, shall be free to continue where they now reside, or to 
remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retaining the property which 
they possess in the said territories, or disposing thereof, and removing the 
proceeds wherever they please, without their being subjected, on this ac 
count, to any contribution, tax, or charge whatever, 


Then the treaty goes on to say: 
The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the 
character of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stip 


ulated in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union ot! 
| United States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged by the Con 









gress of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens ot! 
| the United States, according to the principles of the Constitution; and in the 
meantime shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 


liberty and property, and secured in the free exercise of their religion with 
out restriction. 


Then in the Gadsden treaty, where we purchased from Mexico 
| a large portion of territory, there is this provision: 


That all the provisions of the two articles 
treaty— 


Just quoted— 


and that the same articles should also apply to all tho rights 
property, both civil and ecclesiastical, within the same. 


of the Guadalupe Hidalgo 


of persons and 


So I fail to find a single instance where we did not provide that 
they should be citizens of the United States. Who then, I say, 
raises the issue of imperialism? Why, it is those who voted for 
the resolution declaring that those people should never be citizens 
of the United States, and that their country should never be an 
integral part of our Government; inother words, that they should 
never be admitted into the Union of States. 

Who is apologizing, Mr. President, for the Declaration of Inde- 
| pendence’and the Constitution of the United States? Who is it 

that has suddenly discovered that the theories of government con- 
| tained in these great instruments are inapplicable to human af- 
fairs? Why, the Senator from Wisconsin and those who agreo 
with him. The rest of us can read the Declaration of Independ 
ence on the Fourth of July, and we can hope that other people 
will throw off the yoke of despotism and tyranny and adopt our 
Constitution as a model of free government. But the imperialist 
those who are apologizing for the Declaration, those who think 
we have outgrown the Constitution, of course can no longer hope 
that people anywhere in the world shall adopt our form of gov- 
| ernment as a model, We who disagree with this infernal impe- 
rial policy can vote for a resolution of sympathy with the strug- 
gling Republics of Africa, but the imperialists in this body can 
not. Such a change in their heart, such a change in their meth- 
ods of thought, was never before heard of, outside of a miracle, 
in the history of the world. 
| Last Fourth of July Administrationists began to drift from their 
/ moorings, and could no longer celebrate that glorious day without 
| apologizing for the document which it commemorates; but three 
years ago, after the campaign of 1896, when the great money 
ower took control of this country and of its affairs, they could 
ave read the Declaration and loved and praised it and wished 
that others would follow it as well as we can to-day. What they 
will do next Fourth of July I know not, but Iam sure they can 
not read that Declaration with any heart or pleasure; and after 
they have done it, they must apologize to tho listening crowds for 
their interpretation of it. 

Who is it that is apologizing for Lincoln and asserting upon 
this floor that he fought the war of the rebellion to overthrow the 
fundamental position around which was woven his entire polit- 
ical life? Who is it that undertakes to say that the war of the re- 
bellion was waged on his part to destroy the doctrine that all 
governments derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed? I say not those of us who are opposed to imperialism 
and aggression and robbery and wrong; but it is the Senator 
from Wisconsin, it is the imperialists of this body, who find it 
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necessary to blacken the character of Abraham Lincoln. 
see what Abraham Lincoln said about this. Lincoln said: 


The Chief Magistrate derives all his authority from the people, and they 
have conferred none upon him tofix the term for the separation of the States. 
The people themselves can do this alsoif they choose, but the Executive, as 
such, bas nothing to do withit. His duty is to administer the present Govy- 
ernment as it came to his hands and to transmit it, unimpaired by him, to 
his successor. By the frame of the Government under which we live this 
same people have wisely given their public servants but little power for mis- 
chief, and have with equal wisdom provided for the return of that little to 
their own hands at vary short intervals. While the people retain their vir- 
tue and vigilance no Administration, by any extreme wickedness or folly, 
can very seriously injure the Government in the short space of four years. 


Here, then, Lincoln refutes the slander placed upon him. He 
says that this Government and the relation of the States and how 
they might be separated was only for the people to determine—the 
whole people—for the States to determine by an understanding or 
an agreement; that his duty was to carry out the doctrinearound 
which his whole life centered—the doctrine of the Declaration of 
Independence. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to read a little 
from the Declaration of Independence, three or four lines? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If only three or four lines, I am perfectly 
willing the Senator should read them; otherwise, not. 

Mr. HAWLEY (reading)— 


The good People of these Colonies, solemnly PUBLISH and DECLARE, That 
these United Colonies are, and of Right ought to be, FREE AND INDEPEND- 
ENT States; that they are Absolved from all Allegiance tothe British Crown, 
and that all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain 
is, and ought to be, totally dissolved; and that as FREE AND INDEPENDENT 
Srates, they have full Power to levy War, conclude Peace, contract Alli- 
ances, establish Commerce, and to do all other Acts and Things which 1N- 
DEPENDENT STATES may of right do. 


Mr. PETTIGREW... Very good, Mr. President. I indorse every 
line of it, according to the spirit of the document itself, according 
to the ideas that all governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of the governed. That document—the portion of it 
read—absolutely refutes the idea that any power is given to con- 
quer other people and hold them in subjection. Let us see what 
Lincoln said: 


Let us discard all this quibbling about this man and the other man—this 
race and that race and the other race being inferior, and therefore they 
must be placed in an inferior position, discarding our standard that we have 
left us; let us discard all these things and unite as one people throughout 
this land until we shall once more stand up declaring that all men are cre- 
atedequal. * * * ILleave you. hoping that the lamp of liberty will burnin 
your bosoms until there shall no longer be a doubt that all men are created 


equal. 
This was in Philadelphia, on his way to Washington to take the 
e further said: 


oath of office as President of the United States. 


Your worthy mayor [of Philadelphia] has expressed the wish, in which I 
join with him, that it were convenient for me to remain in your city long 
enough for me to consult your merchants and manufacturers, or, as it were, 
to listen to those breathings arising within the consecrated walls wherein the 
Constitution of the United States and, I will add, the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence were originally framed and adopted. I assure youand your re 
that I had hoped on this occasion, and 2m all occasions es my life, that 
I — | Co nelhing inconsistent with the teachings of these holy and most 
sacred walls. 

I have never asked anything that does not breathe from those walls. All 
my political warfare has been in favor of the teachings that come forth from 
these sacred walls. May my right hand forget its cunning and _ tongue 
cleaye to the roof of my mouth if I ever prove false to those teachings. I 
have often inquired of "myself what great principle or idea it was that kept 
this Confederacy so long together. It was not the mere matter of the sepa- 
ration of the colonies trom the motherland, but that sentiment in the Declara- 
tion of Independence which gave liberty, not alone to the people of this 
country, but hope to all the world for all future time. * * Now, my 
friends, can this country be saved upon this basis? If it can, I shall consider 
myself one of the happiest men in the world if I can help tosave it. If it can 
not be saved upon those principles it will betruly awful. But if this country 
can not 7 saved without giving up that principle I would rather die than 
abandon it. 


Yet Senators stand here upon this floor and say that Lincoln 
spent four years of his life and went to a martyr’s grave to over- 
turn that very principle. Then he goes on: 

Those arguments that are made, that the inferior race are to be treated 
with as mich allowance as they are capable of enjoying; that as much is to 
be done for them as their condition will allow— 

He must have prophesied or seen in advance the speech that the 
Senator from Wisconsin os SPOONER] was going to make, and 
the speech of the Senator from Indiana | Mr, BEVERIDGE] also, Mr. 
President— 
what are these arguments? They are the arguments that kings have made 
for enslaving the people in all ages of the world. You will find that all the 
arguments in favor of kingcraft were of this class; they always bestrode the 
necks of the people, not that they wanted todo it, but because the people 
were better off for being ridden. 

To-day we revive the argument that those people are inferior, 
and that we have got to bless them with our presence and we 
have got to shoot vivilization into them; that we have got to 
butcher them by tens of thousands in order to make them more 
happy, and then that we are going to send our missionaries to 
christianize them, when already the percentage of their people 
who are members of the Christian church is much greater than 
ours, 


Let us 
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But this argument that the Constitution is worn out or ont- 
grown_and this argument that the Declaration of Independence 
is simply one of the nursery rhymes sung around the cradle of the 
Republic isnotnew. Ireadagainfrom Lincoln. Lincoln, July 17, 
1858, in a speech, made this statement: 


Mr. Brooks, of South Carolina, in one of his speeches, when they were 
presenting him canes, silver pint, gost pitchers, and the like, for assaulting 


enator Sumner, distinctly affirmed his opinion that when the Constitution 
was formed it was the belief of no man that slavery would last to the present 
day. He said that “I think the framers of our Constitution placed the in- 
stitution of slavery where the public mind rested, in the hope that it was in 
the course of ultimate extinction.”» But he went on to say that the men of 
the present age by their experience have become wiser than the framers of 
the Constitution, and the invention of the cotton gin had made the perpetuity 
of slavery a necessity in this country. 

Why, Mr. President, I do not suppose that the advocates of im- 
perialism or the doctrine of conquest, the burlesquers of the Con- 
stitution, the repudiators of the Declaration of Independence, had 
read that speech of Lincoln or had studied Brooks very much; yet 
they are not new, it appears, in their position. Brooks then 
thought that he had outlived the Constitution; the cotton gin made 
it necessary that slavery should continue; and here to-day the new 
interpreters of the Constitution and of the Declaration of Inde- 

endence tell us that it is necessary to abandon those documents 
in order that we may conquer people in the interests of trade. 

The gist of the argument of the supporters of the Administra- 
tion is that we wish to extend our trade andcommerce throughout 
the world. It is of interest in this connection to see what suc- 
cess we have had in the Philippines, 

I hold in my hand the monthly summary of the commerce of 
the Philippine Islands for July, August, and September, 1899, pre- 
pared by the division of customs and insular affairs, War Depart- 
ment, Washington, D. C., Government Printing Office. 

This pamphlet shows the total trade of the Philippine Isiands 
for the three months stated herein: Imports, $7,077,000 from all 
over the world. From the United States they imported $3::1,000, 
or one dollar to every twenty of their imports came from the United 
States. I find by examining the different pages of this document 
that of the $331,000 of trade with the United States $110,300 was 
liquor. So, after all, if trade follows the flag it must be the liquor 
trade. 

This certainly is not an encouraging prospect for the vast ex- 
penditure of life and money in order to conquer the Philippines 
and extend the trade relations of the United States. Three hun- 
dred and thirty-one thousand dollars out of an import trade of 
$7,077,000, and $110,300 of that was American liquor! 

This cry that we are going to bless the Filipinos, this talk that 
we are there for their good and their happiness and their prosper- 
ity, is also old, It has been heard before. It is the plea of the 
hypocrite, It is well personified in one of Dickens's works as 
follows: 

Stretching forth his flabby paw, Mr. Chadband lays the same on Jo's arm 
and considers where to station him. Jo, very doubtful of his reverend 
friend's intentions and not at all clear but that something practical and pain- 
ful is going to be done to him, mutters, “You let me alone. I never said 
nothink to you. You let me alone.” 

“No, my young friend,” says Chadband, smoothly, ‘tI will not let you 
alone. And why? use I am a harvest laborer, because I am a toiler and 
a moiler, because you are delivered over untoe me and are become as a pre- 
cious instrument in — hands. My friends, may I soemploy this instrument 
as to use it toe your Tr e, toe your profit, toe your gain, toe your wel- 
fare, toe your enrichment! y young friend, sit upon this stool.” 

Jo, apparently possesses by an impression that the reverend gentleman 
wants tocut his hair, shields his head with both arms, and is got into the 
required position with great difficulty and every possible manifestation of 
reluctance. 

So it appears human nature is about the same whether in Eng- 
land or in Asia. But let ussee. This doctrine that we are going 
to do them good, is older even than Dickens. 

I have read McKinley’s proclamation to the Filipinos, and I have 
put together the proclamation tothe people of the Philippines and 
the proclamaiton of the King of Assyria, written eighteen hundred 
years before Christ. A man would think McKinley had plagiar- 
ized his proclamation from that. ; 

Ragozin,in his history of Assyria, gives a literal translation of 
a proclamation issued by Asshurbanipal to the pa of Elam. 
The Elamites had gone to war. No, their country had been in- 
vaded by Asshurbanipal’s forces, he had overrun the land, cutting 
down the trees, filling up the wells, killing the inhabitants. He 
captured their capital city, killed their king, took 208,000 of their 
people into captivity as slaves, drove off most of the cattle of the 
rest of them, and then sent them this affectionate proclamation: 

The willof the king to the men of the coast, the sea, the sons of my serv- 
ants. 

My peace to your hearts; may you be well. 

1 a washes over you, cull’ from the sin of your king, Nabubelzikri, I 
have separated you. ow I send to you my servant Belibni to be my deputy 
oe Fen I have joined with you, keeping your good and your benefit in my 
sig 

Mr. McKinley says to the Filipinos: 

Finally, it should be the earnest and paramount aim of the Administra- 
tion to win the confidence, respect, and affection of the inhabitants of the 
Philippines by insuring to them in every ible way the full measure of 
individual rights and liberty which is the heritage of a free people, and by 
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proving to them that the mission of the United States is one of benevolent 
assimilation, which will substitute the mild sway of justice and right for 
arbitrary rule. In the fulfillment of this high mission, while upholding the 
temporary administration of affairs for the greatest good of the governed, 
there will be sedulously maintained the strong arm of authority to repress 
disturbance and to overcome all obstacles to the bestowal of the blessings of 
good and stable government upon the people of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Will tho Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me to make a conference report? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will finish in a minute, and then it can be 
made. I should like to finish, as it will take me but a minute. 

How much like King George this reads. King George said: 

Iam desirous of restoring to them the blessings of law and liberty equally 
enjoyed by every British subject, which they have fatally and desperately 
exchanged for the calamities of war and the arbitrary tyranny of their chiefs. 

This is what King George said to us when we rebelled. Here 
is another sample of how God is in all these things, We have 
done it to the glory of God and for the good of those people. How 
common it is for men, especially when they want to do mean 
things, to undertake to silence their conscience by appealing to 
the Deity: 

Los ANGELES, CAL., June 10. 

Tam not given to talking about prize fights, and I fear the public will not 
understand me when Isay that the Lord of Hosts was in the battle of last night. 
Like all other battles, this is a victory for our Lord and Saviour— 

This is Jeffries’s father after he had licked Fitzsimmons— 

My boy won it because the Lord so willed it, and if he had been defeated 
it would have been through a power greater than we know of. 

I supposed he won it because he outweighed Fitzsimmons and 
outfought him. 

Thus reflected the preacher father of Jim Jeffries, the world heavy-weight 
champion prize fighter, when asked his opinion upon the results of the now 
celebrated contest. The fact can not be disguised that Mamma and Papa 
Jeffries, the big brother, and three sisters are supremely happy that the big 
boy won the battle, and that the possibilities of defeat have caused serious 


reflection. All day the curious, idle, and jubilant friends of the family have 
crowded around and about the Jeffries home in East Los Angeles. 


Now, Mr. President, I wish to read simply an extract from Pro- 
fessor Creasy in his Fifteen Decisive Battles of the World: 

There has never been a republic yet in history that acquired dominion 
over another nation that did not rule it selfishly and oppressively. There is 
no single exception to this rule, either in ancient or modern times. Carthage, 
Rome, Venice, Genoa, Florence, Pisa, Holland, and republican France all 
: —- over every province and subject state where they gained au- 

Mr. President, I believe that if this policy is continued there is 
no limit to its bounds; that if we can justify taking the people of 
the Philippines and governing them against their will, if we can 
justify conquering countries where our Constitution can not go, 
our armies will soon be seen marching across Mexico, down the 
Isthmus to South America, laying death and desolation in their 
track, rearing upon the ruins of those free governments a tyran- 
nical, despotic policy, and when it is done our liberties will be 

one. 
. Oh, you can not control this question in the United States with- 
out an immense navy and astanding army. You must have one 
man given supreme control of all, so that he can move with rapid- 
ity, so that decisions can be made ina day and armies marched 
and ships moved where danger is seen, and therefore despotism 
must be the result. 

Mr. President, a republic and an empire can not exist under the 
same flag. No country should be brought within our bounds 
where our Constitution can not go,and no people should ever un- 
dertake to send their constitution to a country whose inhabitants 
have not the capacity and ability to maintain and support it, 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently said: This afternoon I intended 
to ask to have printed as an appendix to my speech in regard to 
the Philippine Islands certain extracts from the reports of our 
officers with regard to the character of the people of the islands. 
There is no original matter whatever in it. Some of it is from 
newspaper correspondents, but most of it is official, from the offi- 
cers of the Government, from the officials’ reports, and from Docu- 
ment No. 62. Iaskto have it printed as an appendix to my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX. 
CHARACTER OF FILIPINOS. 


It may be well to quote Gen. T. M. Anderson in the Chicago Times-Herald: 
“As to the Filipinos themselves, I understand many erroneous impressions 
are current. I was in the Philippines until the latter part of March, having 
been sent there in June, 1898, in command of the first military expedition, 
and during that time I had some chance for studying the Filipino character 
mind. I regard the Filipinos, such as have been carrying on operations 
against our forces in the island of Luzon, as being not far below the Japanese 
in intelligence and capability of culture. Nearly all can read and write; they 
have many schools, and there are a number of newspapers. Their cities are 
populous and well jaid out and kept. There are many engineers and artists 
among the Filipinos.” 
Gen. Charles King is a close observer of people. He spent quite a time in 
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the Philippines and fought the Filipinos, yet he wrote the following letter to 
the Milwaukee Journal: 





SAN FRANCISCO, June 
To the Editor of the Journal, Milwaukee, Wis. 


DEAR Sir: Thinking over your telegram and request of June 7, I find my- 
self seriously embarrassed. Asan officer of the Army thereare many reasons 
why I should not give my “views of situation in the Philippines, how long 
conina likely to continue, and thoughts as to America’s part in future of 
ishinds 

The capability of the Filipinos for self-government can not be doubted; 
such men as Arellano, Aguinaldo, and many others whom I might name are 
highly educated; nine-tenths of the people read and write; all are skilled arti- 
sans In one way or another; they are industrious, frugal, temperate; and, 
given a fair start, could look out for themselves infinitely better than our 
people imagine. In my opinion they rank far higher than the Cubans or the 
uneducated negroes to whem we have given the right of suffrage. 

Very truly, yours, 
CHARLES KING. 

As to the government maintained by the Philippine republic, I shall 
quote from a letter of Lieut. Henry Page, of the United States Army, to the 
Chicago Record. It was written February 25, 1899. In it he says ; 

“When we reached the headquarters of Santa Ana another surprise 
awaited us, for here was found some of the machinery of Aguinaldo’s gov- 
ernment. Among the papers scattered about in confusion by the retreating 
officials were telegrams, letters, and commissions showing something of their 
system. One letter was from a township governor asking relief from his 
duties. Asurgeon’s certificate wasinclosed. It had been forwarded through 
official channels to Aguinaldo’s secretary of state and returned, with abun- 
dant indorsements, approved. With it was an order to the governor of the 
province to have a new election. Another letter was a complaint made 
against another local governor for maladministration. It stated the charges 
in real legal form ond was duly signed. The numerous papers concerning 
school-teachers’ appointments showed that the Filipinos had already per- 
fected arrangements for the education of the youth on a large scale. — 

“TI might also mention the deeds of property, records of births, deaths, etc., 
to show that Aguinaldo's organization is at least not a laughable farce. I 
might mention also meteorological and other scientific instruments and rec- 
ords to show that the Filipinos did not neglect science during those busy, 
warlike times. Letters dated February 4, from Malolos, showed that they 
had a good courier system. <A book on tactics,engravings of the several uni- 
forins, beautiful topographical maps, copies of the declaration of independ- 
ence and the revolutionary constitution, military and state seals, and other 
— all went to show that labor and intelligence were united in their pro- 

uction, 

Notwithstanding the difficulties under which the Filipino government ex- 
isted, how much inferior was it, as indicated by Lieutenant Page's letter, to 
our own Government? Was it the work of a people who need the guardian- 
ship of the United States? 

In a letter to the Secretary of State Agoncillo said, on January 4, 1899: 

* The Philippine Islandsare ina state of public order. They possess a gov- 
ernment satisfactory to their inhabitants, and are without an enemy within 
their borders offering any resistance to its just operations, and they find 
themselves to be at peace with all the world.” 

Every people, if left to themselves, will have as good government as they 
are entitled to, and they can not be given a better one. It isa novel doctrine 
that a remote people must have agovernment satisfactory tous. Since when 
has 1t become essential that every weak people must have a government of 
our choosing? 


CAPACITY OF FILIPINOS FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


Lieut. John D. Ford, United States Navy, of the Olympia, who left Manila 
May 9%, 1899, interview in Baltimore: 

“The Filipinos are of an intelligent, industrious character. The women 
are virtuous, more so, perhaps, than those of almost any other nation. It is 
believed by many that they are avery ignorant race, but such is not the case. 
There is hardly a man or woman, even in the middle class, who can not read 
and write. The children are given early education and are quick to learn. 
The half-savage Negritos are no more representatives of the Filipino race 
than our Indians are representatives of this great country. There are only 
about 100,000 Negritos in a population of between 7,000,000 or 8,000,000 Filipinos, 
and it is unfair for these people to be classed with them.” * * * 

Gen. Charles A. Whittier before peace commission: 

**T went over the line of the only railroad in the Philippines, leaving one 
Saturday morning (in August, 1898) and going up 120 miles through the rice 
fields, a country of marvelous and most extraordinary fertility. The next 
morning we started out early and went up to Dagupan Bay, the terminus of 
the road. * * * 

“At this time I was collector of the port, and during this time I heard all 
sorts of expressions, and I think I hadavery fair opportunity— being amused 
with the natives and studying their peculiarities—to form a fair judgment. 
I stand alittle isolated in my opinions, however, perhaps. Men so quickly 
dismiss tho natives from their minds as simply ‘niggers’ and ‘savages;’ but 
when you think of all they have done you must give them credit for great 
capacity.” 

Sdwin Wildman, United States vice-consul at Hongkong, in the Munsey, 
April, 1899: 

* Hundreds of natives speak English and thousands Spanish; some have 
been educated in Madrid and Paris. There are native assistants in the Ma- 
nila observatory who handle the delicate instruments for measuring sound 
waves, registering seismic oscillations, determining the movements of atmos- 
pheric disturbances, and calculsting weather prognostications. The richest 
man in thearchipelagoisanative. Nativecures occupy many of thechurches 
in the provinces. * * * Unquestionably there is good material in our new 
found friend the Filipino, for it is inconceivable that he will decide to be our 
enemy: and the time is ripe for his development into a worthy and self 
respecting member of the family of nations." ; 

Capt. H. L. Wells, Second Oregon Volunteers, in October, 1898, witnessed 
a grand review of the army of the Republica Vilipinos at San Fernando, and a 
ball, and of these he wrote in the Pacific Monthly: 

“When I beheld the display of wealth, the bitterness of feeling of the 
planters against Speta. and their enthusiasm for the cause of liberty, [ under- 
stood better than before how it had been possible for Aguinaldo to carry on 
the insurrection and maintain his army of barefooted warriors in the field. 
These rich, educated, and intelligent landed proprietors are the brains and 
sinew of the revolution, while the common herd, which is guided by themas 
absolutely as the populace of any country is managed by the aristocracy, is 
the bone.” 

Brig. Gen. Charles A. King, interview in Catholic Citizen, Milwaukee, after 
his return home: 

“The Americans here do not realize the truth that nine-tenths of the peo- 
ple in the Philippines can read and write. Men havetold meagain and again 
that they can not credit it. I told those whom I met it was certainly so, and 
I have as authority the Jesuits, whose friendship I was fortunate in making 
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in Manila, who are capital men and who assured me that this isso. You see 
the people are all Catholics, and their children are educated in the parochial 
schools. They have a good common-school education. There is no culture, 
excepting among the higher classes of course, but there is fair education 
everywhere; and many people have ability. The men in power whom I met 
are gentlemen, many of them scholars, educated abroad, polished in manners, 
perfect in courtesy, broad minded, and ripe in judgment. There is no rea- 
gon in the world why the people should not have the self-government which 
they so passionately desire, so far as their individual ability to carry it on 
ors 

. Letter of Admiral Dewey August 29, 1899, to peace commission in Paris: 

“The — 10n of Luzon is reported to be something over 3,000,000, mostly 
natives. These are gontle, docile. and under just laws and with the benefits 
of popular education would soon make good citizens. Ina telgram sent to 
the Department on June 23 I expressed the opinion that ‘these people are 
far superior in their intel ceand more capable of self-government than 
the natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both races.’ Further inter- 
course with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 

* Panay, Cebu, Negros, and Leyte are very thickly populated and well cul- 
tivated. In these islands the natives are conceded to be the best educated 
and furthest advanced in civilization.” 

Lieut. Henry Page, U. 8. A.. in letter in Chicago Record, May, 1899: 

“ When we reached the headquarters at Santa Ana another surprise 
awaited us, for here was found some of the machinery of Aguinaldo's govern- 
ment. Among the papers scattered about in confusion by the ane 
officials were telegrams, letters, and com . showing something 
their system. One letter was from a township governor asking relief from 
his duties; a surgeon's certificate was inclosed. lt had been forwarded 
through official channels to Aguinaldo's secretary of state and returned with 
abundant indorsement approved. With it was an order to the governor of 
the province to have a new election. Another letter was a complaint made 
against another local governor for maladministration. It stated the char 
in real legal form, and was duly signed. The numerous papers concerning 
school-teachers’' appointments showed that the pinos had already per- 
fected arran ents for the education of the youth on a large scale. 

*T might also mention the deedsof property, records of births, deaths, etc., 
toshow that Aguinaldo's organization isat least notalaughablefarce. Lmight 
mention also meteorological and other scientific instruments and records to 
show that the Filipinos didn't neglect science during those busy, warlike 
times. Letters dated February 4 from Malolos showed that they had a good 
courier system. A book on tactics, engravings of the several uniforms, beau- 
tiful topegraphical maps, copies of the ion of independence and the 
revolutionary constitution, military and state seals and other articles all 
went to show that labor and inte were united in their production. 

“Very naturally the whole Fili structure is built upon the Spanish 
model. Their uniforms, like every detail of government, are copied more or 
less exactly. But the Filipino is an imitative little body. He is always anx- 
ious to learn new methods, and he masters them very quickly.” 

Provisional! constitution, procl June 20, " 

“Art. 2. As soon as the inhabitants of each town are free from Spanish 
domination, the most intelli tand capable of the people, distinguished by 
their intelligence, social tion, and honorable conduct, both in the towns, 
villages, and provinces, s assemble in n —_— meeting and there pro- 

town, and also a head man 

g as such suburbs or villages 

the existing centers of population. 

stated in the conditions ex- 

mee of the Philippine Islands and 

ve arrived at 2] years of age, shall have the right to compose this public 
meeting and be eligible for election.” 

Capt. Mark L. Hersey, quartermaster, Twelfth United States Infantry, 
interviewed in Boston Globle, August, 1899: 

“Is Manila a good place for Americans?"’ 

“For the capitalists, I should say yes. For the laboring man, no. Labor 
is too cheap. hy. you can hire the best of male servants for $4 American 
money a month. re are vast coal flelds there. American capital, aided 
by native labor, could produce coal at $3.50 ton, whereas it costs about 

- $17.50 per ton. The country is fertile*beyond any standard we have in this 
country.” : 

“ What about the le?" 

“They are far from being the ignorant men that they have been repre- 
sented tobe. They are not idol a but ee Catholicchurch, 
and are well grounded in the tenets of their belief. y are an intelligent 
people, a large part of them being able to read and write. In my grmy ape 
rience I have come in contact with the Mexican greasers and the Cubans. 
From what I saw @nd heard while in Manila I have no hesitation in sa 
that they are the superior of either of these people. They are men of educa- 
tion and refinement.” 

“Are they competent to govern themselves?” 

“ Well, the Mexicans have succeeded very well in that direction, and I see 
no reason why the Filipinos shouldn't, inasmuch as I believe them far more 
intelligent than the former.” 

* What sort of field is it for the missionary?" 

“Well, they might just as well send them to convert the people of Spain. 
There is just as much chance to make converts." 

Gen. Charles A. King, letter to Milwaukee Journal from San Francisco, 
June 22, 1808: 

‘The capability of the Filipinos for self-government can not be doubted. 
Such men as Arellano, Aguinaldo, and many others whom I t name are 
highly educated. Nine-tenths of the people read and write. are skilled 
artisans in one way or another. They are industrious, frugal, temperate, 
and, given a fair start, could look out for thetmselves infinitely better than 
our people imagine. In my opinion, they rank far higher than the Cubans, 
or uneducated negroes to whom we have given the right of suffrage.” 

President Schurman, interview in Chicago, August 21, 1899: 

“What sort of people are the Tagalos?” 

“ Well, most of them are Christians. T and the of the Visayas 
and parts of the people of all the other islands of the Philippines are Catho- 
lics, converted to Christianity by the . Some of thosein Luzon are 
still barbarians. They have a heathen form of the Malayan sort.” 

President Schurman interviewed in Omaha Bee, August 19, 1899: 

“It will be a surprise to many Americans to know,” said President 
man, “ that the educated ee a ee ple in 
the world. You may take their lawyers, doctors, ariists, and ed busi- 
oe et of the same class of any other country, and 
they will equal them in mental capacity and in every attribute of citizenship. 
Great are the possibilities of these and theircountry. They are 
to perceive the advantages of Western civilization; they are a 
hope to improve their condition intellectually and materially. 
must deal gently with the Filipino. Heis enti to eae 
— There are many onan Seetts in = eet h — is ex- 
emplary, and as a class we w or or. 
Once his confidence is if deal with in a serene cae 
ner, the m — will all be dissipated and will realize 


that the American 


ceed to elect, by a majority of votes, a chief of 
or chief of each suburb or village, i 
no’ only those before as such, but as we 
All those inhabitants that possess the c: 
seas. thatare lovers of the inde 
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The Catholic World gives the following statistics of the church member- 
ship in the Philippines: 
Under Augustinans 
Under Recollects ...... debt thinenity wigiee Glide tatintie canaienineniined 
Under Franciscans 
Under Dominicans 
SOD GON ane sedate aotiestes 213, 065 
Under secular clergy 967,204 


Extract from a letter by Orman Osbon, of the First South Dakota, dated 
at Bacolor, Philippine Islands, August 31, 1899: 

“There are in this town many wealthy people who were glad to see us 
come. Many in the States doubtless believe this country a wilderness and 
the people a. I wouid like to take them into some houses here and see 
them stare. There is one gentleman here who formerly practiced in the 
Manila courts. While you might not expect him to be quite a savage, you 
would scarcely look for a fine Greek scholar in the jungles of Luzon; yet 
here is surely one. There is another family of musicians here. They havea 
very fine place, and I have spent some as pleasant evenings there listening to 
the piano, violin, mandolin, , and singing as I ever passed in my life. 

“Sefior Joven is a scientist quite up in modern electrical research. His 
honse is lighted by an electric plant of his own manufacture. He was edu- 
cated in Hongkong and Japan,and isa Freethinker. But the man I am most 
interested in is the principal of the schools, from whom I am taking instruc- 
tions in Spanish. I go down at 3 o'clock and business begins. I teach him 
English and he teaches me Spanish.” 

aptain O'Farrell in the Irish World: 


2, 082, 131 

--- 1,175,156 
--- 1,010,758 
690, 851 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
Editor Irish World: 


There are about 600 islands in the Philippine group, but there are only 11 
of them large enough to merit consideration, viz: Luzon, Mindanao, Samor, 
Panay, Negros, Polann, Mindoro, Leyte, Cebu, Masbate, and Bojol. Luzon, 
the largest of these i , contains about 43,000 square miles—nearly equal 
in size to Virginia or Ohio. 

The population has been estimated at about 10,000,000, but is not accurately 
known. Weare indebted to the priests for census and maps of the islands 
Mm or Moros, should not be confounded with the Philippine or Chris- 

n islands. 

There are five Catholic bishops, with their respective dioceses, in which 
the members are enumerated as follows: The diocese of Manila, 1,817,445; 
os eiostes Jaro, 1,310,732; Viga, 997,629; Camarines, 691,298, making a to 

al of 6 . 

These eoue have their colleges, schools, churches, and convents through- 
out the is! 8. 

There has not been a city or village captured by our army but had wel! 
appointed separate schools for boys and girls, while the large cities have finv 
colleges and seminaries. Foreman, in his book on the Philippines, published 
by Scribner's Sons, 1899, says: ““The teaching offered to students in Manila 
was very advanced. The curriculum in the Athenw#um embraced algebra, 
arithmetic, agriculture, commerce, commercial law, commercial geography, 
English, French, eoemetee. Greek, history, Latin grammar, Latin composi- 
tion, mechanics’, mercantile arithmetic, natural history, physics, chemistry, 
philosophy, painting, rhetoric and poetry, Spanish classics, Spanish composi- 

ion, topography, and trigonometry. 

“In the high school for girls the following was the curriculum: 

“Arithmetic, drawing, ‘Gress cutting, French, raphy, geometry, geo- 
logy, history of Spain, ry of the Philippines, music, needlework, physics, 
reading—prose and verse—S ish grammar, sacred history. 

“There are still higher co where students study theology and law."’ 

Foreman further says: “The natives have an rent passion for music 
Musicians are to be found in every village, and there was scarcely a parish 
without its orchestra.” 

Of course we know that mp are mainly of the Malay race, and are 
divided into several tribes. They k about tw different dialects. 
The two test or most important divisions are and the Visa- 
yans. It is stated that 70 to 80 per cent of the Tagals can read and write their 
own language, which, to their credit be it said, they have preserved, despite 
the efforts of the government to force the Spanish language upon them. 

a a S pagtecowared these isiands in 121. England conquered them from 
pain ste. 

The natives under the leadership of General Anda, who was the Aguinaldo 
of that day, continued the war nst the British for about two years, fight 
ing over the came ground contested between Otis and Aguinaldo during the 
past six months. 

In 1764. treaty of peace was made between England and Spain, when the 
British withdrew. It appears that they were glad to get out of the place, 1s 
they failed to collect « ransom of $5,000 which they levied on Manila at tho 
time of its capture. I meoy also state here that a royal commission had pre 
viously advised Philip II, King of Spain, to abandon the islands because 
they were unproductive and costly. His Majesty declined on account of tho 
salvation of the souls of the natives who had been converted. 

The chief products of the islands are sugar, rice, tobacco, and hemp. 


GENERAL REEVE'’S TESTIMONY—SAY8 DIFFUSION OF KNOWLEDGE AMONG 
FILIPINOS IS GENERAL—DOMINICAN UNIVERSITY WITH 5,000 STUDENTS 
CONCILIATORY METHODS WOULD HAVE PREVENTED THE WAR —OTIS'S 
ARROGANT POLICY. 

{From the San Francisco, Cal., Republican.] 

When I was appointed chief of police of a city of 350,000 inhabitants | 
deemed it wise to ascertain as soon as ble something definite and to tho 
— regarding the character, traits, disposition, and intelligence of the na 

ive population, Accordingly I scught the counsel of the leading English, 

Scotch, and German merchants. ioee told me that the Filipinos were inte! 

ligent, industrious, able, and f of home life. Personal investigation 

convinced me that the natives were engaged in all branches of industry. In 
the professions of law and medicine were many of the natives. 

The best dentist in Luzon was an officer in ‘sarmy. In the field 
of mechanical and railway pursuits the Filipinos were active and promising. 

I was surprised to ascertain that the diffusion of knowledge was general. 
The percentage of natives able to read and write was large. ¢ a 

The enrollment of students in the San Thomas and Dominican universities 
and the attention of knowledge as law, medicine, liberal 
arts, and civil excited my surprise. 

Five students were enrolled at the Dominican University. | 
mention these facts to dispel the impression that the Filipinos are ignorant 


uniettered savages. 
Thronghout the provinces in the island of Luzon 
peers, Sona ve priests. 
n the provinces we courts and established, and found local 
SS ee ee of - 
Tor money s0 collected terests verned. 
The disposition the natives was that of extreme friendship toward 


commen schools and 











In the city of Manila the Filipinos, especially those who were wealthy, 
wore anxious to remove the impression that they were ignorant of the re- 
quirements of modern life and the usages of civilization. They readily ex- 
tended the hospitality of their homes to American officers of the military 
and civil service. 

While I was General Garcia's guest I met an officer of the staff who spoke 
English fluently. Naturally the future of the islands was the topic of con- 
versation, which brought forward the question whether the natives were 
capable of self-government. General Garcia's talk was interpreted. He 
favored a policy of permitting the natives to test their ability to govern 
themselves under the protection of the United States. The same sentiments 
were expressed by Aguinaldo. 

General Reeve was asked if the bloodshod—the conflict of arms—could have 
besg eventos by an intelligent policy of conciliation, and to the question he 
rep : 

Conciliatory methods wor’! have prevented the war. 

General Otis's unfortunate proclamation of January 4 rendered conciliation 
almost impossible. He adopted the policy of ignoring the natives, of treating 
them as half-civilized savages. 

Now, we all agree to the proposition that the insurrection must be sup- 
pressed, but in the nning a conciliatory course was not adopted. 

No indication was given to the Filipinos as to the future intentions of the 
Government. In August, September, and October, immediately following 
the capture of Manila, the roan kept aoe what we were going to do, 
and ourauthorities replied, ** We can not tell until the Paris Commission gets 
through.” The Filipino would ask, ** What will you do if you acquire the is- 
lands?" And still nohint was given to them by eral Otis until it was too 
late. He ignored them completely. At every step of the aoc negotiations 
he stipulated that nothing should be considered until the Filipinos laid down 
their arms. Herein is where the natives mistrusted the Americans. The 
Filipinos had many lessons from Spain in the folly of laying down arms. 
They were not able to comprehend the difference between Spanish and 
American promises. 


ADMIRAL DEWEY'S GOOD OPINION OF THE FILIPINOS. 


Admiral oe entertains a high opinion of the industry and intelligence 
of the natives. He employed many of them at Cavite Arsenal, and spoke 
highly of them. The natives expressed great admiration for the Admiral. 
He holds to the opinion that the Filipinos are capable of self-government, and, 
in my judgment, he firmly believes that the war could have been honorably 
avoided by an enlightened policy of conciliation in dealing with the natives. 
The Filipinos are much better fitted for independence and self-government 
than are the Cabans. It is wy understanding that Admiral Dewey has on 
several occasions stated that the Filipinos were capable of self-government, 


- that a wise policy of conciliation would have averted the war against the 
natives. 


NAVAL PAYMASTER WILCOX FOUND A GOOD GOVERNMENT AND A HIGHLY 
. CIVILIZED PEOPLE. 


[Paymaster W. R. Wilcox, United States Navy, in the Independent. ] 


No doubt it is a misfortune that the Filipino does not understand Ameri- 
can valor, and I dare say it is equally unpleasant that the average American 
does not know the true character of the natives of the Philippine Islands. 
Diplomacy could do much, and justice as we claim for ourselves could do 
more. 

HOSPITALITY OF THE FILIPINOS. 


I was fortunate in being allowed by. Admiral Dewey to make a long jour- 
ney through the island of Luzon; in fact, I covered the whole northern por- 
tion from Manila to Apari with the then Naval Cadet Sargent, and in no 
country have I been treated with more kindly hospitality. 

On reaching Aritao, the presidente local put us up in an old convent, and 
his band serenaded us at night, and in the morning everywhere the same 
generous kindness was shown. Our next stop was at Bambang, where the 
nephew of Aguinaldo met us some distance out of town, guns fi and con- 
vent belis ringing. 

AGUINALDO'S POLISHED COURTESY. 


In the evening a fine orchestra was stationed in the hall, and lulled two 
sleepy Americanos to rest in sweetest strains, for almost all Filipinos can play 
some sort of music. In leaving this spot we were accompanied by soldier. 
as usual, and by Aguinaldo himself, to Bayombong, capital of the province o! 


Nueva a I was met at the bank of the river 7 presidente local, 
and we rode into town amid flags flying and the band playing, and were taken 
to the municipal building. 


PEOPLE OF THE INTERIOR HIGHLY ACOOMPLISHED. 


From this place our next important stop was [ligan, the capital of the 
——- of Isabella, where millions of dollars come in annually to purchase 
ee of tobacco which is grown in this perhaps most fertile province 
whole of Luzon. On our first night in this inland capital we wero 
given a dance, at which 50 well-dressed young ladies and the same number of 
tlemen attended; I was sorry, indeed, I had not my dresssuit. One young 
with whom I danced had a splendid gown of rare silk, handsomely em- 
broidered, and she danced, I confess, better than I; she wasa fine player on the 
piano, and sang many songsforus. The next night a theater was given, and 
Se ee RES Ss OS Geek eh eine Cisas 6 eS Geeeele 
country. 


GENERAL LAWTON’'S PROTEST. 


Rev. Peter McQueen, of Boston, returned in August from the Philippines, 
and he re Maj. Gen. Henry W. Lawton as saying: 

“ The Filipinos are a very fine set of soldiers. They are far better than the 
Indians. The latter never fight unless they have absolute advantage. 
The Tagals are what I would call a civilized race. They are good mechanics, 
imitative—they manufacture everything. They have arsenals and cartridge 
factories and powder mills. They can manufacture everything they need. 
There is a arm they are get the knack of making. ‘ every- 
thing into corsideration—the few ties they havo, the many drawbracks— 

are a very ingenious and artisticrace. And taking intoaccount the dis- 

ag eaiages thay have to fight against in arms, equipment, and mili disci- 

pline, wi tartiliery, short of ammunition, powder inferior, shells reloaded 
until they are defective, inferior in every particular of equipment and su 

they are the bravest men I have ever seen. The F nos are not mil- 

ih nature. They are rather domestic in tastes and habits, peace loving 

and industrious. 


“Ami the eins there are many cultured people who would ornament 
ron re in the world—ladies who have studied and traveled; men 


é 
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time for diplomacy, time for mutual understandings. These men are indom 
itable. At Bacoor bridge they waited till the Americans brought their can 
non to within 3% yards of their trenches. Such men have the right to be 
heard. All they want is a little justice.” 


[Hongkong Telegraph. ] 
THE FILIPINOS. 

From the constantly growing crop of exploded storics concerning the moral 
turpitude and general worthlessness of the Filipinos, it is very evident that 
much of our previous information on the sabject bas been inspired by other 
motives than a desire to tell the truth aboutthem. Our experience with the 
Cuba prevaricator seems to have been duplicated in the Philippines, and for 
this reason it seems particularily unfortunate that none of our consular offi- 
cials in Manila or Hongkong. who from longer residence best understand 
their character, were sent to Paris along with General Merritt for the more 
complete enlightenment of our peace commissioners. 

General Merritt's information and opinions concerning the military and 
naval situation at Manila, reinforced as they undoubtedly are by those of 
Admiral Dewey, were, of course, vitally necessary to the commissioners at 
this time. But it could not be expected that after an experience of but four 
or five weeks of army operations in and around Manila, he could furnish that 
variety and exactness of information concerning the nativesthat either Con 
sul-General Wildman or Consul Williams is possessed of. 

It is a somewhat significant fact that both of these civil officials, who have 
lived with and closely observed the Filipinos for several years, have a much 
higher opinion of them than do the all-wise and absolutely truthful press 
correspondents, with a few weeks’ observation in a time of turmoil an 1 rev 
olution and a great desire to send a good “ big story "' over tho cable to their 
agers. 

he consuls, however, happen to be backed in their favorable opinion of 
the natives by Admiral Dewey and also by Prof. Dean C. Worcester, who 
spent nearly four years on the whole archipelago, engaged in his researches 
and collections as a naturalist, and who undoubtedly came in contact with 
more classes and varieties of the Philippine natives than any other white 
man who has ever visited them. 

This isa part of what Professor Worcester has to say on this subject in the 
October Century: “The people of mixed blood and the civilized natives really 
constitute the bulk of the population, and for our present purpose may be 
treated as one class. In characterizing them I shall quote the opinion of a 
former British consul, not only because I agree with him, but because I wish 
to make plain the fact that my good opinion of them does not lack for con 
firmation: 

*** Rarely is an peteotrenicns people a satisfactory one toeye or mind. But 
this can not be said of the Philippine Malay, whoin bodily formation and men- 
tal characteristics alike may fairly claima place, not among the middling 
ones merely, but among the higher names inscribed on the world's national 
scale. He is characterized by a concentrated, never-absent self-respect; an 
habitual self-restraint in word and deed, very rarely broken except when ox 
treme provocation induces the transitory but fatal faenzy knownas “amuck;” 
an inbred courtesy equally diffused through all classes, high or low: by un- 
failing decorum, prudence, caution, cheerfulness, ready hospitality, and cor- 
rect, though not inventive, taste. His family is a pleasing sight—much sub- 
ordination and little constraint, liberty, not license. Orderly children, re- 
spected parents, women subject but not oppressed, men ruling but not despotic, 
reverence with kindness, obedience in affection—these form a lovable picture 
by no means rare in the villages of the Eastern isies.’" 

This is, indeed, a very different story from those we havo been hearing 
and while Professor Worcester does not think the Philippine native is yet 
capable of complete self-government, does it not seem that by an entirely 
considerate, just, and humane leading hand extended from this great nation 
of ours he may ultimately become so, and make his country tit for a colonial 
union, at least, with the United States?— Boston Times. 


FILIPINO CIVILIZATION, AS DISCOVERED BY A SPECIAL CORRESPONDENT OF 
THE MINNEAPOLIS TIMES AND UNITED STATES ARMY OFFICERS 
MINNEAPOLIS, July 19, 1899 

A special from Manila to the Times from its special correspondent contains 
the followin 3 ; ; 
“ Those who believed that the natives in the country districts were wild 
and untutored savages have been most agreeably surprised. The Tagalogs 
of central Luzon are by no means a barbarian people, even though their fect 
are uncovered and their right to bare arms has not been infringed. Tho 
Pampangese, or the natives of Pampanga proses. are more refined in ap- 

rance, larger in stature, and more intelligent than their southern neigh- 

rs, the Taga] and speak a different dialect. Every town has its church 

and school, and in almost every house the soldiers found books, well-written 
letters, and other evidences of intelligence and education 

“Tho scrawny and measly-looking rabble that makes Manila hideous is not 
to be compared with the Filipinos of the country districts. 

Tho Times correspondent took particular pains to inquire into the kind of 
government that had prevailed in the different towns during the régime of 
the Filipino republic. In Baliuag, the largest town captured by Lawton's 
flying column, President Marciano, a full-blood native, was directing aflairs 
of local government in a manner highly satisfactory to the business men and 
other residents of the charming pueblo. 

The 25,000 or 30,000 inhabitants of the town were amply protected in their 
personal and civil rights by a police force consisting of twelve picked natives 
An apartment in the upper story of the large and magnificent church was 
used as a council chamber and a court room, where civil and criminal cases 
were tried. Serious crimes, however, are of rare occurrence among the na- 


ves. 

When San Miguel was taken several prominent Filipino business men of 
the town remained behind, trusting to the generous treatment of the vict 
ousinvaders. Simon Teeson, president of the pueblo, had departed for the 
mountain districts with the majority. His residence was made brigade head 

uarters. Its interior decorations wero superb, and bore high testimony to 
skill of the native as a painter, a fresco artist, and a wood carver 

As General Lawton and Colonel Somers indulged ina game on the departed 
ioemterat mayor's billiard table, they remarked that at home people were 
still of the opinion that the soldiers here were fighting savages armed with 
bows and arrows. Said Lawton: “ Noone would believe us overin the States 
if we told them of finding such luxuries as this in the ‘ wilas of the Philippine 

ungle.’”’ 

; Simon Teeson had been mayor of San Miguel during the Spanish régime, 
but became an active spirit in the revolutionary councils at the time of the 
rebellion in 1896. Every native that the writer talked with at San Miguel 
was of the opinion that the Filipino government, both national and local, 
was satisfactory, and those who were informed on political events all ex 

pressed the belief that the present tronble would not have occurred had the 
Administration at Washington given the Filipino people a definite promise of 
independence, either immediate or future. The proclamation by General 
Otis, January 4, crushed their hopes, and they could not understand why the 





-_ 

i) 
6652 
United States should not treat thei in the same way asthe Cubans. San 
Miguel has always been an insurgent hotbed, and its numerous wealthy 
natives have contributed large sums of money to the revolutionary cause. 

After San Miguel, the next inyportant town taken was San Isidro, in the 
province of Nueva Ecija. This place had been the capital of the Filipino 
republic since the fall of Malolos, and here Aguinaldo and members of the 
cabinet and congress were well known. 

Each day's developments are disclosing the base duplicity employed by the 
McKinley Administration in dealing with the Spanish-American and Mc- 
Kinley’s private war in the Asiatic country. General Reeves, General King, 
Commodore Ford, Surgeon McQuestion. and many other Army and Navy 
officers who have returned from the Philippines, to say nothing of the scores 
of privates who have been discharged after nearly a year in that country 
demonstrate beyond question that the Filipinos, the soldiers themselves, anc 
the public generally, have been “ flimflammed "’ for the past year completely 
by the * board of strategy” at Washington, ostensibly consisting of Alger, 
Corbin, and McKinley. Of course behind this body of war managers are the 
millionaire bondholders and franchise speculators who guide the acts of the 
public servants, and with the assistance of the Associated Press trust and 
secret news censor, news is manufactured and public utterances made by 
those in charge. Secretly the Government is being committed to entirely a 
different position, 

‘The public has been given to understand that the Cuban people are being 
rapidly * christianized * and efforts made by our war managers to put them 
in condition for self-government from onr American standpoint, while every- 
thing possible has been done secretly to disor, ize and discourage them and 
give the world to understand they are t rous and villainous in the ex- 
treme. Our space at this time will not permit us togive in detail the numer- 
ous dastardly outrages that are being perpet ‘upon these people under 
the pretended guise of education, but every thoughtful citizen who has fol- 
lowed the trend of our national official managers knows the tableau behind 
the scenes will not bear the scrutiny of rigid public consciousness. 

What is true of Cuba concerning the duplicity practiced through the con- 
nivance of the dollar-above-man speculators, aided by their willing tools in 
charge of governmental affairs, has been more than duplicated tenfold in the 
Philippine Islands. 

‘The Spanish-American war was instituted by Congress in the interest of 
humanity, to free from industrial Soon what was supposed to be about 
400,000 Cuban ee le who were not so well equipped for self-government as 
the 8,000,000 Filipinos, if Admiral Dewey is to be believed, yet from the very 
outset, early in 1898, the Administration was eocueey conniving to change 
our form of government, fought for at Bunker Hill and Ge rg, and 
adoptan ee eeverament under the pretense of was to 
commit the 8,000,000 people to industrial slavery in the mtry. 

Early in the summer of 1898, Maj. F. T. Green, of Volun- 
teers, was instructed to investigate the Philippine and see whether 
our insurgent allies were in possession of that country, and if they were such 
people as were able to govern themselves, and on the resources 
of the islands. On August 30, 1898, Major Green made see Senate 
Document No. €, Sach Sens Congress, third session) to General Merritt, and 
through him the War Department, and py other things said: 

“In August, 1896, an insurrection broke out in Cavite under the leadership 
of Emilio inaldo, and soon spread to other proyamas on both sides of Ma- 
nila. It continued with varying success on both and the trial and exe- 
ts, until December, . when the governor- 

nish), entered into written agreement with 
guinaldo. It required that Aguinaldo and the other insurgent leaders 
should leave the country, the (Spanish) Government agreeing to pay them 
$800,000 in silver, and ——— to introduce numerous reforms, including 
representation in the Spanish Cortes, freedom of the press, and the expulsion 
of secularization of the monastic orders. 

*Aguinaldo and his associates went to Hongkong and Semone. A por- 
tion of the money, $400,000, was deposited in the banks of Hongkong, and a 
lawsuit soon arose between Aguinaldo and one of his subordinate chiefs 
named Artcho, which is rns on account of the honorable position 
taken by do. Artcho sued for a division of the money among insur- 
gents according to rank. Aguinaldo claimed that the money was a trust 
fund and was to remain on deposit until it was seen whether the Spaniards 
would out their promised reforms, and if they did not, it was to be 
used to defray the expenses of a new insurrection. e suit was settled out 
of court by paying Artcho $5,000. Aguinaldo is now using the money to carry 
on o rations of the present insurrection.” 

This was Major Green's official report tothe War Department at Washing 
ton, made Angus 30,1898. Itclearly showed the insurgent leaders were will- 
ing to be @ from their country in order that the Filipinos might receive 
the benefit of tiie Spanish refornis promised. The same report showed 
none of the reforms promised by the Spanish Government were given, and 
Aguinaldo had kept the money to prosecute another insurrection for the 
freedom of his countrymen from § ish industrial slavery. So that when 
Admiral Dewey learned of the ability of the lending insurgents ho was anx- 
ious to cooperate with them in driving away the iards, and he secured 
communication with General oin April, 1898, and assisted him with 
arms and munitions of war, giving him to understand his countrymen would 
be trea’ the same as Cuba and have their independence. With this state 
of facte and many more before the Administration, last winter they caused 
the report to be sent out that Spain had bought Aguinaldo off and that he 
was @ mercenary and dishonest scoundrel, with no ability, and justly ought 
to be killed, in order that the Mohammedans might christianize the rest of 


cution of numerous insurgen 
qed, Preino de Rivera (8 


the 0s. 


DEWEY'S VIEWS. 


In June, 1898, Admiral Dewey wired the Administration at Washington of 
the fitness of the Filipinos for self-government, and his sympathies were with 
the struggling insurgents in oaas See their independence. Knowing 
the mercenary motives of the Administration m rs, it was the most 
natural thing in the world for Admiral Dewey to cut the cable and keep the 
gang at Washington from having direct communication with him for several 
months. He was aware of the secret work of the Administration in their 
silent effort to J nn for the subjection of the er Islands and mak- 
ing industrial slaves of these struggling Malays, and being a true American 
who had assisted in freeing 400,000 black slaves under our tion of In- 
dependence, he used his efforts to give the Filipinos their freedom. 

Accordingly he pre another telegram for the secret managers at 
Washington (see Senate document, No. 62, above referred to) with a view to 
aiding these Asiatic peeps in securing their independence before the 
treaty with Spain was closed and we } the Spanish bondholders the 
$20,000,000 for their quitclaim deed for something they didnotown. His second 
one read as follows: 


“Unirep States NAVAL FoRCE ON ASIATIC STATION, 
“ FLAG@saip BALTIMORE, MANILA, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, August 28, 1898. 


“Ina telegram sent the Department on June 23, I expressed the cation 
that ‘these people are far superior in their intelligence and more capable of 
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self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I am familiar with both races.’ 
Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 
“DEWEY.” 

Is itany wonder that the hero of Manila should have become disgusted 
with the Washington commercial warriors who were prostituting the fun- 
damental principles of this Government, and asked to be returned to the 
United States? 

CONSUL-GENERAL. 

In this same Senate document is more interesting correspondence which 
shows the agreement made with General Aguinaldo to secure his leadership 
in driving the Spaniards from the Philippines, even before Admiral Dewey 
Gestroyed the Spanish fleet. 

Consul-General Pratt wired Washington officials as follows: 


CONSULATE GENERAL UNITED STATES, 
Singapore, April 28, 1898 

On the evening of the 23d instant, I was confidentially informed of the 
arrival here of the supreme ruler of the arenes, General Aguinaldo, by 
H. W. Bray, an English gentleman of high standing, who, after fifteen years’ 
residence as a merchant and planter in the Philippines, had been compelled 
by the disturbed condition of things resulting from Spanish misrule, to 
abandon his property and leave there, and from whom I had previously ob- 
tained much valuable information for Commodore Dewey regarding fortifica- 
tions, coal deposits, etc., at different points in the islands. 

Being aware of the great prestige of General Aguinaldo with the insur- 
gents, and that no one, either at home or abroad, could exert over them the 
same influence and control that he could, I determined at once to see him, 
and at my request a secret interview was epost ness arranged for the fo)- 
lowing morning, Sunday the 24th, in which, besides General Aguinaldo, wero 
only present the general's trusted advisers and Mr. Bray, who acted as inter- 
preter. 

I telegraphed the Commodore the same day as follows, through our consul- 
general at Hongkong: 

“Aguinaldo, insurgent leader, here; will come to Hongkong and arrange 
with Commodore for general cooperations with insurgents at Manila if de- 
sired. Telegraph. “PRATT 


The Commodore's reply regarding this: 
“Tell Aguinaldo come as soon as possible, ‘Suwry 


I received it late that night and at once communicated to General Agui- 
naldo, who, with his aid-de-camp and private secretary, all under assumed 
names, I succeeded in getting off by the British steamer Malacca, which left 
here on Tuesday the 26th. 

E. 8. PRATT, 


Consul-General, Singapore. 


“This Senate Document No. 62 gives the following further evidence of an 
agreement with Aguinaldo, which was wired to Washington: 
SINGAPORE, May 5, 1898. 

I regret to have to report that the circumstances attending the departure 
from here of General Aguinaldo to join Commodore Dewey, which | had en- 
deavored so hard to prevent being disclosed, were, in substance, made public 
in yesterday's edition of the Singapore Free Press. The facts are, in the 
main, properly given. 

E. 8. PRATT, 


United States Consul General, Singapore. 


Senate Document No. 62 contains the article above referred to by the con- 
sul-general which red in the Singapore Free Press, and a part of it reads 
as follows, and was by Pratt said to be correctly given: 

“The consul-general of the United States, coinciding with the general 
views expressed during the discussion, — himself at once in telegraphic 
—— — —_ = el Dewey, pa lg Mr. Pratt a fre- 
quen ° consequen b 

“General er en Wis independence of the Philippines, 
whose internal affairs would controlled under European and American 
advisora. snes rotection would be desirable temporarily, on the same 
lines as that which ht be instituted hereafter in Cuba.” 

This Singa Free Press said the above were the arrangements with 
General Aguinaldo, and Mr. Pratt said that this was the agreement. 

With these factsand hundreds of a similar character before the Adminis- 
tration at Washington for more than a year past, under the censorship of 
Government officials the public has been given a much different view of pre- 
tended existing facts. o can expect the public to believe in this National 
Administration when the facts are plain that deception of the grossest char- 
acter was practiced on the Filipino insurgents, and also on the patient peop!e 
of the United States? The Journal will from time to time give its readers 
more of the duplicity of the national servants at Washington and elsewhere. 

At this interview, after Jearning from General Aguinaldo the state of and 
object sought to be obtained by the present insurrectionary movement, 
which, though absent from the Philippines, he was still directing, I took it 
upon myself, while explaining that I had no authority to speak for the Gov- 
ernment, to point out the danger of continuing independent action at this 
stage, and having convinced him of the expediency of cooperating with our 
fleet, then at Hongkong, and obtained the assurance of his willingness to pro- 
ceed thither and confer with Commodore Dewey to that end, should the lat- 
ter so desire, I teleg eee the Commodore the same day as follows through 
our consul-general at Hongkong: 


“ Aguinaldo, insurgent leader, here. Will come Hongkong arrange with 
Commodore for general cooperation insurgents Manila, if desired. Tele- 


graph. 
“PRATT.” 

The Commodore's reply reading thus: 

**Tell Aguinaldo come soon as possible. 

“DEWEY.” 

I received it late that night, and at once communicated to General Agui- 
naldo, who, with his aid-de-camp and private secretary, all under assumed 
names, I succeeded in getting off by the British steamer Malacca, which left 
here on Tuesday the 2th. 

The General impressed me as a man of intelligence, ability, and courage, 
and worthy the confidence that has been placed in him. . ; 

A few =ge later Consul Pratt reported some conversations with Agui- 
naldo and closed with this: 

“The General further stated that he hoped the United States would as- 
sume protection of the Philippines for at least long enough to allow the in- 
habitants to establish a government of their own, in the organization of 
which he would desire American advice and assistance." 

In order to understand how this conference came about and the events 
leading up to it, Consul Pratt forwarded to the Department of State a clip- 
ping from the Singapore Free Press giving an account of the conference and 
some preliminary history, as follows: ; 

“In order to understand and appreciate this interesting historical incident 
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properly. it will be necessary to allude to the causes leading to the second re- 
yellion in the Philippines, which was almost coincident with, though not in- 
stigated by, the strained relations between Spain and the United States. 

**In December last General Primo de Rivera, who above all other Spanish 
generals has an intimate knowledge of the country and its inhabitants, found 
the position untenable for both parties. Neither of these had the remotest 
chance of terminating the rebeilion decisively—the rebels secure in their 
mountain fastnesses, the Spaniards holding the chief towns and villages on 
thecoast. Primode Rivera therefore sent two well-known Philippine natives, 
occupying high positions in Manila, to propose terms of peace to General 
Aguinaldo in Biac-na-Bato. A council of the revolutionary government was 
held, in which it was agreed to lay down arms on condition of certain re- 
forms being introduced. The principal of these were: 

“1, The eg or at least secularization, of the religious orders, and 
the inhibition of se orders from all official vetoes in civil administration. 

“2. A general amnesty for all rebels, and guarantees for their personal se- 
curity and from the vengeance of the friars and parish priests atter return- 
ing to their homes. 

**3. Radical reforms to curtail the glaring abuses in public administration. 

‘4. Freedom of the press to denounce official corruption and blackmailing. 

“5, Representation in the Spanish Parliament. 

“6. Abolition of the iniquitous system of secret deportation of political 
suspects, etc. 

**Primo de Rivera agreed to these reforms in sum and substance, but made 
it a condition that the principal rebel leaders must leave the country during 
His Majesty's oor. As these had lost all their property or had had it 
confiscated and plundered, the Government agreed to provide them with 
funds to live in a becoming manner on foreign soil. 

“The rebels laid down their arms and peace was apparently secured, but 
nosooner had they done soand returned to their houses than the intransigent 
religious orders commenced at once to again persecute them and trump up 
imaginary charges to procure their rearrest. The Spanish Government, on 
its side, imagining itself secure, desisted from carrying out the promised re- 
forms, thinking another trick like that played on the Cubans after the peace 
of Zanjou, arranged by Martinez Campos, might succeed. The Filipinos 
however, with their business before them, refused to be made dupes of, and 
bave taken up arms again, not alone in the immediate districts around 
Manila, but throughout the archipelago, which merely awaits the signal from 
General Aguinaldo to rise en masse, no doubt carrying with them the native 
troops hitherto loyal, and for which loyal service they have received no 
thanks but only ingratitude.” 

This brief account ofthe events leading - to the last rebellion against 
Spanish rule preceded the story of how General Aguinaldoand his men came 
to be in Singapore to consult with the Filipino leaders there and the narra- 
tive of the conferences between the Filipino leader and the representative of 
the United States. The article sent by Consul Pratt concluded with the fol- 
lowing terse summing up of the policy of the Filipinos: 

“General Aguinaldo’s policy embraces the independence of the Philippines, 
whose internal affairs would be controlled under European and American 
advisers. American protection would be desirable Semporeriy. on the same 
lines as that which might be instituted hereafter in Cuba. The ports of the 
Philippines would be free to the trade of the world, safeguards being en- 
acted against an influx of Chinese aliens who would compete with the indus- 
trial population of the country. There would be a complete reform of the 
present corrupt judicature of the country under experienced European law 
officers. Entire freedom of the press would be established, as well as the 
right of public meeting. There would be general religious toleration, and 
steps would be taken for the abolition and expulsion of the tyrannical reli- 
gious fraternities who have laid such strong hands on every branch of civil 
administration. Full provision would be given for the exploitation of the 
natural resources and wealth of the country by roads and railways and b 
the removal of hindrances to enterprise and investment of capital. Spanis 
officials would be removed toa place of safety until opportunity offered to 
return them to Spain. The preservation of public eee and order and the 
checking of reprisals against Spaniards would, naturally, have to be a first 
care of the Government in the new state of things.” 


THE PHILIPPINE CENSORSHIP—PRESIDENT M’KINLEY DETERMINED TO SUP- 
PRESS DAMAGING TRUTHS ABOUT HIS WAR OF AGGRESSION—PHRASES 
WHICH, IT IS SAID, WAR DEPARTMENT SUPPLIES—“ SITUATION IMPROV- 
ING,” “REBELS DISINTEGRATING,” “ENEMY ROUTED WITH GREAT 
SLAUGHTER,” ““ BETTER CLASS OF NATIVES FRIENDLY,” ETC. 


(Special to the New York World.] 
WASHINGTON, June 16, 1899. 


The President is determined to continue toenforce the censorship of private 
and press dispatches at Manila. Within a few days he has intimated forcibly 
to General Corbin that too much information is being made public from the 
War Department. 

General Otis is in supreme authority over the Manila censorship, and it is 
not within the War Secretary's province to order its abatement. 


NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS WARNED. 


Newspaper correspondents are forbidden by General Otis to file press re- 
rts from Hongkong, and are warned that if they evade the censorship by 
method their “usefulness to their papers will cease immediately.” 
Colonel Thompson, the first press censor at Key West, is now in charge at 
Manila. Ina private letter to an officer here Colonel Thompson writes: ‘* My 
duties are exceedingly trying.” 


STEREOTYPED PHRASES WHICH IT IS SAID WAR DEPARTMENT SUPPLIES. 


Authentic information regarding the true situation in Manila can not be 
obtained from the dispatches posted at the War Department. Advices re- 
garding the situation are suppressed. It is said that the War Department 
officials f° so far as to insert phrases in the official reports as given out. 
Among e favorite expressions of the official editors of the advices from Otis 

“Situation improving; rebels disintegrating.” ‘‘Enemy routed with 
loss.” “Rebels routed; donot think will make anotherstand.” “ Bet- 

r class of natives friendly to Americans.” 

The World correspondent is informed on high authority that the President 
himself not only approves this method, but has directed it, so that the public 
shall not get the truth from Manila. 


a ‘ 


FILIPINOS DANGEROUS FOES—ADMIRAL DEWEY’S FLEET ENGINEER SAYS 
IT WILL BE HARD TO CONQUER THEM. 
BALTIMORE, June 16, 1899. 

Commander John D. Ford, who was Admiral Dewey's fleet engineer, has 

turned to his home here from Manila. 

‘When I left,” he said to the World correspondent to-night, ‘ we did not 
hold quite as much nd as during the first of August last year, and our 
lines were restri to the suburbs of Manila. The troops did push out into 
the country, but could not hold the ground they made by raids. 
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IT WILT, TAKE IMMENSE ARMY TO CONQUER PHILIPPINES 


“It is impossible to conquer the people or to gain the islands without more 
troops. If we send a great many more and bend all our energies to doing it 
we can beat them and take the islands, but it would mean a great loss of life. 
As it is now it is all we can do to hold our own. 

The line is always active and there is no relief. Men spend months in the 
trenches, subjected to great mental and physical strain and never knowing 
at what moment they may be assailed. 

A LIBERTY-LOVING PEOPLE, FULL OF COURAGE. 

The Filipinos pictured in the papers are not the men we are fighting. The 
fellows we deal with out there are not ignorant savages fighting with bows 
and arrows, but an intelligent liberty-loving people, full of courage and de 
termination. Their courage is undoubted, and they fight to the death. 


FILIPINOS HAVE A GOOD GOVERNMENT, WHICH OPERATES SUCCESSFULLY. 


They are stronger, more determined, and more skillful in the art of war 
than when the fighting started, and they have 11,000,000 of people to draw 
from. They are armed with Mausers, the best ritle in the world, and are far 
better marksmen than the Spaniards. 

They have a good government, which they are operating successfully, and 
oxreserve law and order. They certainly don’t think theirs is a hopeless 

ght, and I don’t think anyone else does who knows anything about it. 

TO PLEASE ENGLAND—THAT IS THE REASON M’KINLEY DECIDED TO KEEP 
THE PHILIPPINES—CAPTAIN O'FARRELL FURNISHES FACTS—THE IMPE 
RIALIST CHARGE OF BRIBERY AGAINST AGUINALDO A CALUMNY. 

In last week's Irish World Capt. Patrick O'Farrell furnished some interest 
ing facts concerning the educational status of the people of the Philippines. 
He also gave documentary evidence amounting to proof that the Filipinos 
were led to believe that they were allies of the United States against Spain, 
and that they welcomed Americans as deliverers who came to give them 
freedom and self-government. Captain O'Farrell concludes his letter as 
follows: 

“Tt must not be supposed that it was Aguinaldo who organized the rebel 
forces in Luzon, for long before either Dewey or Aguinaldo reached Cavito 
there was a strong rebel force threatening Manila. Aguinaldo's arrival en 
couraged and increased this force.”’ 

Our consul at Manila writes, March 19, 1898: 

**Rebellion never more threatening to Spain. Rebels getting arms, 
money, and friends. They outnumber the Spaniards—residents and sol- 
diery. * * © 

“OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
“United States Consul, Manila.” 

He sends another dispatch later on: 

* * * “The Crown forces are now building a cordon of small forts on 
city’s outskirts for defense against natives. * * * Eight thousand native 
insurgents are encamped only 5 miles away. 

“OSCAR F. WILLIAMS, 
“United States Consul, Manila, March 27, 1898.” 
(Note that this was five weeks before Dewey got there.) 


Let us now turn from the Navy to the Army, and what do we find? Gen- 
eral Anderson was the first general toassume command of our military forces 
in front of Manila. On July 4, 1898, he wrote as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, UNITED Srates Forces. 


Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Philippine Forces, Cavite, Luzon. 


GENERAL: [ have the honor to inform you that the United Statesof Amer 
ica, whose land forces I have the honor to command in this vicinity, being at 
war with the Kingdom of Spain, hasentire sympathy and most friendly senti 
ments for the native people of the Philippine Islands. 

For these reasons I desire to have the most amicable relations with you 
and to have you and your people cooperate with us in military operations 


against the Spanish forces. 
THOMAS M. ANDERSON, Brigadier-General. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE UNITED STATES FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, Philippine Islands, July 19, 1598. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding General, Philippine Forces. 


GENERAL: The bearer, Maj. J. F. Bell, United States Army, was sent by 
Maj. Gen. Wesley Merritt, United States Army, to collect for him, by the time 
of his personal arrival, certain information concerning the strength and posi 
tions of the enemy and concerning the topography of the country surround- 
ing Manila. 

I would be obliged if you would permit him to see your maps and place at 
| his disposal any information you may have on the above subjects, and also 
give him a letter or pass, addressed to your subordinates, which will author 
ize them to furnish him any information they can on these subjects, and 
to facilitate his passage along the lines upon a reconnoissance around Manila, 
on which I propose to send him. 

I remain, with great respect, your obedient servant, 


THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers, Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS First BRIGADE, 
UNITED STATES EXPEDITIONARY FORCES, 
Cavite Arsenal, P. I., July 21, 1893. 
Sefior Don EMILIO AGUINALDO, | 
Commanding General, Philippine Forces. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to request that passes and such other assist- 
ance as practicable be given to the bearer, Lieut. E. J. Bryan, and party, 
whoare makinga reconnoissance of the surrounding country. Thanking you 
for assistance given on previous occasions 

I remain, with great respect, your obedient servant, 


THOMAS M. ANDERSON, 
Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers, Commanding. 


Any fair-minded man will see from the foregoing dispatches from our con- 
suls, naval officers, and generals that we were in Luzon as the friends and 
allies of the Filipinos—especially as our declaration of war against Spain dis- 
claimed any intention of land grabbing in Cuba. By a much greater force 
the * Teller’ declaration should apply to the Philippine Islands on the other 
side of the globe. 


M'KINLEY CHANGED HIS POLICY TO SUIT ENGLAND'S DESIGNS. 


At first we did not intend to keep the rmanpenee. About the early part 
of June, 1898, the et papers began to publish articles urging the Ameri- 
cans to keep the Philippines. England became alarmed at the prospect of a 


- 
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It would be like starting a prairie fire 
re, Hongkong, and her other 


republic being set up in the Orient. 

among bor Malay subjects in Borneo, Singa 

East fdin possessions. Hence President McKinley did not wish to start an- 

aes or Paul Kruger to set a bad example to the subjects of the Empress of 
nadia. 

The London Spectator, on the Philippines, hoped the United States would 
keep them, saying: “The weary Titan pn an ally, and the only ally whose 
aspirations, ideas,and language are like hisown isthe great American people.” 

** By their action the government has recognized the false principle that 
Canada is obliged to assist the empire in its wars, which do not interest us. 
This principle is full of menace to us; it may bring us to civil war.” 

The vigorous opposition among French-Canadians to the dispatch of the 
contingent was very strikingly illustrated in this city when the members of 
the Montreal unit left to take the steamer at Quebec. Nota solitary bugle 
note sped the volunteers on their way; not a single member of the city coun- 
cil was present at the railway station to give an official aspect to the occa- 


sion; nota or streamer floated from any of the city buildings. 
It wasa different scene that Montreal presented some thirty years ago, 
when a contingent of papal zouaves, enrolled from among French- 


Canadians of the Province, left to fight the battles of the P. 

(See General Green's report. page 421, Senate Document No. @&.) 

Aguinaldo is looked up to by his own po asa pureand unselfish patriot. 

Our Government offered to bribe him with a commission in our Army, 
dost on wea. cene with the Sultan of Sulu and his chiefs, but he spurned the 
offered gift. 

But it is said that we paid Spain for her sovereignty. Had Spain any sov- 
ereignty at the time we forced her to take twenty mittens et ont good 
American dollars? In the American Encyciopedia of Law, the doctrine is 
stated that ‘‘a state is sovereign when it has the supreme power of con- 
trolling its citizens or subjects.” 

I should like to ask what sovereignty Spain had at the time she sold out 


her interests to us. 

The governor had previously “skedaddled” on a German ship, part of 
her army was besie in Manila, and Aguinaldo had the rest of them in his 
possession as prisoners. 

“WHAT SHOULD WE DO WITH THE PHILIPPINES?” 


Almost nine out of every ten imperialistssay: “I wish we never had gone 
down there, but now that we are there we should support the Administra- 
tion until we conquer or exterminate them.” 

Here is Christian logic. We admit that we are wrong, but we should 
on doing wrong. What would the world say if we commenced to do right 
now? At war! has not declared war. This is McKinley's war. 

Congress should appoint a commissioner to ge Aguinaldo and say that 
the American people are and always have been his friends; that we are going 
to withdraw our armies; that all we want is a good harbor for oa 
tion; that we will leave a few of our ships to keep our flying in the Phili 
pines, so as to say to all the world, “ Hands off! his people 
can start a government of theirown. We can remain as their allies and 
friends—not their protectors. 

Ina few years we would seea Philippine republic, with a new flag flyin 
on the ocean's highway. A new repu nm nation born and brought fort 
by our efforts. We would then have a nation of friends, w would be 
much better, in every way, than a dominion of subjects who would be always 


our enemies. 
PATRICK O'FARRELL. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., —. 


PRESIDENT AGUINALDO'S PROCLAMATION. 
The following is a translation of President Aguinaldo's proclamation: 
(Official.] 
Manifesto issued by the President of the Revolutionary Government. 
To my brothers the Filipinos, and all accredited consuls, and foreigners: 

The proclamation of his excellency General Otis. major-general of volun- 
teers of the United States, published yesterday in the newspapers of Manila, 
obliges me to circulate the follo manifesto in order to make known to 
al) those who can read and understand it that the present document is my 
—— against all that is contained in the proclamation hereinafter 
refer to, because my conscience compels me to do soin fulfillment of my 

jodges tomy beloved country and the special and official relations with the 

« American nation. 

General Otis gives himself the title in the proclamation in question of 
military governor of the Phil Islands. I $y once and a thousand 
times and with all the en my soul against such —. 

= po et ea have not pees. er verbally or = writ- 

n document, e n manpere, Beng ong, or the Philippines, to recog- 
nize the yf of America on this beloved soil. 

On the contrary I say that I returned to these islands, transported on an 

-war,on the 19th of May last year, with the distinct and 
manifest intention of making war against the Spaniards in order to recover 
our ary and independence. This is stated in my official aa of 
the 24th of the said month of May, and published in the manifesto addressed 
to the Filipino nation on the 12th of June last, when, in my native town of 
Cavite, I unfurled for the first time our blessed national flag as the sacred 
emblem of that sublime aspiration; and afterwards reasserted to the Ameri- 
can General, General Merritt, the predecessor of General Otis, in the mani- 
festo 1 addressed to the Filipino nation a few or before, demanding from 
the Spanish General Jaudenes the surrender of the city of Manila, in which 
manifesto it is Clearly and distinctly stated that the forces of the United 
States, on sea and land, came to give us our liberty and to overturn the cor- 
rupt Spanish administration. I declare, once forever, that both natives 
and foreigners are witnesses that the United States forces on land and sea 


have recognized by this the belligerency of the Fili not sagen 
cur mationnl Aam bab ancending it palais henera,. es pe ee 4 
ted in our internal waters before all the foreign nations here represented 


y their respective consuls. 
With reference to the instructions from His Excellency the President of 
the United States, alluded to in his proclamation by General Otis, peatng 
with the administration of the affairs of the Ph Islands, I protest so! 


emnily, in the name of God, the root and fountain of all justice, on behalf of 
my beloved brothers, inst the intrusion of the Government of the United 
States in the or y of these islands. 

I thus protest, in Game of Gel the Biisine nation, the intrusion 
referred to, because in re their con in me me—un- 
worthy h I may be—to position of president this nation 
have im upon me the duty to maintain, even to death, the liberty 
independence of the Filipinos as a nation. 

Lastly, I protest against this unexpected act of the American Government 
in claiming so ty in these in virtue of the documents in m 


SSeS Sere 





me here from Hongkong to make war against the Spaniards in the interes 
of the United States, but for the sake of our liberty and independence fer 
the preservation of which I received verbal pled together with a promise 
from them of asipand efficacious cooperation. That isthe position of affairs 
and oh, my dear brot. if we stand united throughout the country, they 
can not filch from us the i of the liberty and a ute independence whic 
has been our noble aspiration. 

Help all of you to effect the end desired with the force that comes from 
conviction of the justice of ourdemands. There must be no turning back in 
the path of glory upon which we have already entered. 

AGUINALDO. 


MALOLOs, January 6, 1899. 


The above proclamation was 
was torn down by order of the United States authori 

I hear the Americans are sending out troops to protect the pumping sta- 
tion at the waterworks at Santo'an. If 4 do this, I feel sure hostilities 
willcommence. The natives will not make the first move, but they will re- 
sist any hostile move on the part of the Americans. 

The situation is certainly very threatening. It is lamentable tothink that 
it is due to the procrastination of the Americans to declare a firm and deti- 
nite policy with regard to the Philippines. 


General Whittier, before the peace commission: 

“On October 25, in the com y of H. L. Higgins, general manager of the 
Manila Railway, Limited, to Malolos for an interview arranged the day be- 
fore with Aguinaldo. I found his headquarters were in a very nice house, 
ten minutes drive from the railway sta ; aguard of twenty or thirty so!- 
diers in the courtyard below. We were soon ushered by one of his officers 


ted throughout the “- this morning, but 


who spoke En to the waiting room upstairs, and I met Buen Camino. a 
wise counsellor, whom I met at Ayuntamiento the day after the fal! 
of Manila. t leader and presi- 


e carried up to the peo of the insu 

dent, who was dressed, contrary to his usual daily garb, in a black smoking 
jacket of low cut, waistcoat, trousers, both black, large white tie; in fact, 
the eve ress common at our clubs d summer.” 

Lieut. John D. Ford, United States Navy, of the Olyon ia, in a Baltimore 
interview: “Aguinaldoisin every sense a ratriot, and ieve he is sincere in 
his efforts for his people and means well. He is also a fighter, and says he 
means to keep on warring until the natives get a government of their own.” 

John Barrett, ex-minister to Siam, in Review of Reviews, July, 1899: 

“ When ila was occupied on August 13, and A do was not allowed 
to share the honors of occupation and he was asked to withdraw his forces 
from the neighborhood of ila, he advanced the very —-- argument 
that according to General Merritt's remarkable ment with General 
Jaudenes it was possible that the American forces might withdraw from Ma- 
nila and leave the Spaniards a peaceneas and hence he wished to be in a 
strong position in or about M. to fight the Spaniards if necessary. This 
situation gave A a unique ——— ot argument in his discussions 
with the American leaders, of which he fulladvantage. When he would 
say that he could not withdraw far from Manila, because the Americans di 
not themselves know then whether they would remain in possession of the 
islands, it was im ble for his statement tobe refuted. Infact, from a lox- 
ical standpoint, his conclusion was altogether wise, for if he had withdrawn 
and left the Spaniards in control of Manila they could have held out until 
fod — of reinforcements, and prepared themselves to reorganize the 


One of Dewey's officers, writing January 31, 1899, said: 

“Aguinaldo reached Manila on May 20 of last year, at which time there 
was no evidence, that we knew of, of a native o: tion. He created an 
army in a short time, and immediately commenced to win victories. These 
were to us at the time , for he defeated detachment after detach- 
ment of the Spanish army, took fort after fort, captured regiments with 
arms and ammunition, ina short time had captured every Spanish sol- 
dier on the island of Luzon or had driven those not captu into Manila. 
Before August 31 these insw its had actually captured the whole of Luzon, 
excepting Manila, from the Spaniards. After taking all of Luzon, with tho 
exceptions nam 2d, they conquered the Spanish in the island of Negros and 


the city of Ce vu, and before we lloilo they had that city and the 
whole island of Panay.” 
Consul-General Pratt, of Singa: , to Secretary Day, April 28, 1898: 


“General Aguinaldo imp me asa man of intellectual ability, cour- 
om, ane worthy confidence that had —- » in him. Noclose 
observer of what has transpired in the Philip uring the past four years 
could have failed to ize that General Aguinaldo enjoyed, above all 
others, the confidence of the Philippine insurgents, and the respect alike of 
the Spanish and foreigners in the islands, all of which vouched for his justice 
and high sense of honor.” 


AGUINALDO AND HIS OFFICERS. 


John Foreman, in Contemporary Review, July, 1898, with other papers 
published by Congress with the wanty of pee: 

“Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo is a smart, intelligent man, of aserious mein, small 
in stature, and a) tly a little over 30 years of age. He has served as tho 
petty governor of his native town in Cavite province and speaks Spanish very 
well for a native. He is by nomeansan adventurer, with all to gain and noth- 
ing to lose, but a landed p: . He is a would-be reformer of his coun- 
try. but, convinced that all a to Spain is futile, he has at last resorted 
to force. General Primo de Rivera is now safely back in Madrid, and the 
phn neny islanders and the treaty of Bac na Bato are laughed at. This isa 
ron ion of Cuban policy. It ison these grounds that Aguinaldo holds him- 
self justified in bene pay bey scene of his battles, not again to fight for re- 

‘ected who have no honor, but to cooperate in forcing 
to evacuate the islands.” 
in Review of Reviews, June, 1898: 
autumn (1897), inquiring into the conditions—polit- 
ical, social, and ._ * * * I met many kind-hearted and courteous 
rebel leaders in Manila. men were holding lar meetings, raising 
money with which to prosecute the insurrection, and were in constant com- 
munication with Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo and the other rebel leaders, who 
were then quartered in the mountains immediately to the northward from 
Manila. * * * I wentsecretly beyond the city walls and mingled with the 
natives at Malaben and elsewhere. The home of every rebel or rebel sym- 
pathizer was the hospitable posting winee of any American or other traveler 
sufficient interest 


who was taking these people to investigate the situation. 

That they are a law-abidin le and easily governed is evident from the 

= that a ——- urrection ——— in Au ab. 1086. poere vers 
t 1,500 Spanish troops in islands—abou one-twentiech num 

the British Government has in Ireland to-day. And these 1,500 


treoPhat the wie Gi Sy ceeatte te Miaitaline when they have confidence 
% tor their leaders and advisers is evident by the fact that for 
Gen. Emilio Aguinaldo, their acknow 
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more than a year 
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able to maintain good order and comparatively good discipline among his 
40,000 to 50,000 followers, and under circumstances where cbnes and exter 
would be ~ a ee 

Rounseville Wildman, Uni States consul at Hongkong, to i Sec- 
retary Moore, July 18, 1898: sees ete Daeiotant 

“There has been a systematic attempt to blacken the name of Aguinalido 
and his cabinet on account of the questionable terms of their surrender to 
Spanish forces a year ago this month. It has been said that they sold their 
country for gold, but this has been conclusively disproved, not only by their 
own statements. but by the speech of the late Governor-General Rivera in 
the —_ senate June 11, 1 He said that Aguinaldo undertook to sub- 
mit if the —— Government would give a certain sum tothe widows and 
orphans of theinsurgents. He then admits that only a tenth part of this sum 
was ever give to Aguinaldo, and that the other promises made he did not 
find it expedient to.keep. 

“I was in Hongkong in September, 1897, when Aguinaldo and his leaders ar- 
rived under contract with the Spanish Government. They waited until the 
lst of November for the payment of the promised money and the fulfill- 
ment of the promised reforms. Only $400,000, Mexican, was ever placed to 
their credit in the bank, and on the 3d of November Mr. F. Agoncilla, late 
minister of foreign affairs in Aguinaldo's cabinet, called upon me and mace 
a proposal, which I transmitted to the State Department in my dispatch No. 
19, dated November 3, 1897. In reply the State Department instructed me 
‘to courteously decline to communicate with the Department further re- 
garding the alleged mission.’ I obeyed these instructions to the letter until 
the breaking out of the war, when, after consultation with Admiral Dewey, 
I received a delegation from the insurgent junta, and they bound themselves 

o obey all laws of civilized warfare and to place themselves absolutely under 
the orders of Admiral Dewey if they were permitted to return to Manila. At 
this time their sident, Anuinehl 0, was in Singapore negotiating through 
Consul-General Pratt with Admiral bewey for his return.” - 

Rounsevelle Wildman, United States consul at Hongkong, to Mr. Day, No- 
vember 3, 1897: 7 

“Since my arrival in Hongkong I have been called upon several times by 
Mr. F. Agoncilla, foreign agent and high commissioner, etc., of the new re- 
publie of the Philippines. r. Agoncilla holds a commission, signed by the 
president, members of cabinet, and general in chief of the republic of Phil- 
ippines, empowering him absolutely with power to conclude treaties with 
foreign governments. 

* He is a very earnest and attentive diplomat and a great admirer of the 
United States.” 

Gen. Charles A. Whittier before the Peace Commission: 

“From that time the military operations and the conduct of the insurgents 
have been most creditable. itions taken and the movement of troops 
show great ability on the part of some leader. I do not say it was neces- 
sarily Aguinaldo, but he gave the directions.” 

E. Spencer Pratt, United States consul at Singapore, to Secretary Day: 


“SINGAPORE, April 28, 1898. 


“Thave the honor to report that I sent you on the 27th instant, and con- 
firmed in my dispatch of No. 211 of that date, a telegram, which, deciphered, 
read as follows: 


“* SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 


“*General Aguinaldo gone my instance Hongkong arrange with Dewey co- 
operation insurgents Manila. 


“*PRATT.’ 
“ The General ipggomned me as a man of intelligence, ability, and courage, 


and worthy the confidence that had been placed in him.” 
Consul Pratt to Secretary Day, Singapore, June 2, 1898, with inclosure: 


**I have the honor to submit inclosed a tel from Hongkong of the 
2th ultimo, on the situation in the Philippines, published in Singapore yes- 
terday afternoon, the Ist instant. 

“Considering the enthusiastic manner General Aguinaldo has been re- 
ceived by the natives and the confidence with which he already aypsese to 
have inspired Admiral Dewey, it will be admitted, I think, that I did not 
overrate his importance and that I have materially assisted the cause of the 
United States in the Philippines in securing his cooperation.” 


SECRETARY OF Navy, Washington: 


Receipt of tel m of June 14 is acknowledged. Aguinaldo, insurgent 
leader, with 13 of his staff, arrived May 19, by permission, on Nanshan. Es- 
tablished self Cavite, outside arsenal, under protection of our guns, and 


organized hisarmy. I have had several conferences with him, generally of 
a nature. Consistently I have refrained from assisting him in any 
way with the force under my command, and on several occasions I have de- 
clined requests that I should do so, telling him the squadron could not act 
until the arrival of the United States troops. At the same time I have given 
him to understand that I consider insurgents as friends, being opposed toa 
common enemy. He has gn to attend a meeting of insurgent leaders for 
the purpose of forming a civil government. 


e 
“MORE CAPABLE OF SELF-GOVERNMENT THAN THE NATIVES OF CUBA, AND 
I AM FAMILIAR WITH BOTH RACES.” 


wafer has acted independently of the sar adron, but has kept me ad- 
of his ress, which has been wonderful. I have allowed to pass 
water arms, and ammunitions, and to take such Spanish arms an 


ammunition from the as he needed. Have advised frequently to 
conduct the war humanely, which he has done invariably. My relations 
with him are cordial, but Iam not in his confidence. The United States has 
not been bound in — way to assist insurgents by any act or ises, and 
no aah bo ay knowledge, committed to assist us. I believe . expects to 
capture without my assistance, but doubt ability, they not yet ee 
many guns. In my opinion, these people are far superior in their intelli- 
gence and more capable of self-government than the natives of Cuba, and I 
am familiar with both races. 


DEWEY. 


GENERAL ANDERSON ASKED AGUINALDO TO COOPERATE WITH HIM IN 
MILITARY OPERATIONS. 


When Admiral Dewey sent the above dispatch there were no American 
troops in the Philippines. The first detachment, under command of General 
ee a not arrive until June 30, three days after the sen of the 
af from Hongkong, and, landing in Cavite, General Ander- 
bon no time in putting himself in communication with Aguinaldo, whose 
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On the 4th of July, anniversany 





“Sefior Don EMILTo AGUINALDO, 


Commanding Philippine Force, Cavite, Luzon. 
“GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that the United States cf 


America, whose land forces I have the honor to command in this vicinity, 


being at war with the Kingdom of Spain, has entire sympathy and most 
friendly sentiments for the native peo] 


eof the Philippine Islands. For these 
reasons I desire to have the amicable relations with you and to have 
youand your people cooperate with us in military operations against tho 
Spanish forces.’ c 





most 


ANDERSON SAID AMERICANS CAME “TO FIGHT IN 
PEOPLE.” 


THE CAUSE OF YOUR 


Now, clearly after receiving such communication Aguinaldo had good rea- 
son to believe that General Anderson, and as representing the United States, 
sympathized with the aspirations of the Filipino people. Or rather, would we 
say, there was nothing in such communication to disabuse Aguinaldo of such 
beliet, but only that to confirm him in the undoubted impression that his 
negotiations with Consul-General Wildman and others had left upon him 
Aguinaldo promptly rejoined to this communication of General Anderson in 
one of like friendly tenor, whereupon General Anderson, on July 6th, wrote 
to Aguinaldo, and requesting him to set aside additional camping ground for 
American troops, as follows: ; 

“Tam encouraged by the friendly sentiments expressed by your excellenecy 
in your welcome letter received on the 5th instant to endeavor to come to a 
definite understanding, which [ hope will be advantageous to both. Very 
soon we expect a large addition to oar forces, and it must be apparent to 
you, as a military officer, that we will require much more room to cam 


. A your 
soldiers and also storeroom for our supplies. [Cavite alone was then in con 
trol of the American forces. Over all the other territory around Manila 
Aguinaldo's forces held control.| For this | would like to have your exce 


lency's advice and cooperation, as you are best acquainted with the resources 
of this country.” 

And three weeks later yet, before the arrival of General Merritt and when 
General Anderson was still in supreme command, we find him requesting 
Aguinaldo for assistance in procuring means of transportation for the Amer 
ican Army, “as it is to fight in the cause of your people.” Clearly we have 
not done by Aguinaldo as we led him to expect 


GOVERNMENT DEPOSITARIES IN THE 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I am about to move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive \usiness, but | 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicii}, who de- 
sires to present a conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I present the conference report which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). 
report will be read. 

he Secretary read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9388) to provide better facili 
ties for the safe-keeping and disbursement of public moneys in the Philip 
pine Islands and in the islands of Cuba and Porto Rico, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of 
line 10 of said Senate amendment strike out the period and insert the fol- 
lowing: “: And provided further, That this act shall apply to Cuba only while 
occupied by the United States;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 


PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, ETC, 


The 


NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
EDWARD O. WOLCOTT, 
G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. A. COOPER, 
Rk. R. HITT, 
W. A. JONES, 

Managers on the part of the House 


The report was agreed to. 
COLLECTION OF 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to make an appeal to the Senator 
from Connecticut. Three daysago | asked consideration fora bill 
very important to the District of Columbia, and the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan], under a misapprehension, made objec- 
tion. The bill has been read, and it will take but one moment to 
pass it. It is exceedingly important that it should be passed at 
this session. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the Senator, but I almost despair of 
doing any more business in the Senate at this session, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator. 

I ask for the consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, 
It has been read, and there are simply committee amendments to 
be acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 11326) to regulate the collec- 
tion of taxes in the District of Columbia; and, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘“‘ That,” to 
strike out ‘‘ hereafter, beginning with” and insert ‘‘ for;’’ in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ May,” to strike out ‘‘ of each year” and insert 


TAXES IN THE DISTRICT, 


The bill will be read for in- 
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“*1901:" in line 8, after the word ‘‘in,” to strike out ‘‘ each” and 
insert ‘‘said:” in line 11, before the word ‘‘ one,” to insert ‘‘ one- 
half of;” and on page 2, line 11, after the word “for,” to insert the 
following proviso: 

And provided further, That for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1901, and 
thereafter, taxes on real and personal property may be paid in two install- 
ments, as is now provided by law. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1900, the 
whole tax on real and personal roger y in the District of Columbia shall be 
due and payable in the month of May, 1901; and if said tax upon real and 
personal property shall not be paid before the lst day of June in said year, 
the same thereupon sbal! be in arrears and delinquent, and there shall then 
be added, to be collected with said tax, a ae of one-half of 1 per cent 
upon the amount thereof, and a like penalty on the Ist day of each succeed- 
ing month until payment of said tax and penalty; and the whole together 
shall constitute the delinquent tax, to be dealt with and collected in the 
manner now pooresee by law: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to advance to the disbursing officer of the 
District of Columbia, in the manner now prescribed by law, out of any money 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, such sums 
as may be necessary from time to time to meet the general expenses of said 
District, and to reimburse the Treasury for the one-half advances payable 
by said District out of the taxes and revenues collected, as herein provided 
for: And provided further, That for the fiscal year sanuaing July 1, 1901, and 
thereafter, taxes on real and personal property may be paid in two install- 
ments as is now provided by law. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. , 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PRIVILEGES OF SECOND-CLASS MAIL, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina, 
who desires the appointment of a member of a conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTLER. A few days ago when the bill (H. R. 10308) to 
give certain publications the privileges of second-class mail matter 
as to admission to the mails came to the Senate with the notice 
of the disagreement on the part of the House to the Senate amend- 
ments, and asking for a conference, the Chair appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator from Montana { Mr. CARTER], and 
myself. At that time the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads [Mr. WoLcort] was absent. Upon his 
return, the Senator from New Hampshire resigned, and asked 
the Chair to appoint the Senator from Colorado, the chairman of 
the committee, in his stead; and that was done. Now the Sena- 
tor from Colorado is busy with other matters, and resigns from 
the conference committee, and asks that the Senator from New 
Hampshire may be reinstated in his place, and the conferees 
stand as they were appointed by the Chair on Friday last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTr] will be excused from 
further service on the committee, and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] appointed in his place. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am very sorry for that. I have been en- 
treated by five or six or eight Senators to yield, and I thought 
finally I would not yield any more. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich, Depew, 
Allen, Elkins, 
Bacon, Fairbanks, 
Bard, Foraker, 
Bate, Foster, 
Berry, Frye, 
Burrows, Gallinger, 
Butler, Hanna, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, 
Carter, Harris, 
Chandler, Hawle 
Clark, Heitfeld, 
Clay, Hoar, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. 
Daniel, Kean, 
Davis, Kenney, 

boe, Kyle, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut 
{[Mr. HawLxry] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


Lindsay, 
Lod 


ze, 
Sistemas Sewell 
well, 
McEnery, Shoup, 
McLaurin, Simon, 
Mallory, Stewart, 
Martin, Sullivan, 
Mason, 


erro, 
Money, 


Rawlins, 
Ross, 
Scot 


Taliaf 
Teller. 
Thurston, 
Tillman, 
Turner, 
Warren, 
Wetmore. 
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sideration of executive business. After twenty-seven minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HURLEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol. 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June /, 1900. 

Whereas the late Hon. Dents M. HURLEY, member of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress from the Second district of the State of New York, died on the 26th day 
of February, 1899, immediately preceding the final adjournment of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress; and : 

Whereas the pressure of public business in the few days then remaining 
of the Fifty-fifth Congress prevented aday being set apart for the customary 
tributes to the memory of the said deceased: 7 

Resolved by the House of noone (the Senate concurring), That mem- 
bers of the Senate and of the House of Representatives be pecmpsted to print 
in the REcoRD sean remarks in eulogy of the said Hon. Denis M. 
HURLEY, deceased. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the resolution. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE SETTLE, 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before 
the Senate the resolutions of the House of Representatives con- 
cerning the death of Mr, SETTLE, late a member of that body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the resolutions indicated by the Senator from Kentucky, which 
will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE HovSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 21, 1900. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order that 
suitable tribute be paid to the high character and eminent public services of 
the Hon. EVAN E. SETrTLg, late a distinguished member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States from the State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That asa mark of respect for the memory of the deceased the 
House, at the conclusion of these memorial exercises, shall stand adjourned, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House transmit a copy of these resolu- 
tions to the family of the deceased statesman. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky 
submits resolutions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound regret the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. EvAN E. Serruse, late a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolutions, 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, Evan E. SETTLE, late a mem- 
ber of the Hoyse of Representatives, died at his home in Owenton, 
Ky., in November last. He died in the prime of life, and when 
his apparently vigorous health gave promise of many years of 
usefulness. His sudden and unexpected death shocked his friends 
in every portion of the Commonwealth that gave him birth and 
of which he was a distinguished citizen. 

He was born in Frankfort, the capital city of Kentucky, and 
there spent the earlier years of his life. His education ke com- 

leted as a graduate of the high school of the city of Louisville. 

e began the study of law whilst the merest youth, and was au- 
thorized to enter on the practice of his profession by a special 
legislative enactment before he had completed his twenty-first 
year. He located in Owenton, Owen County, and there followed 
the vocation of a lawyer with gratifying guccess for thirty years. 
More than once he a the county of Owen in the general 
assembly of Kentucky, and for many years was the leader of 
his ty in the politics, State and national, in his own and the 
adjoining counties. He was chosen to serve the Ashland district 
in the House of Representatives for the Fifty-fifth Congress, and 
without opposition in his own party was nominated for reelection 
and subsequently reelected to serve in that House during the pres- 
ent Congress, 

In the enduring memorial to result from the present action of 
the two Houses of the National Legislature, 1 would have his 
name handed down to posterity in his real character and as typical 
of the life he actually lived. 

As a lawyer his standing was enviable, and as a wise counselor 
and eloquent advocate he had no superior. His service in the 
Federal Congress was too brief to rank him amongst the six or 
eight recognized leaders of the House of Representatives, yet his 
fellow-members bear cheerful testimony to the fact that he achieved 
during the two sessions he lived to serve more than many who 
eventually become leaders of that body succeed in accomplish- 
ing in three times that lengthof service. He satisfied the require- 
ments of an exact constituency. He commanded the respect 
of those who op his political affiliations, and won and enjoyed 
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the affectionate confidence and earnest support of those of his con- 
stituents who shared his political sentiments and convictions. 
This would be a high compliment to any man who might assume, 
as did Mr. SETTLE, to sit for a Congressional district that had 
been represented in the past by Henry Clay, John J. Crittenden, 
John C, Breckinridge, and James B. Beck. 

Henry Clay died when Mr, Settle was yet an infant, but he en- 
joyed the privilege of living in the same town with John J. Crit- 
tenden, who survived until he was 14 years of age. He was the 
follower and supporter of Mr. Beck, and the personal friend and 
admirer of the great Kentuckian who presided over this body from 
March 4, 1857, to March, 1861, and who, though disfranchised and 

olitically proscribed from the close of the civil war to the end of 

is life, was honored and loved by the people of Kentucky as no 
other man had ever been before, and I venture to say as no other 
man will ever be again. 

Around the little city in which our deceased colleague was born, 
and in which he spent the years of his boyhood, cluster all the his- 
toric memories of Kentucky, and within its limits, in the most 
beautiful cemetery [ have ever seen, sleep some of those who laid 
the foundations of the State, and many of those whose lives and 
achievements go to make up the history of the first-born Ameri- 
can Commonwealth west of the Alleghenies. Among them Boone, 
the pioneer; Richard M. Johnson, the soldier, the Representative, 
the Senator, and Vice-President; McKee and young Henry Clay, 
soldiers who gave up their lives in the defense of American honor 
on the field of Buena Vista, the last two at the foot of a monu- 
mental shaft that bears the names and commemorates the hero- 
ism and soldierly qualities of the Kentuckians who fell in the 
Indian wars at home, at Tippecanoe, in the defense of our north- 
ern frontier during the war of 1812, and on the battlefields of 
Mexico. With these associations and amid these surroundings it 
was natural that young SETTLE should cultivate the ambition to 
serve his State and to enroll his name among those who honored 
it and whom its people delight to honor. 

This commendable ambition was not required to overcome the 
disadvantages of extreme poverty, but the daily exertions to meet 
the inevitable necessities of life moved hand in hand with the con- 
test for advancementand promotion. Success most worthily won 
eventuaily came. It came as the legitimate result of personal 
superiority and honest labor without the adventitious aids or in- 
fluences that attend on wealth. 

EvAN SETTLE proved equal to the duties and responsibilities of 
all the official positions to which he was called by the people 
among whom he lived, and carried with him to the grave a spot- 
less name and an unsullied reputation. 

He was a party man in the strictest sense, but never a partisan 
in the execution of a public trust. Yielding ready obedience to 
the mandates of his party authorities, he was far above the policy 
of proscription or intolerance in his relations with those who could 
not always see their way to such obedience. 

As citizen, neighbor, and friend, as husband and father, he was 
even more attractive than in the walks of public life. Handsome 
and graceful in person, gracious but dignified in bearing, modest 
and unassuming in demeanor, he everywhere commanded atten- 
tion, and by ‘‘the warmth of genial courtesy” won the kindly re- 
gard of everyone with whom he came in contact. 

Looking on the great crowd of friends and neighbors that stood 
around his grave, when his remains came to be consigned to their 
eternal resting place, I felt that the scene gave convincing testi- 
mony of the affectionate regard in which he was held by those 
with whom he had lived during the mane of his manhood, those 
who knew him best, and so knowing, loved him most. 

Too young to take part in the civil war, he was the representa- 
tive of the generation that followed the changes wrought in the 
institutions, traditions, and domestic policies of our country by 
the culminating events of that great conflict, Southern in all his 
instincts, he sympathized deeply with the people of the South in 
their efforts to regain the right of self-government through the 
renewed control of their State governments, but he had no re- 
sentments to gratify, no deep-seated prejudices to overcome, and 
no personal wrong or injuries, real or supposed, to avenge. Proud 
of his State, he was jealous of Federal interference with the le- 
gitimate exercise of her sovereign authority, butin all his instincts 
he was an Aierican as well asa Kentuckian. He based his con- 
ception of public duty on the conviction that patriotism demands 
that the hopes and possibilities of the future shall be preferred 
by the people of both sections, the victors as well as the van- 
quished, to the exultation and the disappointments inseparabl 
connected with and following internecine war. In harmony with 
this conviction he, on the occasion of the removal of the last ves- 
tige of Confederate disabilities, eloquently congratulated the 
country that out of our war with Spain we would come forth 
‘‘new men and new women, clean every whit, with sectional hate 
and sectional bitterness gone forever.” 

He was a genial and wholesome companion, an ardent and faith- 
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ful friend, a kind and considerate neighbor, an humble Christian, 
and in his domestic relations an affectionate and indulgent father, 
and a tender and loving husband. 

His life work in this world is finished. He sleeps with his 
fathers in the bosom of the State that gave him birth, and ot 
which he never ceased to be a citizen. The memories that cluster 
round his name embellish, as they exempuiify, the sublime truth 
that “there is no death,” and that ‘‘the"thing we call death is 
but another, sadder, name for life,” ; 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, when we contemplate the 
whole life of each of the older States of the Union as a historic 


entity to be judged like the whole life of any public individual, 
there are to be seen faults and virtues, foolish mistakes and wise 
actions, failures and achievements, excesses and self-restraints, 
hostilities and friendships, narrow sectionalism and broad na- 
tionalism, and in the end, in the year 1900, in the case of each 


State, weibehold a complete record of which asa whole her citizens 
need not be ashamed, but, on theother hand, are justly proud. All 
black clouds to-day in any sky are but transitory, sure to be soon 
dispelled by the full glories of the noonday sun, 

It is not strange that Kentucky is a State whose people are 
quick to engage in deadly conflicts. The traits are inherited. A 
historian born in the State (Shaler, page 21) says: ‘* This homi- 
cidal humor was no invention of Kentucky: it was in the fierce 
blood of their ancestors.” Her territory was conquered from the 
savages by the bloody wars of her bold pioneers, who had nothin; 
but self-help to give them success; their brave hearts, their str: ne 
arms, their keen eyes and ears, and their unerring rifles. 

Harrod, beginning in 1774, and Boone in 1775, with their com- 
rades, seized the wilderness with little help from the parent State 
of Virginia, and amid turbulence and conflicts of all kinds at last 
separation was effected. The foundations of the new Common- 
wealth were laid, and on June 1, 1792, the indomitable people, 
only 75,000 in number, forced their way into the Union as the 
fifteenth State—the second child of the old thirteen. They had 
done some of the hardest fighting of the revolution against the 
British and their Indian allies. The same historian (Shaler, page 
21) says: ‘‘ The Kentucky spirit was the offspring of the Revolu- 
tion. The combative spirit left by the Revolutionary war was 
elsewhere overwhelmed by the tide of commercial life; here it 
lived on, fed by tradition and by a nearly continuous combat down 
to the time of the rebellion.” 

So peace did not come to Kentucky with her union with the 
other States. The savage warscontinued, and her sons were com 
pelled to look, as before, to their own bravery and efforts and 
endurance for their preservation. Away to the east, over the Alle- 
ghenies, was the parent State from which they sprung and the 
feeble nation which they had so lately joined; but neither the 
mother State nor the nation sent adequate help to their struggling 
children who were conquering and holding for them the fertile 
regions of the interior of the country and pressing on to the occu- 
pation of the Mississippi Valley. 

Louisiana seemed likely, as a great Spanish colony, amply sup- 
plied with men and munitions of war through the broad Gulf and 
the majestic river, to threaten the very existence of the new State. 
The men of Kentucky justly demanded a vigorous policy from the 
National Government of the new Republic. Failing to arouse 
this, there were mutterings of discontent among the Kentuckians, 
There was some danger they would join the \Vilkinson scheme 
for a treaty with Spain and Burr's conspiracy to set up an inde« 
pendent government in the valley of the Father of Waters; but 
when the test came, the Americans of both sections were found 
wise and faithful and true. 

The men of Kentucky stayed with the Union and the Govern- 
ment of the Union stood by the colonists of Kentucky, and deter- 
mined that they should not have foreign neighbors on the west, 
but that the Atlantic seaboard States and the great mountain 
region of the Alleghenies and the broad valley of the Mississippi 
should be the soil of an enduring national republic. The firm- 
ness of the Kentucky riflemen, the fighters of ‘‘the dark and 
bloody ground,” and the wisdom and patience and pertinacity of 
Thomas Jefferson gave to us our inland empire and made us tho 
great continental power we soon found ourselves to be, 

Although the causes of the war with England in 1812 did not 
appear to greatly concern the mountaineers of Kentucky, yet she 
sent 5,500 volunteers to the conflict, 1,500 to go to Hull at Detroit. 
They fought in the battle of Frenchton Fort, and saw the sad mas- 
sacre of their forces by Proctor’s Indians on the Raisin River. Her 
soldiers were with St. Clair in his defeat; and with Harrison's 
army they won the victory over Proctor on the Thames, when 
Colonel Johnson killed Tecumseh, Some of them were in Perry's 
fleet on Lake Erie, and 1,280 men, under General Thomas, fought 
with General Jackson at New Orleans, 

Nor did the Kentuckians hold aloof from the Mexican war, al- 
though that also was not so important to them as to those new 
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States beyond the great river which Kentucky's pee and 
valor had contributed to secure to the American Union; and she 
sent to the armies of Taylor and Scott private soldiers and cap- 
tains who were the bravest of the brave. Twenty-four hundred 
men were called for; ten thousand wanted to go. Zachary Tay- 
lor, William O, Butler, Thomas Marshall, John S. Williams, 
Henry Clay, jr., gave added luster to the honors of their State. 
General Taylor had, av Buena Vista, 4,759 men, 500, or one-fifth, 
of whom were Kentuckians; and General Scott had Williams's 
famous company at Cerro Gordo. 

But the hardest trials, the bloodiest battles, the most warlike 
experiences were to come to this fighting race during the war for 
secession in 1861. Thesufferings of the border States of the South 
during the civil war were most pitiful. Every town, almost 
every family, saw a divided duty. The white population of the 
wh A State was only 919,484. More than 40,000 Kentuckians 
fought for the Confederacy. Out of a total Union enrollment of 
133,493 citizens of military age 76,335 men entered the United 
States service. There were 7,000 more not mustered in and 10,000 
home guards, so that 93,000 fought for the Union, according to 
the recorded facts, making in all on both sides ‘‘a larger per cent 
of the population given to war than has ever been furnished by 
any modern State in a term of three years;” and there were unre- 
corded conflicts almost between neighbors involving fierce strug- 
gles, misery in ali forms, vast destruction of property, and woeful 
losses of life. The State was fought over from one end to the 
other, according to the varying fortunes of the war, until the bit- 
terness of the strife engendered seemed likely never to yield—as, 
however, fortunately it has done, after a third of a century—to 
the beneficent influences of peace and reunion. 

With such an ancestry it is not to be expected that the present 
generation of Kentuckians should not bea combative race. They 
have necessarily inherited more than the people of any other 
State—self-reliance, self-will, tenacity of purpose, too much dis- 
trust of the people of other communities, natures too suspicious 
and too ready to take offense and to fight to an extreme in private 
and public quarrels. 

But it is not to be doubted that these extreme characteristics will 
correct themselves in time. The conditions for improvement, if 
such is needed, are in every way favorable. There has been very 
little foreign immigration into Kentucky. The historian says: 
‘* Kentucky has had the fortune to inherit a nearly pure English 
blood.” Her people are exactly an Anglo-Saxon race, with modi- 
fications wholly American, and they are to-day possessed by senti- 
ments of the purest and strongest patriotism. 

They have every inducement to bring their beloved Common- 
wealth into the highest possible repute in the face of their sister 
States and the whole civilized world. Let them consider their 
natural advantages. Their ificent hills are fertile to the 
very summits; the uplands and the lowlands—the meadows of 
their famous rivers—are capable of illimitable production; boun- 
teous crops of hemp, in, and tobacco reward the industrious 
toilers; salt, lime, aan iron exist in unstinted abundance; 
grassy fields sustain the finest horses and other domestic animals 
to be found in the world, while the glorious forests are in them- 
selves fortunes to their owners, and the mild and healthy climate 
helps to nourish the bravest of men and the most beautiful of 
women. . 

The progress of Christianity with civilization among such a 

eople will not fail to develop in the end the best possible form of 
Eooeen overnment, and equally with every other section of the 
Union Kentucky will learn the benefits of self-control and respect 
for law. Our New England poet was not at heart out of sym- 
pathy with the great military conflicts which have done so much 
‘for humanity, even when in one of his quiet Quaker moods he ap- 
pealed to his countrymen for peaceful ways: 
The burden of thy holy faith 
Is love and life, not hate and death. 


e * . * * 
Oh, touch the hearts of men and show 
The power which in forbearance lies. 

This republican system of ours is still on trial as it begins the 
new century. Even the stre ng e ces of a hundred 
years have not lifted it beyond all , in view of its assumption 
of those new duties in our oriental possessions which have been 
forced upon us in the inevitable course of our unselfish and noble 
war for the liberation of the oppressed Cubans. Yet the hope of 
the world for = government depends upon our success. 
The Swiss Repubi: hasnoinherent strength. The French ub- 
lic is far from sure stability. The Central and South can 
states abound in revolutions. The South African republics are 
being crushed out of existence by the cruel greed of our mother 
country. So that our one t, most promising republic 
must outlive all forms of danger if any governmentsof the people 
are to prevail am men. 

But we can survive as a pure democracy only by fidelity to 
these fundamental principles: (1) Obedience to law; (2) depend- 
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ence for security to life, liberty, and property against crime upon 
due process of law; and (3) submiss:on of the defeated party in 
every popular election to the willof the majority as expressed at the 
ballot box. This fidelity we must and shall not only promise, but 
maintain. Let us always be hopeful. Temporary disturbances 
and dangers will passaway. In every State of the Union intelli- 
gence and virtue, real manhood, and the love of fair play, the 
civilization of which we boast, and the Christianity whose spirit 
will not forsake us, will triumph over every form of wrongdoing, 
until it may be truly said of every one of our forty-five noble Com- 
monwealths, ‘‘ Thy Gentleness hath made thee Great.” 

One among the first and foremost of Kentucky’ssons, most likely, 
so it seemed a few months ago, to help carry on the State to true 
and enduring renown with no stain upon its banner, was Repre- 
sentative Evan E. Sertir, of Owenton, whose memory we in thi: 
Senate Chamber to-day recall and honor. Born on December 1, 
1848, the civil war had ended when he was 17 years of age and 
began his career of usefulness and prominence. ith only a high- 
school education, he secured admission to the bar when he was 
less than 21 years old. While this advent into the practice of his 
profession without sufficient literary training had its disadvan 
tages, there was this benefit: He wasable to give the hopefulness 
and enthusiasm and untiring labors of his earliest youth to efforts 
toward actual success in hischosen calling. There was no failure. 
At once he sprung to the front and became a lawyer of eminence; 
an orator of superior powers. Two promotions soon came to him, 
as is usual in the case of such men born to stand among the lead- 
ers in our communities; he was elected a county attorney and later 
became a member of the State legislature. 

After these experiences his position was assured, and even if ho 
had remained at home and avoided further participation in poli- 
tics, his character and career would have been highly creditablo 
to his State. But new duties were before him; his friends, his 
neighbors, and his party associates called upon him, and he re- 
sponded to their requests to change the current of his life and to 
enter Congress, which he did in 1896, from the old Ashland dis- 
trict, made famous by Henry Clay, and kept in remembrance by 
a line of other distinguished Representatives. Unfortunately, h: 
was not permitted a long service. In the State canvass of 1899 his 
overwork in speeches fatally weakened him, and he died in Ken- 
tucky on the 16th day of November. 

There is no difference of opinion concerning the characteristic 
of Mr. SetTLe. His knowledge of the law was full and amp!c. 
As an advocate before juries he was unsurpassed and had morv 
than a due measure of success. Asan orator he was attractive 
and fascinating. His s hin Congress on June 1, 1898, when 
@ bill removing from all citizens any disability to serve in tho 
United States Army was passed, was a model of good taste ani 
felicitous utterance, while his address before the Hamilton Clu) 
in the Auditorium at Chicago captured all hearts and gave him a 
national reputation. Better than all this, it may be truthfully 
said that he was a man of gontle nature, considerate and kind to 
all about him; a devoted husband and father; a beloved leader 
among the Baptists, who were the religious pioneers in his Stato 
and still hold the first place, and who proudly claim him for their 
worthy son; an unselfish, generous man, poor indeed in this 
world’s goods, but lavish of what he had to give to his fellows—his 
time, his money, his help in every hour of need, good advice, and 
true and enduring friendship. ' 

Because the career just begun ona broad field of action of such 
amanas Mr. SETTLE was cut down, prematurely, as it seems to his 
family and intimate friends, they need not mourn without conso- 
lation. A higher wisdom than ours does all things well. He was 
fitted for work in the Master’s Kingdom, and who shall say that it 
would have been better if he had been held back for inferior serv- 
ice in this lower sphere? 


The Good, they drop around us One by One, 
Like stars when pecrntng Weenke. Though lost to sight 
Around us are they still in Heaven's own light, 


Buil their mansions in the purer zone 
Of the eviaible 


The faith that this is a true vision should be our strongest help 
in time of pain and trouble and despondency. When Mr. Glad- 
stone was asked in his latest days what one sentiment seemed to 
him to be most important to the progress of the human race, he 

uickly replied, ‘‘ Faith in the invisible.” This undoubtedly is 
highest stimulant to patient endurance and noble endeavor. 

Two days ago I stood alone looking from one of the galleries 
down into the SenateChamber. It wasempty; there was no sight 
or sound of man. Closing my eyes, behold, I saw you all in your 
accustomed and heard the familiar voices of to-day. Open- 
ing and n closing them, I saw another vision, the forms of 
those whom I have here known during the last thirteen years, but 
who have me to the future world, and their accents came 
pleasingly to my ears. 





1900. 





Hear the death roll: 
George Hearst, Randall L. Gibson, 
Leland Stanford, James B, Eustis, 
Eli Saulsbury, a K. Wilson, 
Alfred H. Colquitt, Charles Gibson. 
Patrick Walsh, Francis B. Stockbridge, 
Joseph E. Brown, James Z. George, 
Daniel W. Voorhees, Edward C. Walthall, 
James F. Wilson, Algernon 8. Paddock, 
Preston B. Plumb, John R. McPherson, 
Bishop W. Perkins, Zebulon B. Vance, 
dames B. Beck, Henry B. Payne, Philetus Sawyer. 


ButI can not makethem dead. They are not dead, butas surely 
as God liveth, and the great universe which we plainly see around 
us exists in His keeping, they also are living and laboring, learn- 
ing and loving, serving and rejoicing in their new homes among 
the stars, in the many mansions in the Father's house. 


Calvin 8. Brice, 

Joseph N. Dolph, 
Nathan F. Dixon, 
Joseph H. Earle, 

Isham G. Harris, 
Richard Coke, 

Justin 8. Morrill, 
Harrison H.Riddleberger, 
John 8. Barbour, 

Jonn E. Kenna, 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the Representative from Kentucky, 
the late Evan E. SETTLE, was from the old Ashland district, in the 
heart of Kentucky. Kentucky may be said to be the twin sister 
of Tennessee, whose people are in touch in almost every respect 
with those I in part represent in this Chamber. 

Kentucky had an infantry brigade, known as the Kentucky 
Brigade, which took a gallant and brilliant part on the Confed- 
erate side of our great interstate conflict and made a brilliant and 
distinctive feature. I was honored by having it for more thana 
year in my command, Evan SETTLE was too young to take part 
on either side. Numbers of his friends and kindred were in that 
command and now live in the district he represented and are my 
friends. 

For these reasons, if for no other, there mingles with the mourn- 
ful pleasure of paying the last tribute to departed worth a sense 
of duty to the people he so well represented as well as to his 
memory. 

The short term of one Congress constituted the whole of his 
oflicial political life, but in that short period his brilliant intellect 
and forceful character gave him a standing and an influence sel- 
dom gained in a much longer term of service. 

In many respects Mr. SETTLE was a man of remarkable traits 
of character, and won his position in his party's ranks by the 
strength of his convictions and the courage with which he main- 
tained them. An orator of force and brilliancy, his campaigns, 
in that State of orators and statesmen, were Te attended by 
large numbers of voters, attracted not only by the force of his 
speeches, but by the lovable traits of his character, which made 
an attractive personality. His thirty years of practice of the law 
placed him in the front rank of ths strong and brilliant Owenton 
bar and justly won for him the oe of a brilliant advocate. 

His service in the legislature of Kentucky not only inured to the 
benefit of his constituents, but prepared him for the arena of the 
National House of Representatives, where at his first appearance 
he made the mark of distinction so seldom earned by Representa- 
tives in their first Congress. That he was a man of a high order 
of intellect, with ripened culture, is recognized by all who were 
drawn within the circle of his influence. 

He was an industriovs and painstaking student, mastering the 
details of his subject and classifying them for their best presenta- 
tion. Ornate, but logical, seeking strength and force, looking to 
convincing and persuading. he ranked well among the great Rep- 
resentatives who have made that old Ashland district famous in 
the American Congress and in American history. Mr. Clay seems 
to have left the impress of his oratory upon it, and I think it but 
the truth tosay that more specimens of fine American orators have 
lived in and represented that Congressional district than any other 
in the United States. 

The tributes paid to Mr. SkETTLE’s memory in the House of Rep- 
resentatives by those who knew him best attest the high place he 
had won in that great assembly, and also emphasize the fact that 
traits of personal character exert an influence in the sphere of 
legislation sometimes greater than the highest abilities, and when 
these characteristics are combined, as they were in him, give an 
earnest of future success and usefulness, and further show that 
in politics there is a place for the amiable and the lovable, as well 
as for the able and the brilliant. 

It was in the restricted field of committee work, where indus- 
try, intelligence, and legal ability are exhibited and where the 
ties of party ceased to bias Jndqpnent and to exert their influence 
that the diligence, industry, and abilities of Mr. SETTLE won that 
appreciation which gave his efforts on the floor their full effect. 

An earnest Christian gentleman, he devoted time and means to 
the building of the Baptist church, of which he was for many 
years a consistent and devoted member. 

His home circle was enriched by a devoted care and attention, 
a affection and duty united to secure happiness to wife and 

Evan Setrie, Mr. President, was ambitious. His mental. 
moral, and physical make-up entitled him to be, for nature had pro- 
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vided him with elements of character and capacity to bring suc- 
cess in that line under the conditions that prevail in our country. 

It was not, however, that ambition which, with hanghty brow, 
is ‘clothed with a beauty that bewilders thought and unthrones 
om forever,” nor that cold, selfish ambition ‘“‘ that turns the 

ieart to ashes, with not a spring left in the bosom for the spirit’s 

lip and then dies of its own thirst.”’. His was an ambition to serve 
his country and his people in a manner that recognized all the re- 
lations of life and all duties that grow out of and correspond with 
those relations, 

Official place, with all its blandishments, could not allure him 
from his Christian faith or from that home circle where woman 
is queen and where love and tenderness abound. 

Although an idol of his personal friends and his political party, 
and always obedient to official duties, he never forgot the corre- 
sponding duties which belong to true manhood. 

The limits of his friendship, confined by no boundaries, extended 
over the State of Kentucky, where he achieved an enviable repu- 
tation as a pp orator, that necessarily threw him actively 
into a heated and exciting canvass which probably resulted in his 
death. The last convention of his party, the Democratic party, 
was probably the most exciting ever held in that State, and he left 
that convention to enter upon a contest which, trying and strain- 
ing every organ of his constitution, resulted in prostrating his 
physical energies, and illness was followed by premature death 
a sacrifice to party, which to him meant country, and illustrated 
the unselfish character of the man. ; 

**Low ambition and the thirst of praise” had no place in his 
character. He found that life was duty, and in its true and faith- 
ful performance his ambition was gratified. 
Born for success he seemed 
With grace to win, with heart to hold 
With shining gifts that took all eves 
was one of usefulness and good. 


And then he bore without abuse 
The grand old name of gentleman. 


One of the most attractive features that adorned his life, as all 
those who have paid tributes to his memory unite in saying, was 
the beautifal devotion and sweet domesticity that encircled his 
household, 

Hon. Mr. Samira, of the House of Representatives, who seems to 
have known him longest and best, speaks of his domestic relations 
in the following beautiful way: 

In his home there was an inexhaustible fountain of love, whose pure 
streams of peace, happiness, and pleasure nourished the highest : 
aspirations of the human heart. Surrounded bya true and tenderly loving 
wife, bright. attractive, and happy-hearted children, his home to him was 


the gem of the earth, and the companionship of those loved ones the essence 
of life itself. 


Mr. President, his love of home and all that that old Saxon word 
implies, inspired by a Christian faith, carried with it to him a 
charm as redolent as the rose. But ‘* Thy scythe and glass, oh, 
Time, are not the emblems of thy gentler power,” for thou cutteth 
down alike the rose and the thorn; and now, although the rose is 
crushed, its aroma lingers to sweeten the history of his life, 

You may break, you may shatter the vase if you will, 
But the scent of the roses will hang round it still. 


’ 


his short career 


i best 


Men with taste and habits and love of home, like Evan Setr.r, 
never forget the old home, with its latticed porch and trellised 
vine. The trump of fame, the love of glory, the applause of tha 
multitude may stir fora while the ambition within, but there steals 
over them in the silent, quiet hour the dream of home, entrancing 
the soul like music. This love of home Evan Serre had. 

Mr. President, this home love—this soul of sentiment and mn- 
sic—was given an undying life by Howard Payne, so sweetly, so 
pathetically, that we never weary of hearing— 

‘Mid pleasures and palaces though we may roam, 

Be it ever so humble, there's no place like home 

A charm from the skies seemed to hallow us there, 
Which, seek thro’ the world, is ne’er met with elsewhera, 
The exile from home, splendor dazzles in vain; 

Oh, give me my lowly thatched cottage again; 

The birds singing gaily, that come at my call; 

Give mo them, and that peace of mind, dearer than all, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, although not advised until a 
brief time ago that these exercises would take place in the Senate 
this evening, I can not allow this occasion to pass without offer- 
ine my tribute of respect to the memory of this distinguished son 
of Kentucky. 

‘ wenty-nve years ago, when but 20 years of age, as a lawstudent 
at Louisville, Ky., I became acquainted with Evan E, Serre, 
who resided then and continued to reside until his death at tho 
town of Owenton, in the northern part of that State. He was in 
the enjoyment of a lucrative law practice. His clients had abid- 
ing confidence in their counsel, and that confidence was well jus- 
tified by the man's personal and professional character. He was 
aman gifted with great wisdom and remarkable fluency of speech, 
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He was genial, conservative, and kind in manner, respected by all 
his neighbors, esteemed by his professional associates, and consid- 
ered, al: in all, as one of the most profound young lawyers in the 
State of Kentucky. 

There was no limit to his future, if judged by the estimate of 
his neighbors. It was no surprise to me to learn that the people 
of the Congressional district in which Owen County is situated 
elected him to the high office of Representative in the National 
Congress. He came to the House of Representatives splendidly 
equipped for the service, well learned in the law, possessed of un- 
impeachable integrity, imbued with deep devotion to the interests 
of his people. Permeated throughout with a love of the General 
Government of the Unfted States, he was indeed a fitting Repre- 
sentative for his splendid constituency in the State of Kentucky. 

He was a mild, kind, generous man. He was a Christian man. 
He believed in doing unto others as he would have others do unto 
him. Guided by this thought, he stood well at the bar of the 
State of Kentucky. His associates had confidence in his word, 
and no written stipulation was required in a case where Evan E. 
SETTLE extended the time for answer. His word was his bond, 
and upon it all who knew him relied with unswerving faith. 

I regarded him twenty-five years ago as one of the most bril- 
liant young men I had ever met. He was capable of expressin 
himself upon any subject with which he was acquainted wit 
fluency and with force. He was incapable of attempting to ex- 
press himself upon a subject which he did not understand. Thus 
it was that when Mr. SerT_e addressed himself to the court or 
to the people upon any subject well-informed men gave attention, 
knowing that his words expressed thoughts and gave utterance 
to mature reflection. 

His career in the House of Representatives was creditable to him 
and to the State of Kentucky. The position which he had ac- 
quired at the bar of his native State was justified most amply in 
the position which, by common consent, was accorded to him in 
the National House of Representatives. 

In his death, Mr. President, in mature manhood, in the vigor 
and prime of life, the State of Kentucky and the district which he 
so ably represented not only sustained a great loss, but our com- 
mon country was called upon to mourn the untimely end of an 
able, conscientious, and patriotic statesman. 

The suggestions of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], culminating in a call of the roll of recently departed 
members of this body, brought to my mind reflection which has 
often occupied my thoughts in connection with the public life of 
this Capitol. In the last twelve years we have witnessed the com- 
ing and the going of able, brilliant, worthy men in both branches 
of Congress. 

Just about the time friendships are thoroughly cemented, just 
about the time men begin to understand each other, when dis- 

sitions have become subjected to the test of complete analysis, 
it too often happens that the friend and associate and colleague 
passes from the scene. It is one of the sad reflections connected 
with the public life of our country. The calling of the roll this 
afternoon brought back memories connected with the names that 
were mentioned that, upon reflection, will bring sadness to the 
hearts, if not tears to the eyes, of each and every member of this 
body. 

In the heat of debate, in the impatience which naturally follows 
long continued sessions of Congress, ill temper gives vent to unkind 
words and ungenerous thoughts, but upon an occasion of this 
kind we fully realize, we are compelled to realize, that it is the 
duty of every man in public life to deal in a charitable way with 
all the frailties and shortcomings of the human nature of which 
we all partake. 

In the history of my brief experience in this Capitol, extendin g 
over only a dozen years—and that is a very brief time compare 
with the century that has gone and the centuries that are to come— 
I do not recall a single case where the indulgence of an unkind 
feeling or a base suspicion was entirely or even partially justified. 

On this occasion i feel, however, that we have no apology to 
make for infirmities. Mr. SeTrTLe was a well-rounded, well- 
equipped, thoroughly enlightened, and an entirely honorable gen 
tleman, He was educated in the law schools of Kentucky. This 
Chamber has witnessed, not only in its delegations from the State 
in Senatorial capacities, but likewise in a great forensic contest 
which occurred bere over thirty years ago, something of the 
splendid capacity of the Kentucky lawyer. I do not believe that 
there is any State in this Union, Mr. President, that produces now, 
or has produced in the past, more thoroughly accomplished and 
learned lawyers than the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. Serr_e came up to the standard of the Kentucky lawyer. 
He came up to the standard of the Kentucky statesman. He came 
up to the standard of the highly accomplished representative of 
the people. As an old-time acquaintance of our departed friend, 
it is to me a sad pleasure to be permitted to place this evidence of 
my respect and esteem for him upon the records of the Senate on 
this occasion. 
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Mr.DEBOE. Mr. President, as I remember the many faces that 
were here when I first entered this Chamber and are now pale in 
the cities of the dead, I am reminded that soon the summons will 
come to usall, Death seldom comes other than asan untimely vis- 
itor, no matter what the span of life may have been. 

The news of the death of Hon. Evan E. SETTLE, unexpected as it 
was deplorable, caused a shock throughout the State in which he 
lived and where he numbered his friends by the thousands. 

In the very prime of life another heart hasceased to beat. Night 
came at noonday, and he passed over the desert of death into the 
unknown. It would be hard to find a more courteous and genial 
man than he, or one more ready to make friends and hold them. 

He was born in Frankfort, Ky., in 1848, and educated in the 
schools of that city and Louisville, where he graduated at the age of 
18. He moved to Owen County, where he studied law and was ad- 
a to the bar before his majority by a special act of the legis- 

ature. 

His unusual intelligence and ability as a young lawyer soon at- 
tracted the attention of his associates at the bar, as well as gained 
for him the respect and confidence of the public. He was gifted 
with many noble and valuable qualities of heart and brain which 
challenged the love and admiration of his neighbors. He was a 
man of pronounced opinion and individuality and force in the 
public affairs in his State some time before he came to the Congress 
of the United States. Three times he was elected county attorney 
of Owen County and served two terms with conspicuous ability 
in the legislature of the State. Hiscapabilitiesand peculiar qual- 
ities and attractions, which endeared him to his political associ- 
ates and peg oy him for valuable public service, were quickly 
recognized by his constituency and the leaders of his party. Sel- 
dom do we find one su richly endowed with the gift of eloquence 
and power of expression that he possessed, that power which not 

! only enables the speaker to enthuse and hold the attention of his 
hearers, but to carry deep convictions to their minds, 

He was amiable, gentle, and kind in his treatment of his fellow- 
man, always recognizing and granting others the same rights and 
privileges he claimed for himself. 

It is difficult to understand, as westand face to face with the great 
rene that shrouds the world so often in sorrow, that one so 
full of life and usefulness should be summoned to eternity in the 

prime of his manhood. 

Mr, SETTLE was not blessed with the riches that often smooth 
the rugged pathway of life and aids one to easily climb the ladder 
of fame and renown. He was a self-made man and fought the 
battles of life unaided and alone, and belonged to that class of 
men who have made the history of this country richly shine with 
their deeds of valor and struggles for the welfare and happiness 
of mankind. 

It is only in our calm and reflective moments that we fully 
appreciate the noble and admirable qualities of such a man as he 
was. 

In 1896 his party nominated and elected him to the Fifty-fifth 
Congress from the Seventh district of Kentucky, which had been 
made historical in the United States Congress by such illustrious 
men as Henry Clay, John C, Breckinridge, Tom Marshall, John 
J. Crittenden, James B. Beck, and W.C. P. Breckinridge. While 
he was permitted to serve only a short time, he distinguished hin- 
self as but few new members ever do and proved that he was 
worthy of the confidence imposed in him by his people. Coming 
from this historical district his every act was closely watched by 
his associates, and his friends were not disappointed when an op- 
portunity presented itself for him to show his true worth and 
ability to succeed such distinguished and able men. 

His colleagues, irrespective of party, admired and respected 
him for his great worth and kindly and gentlemanly disposition. 
He served his people faithfully and well, and in his death his 
State lost a noble son and the nation a loyal and true servant. 

Mr. SETTLE's life, it is said, shone more beautifully in his home 
than anywhere else. He was most happy when surrounded by 
his faithful and devoted wife and his loving, cheerful, and intel!1- 
gent children. His beloved family have our most sincere syni- 
pathy in the dark hours of sorrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Linpsay]. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to 
the memory of Mr. Srert.e I ask that the Senate take a recess un- 
til 8 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky, 
as a further mark of respect, asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Senate thereupon took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m, 
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EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p.m. 
COST OF ARMY TRANSPORTATION, ETC, 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 


a resolution of the 23d ultimo, a letter from the Quartermaster- | 


teneral of the Army, containing certain information relative to 

the cost to the United States since May 1, 1898, of the transporta- 
tion paid to or due to railroad companies for the transportation of 
officers and men in service with the Army of the United States, 
and of the animals, property, munitions, equipment, arms, and 
supplies of every kind belonging to the Quartermaster’s, Com- 
missary, and Ordnance Departments of the Army, sent to the 
Philippines from the Pacific coast, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTH AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY OF HABANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, certain information relative to the 
organization and composition of the North American Trust Com- 
pany; the nature of the Government's financial business trans- 
acted by that company, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House further in- 
sists upon its amendments to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 9 and 58, disagreed to by the Senate, further insists upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 50, 51, 
52, and 58 to the bill (H. R. 10450) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other 
purposes, agrees to the further conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Foss, Mr. Dayton, and Mr. CUMMINGS managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11538) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 39, 1901, and for other purposes, asks a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HuLL, Mr. BProwN.Low, and Mr. 
Hay managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 129 to the bill (H. R. 
11537) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, disagrees to the residue of the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, asks a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. BARNEY, and Mr. LIVINGSTON | 


managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution providing that during the remainder of the 
present session of Congress the engrossing and enrolling of bills 
and joint resolutions by printing, as provided for by an act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1895, may be suspended, and said 
bills and joint resolutions may be written by hand; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Lowry: 

A bill (A. R. 2322) for the relief of Joshua Bishop; 

A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of A. T, Hensley, survivor of 
Fuiton & Hensley, doing business under the name of Lavaca 
Wharf Company; 

A bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted; 

A bill (H. R., 2916) to grant right of way over Government lands 
for a pipe line for the conveyance of water to Flagstaff, Ariz.; 

A bill (H. R. 3044) for the relief of John M. Martin, of Ocala, 


a.; 

A bill (H, R. 6063) to amend chapter 2 of the laws passed by the 
first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress of the United States, being 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil 


‘expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1898, and for other purposes,” approved June 4, 1897; 

A bill (H. R. 9139) making re to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 9889) to authorize the Seneca Telephone Company 
to construct and maintain lines in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 9510) to amend section 1 of the act of Congress 
approved February 12, 1887, entitled ‘An act to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriaticn to 
provide arms and equipments for the militia;” 

A bill (H. R. 10210) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Miles Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 11214) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
erection of a public building at Anniston, Ala.” 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the act (S. 359) to extend the 
privilege of immediate transportation of dutiable goods to the port 
of Astoria, Oreg. 

JOHN G, B. MASTERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which, 
on motion of Mr, GALLINGER, was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

To the Senate: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), Ireturn herewith the bill of the Senate 3. 
1551, entitled “An act granting a pension to John G. B. Masters 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June J, 1900. 

WILLIAM BLADES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow: 
ing message from the President of the United States; which, on mo- 
tionof Mr. GALLINGER, wasreferred to the Committee on Pensions: 
To the Senate: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant (the House 
of Representatives concurring), | return herewith the bill of the Senate 8S. 
2962, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to William Blades.’ 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1990. 

LEWIS C, BEARD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which, 
on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

To the Senate: 
In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the dthinstant (the House 


of Representatives concurring), | return herewith the bill of the Senate 8, 
2483, entitled ‘“‘An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Beard.” 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1900. 
ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That dur 
ing the remainder of the present session of Congress the engrossing and en 
rolling of bills and joint resolutions by printing as provided for by act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1895, may be suspended and said bills and joint 
resolutions may be written by hand 


PETITION, 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
prevention of the denial or abridgment of the right of citizens of 


the United States to vote on account of color; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3376) for the relief of Franklin Lee and 
Charles F, Dunbar, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 


HISTORY OF THE RED CROSS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr, 
Lop@e on the 4th instant, reported it with an amendment, in the 
nature of a substitute, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represertatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to print 65,000 
copies of certain addenda to the History of the Red Cross, authcrized to be 
printed and distributed by Senate concurrent resolution No. 42, Fifty-fifth 
Congress, second session, embracing the work of the Red Cross in Cuba and 
the Philippines, of which number 5,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 10,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 50,000 for the American 
National Red Cross, to be distributed by Miss Clara Barton, president. The 
said addenda herein provided for to be distributed by the president of the 
American National Red Cross shall be transmitted through the mails free of 
postage when contained in a wrapper bearing the following inscription: 
‘Public Document. History of the Red Cross. Free.” 


| 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4954) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Rice; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4955) for the relief of the heirs of 
James H. Baugh, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | 
Claims. | 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4956) to grant the 
Knoxville Power Company the right to dam the Tennessee River 
at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DELIA A. JONES, 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (H. R. 10147) granting a pension to Delia A. 
Jones. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Delia A. Jones, widow of Lucian N. 


teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD KING, 


Mr. CLARK, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 328) for the relief of Richard King. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported frou 
the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert 


**three;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Richard King, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,000, setae comeeaentien 
in full for expenses incurred and permanent injury sustained by said Richard 
King by reason of being shot by the gross carelessness and neglect of a so'dier 
of the United States Army 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to know what is the status of the | 
anti-trust bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to refer that bill | 
is before the Senate, and this proceeding is by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then that bill can be taken up at any 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order at any time. | 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to call up the bill, which is a | 
very important one, to ratify an agreement between the Cherokee 
Indians and the United States Government. That bill ought to 
pass and ought to go to conference. - 

Mr. PETTIGRE Why not have a vote now upon the anti- 


trust bill? 


Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to have a confer- 
ence re 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want to find out whether I can get | 
- floor. Of course, if I can not, the Senator can do what he 
chooses, 

Mr. SEWELL. I bave no objection; but I want to have the 
conferees appointed on an appropriation bill, which is important. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SEWELL, I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the Military Academy 
ougrencietes bill. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11538) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, and asking for a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon. 
Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 


ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House of 
Representatives. 
216 motion was agreed to, 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
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| the bill. 


| be glad to have him state it and let us 


rt on an appropriation bill laid before the Senate? 
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ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
SEWELL, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. Harris were appointed. 


AGREEMENT WITH CREEKS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 11821) to ratify and con- 
firm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indians, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I shall be obliged to object to that re- 
quest for unanimous consent in regard to that bill. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will not object to 
It is an important public measure and involves no ex- 
pense. It is absolutely necessary for the division of lands in the 
Creek country. It is to ratify an agreement made by the Interior 
Department with the Creek Indians. The Secretary of the In- 
terior has urged its passage. It has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and there can be no reasonable objection to it by any- 
body. If the Senator thinks there is any objection to it, I should 
1 understand the facts. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand a Senator has an amend- 


| ment which he proposes to offer to the bill. 
Gilman, late of Company K, Thirty-first Regiment lowa Volun- | 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume I understand the allusion 
of the Senator from North Dakota. An amendment was offered 
to this agreement in the House. It passed in the bill, but the 
Indian Committee of the Senate recommends striking out every 
amendment which was put into the bill in the House. The Sen- 
ate committee would not to the bill except as the agree- 
ment was made between the Interior Department and the Indians. 


| The provision for the leasing of oil, gas, coal, asphalt, and other 


mineral lands was stricken out on the recommendation of the 
committee, and I would not myself vote for the bill with that pro- 


vision in it. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. My colleague [Mr. McCumBeEr], who is 
absent from the Senate at the present time, has a bill on the Cal- 
endar here, reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
ratify an agreement with the Turtle Mountain tribe of Indians. 
That treaty has likewise been repeatedly reported favorably from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and recommended by the Inte- 
rior Department. My last conversation with my coll e was 
to the effect that he desired to offer the bill in relation to the Tur- 
tle Mountain Indians as an amendment to the bill providing for 
the treaty which the Senator from Arkansas pro here. As | 
have stated, my colleague is absent at present, and I think that that 
matter is of sufficient importance to go over until the next session 
of Congress. I do not believe that a bill of this character should 
be pushed through here at this time of the session. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I will say that I should be glad to 
have the Senator's colleague get his bill passed; but the prevent- 
ing of important legislation because a Senator can not carry out 
what he chooses, it seems to me, puts the rest of us on notice that, 
we might as well agree that legislation shall stop for this session. 
If a measure of this kind can not be passed in an orderly way we 
may as well all a. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. After some experience I had last night, 
I think legislation has stopped for this session, J 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 129 to the bill (H. R. 11537) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreeing to the residue of the amendments of the Senate, 
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the 
conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to a the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
HAE, Mr. ALLison, and Mr, TELLER were appointed, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives further insisting upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 50, 51, 52, and 53 
to the bill (H. R. 10450) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30,1901, and for other purposes, 
insisting on its amendment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 9 and 58, and agreeing to the further conference asked by 
the Senate on the d ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. That bill is already in conference. I ask the Sec- 
retary to keep the papers on the table, so that they may be sent 
for by the conferees, who will meet ir about an hour. 

PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10539) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce - 
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against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 
1890. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry. | other provisions that might be put into it. 
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Yesterday I gave notice that at the conclusion of the morning | 


business [ should address the Senate for a short time; and I am 
somewhat like the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 
I wish to know exactly my status and where my rightful place is, 
and as to my right to proceed at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
has given notice of his intention to speak, as did also the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. ButLer}. The Chair will recognize 
either Senator at any time he addresses the Chair and desires to 


speak. : 

Par. BUTLER. I had addressed the Chair; but I do not wish 
to take precedence of the Senator from Nebraska. Ido not know 
whether either one of us had the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not care about the order in which I proceed. 
I had just as lief be the last man as the first one, so that I get an 
opportunity some time before the Senate adjourns to not only en- 
lighten the Senate, but to enlighten the country respecting my 
position on this important matter of our relations with the Phil- 
ippines. I waive my right now, and take second place to the 
denator from North Carolina, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr, BuTLER}. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, as I understand it, there is be- 
fore the Senate now House bill 10539, known as the anti-trust bill, 
which the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Petrigrew] has 
moved to take up for present consideration, and the Senator from 
New Hampshire {[ Mr. GALLINGER] has moved, as a substitute mo- 
tion, that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That isthe pending motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. President, the situation is this: There are now on the statute 
books two anti-trust laws, one known as the Sherman anti-trust 
law, and the other, I think, known as the Morgan or Gorman or 
Wilson anti-trust law. Both of these anti-trust }aws have proven 
to be ineffective, ially, I might say, on account of their in- 
herent defects and partially for want of effective execution. 

The House proposes to amend one of those existing anti-trust 
laws, the Sherman Act, with the amendments contained in House 
bill 10539. A few days ago the House yeane this bill, the pur- 
ported purpose of which is to amend and strengthen the Sherman 
anti-trust law. The Housa passed it after it had been consid- 
ered by the House Committee on the Judiciary, and it is now here. 
To-morrow we shall probably adjourn. The question therefore 
is, Shall we pass the House bill before we adjourn or shall we do 
— 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] said to-day that this 
bill was imperfect, that he thought there were some unconstitu- 
tional sections in it, and tnat, therefore, it should go to a commit- 
tee. Iam giad the Senator from Nevada isin hisseat now. But, 
Mr. President, if this bill amending the Sherman law is defective, 
I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that it is this bill or 
ae 

Mr. STEWART. Would you vote for this bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. We will end this session by doing nothing to 
destroy or suppress trusts or we will pass this bill. The Senator 
asks me if I will vote for it. 

‘ oar STEWART. Does not the Senator believe it is unconstitu- 
onal? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say that I believed it was unconsti- 
tutional, The Senator from Nevada said that. I believe that 
with these amendments added to the Sherman anti-trust law, that 
law will still be ineffective. I believe we shall not meet the evil 
with the Sherman law and these amendments added; but I am 
willing to vote for it, and take the chances of it doing some good. 
If there are any unconstitutional sections in it, then the court will 
knock them out and they will fall; but there are some sections in 
it that are clearly constitutional and may do some good. There- 
fore I would vote for it and let those sections that are unconstitu- 
tional stand, as they would stand, and accomplish whatever good 
Oy could. 

ir. STEWART. There is no good in it at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I admit that there is not much 
00d in it, because that bill is not directed at the evils that pro- 
uce trusts. I will agree with the Senator on that; but there are 

some provisions in it that will be of a certain restrictive nature 
that may result in some good, and therefore we can try them. 

One provision of this bill provides that a criminal and unlawful 
trust shall be denied the use of the mails. That will do some 


Mr. STEWART. You have got to determine what are crimi- 
nal or unlawful trusts before you can do that. 
ae BUTLER, That will do some good, and that is constitu- 
0: 


| 
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A member of the House months ago, Mr. GAINEs of Tennessee, 
offered that provision as a separate measure. It was debated in the 
House, and the provisions of his bill are put into this, There are 
You can tax trusts 
out of existence, just as the Government taxed State banks out 
existence, Did we not kill State banks by putting a tax of 10 per 
cent on them? 

Mr. President, no one knows better than I do that these amend- 
ments, with the Sherman anti-trust Jaw and the Wilson-Gorman 
anti-trust law, all combined, will never break up trusts. It will 
not break up trusts, because it will not remove the causes that 
inevitably produce trusts. The way to kill trusts is to remove 
the causes that produce them. But this bill may do some good, 

In this connection I want to ask why the House offered this 
amendment to the Sherman anti-trust law? We have been in ses- 
sion since the 4th day of last December, The House waited until 
the dying hours of the session to offer it. Weare therefore putin 
this position, that we must take the House measure as it eomes or 
do nothing. To refer this bill to the committee means to do noth- 
ing. Did the House mean that we should do nothing? If the 
House did not mean that, then why dees the Senate oppose pass- 
ing the House amendment, and why should any Senator tavor 
doing that which would kill the House bill? : 

Mr. President, 1 have myself some very clear ideas, or at least 
I have some very strong convictions about how this trust eyil 
should be dealt with and what the remedy is. I have ta some 
extent imperfectly set out those ideas in a Senate joint resolution, 
which I introduced on January 10, known as Senate joint reso- 
lution No, 59, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

he Secretary read as follows: 


ot 


Con 
e them, to re 
lividual and 


Joint resolution (8. R. 59) declaring the duty, power, and 
gress to destroy trusts by removing the causes that seein 
store competition, and open the door of opportunity to in 
independent business enterprises. 


uUPrpose of 


Whereas the only logical and effective way to destroy trusts 
the causes that logically and inevitably produce them; and 

Whereas those who control the instruments of commerce have it in their 
power to control commerce, to build up one section and tear down another, 
to build up one city or private business enterprise at the expense of another, 
to destroy all competition, and put any and every business into a trust at 
will; and e 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States confers upon Congress the 
power, and makes it its duty, to regulate commerce between the States; and 

Whereas Congress can exercise and perform this power and duty in: 
other way except by controlling and regulating the instruments of « 
meree; and 

Whereas cach instrument of commerce is a great natural monopoly, and, 
therefore, should never be owned by private enterprise, but shoula belong 
to all the people and be regulated by their agent, the Government, with 
ustice to all and favoritism to none; and 

Whereas the failure of Congress to perform this constitutional duty has 
resulted.in private enterprise taking possession of all the instruments of com 
merce,and by using them for private gain and power has enabled such pri 
vate enterprises to absolutely dominate the business world, creating a few 
great industrial monopolies known as trusts, which, with the cooperation and 
favoritism of those who control the instruments of commerce, are enabled to 
drive every competitor out of business and close the door toindividual effort, 
besides centralizing in a few handsa power over the life and liberty of the 
people reater than the power of the Government itself: Now, therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the three great instruments of com 
merce, money, the means of exchange; the national highways, the means of 
transportation; the post-office, the telegraph, and the talesinane, the means 
of the transmission of intelligence, are, and of right ought to be, public func 
tions 

Second. That to this end the national banking system, which delegates to 
a few private corporations the great governmental function of issuing cur- 
rency and regulating its volume as selfish whims or private avarice may dic 
tate, should be abolished, and the sole power of issuing money and regulating 
its volume should be restored to the representatives of the people, in Con 
gress assembled, where it constitutionally belongs; that every dollar of money 


is to remove 


ma 


| issued by the Government, whether of gold, silver, or paper, should be full 


legal tender, equal in purchasing and debt paying power with every other 
I 


| dollar, and that its volume should be from time to time increased to keep 


pace with the demand of increasing population and business, to the end that 
prices may remain stable and that debts contracted may be paid in a dollar 
representing the same amount of labor and product as the dollar of the con- 
tract. 

Third. That the power to build up one city or section and destroy another, 
the power to build up one business enterprise and close the doors of another, 
to centralize any line of business into one great industrial trust and to crush 
out all competitors by discrimination in freights and fares, and by exercising 
the most powerful, unlimited, and unrestrained taxing power known to the 
civilized world, which Congress has permitted a few private interests to 
usurp and control, should, by appropriate legislation, be reclaimed by the 
people, to the end that the national Sidupert should be open to the use of 
all on equal terms, to be maintained by taxes or toils no larger than neces- 
sary to maintain the cost. 

Fourth. That the telegraph and the telephone, which, with the post-office, 
constitute one of the three great instruments of commerce, hoe as speed 
ily as possible, be reclaimed from private hands and added to the people’: 
great national postal system, where they rightfully belong, to the end that 
every post-office where citizens live and are taxed to support the Govern 
ment may have the benefit of all that science and invention have contributed 
toward equipping a modern up-to-date postal system. 


Fifth. That when Congress, by thus exercising its constitutional powers 
and performing its constitutional duties, shall have reclaimed from private 


hands the trust on money, the trust on transportation, and the trust on the 
transmission of intelligence, and restored these three great instruments of 
commerce to the use of all the people as a public blessing, the three greatest 


trusts for evil known to civilization will have been destroyed, and at the 
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same time the causes which have logically and inevitably produced the aggre- 
gation of great industrial trusts will be forever removed, the reign of mo- 
nopoly will be at an end, the door of opportunity be again reopened, and the 
era of competition, with equal rights to all and special privileges to none, 
will be reenthroned. 





Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I now wish the attention of the 
Senate for a short while to discuss the evils that produce trusts 
and the remedies to remove these evils as_set forth in the joint 
resolution which has just been read. 

Trusts are cancers—industrial cancers—on the body politic. 
They are eating cancers; they are spreading cancers; they are 
fatal to the prosperity and life of the Republic. Everybody ad- 
mits this; everybody is opposed to trusts; yet trusts continue to 
thrive and prosper and to multiply each day. Why is this? Be- 
cause the voters have been deceived and misled about the causes 
that produce trusts and the true remedy to root them up and crush 
them out. 

In December, 1896, President Cleveland, in his last annual mes- 
sage to Congress, went out of his way to discuss the question of 
trusts. He warned the people against this growing menace to our 
industries and to our Government, but closed by saying that Con- 
gress was powerless to remove the evil, and that the remedy lay 
with the legislatures of the several States. 

President McKinley, in his inaugural address and in several 
messages to Congress since, has arraigned and denounced trusts 
more severely even than his predecessor. He has said that the 
life of the Republic demanded that this monster—this insidious 
and blighting curse—should be plucked from our industrial sys- 
sem; yet he has offered no remedy. A few years ago the Repub- 
licans passed an anti-trust law which they said would remedy the 
evil, It did not. The Democratic party denounced the Repub- 
lican anti-trust law as asham and a fraud, and charged that the 
Republicans never intended to pass a law that would be effective. 
In this they were right. But what happened? When the Demo- 
cratic party, under the Cleveland régime,came into power, the 
Cleveland Democrats proceeded to pass an anti-trust law of their 
own, which they claimed would remove and eradicate the evil. 

If has not done so. To-day the Republican anti-trust law and 
the so-called Democratic anti-trust law are both on the statute 
book side by side and in full force. Yet trusts continue to grow 
and prosper and multiply in numbers as never before. What is 
the matter? In the first place, the officers of the Government 
have not done their duty in trying to enforce these laws. But 
even if they had they could not have eradicated the evil. Why? 
The truth is that neither of these so-called anti-trust laws con- 
tains the true remedy. Neither of them is directed at the causes 
that produce trusts. 

The bill which passed the House a few days ago, and which is 
now before the Senate, to amend the Sherman anti-trust law, is 
not sufficient. I am not sure that it would even improve the Sher- 
man law if it were passed, but I am ready to vote for it, as weak 
and ineffectual as it would be. ° 

But, Mr. President, Congress should be honest with itself and 
the people, and stop this trust tinkering for campaign purposes. 

The so-called Democratic and Republican anti-trust laws now on 
the statute book are ineffective; first, because the evil laws now 
in existence and in full force, which inevitably produce trusts, 
are not repealed; next, because the so-called anti-trust laws are 
not directed at any of the fundamental conditions that foster and 
promote the existence of trusts. 

A statute declaring that water shall not run down hill would 
be ineffective unless the statute should repeal the law of gravita- 
tion. To state it another way, the attempt to remove and cure 
the industrial cancers called trusts with the so-called anti-trust 
laws is as futile and foolich as it would be for a physician to at- 
tempt to heal a cancer growing out of blood poison by an appli- 
cation of salves. The only cure for such a cancer is a constitu- 
tional tonic that will remove the blood poison from the system. 

The Democratic and Republican political doctors have each been 
applying their anti-trust salves to the industrial cancers on the 
body politic for years, while the disease has increased and the 
patient has grown sicker with each application. To-day the 
whole nation is sick nigh unto death with a chronic and consti- 
tutional disease—the complication of trusts that infests our in- 
dustrial system. 

Congress is about toadjourn. Has anything been done to eradi- 
cate or even to check or palliate these evils? No. The whole ses- 
sion has passed, and nothing has been done and nothing has been at- 
tempted until the closing hours of this am and what is that? 
During the past few days an anti-trust bill, to which I have just 
referred, and an anti-trust amendment have both been offe: in 
the House by the dominant party. It is simply a cheap, cuttle- 
tish performance to attempt to muddy the waters and again fool 
the people. 

. The bill which passed the House and which came over to the 
Senate yesterday professes to strengthen and improve the Sher- 
man anti-trust law; but if it were to become a law now, it would 
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not in any sense remove the evil, because the bill does not propose 
to remove the causes that produce the evil. The anti-trust con- 
stitutional amendment which the Republican majority offered, to 
give Congress the power to regulate and suppress trusts, is an ab- 
surd proposition. It is as follows: 


ARTICLE XVI. 


SEcTION 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several 
States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the 


sover ignty and sublets to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a corpo- 
ration or otherwise. 

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner not 
in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

Sec. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this article 
by appropriate legislation. 


This proposed amendment was clearly intended for nothing but 
campaign purposes. Congratulate the House upon voting it 
down, but those who voted against it should have offered as a sub- 
stitute not a constitutional amendment, but a bill to remove the 
causes under the present Federal Constitution. But in offering 
this amendment the majority of the House has admitted that Con- 
gress ought to legislate to break up trusts, but they claim that 
Congress has not the power. Congress now has sufficient power 
under the Constitution, as I will soon show, to deal with this evil 
effectively. No constitutional amendment is needed. The pres- 
ent Constitution gives Congress the power to remove the evils 
that have a every trust in existence. 

While this mock performance was going on in the House, I 
noticed from the press that several New York Democratic poli- 
ticians were down here to see Democratic leaders in Congress, and 
to urge upon them to take the position that Congress had not the 
power nor the right to deal with the trust question, but that the 
whole matter should be left with the States. The crusts have had 
no better friends than these New York Democratic politicians. 
They were here in the interest of the trusts. The States can deal 
with trusts only in a limited and restricted way. ‘The States can 
not remove the causes that produce trusts. The States can pass 
only restrictive anti-trust legislation. Congress is the only power 
that can go to the root of the evil and destroy trusts by removing 
the causes that produce them. But this point I will discuss a little 
later. The States and Congress should act concurrently. 

Mr. President, within the next few weeks both of the old polit- 
ical parties will hold their national conventions. They will both in 
their national platform denounce trusts as the overshadowing 
evil of the age, but will they both stop with that harmless per- 
formance? ill either of them point out the real causes that pro- 
duce trusts and offer to remove these causes asaremedy? That 
remains to be seen. To simply use high-sounding adjectives in 
denouncing an evil that is universally recognized and condemned 
without pointing out the causes of the evil and offering the rem- 
edy is an easy and harmless thing to do. It does not hurt the 
trusts. Indeed, it is their method of campaigning. It is their 
cuttlefish method of muddying the waters and fooling the people 
while they continue to rob them. 

The People’s Party national convention has already been held at 
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., on May 9. It also denounced t1usts as the 
overshadowing evils of the age; but did it stop there? No. It 
proceeded in a bold, intelligent, and courageous manner to point 
out the real and fundamental causes that have produced these evil 
results. The plank of the People’s Party platform on trusts reads 
as follows: 

Trusts, the overshadowing evil of the age, are the result and culmination 
of the private ownership and control of the three great instruments of com- 
merce, money, transportation, and the means of the transmission of informa- 
tion, which instruments of commerce are public functions, and which our 
forefathers declared in the Constitution should be controlled by the people 
through their Congress for the public welfare. The only remedy for the 


trusts is that the ownership and control of these instruments of commerce be 
assumed and exercised by the people. 


Thus we see that the People’s Party has pene and bravely 
met the issue. It has pointed out, clearly and concisely, the rem- 
edy. If there are any who do not think that this remedy offered 
by the People’s Party is the true remedy, then we challenge them, 
before criticising, denouncing, or opposing this remedy, to offer 
their remedy. e American people, who are every day and every 
hour being robbed of millions upon millions by these gigantic 
combinations called trusts, are tired of being humbugged about 
this tremendously serious matter. They will not be satisfied to 
have politicians attempt to secure their votes again by exhausting 
the vocabulary of adjectives in denouncing this evil unless these 
politicians will offer a remedy and pledge themselves if put in 
power toenactitintolaw. A party that is not intelligent enough 
to know what the remedy for trusts is or that has not the honesty 
or courage to declare for that remedy is not a fit party to be in 
charge of the affairs of this Government. 

I will now proceed to analyze this remedy proposed by the Peo- 
ple’s Party, and will show that it is not only the true remedy and 


the only remedy, but that this remedy can be applied by Congress 
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under the present Constitution. Indeed, that the present Consti- 
tution makes it the duty of Congress to apply this remedy. 

Before proceeding with that argument, !et us stop and see what 
a trustis. A trust is ascheme or a device to establish a complete 
monopoly of any line of business. Whenever any number of in- 
dividuals organize themselves into a corporation and get a com- 

lete monopoly of any line of business, so that they can crush out 
all kinds of competition and regulate absolutely the price of not 
only the manufactured article sold to the public, but also the raw 
material bought from the producers to make the articles, then we 
have a typical modern trust, 

But the all-important question is, How can any corporation get 
a omens monopoly of any line of business? That is, How is it 
possible for such a monopoly—such a trust—to be organized and 
maintained? Are not the thousands of people in a certain line of 
business more powerful than one syndicate or corporation in the 
same business? Are not 70,000,000 of peop)e more powerful than 
a half dozen of that number? They are if they have equal oppor- 
tunities. . 

Then how is it possible for a very small number of men to drive 
out of business and crush their thousands of competitors, secure 
a complete monopoly, and maintain it in the face of the remainder 
of the nation? There is but one way in which it can possibly be 
done. The monopolists must first get control of the instruments 
of commerce. Those who control the instruments of commerce 
can, of course, control commerce itself, can destroy all competi- 
tion, and can put any kind of business and every business into a 
trust at will. 

Now, what are the instruments of commerce? 
in number. 

The first is money—the measure of values, the medium of ex- 
change—which is the vital element in every business transaction. 
Money is the lifeblood of commerce, and business stagnates when 
the supply is cornered or when/the quantity in circulation does 
not increase with the increase of population and business, just as 
the human body grows weak from congestion or loss of blood. 
When the supply of money increases faster than the increase of 
population and business, then we have all the evils of business 
intoxication. 

The second great instrument of commerce is transportation. 
Cheap transportation that can be used by all is an essential factor 
of business in any country, but the larger the country the more 
important is transportation. In a country of the immense dis- 
tances of ours the transportation question is of equally vital im- 
portance with the money question. 

But the opportunity and the right to use this instrument of 
commerce to transport products from one end of the country to 
the other at the same prices and on the same terms that your 
competitor pays or enjoys is of even more importance in prevent- 
ing the building up of trusts than the question of cheapness. 

henever there is discrimination in freight rates, no matter 
whether the freight charges are high or low, a powerful leverage 
is given to those who have the benefit of rebates and favoritisms 
to crush out competition. 

Do such discriminations exist? Yes, and necessarily so, when 
a few great bankers and syndicates own and control this powerful 
instrument of commerce, and can therefore regulate rates and 
make discrimination in favor of monopolies and trusts with which 
they are allied. What do we see to-day? Two or three men, rep- 
resenting a foreign gold syndicate, owning and absolutely con- 
trolling, as the agents of the gold trust, all of the biggest railroad 
systems of the nation. 

These powerful railroad systems, with the tributaries which 
they dominate and control, comprising more than half of the rail- 
road mileage of the nation, govern every means of modern trans- 
portation in all of the great populous and important sections of 
the nation from ocean to ocean. These few railroad magnates, 
representing the cold-blooded Shylocks, the descendants of the 
money changers whom Christ drove out of the temple, can to-day 
sit down around a table and control absolutely nearly every mile 
of railroad transportation in the nation. 

By a stroke of the pen they can lock the wheels of every locomo- 
tive, they can put up rates or they can put them down, they can 
build up one section and tear down another, they can form part- 
nerships with other industrial pirates, and they can organize trusts 
until there will not be an independent business left in the nation. 

The third great and vital instrument of commerce is the trans- 
mission of intelligence. As far as the business world can use the 
Post-Office Department everyone stands on a fair and equal foot- 
ing; but the information that controls the markets and affects 
vitally the business world, from the Associated Press dispatches 
to the daily newspapers, the stock reports, and so on down, are 
transmitted by telegraph. The tremendous importance of this 
instrument of commerce is not generally realized. 

The actions of men are controlled by their opinions; their opin- 
ions are formed on the information they receive. Therefore the 
opinions and actions of the wisest and best men are sadly at fault 


They are three 
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if the truth has been kept from them or if it has been colored or 
perverted. Those who can control what we read can control our 
thoughts; those who control our thoughts can control our vot 


8 


those who can control our votes can control our pocketbooks and 
the destinies of the nation. 
Here, then, are the three vital instrumexts of commerce—imoney, 


transportation, transmission of intelligence. Howshould they be 
used and by whom should they be controlled? Can agencies so 
powerful, and the proper use of which is absolutely essential to 
the welfare of all the people, be trusted in the hands of a part of 
the people to be used for their own private gain and power? 
Clearly not. Then, how should they be used and controlled in 
order to give equal opportunities to all and to promote the general 
welfare? 

Clearly these instruments of commerce should be used as pub- 
lic functions at the lowest possible cost and without discrimina 
tion in favor of one person and against another. This must be 
done in order to put every industry and business enterprise on an 
equal footing. Has this been done? No, But instead we have 
permitted the reverse to be done. These vital instruments of 
commerce are to-day completely in the hands of private individ- 
uals and speculators, who therefore have the business world at 
their mercy. 

Whenever a government permits the instruments of commerce 
to go into private hands, it has surrendered its most important 
function of sovereignty. It has surrendered its power to ‘‘ estab- 
lish justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty.” It is to secure these rights that governments are estab- 
lished among men. 

The instruments of commerce are natural monopolies—they are 
natural trusts. When they are used as public carriers, open and 
free to the use of all on like terms and conditions, then there is 
healthy competition, with widespread industrial activity and 
general prosperity and happiness. Under such just and happy 
conditions it is impossible for an industrial trust to be organized 
and maintained. 

But when these natural monopolies, these natural trusts—the 
instruments of commerce—are controlled by private individuals 
and corporations for private gain and power, they become the 
parent trusts that produce general business stagnation in the 
midst of plenty and breed industrial trusts to absorb every line 
of business; and when such industrial trusts are organized and 
maintained they aggravate the conditions that gave them birth. 

The causes that destroy competition and individual and inde- 
pendent business enterprises are the causes that produce trusts. 

Put into the hands of a few men the instruments of commerce 
that all men must use, and how can the remainder of mankind 
compete with them or do business at all except upon their terms— 
terms dictated by selfishness and greed? 

In short, those who have a trust on money, a trust on transpor- 
tation, and a trust on news have it in their power to levy tribute 
on every man and every industry in the nation in order to enrich 
themselves and their allies. They have other and, if possible, still 
more dangerous powers; they can use the instruments of com- 
merce toextend princely favoritisms to some and to make deadly 
discriminations against others, 

Thas, as I have said, they can build up one section of the 
country at the expense of another; they can build up one business 
and tear down every other business competing with it. By this 
selfish, greedy, and tyrannous use of such tremendous powers they 
have made millions of paupers to make a few millionaires, They 
have taken the Government itself by the throat, and they have 
the people at their mercy. 

They are directly responsible for the organization of every trust. 
Was there a trust in existence before half of the people’s money 
was destroyed by burning the greenbacks and demonetizing silver 
and thecontrol of our finances was placed in the hands of a bank- 
ing syndicate? Was there a trust inexistence before the railroad 
and telegraph, the other two instruments of commerce, were mo- 
nopolized by private greed? 

During the thirty years in which a few private individuals, or- 
ganized into corporations, have secured a trust on money, a trust 
on transportation, and a trust on inte!ligence there has sprung up, 
grown and multiplied the aggregation of monster industria! trusts 
which are to-day blighting our industrial system and saping the 
lifeblood of the Republic. 

These facts are too plain for controversy. 
the causes that produce trusts. 

But what is the remedy? Clearly it is to remove these causes. 
Clearly it is to see that the instrumer..s of commerce are wrested 
from the hands of private and corporate greed and operated as 
public functions for the public good. 

And whose duty is it to take charge of and regulate these in- 
struments of commerce for the public good? Clearly and unques- 
tionably the duty of Congress. Section 8, Article I of the Con- 
stitution, in enumerating the powers and duties of Congress, lays 


Here, then, we have 
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ing: 
To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several St 
and with the Indian tribes. 


ates 
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down as the third power and duty to be exercised the follow- transportation, shall be controlled, maintained, and operated in 


like manner? 
Go read the debate over the proposition to establish a post-office 
system and operate it asa public function. Did not our fathers 


Thus we see that every Congressman and Senator, when he | take the ground that this, being a natural monopoly, should never 


takes the oath to support the Constitution, swears that he wiil use 
his vote to regulate commerce, But how can he use his vote to 
regulate commerce, or how can Congress, acting as a whole, reg- 
ulate commerce, without regulating the instruments of commerce? 
Does Congress regulate these instruments of commerce to-day? 
No, They are regulated by private persons and corporations in 
the interest of private and corporate greed. 

Monopolists and corporations use the people’s instruments of 
commerce as the most powerful agencies and weapons in the in- 
dustrial system of the nation to ae, tyrannize, intimidate, 
and rob every independent person and business enterprise. They 
bleed the country, make themselves millionaires, and then use a 
part of their ill-gotten gains, their red-handed blood money, to 
control and dominate Congress itself. 

It is true that Congress pretends to regulate these instruments 
of commerce, but the fact is that those who control the instru- 
ments of commerce control Congress, prevent the passage of ef- 
fective laws to cure the evil, and on the other hand secure the 
passage of other laws in their own interest which aggravate the 
evil. Congress made its fatal mistake when it put into the hands 
of private persons and syndicates these powerful, vital, and con- 
stitutional instruments of commerce, which make trusts, and 
make them greater than Congress. 

In all our political campaigns the allied monopolists which have 
a trust on money, a trust on transportation, and a trust on intel- 
ligence combine. They select the conventions they will control; 
they elect the candidate they have selected. Of course they con- 
trol them after they are elected. This has gone on until to-day 
these allied trusts control and dominate every branch of our Goy- 
ernment, 

What a terrible mistake Congress has made in surrendering to 
private greed such powerful weapons and indispensable public 
agencies for general business prosperity and the preservation of 
= government! If the commanding officer of an army should 

isarm his own soldiers, turn over his guns to theenemy, and then 
attempt to fight a battle, he would not act more foolishly or 
treacherously than Congress has done in failing to execute in be- 
half of the people its vested powers in a matter of euch vital im- 
portance to the general welfare of the country and the life of the 
Government. 

Can there be any excuse for this gigantic blunder perpetrated 
by Congress in the light of and in defiance of the teachings of all 
history since the dawn of civilization? Does not the experience of 
mankind, in every countryand in every age since government was 
first organized, teach that whatsoever power has controlled the 
instruments of commerce—whether it has been a government or 
a combination of business interests—that power has always con- 
trolled commerce itself? 

Yes. And the whole experience of mankind further teaches that 
whenever a government has failed to control the instruments of 
commerce, and has left their control to private interests, these pri- 
vate interests have not only controlled commerce but have also 
controlled and dominated the government. 

This great danger was clearly seen by the founders of our Gov- 
ernment when the Constitution was framed and adopted. When 
we read the debates in the Constitutional Convention, we find that 
those who opposed monarchical ideas and Hamiltonian theories 
declared undying opposition to all forms of monopoly. 

They took the position that a natural monopoly should never be 
allowed to go into private hands; that a bysiness which was a 
natural monopoly was a monopoly at birth, and that therefore no 
one could honestly claim to oppose monopolies if he favored put- 
ting such a business into private hands. 

he result of that discussion and of the patriotic foresight of 
the founders of our Government was that every instrument of 
commerce as then existing was made a public function. 

Did not the fathers declare undying opposition to banks of issue? 
Did they not provide that the Government should issue all money, 
the first great instrument of commerce? 

The second instrument of commerce, transportation, at that 
time was the dirt roads—the a eae ae lakes, rivers, 
and other navigable waters. Did not the fathers provide with 
jealons care that the rivers and other navigable waters should be 
public highways—should not be owned and controlled by private 
syndicates, but should be kept open and navigable at public ex- 
pense and used on equal terms by everyone? Since that time 
inventive genius has made the steel rails supersede, as a vital instru- 
ment of commerce, the old cart and wagon ruts. 

If it was important that the old dirt roads should be public high- 
ways, maintained at public expense for the public good, free to 
all alike, then is it not a hundredfold more important that this 
new, improved instrument of commerce, this modern means of 





go into private hands, but should be operated by the Govern- 
ment as a public function for the public good? 

Now. every argument that controlled our wise and patriotic 
forefathers in dealing with the instruments of commerce and 
providing against the birth and growth of monopolies and trusts 
at that time should control us to-day in dealing with the instru- 
ments of commerce in their present form—the mail system im- 
proved by electricity, the iron highways, and the circulating 
volume of money. 

Take these great natural monopolies, which are the three vital 
instruments of commerce, from private hands and use them (as 
the fathers did) as public functions, and we remove at once the 
three most powerful and dangerous trusts—the trust on money, 
the trust on transportation, and the trust on news. 

Wedomore. By removing the control of these natural monop- 
olies, which in private hands are the parent trusts, we remove tho 
causes that produce the aggregation of monster industrial trusts 
that to-day threaten the institutions of the Republic. Therefore, 
if we wish to deliver our Government and our industrial system 
from the deadly clutches of the monster trusts, we must hasten to 
retrace our steps, correct our mistakes, and boldly take the same 
action that the fathers did with reference to these great natural 
monopolies. 

In short, our fatal error has been in departing from the doctrines 
of Jeffersonian Democracy. Apply to present conditions the prin- 
ciples of Jeffersonian Democracy and the constitutional remedy 
above pointed out, and we shall have the three greatest instru- 
ments of commerce—money, transportation, and the transmission 
of intelligence—in their modern form, operated as public func- 
tions at cost, without discrimination against any and with equal 
opportunities to all. 

Thus the one vital, comprehensive, and paramount question 
confronting our people to-day is this: Shall we have a government 
by the foreign gold trust and its allied monopolies, which have 
captured our instruments of commerce, with the industrial trusts 
of which these are the nts—a government of the trusts, by 
the trusts, and for the trusts; or shall we, by reestablishing the 
principles of Jeffersonian Democracy, under which the instru- 
ments of commerce must be used as public functions, break the 
power of these industrial demons which are devouring us and 
reenthrone a government of the people, by the people, and for the 

»ple? 

Let this be done, and then the causes that produce trusts will 
be removed; let this be done, and then every trust in existence 
will vanish as a fog before the rising sun. Let this be done, and 
then equal opportunities for every individual and every aoe 
ent business enterprise will be restored; let this be done, and then 
the old-time econémy, simplicity, and purity in politics and gov- 
ernment will be restored; let this be done, and then, and not 
till then, will there be a permanent condition of general pros- 

rity. 
eo McMILLAN. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield 
to me to present a conference report? 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield for that purpose. 


EMERGENCIES IN RIVER AND HARBOR WORKS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11646) making provision for 
emergencies in river and har works, for certain surveys, and for the di- 
version of certain appropriations or modifications of provisions heretofore 
made for the fiscal rar ending June 80, 1901, and for other purposes, having 
met, after fulland free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 13, 19, 26, 284, 38, 43. 

That the House recede from its @ ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 9, 10,12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31, 34, 36, 39, 
40, 41, 42, 44, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbe 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the language proposed to be stricken out and insert at the end 
thereof the following: “and in expending any such allotment advertisement 
for bids may be dispensed with on the recommendation of the local engi- 
neer;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 

“The river and harbor front of the city of Camden, Ark., on the Ouachita 
River: With a view to improving said harbor and ing and protecting 
the river bank in front of said city, the expense of said examination and sur- 
vey to be = out of any fund now available for the improvement of the 
Ouachita River.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House from its d ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
posed strike out the words “retaining the harbor as it orig- 
mt insert in lieu thereof the words “ restoring it;"" and the 
the same. 
e House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 
“KENTUCKY AND TENNESSEE. 


“The bank of the Mississippi River between the Highlands, near the city 
of Hickman, in the State of Kentucky, and Slough Landing, in Lake County, 
in the State of Tennessee, with a view of constructing such works as may be 
required to prevent overflows along said section of the river, such examina- 
tion and survey to be made under the direction of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, the cost thereof to be paid out of the unexpended balance author- 
ized to be expended by said commission.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the language proposed strike out the words “ Long Prairie River and its 
sources;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 

**Cape Fear River with a view to obtaining a navigable channel from Wil- 
mington to Fayetteville of 4, 6, or 8 feet at mean low water.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, 


In lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 
“OHIO RIVER. 


“Continuing and completing the survey of the Ohio River from Marietta 
to the mouth of the Miami River in accordance with the provisions of the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1899, the expense thereof to be paid out of 
any moneys already appropriated and not expended for the general improve- 
ment of the Ohio River.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the smanege proposed insert the following: 

“Columbia River, ween the foot of The Dalles Rapids and the head of 
Celilo Falls, Qregen and Washington: with a view to the construction of a 
canal and locks to overcome the obstructions to navigation.” 

And the Senate agree to tho same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 

“Brazos River from its mouth to the city of Waco: With a view to pro- 
curing a navigable depth of 4, 5, and 6 feet, first, from its mouth to the 
town of old Washington, in Washington County; second, from said town to 
old Washington to the city of Waco. In case a senvey is made, the popere 
thereon shall show the most advantageous depth to each point, and whether 
oseem of locks and dams will be necessary, and if so, the cost and location 
of same.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 

“Snake River, in the States of Idaho and Washington, from the head of 
navigation on said river to the point of junction with the Columbia River: 
With a view to improving said river.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the lan proposed insert the following: 

* Milwaukee Harbor: With a view to necessary enlanpoment and suitable 

rotection therefor: Provided, however, That at the following-named locali- 
Fics reliminary examinations only shall be made: 

* Mapon Harbor, Delaware; 

“ Long, Prairie River, Minnesota, and its sources; Ohio and Allegheny 
rivers: With a view to ascertaining the desirability and cost of changing 
the Davis Island lock and dam in the Ohio River, and of changing or con- 
structing the other locks and dams in the Ohio and Allegheny rivers, so as to 
secure a ¥-foot stage of water in said rivers; but the work on said rivers as 
now authorized shall not be suspended because of this provision; 

“Sioux River, South Dakota.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the lang proposed insert the Sepewing: 

“Spo. 3. That the etary of Waris hereby authorized, in his discretion, 
to terminate the contract heretofore entered into with the late James B. 
Eads for the maintenance of the channel through the South Pass of the Mis- 
sissippi River, in pursuance of an act of venqrens approved March 3, 1875, 
entitled ‘An act authorizing James B. Eads and others to construct jetties, 
etc., and to maintain channels between South Pass of fener River and 
Gulf of Mexico, and of an act of Congress approved June 19, 1878, entitled 
‘Anact to amendanactentitled “An act making appropriations for the re vair, 
preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers and harbo:s, 
and for other purposes,’’' approved March 3, 1879, entitled ‘An act to amend 
an act entitled “An act making appropriation for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
pu * approved March 8, 1875. 

* tary of War is also authorized, in his discretion, to purchase 
from the heirs or aan} vepressniatives of the said James B. Eads the dredges 
and other plant including real estate now used by them for the maintenance 
of said channel, or such portion of said plant as he may deem desirable, and 

ar and the heirs or legal representatives of the 
estate of James B. deceased, are unable to agree upon the price to be 
paid for said dredges and plant, including real estate, or so much thereof as 
the Secretary of War may deem necessary to purchase, then such price shall 
be assessed by a board of three appraisers to be appointed as follows: 

“One appraiser to be appointed by the Secretary of War, one by the heirs 
or legal representatives of James B. Eads, deceased, and in case these two fail 
to agree they shall jointly choose a third appraiser, and the three so > 
0inted shall by a majority vote duly appraise the price to be paid for said 
dredges and plant, including real estate, and in case such aqgecions is apyeored 
by the Secretary of War the same shall be deemed to be the price which the 
Secre of War is authorized to pay for said drex and plant, including 
real estate, or so much thereof as the Secretary of War may deem necessary 
to purchase: Provided, That in no event shall more than ,000 be paid for 
all the dred plant, and real estate owned or possessed by the heirs or legal 
representatives of James B. Ead , ator about the South Pass. And 
in case the Secretary of War shall terminate said contract the sum of $200,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby apreorriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately avail- 
able for the purchase of the whole or a part of said plant or for otherwise 
providing a proper plant for the maintenance of said pass. 
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“In case of the termination of said contract by virtue of the prov isions 
hereof or by expiration of said contract, the Secretary of War is hereby d 
rected to take charge of said channe), including the jetties and all auxiliary 
works connected therewith, and thereafter to maintain with the utmost effi 
ciency said South Pass channel, and for that purpose he is hereby authorized 
to draw his warrants from time to time on the Treasurer of the United 
States, until otherwise provided for by law, for such sums of money as nay 
be necessary, not to exceed in the aggregate for any one year$100,000. In the 
event that the Secretary of War shall elect to terminate said contract, any 
sum which shall at that time have been appropriated by Congress to pay 
what would be due to the h r legal representatives of said James B. 
Eads at the expiration of + nay be used by him in making such 
payment when he shall ter i ie, anything in the law m 
appropriation to the contrary notwithstanding 
ind the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the am 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment 
In the language proposed, after the word “ dredges," in line 10. insert *« 
or controlled by the Government;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
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During the reading of the report, 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishou!d like for identification to have the 
number of the amendment which the Secretary is reading. I 
relates to changing the improvement of the Ohio River, so as to 
create a 9-foot instead of a 6-foot stage of water, 

The SkecreTary. Amendment No, 

After the reading had been concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the con- 
ference report will be agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is agreed to? I want to dissent from 
one proposition that has been agreed upon by the conferees as re- 
ported. If this is the proper time, | desire to have action taken 
upon it now. 

I called attention to one point, as the report was read, and the 
Secretary reported to me that it was amendment No. 33, as I un- 
derstood him, but by reference to the bill as it passed the Senate 
I do not find that it was that number. But what I call attention 
to is this: 

A scheme for the improvement of the Ohio River was adopted 
some years ago which contemplated providing for a 6-foot stage 
of water at low water in that river. A number of dams have 
been constructed in accordance with that scheme, providing for 
a 6-foot stage of water. When this bill came up in the House a 
section was incorporated in it as No. 21, providing for a 9-foot 
stage of water. That section was stricken out in the Senate and 
a section was here adopted providing for a continuation of the im- 
provement of the river according to the 6-foot scheme at low water. 
AsI understand it, the conferees now report that they have ac- 
ceded to the demands of the House and have reincorporated a 

rovision that contemplates a 9-foot stage of water to be provided 
by the improvements that are to be made by the Government. 

I wish to say to the Senate, and I state it upon the authority of 
engineers, that it would cost anywhere from fifty toa hundred 
million dollars to make that change and to make the improvements 
in accordance with that provision, and I want to oppose it. The 
constituency that I represent is opposed to it. Itis no sufficient 
answer to say that according to the provision as reported by the 
conferees the present scheme of improvement is to be continued 
without interruption, because I think we ought here and now te 
say that a 9-foot stage of water is not necessary, especially not 
when it involves such an immense expense as that which will be 
made necessary, according to the opinion of the engineers, if we 
adopt that scheme. 

We have already built some six or seven dams—TI do not know 
the exact number—but according to a letter which I have seen 
written in the Engineer Department it will be necessary to in- 
crease the depth by either lowering all those dams, building new 
foundations at a very extraordinary expense, or by increasing 
them at an equally extraordinary expense. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator knows, I suppose, that he can get 
no relief except by rejecting the conference report? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is it. 

Mr. NELSON. I think the Senator from Ohio misapprehends 
the effect of the agreement of the conferees on this amendment, 
I think if he understands it he will look at it ina different light. 

Mr. FORAKER, Ido notthink so. I understand that it has 
been agréed in the conference committee that the improvement 
shall continue according to the scheme that has heretofore been 
acted upon, but that in the meanwhile there shall be a survey 
made as to the desirability of increasing it to a 9-foot stage of 
water. We already know enough, by reason of what the engineers 


20 
ov, 


have reported from time to time, to know that this will involve a 
reconstruction practically of this entire work, at an enormous ex 

nse, as every report on the subject has indicated, and it will 
delay the work indefinitely, 
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The people I represent do not want this change made. They 
think that a 6-foot stage of water, to be provided by the present 
improvement, is sufficient; and therefore, if it is necessary, I will 
make whatever motion will reach the case, desiring to reject only 
this particular part of the conference report. 

In answer to an inquiry addressed to me by Senators around me, 
I will state that I enleectant it will make not less than $50,000,000 
additional expenditure, and perhaps more than a hundred and 
fifty mill-ons of expenditure, because not only will all the dams 
provided for in the Ohio River have to be changed or reconstructed 
entirely, but in order to make this available like improvements 
will have to be made in the Monongahela River and in other 
rivers that are tributary to the Ohio. The people whom I repre- 
sent and who have given particular attention to this matter and 
are supposed to be benefited by it are very much opposed to it 
and have entered their protest against it. 

I do not understand that we have to reject absolutely the con- 
ference report, which embraces a great many items, in order to 
reach one particular item. But if that is the case, I move to re- 
ject the whole conference report, for I think we can not-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is nothing but a survey. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Tt is suggested to me that it is nothing but a 
survey. I feel that we ought not to enter upon a survey of that 
which we know at the beginning is an impracticable thing and a 
thing that ought not to be encouraged, and something that will 
gather strength as we proceed with it, which I want to kill off 
now as an unnecessary expense. If it is in order I move that the 
conference report be agreed to except only as to this one item. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can not be done. 

Mr. FORAKER. That can not be done? Can not any motion 
be made except only that the conference report be agreed to or be 
rejected? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the conference report. 

Mr. NELSON. There are two amendments which were in con- 
ference in reference to the Ohio River, amendments Nos. 21 and 
22, on page 13. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President. I have not yielded the floor. 
I move then, if that is the only motion in order, that we disagree 
to the conference report and we ask for another conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. NELSON. 1 think the Senator from Ohio might defer his 
motion until we have had a chance to explain the conference re- 

ort. : 
: Mr. FORAKER. Ican make the motion and then listen to the 
explanation afterwards. 

Mr. NELSON. There are two sides to this question. There 
are two amendments in the bill relative to the Ohio River, The 
first amendment, No. 21, as originally stated in the House, pro- 
vided for a survey and an examination and estimate of that reach 
of the Ohio River for the purpose’ of securing a 9-foot depth of 
water. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
page 2 of the bill, which provides that in all these cases, except 
where we have otherwise provided, there are to be both a prelim- 
inary survey and a complete survey with an estimate—that is, 
there is to be first a preliminary survey to ascertain whether the 
work is worthy of improvement in a general way, such as the 
ordinary preliminary surveys. Then if the War Department are 
of the opinion that the work warrants a further survey, they 
can go on and make a complete survey, with estimates and plans. 

Now, we have taken this amendment numbered 21 here of the 
Ohio River entirely out of thatclass. Wehave simply provided in 
reference to that feature of the amendment that there shall sim- 
ply be one of those naked preliminary surveys that do not involve 
a final survey, an estimate, oraplan. It is simply an advisory 
matter, and in order that it may not interfere with the work and 
plan that is now going on upon the river we have provided that 
this preliminary survey shall in no matter stop or interfere with 
the work that is now going on. 

There is a contract existing for the improvement of the Ohio 
River toa depth of 6 feet. This work, including the locks and 
dams which are a part of it, is to continue, and this is simply a 
naked preliminary survey. It does not interfere with that work, 
and does not lead to anything more than furnishing us simply the 
necessary information as to whether there ought to be something 
more definite. It does not involve even an estimate and a plan. 
It is simply advisory information, and can in no manner affect the 
plan of this enterprise. 

The other amendment as to the Ohio River simply is a slight 
modification limiting the survey between Marietta to the mouth 
of the Miami River. This preliminary survey does not lead to any 
change in the work orthe plan. It simply furnishes the Commit- 
tee on Commerce further information as to whether it would be 
desirable to enter upon a greater and more extensive scheme of 
improvement, 


The question is on agreeing to 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, there are a large number of other 
items in the conference report affecting numerous States all over 
the country and matters of great importance. If the conference 
report is defeated it would probably defeat all of those. 

As I understand this proposition, it is only for a preliminary 
survey. It does not bind the Government to anything. It does 
not in any way obligate the Government to adopt the 9-foot plan, 

If it be true, as the Senator from Ohio says, that all engineers 
say it is not feasible, or that it would cost $6,000,000, then the 
only expense that would be incurred would be the small amount 
of expense which attaches to a preliminary survey. 

I know nothing about whether the depth ought to be 9 fect or 6, 
nor isit material. Itissimplya preliminary survey, which binds 
nobody. It can not be carried out unless the engineers will recom- 
mend it and Congress should find it was the proper thing to do. 

I do hope the Senator from Ohio will not defeat this report, be- 
cause it is important on account of a great many other surveys 
that are contained in it, some put in by the House and some by 
the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. President, I do not pretend to see fur- 
ther into a millstone than anybody else, but in the discussion which 
has taken place—and this entering wedge which has come from 
the conference committee as to preliminary surveys about the 
Ohio River to determine whether or not the dams shall be 9 feet 
or 6 feet—I can already foretell that it is the opening attempt of 
the Geological Survey to gauge the Ohio River. [{Laughter.| Mr. 
President, I want to urge those Senators who live along the banks 
of that pellucid stream to protect themselves as far as they can at 
the initiatory steps against that octopus getting hold of the river, 
which will not only suck up all the river but all the money its 
farmers can raise. 

I speak with some impartiality, Mr. President, because I come 
from a State where our only ships are prairie schooners, where 
all the advantage we get from your annual appropriation is by way 
of a geological survey, which we do not want and which does us 
no good. The only benefit which we receive from it is that you 
unload alot of embryo and unbaked college graduates upon us, 
who at the expense of the Government bring us very insufficient 
and inaccurate and valueless information. 

The Senator from Minnesota has said there are two sides to this 
question; and there are two sides to the Ohio River. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio, who lives in Cincinnati, has given to the Senate 
very clearly an argument that seems to me unanswerable. He 
says that there were to be six dams built in the Ohio River, which 
would give them a 6-foot depth of water, all they need for their 
ships, which draw but a small amount of water; that four of 
those dams are already built; that everybody is contented with 
it; and now comes the conference committee and proposes to con- 
tinue that work, which has cost a great deal of money, and to in- 
ject for the first time a survey to see whether or not the dams 
ought not to be sunk to 9 feet. 

I am informed that the Senators on the other side of the river— 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINpDsAy] agrees with the 
Senator from Ohio in his opinion that it is entirely unnecessary. 
Whether we have to differ with the whole conference report or a 
part of it, I trust that we will give the Senators along each side 
of the bank of this stream a chance to determine what sort of 
navigation they ought to have. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agrecing to 
the conference report. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it is perfectly sepezent that 
unless we attempt to change the plan upon which the dams on the 
Ohio River have been built and to abandon the work that has al- 
ready cost a large amount of money, there is absolutely no neces- 
sity or propriety in making this survey. If the survey is to be 
adopted, then all the work we have done will be virtually thrown 
away and all the money we have expended will virtually have 
been expended in vain. Now, then, if we are not to adopt the 
survey when made, why put an obstacle in the way of the further 
progress of this work by holding everything up until an experi- 
mental survey can be made which is to result in no good and is 
not to be adopted after it has been made? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. On the contrary, the Senator from Minnesota 
says that the conference report —— provides that the work 
shall go on and not be held up. e report simply provides for a 
preliminary survey. It does not interfere with the work, and it 
can not interfere with it unless there be an act of Congress chang- 
ing it hereafter, after a full report from the engineers, 

After what the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from 
Ohio have said, I think it is proper to state that the chairman ol 
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the conferees in the House is a very distinguished Representative 
from Ohio. Mr. BurtToN knows about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let me ask the Senator from Arkansas if he 
does not live 400 miles north of Cincinnati? 

Mr. BERRY. I have no idea where he lives, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. He lives in Cleveland, Ohio. 

Mr. BERRY. He lives in Ohio, and that is all I know. 

Now, I ask the Senator from Kentucky if he thinks itis fair 
simply to prevent a survey that can injure no one, and which will 
cost but a small amount of money, which binds the Government 
in no way hereafter to adopt the scheme, and which can never be 
adopted except both Houses of Congress vote to adopt it? Does 
he think it is fair to defeat a conference report that has been 
framed in the interests of twenty States or morein this Union, and 
which contains items that are very important indeed to those 
States, simply because he thinks a survey will amount to nothing 
which does not affect the work in any way whatever? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the rejection of this conference report and 
sending the bill back to conference would amount toa defeat of 
this measure there would be more force in what the Senator from 
Arkansas says. But this Congress has not yet fixed a time for 
final adjournment. We have not yet reached a period at whicha 
long session of Congress usually adjourns. A recommittal of the 
report will mean only a correction in this regard and then the 
adoption of the conference report. 

If this work is to go on upon the present plan, why should an 
experimental survey be made at the same time, with a possibility 
that we will eventually in the future abandon the work that is 
being done for the purpose of conforming to the new survey? The 
practical theory is that if the new survey is to be made with a view 
to its future adoption not another dollar ought to be spent and 
not another lick of work ought to be struck on the present plan. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. President, I wish to add just a word in re- 
gard to this proposition. I am opposed to the adoption of the con- 
ference report for the reason stated both by my colleague and the 
Senator from Kentucky. I repeat their language, and I say it is 
an outrage to ask the Government to spend money for a prelimi- 
nary survey on a measure which ought to be defeated if it can be 
defeated in the end. The requirements for navigation in the Ohio 
River are confined to a class of boats that are fully accommodated 
with a 6-foot draft of water, and I do not know of any interest 
on either side of the banks of the Ohio below Pittsburg that is in 
favor of this expenditure or a change of the plan which it took 
years to digest andtoaccomplish. There must be and will bea 

eavy loss of the expenditure already made if the plans are 
changed, and there will be no corresponding benefit. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, there are three States interested 
in this question that agree with the position taken by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER]. The States of West Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, and Ohio are against the report of the conferees, I read 
to-day the report of an engineer on this very question, and no 
better report could be written after a dozen surveys, in which he 
says that if you give 9 feet of water as high as Pittsburg you 


u 
have got to carry the dams to Cairo, on the Mississippi, and that 
would cost the Government $50,000,000. We have already 6 feet 


of water in the Ohio River, and the boats have been built to ac- 
commodate that draft of water; and why do we want to experi- 
ment about ne $50,000,000 and running deep water clear 
down to Cairo 

Isubmit that the three States most interested here should be 
heard on this question, and if the interests of the States are to be 
considered the report should be referred back or voted down. 
There is no reason for another survey. There have been at least 
two or three surveys with a view to determining this question, 
and the result of the surveys was that 6 feet of water was about 
all, beginning at Pittsburg, that was practicable. 

Now, I say, on the strength of the report of an engineer, if you 
give 9 feet of water at Pittsburg you have got to carry this im- 
—— to Cairo, whereas if you carry out the 6-foot plan that 

as been adopted, on which has been expended $15,000,000 or 
$20,000,000, all you would have to do would be to go to the mouth 
of the Big Miami River in Indiana, and there is nv reason for any 
other survey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the report of the conference committee, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HANNA (when his name was called), I have a general 
air with the Senator from Utah [Mr. RAWLINs]. I do not see 
im in the Chamber, and not knowing how he would vote, I with- 

hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I shall vote on this 
question, but I want to explain my vote. If it were possible to 


t 9 feet-—— ash 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is not permissible under 
the rule, 
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Mr. SCOTT. It is not permissible? I shall vote ‘‘nay,” then. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr, TuRLEY’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. TURLEY] is absent. He is paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr, SPooNER]; but as he would vote “nay,” if 
he were here, the Senator from Wisconsin is at liberty to vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I havea standing pair with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON]. He is not present, and not know- 
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote, 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—10, 


Allen, Jones, Nev. Nelson, Turner. 
Berry, Kenney, Perkins, 
Jones, Ark. McMillan, Pettus, 
NAYS—46. 

Bacon, Depew, Lodge, Scott, 
Bard, Elkins, McBride, Shoup, 
Bate, Fairbanks, McComas, Simon, 
Beveridge, Foraker, Mallory, Spooner, 
surrows, Foster, Martin, Sullivan, 
Carter, Gallinger, Mason, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Money, Thurston, 
Clark, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Tillman, 
Clay, Hoar, Platt, Conn, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Kean, Platt, N. ¥. Wolcott. 
Daniel, Kyle, Proctor, 

Deboe, Lindsay, Ross, 

NOT VOTING—30. 

Aldrich, Davis, McEnery, Stewart, 
Allison, ‘rye, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
Baker, Gear, Morgan, Turley 
Butler, Hale, Penrose, Vest 
Cafilery, Hanna, Pritchard, Warren, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Quarles, Wellington. 
Cockrell, larris, Rawlins, 


Culberson, McCumber, Sewell, 


So the report was rejected. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments and ask a further conference with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
McMILLAN, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. VEsT were appointed, 


PROPOSED ANTI-TRUST LEGISLATION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is necessary to have a short executive ses- 
sion. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think I was recognized, and I made the 


otion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina yielded simply that the conference report might be made, 
He was addressing the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand, but having yielded the floor, 
and the conference report having been acted on, I was recognized 
by the Chair and made the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yielded for nothing but the conference report. 
Senators realize that I am speaking under great difticulties when, 
to accommodate the Senate, I yield every time a conference re- 
port comes in; but I desire to help the Senate to transact the bus« 
iness of the session. However, I insist that I am entitled to the 
floor the minute the conference report is over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina will proceed. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (A, R. 10539) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 1890. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in the early part of my remarks 
Ihad read a resolution which sets forth, in my opinion, the causes 
that produce trustsand statesthe remedy. Ihave not yet finished 
my remarks on the remedy proposedin that resolution, and, besides, 
I bave some data that I wish to have published as an appendix to 
myspeech. If the pending bill can be gotten before the Senate for 
action, I would desire to offer that resolution as a substitute for 
it, though I would not doso for the purpose of defeating the House 
bill. Indeed, Iam so anxious to see anything passed that will 
enable the Government at least to in some small degree, if not 
wholly, control and repress trusts in their present operations that 
I would yield the floor at this moment for the purpose of taking 
a vote on tbe House bill, without continuing my remarks further, 
provided § can extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

In fact, Mr. President, I now ask unanimous consent that we 
mzy take a vote upon the House bill, the pending motion being to 
refer, which means to kill it, and that I may be allowed to put into 
the RecorD my remarks and data referred to, which I have pre- 
pared, without taking up the time of the Senate to read them. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean a vote on the mo- 
tion to commit the bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; that is the parliamentary status; that 
means the same thing as if you kill it. If you commit it you kill 
it, as everybody knows. 

Mr. GALLING ER. The Senator means that a vote shall be 
taken on the motion to commit the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the parliamentary status. 
terial 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is immaterial whether the motion be to take 
up and pass it or whether to commit it. Everybody knows that 
if it is committed it is dead for this session, and it is the same 
thing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the same thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to have my request stated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that a vote may now be had on House 
bill No, 10539. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The understanding being that a vote be taken 
first on the motion, which is that of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not understand—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The understanding being that a vote will be 
taken on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to refer 
the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uest? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not all the request, because the request 
has coupled to it a further request, that I be permitted to extend 
my speech, with certain data which I have prepared, into the 
RecorpD without reading. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itiscontrary tothe rules of the Senate, and 
I have to object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator can do that without asking any 
consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that a Senator has the 
right to extend his remarks indefinitely in the REcorD without 
permission. I had just begun my speech. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notindefinitely. Limagine theSenator would 
not like to extend his speech indefinitely. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not desire to extend my remarks in- 
definitely, but only to the extent I have stated. I have carefully 
prepared a speech on the trust question. I would like to put it 
allin the Recorp. If I can not put it into the Recorp, then I 
will proceed with my 2 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is another reason I want to hear it. 
It is contrary to the rules to put it in the Recorp without deliv- 
ering it, and I want to hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olina will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am inclined to think that the 
Senator from New Hampshire, who objects to my speech going 
into the Recokp, is op to this anti-trust bill and that that is 
one of his methods to defeat it. Therefore, as anxious as I am to 
= this speech, which I think is a very good production, into the 

ECORD, as anxious as I am to have it go there as a living monu- 
ment to my opinion as to the best methods of destroying trusts, 
Iam willing to forego that in order to get a vote. Therefore I 
simply request that we have a vote. lask that we have a vote 
upon this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On the motion to refer? 

Mr. BUTLER. On the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
Olina asks unanimous consent that a vote now be taken on the 
motion to commit the bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and na 

The yeas and mays were ordered; and the Secretary pro 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]}. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILron}. ; 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I havea 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Mo- 
LavuRIN F if he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. 8 NER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who is ab- 
sent. ‘The Senator from Indiana {[Mr. FairBaNkKs] is not paired 
and is absent on a conference committee. I transfer my pair 
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with the Senator from Tennessee to the Senator from Indiana, 


and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURNEK (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren}, 
whom I do not seein the Chamber, If es were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANNA. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Raw ins], which I transfer to the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SewE.], and vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Harris] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt of Connecticut in the 
chair). The Chair is informed that he has not voted. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I suggest 
to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] that we transfer our 
pairs. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wz.1- 
INGTON], and that will permit us both to vote. 

Mr. CLARK. That is agreeable tome, andI will allow my voto 
to stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will also allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. TuRLEY] i 
necessarily absent from the Chamber. Were he here, he would 
vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURNER. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Wyoming {[Mr. WARREN] to the junior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. McLAURIN], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Indiana to the fact that a transfer of pairs has 
been made by which he stands paired. 

Mr. SPOONER. I made the transfer, and I withdraw my vote 
the ene from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] having appeared an 
voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 


Aldrich, Fairbanks, Kean, Proctor, 
Baker, Foraker, Lindsay, — 
Bard, Foster, Lodge, Oss, 
Beveridge, Frve, McBride, Scott, 
Carter, Gallinger, McComas, Shoup, 
Chandler, ale, McMillan, Simon, 
Clark, Hanna, Penrose, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren 
Deboe, Hawley, Pettus, Wetmore, 
Depew, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Elkins, Jones, Ney. Platt, N. Y. 
NAYS—2. 

Allen. Culberson, Kyle, Sullivan, 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallory, Teller, 
Bate, Harris, Martin, Thurston, 
Berry, Heitfeld, Mason, Tillman, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Money, Turner. 
Clay, Kenney, Pettigrew, 

NOT VOTING—20. 
Allison, Davis, Morgan, Spooner, 
Burrows, 2 Nelson, liaferro, 
Caffery, McCumber, Pritchard, Turley, 
Chilton, McEnery, Rawlins, Vest, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Sewell, Wellington. 


So the motion of Mr. GALLINGER to refer the bill to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary was to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO subsequently said: When the vote was taken 
on the —- of referring House bill 10539, known as the anti- 
trust bill. to the Judiciary Committee, I was for the moment in- 
advertently absent from the Senate. I have a general pair wit! 
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scotr], who, I un- 
derstand, voted without noticing my absence from the Chamber. 
I wish to announce now that if I had been present I should have 
voted ‘‘ nay” on the question, 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (8. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insur- 
rection in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, cede: 
by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on 
the 10th day of December, 1898. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I would not feel warranted in 
detaining the Senate in the closing hours of its session to discuss 
the measure introduced by the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPoonER] and from the Committee on the Phil'p- 

ines, of which Iam a member, but for the fact the discussion 
Recetedes has been so extensive and so elaborate on the other 
side of the Chamber that I feel 1 should not be doing justice or 
discharging my duty unless I took up this measure and anal yzed 
it for a short time and made a brief reference to what has been 
said in its behalf, 


1900. 






The bill is anomalous in many respects. I doubt if it has a 
precedent in the history of our country. The bill is short, and I 
will read it. It isas follows: 

That when all insurrection against the sovereignty and authority of the 
United Statesin the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaty con- 
cluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1808, shall have been completely 
sup’ d by the military and naval forces of the United States, all military 
ereil, and judicial powers necessary to govern the said islands shall, until 
otherwise provided by Congress, be vested in such mn one pares, and 
shall be exercised in such manner, as the President of the Uni States shall 
direct for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of said islands in the 
free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
me to make a request? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I make arequest for unani- 
mous consent that at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Nebraska thirty minutes may be devoted to the considera- 
tion of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar, 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I object. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection is made. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, this bill proposes to confer upon 
the President of the United States absolute and unqualified power 
to govern and control the Philippine Islands as he may see fit 
until such time as the insurrection, as it is called, shall have been 
completely overcome and overthrown by our Army. The Presi- 
dent of the United States is to be given greater power by virtue 
of this bill, if it shall become a law, than that of any king or queen 
or emperor upon the face of the earth. 

The President is to rule as he sees fit, and through such instru- 
mentalities as he sees fit, and none of the checks or safeguards im- 
posed by the Constitution are to operate in restraint of the exer- 
cise of poe on his part; and yet I am not prepared to say that 
this bill adds to the power that the President is already exercising 
in the Philippine Islands so far as we have jurisdiction in that 
archipelago. I do not propose to discuss the question at this time 
of the extent of our sovereignty over the Philippine Islands. I 
take it for granted that it is well established that we exercise no 
greater jurisdiction in those islands or that our jurisdiction is no 
more extensive in those islands than the particular zone or zones 
occupied by our Army, while the great body of the population of 
that archipelago is entirely free from the exercise of any juris- 
diction on the part of the United States. 

But this bill, Mr. President, has been made the text for political 
discussion in this Chamber within the last week or ten days, The 
whole field of political discussion has been traveled over by our 
friends on the other side, and everything that could be said in 
favor of the present Administration has been said in language that 
it would be impossible for me to use or to imitate. 1 was particu- 
larly charmed, as I am always, by the very eloquent and ingenious 
and able address of the senior Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER]. which extended over three days. 

It was especially happy in describing the great qualities of the 
President of the United States, in describing what he had done 
in the way of administering our Government for the last three 
years or more, and I thought, when listening to that speech, or 
series of s es, that I had never heard in my life before a poor 
cause so eloquently set forth as the cause of the Administration 
was described by my friend from Wisconsin. 

The Senator said, Mr. President, that imperialism was not and 
could not be an issue, and yet almost the entire time for three days 
of his learned discussion he devoted himself to the question of im- 
perialism. I would like to know, after listening to that speech 
and se it over carefully in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, what 
the Republican party has done in three years and three months of 
its Administration for the relief of the country? 

Senators may talk in a perfunc way; they may review this 
Administration in adulatory terms, if they see fit to do so; yet I 
dare say the man does not live and is not a member of this Cham- 
ber who can point out one important step taken by this Admin- 
istration since the 4th of March, 1897, for the benefit of the coun- 
try. 1donot say that in di ent of the President of the 
United States, because 1 think that under the circumstances he 
has done the best he could. 

What important measure has been brought into Congress in 
either branch and advocated and incorporated into law which 
has resulted in benefit to this country? Iam perfectly willing 
now and here to yield to my friend from Wisconsin, if he can point 
out such a measure. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the first thing done by this 
Administration when it was installed in power was to call Con- 
= together in extraordinary session to pass what is known as 

present Dingley tariff act. Mr. Dingley had made threo at- 
tempts during his service in the other branch of Congress to pass 
a tariff act, and the act that is nowin force may properly be 
called the Dingley tariff bill No. 3, although it is the only one that 
ever became a law. 
nee 4 
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Mr. President, that act increased the cost of living to the labor- 


ing and industrial classes of this country from 50 to 100 per cent: 
and to-day every laboring man, every farmer, and every consumer 
in the country is paying from 50 to 100 per cent more for the arti- 
cles he consumes than he paid before, while the prices of wages 
and the prices of farm puotese have not increased on an average 
to excee 
ing classes were the losers as the result of the passage of the Ding- 
ley Act. 


10 per cent. So that the whole industrial and consum- 


What was the next great measure, or supposed great measure, 
brought forth by the Republican party and crystallized into law? 
It was the currency act passed in March of this year, by which 
this country was committed to the gold standard. The Repub- 
lican party declared in 1896 in favor of bimetallism, and in 1900 
it receded from that declaration and committed the country to 
the gold standard by the currency act of last March. 

It not only did that, Mr. President, but it created and perpetu- 
ated and added to the national debt, and gave the Secretary of the 
Treasury unlimited power to issue the bonds of this country from 
time to time as he might see fit; and there is no hope and no ex- 
pectation that our national debt will ever be paid, and this, too, 
sir, not in response to any demand upon the part of the people, 
but in response to that element of our country that knows no 
patriotism—that would sink the Republic, if by doing so they 
could make money out of the transaction. 

Those are the only two measures the Republican party can go 
before this country upon up to this date. Of course we all un- 
derstand that gold and glory will be the watchwords and the 
battle cry. All the sordid, the greedy power in this country is to 
be rallied to the standard of that party in recognition of its atti- 
tude on the money question. Every man who wants to make 
money by plundering the people and plundering the Treasury 
will support that party this fall, no doubt. 

Then, Mr. President, the people are to be appealed to upon the 
supposition that the Republican party was the party that con- 
ducted this war through which we have passed in the last year or 
two. It is strange that sometimes we come across men whose 
lives are upright in every walk, whose words can be depended 
upon, whose words are as good as their bonds, and yet when you 
touch them upon their political relations or their party relations, 
they will go to extremes, even to the injury of the country, to 
carry out party measures and party purposes. 

I remember very distinctly that when the life was being crushed 
out of Cuba, long before the declaration of war in 1#98, there 
could not be found on the other side of the Chamber one man to 
open his lips or cast a vote in favor of rescuing Cuba from Spain. 
Every man, without a single exception, was the champion of 
Spain in that contest until the Main? was blown up, in lebruary, 
1898. Every argument that was made in this Chamber, every 
resolution that was introduced and advocated for that purpose, 
came from this side of the Chamber and not from that. 

But, Mr. President, when that treacherous act upon the part of 
Spain resulted in the blowing up of our battle ship and the de- 
stroying of nearly 300 of our seamen, the country demanded action 
on the part of Congress; and, for the first time in all the history 
of the controversy and of that contest, the Republican party was 
lashed and driven by the force of public sentiment into taking 
cognizance of the affair. Then came, of course, the declaration 
of war. 

But, Mr. President, it is to be remembered that the only two 

eat battles that were fought during that war—the battle of 

anila, on May 1, and the battle off Santiago Harbor, on the 
8d of July—were battles fought not by Republicans or Democrats 
or Populists, but they were fought by all. No party had a mo- 
nopoly there. Republicans, Democrats, Populists, Independents, 
every patriotic American citizen, regardless of his political affilia- 
tions, was found on our battle ships or in the ranks upon land. 

It so happened, Mr. President, that the great admiral who com- 
manded our fleet at Manila was not a Republican; he was a Demo- 
crat. Itsohappened that the other great admiral who commanded 
our fleet at Santiago Harbor was not a Republican; he, too, was 
a Democrat. It so happened that many of the most conspicuous 
soldiers in this struggle were not Republicans; they were Demo- 
crats, and some of them were Populists. 

Mr. SCOTT. But all Americans, 

Mr. ALLEN. Butall Americans, Mr. President. 

So when the Republican party goes to the country this fall, as 
evidently it intends to go, with the statement that it was the Re- 

ublican party that fought this war with Spain, they will be con- 

ronted by these irrefutable facts of history. 

Now, laying aside tho tariff act, the currency act, and the con- 
ductof this war, I want toknow from any gentleman upon the other 
side of the Chamber, and I will yield time to him to tell me or to 
tell the country, what the Republican party has done for this 
country in almost four years of its Administration. We have 
this Philippine question unsolved. There is a radical dispute be 
tween the parties as to what shall be done with the Philippive 
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Islands. No man supposed when the war with Spain began, and 
the Philippine Islands fell into our hands as the incident or result 
of that war, that there was the slightest purpose on the part of 
this country to permanently retain them. 

It is said that they were ceded to us by the treaty of Paris. 
Senators argue that it is clearly competent for one country to 
cede territory to another. I admit the general statement, sir; I 
admit that if the title of Spain was undisputed and indisputable to 
those islands, then clearly she had the power to cede them to the 
United States; but I deny here that it is within the power of one 
nation to cede the sovereignty of a people of another nation or to 
transfer the sovereignty of a people of another nation by a treaty 
of cession or in any other manner. 

I know Senators will dispute this, that they will argue and 
cavil about it, and claim that there is no question about the right; 
but I challenge any Senator to point out authority, in interna- 
tional law or elsewhere, by which this country by cession could 
transfer my allegiance to England or to France or to some other 
country. It might transfer the territory occupied by me, by vir- 
tue of the law of force, but it never could transfer my allegiance, 
No man anticipated that the Philippine Islands would ever be 
claimed as a part of the territory of the United States. 

It was not within the range of possible conception at that time; 
and yet shortly after these islands fell to us as the result of the war 
with Spain, that greedy power which controls the action of this 
Government set up the claim that we ought to annex those is- 
lands and hold them permanently as a part of the domain of the 
United States. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT, What would the Senator do with the islands un- 
der the circumstances? 

Mr. ALLEN. Give the people their freedom. I am glad the 
Senator asked that question, because it gives me an opportunity 
to sharply accentuate my views and to announce them upon that 
subject. Give to the Filipinos the same liberty, the same inde- 
pendence, that we ourselves enjoy, and protect them in the embry- 
onic state of the republic until they are powerful enough to care 
for themselves. 

Mr. SCOTT. You would take them for a number of years un- 
der the protection of the United States? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would take them not asasovereign. I would 
have those people set up a republic as they have attempted to do 
there, which was torn down by our arms and destroyed. I would 
say to them, ‘‘Convene in your congress; adopt your constitution; 
organize a government there; goon and conduct your affairs as any 
nation would conduct its affairs, and we will stand over you to 
see that Europe keeps her hands off of you.” Butwedonot propose 
to do anything of that kind, We engaged in the war with Spain 
not for conquest, but that we might shake the clutchesof the Mon- 
archy of Spain from the throat of the Cubans and set them upon 
the highway to liberty and to freedom. 

I doubt if ever before in all the history of the world a govern- 
ment has been known to enter into a war from the lofty motives 
with which we entered into the war with Spain in 1898. We 
ourselves had no direct quarrel. Our citizens were not involved 
in that controversy. Spain was crucifying and destroying her 
own subjects, and prompted by a — of fairness, prompted by 
the desire to see liberty and a republican form of government live 
and flourish upon this continent, rather than to see those people 
destroyed, we intervened for their protection and preservation. 

The moment the Philippine Islands were reduced to our posses- 
sion, as I was abont to say, that moment all the accumulated 
greed and desire for spoliation in this country got control of the 
official machinery of the United States, and now it is announced 
that we are to retain those islands for all time, that we may profit 
out of their properties and their industries, It seems to me this 
question is scarcely open to debate. It is not open to debate so far 
as the history and traditions of our country are concerned, 

So far as the legal status of the question is concerned, it is not 
debatable, for, as I understand it, Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber do not claim that we have any specific legal title to 
these islands and these people, but that having fallen to us as a 
fortune of war, instead of giving them a republican form of gov- 
ernment, recognizing them as an independent people, as an inde- 
pendent nation, we shall keep them as colonies, because they have 
properties and commerce that may be of value to us in the years 
to come. 

Mr, President, I never expected to live to that period of life 
when I should see my country indulge in so low a motive as that 
which seems to prevail in this instance. “We are not actuated by 
the welfare of those people. We do not propose to consult their 
interests. They can get upon their knees and plead with us for 
the liberty we ourselves enjoy, and while recognizing the great 
principles of liberty, for the time tee say to them, ‘‘ No; 
we propose to hold you in subjection, because you havea rich 
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country, out of which we can profit and out of which we propose 
to make money.” 

Now, to gloss over this pene, this hideous, monstrous, and 
damnable purpose, the Republican party is indulging in lauda- 
tions of the Administration, and in expressing to the country in 
different forms the great things accomplished by the Republican 
party and the great things to be accomplished by us in the Orient 
in the future. The language used by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER] was highly laudatory. It was more than 
laudatory. It was the language of adulation. It was the lan- 
guage of ea and when the Senator from Wisconsin was de- 
scribing the virtues and purposes and policies of the Administra- 
tion so forcibly and so learnedly, I thought possibly he had taken 
a lesson from our treaty with Persia in 1856. 

It will be remembered that in 1856 this country entered into a 
treaty of friendship and commerce with the Shah of Persia, and 
here is the first official description of the virtues of a monarch 
that L-have ever read, and I thought, when my friend was speak- 
ing, that perhaps he had been stimulated somewhat by reading 
this language: 

The President of the United States of North America, and His Majesty as 
exalted as the planet Saturn; the Sovereign to whom the sun serves as a 
standard; whose splendor and magnificence are equal to that of the skies; 
the Sublime Sovereign, the Monarch whose armies are as numerous as the 
stars; whose greatness calls to mind that of Jeinshid; whose magnificence 
equals that of Darius; the heir of the crown and throne of the Kayanians; 
the Sublime Emperor of all Persia. 

There never was self-praise to be found in stronger language 
than that I have read. There never was praise by one person of 
another stronger than the language used by my honorable friend 
from Wisconsin in his remarkable speech a few days ago, I 
would not rob the President of the United States of the just re- 
ward of his administration. I believe that to every man should 
be accorded that to which he is justly entitled regardless of 
whether he agrees with me politically or not. Wecan not afford 
to be unjust. I can notafford to be unjust to a Republican or to 
the Republican party because of my disagreement with him or it 
upon public policies and measures, 

I can not afford to be that kind of a partisan who sees but one 
side of a question and ignores all other views, nor do I think any 
other man can afford to take the attitude of a partisan to the ex- 
clusion of the truth. Let us be just toall. If the Republican 
party has accomplished anything entitling it to the support and 
respect of the people of this country, let it have that support and 
respect. If it has lived and fattened and thrived on false pretenses 
and false claims, let it receive the just condemnation for the course 
it has pursued. 

Mr. President, my friend the Senator from Wisconsin the other 
day seemed to think that it was high treason—I will put it in 
as strong language as possible, because I think that is what he 
meant—for those of us to disagree with the President respecting 
his policy toward the islands; and to-day we heard it repeated 
again and again that any man who disagreed with the policy of 
the Administration with respect to these islands was not a friend 
of his country. 

I do not want to characterize that kind of an argument exactly 
as I feel that it ought to be characterized, because it might not be 
entirely in accord with the rules of the Senate. But what is to be 
thought of a cause that is so frail and so unsound that the motives 
of those who differ with its advocates are to be drawn in question 
and they are to be put in a falselight. Whenever you have a cause 
that is not bottomed upon the truth, that will not bear investiga- 
tion and analysis, it is a cause that the sensible and the philo- 
—_ man will abandon and not undertake to support. 

et, Mr. President, in all the history of this magnificent coun- 
try, in ancient or modern times, this greatest Republic on earth, 
this most powerful Government in the world, we do not find an 
instance where our country has espoused the cause of despotism 
and denied a people the right to self-government and liberty until 
we come to deal with these poor people of the Philippine Islands. 
It is said they are incapable of government; that they are not 
capable of governing themselves. Sir, in 1776 England declared 
that we were incapableof governing ourselves. In fact, the chief 
cause of the Revolutionary war was the declaration of Great 
Britain that the colonies were incapable of governing themselves; 
and for more than a century and a third the British Empire and 
English people have decl that our Republic was ephemeral; 
that it was founded upon the sands, and inthe course of a short 
time it would totter and fall. 

That is the argument of tyrants. There never was a tyrant 
from the days of Nero to this moment who did not have some 


subterfuge to offer for his tyranny. Unlimited discretion, un- 
limited power are the two instruments by which tyranny accom- 
plishes its deadly work. But Europe did not believe Great Britain 
when she said the Republic of the United States could not exist. 
There were, thank God, those in continental Europe who did not 

pathize with Great Britain in her seven and a half years of 
bloody struggle to maintain jurisdiction of the colonies. They 








